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ABSTRACT. This book aims to provide a self-contained introduction to
the regularity theory for integro-differential elliptic equations, mostly
developed in the 21st century. Such a class of equations often arises
in analysis, probability theory, mathematical physics, and in several
contexts in applied sciences. The authors give a detailed presentation of
all the necessary techniques, primarily focusing on the main ideas rather
than proving all results in their greatest generality.

The book starts from the very basics, studying the square root of
the Laplacian and weak solutions to linear equations. Then, the authors
develop the theory of viscosity solutions to nonlinear equations and prove
the main known results in this context. Finally, they study obstacle
problems for integro-differential operators and establish the regularity
of solutions and free boundaries.

Almost all the covered material appears in book form for the first
time, and several proofs are different (and shorter) than those in the
original papers. Moreover, several open problems are listed throughout
the book.
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Preface

The aim of this book is to study nonlocal equations of the form

(%) /n (u(a:) —u(z + y))K(y)dy =0 for z€Q CR"”,

with kernels K > 0. These equations are elliptic, and they share many
properties with elliptic PDE: maximum principle, existence and uniqueness
of solutions, regularity results, etc.

The equations we will study are of type , with a kernel K(y) that is
not integrable at the origin, while nice and integrable at infinity. The first
and simplest example is

1

In this particular case, the operator in is (a multiple of) the square root
of the Laplacian v/—A.

Since the kernel K is not integrable at the origin, the operator in
is in some sense differentiating the function u, and this is why it is called
an integro-differential equation. Such a type of equations appears in several
contexts, and has been studied for many years in:

Probability theory (stochastic processes with jumps).

Fluid mechanics (for example, in the SQG equation, or even the
Boltzmann equation).

e Mathematical physics (relativistic Schrodinger operators).

Applied sciences (anomalous diffusions).

Vil
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From an analytical point of view, the general theory for such equations
has been mostly developed in the 21st century, including both linear and
nonlinear equations.

This area of research has attracted great interest in the PDE community
in the last 15 years, especially since the first works of Caffarelli and Silvestre
on the topic. However, there is no book yet providing a systematic study
of the (existence and) regularity properties of solutions to general integro-
differential elliptic equations.

The goal of this book is to fill this void by developing the regularity
theory for (both linear and nonlinear) integro-differential elliptic operators
of order 2s, with s € (0,1). As we will see, there is a strong parallelism
with the theory of elliptic PDE, which corresponds to the limiting case
s = 1. Still, quite often the proofs of the results for s € (0,1) are completely
independent of the “local case” s = 1, and new ideas and techniques have
been developed in order to treat such nonlocal equations.

Most of the material we present here is accessible in book form for the
first time, and we provide several simplified proofs compared to the original
papers. Furthermore, we establish some new results as well, which general-
ize or unify previously known results. For example, the interior regularity
theory for linear operators that we develop in Chapter [2] includes for the
first time the most general scale-invariant class of operators of order 2s, the
existence and uniqueness of viscosity solutions in Chapter |3| is established
for a very wide class of domains, and the boundary Harnack inequality in
Chapter [ is proved here under a very mild assumption on the domain €.

We hope that this book will be useful to some of the many active re-
searchers working in this field, while at the same time being self-contained
and accessible to graduate students interested in this topic.

We wish to thank Gerd Grubb, Joaquim Serra, and Marvin Weidner for
several comments and suggestions on this book.

Finally, we acknowledge the support from the following funding agen-
cies. X.F. was supported by the Swiss National Science Foundation (SNF
grants 200021_182565 and PZ00P2_208930), and by the Swiss State Secre-
tariat for Education, Research and Innovation (SERI) under contract num-
ber MB22.00034; X.R. was supported by the European Research Council
under the Grant Agreement No. 801867 “Regularity and singularities in el-
liptic PDE (EllipticPDE)”, by AEI project PID2021-125021NA-100 (Spain),
by the grant RED2022-134784-T funded by AEI/10.13039/501100011033, by
AGAUR Grant 2021 SGR 00087 (Catalunya), and by the Spanish State Re-
search Agency through the Maria de Maeztu Program for Centers and Units
of Excellence in R&D (CEX2020-001084-M).



Chapter 1

The square root of the
Laplacian

In this chapter we focus our attention on the square root of the Lapla-
cian, denoted v/—A. This operator, when acting on a smooth function
u € C°(R™), can be defined as follows:

V-Au(z) = cnP.V./ u(z) —ulz +y) dy,

n |y|

for some positive constant c,.

1.1. Motivation

Diffusive processes form the backbone of the quantitative study of many-
particle systems. The mathematical description of the Brownian motion has
a vast range of applications that basically touch any area in which a macro-
scopic description of microscopic phenomena is needed. In the last decades,
however, there has been increasing observational evidence that many sys-
tems that were previously thought to behave like ordinary diffusion pro-
cesses are actually better explained by assuming an anomalous behavior of
the forming particles. Namely, the Brownian motion is formulated under
the assumption that the movement of such particles is continuous or, al-
ternatively, that in short time intervals it can be described (thanks to the
central limit theorem) by means of Gaussian distributions. However, such a
description fails to account for the situations in which the underlying ran-
dom variables have infinite variance. This is precisely the setting where
anomalous diffusion appears, the Cauchy process being a first important
example. In this setting, particles can jump towards another point and the

1



2 1. The square root of the Laplacian

increments of the process follow a Cauchy distribution (see Section for
more details). Macroscopically, the evolution of the density of particles is
not only characterized by its local profile, but rather it is influenced by the
whole distribution (being further objects less relevant). In terms of the cor-
responding transition function, the operator governing the evolution of a
given density is no longer a local operator (contrary to the Brownian mo-
tion, where we find the Laplacian —A), but instead we find the square root
of the Laplacian, denoted by v/—A , a nonlocal operator. More precisely,
the evolution of a density of particles is governed by the fractional heat
equation:

ou+v—-Au=0 in R"

This type of nonlocal equations have received an increasing amount of at-
tention in the last decades, mainly motivated and driven by numerous ap-
plications: starting from the observation of Mandelbrot in the 1960s, on the
deviation of stock prices from normality, [I77], they also appear in physics,
[179, 180, 168, 233], ecology and biology, [191), 141, 157, 227], and fi-
nance, [178, 205, [5].

