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NONLOCAL EQUATIONS WITH DEGENERATE WEIGHTS

LINUS BEHN, LARS DIENING, JIHOON OK, AND JULIAN ROLFES

ABSTRACT. We introduce fractional weighted Sobolev spaces with degenerate
weights. For these spaces we provide embeddings and Poincaré inequalities.
When the order of fractional differentiability goes to 0 or 1, we recover the
weighted Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces with Muckenhoupt weights, respec-
tively. Moreover, we prove interior Holder continuity and Harnack inequalities
for solutions to the corresponding weighted nonlocal integro-differential equa-
tions. This naturally extends a classical result by Fabes, Kenig, and Serapioni
to the nonlinear, nonlocal setting.

1. INTRODUCTION

Research on fractional nonlocal integro-differential equations has become one of
the most prominent topics in the field of partial differential equations. In particu-
lar, regularity theory for nonlocal equations associated with the fractional energy
functional given by

(1.1) R[R[ (W)pk(m,y) dz dy

have been extensively studied over the last decade. In (1.1), s € (0,1) denotes the
the fractional differentiability parameter, 1 < p < oo, and k(z,y) is a nonnegative
kernel on R™ x R™. Note that, if k(z,y) = |z — y|~™, then the Euler-Lagrange
equation of (1.1) corresponds to the fractional p-Laplace equation (=A)yu = 0and
when p = 2 it corresponds to a linear equation. The main purpose of this paper
is to establish regularity theory for weak solutions to specific classes of degenerate
or singular nonlocal equations that do not satisfy the standard ellipticity condition
k(wy) = o — gyl "

The energy functional in (1.1) is the fractional counterpart to the classical energy
functional [p, a(x)|Vv|P dz, where a : R" — [0,00]. The corresponding Euler-
Lagrange equation is the following p-Laplace type equation:

(1.2) div(a(z)|Du[P~2Du) = 0.
Specifically, when p = 2, this reduces to the linear equation

(1.3) div(A(x)Du) =0
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with the matrix valued function A(z) = a(x)I,, where I, is the n X n identity
matrix. In general, for the linear equation (1.3), it is well-known that if A(x)
satisfies the uniform ellipticity condition

(1.4) NP < A(z)€ - € < Algf

for some 0 < A < A < oo, then the weak solution to (1.3) is Holder continuous,
and satisfies Harnack’s inequality by the De Giorgi-Nash-Moser theory (see, e.g.,
[Gi057]). These results extend to the p-Laplace case, see [LU68, Chapters 4.7 and
5.3]. An interesting and important question is the development of regularity theory
when the coefficient A(x) does not satisfy the uniform ellipticity condition. For the
linear equation (1.3), Fabes, Kenig and Serapioni [FKS82] proved Hélder continuity
and Harnack’s inequality for weak solutions to (1.3) when A(x) satisfies that

Aw(z)[€]* < Ax)€ - € < Aw(z)lé],

with a weight function w belonging to the Muckenhoupt A5 class. This result
is sharp in the sense that there exists a weight w with w € A, for every p >
2, such that the equation (1.3) has non-Holder continuous solution (see [FKS82,
Section 2.3]). We also refer to [MS68; Tru71l; Tru73; BS21] for regularity results
for degenerate linear equations, [CMN13; Mod85; MRW15; BS23; CS24] for the
extension to p-Laplace type problems, and [BDGP22; BBDL23; CMP18; Str84] for
gradient estimates for degenerate equations.

For fractional nonlocal equations with energy functional (1.1), the condition
corresponding to the uniform ellipticity is that k(z,y) =~ |z —y| . Under this
condition, regularity results have been explored for instance in [CS07; CCV11;
BKO05; Kas07] for linear equations and [DKP14; DKP16; Coz17] for fractional p-
Laplace type equations. In particular, in [DKP16; DKP14], the authors obtain
sharp local Holder estimates and Harnack inequality using nonlocal tail terms, by
applying De Giorgi’s approach to nonlocal problems. Since then there have been
extensive research activities on regularity theory for fractional nonlocal equation.
For further regularity results for fractional nonlocal problems of the p-Laplace type,
we refer to [KMS15; Sch16; BL17; BLS18; IMS16; DN23; BK23; DKLN24; GL24;
BDLBS24] and for related results on fractional equations with more general growth
conditions to [BKO23; CKW22; BDNS24].

In this paper, we focus on fractional nonlocal problems with degenerate kernels
k(x,y). Our main model for the kernel in (1.1) is

(1.5)

@) w@uly) 1
kz,y) = w(By,y) nwa w(z)dz |z —y|*’

where w(z) is a weight, w(B) = [w(z)dz and B,y = Bij,_, (*3%). We will
make the assumption that w is in the Muckenhoupt class A,, which is natural in
this context. Some background on Muckenhoupt weights is collected in Section 2.3.
Note that the kernel k in (1.5) does not satisfy the uniform ellipticity condition
since k(x,y) = 0 when w(z) = 0 or w(y) = 0. Function spaces related to the
energy (1.1) with k(z,y) as given in (1.5) have been studied as interpolation spaces
between Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces in the Euclidean space equipped with the
measure du(z) = w(x)dz. See [GKS10; CDM19] for further details. However,
fractional nonlocal equations associated with these energy functionals have not
been systematically studied yet. To the best of our knowledge, even in the linear
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case, this is the first paper to investigate regularity theory for nonlocal equations
with degenerate weights.

The paper consists of two major parts. In the first part, Section 2, we intro-
duce and study fractional weighted Sobolev spaces with degenerate weights. We
explore various properties, including the density of smooth functions and Sobolev-
Poincaré estimates, directly without relying on interpolation. We emphasize that
the estimates obtained in this section are stable as the order of fractional differ-
entiability s approaches 1. To this end, we develop a novel Riesz-type potential
estimate in Appendix A, which is of independent interest.

The second part, Sections 3, focuses on regularity theory for associated degener-
ate nonlocal equations. We prove local boundedness (Theorem 3.4), interior Holder
regularity (Theorem 3.5), and Harnack’s inequality (Theorem 3.6) for their weak
solutions. This exactly corresponds to the results in [FKS82] for the classical linear
equation (1.3). We highlight that, thanks to the s-stable Sobolev-Poincaré inequal-
ity from Section 2, we can apply the nonlocal version of De Giorgi’s approach, as
developed in [DKP14; DKP16], and derive relevant regularity estimates that re-
main stable as s approaches 1. Finally, we would like to remark that although we
prove interior local Holder continuity for homogenous problems, we expect that by
the same approach we can also show global Hélder continuity for nonhomogeneous
problems.

2. FRACTIONAL WEIGHTED SOBOLEV SPACES

In this section we introduce nonlocal energies with degenerate weights and their
corresponding function spaces. We show density of smooth, compactly supported
functions and investigate compact embeddings. Moreover, we see that local weighted
spaces are recovered if the order of fractional differentiability s goes to 0 resp. 1.
Finally, we prove a Sobolev-Poincaré inequality which is stable as s 7 1.

2.1. Fractional, weighted energies. In this section we introduce our nonlocal
energies. We start with a bit of standard notation.

From now on let n > 2. By LIIOC(R”) we denote the locally integrable functions.
A function w € L (R™) with w > 0 almost everywhere is called a weight. Then
for a measurable set U C R™, we define the measure with respect to w(z)dz by

w(U) == [, w(z)dz. By |U| we denote the Lebesgue measure of U. By L (R") we

denote the usual weighted Lebesgue space with norm ( [, |v]’w dz)v. Let C2°(R")
and C2°(€2) denote the smooth, compactly supported functions on R™ and 2 C R”,
respectively. By B,.(z) we denote a ball with center « and radius r. For z,y € R"
let B, = B%‘x_yl(%). Then B, , is the smallest (closed) ball containing = and
y. For a ball B and A > 0 we denote by AB the ball with the same center and A
times the radius. For quantities A and B, we write A < B if A < ¢B for some
universal constant ¢ > 0, and A~ B if A< B and B < A.

From now on we will always assume that s € (0,1) and 1 < p < co. Let w be a
weight on R"™. We define the fractional, weighted energy J5,, : Li, (R™) — [0, oc]
by

a 5o (v) = cs M ’ x, x dy,
(2.1a) T w®) R/R/< ) Kz, y) do dy

|z —y|*
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where k : R™ x R" — [0, 00) satisfies

w(z)w(y) w(z)w(y)

(2.1b) A w(Boy) < k(z,y) <A w(Boy)
for some 0 < A < A < o0 and ¢; = s(1 — s). Note that strictly speaking the
energy depends on k and only indirectly on w. This will not play any role for the
function spaces investigated in this section. However, it will become important for
the minimizers studied in Section 3.

For w =1 and A = A we therefore obtain the energy corresponding to the usual
fractional Sobolev space W*P(R"™). The constant ¢; = s(1 — s) will be used to keep
track of the stability for s /1 and sometimes also for s \, 0.

2.2. Fractional weighted Sobolev spaces. In this section we introduce the frac-
tional, weighted Sobolev spaces. The energy J;,, from (2.1) is strictly convex and
can be used to define the fractional, weighted Sobolev space

WaP(R") = {v € Lj,.(R") : 7, (v) < 00}
Note that

1

|U|W;~P(Rn) = (j;,w@))p
defines a semi-norm on W5?(R") and |v[ysrg.) = 0 if and only if v is constant.
To obtain a norm, one could either take the quotient space or add a norm like

HUHL{’U(Bl(O))'
Furthermore, for an open and bounded set 2 C R™ we define

W;7,%(Q) = {v e W2P(R") : v|ge = 0}.

Then (W 5(),] - lwgr®n)) is a normed space. Note that in this case we still
integrate over R™ x R™. In some situations we consider functions that are only
defined on some open set 2. For this we set for a measurable set M C R"™ x R™

and measurable function v

(22)  JpnWw[M):= Cs//]l{m)eM}(
]Rn ]Rn

0@ =@\

For example, we have J;,(v) = J;,(v|R" x R"). Suppose in the following
that  C R™ is open and bounded. At this step, we could include more gen-
eral 2, but for simplicity we restrict ourselves to the case that we need later in the
application. We then define

(2.3) Tpaw () 1= T, (0| 2 X Q),

and Wi P(Q) = {v € LP(Q) : J;,,(v|2) < co}. We now investigate the properties
of the space W, (€2).

Lemma 2.1. Let 1 < p < o0, s € (0,1) and Q C R™ be open and bounded. Then
(W6 ( ), |l gny) s a uniformly convex Banach space.