As we will see, the square root of the Laplacian v/—A can also be in-
terpreted as the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map for the Laplace equation in the
half-space (see Section . As such, this operator appears in fluid me-
chanics, for example in the surface quasi-geostrophic equation, which is
used to model the temperature on the surface of a fluid in oceanography,
[63), 138, [49], or the Benjamin-Ono equation [19), 187],

V=Au=—-u+u®> in R,

used to describe one-dimensional internal waves in deep water, [7, 113], and
which plays an important role in the understanding of the gravity of water
waves’ equations in dimensions 2 and 3 [119].

The same operator v/—A arises in elasticity, too: the Peierls-Nabarro
equation is a model in crystal dislocation to study microscopical deforma-
tions of a material, [30), 224, 176, 33, [73]; and the Signorini or thin obsta-
cle problem can be used to model the equilibrium configuration of an elastic
body on a frictionless surface [211}, [99] (see Section [4.1). More generally,
we find nonlocal operators such as v/—A when trying to model phenomena
that takes into account long-range interactions of a given system: in many
materials the stress points depend on the strains of surrounding regions,
[162), [88], and nonlocal forces have been observed to propagate along fibers
or laminae in composite materials [142), [80, 183].

On the other hand, in quantum mechanics, nonlocal operators like v/—A
appear as the relativistic momentum operator. In particular, this operator
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arises in dispersive equations describing the dynamics and gravitational col-
lapse of boson stars, [172, [86], or in the study of stability of relativistic
matter, [114, 171]; see also [113], 168, 169} 207].

This kind of operators appears as well in image processing, where nonlo-
cal denoising algorithms are able to detect patterns and contours in a better
way than PDE-based models, and can be used for image reconstruction and
enhancement [228, 123, 87, 154, 231, [79, 230].

Fractional powers of the Laplacian also appear naturally in conformal
geometry, where the fractional Paneitz operators are conformally covariant
operators which encode geometric and topological information about the
manifold; see [150} 125, 53|, 124].

Finally, we refer to [1, 32, 40, 41, 48, 68|, &1, 89, 188|, 121], 143,
144, 145, 186, 216, 217, 226, 232] for other models and motivations to
study nonlocal operators like the square root of the Laplacian.

We next start studying the basic properties of v/—A, which will serve
as an introduction to integro-differential operators and their corresponding
elliptic equations.

1.2. Basic properties

The square root of the Laplacian may be defined as

u(r) —u(z +y)
|y|n+1

V—Au(z) := ¢,P.V.
(1.2.1) R

—cpy. [ ule) —ulz)

n |z — 2|t

dy

where ¢, is a positive constant, given by ((1.3.3) below.

The notation P.V. stands for Principal Value, which is a way (coming
from distribution theory) to assign values to an integral of an a priori not
absolutely integrable function. Indeed, observe that, when w is smooth,
u(r) —u(x +y) = Vu(0) -y + O(|y|?). If Vu is nonzero, then |u(x) — u(z +
y)|-|y|~"~! is comparable to ﬁ, which is not integrable at the origin! That
is, the function to be integratedE] is not L.

The integral is then taken in principal value sense, which takes advantage
of cancellations to assign a value to the integral:

P.V./ wz) - “ﬁ’ Y gy = lim ux) - “ff Y,
n ly|™ 10 Jre\ B, ly|™

1Integrability at infinity is not a problem at this point, we can assume u to be compactly
supported.
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Notice that, with this definition, by symmetry we have

P.V./ YUY gy~ o,
B Yl

and hence the integral in (1.2.1)) is well defined for any u € C2°(R").

The square root of the Laplacian is a nonlocal operator: when
acting on u at a point € R™, it uses information about u that is far from z.
Also, we have observed that the kernel W is singular (not integrable) at
the origin, and hence it requires a certain regularity from w near z € R"
in order to evaluate v/—Au(z). The singularity of the kernel makes it such
that the operator /—A is “differentiating”, in some sense, the function u,
and this is why it is called an integro-differential operator.

Sometimes, it is convenient to write the following alternative expression

for :
(1.2.2) VoAu(z) = Cn /n 2u(z) —u(r +y) — ulx —y) .

2 |y|n+1

Now there is no need to write P.V., since the numerator of the integrand is
a second order incremental quotient, and thus it has norm comparable to
ly|? (and |y|~™*! is integrable in R™ around the origin). In particular, this
expression implies that in order to evaluate v/—A it is enough to assume
u € C2(R"™) N L®(R"):
¢ | Dul| oo (mny c A ull oo ()
—Awu(z) §n/ —_— L dy+ = ——dy
VRl f, e 2 Jems,
2
< C (Jlull oo @ny + [|1D*u| oo (m)) -

for some C' depending only on n. The regularity of u takes care of the
integrability of the kernel around the origin.

On the other hand, when evaluating the square root of the Laplacian at
a point z € R", it is also essential to have a global integrability assumption
on u to account for the contributions far from z. In the previous inequality,
this global integrability assumption is given by the fact that u € L>(R™).
More generally, though, it is enough to consider the following space:

Definition 1.2.1. We say that v € LL(R") if
. ()]
o]l (mny == /Rn Wdy < +00.

Remark 1.2.2. The previous definition introduces the minimum global
integrability requirement so that +/—A u makes sense. Indeed, we can split
into two terms,

V-Au(z) = cnP.V./ u(x) = u(z +y) dy + cn /Rn\B u(z) — u(@ +y) dy.

B |y|n L |y|
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Then, in order to evaluate the first term we just need a local regularity
assumption on u around z, whereas the second term is bounded (in absolute
value) by [|ul|z1 (gn)-

On the other hand, if we want to evaluate v/—A u pointwise at a point x,
it is enough for u to be CH* around x, for some a > 0:

Lemma 1.2.3. Let u € CY%(B;) N LL(R™) for some a € (0,1). Then
V—=Au(0) is well-defined, and

(1.2 VA u(0)] < € (Jullores, + lulz @)

for some C' depending only on n and o. Moreover, /—Awu € C’loo’g‘(Bl) and
IV=~Aullcoas, ,) < C (lulleras) + vl @)

for some C depending only on n and «.