Proof. We can map every u € Wy(Q) to @(z,y) = u(z) — u(y). This defines a
(non-bijective) isometry T' from W, (Q2) to the weighted space fo_y‘,sk(x y)(R" X
R"™) =: Z. Note that Z is a uniformly convex Banach space. Let u,, € W,;5(€2) be
a Cauchy sequence. Then ., = Tu,, is Cauchy in Z and there exists a limit u € Z.

Moreover, by passing to a subsequence, we have %, — @ almost everywhere. Since
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U (2, C) = Gm(x, z) for almost all {, z € Q¢, we have u(x, () = a(x, z) for almost all
¢,z € Q°. This allows to define u(x) = u(x z) for (arbitrary) z € Q°. Moreover,
U = U, since
u(z,y) = u(x) —uly) = u(z,z) —u(y, z) = lm (U (z,2) — Un(y, 2))
m—o0
= lim (upn(2) —um(y)) = lm am(2,y) = a(z,y).
Since i, — @ and T is an isometry, we conclude that u, — u in W;5(€2). Thus,

W 5(Q) is a Banach space. Since Z is uniformly convex, so is W5 (Q). O

Lemma 2.2. Let 1 <p < oo, s € (0,1) and Q C R™ be open and bounded. Then
Wo5(Q) = LB (R™).

Proof. Let B be a ball with radius 7 containing Q. For v € W;(Q) we have

sz [ [ (MRS S

B 3B\2B
; w()u(y)
> e P8 G d
zer~ [ [ r i dedy
B 3B\2B

~

SB QB
>csr_5p \ /|v )|Pw(y

This proves the claim. O

Note that the embedding constant in Lemma 2.2 deteriorates for s /1. This is
in contrast to our Poincaré type inequality of Theorem 2.10, which however requires
more assumptions on our weight.

2.3. Basic embedding. In this section we show the C°(Q) C W 3(2). For this
inclusion it would be sufficient to assume that our weight is doubling. However, in
view of our application we already now make the stronger assumption that w is of
Muckenhoupt class A,. We therefore recall now the class of Muckenhoupt weights,
which is the assumption on our weights that we will use for the rest of this paper.
For this let p € (1,00). A weight w on R" is said to be an A,-weight (in short
w € Ap) if and only if

(2.4) [w]a, == sup. (;[wdx (Zw— d:c>p1> < 0.

The class A, contains exactly the weights that make the maximal operator continu-
ous on LE (R™). A standard example is given by |z|” € A4, for all —n < v < (p—1)n.
Note that every A, weight w is doubling, i.e., that for some ¢,, > 0 we have

(2.5) w(2B) < cpw(B) for all balls B,

see Remark 2.7. Let us recall a few standard properties of Muckenhoupt weights,

see [Gralda]. It is often useful, to define the dual weight o = wT7. Then o € Ay,

where % + i = 1 and [w]a, = [0]%". Moreover, w and o are doubling with
p
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1/(p—1)

doubling constants ¢, = 2" [w]4, and ¢, = onp’ [w] 4 , respectively. For every

ball B, (2.4) and Jensen’s inequality imply

1< ][wdm<][g)p1 < [wla,.

B B

Hence, for all z,y € R™

(2.6) |Bayl S w(Byy)?0(Bay)?

where the implicit constant only depends on n.

1
I

< [wla, |Bey| = [w]a, 2 =yl

Lemma 2.3. Let p € (1,00) and w € A,. Then for all x,y € R™ and r > 0 with
r < |z —y| < 2r we have

(2.7) w(Byy) < 2"Pwla,w(Br(x)), and w(Ba(x)) < 5" [w]a,w(Bsy).
Proof. For every A > 1 and all balls B we have w(AB) < A'P[w]a,w(B), see
[Graldb, Proposition 9.1.5]. With this we estimate

w(Bw,y) < w(Bar(7)) < 2np[w]pr(Br(x))a
and  w(Bar (7)) S w(5B;y) < 5"P[w]a,w(Bg,y).

P

This proves the claim. ([l

Lemma 2.4. Let p € (1,00) and w € A,. Then for any a € R with |a| < ap and
every ball B,(x) C R", we have

w(y) re
2.8 / r—yl*——"—dy ~ — or a > 0,
(2.8 i
By ()
w(y) re
(2.9) / |z —y|*——="=dy ~ — for a < 0.
w(Bz,y) |af
R\ B ()

The hidden constants depend continuously on n, p, ag, and linearly on [w]a, .

Proof. Let B = B,(x). Splitting B,(z) into annuli, we estimate with Lemma 2.3
for a > 0.

w(y) < s w(277B\2797tB) _ [w]a,r®
T § QI - < 2 .
B‘(/) Ix y‘ U/(Bz’y) dy ~ [w]AP J)O( " ) w(27JB) 1—-—2-«

For the reverse estimate we have

e [ s [

720 2-iB\2-i-1B

Let B; be any ball of maximal radius contained in 277B\ 277~ B. Then we have
B, C 7B;. Thus

w(By.y) < w(TB;) < 7"[w]a, w(B;).
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Combining this with (2.10), we arrive at

« ’U)(y) —-n —(J+1)a aw(z_jB\Q_j_lB)

; . B;
B(2) 2) §=0 w(B;)
1 re
2 7*71177
201 — 2«

Note that |1 — 27t = ¢ for all ¢ € [0, ] with constant depending on «g. Hence,

ﬁ ~ Wll This proves the claim for a > 0. The proof for a < 0 follows by the

same method. O

Proposition 2.5. Letp € (1,00), w € A, and Q C R™ be open and bounded. Then
C*(R™) C WEP(R™) and CX(Q2) — Wj’(’)(Q)

Proof. Let v € C°(R™). Choose a ball B with radius » and suppv C B. Then
[v(z) —v(y)| < |o—yll[Vv]|, implies

Zeer=c. [ [(MRH) i oo

_ep w(x)
<Cs||vv||§o//|$*y|p pm drw(y) dy
2B 2B

2ol / / ol s dewly)

By Lemma 2.4 we obtain
Tpw(0) SIVOILr? ™ w(2B) + [[v][Sr™ P w(2B) < oo.

This proves C2°(R™) C W5P(R"). Hence, we also have C°(Q2) C W,((52). Sup-
pose now that v, — v in C¢°(R™). Then by the calculations above

Tpw(Om = 0) SV (0 = 0) 5" Pw(2B) + [Jvm — vll5r™Pw(2B) = 0,
which proves C2°(Q) — Wy (Q). O

2.4. The limit as s -+ 0 and s — 1. In this section we investigate what hap-
pens if the order of fractional differentiability s converges to 0 or 1. We see that
we recover the energies of the weighted Lebesgue space Lf and of the weighted
Sobolev space WLP, respectively. This justifies the notation W2P(R"™) and that
our model can be seen as the natural intermediate space. For the case of fractional
Sobolev spaces, i.e., for w = 1, corresponding results were shown in [BBMO01; MS02;
FKV20].

Theorem 2.6. Letp € (1,00), w € A,, and v € C(R™). Then

1121\1(?‘7;“)( v) = hmsupjpw /|U )[Pw(

™0

hmlnfjp w(V) = hmsupjp w /|V11 )P w(

S

The implicit constants are only dependent on n, p, and [w]a,.
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Proof. Recall that the normalizing constant of 7, is given by ¢, = s(1 — s). Fix
v € CP(R™). Choose r > 1 such that suppv C B, (0) := B. We begin with s 7 1.
We have J;,,(v) = I1 + Iz + I3, where

b, [ [ (P w0,

|z —y|*® w(By,y)
R™ By (z)
. o(@) = o)\ wlew) , o
I2"8/ / ( ) S
2B R"\ By (x

= | / (|w—y|s>p%féfi>)dydx'

R"\2B B\ B (z)
We first prove that Is, I3 — 0 for s 1. We estimate with Lemma 2.4

L -9l [ w<x>( [y dy)dx

w(Bz y)
2B R\ B1 ()

s—1

1
~ (1 —s)—|v||2 w(2B 0
(1= 5)  olw(2B) 5

and

we-sls [ [ -y W) g w(y) dy

w(Bz,y)
B R"\2B

—S

4
=~ (1—8)|v|>. —w(B) == 0.
sp

It remains to calculate the limit of I;. We obtain

[ (e e

B;+1(0) B1(0)

e [ ] (S S e

Br1+1(0) B1(0)
and define I, 5 :=I; —I; ;. By Talyor’s theorem
|v(z + h) = v(@) — (Vo(), h)| < [|V20]| o |h[>,

Using this and the elementary inequality |a? — b?| < pla — b|(aP~ +bP~1) for a,b >
0 and p > 1 we estimate a term appearing in the integrand of I; »:

|lo(@ + 1) = v(@)[” = (Vo) k)|
S Jol@+h) = v(@) = (Vo(@), b)| (jo(x + k) = o(@)] + (Vo(@), b))
SVl g Vol P

Let us put

Thus

V2| IVl R h
oge [ [ IO slavte 1),
w
Br41(0) B1(0) et
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With Lemma 2.4 and lim,_,; ¢, = 0 we estimate
|h|p+1fsp w(z +h)

L2 S | V20| oo | V)52 w(B +h)dhw(x)dw
x,T
B,11(0) B1(0)
C — s—1
< V2, Vol (B (0)) 2225 0.
NpH_spll V|| oo [[VV|| oo w(Br11(0))

Now, with Lemma 2.3

e [ ] (SR

Br41(0) B1(0)

=gs ()
Again with Lemma 2.3 we estimate
+h) 1
s(2)] < [Vo(z)|? A w(@ dh = Vo(z)[P.
@IS Ve@l [ 0 I dh = G e

B1(0)
Let S denote the sector S := {h : (Vo(z),h) > 5|Vv(z)||h|}. Then

w(z + h) - 1 »
w(B@) " T

where the last step requires an argument similar to Lemma 2.4 but for sectors.
Overall, we have

9:(2)] 2 [Vo(a) P / |

SNB1(0)

Cs s—1 1
Lii~ / Vo(z)? de —— — Vo(z)[Pw(z) dz.
i | v o N COITE
Br41(0) Br41(0)
Combing all estimates proves the claim for s 1.
Let us consider the case s 0. Then we have J; ,(v) = II; + Il, where

=/ (lv |l_y|s ) uisff)an;) Ay

2B 2B

e ‘Cé/ / <|x—y| ) %gw@? dy dr.

IT; vanishes as s N\, 0. Indeed7 Wlth Lemma 2.4 we can estimate

m S elvil, [ [ o — () dy

w(Bryy)
2B 2B
(1-s)p
r s—0
S Vol f—gw(2B) <0

Using a modified version of Lemma 2.4 we get

e [ PwPut) [ o= |6Pw§”;j)y)d iy
B

(2B)e

P s—0
o [ oPut) = dy =% < [l
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This proves the case s \ 0. O

Remark 2.7. All statements from Section 2.3 and Section 2./ remain valid if the
Muckenhoupt condition w € A, is replaced by the weaker assumption that w is
doubling. In this case the dependence of the (implicit) constants would no longer be
on [w]a,, but instead on the doubling constant c,, (not necessarily in the same way,).
Indeed, w € Ay is used explicitly only in the proof of Lemma 2.3 which also holds
with doubling weights (but with constants depending on c,, in a nonlinear fashion).

2.5. Poincaré inequality. In this section we establish a Poincaré type estimate
for our function spaces. Our estimate is stable when s 1. For 0 < a < n the
Riesz potential of f : R™ — R is defined as

v) = / F@)le —y* " dy
RW,

If f is defined only on some Q C R™, we denote Z, f(z) = L, f(x), where f is the
zero extension of f to R"™.

To avoid proving similar estimates for the mollifiers now and for Poincaré’s in-
equality later, we prove two auxiliary lemmas. We first prove an elementary esti-
mate for the Riesz potential.

Lemma 2.8. Let o € (0,n), 1 <p < oo, w € A, and let B, C R™ be a ball with
radius r. Then for every f € LY (B,) we have

<w(}BT) /(Ialfl)pwdxyg r

T

1 P
(Br)/|f|pwd$ ,
B,

where the hidden constant depends continuously on p and n and [w]a,

Proof. By (2.6), Holder’s inequality and Lemma 2.4 ,

fiinps [ ([ LS Y
/(/v e -5 )(/u—w )" wiors
£(5)’ [ (/%'Zf;’f”df)ww

B, Bar(y)
o p
= (%) [irwre
o}
B,
This finishes the proof. U

Lemma 2.9. Let p € (1,00) and w € A,. Let B be a ball of radius r > 0 and
¥ € L*(B) be non-negative with |[v||p ) =1 and [[¢| gy < cor™". Then for
every a € (0,8), z € B and v € W5P(B) we have

-z (o [ [ [l
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where the hidden constant depends continuously on n, p, co and [w]a, .

This lemma is stable when s 1 in the sense that for s > % we can set 1 —a =
2(1 — s) and thereby obtain a factor of (1 — s) in front of the right hand side. To
achieve this stability we apply our fractional Riesz type estimate (see Appendix A).

Proof of Lemma 2.9. We obtain by Lemma A.1

v dy dz
L= fo(e)— (o)l / / e

Using wro? =1 and (2.6) and Holder’s inequality we obtain

oo s ]

1
7

{ / o(y) dy ] 2 dz
o(Byz) Jy — 27 |z — 2"
B
Using Lemma 2.4 we get

= (zs —aa ” B/U|v ly — Z((Jg;)udy)} P —dZZI”_“'

This proves the claim. Il

We are now ready to prove a version of Poincaré’s inequality which is stable
when s 7 1.

Theorem 2.10 (Poincaré). Let B C R™ be a ball, p € (1,00), w € A, and v €
WP (B). Then

/|v— () p|Pw(z)ds < (1 //‘” \x—yl %gjg)dmy,

where the implicit constant depends continuously on n, p and [w]a,. Note that the
mean value (v)p on the left hand side can be replaced by other mean values, see
Remark 2.12.

Proof. Start by assuming s € [2,1). We begin by applying Lemma 2.9 and Lemma
2.8 to get

[ o= Wl o

B

<o [ [ ] ] o

ap(s:a)plrsp//v |y71" Iﬁ()j(j))dmdy'

A
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By choosing @ = 2s — 1 we have % ~ cs, giving the desired estimate. For

s € (0, %) on the other hand, using wro? =1 and (2.6) and Holder’s inequality
we obtain

[v(x) = (v)B[" |

— ‘ w(y) |:/ (n+s)p’ U(y) P
np dy x—y P dyl .
/ e Sl e,

Using Lemma 2.4 we get

— (v P 7P |’U($)_v(y)|p ’U}(y)
o(2) = ()l S ! Dy

)

and therefore

/|U —(v)p|'w(x)dr < r‘”’// v P ?j(y”p lﬁ?gjg)dw dy.

B

Since for this range of s we have s~ !¢, ~ 1, this finishes the proof. O

We can use the decomposition technique of [DRS10] to extend our Poincaré
inequality to John domains. A domain Q) C R" is called an a-John domain if there
exists xg € Q such for all x € Q there exists a path v from x to x¢ within Q
parameterized by its arclength such that the carrot car(z,«) is contained in €,
where car(z, @) == U, (0 1ength(y)) Bt/a(V(2))-

Corollary 2.11. Let Q be a bounded o-John domain, 1 < p < oo, w € A,. Then

[0t - | [ O

where the implicit constant depends on n, p, [w]a, and . The mean value (v)q on
the left hand side can be replaced by other mean values, see Remark 2.12.

Proof. It has been shown in [DRS10] that © can be decomposed into a locally finite,
countable family of Whitney cubes @Q); such that

oll oy = (an Hadlt, )

Indeed, this follows from the decomposition theorem [DRS10, Theorem 4.2] together
with the duality argument in the beginning of [DRS10, Theorem 5.1]. Hence,

/|v — (W)alfw(z)dz < / v — (V) |"w(z)dx
Q

(1—s) spZ// |v(x U;jfl)ajg)dxdy

7 Q;Q;

w [ [ 1) = o)l vt
' ! Q/ o=l wBe)

This proves the claim. [

(2.11) If =)
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Remark 2.12. For w € A, and v € L (B) there holds

/ v — () g|Pw(z) de = vloréfR/ [v —vo[Pw(z) de = / v — (v)y [Pw(x) de,
B B B

where either |[Y| ooy S ﬁ and [ de =1, or p(x) = ZUU((]?) This allows us to

replace the mean values in Theorem 2.10, 2.19 and Corollary 2.11, 2.21 by other
mean values.

We conclude this section by showing W1P(B) — WSP(B).
Lemma 2.13. Let B C R"™ be a ball, p € (1,00), w € A, and v € WLP(B). Then
TulolB) S [ Vol wo)d

B

where the implicit constant depends on n, p and [w]a, .
Proof. By [MZ97, Chapter 1] we have for almost =,y € B
lv(z) —o(y)| S oz =yl (M(1pVu)(x) + M(1sVu)(y)),

where M is the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator. This enables us to estimate

o [ [HO P o),
’ |z —yl*”

w(By,y)
B B
M(1pVu)(z)? + M(1pVu)(y)P w(z)w(y)
: B/ B/ PR w(B,,)
Pw(x w(y) T
<el Z M(LpVo() u() B/ e e

< sr(l_s)p/|Vv(x)\pw(a:)dx,
B

where the implicit constants depend on p, n and [w]4, . a

Theorem 2.10 and Lemma 2.13 enable us to show embeddings on general bounded
domains:

Corollary 2.14. If Q C R" is open and bounded, then
W) = Wak(Q) <= L5, ().

Proof. Let B be a ball with 2 C B. Using Lemma 2.13 and Theorem 2.10 we have
W, 5(Q) <= W, 5(2B) — W% (2B) < Lk, (2B).
This finishes the proof. ([

2.6. Mollification. In this section we investigate mollification on W35?(R™). For
this let p € WH°(R") be a standard Lipschitz-mollifier in the sense that p > 0,

suppp C B1(0), [|pll; = 1. For ¢ > 0 let p.(z) = e "p(x/e). Then |pl, +
elVpello S
It is well known that if w € A,, 1 < p < 0o and v € L (R"), then

(a) (v *Ps”Lﬁ,(Rn) S ”vHLﬁ,(R")?
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(b) v*p: = vin LP(R™) for € — 0.
This follows, e.g., from [Ste70, IT1.2 Theorem 2] and the boundedness of the maximal
operator. The same conclusion holds if we replace LP (R™) with W.P(R"). The
goal of this section is to extend these properties to W2 P(R"™).
Next, we will show stability of the energy under mollification.

Lemma 2.15. Let s € (0,1), p € (1,00) and w € A,. Let p. be the standard

Lipschitz mollifiers as before. Then for every e > 0 and v € WSP(R™) we have
j}iw(v * pé‘) 5 j}iw(v)

where the hidden constant depends continuously on p and [w]a, .

Proof. We calculate

T (V% pe)
_— // l{lw—y<8}<(v*ps)(|i)_;Ts* Ps)(y)|> 'Lf;fé);:(y@;) dr dy
2.12 R
(212) (v * pe) (@) = (v * p) (W) \ P w(z)w(y) ded
e Hemyi>e) |$_y‘s w(By,y) v
=: Ifﬁ.

We start with the term I. Suppose that |z — y| < e. Then using |[Vp.||, Se !
and w € A, we obtain

)@= wr o)) £ EZE o) (0, o

Ba ()
< Viyl < / Ju(2) - @)BE(I)'me
Bac ()

We plug this into I and apply Lemma 2.4 to the integration over y to get

—sp+p
- w(z)w(z)w(y)
I< CS//]l{ll’ y‘<6} / |U BE(ZL’ ‘pw(BQE(SU))'IU(BI )ddedy
Rn R B (z) Y

— Sp/ / )B. (w)|pu;(vé2?;))w(x) dz.

R™ B25 ('L)

First assume that s < 2. Then, by Jensen’s inequality and w(B..¢) < w(B.(z)) we
get

. pe@w@) o w@)
tser— [ [ / ~ OB B
R™ Ba. (z) Be(
//]].{|z gl<aey|v(z) —v(€ )|pu:U(23 S)dfdz / w(gij()x))dx
R R7 ’ B (2)
[u(2) — v(€)[P w(z)w(€)
Scs//l{|z—él<4f} 2 —¢P w(B.g) e

R R™
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Now for the case s > % Then we can use Lemma 2.9 and Lemma 2.8 to get

cseP(1—a)P
~ (1-8)(s—a)p~!

LI Nt G

R™ Bye(#) “Bac(w) Bae ()

csl o (Z)\p w(y) w(x)dx
S o] | / T L ) de

R™ B2a I)BQa

cs(1-a) [o(y) —v(2) | wiy)w(z)
Cvp(l—s)(s—a)l’*l/ Lijy—stas) — 7 (B, 1) W%
RVLRTL

By choosing a = 25—1 we have l—a =~ 1—s =~ s—a, leading to % <

This gives the needed estimate. It remains to estimate II. We define the ball

5o Tty 1
Bx,y = B\zzm (2) = §Bz7y

Cs.