Proof. By considering v = u/Cs with Co = |ul|c1.a(p,) +[|ul/ L1 mn) We may
assume that

(1.2.4) lullcrem,y + llullLy @ny = 1.
Moreover, this implies
|2u(z) —u(z +y) —u(z —y)| < 2ly|"+
for all z € By and y € By_ ;| (see )
From , and integrating separately in B; and R™\ B; (recall ),

V=Ru(0)| < C /B 1 ’cjly_ﬁ /W\Bl [w(O)] + Ju(y)| + =yl

‘y’n-l-l

ly
Observe that now, on the one hand (again using ((1.2.4])),

0 d
/ |U(nﬂ dy < C/ 3+1 <
re\ B, |Y] re\B, |Vl

for some C' depending only on n. And on the other hand,

_ 1 n+1
/ lu(y)| + |f1( y)| dy = 2/ |U(y)|+1 + |y4|r1 dy < 4,
R\ By ly|™ re\B; 1+ [y|™ ly|™

where we are using that 1+|y|" ! < 2|y|"*! since |y| > 1, and ullLy @ny < 1.
Putting everything together, we get (1.2.3)).

More generally, repeating for any point z € By, (and taking integrals
in By /9 instead of B;) we obtain

(1.2.5) V-4 uHLm(BI/Z) <C

as we wanted.
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Let us now take a cut-off function n € C2°(R™) such that n > 0, n =0 in
R”\B3/4 and 7 = 1 in By/3; and let us define u; := nu compactly supported
in By y, and ug 1= u—uy = (1 —n)u such that ug = 0 in By/3. Let us obtain
an estimate for each u; and wuy separately.

We prove first that v/—Awu; € CO’O‘(Bl/Q), with ||\/IU1||CO,0¢(BI/2) <C
(where C' is universal, explicit in terms of the cut-off ). Observe that the
L> bound follows as in (1.2.5)), since u; € CH¥(R"™) with [ullcramny <
Cllullcre(p,) < C. If we let now x € By and 7 := [z, we split

mU1("L’):Cn/ 2ui(z) —ur(x +y) —ur(x —y) "

2 |y|n+1
ur(z) —uy(z + y)
+ cn/ iy dy,
R7\ B, Y

so that

‘Mul(x)+mu1(—x)—2mul(0) <

’$|1+a

<c [ prragec dy < Cr®,
B re\B, |Y|"T

where we used
Jur (2 + y) +ur(z — y) — 2u1 (2)| < Cly['*,
luy () + up (—z) — 2uq(0)] < ClztTe,
ur (2 + y) + ur (=2 +y) — 2ur(y)] < Clzfe.
Repeating it around any point in By, and together with the L bound, we

get \|MU1HCM(BI/2) < C by Lemma

Secondly, let us consider uy. Given any z1,z2 € By, since ug = 0
in Bys,

‘\/qu(xl) — \/qu(:ng)’ =

1 1
— d
/17“2(2) (|z_x1|n+1 ‘Z_m‘nH) z

where D can be taken to be R™ \ (By/(z1) U By/6(x2)). Observe that, in
this domain,

= Cp, ’

1 1

|21 — 9
_ <ot 2l
|z — zq|"tl |z — gt

S O e forall ze€ D,
z

by regularity of |z|~"~! outside of the origin. In particular,
|V=Auy(x1) — V=D ug(x2)| < Clay — walllua| 1 &n),
and hence [V —Awusg]coa(p, ,) < Clluzllry®ny < Cllullzy@n) < C.
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Combining the estimates for u; and ug with (1.2.5)), we get the desired
result. (]

We also observe that the operator v/—A is positive definite:
Lemma 1.2.4. Let u,v € C°(R™). Then

[ o= [ [ WOl 1),

In particular,

/nu(:v)\/ju dx—/n/n \:U—z]”H) dx dz >0,

with strict inequality unless uw = 0. That is, v/ —A is positive definite.

Proof. By definition,
/ u(z)vV—Av(x)dr = cp / u(z)P.V. v(@) = vlz) dzdz.
n n R” ’CC - Z|n+1
Changing the roles of the variables we also have
/ u(x)V—Av(x)dr =c, / u(z)P.V. v(z) — v(z) dr dz.
n n R |z — 2|71

Adding the previous two expressions and dividing by two, we obtain the
desired result. O

Let us finish this short introduction to the square root of the Laplacian
noticing the invariances satisfied by the operator, and how these invariances
actually characterize it:

Lemma 1.2.5. Let u € C?(R") N L>®(R™). Then, the following properties
hold for all x € R",

(i) Translation invariance:
V-Au(z +z.)] = (V-Au)(z + zo)
for any x, € R™.
(i) Rotation/Orthogonal invariance:
V=A[u(Oz)] = (V-Au)(Oz)
for any O € O(n) orthogonal transformation.
(ii3) Scale invariance/1-homogeneity:

V=ATu(A)] = A (V=-Au) (M)

for any X € R.
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Proof. It follows using the definition of v—A, (1.2.1)), and changing vari-
ables appropriately for each case. O

In particular, estimates like the ones in Lemma [1.2.3| can be rescaled to
any ball By (z,) C R".

The properties in Lemma [[.2.5] are not mere consequences of the defi-
nition of the operator v/—A, but in fact, they fully characterize it. In the
following lemma, the set S(R™) denotes the Schwartz space, that is, the set of
C*°(R™) functions that have all derivatives decaying faster than any power.
We also denote by F the Fourier transform, acting on functions f € S(R")
(in fact, it is an automorphism on S):

FH)E) = [ flx)e " da.

RTL
Lemma 1.2.6. Let L : S — S be any linear operator satisfying properties

(1)H(11) from Lemma[1.2.5 Then, there exists a constant k € R such
that L = kv/—A.

Proof. Since £ is translation invariant by property it is given by a
Fourier multiplier A(&) (see, for example, [222], Chapter I, Theorem 3.16]).
Namely,

Lu=F(AE)F(u)(©)

where F denotes the Fourier transform, and F~! is the inverse Fourier
transform.

Rotation and scale invariances, |(ii)| now imply that A(&) = k[¢]. In
particular, all operators satisfying|(1)H(i1)H(ii1)|from Lemma are multiple

of each other, and the lemma follows. (I

Remark 1.2.7. As a consequence of the previous proof, we also showed that
the Fourier multiplier of /—A is k|¢| for some x € R. In Section [1.3| below
we will show that v/—=A o+v/—=A = —A, and since the Fourier multiplier of
—A is simply |£]?, together with the positive definiteness of v/—A we obtain
that the Fourier multiplier of v/—A is |¢| (namely, x = 1).