We then have

[(v 5 pe) (@) = (v x p) W) S (v pe) () = (W) g, "+ (v p)y)—(v)g, I7
= IIl + IIQ

For II;, using w € A,, we calculate

5| [ plo =)o) - )5, ) dz
Bn
e w(®) .
5 ”U(Z) < >Bz,y| w(BE(l‘)) d
B.(x)
P w(z)w(§)
lv(z) — v(&)] = d{ dz.
Bi) Ei w(B:(z))w(Bs,y)

The same estimate holds for II, if we exchange the roles of x and y. Plugging this
into the original term IT and using symmetry in = and y we get

11 < 2, / / / / lo(z (BZ}((;));Z}(%I y d¢ dz

R” R" B.(z) B ’
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Now, since |z — y| > € > |z — 2|, and by the definition of £ we have |z — £| < |z — y|
and w(B, ¢) S w(By,y). We therefore conclude

nse | [ [ [ Ry e

R" R™ B.(x) B,

| w@uly)
He B Be(o)u(B R
u
w(@)u(y)

sof [MRmi- e
= dydzx dé dz.

Loy —y|>3lz—
Wle—eZlev2 3=t B (2))w(Ba.,

B.(z)R"
It remains to estimate both inner integrals. Using doubling properties of Mucken-
houpt weights, it holds uniformly in z and ¢ that
Liaja—glzla—yl> 4o} ojuy)
z—E|Z|le—y| =5 |x— ~
’ w(B:(z))w(Bz,y)

dy dx

B.(z)R™

— / w(i;(:gv))/l{“@My sle= gl}gw{/)dydx

B:(z) R

B.(z)

Plugging this into the previous estimate leads to

<o f [FRg i e

This finishes the proof. U

Next we will establish a bound for the difference between a function and it’s
mollification.

Lemma 2.16. Let 0 < s < 1 and w € A,. Let p. be the standard Lipschitz
mollifiers as before. Then for every e > 0 and v € WP(R"™) we have

TV pe—v) S (1—5) // ]]-{1—y|§48}<v(x) - ”gy)|>pw(x)w( v) dx dy,

|£U - y‘ w(Bw,y)
Ran

where the hidden constant depends continuously on p, n and [w]a,. In particular,
pe xv = v in WEP(R™) as e — 0.

To make the estimate stable we would wish to produce a factor of ¢; = s(1 — s)
in front of the right hand side and thus our estimate seems to miss a factor of s.
However, this factor can not be expected here, since the limiting case s \, 0 needs
a tail term.
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Proof of Lemma 2.16. We calculate

T (V% pe—v)
S FT (CEOIN ST

RrRP
SO ST (TS C RIS TG TE DY
RnR" Y
+ 2¢4 // Lijz—y|>e} <|(v - T;)E«TC?)JEU(QCﬂ) lig?;jiy)) dx dy
RrRn
= Il -|— 12 -|— 13.

The term I has already the correct form. For the term Is notice that it is identical
with the term I appearing (2.12). The bound established in that proof also suffices
here. It remains to bound I3. With Lemma 2.4 and the fact w € A, we estimate

cse” P )
LS / (0 % p2) &)~ o(a) () do
= CSZPSPRZ R[ps(x—z)(v(z)—v(m)) dz| w(z)dx
cse %P pLz) o
: P R[R[ Hie—stzap(2) = vl) w(Bs(:E))d (x)d

Cs [v(2) —v(@)]” w(z)w(x)
<= 1 r—z|<e S dzd
T ) R b
Rn R’Vl
where in the last line we used |z — z| < € as well as w(B, ) < w(B:(z)).
Combining all estimates concludes the proof. O

2.7. Density of smooth functions. In this section we will show the density of
O (%) in Wh(Q).

Theorem 2.17. Let s € (0,1), p € (1,00) and w € A,. Let Q& C R™ be open,
bounded with fat complement, i.e. there exists 5 € (0,1) such that for every x € 99
and r > 0 we have

|Br(x) \ Q| = B| By ()]
Then C2°(82) is dense in W ((S2).

Proof. We split the proof in two steps. In the first step we will first show that
every v € W;%(Q) can be approximated by functions with compact support in 2.
Afterwards, we show in the second step that we can make these functions smooth.
Step 1: Fix v € W () and let € > 0. We define the set

A = {x € Q : dist(z,Q°) < e},
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and Q. = Q\ A.. Let p. be the mollifier as in Section 2.6. Then 1), = Lo, ,,*peja €
C(Q) fulfills

1
Lo, < ¢e < 1o, and |Vibe| S .

Let g. == v — vtp.. Then g. =0 on A¢ and

. lz =yl
(213)  lge(2) = 9] S (@) = v(w)] +min {E= 1L (fo@)] + o).
We will later show that J;,,(v — v¢.) = T, (9:) — 0. We estimate
j;tiw(.gﬁ) < j;,w(g€|A2€ X A2€) + 2\7;,w(95|A§s X AE) = I+ 1L
Then, by (2.13) and Lemma 2.4,
eyl e @) w@)w(y)
I1<J8 A : dz d
~ jp,w(vl 25) +/ / <m1n{ 6175 ’ |Z‘ _ y‘é cs w(Bz7y) €z y
Aze Aze

p
< oz + [ PO
A

2e

We have, using ¢g.(y) =0 and |z — y| > ¢ for z € A, and y € AS,, and Lemma 2.4

s | [ () s [

(A25)C AE

Overall,

[of”

(2.14) TV = 002) S T (0] A2e) + / -

esp
A25

wdx.

We then find a family of balls B; with midpoints z; € 9 and radius 4e that cover
Ay, such that Ej Ip, < c(n). By the fat complement condition on  we can use
the Poincaré inequality Theorem 2.10 in B; where we take the average (u) B\ =0.
We then have

|v|? dr < [v]? Ip < 1j8 B < 1js i
ngw ﬁCNZ €pr :L.NZ; p,w(v| J)N g p,w(v| 45)7
Aaze J BJ J

where Ay, = {x : dist(z, 0Q) < 4¢}. Thus, by (2.14) we can conclude

Tgaw(v = v) S T (0] Aae) =2 0.
Step 2: By Step 1 we can find a function in W2P(R™) with support compactly
contained in §2, which is arbitrarily close to v (in Wi)%(Q)) Then, by Lemma 2.16
we can approximate this function by a C$°(€2) function. This finishes the proof. O

2.8. Sobolev-Poincaré inequality. The following Lemma 2.18 is an improved
version of Lemma 2.8.
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Lemma 2.18. Letn > 2, s € (0,1), p € (1,00), w € A, and ag € (0,n). Then
there exists ¢ < p such that for every a € (0, ag), every ball B C R™ and f € LE (B)
we have

n—akl

1 S N e
(ot [@l0 ™ Fwas) 7 i / P
B

The hidden constant depends only on n, p and ag.

P

Proof. The proof can be found in [ACS09, Theorem 1.1]. The additional restric-
tion 1 < p < Z in their result is only used for the other parts of that theorem.
We additionally keep track on the dependence of all constants on o and p by pro-
viding some detail on how the constants C1,...,Cs in [ACS09] depend on them:
First we have C; = 2"/a, Cy = C(n,p), C3 = C(n,p,ap) and we can choose
Cy = C(n,p,ap)/a. Then, replacing (7) in [ACS09] by [Gral4db, Theorem 9.1.9]
combined with [Gralda, Theorem 1.3.2], we get Cs5 = C4(2-24"-p")("=®)/"_ Finally,
we can put Cg = 2C'5. This finishes the proof. ([

Theorem 2.19 (Sobolev-Poincaré). Letn > 2, s € (0,1), p € (1,00) and w € A,.
For every ball B C R™ and v € W3P(B) it holds that

n—s

([ BVwM>”

Y

where the implicit constant depends onn, p and [w]a,. Note that the mean value
(v)p on the left hand side can be replaced by other mean values, see Remark 2.12.

Proof. Let a € (0,s). We will choose the exact value of « later. For z € B we
define the function f by

. 1-a v(2) w(y) %
f(z) = (s — a)l/¥’ </ |z — w(BZvy)dy> .

Then by Lemma 2.9 we have
lv(z) = (v)B| S 7" Lo f ().

Combining this with Lemma 2.18 implies that we can find a ¢ independent of «

such that
(e -0
(2.15) < ;pw(B)B/fpwdx
e | [
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We could now choose a to be any value in [1s, 5) and (2.15) would imply the claimed
inequality except for the precise dependence of the constant on s. To achieve this
we have to choose v = a(s) € [1s, s) in such a way that

(1—a)

(2.16) ar(s — a1

<e(l—s)s' 2P,

for some constant ¢ independent of s and a. We distinguish two cases: If s <
(2— %)_1, then we set & = Is. This yields (1-s) = (1-—a) = landax s—a = s.
Therefore (2.16) holds. If s > (2 — 2)~!, then we set a = 2s — 1. This gives us
l-a~l-s~s—aand a~ s~ 1. Thus (2.16) holds in this case, too. (]

Remark 2.20. For every fized weight w, it is possible to improve the exponent
np/(n—s) on the left hand side of the Sobolev-Poincaré inequality in Theorem 2.19
slightly. This can be done choosing the parameter « in the proof above to be closer
to s than to %s. However, the exponent np/(n — s) is optimal in the sense that it
is the largest one that works for all w € A,.

The Sobolev-Poincaré inequality extends to bounded John domains. This can
be shown exactly as in Corollary 2.11.

Corollary 2.21. Letn > 2, s € (0,1), p € (1,00), w € A, and Q be a bounded
a-John domain. Then for every v € W5P(B) we have

n—s

1 np "
<w(mﬂ/|v—<v>g| ' -wdx)

oy 1 [ [ @) o) wlw()
csa ’wm>//m|x—mw w(B,,) W

)

Q Q

where the implicit constant depends onn, p, [w]a, and .. Note that the mean value
(v)p on the left hand side can be replaced by other mean values, see Remark 2.12.

2.9. Compact embedding. In this section we show that W% (Q2) embeds com-
pactly into L? (€2). In the non fractional case, it is well known that for p € (1, 00)
and w € A,

[lv — v * pe] L, (R™) S el Vol Ly (R

This follows from the pointwise estimate |v — v * p.| < eM(Vv) and the bounded-
ness of the maximal operator. The details can be found, e.g., in [MZ97, Lemma
1.50, Theorem 1.32]. The following lemma is a fractional analog of this.

Lemma 2.22. Lets € (0,1), p € (1,00), w € A and v € Wy (Q). Then we have

9

v — v pofPw() de S

sp
—T5.0(0),

R™

where the implicit constant depends continuously on n, p and [w]4, .
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Proof. Let B; be a locally finite family of balls with radius ¢ that cover R”. Then

/|v—v*p€\pwda:§2/|v—v*p5|pwdx
Rn J B
SZ/W—<v>23j|pwd1:+2/|(v—<v)23j)*p€\pwdx
7B 7B

<Z/|y— 23|pwdx

7 2B;

1 s s €
S EZS pjp,w(v|2Bj) S
J

sp

Tpw(0);

S

where in the second step we used the boundedness of the convolution in L? and in
the fourth step we used Poincaré inequality. This finishes the proof. O

We are now ready to show the compactness result.

Theorem 2.23. Let Q@ C R™ be open and bounded, s € (0,1), p € (1,00) and
w € Ap. Then the embedding W5 (Q) — LE (Q) is compact.

Proof. Let vy, — v in Wy (). We have to show that v, — v in L%, (). For ¢ > 0
we have by Lemma 2.22

/|’Um v wdm</|vm VU * pe[Pw dx + |(vm v) * pe|Pwdz + | [v—vp[Pw dx
Q

< T (om) /| o) plPwde + 73, (0)

By the embedding W, (Q2) < L () (Corollary 2.14) we have v,,, — v in L% ().
This implies that |(v,, — v) * pe| —= 0 everywhere. Note that

(m =) % pe(2)] S &0 o = ol o105, <
where Q = {z € R : d(z,Q) < £}. Thus, by dominated convergence, we have

sp
limsup/\vm—v|pw dx < = (limsupj;w(vm) + j;w(v)) .
s : :

m—0o0 m—0o0

Since v, — v in W, ((R) we have sup,, J; ., (vm) < oo. Thus, letting ¢ — 0, we
have shown that v,, — v in LE (Q). O

3. REGULARITY THEORY FOR DEGENERATE NONLOCAL PROBLEMS

In this section we study minimizers of the energy (2.1) with degenerate weights.
We define the concept of weak (sub-)solutions and show local boundedness, Holder
continuity, and a nonlocal Harnack inequality.

For this section we fix 0 < s < s <1, p € (1,00) and a weight w € A4,.
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3.1. Degenerate nonlocal problems. We now define nonlocal problems with
degenerate weights. Recall from (2.1) that for v € L (R™) we set

Tt //(| HE) s

where k satisfies (2.1b). We note that k(x,y) = 0 when w(z) = 0 or w(y) = 0,
hence the coefficient function k can be degenerate. A typical example of k can be
seen in Example 3.3 below.

We say that u € W P(R") minimizes J;, on Q if J7 ,(u) < J;,(v) for all
v € WSP(R™) with u = v in Q°.

Note that even though u minimizes J;,, only on €2, the nonlocal nature of our
model makes it necessary that u is defined on all of R” It is possible to change
the domains of integration in (2.1) from R™ x R™ to the smaller set (¢ x Q¢)¢. We
will expand further on this in Remark 3.7.

The following theorem asserts that for given complement data g a unique mini-
mizer of jp's’ » €xists.

Theorem 3.1 (Existence of minimizer). Let g € W5P(R"™). There exists a unique
minimizer u of J,;.,, on @ with complement data g, i.e. it is the minimizer among
all v e WP (R™) with v = g in Q°.

Proof. Set M = min,cy=»(q) Jp (v + g). Note that M > 0 and pick a sequence
vp € W0 (Q) such that J; ., (vx +g) \« M as k — oco. Since

1
|Uk|W;;=P(Rn) < (jps,w(vk +g))p + |9|W,;vP(Rn)»

we have that vy, is bounded in W (). By Lemma 2.1 we can pick a subsequence
that converges weakly to some v* € W;%(Q) By the compact embedding (Lemma
2.23) we can pick a further subsequence which converges to v* in L? (€2). From this
we can extract a final subsequence that converges to v* pointwise almost every-
where. Let us thus assume without loss of generality that vy — v pointwise almost
everywhere. Using Fatou’s Lemma, this implies

< Ty +g) <liminf J7 (v +g) = M.
’ k—oo ’

Thus v = v* + g is a minimizer. The uniqueness follows by the strict convexity
from Lemma 2.1. O

We notice that if u € W2P(R") is the unique minimizer from Theorem 3.1, then
it satisfies

ey [ [rew
Rn Rn

u(z) — u(y)[P* (u(z) — u(y)) (n(x) — n(y))

|z —yl*P

dedy =0

for every n € W, (€2). This follows directly from the equation £.75 ,, (u+tn)|,_, =
0. Moreover, if u € W5 P(R") satisfies (3.1), then it is the minimizer of 7, with
respect to the complement data g.

Note that by symmetry, (3.1) is equivalent to the equation

/</|u —u(y) P2 (u(z) — uly)) k(z, y) dy)n(x)w(x)dx:()’

|z —yl*P w(z)




NONLOCAL EQUATIONS WITH DEGENERATE WEIGHTS 23
if the inner integral is finite for almost every x € ). Then the last integral implies
that for almost every x € €,

E;wu(m) = 4 [v(z) = v(y) P> (u(z) — uly)) k(z,y) d

|z —yl*P w()

y=0.
R

Note that )\wzufgg)y) < kﬂ(jry)) < szﬂéi))y). Therefore, (3.1) can be regarded as a

weak form of theyfollowing degenerate nonlocal integro-differential equation:

(3.2) Ly, ,u=0 in Q.
Definition 3.2. We say that u € WP (R™) is a weak sub-(super-)solution to (3.2)
if
_ p—2 — —
69) [ [ b =) )0 0D g

Rﬂ, RTL
for every n € W2P(Q) with n > 0 a.e. in R™. If u is both a weak subsolution and
a weak supersolution, the u is called a weak solution.

Note that if u is a weak solution to (3.2), then it satisfies (3.1).

Example 3.3. Let w(z) = |z|” with v € (—n,n(p —1)). Then w € A,. We claim
that

=" [yl” —n
(3.4) k(z,y) = ———7 [z —y
(lzl + lyl)”
with z,y € R™ satisfies the assumption (2.1b). To verify this, we have to show that
(3.5) w(Bay) = (Jz] + )]z —yl".

To prove this we distinguish two cases. Firstly, suppose that 0 ¢ 2B, ,. Then
(x| + [y]) < |2 < || + |y| for all z € By, and therefore

w(Bay) = [ (ol + Iy d = (ol + 1)l — "
Bzvy

This proves (3.5) for 0 ¢ 2B, . Secondly, suppose that 0 € 2B, ,. Then |z —y| <
lz| + |y| < 3|z —y|. Using that w is doubling, By, C 3B, (0) and Bj,_,(0) C
4B, , we calculate
w(Byy) = / 2" de = |z =y = (2] + |y]) |z — g™
B\wfyl(o)

This proves (3.5) for0 € 2B, ,,. Overall, we have proved that w and k satisfy (2.1b).

For simplicity, we denote
1
du(r) = w(x)dr, and ][fduziffdu,
(&) = w() fo= 5

and define the nonlocal tail term with respect to the measure u by

F@P dp(x) \ T
)

|z — xo 5P w(B:c,xu

(3.6) Tail(fip) = Tai( i a0.p) = (1= 5}
R™\ B, (o)
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Note that if f € W2SP(R™) then Tail(f;x0,p) < oo at every xg and p such that
B,(zo) C Q. Moreover, if s /1 then Tail(f;xo, p) vanishes.

We further recall the following density property of A, weights (see [Gralda,
Theorem 7.2.7]): For every ball B C R™ and every measurable D C B,

1 D|\? D D|\°
(3.7) RS <||) WD) <||)
[wlp \|B| w(B) |B|

for some ¢, o > 0 depending on p and [w]4,.

Let us state three fundamental regularity results for the weak solution to (3.2).
They are the main results of the regularity part of this paper.

Theorem 3.4 (Local boundedness). Let u € W2P(R™) be a weak subsolution to
(3.2). For every 6 >0 and B, = B(xo) € 2, there holds

1 m 1/p
(3.8) esg supu < cpd P s (J[uﬁ du) + 0 Tail(uy; xg, r/2)

r/2
for some ¢, = cy(n,p, A\, A, s0, [w]a,) > 0. Moreover, if u is a weak solution to
(3.2), then we have

—1 n 1/p
(3.9) el o (5,5 < 607 0 <][ u|? dp) + 6 Tail (u; 2o, 7/2),
Br

and thus u € LY ().

loc

Theorem 3.5 (Holder continuity). Let u € W3P(R™) be a weak solution to (3.2).
Then u € C2.(Q) for some a € (0,1), and for every B, = By(x¢) € Q, there holds

1/p
[ulca(B, ) < cr_a{ <][ |u|P du) + Tail(u; zo, r/2))},
B

where ¢ = ¢(n, p, A, A, so, [w]Ap) > 0.

Theorem 3.6 (Harnack’s inequality). Let u € WSP(R™) be a weak solution to
(3.2). If u > 0 in some By, = Ba,(xg) € 2, then there holds

(3.10) sup < ¢ (i]gfu + Tail(u_; xo, 7‘))
B, "

for some ¢ = c(n,p, A\, A, 50, [w]4,) > 0.
In the following subsections, we will prove the three theorems above.

Remark 3.7. In Theorem 3.4, Theorem 3.5, and Theorem 3.6 the assumption
u € WEP(R™) can be weakened. It is not necessary to assume any regularity on
the complement data g = ulge other than some weighted integrability. Instead,
it is sufficient to assume that J;,((2° x Q°)¢) < oo, which also implies that
Tail(u; xg, ) < 00 for every By(xg) C Q. This approach has been introduced in
[SV12; FKV15]. It is also possible to give an intrinsic definition of the complement
data g via nonlocal trace spaces defined only on Q°. For this approach see [GH2/;
GK23]. Our results remain valid with all those adaptions.
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3.2. Local boundedness. In this section we prove Theorem 3.4. We start with a
Caccioppoli type estimate.

Proposition 3.8. Let u € WSP(R™) is a weak subsolution to (3.2). Then for any
k€R, B, = By(z9) € and p € CX(B,) with 0 < ¢ < 1, we have

// (MY min {o(z)", o(y)"} ‘W
B, B, »

|z —yl®

x) — P du(z)d
() S
B, B,

v(z)P~" du(x)
+c / vpP du) ( sup / ;
( y € supp @ |z — y|*P w(Br,y)
B R\ B

T T

where v := (u— k)4 and ¢ > 0 depends on \, A and p.
Moreover, if u € W3P(R™) is a weak supersolution to (3.2), then the same
estimate holds for v = (u—k)_.

Proposition 3.8 can be shown almost exactly as in the nondegenerate case, i.e.,
w = 1, where the proof can be found in [DKP16, Theorem 1.4]. The proof utilizes
the test function @?(u — k)4, which is in W2P(R™) due to Poincaré’s inequality
Theorem 2.10.