1.3. Harmonic extension

For any u € C2°(R"™), let us consider the operator Lu defined as follows:

Let @(z,y) : R x R — R be the harmonic extension of u(x) towards
R = {(z,y) € R" x R:y > 0}. That is, a(z,y) is the only solution to

Agyi = 0 in {y>0}
u(z,0) = wu(z) for zeR"”



1.3. Harmonic extension 9

which decays at infinity, where Ay, := Ay +0yy = > i On,a; + Oyy denotes
the Laplacian in the (z,y) coordinates. We then define

Lu(x) := —8y‘y:0a(:p, Y).

The operator L is called a Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator: given a func-
tion u, we use it as a Dirichlet datum for the Laplace equation in the upper
half-space in R"*! and then compute its Neumann condition on R™ x {0}.
Thus, since u is a function defined on R™, we have that Lu is a new function
defined on R™ as well. Notice, also, that Lu is nonlocal, in the sense that its
value is influenced by the values of v in all of R"; and that roughly speaking,
it has one derivative less than wu.

We can compute u explicitly by means of the Poisson kernel of the upper-
half space for the Laplacian in R"*!. That is, since u € C°(R"), @ is given
by

(1.3.1) w(z,y) = [P(,y) * ul(x) := . Pz — z,y)u(z) dz

where P(x,y) is the Poisson kernel for the upper half-space,

(1.3.2) P(z,y) = Cn%?
(|2 +y2) =

with

(1.3.3) e =T () 75,

Notice that u € L}(R™) is the necessary and sufficient condition for the
integral in (1.3.1)) to exist. In this case (u € L} (R™)) there exists a unique
well-defined extension (decaying at infinity).

Then, for any u € C2°(R™), we can compute Lu:
iz, y) — u(z) : 1{/ }
Lu(z) = —lim ————~ = —lim — Plz—z,y)(u(z) —u(z))dz
(@) =~ lim W0 im =} [ Pla = 2)(u(z) -~ u(x))

=c,P.V. M dz
Rn |$ _ Z|n+1

= V=Au(),

where we are using that, for each y > 0, fR" P(z,y)dz =1, and we need to
take the P.V. in order to make sense of the integral. That is, the operator
Lu above coincides with the square root of the Laplacian!

Alternatively, we can also compute L(Lu). Indeed, if @ is the harmonic
extension of u, then —dyu is the harmonic extension of Lu (since it coincides
with Lu on {y = 0} and it is harmonic). Thus,

L(Lu)(x) = —8y‘y:0(—8y‘y:01]) = 8yy|y:0ﬂ(:v,y).
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Now, since Ayt = Ayt + Oyytt = 0,
L(Lu)(x) = —Azu(z,0) = —Au(x).
That is, L?u(x) = —Au(x), which justifies the notation L = v/—A.
In all, we have:

Theorem 1.3.1. Let u € CY¢(By) N LL(R™) for some e > 0, and let 1 :
R N {y > 0} = R be the unique solution to

Agyu = 0 in {y >0}
(1.3.4) {ﬁ(x,%) = u(x) for xeR"

with sublinear growth, given by the Poisson kernel representation ((1.3.1))-
(1.3.2). Then,

V—Au(z) = —%‘yzoa(x, Y) for all x € By,
where \/—A is given by (1.2.1]).

Proof. The proof is the same as the reasoning above, which also works for
u € CY¥(By) N LL(R™) (thanks to Lemma [1.2.3)). O

As a corollary, we obtain the local C'™ regularity of solutions to the

equation v/—Au = 0:

Corollary 1.3.2. Let u € C%¢(By) N LL(R™) for some € > 0 satisfy
V=Au=0 in B.

Then u € C*(By) (in fact, it is real analytic).

Proof. Let us use Theorem [1.3.1, and consider u to be the solution to

(1.3.4). Consider its even extension @, to By := {(z,y) € R" xR : |(z,y)| <
1}, namely

- | a(z,y) if y>0

e(w,y) = { w(z, —y) if y<O.
Observe that i, is continuous in By and C! as well, since 8y‘y:0a(x,y) =
0. Hence, @, is harmonic in the whole By, and by interior regularity for

harmonic functions we obtain that @, € C°(B;) and it is real analytic as
well. In particular, u(x) = t.(x,0) € C®°(By). O

1.4. Heat kernel and fundamental solution

Heat kernel. The heat kernel for the square root of the Laplacian is a
function p(t, z) such that, for any ¢ € C°(R"),

O(t, ) := [p(t, ) * ¢)(x)
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satisfies the heat equation for the square root of the Laplacian in R™ with
initial value (), that is,
(14.1) P+ v-AP = 0 in (0,400) xR"

o ®(0,z) = o(x) for =z eR™
Formally, p(t, z) satisfies

op+v—-Ap = 0 in (0,400) x R"
p(0,2) = d for = € R",

where Jp denotes a Dirac delta at 0.

Interestingly, the heat kernel p(¢, z) coincides with the Poisson kernel of
the upper half-space for the Laplacian, P(t, x) given by (|1.3.2):

Lemma 1.4.1. Let p(t,z) be given by

ot

(o2 +2)5

Then, for all ¢ € C°(R™), the function ®(t,z) := [p(t,-) * p](x) satisfies
([T21).

p(t,z) :==cp

Proof. Observe that p(t,xz) = P(t,z) where P is the Poisson kernel in the
half-space for the Laplacian, . Then, on the one hand, by definition
of the Poisson kernel [p * P(0,-)] = ¢ for any ¢ € C°(R™). On the other
hand, observe that if 4(x,y) is the harmonic extension of a function wu(z),
then @(z,y + t) is the harmonic extension of @(z,t) for each fixed ¢ > 0.
In particular, for each ¢ > 0 fixed, the harmonic extension of ®(t,z) =
[P(t,-) * ¢](x) is given by ®(t,z,y) = [P(t +y,-) * ¢](z). Hence, we can
compute (using Theorem

\/j@(t,x) = —8y|yzo<i>(t,a;,y) = —0[P(t,") *x p](x) = —=0,D(t, x),
that is, ® satisfies the fractional heat equation . O
Fundamental solution. Recall that, for the Laplace operator —A, the
inverse operator is given by the Riesz potential I5. Indeed, a solution to

—Av=f in R"
(with f decaying at infinity) is given by convolution against a locally inte-

grable function,

o) = (If)(x) = (Ko * [)(z) = Ko / _IG) 4 (whenn£2),

R |T— 2|"2

where

(142) Ko(x) = | Fanlal?™  ifn#2, with ran = () s,
—o-loglz|, ifn=2,
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is called the fundamental solution for the Laplacian in R™. In other words,
Iyf = (—=A)~!f. Formally, the kernel K satisfies —AKsy = &y, where dg is
a Dirac delta at the origin.