Later on we need the following iteration lemma, see e.g. [Giu03, Lemma 7.1].

Lemma 3.9. Let (a;);>0 be a sequence of nonnegative real numbers satisfying

aj41 < blbéa]HB for all j > 0, for some by, 5> 0 and by > 1. If ag < bfl/ﬂb;1/52,
then a; — 0 as j — oo.

We are now ready to prove the local boundedness result Theorem 3.4.

Proof of Theorem 3.4. Suppose that u is a weak subsolution. Fix B, = B,(xg) € Q
and let £ > 0 be a constant to be determined in the last part of the proof. For any
7 € N, write

i rit+r; ~
rp=(1+2 ])57 Tj:%v Bj = B,;(%0), Bj = Bz, (20),

kj 4+ kj1 . -
=21 I 2j+ , vy =(u—kj)y and ¥ = (u—Fkj)+.

kj=(1—-27)k k
Note from the above setting that
(312) Bj+1 C Bj C Bj7 kj < ];j < kj+1 and Vj4+1 < ’ljj < Vj.

We take any cut-off functions ¢; € C2°(B;) such that 0 < ¢; < 1, ¢; = 1 in Bjy4
and |Vy;| < 27/r. Putting ¢; into the Caccioppoli inequality (3.11) with v = ¥;
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and dividing the inequality by w(Bj+1), we get

S ()
07[/(|% o et s ) Y

i By dul)
+c ][v'so’»’du)< sup / S
< e Y € supp ¢; |z — y[*P w(By )
B R\ B

J J

= Cll + C(]Q)(Ig,)

(3.13)

We first look at I1. Since |¢;(z) — ¢;(y)| < |Vejllr=lz — y| < 27|z — y|/r, and
with Lemma 2.4, we find

€T — (1-s)p x
I CQZDJ][/maX{U] (y)}p| yl dp( )du()y)

P w(By,y
- | =y dp(y)
< opi d
(3.14) ][vg [ / p w(Byy) p(z)
B; B, (z)
< opj ][ (177] p
~1l-s r
B;
For Iy, since v; > kj — kj in {u > k;}, we have that ¥ > 9 (k; — k;)P~" and hence
2(p—1)(i+2)
(3.15) Iy < ———mm k) ][ =1 ][U du.
B, B,

In order to estimate I3, we notice that for x € R™ \ B; and y € Bj, By U By 4
B3|x—zo\($0) \m Iol lz— y\+|y Zo] < 1_|_ j’f'j < 2i+4  Hence by (3 7)

w<B3‘Ifzo‘($0)) < c <|x - x0|)np < Canj and w(BI,$0) < c
w(Bz,y) |1' - y| w<B3|x—xo\($0)) ’
which implies that
1 . 1
<2 ——
w(Bz y) w(By,z,)

This and (3.12) imply

I3 < ¢ 29I / vo(z)P~" dp(z)
h |z — 20[*P w(By )

(3.16) R™\Br/2
c 2(n+1)

< WT&]I(U.},_, o, 'I"/Q)
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Let now £ = -"— € (1,2). Combining (3.13), (3.14), (3.15) and (3.16), using the
Sobolev-Poincaré inequality in Theorem 2.19, and Hélder’s inequality, we have

( ][ fﬂd/*)i <( ][ |9 —( ﬂj>ij+1|p“du);+< ][ 17jdu>p

Bjt+1 Bjt+1
10, (x) — 0 (y)|” dp(x) dp(y) ]L .
(1— bd
(3.17) s)r ][ / |$ —y|o w(B,.,) + vy ap
Bjt+1 Bjy1 Bj+1
; Tail(uy; zo,r/2)P~
2n +5 40,
< 22nPj (1 + 1 ][vf dpu.
Bj

Note that
Uj+1(.13) >0 = 17](.2?) > kij+1 — ];‘j = Z_j_ij.
We thus have

: o)\
Pod < oP ﬁﬁ ' d
Vi1 @B ) S Ui\ H

Bjt1 Bjt1

(3.18)

1
&

( f ﬁf’“du) |

Bjt1

:]{_

We now define the quantity we want to iterate by
aj = k:fpfvf dy.
B;

With this, our findings so far can be summarized by combining (3.17) and (3.18)
to get

, Tail(u; 2)P~ 1\ "
aj1 < c24P <1+ = w*;ﬁfﬁ;” ) ) at.

If for some 6 > 0 we have k > 0 Tail(uy;xo,7/2)), then this turns into
(3.19) aji1 < e8P DRI g

for some ¢; > 0 depending on n,p, A\, A and [w]4,. Therefore, by Lemma 3.9, if

—4np

ul dp < ey~ T Dt gt

B,
i.e.,
kp>c" B = P e ][uidm
B,

then we obtain lim;_,. a; = 0, which implies that

u<k ae in BT/Q.
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Finally, choosing

1
k:=c p(n 1)5 p K= 12(~ 1)2 (fuﬁ_d,u) +§Tail(U+;.Z‘Q,7‘/2)),

"

we have the estimate (3.8), which also implies (3.9). O

3.3. Holder continuity. We start with a logarithmic estimate. This will be used
in the density improvement result in Lemma 3.11.

Proposition 3.10 (Logarithmic estimate). Let u € W5P(R"™) be a weak supersolu-
tion to (3.2) withu > 0 in Bgr = Br(zg) C Q. Then for anyd >0 and 0 < r < %,
we have

sp][/ | log (u(x) 4 d) —log (u(y) + d)|” du(x) du(y)
(3.20) |z —yl|oP w(Bz,y)
{ (11—5 +d~ p(%) Tail(u_; xo, R)P~?

for some ¢ = c(n,p, A Aa [w]Ap) > 0.

Proof. Write v(x) = u(z) + d and fix a cut-off function ¢ € CZ°(Bs,/2) such that
0< <, |Vgp\ < 4/r and ¢ = 1 in B,. Since 7 := v~ P~YDP is nonnegative in
and belongs to W H(Q), we can take it as a test function to find

o< | / — )P ele) — ) (1)~ 10)
Bz, Bayr |m_y|ép
(3.21) |u(z) —u(y)[P~*(u(x) — u(y))n(z)
+2 k(z,y) —— dz dy
. \/B i B{ [z =yl
= Il + 2]2

We first consider 1. Set for x,y € Bs,,
F(z,y) = o(x) — o()[""*(v(z) — v(y)) (v(x)~ P Dp(x)? — v(y) """ De(y)?).

We start by establishing a pointwise estimate for F'(x,y). For this we distinguish
the following two cases: v(y) < v(z) < 2v(y) (Case 1) and 2v(y) < v(x) (Case 2).
By symmetry, we have F(z,y) = F(y,z) and it is thus sufficient to consider these
two cases.

Case 1 v(y) < v(z) < 2v(y): We first assume ¢p(x) > ¢(y). Using the mean value
theorem and Young’s inequality, we get

F(z,) = (u() = o))" (v(@) "0 = o(y) @) p(a)?
+ (of) = o))" o(y) "D () — ply)?)
(3.22) < =(p — D(o(e) - v(y)"(20(y)) Pe(x)"
z) —v(y)Po(y) " V@) (e(e) - e(y))

(y))pw P+ eylo(a) — o),
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for some ¢, > 0 depending on p. We next assume ¢(z) < ¢(y). Again using the
mean value theorem,

Fz,y) < (v(@) = o(y)" (@)~ —u(y) =P )e(y)?

<—o-1 (M) o

Therefore, since logt < ¢t — 1 and |Vy| < 4/r, we have that for every =,y € Ba,
with v(y) < v(z) < 2v(y),

(323)  F(e.y) < —&l(logu(z) — logo(y)) min{e(x), o)} + ("y)

r

for some small ¢ > 0 and large ¢ > 0 depending on p.
Case 2 2v(y) < v(z): We recall the following elementary inequality (see [DKP16,
Lemma 3.1]): For any p > 1, ¢ € (0,1] and a,b € RV,

lal” < (1 + cpe) o + (1 + cpe)e’ ~Pla — bJP,

where ¢, > 0 depends only on N and p. Using this inequality together with
2v(y) < w(z),

Flaz,y) = (v(x) = ()"~ (v(@)"#"D = o(y) "D ) p(y)”
+ (v(@) = v ()" o(@) PV (@) — e()")
<= (1=2707D) (w(@) = v() o)~V e(y)?
+c(v(z) = v(y)" (@) "D (Ep(y)” + e Ple(z) — (y)lP)

< (120 ) (W) P + e () — ()P

Choosing € > 0 sufficiently small, we have

F(z,y) < —¢ (

Therefore, since

20(x) —v@)) . _p (2Av(@) —o() )"
logv(z) —logu(y <log( < ,
) ) v(y) p-1 v(y)
where we have used the facts that 2v(y) < v(z) and logt < —L_t(e=D/P for ¢t > 0,
and since |Vp| < 4/r, we also obtain (3.23) for z,y € Ba, Wlth 21;( ) < v(z). Thus
the pointwise estimate (3.23) holds for all x,y € By,.
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We are now ready to estimate I in (3.21). Using (3.23) and the facts that ¢ = 1
in B, and 0 < ¢ < 1in By, and applying (2.8) and (2.5), we have

/ / |logv(z) —logv(y)|” du(x) du(y)
] \x— y|sr w(B:r,y)

2 — (=P du(y) du(z)

+cr P w(B,,
B2y Byr(x)
(324 / /|1ogv ~logv(y)” du(x)duy) (B,
PR w(B,,) U5
/ /uogv ~logv()P” dute) dply) | w(B,)
EEE w(Bry) T

where ¢ > 0 depends on p and A and ¢ > 0 depends on n, p, A and [w]4,
We next estimate I. Observe that for x € B and y € R™,

Ju(e) — u(y) P~ (u(@) — u(y)) < (u(@) —uly) )" < clu(@)P +u(y)P).
Using this and the fact that supp ¢ C Bz, /2, we have

/ / )5 (@)=Y du() du(y)

|x —ylP w(By y)

)

Bgr\Ba, B3zr/2

(w(@)P " +u_(y)Pv(@)' P du(z) du(y)
+c / /

|z —y|*P w(Bzy)

R™\Bg Bsr/2

< | |5 |spdu <2D:du v [ f xjs:du(éﬁg)

R"\ Bz, Bzr/2 R”\Br Bsr/2

=t clyy +cd Pl o,

where in the last estimate we used the facts that v > 0 and v =u+d > d in Bgp,
which implies (u(z) — u(y))+ < u(z) < v(z) for z,y € Br. By (2.9) and (2.5) we
have

C

1 dp(y) c
ba s S By, /0) < —w(B,).
2,1 c / ( / ‘LU _ y|51’ w(Bm,y) d/.t(:]j) Srsl’w( 3 /2) ST’Spw( )

Bsr/2  R™\B,/3(x)

Next we observe that for any x € Bs,/o = Bs,/2(20) and y € R™ \ Ba,.(20),
B_T,y U By;ﬂo C B3|y_ZO|(x0)

and
ly — xo] < |z — o] < 3r/2 _
|z —y lz -yl 2r — (3r/2)

Hence by (3.7)

P ) PR P RS
w(Bz,y) ‘.’E—y| ~ w(BS\y—mo\(x(])) ~
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which implies that
1 c

< .
w(Bw,y) w(By,xo)

This enables us to estimate
Lo < cw(B, )R *PTail(u_; zo, R)P .
Consequently, we have
I, < cw(By)r=°F E +dtP (%)Sp Tail(u_; xo, R)P™*
Inserting this estimate and (3.24) into (3.21), we get (3.20). O

We next show a density improvement result.

Lemma 3.11. Let0 < so < s <1, v >0, u € WSP(R™) be a weak supersolution to
(3.2) which is nonnegative in Br = Br(xo) € Q. Let r < R < 4r. Then for every
o € (0,1], there exists a constant € € (0, %) depending only on n,p,\, A, so, [w]a,
and o such that if

w({z € By : u(z) > v})

3.25 =0
( ) w(Ber)
and

r pipl .

. == R < )
(3.26) d (R) Tail(u_; zo, R) < ev
then
(3.27) infu > ev.

Proof. Step 1. We first prove
(3.28) w({z € By, : u(z) < 2ev}) < c
w(Ba) o log(1/3e)

holds for every ¢ € (0, i), where ¢ = ¢&(n,p, \, A, 50, [w]a,) > 0. For x € By, set

h(z) = min { {log (Jdeﬂ log (;) } .

Note that h(z) = 0 if and only if u(z) > v. Also note that

e~ )] < 1o (L) e ()
= log(u(z) + d) ~ log(uy) + ).

By the Poincaré inequality Theorem 2.10 and Proposition 3.10 with d as in (3.26)
we have

f 1 — (B P
Ba,

620 o g f [ Loale) ) ~logtutn) - i) )
Bay Bar v

<ec
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We note from assumption (3.25) and 0 < h < log(1/3¢), that

o (5) “smem =y | [esla) 1w

{z€Ba,:h(xz)=0}

< é [log <31€> - <h>w,BQT:| :

Integrating both sides with the measure du over the set {a € Ba, : h(z) = log(1/3¢)}
and using (3.29), we find that
w ({x € By : h(z) = 10g(1/35)}) ][ h—
w(Bay) S oo (1/35 Jw.Ber

S alog(l/Ss)

By the definitions of h we have the following implications
1
u(z) <2er = wu(z)+d<3e(v+d) = h(z)=Ilog <3€) '

hence we get (3.28) from the above inequality.
Step 2. Now, we prove (3.27) by applying the De Giorgi iteration and choosing
€ > 0 small enough. For each j € N, we set
Pi + Pi+1
2 )
and then choose cut-off functions ¢; € C§°(Bj;) such that 0 < ; < 1, ¢; = 1in
Bji1 and |Vp;| < 2771 /r. We further define

pj=01+27)r,  py= Bj = By, (x0)

w({x € B; 1 u(z) < ¥¢;})
w(B;) '

U= (1+2ev, wvj=(; —u)s, A=

Note that
(3.30)  pj,pj € (1,2r), d<ev<{l; <2, l;—Liy=2""ter =279
Furthermore, (3.28) implies
w({zr € By : u(x) < 2ev}) < c
w(By) = olog(1/3¢)°
Set Kk = nfSU. Using the definitions of A; and ¢; with the fact that v; > (ﬁj —

£i41)Luc, ), the Sobolev-Poincaré inequality in Theorem 2.19, Hélder’s inequal-
ity and (2.5), we have

(3.31) Ay =

(3.32)
Al,/”(f-—ﬂ_,_l)p: ; / [g,_g.ﬂ]p,id’u B
J+1\*2 J w(BjJrl) J J

{zeBjf1:u(r)<lijy1}
1

(L)

Bj+1

vj(@) — v ()P du(z) du(y)
(1—s)r ][ / i i + P du.
@ —y \sp w(By.,) s
7+1 J+1

Bj+1

/N
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We now estimate each term on the right-hand side of (3.32). First we have that

1
. Pdu < Pdu < it PA;
(3.33) ][ vy dp c][vj du w(B;) / 05 dp < 05

Bjt1 B; {z€Bj:u(z)<Ll;}

Next, we apply the Caccioppoli estimate from Proposition 3.8 to v;, B; and ¢; and
the same approach used in the estimate of (3.17), to obtain

][ /Ivj — v ()P dp(z) du(y)
|z —y[*P w(By,y)

Bjt1 Bjt

<of [(BDZ2O gy, .0,y ) 2D
B; B;

B
p 1 d
(3.34) + c(][v]goj d,u) ( sup / v (@) ,u )
yGB;,j |x - |Sp 'U}
B R™\ B,

J

2 (4 +u (@) du(a)
< PA; 4 im R4, /’ ;
(L sy T2 & — 20/ 0(Bya)

R\ B
23 (n+sp) 23 (n+p)
<——— (B +0;d" A < —— 17
(1fs)r51’(ﬂ+ J ) T (1 —s)rsp Y
Combining all the estimates (3.32), (3.33) and (3.34), and using (3.30),, we obtain

AN < eI 4

for a constant ¢y = ca(n, p, A, A, s, [w]a,) > 0. Therefore, if choose € small so that
¢ _ (n+2p)x

A \ T 1 o N \ a 12 (r=1)
olog(1/3¢) “

by Lemma 3.9, we obtain A; — 0. This implies the desired inequality (3.27). O

(3.35)

Now, we prove the Holder continuity of the weak solution to (3.2).

Proof of Theorem 3.5. Let B, = B,(xg) € Q. Set
1/p
(3.36) vy = 2{05(7[ |u|P du) + Tail(u; zo, r/2)},
B,

where ¢, > 0 is the constant given in Theorem 3.4. It is sufficient to show that
there exists a € (0,1) and 7 € (0,1) such that

(3.37) 0sCB ; ., < 7™y for every j € Np.

We prove this by induction. The case j = 0 follows directly from Theorem 3.4. We
suppose now that (3.37) holds for all j € {0,1,...,i} and aim to show (3.37) for
j=i+1.

For j € N we set
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as well as
M; =supu and m;:= igf u,
3 J
where « and 7 are small positive constants to be determined later. In particular,
we assume that 0 < 7 < 1/4 and0<a<2( 5

Then we have the following two cases:
(Case 1) :  w({z € 2B;y1: u—m; = 315}) > 3w(2Bit1),
(Case 2) :  w({z €2B;y1:v; — (u—m;) > 3v;}) = 2w(2B;41).
We further define

v = {u —m; (Case 1),

and d; = 771 Tail((u;)_; 7o, 75).
v; —(u—m;) (Case 2), " ’ il{(us)—; @o, i)

Note that, in both cases, u; is also a weak solution to (3.2) and nonnegative in B;,
and satisfies that |u;| < M; —m; +v; < vj +v; < 2vj in B; for j € {0,1,...,i}
and |u;| < |u] 4+ 219 in R™ \ By.

Using these estimates, (2.9) and (3.36), we have

1 : _
T~ osp tal(Ui) ;%0 T
g Tl a0,
fi / el 0 ) [ el )
|z — z0[*? w(Bay,z,) |2 — 20[*? w(Bay,z,)
=B, \B, R™\Bo
i [ e i) [ (el 2 dule)
(3.39) |z — 20| w(By.ay) |z — ol w(Bsa)
=lp;, \B; R\ Bo
7 S o c
- 0 N -1
s CZ 7J~‘7” te o " (1—s)re? Tail{uio; 0, 1o)"
j=1 J
7 p—1
C Vj—l
= l—sZ riP
j=1 J

Then, from the above inequality and the definitions of r; and v;, we have

i i sop/2
- -1 i—j —a(p— -1 i T -1
Pt < e E F+i=i){sp—a(p—1)} <t E Fispo/2 <e P
1 1 K2
1 — 7spo/2
=1 =1

Here we choose 7 small so that

50p/2 1/(p—1) c
d< (C“W> v < 5’/2'»

where ¢ is the constant in Lemma 3.11 when o = %
Therefore, in light of Lemma 3.11 for v = v;/2, 0 = % and B, = B, we have

miq1 = infp, ., wjp1 > ev;/2, which implies that

(Case 1) myp1 —m; < Sv,
(Case 2) M; — M;y1 <vi+m; — M1 < Sv;,
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Moreover, since M; — m; < v, M;41 < M; and m; < m;q1, we have in both cases
M1 —mip1 < (1= 35)vi = (1= 5)7 “vig1.

Finally, choosing « sufficiently small such that (1 —¢/2) < 7%, we obtain (3.37)
when j =17+ 1. (]

3.4. Harnack’s inequaltiy. We start with recalling the following Krylov-Safonov
type [KS80] covering lemma for a doubling measure w. We use the version stated
by Kinnunen and Shamugalingam [KS01, Lemma 7.2].

Lemma 3.12. Let w be a doubling measure, E C By(x¢) be a w-measurable set,
and ¢ € (0,1). Define

Bi= | {Bs(@)NBi(wo) : x € Brlao), w(EN Bsy(a)) > 6w(B,(2))}.
0<p<3r/2

Then, either Es = B,.(z0), or else w(Es) > (c,0) ‘w(E), where ¢, > 1 is the
doubling constant of w.

Using this covering lemma and Lemma 3.11, we obtain the following weak Har-
nack inequality.

Theorem 3.13. (Weak Harnack inequality) Let v € WP (R™) be a weak superso-
lution to (3.2). There exist constants pg > 0 and ¢ > 0 depending on n,p, A, A, so
and [w]Ap such that if u is nonnegative in Ba, = Ba,(xo) € Q, then there holds

1

(7[“?0 dM) ’ < cijrglfu + cTail(u_; o, 2r).