For the square root of the Laplacian, v/—A, we need to introduce the
Riesz potential I;. That is, a solution to

vV-Au=f in R"

(when f has sufficient decay) is given by

z
u(@) = (ILf)(x) = (K1 % )(x) = ki /Rn |If(z‘)n_ldz whon 1> 2),
where
(1.4.3) )
Ki(z):=q "l [t ifn>2, with Ky, = F(QT)WJTH,
—Llogla|, ifn=1.

In the distributional sense, we have
A% A K1 = 50 in Rn,
where §g is a Dirac delta at the origin. The function K7 is called the funda-

mental solution of the square root of the Laplacian in R".

Lemma 1.4.2 (Fundamental solution). Let f € C°(R™), and let Ky be
given by (1.4.3). Then

V=A(Kixf)=f 1in R"

First proof. We use the harmonic extension from Theorem That is,
we consider @ : R — R to be the extension towards {y > 0} of Kj * f,

which is explicit in terms of the Poisson kernel ((1.3.1))-(|1.3.2])
w(x,y) = (P(,y) « [Kyx f]) (2) = ([P(9) * Ka] % f) ()

where we are using the associative property of the convolution. Observe
that now P(-,y) * K; should be the harmonic extension of K, which is
the fundamental solution of the Laplacian in dimension n + 1 (up to a
multiplicative factor 2): indeed, it is the unique harmonic function vanishing
at infinity (or with sublinear growth, for n = 1) that coincides with Kj on
{y = 0} and is harmonic in {y > 0}. Thus,

N _ _n-1
a(w,y) = [Ka(y) * fl(z) with  Ka(w,y) = min (2> +47) 3
when n > 2, and Ko(z,y) = —log (|z> +y?) if n = 1.

In particular, we can compute

VIR (% ) (@) = =0, _yii(x,y) = [-0,Ka(-) * f]] ().
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We now notice that
_ayKZ(')y) = P(.’E, y)7
and so [P(-,y) * f](x) = f(zx) when y | 0, as we wanted to see. O

Second proof. Let us do the case n > 2. Observe that the function Ky
satisfies

K@) = | " ot dt,

where p(t, z) is the heat kernel (see Lemma(l.4.1)). Then, for all f € C>°(R")
and using Lemma |1.4.1

\/I(Kl*f):\/j (/Ooop(t,~)*fdt) :/OOO\/T(p(t,-)*f) dt
—— [0ttt < £y de=pl0.) 5 = 1

as wanted. O

1.5. Maximum principle

Super- and subsolutions to equations of the form +/—Awu = 0 satisfy a
maximum principle and a comparison principle:

Lemma 1.5.1 (Maximum Principle). Let Q C R™ be a bounded open set,
and let u € C'llof(Q) NCQ)NLL(R™) for some e > 0. Let us assume that

v=Au > 0 m 8,
u > 0 in R™\ Q.

Then u > 0 in R™. Moreover, either u > 0 in Q or u = 0 in R".

Proof. Let us suppose that it is not true, and that infgn © = u(z,) < 0 for
some I, € §). Then

V-Au(z,) = cnP.V./ w(zo) — u(zo +y) dy <0

n

if u 2 0 in R™, a contradiction. Thus, either v =0 in R” or u > 0in . [

As a consequence we obtain the comparison principle for strong solu-
tions.

Corollary 1.5.2 (Comparison Principle). Let  C R"™ be a bounded open
set, and let uy,ug € C'llof(Q) NC(Q)NLL(R™) for some e > 0. Let us assume

that
vV—=Au vV—Aus in  Q,
Uy U9 in R™\ Q.

(ALY,

Then ui > ug in R™.
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Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Lemma, applied to w :=
Ul — u9. O

We can also deduce the following:

Corollary 1.5.3 (Uniqueness of strong solutions). Let Q C R™ be a bounded
open set, and let uy,us € C'IIOE(Q) N C(Q) N LL(R™) for some e > 0. Let us
assume that

V=Aur = vV—-Auo in Q,
Uy = Us in R™\ Q.

Then u1p = uy in R".

Proof. It is a consequence of applying the comparison principle (Corol-
lary [1.5.2) twice to u; and ug by exchanging their roles. O

1.6. Poisson kernel and the mean value property

Poisson kernel. As used in Section the Poisson kernel for the upper
half-space R’} for the Laplacian is the kernel that allows us to compute the
harmonic extension to a boundary datum on R"” N {z,, = 0}. Namely, given
a (sufficiently smooth) function g € C2°({z,, = 0}), we can explicitly solve
the Dirichlet problem in the upper half-space with boundary datum given
by ¢ (among bounded solutions),

Au = 0 in {z, >0}
u = g on {zr,=0}

(1.6.1) U

I
u(gjl’ !Tn) = cn—l/ M dZ/,
{zn=0} (|2'|* + 27)2

where we have denoted x = (2/,z,) € R* 1 x R.

We now want an analogous result for the square root of the Laplacian.
That is, given a domain © = {x, > 0}, we want to find the solution u
being %-harmonic in Q (i.e., v=Au =0 in Q) and with the corresponding
boundary condition. Observe that now, however, due to the nonlocality of
the operator, in order to compute v/—A u we need to know the value of u at
all points in R™. That is, we need to impose a condition in the whole R™\ Q.
This is called an exterior condition (contrary to a boundary condition in the

previous problem, where the operator is local).

The Poisson kernel in the half-space then reads as follows:
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Proposition 1.6.1 (Poisson kernel in a half-space). Let g € L™ ({z-e < 0})
for some e € S*™1. Let u be defined as

) —a Vi eg(z)
@ ”/{z.e<0} VIzellw — 2|

where a,, =T (%) 727 andu(z) = g(x) if x-e < 0. Thenu e C°({z-e >
0}) N L>®(R™) and it solves

{Mu =0 in {x-e>0}

u = g in {z-e<0}.

dz if {z-e>0},

Proof. We give a short proof of the result for n = 1, and we refer to [31]
for a detailed proof of the general case n > 2.

Observe that, for any = > 0 and by a scaling argument,

2 dzx

N3 /°° dz /°°
a 76&’:@ —_— Y = — —=1
1/{z§0} Vizllz — 2| Yo VEQ+2) w1422

Hence, [|ulzoo(z>0y) < 19l oo (fa<oy); and u € C*°({z > 0}) by the smooth-
ness of the integrand in z. It remains to prove that v—Awu =0 in {z > 0}:

Let @i(x,y) : R — R be the harmonic extension of u(—z) towards y > 0,
extended evenly to y < 0; and let us define

w(z,7) = u(T* - g%, 227).