T

r

Proof. Set § = % and T := czTail(u_; x0, 2r), where the constant c¢3 > 0 will be
determined in (3.40) below. For each i € Ny and ¢ > 0, we define

. . T
Ai::{xEBT:u(x)>t5’—},

1-¢
where € € (0,1/4) is the constant determined in Lemma 3.11 when o = W.
. . P
Obviously, A:™* C A% For x € B, suppose that
w(Ay™" N Bsp(2)) = dw(By(x)).
Then by (3.7) we have
w(A;™' N Bg,(2)) < 1 w(Ai™' N By, (2)) o )
w(Bsp(x)) 7 6"Plwla,  w(B,(x)) 677 w]a,
In light of Lemma 3.11, to r = 3p, v = tei~1 — %E, o = W and d =

QSP/(Pfl)Tai](uf; x,6p), we have
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Moreover, using the same argument as in the estimation of (3.16) and the facts
that p < 2r/3 and u > 0 in Bs,., it follows that

a1 PN y)  duly)

s ) [y — 2l w(B,.)
R™\ Bg, ()
p—1
u?"(y)  duly)
< (2r)°P
(3.40 e |t ata
R™\ Ba,

<C’§_1(2r)sp/ WHy)  dply) TP

ly — ol w(Bya) 1-s
R"\BQT

for some c3 > 0 depending on n,p, A, A, sg and [w]4,. Therefore,

, T , T
infu>elted ' ——— | —T =t — .
Bs, 1 1—¢

This implies Bs,(z) N B,(r9) C A%, and hence, by the definition Fj, (A}~ ')s C Al
Finally, by Lemma 3.12 we have that for each i € N and ¢ > 0, either A} = B, or
else w(A}) > 2w(AI™).

We claim that if

(3.41) w(AY) > 27" w(B,)

for some m € N, then A7 = B, and so

u(zx) > te™ — in B,.

1—¢
Indeed, if A} = B, for some 1 < i < m — 1 then B, = A} C A7* C B,, and if
w(AY) > 2w(Ai!) for all 1 < i < m — 1 then
w(AP Y 2 2w(A7 T = - 2 27w (Af) > 27 (B,
which implies A7* = B,., since if w(AY*) > 2w(A7™!) we have the contradictory

inequality w(A}") > w(B,).
We next claim that for each ¢ > 0,

w{u>t}UB,) _w(AY) 1 /. T\’
wB) S wB,) S P (Br 1—e>’

(3.42)

where 3 = log, (1/2). If w(AY) = 0, then the inequality is trivial. Suppose w(A?) >
0. Choose m as the smallest positive integer satisfying (3.41), i.e.

w(AY
m > logy /5 (wEBt§> =m— 1.

Therefore, we have from the previous claim that

/8
. w(AY) ! T

£ _
%Tu>t5 (w(BT) 1—¢’

which yields (3.42).
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T
1-¢’

][upo dp = po /tprlw dt
0

Finally, choosing po = /2 and a = infp_u +

w(By)
B

This completes the proof. ([l

The following lemma implies that the tail of uy is controlled by the supremum
of u and the tail of u_. The proof is almost the same as the one in [DKP14, Lemma
4.2] involving the tracing of the constant s and consideration of the A, weight w
as in the estimation of (3.13). Hence we omit the proof.

Lemma 3.14. Let u € W3P(R™) be a weak solution to (3.2) which is nonnegative
and bounded in Bg = Br(xo). Then for any 0 < r < R, there holds

. r\sp/(p—1)
Tail(uy; zo,7) < csupu + ¢ (E) Tail(u_; zg, R).
B,

holds whenever , where ¢ = c(n,p, A, A, so, [w]a,) > 0.

Finally, we are in a position to prove Theorem 3.6.

Proof of Theorem 3.6. Note that from the supremum estimate in Theorem 3.4, us-
ing standard interpolation and covering arguments, we have

_p=1ln 1

D) q
SUp Uy < Cg—— ul dw + ¢ Tail(uy ; xg, o2
B(,B + X Q(O.z_o.l)n/q<][ + ) (-‘r? 0 )7

ogor

for every ¢ > 0, % <oy <oz <1landd € (0,1). This together with Theorem 3.13
and Lemma 3.14 yields

p—1 n 1

6 P =0 En)
< Po : .
21111)7 Ut S 0(02701)71/50 ( ][ ul) du) + c0 Tail(uy; xg, o2r)
aor
p=1 n

5~ o
< e r ( inf u + cTail(u_;xq, 202T)> + ¢d sup u + céTail(u_; xg, 2r).
(og—0q)n/e0 Boyr

oor

Therefore, choosing § sufficiently small, we obtain for any 1/2 < 01 < 09 < 1

sup uP~! 4+ m igrfu + cTail(u_; zg, 2r).

N =

sup u4 <
o1 BU2’V'

From here, a standard iteration argument yields the Harnack inequality (3.10). O
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APPENDIX A. RIESZ POTENTIAL ESTIMATE

In this section we prove a nonlocal replacement of the Riesz type estimate

o)~ 0o 5 [ 70y
B

In particular, we prove the following estimate:

Lemma A.1. Let a € (0,1), B be a ball and ¢ € L*°(B) be non-negative with
19l 2y =1 and ||[¥|| e () < cor™". Then we have for all v € LY(B) and every

Lebesgue point x € B of v

v(¢)—v(2)]
< 11— d dz
() = el 5 //c z|"+“ (o2 + la—c)y=
() —v(2)] 1
< (1—-a) d¢ — dz.
B/B

(A1)

=2 e -2
The hidden constant depends only on n and cq.

Proof. For fixed « € (0,1) we define the radial weakly singular weight

(1—-a)n

— 1
wp—1(n—14a) 5:(0) (7]
where w,_; = 27"/2/T'(n/2) is the surface area of the n-ball. Then 7, > 0, 1, €
WHLRE\ {0}) and

l—a)n —« n—1 l1—a)n 1 1
/771(1') dx = (2—1+)a) /7" T dr = (gz—l—i}a) (ﬁ - ﬁ) =1
0

We then define n,.(z) = r~"n (z/r).

Let By = B1(0) and By = B3(0). By scaling and translation it suffices to
prove the claim for Bs. We assume that x is a Lebesgue point of v. Set w =
\Bl(O)|_1]lBl(0) *1)1. Note that w is supported in By, w > 0 and ||w||; = 1.

We prove the statement in two steps: First we show the estimate in the case
1) = w and then we reduce the case of a general weight 1 to that. Throughout the
proof, we make sure that all (implicit) constants depend only on n but not on a.

Step 1: We have that

o |—]][ (v m)( dy\ ][|v e @)l dy.

We split the integral into

f|v (0 m)()] dy < f|v — (0 )(0) dy

m(x) = et -,

][|U (v %7122 ) (9) dy

][|v —(vxm)(y)|dy = T4+ 11+ 11
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We start by estimating I. Since x is a Lebesgue point of v, we can calculate

(@) = (v Ne_u ) (y)

jt((v*ntn y\)(x—&—t(y —x))) dt

/1/ 2 elazul o (z+t(y — x) — 2) dz dt.

- // (v(z+t(y —x)) — v(z))%nt@ (z+t(y — x) — 2) dz dt,
0

Il
|
\H

where we used in the last step that f%nt lz—y (x + t(y—2x) — 2) dz = 0. Now,
2

et (3 + ty = 2) — 2)

dt
S CORIGE =)
= 7%117”17;” (x +it(y—=x) — z) — (@t) _an <2z + Itf|(il—;8|) Z) . |233(fy|2
Hence, with [z,y]: = x + t(y — x) we estimate
’jtnt|z ol ([2, )t — 2)

L e — <t 2521y ((1 — o)t Myl — 2| T (ta - yl)*

T (=gl (=) [yl — 2" (tho y>”*°‘m>'

Note that if |[x,y]; — 2] < tlxgy‘, then
|z — 2| 2 |z — [z, yle] = [z, yle — 2] = tle —yl = |[z,y]e — 2 2 |[z, 9] — 2].

This and the previous estimate imply
d
dt

—1
g2z =3l — =

ntlz y\([xvy]t_z) 5 1 n+aoa
Hx7y]t_2’

{|[I7y]t—z|gt|12;y\}(l —

Overall, we obtain

o) = (05 71220 ) ()

1

S0 [ [ 1y acrizp o) — olo)

0

_ —1
i C R E

n—+o

’[$,y]t _Z|

Hence,

1
a2z =yl Mz — 2]
LS 00 F [V, iz Pl — o) wra did=dy
B O

Hxay]t - Z‘
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We now substitute ¢ = z + t(y — z) = [z, y]t. Then dy = t7"d¢ and ¢t = \g:xl >

%. Using additionally Fubini, we get

1 a—1 _
tx-a) /][ / Lije—ai<tes=y 10(O) _”(Z”t_n_l‘c _|Cx|_z|nfo¢ d dtd¢ dz

Ba [¢—=|
2

_ n+a—1 _
a>/][1ﬂ<—z\<'<;—’”‘}'”(o_”( e T|< \n+|f g d.
B>

Finally notice that if [( — z| < £[¢ — |, then

sle = ¢ <z =2l < 3la— ¢l

/][|< z\"*“ )lfffx-o Az

This finishes our estimates for I. Next we estimate II. We have

1S [ foly) = o) niepu v~ 2) dzdy

This yields

—n+l—a a—1
S f [ 1y ey o) - o@lly - o7 e = ol dzdy

B2 Ba

l—oz][/|v ddy
Iy*

/ / - z|"+“ )_yvfflz—zo =

Finally, we estimate III. Here we have

I < f lo(y) — v(=)lm (y — =) dzdy

<(1-a) f / lo(y) — vy — 2|~ dzdy

B2 B
l—a// (y) —v(2)] dzdy.
ly — Z\"+a Ifl?*yHII*ZI)

This finishes the proof in the case ¥ = w.
Step 2: Let now 1 be a general weight as in the statement of the lemma and w
as in Step 1. Then

[v(z) = (V)y| < |v(2) = (V)] + (V)0 = (V)yl
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We already estimated the first summand in Step 1. For the second term we have
again by Step 1 and the bound on ¥

(0} — ()] < / () — ()l (y) dy

1_“/// PR Z)lff?y e BRI D

Bs B3 Bs
) 37[3/| <|“+a|/|yz|+|y gya Wz

N

1—a o(z) = v(0)
d dc.
//|z 4\"” (o2 + o — s =%

This is the desired estimate for a > 1,
a € (0, ) then the factor =% blows up. In this case we can proceed as follows:

\<v>w—<v>¢|§//\U(Z)—v(y)\w(z)w(y)dzdy

< f F 10 = vlw)ld=dy

B Bs
Ry ——
|z -yl \x ZHwayI)”a

where we used that (1 —a) =~ 1, \1/1\ <1 and |w| < 1. This finishes the proof. O

since in this case we have 1 ~ 1. If

Remark A.2. The estimate in Lemma A 1 can be replaced by the estimate

o(2)]
(A-2) [v(z) '<// |a:—z|+| e “

using a much simplified proof. However, only the factor (1 — «) in (A.1) allows to
prove s-stable estimates.
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