A simple computation shows that w is harmonic in the half-space R2 =
{ > 0} if and only if @& = 4(x,y) is harmonic in R? \ {z > 0,y = 0}
(alternatively, w is the composition of a function @ with a conformal map
in R?, so it is harmonic if and only if @ is harmonic). Thus, we need to
impose w to be harmonic in {§ > 0}. For this, we can use the Poisson
kernel representation to derive

. w(z,0)y
=— | ——=—=dz.
wia.) == [ A5
In particular, for x > 0 we recover an expression for u,
1 —2? 1
u(x):w(o,ﬁ):/Wdz:/ Mdz
mJre 2tz T Jz<op Vzl(z — 2)

Thanks to the extension theorem, Theorem such u satisfies vV—Au =0
for z > 0. O

Thanks to the previous result, and by means of an inversion in a sphere,
we can also obtain the Poisson kernel for a ball. When the operator is the
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Laplacian, —A, a similar argument yields that

Au = 0 in By
u = g on 0B

A
_ 1— |z|?
oy =2t [ QP o
2 0B, |.CU - Z|
In our case, in order to obtain the Poisson kernel in a ball for v —A , we

need to define the Kelvin transform of the square root of the Laplacian for
a function uw. That is, given the inversion in By

oz
€T — 117 W
we define u* the Kelvin transform of u as
uw(z) == |z ().

The following lemma says that if u satisfies v/—Awu = 0 in D, then u*
does so in D*, where D* is the image of D through = — z*. We provide
two proofs; one by direct computation and one using the extension variable
instead.

Lemma 1.6.2 (Kelvin transform for v—A). Let u € LL(R™). Then u* €
LL(R™), with

(1.6.2) [l Ly ey = llull Ly @y

Moreover, if x # 0 and u € CY¢(B,(z*)) for some ¢ > 0 and r > 0, then
V—Au* is well-defined at x = (z*)* € R" and

V=Aur(z) = |z| 7 = A ().

Proof. By changing variables z — ¢ = z*, so that ﬁ% = d(, we get

|u(2)| / 0 (S0 | Iy /
dz = "d
fo i = [ i 9 = [
and hence (1.6.2]) holds.

The fact that v —Au* is well-defined at 2* is due to Lemmam7 since
u* is CY¢ around z* and u* € LL(R").

Changing variables again, z — ( = z*, we find
u(z”) — u(z)

AN u(;c*) =c,P.V. e Z|n+1 dz

R |

:cnP.V./ wKr?"dg.
A

e =G
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Observe now
(1.6.3) =2 x| |2 = |z — 2],

so that

w@ ()" -w©
V=Au(z*) = ]x\”“cnP.V./ i d¢

R" |z — [+
— ol (P, [ dc a0V (o))
= [a]" VR (2),

where in the last inequality we are using that |z|'~" is (a multiple of) the
fundamental solution (see Lemma |1.4.2)), and so v/—A (|z|'™") = 0 since
x # 0. Taking y = x* we get the desired result. O

Second proof. We can give a proof of the second part by means of the
extension method, Theorem Let us see that if a(z,y) and u*(x,y)
denote the harmonic extensions towards {y > 0} of u and u* respectively,
then @° = u*, where

w(X) := | X' w(XH), for X = (z,y) e R" xR.
Here, w® is the Kelvin transform for the (classical) Laplacian: observe that

the only difference from before is in the power 1 — n, since now we are in
dimension n + 1. It is now a direct computation to check that

Awe(X) = [ X7 Aw(X7),

and so w® is harmonic in D if and only if w is harmonic in D*. In particular,
since half-spaces and hyperplanes that go through the origin are invariant
under the inversion z — z*, we obtain that 4° = u*. Now, we can compute

(using Theorem [1.3.1)

V-Au*(z) = ay‘yzoﬁ(az,y) = %’yzoﬂo(x,y) = 3y‘y:0|X|1_”ﬂ(X*).
Observe now that By‘yZOIXP*" =0 (if X #0) and

0, _oi(X7) = Vxi(X*) - 0,(X/IX )] _y = (@) (X")], _olal .
Hence, we obtain
V=AU (@) = [0y, _gal (@) |z T = 2T Y= A (),

as we wanted to see. O

The inversion in By, x — x*, maps (conformally) the interior of B into

its exterior, and vice versa. Observe that this transformation maps any ball
whose boundary goes through the origin into a half-space, and in particular
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(Bi(ep))* = {zn > 1/2}. Thanks to this observation, we can compute the
Poisson kernel in a ball?

Proposition 1.6.3 (Poisson kernel in a ball). Let g € LL(R") such that it
is continuous on 0B1. Let u be defined as

1—|z[*9(2) :

ulx) = an dz ’Lf ﬂ?eBl,
(@) /R"\Bl V0z]2 =1z — 27

where a, =T (2) 77271, and u(z) = g(z) in R"\ By. Then u € C*°(B;)N

C(B1) and it solves

(1.6.4) {\/Tu = 0 m B

u = g in R"\B.

Proof. Given gg € C°(R™\ Bi(ey)). we look for a function wg that satisfies

V-Aug = 0 in Bi(epn)
(1.6.5) N
ug = go in R\ Bi(en).
By Lemma ud(z) = |x|*""ug(z*) would satisfy
V=Aui(z) = |z| 1TV =Aug(z*) =0

for all  such that z* € B;(ey). Since z — z* is an involution, and we can
check that (Bi(e,))* = {z, > 1/2}, we have that ug satisfying the above

equation ([1.6.5)) is equivalent to uf satisfying
V=Aul = 0 in {x, >1/2}
uy, = g9 in {z, <1/2}.
By Proposition (and Lemma (@), we can take:
-en —1/2g}
u;;(a:):an/ Voen—1/265(2)
{zen<1/2} V1/2 — 2 - eplz — 2["
r-e, —1/2g5(C* _
—a | Ve en 2 LRG| -ange,
B\Bi(en) /1/2 = (" - eqlz — ]

where we have used the change of variables z — ( = z*. Hence, also recalling

(1.6.3)), we find that

. en —_ 2 2
up(x) = |z " ug(z*) = an/ x2 |2[*/2 g0(¢)
R™\Bi(en) V/[C[?/2 = (- enlz — ("
satisfies (L.6.5)).

2We refer to [29] for a direct proof of Proposition , not based on Kelvin transforms nor
the Poisson kernel of the half-space.

d¢
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Observe now, that by translation invariance of the square root of the

Laplacian (Lemma [L.2.5-((i))), if we define u(z) = ug (z + e,) with go(y) =

g (y — ey), changing variables in the expression above we deduce that

R\B; \/|2]? — 1|z — 2|”

satisfies ((1.6.4) whenever g € C2°(R™\ By). By approximation, it also works
for any g € L}u (R™) that is continuous on 0Bj. Here, the continuity on 0B
ensures that the integral defining u(z) is uniformly bounded in x.

Finally, the smoothness of u inside Bj is by definition (since the kernel
is smooth in Bj), and the continuity of u up to dB; holds because

a / - \x!Q dz =
n v —
rR\B;, v/ |22 — 1]z — 2|?

independently of x € By, so that taking the limit By > x — z, € dBj,

[ VI[P Jg(e) — geo)|
n\Bl " \/|Z|2—1‘$—Z|2

by the continuity of g and the fact that the integrand concentrates all the
mass around . O

lim Ju(z) —g(zo)] < lim

Bi3x—xo Bi3x—xo

:()7

As a corollary, we obtain the unique representation of strong solutions
in the unit ball:

Corollary 1.6.4. Let u € Cllo’s(Bl) N C(By) N LL(R™) for some e > 0 such
that

v—-Au=0 1in Bj.
Then, u satisfies

Ve — [z u(z)

u(z) = a dz
=0 ooy Y= o

for all x € By.

Proof. If we denote

Ve — [z u(z)

uo(z) = a dz
(@) n/R"\BT |22 —r2|z — 2|

for x € By, and ug(z) = u(z) if z € R" \ By, then, by Proposition [1.6.3]
up € C®(B1) N C(By) N LL(R™) and v—=Awug = 0 in By. The result now
follows by the uniqueness of strong solutions, Corollary ([
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Remark 1.6.5 (Poisson kernel in B,). By rescaling the Poisson kernel in
a ball By from Proposition [L.6.3] (see Lemma [1.2.5]) we obtain the Poisson
kernel in any ball B,.. That is, the solution of

vV=Au = 0 in B,
u = g in R"\B,

is given by
r? — x> g(2)
u(z) =a dz
(@) n/R"\Br V2|2 = 2|z — z|" ’
for any r > 0.

Mean value property. A direct computation for the Laplace operator
yields the mean value property,

Au=0 in Q@ = u(x):][ u !
0B, (x)

e S u
|0B:| JaB, ()

for any = € Q, and B,(z) CC Q. Moreover, integrating in r we also get

u(z) = ][ u = = u whenever B, (x) C Q.
By (x) 1Bl JB, ()

We obtain the analogy of the mean value property for functions « that
satisfy v/ —Awu = 0 in . Observe that, unsurprisingly, we cannot restrict
ourselves to the values of v on 0B,, and we need to take exterior domains
instead.

Proposition 1.6.6 (Mean Value Property). Let Q C R™ be an open domain,
and let w € C25(Q) N LL(R™) for some e > 0. If V—Au =0 in Q, then for

loc

every B, CC €,

w(0) = ay / _oru(z) dz
R™\B, /|2[* = r?|2|"
Proof. This is a consequence of Remark and Corollary O

As a corollary, we obtain:

Corollary 1.6.7 (Mean Value Property II). There exists a nonincreasing
function w(t) : [0,+00) — [0,400) such that if u € C’I%J’E(Bl) N LL(R™) for
some € > 0 satisfies

vVv—-Au=0 in B

then

u(0) = /n u(z)w(|z]) dz.
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Moreover,

Cct C
<w(t) <
1+ [t

1.6.6 _—
(1.6.6) S Ta g

for some C' depending only on n.

Proof. By Proposition [1.6.6

—————————dzdr = a,I1 + aplo,

1
u(0) = n/ "y /
0 [22r V/ IZP - 7"QIZ!"

where

—_——drdz.

|z| rmu
/ —————dzdr, / /
l2]>1 \/ ZP 7’2]2\” l2|<1 \/]2\2 r2]z]”

Now, we compute separately

u(z r’ =optdp
I = / / drdz = / u(z d
z>1 121" Jo \/]2]2 — 2 2]>1 (=) 0 1—-p
and
u(z) [ ' pdp
I, = / drdz = e u(z)dz.
< 2" Jo o /]z]2 =2 0 V1—p?Jiz<1

Hence, we obtain

1 n
pldp .
an — if 0<¢t<1
w(t) = /Olvl_pQ
AT

V1= p?
from which (1.6.6)) follows. O
Remark 1.6.8. The analogue for super- and subsolutions of the mean value

property also holds. Namely, as a direct consequence of the comparison
principle, Corollary under the hypotheses of Proposition if we

had instead that
vV—Au>0 in €,
then

0) > / ru(z)
u(0) > ap, 2,
R\B, V/|2]? — r2|z|"
for every B, C €.
Hence, repeating the proof of Corollary in this case we obtain that
if
vV —Au > 0 in Bl
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then
u(0) > [ uzullz) =

where w satisfies (|1.6.6]).

1.7. The Harnack inequality

The Harnack inequality is an essential tool in the study of solutions to elliptic
PDE. It has many important consequences and generalizations, especially
when studying regularity and convergence properties of solutions.

For the Laplacian, it says that the supremum and the infimum of any
nonnegative harmonic function are comparable. That is,

u > 0 in B .
1.7.1 - . = supu<Cinf u
( ) { Au = 0 in B 312 Bi)a

for some C' depending only on n.

For the square root of the Laplacian we have an analogous Harnack
inequality, but in this case, the nonnegativity condition needs to be imposed
in the whole space.

0 i R"

Proposition 1.7.1. Let u € Cﬁ)’f(Bl) N LL(R™) for some € > 0 be such that
>
= 0 m Bl.

U
{ vV—=Au
Then,

(1.7.2) supu < C' inf u
Bis By /2

for some constant C' depending only on n.

Proof. Let @(z,y) be the harmonic extension of u given by Theorem m
extended evenly to R"*'. Now, since u > 0, we have @ > 0 as well (it is

explicit in terms of the corresponding Poisson kernel, (|1.3.1)-(1.3.2))). More-
over, Oyti(x,0) = 0 for all € By, and so @ is harmonic across {y = 0} in

Bli
Au=0 in By,
where B; € R™"! denotes the unit ball in R®*!'. Thus, we can apply the
Harnack inequality for harmonic functions, (1.7.1]), to deduce
supu < sup @ < C inf 4 < C inf u,
Bl/2 81/2 81/2 Bl/2

as we wanted to see. O

We can alternatively show the Harnack inequality by proving the two
half-Harnack inequalities for super- and subsolutions to the equation.
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Proposition 1.7.2 (Half-Harnack for supersolutions). Let u € Cllo’i(Bl) N
LL(R™) for some & > 0 be such that
u > 0 in R"
vV=Au > 0 i Bj.
Then,

inf u > c/ u(z)
R

By o T |2t &

for some constant ¢ depending only on n.

Proof. It is a direct consequence of Remark together with ([1.6.6|) and
the fact that u > 0. O

The second “half-Harnack” is an L bound for subsolutions.

Proposition 1.7.3 (Half-Harnack for subsolutions). Let u € C'I{)’E(Bl) N
LL(R™) for some € > 0 be such that /—Awu <0 in By. Then,
|u(2)]

SupuSC an z,

By /o

for some constant C' depending only on n.

Proof. It is a direct consequence of Remark applied to —u together

with (1.6.6). O

By using the previous two results, we obtain an alternative proof of the
Harnack inequality:

Second proof of Proposition The result follows by concatenating
Proposition and Proposition [I.7.3] O

Remark 1.7.4. From this last proof we actually obtain stronger informa-
tion. Namely, both quantities supp, ) U and infp, Jp U are actually compara-

ble to |lul[z1 gn), that is,

— ——— __dz<supu<Cinf u<C —
Cs /R" 1+ |Z’n+1 = Blg =By 2 o 1+ |z‘n+1

for some C5 depending only on n.

Remark 1.7.5. In Proposition the requirement v > 0 in R" is nec-
essary in order to achieve the conclusion, contrary to the requirement in
, where only nonnegativity in By was needed. Let us show it through
a counterexample:
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Let v be the (unique) bounded solution to

{ v=-Av = 0 in B
UV = XBy\B» (z) in R™\ By,
where y4(x) is the characteristic function of the set A C R™. Then, by

Proposition [T.6.3}
dz
v(z) = ap/1 —|z|? )
' BB V22— 1|z — 2"

In particular, v is continuous in Bj/,, and v > 0 everywhere. Let 0 < M :=
maxp, v(z) = v(x,), which is attained for some z, € B;. Moreover, since
V=A(l—-9v)=01in By and 1 —v > 0 in R"\ By, by the strict maximum
principle (Lemma 1—wv > 01in By and by continuity (1 —v = 1 on
0B1) we have that M < 1.

The function u := 1 — 7 satisfies that V=Au=01in By, u>01in By
(and uw # 0 in Bj), but nonetheless infp, u = u(z,) = 0; and hence, it does
not satisfy . In this case, u > 0 in B§U By, but u =1 — M~ <0in
B3\ Bs.

This observation is a actually a consequence of a more general fact:
any smooth function f in B; can be approximated by functions f satisfying
V=A f = 0in B;. Namely, for any € > 0 there exists f. € C°(R")NLL(R")
satisfying v/—A f. = 0 in By such that || f — fo| 1 (p,) < € see [74, 130]. In
particular, any function u > 0 in By can be approximated by functions wu.
with v/—=Awu. = 0 in B; (that, in general, might be negative somewhere in
R™\ Bj), and thus a “local” Harnack inequality cannot hold.

1.8. Interior regularity

Notice that, since v/—A is an elliptic operator of order one (see Lemma,
we expect solutions to v—Au = f to “gain a derivative” with respect to f.
The goal of this section is to prove the following a priori interior regularity
estimate:

Theorem 1.8.1 (Interior regularity). Let u € C1¢(By) N LL(R™) for some

e > 0 satisfy

vV-Au=f in By,
for some f € C*%(By) with k € Ny and € (0,1). Then, u € C’llztl’a(Bl)
and

lullgxesais, ) < € (Ifllorags + lullzy @)
for some C depending only on n, k, and o.
3Alterna‘cively7 a function that satisfies vV—Aw = f in Bj, as seen in the extension, corre-

sponds to a harmonic function % in R1+1 such that Oz, ,% = f on {zn4+1 = 0} . Hence, we
expect @ (and, therefore, u) to have one more “derivative” of regularity than f.
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Let us first prove two intermediate lemmas, which will then yield Theo-
rem [[3T]

The first lemma refers to the interior regularity of functions u satisfying
vV—Awu = 0in By, and follows by means of the Poisson kernel representation
and the mean value formula:

Lemma 1.8.2. Let u € CY¢(By) N LL(R™) for some € > 0 satisfy
V=Au=0 in Bj.
Then, uw € C*(By) and
lullev (B, ) < Cullullzy@ny  for all v eEN,

for some constant C,, depending only on n and v.

Proof. By the uniqueness of strong solutions and the Poisson kernel repre-
sentation in By, (Corollary and Remark |1.6.5) we have that

u(z) = a / V9/16 — |z|? u(z) s
" JemBy,, /122 — 9/16]x — 2|7

In particular, we can differentiate with respect to x under the integral sign

and use that
2
Dy <\/9/16 JaP )‘ .G

AN A R

for all z € Byy.

for any x € Byp, 2 € R™ \ By, to get
D u(x)] < C, Gy e, Mzl
R™\Bs /¢ 1+ ’z‘ Bs/6\B3/4 |z| —3/4

We finish by observing that by Proposition applied around any point
z € By we get

[ull Lo, 6) < Cllull Ly gm)-
Hence,
ID*u(z)] < Cyllullz )
for all x € By, as we wanted to see. O

The second intermediate lemma refers to the regularity of global solu-
tions. Observe that, under the hypotheses below, v—Au = f in R™.

Lemma 1.8.3. Let k € No, a € (0,1), and let f € CF%(By). Let

u(z) = (K1 f)(z) = . fy)Ki(z —y) dy,
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where Ky is the fundamental solution for /—A , (1.4.3). Thenu € C’ff;l’a (B2)N
LL(R™) and
[ullortr.o,) + [ully @y < Cllfllokea(s,)s

for some C' depending only on n, k, and «.

Proof. We start observing that, since f is compactly supported,

(1.8.1) [ullLee () < CllfllLoe(By)s
for some C' (due to the local integrability of K;). More generally, for n > 2
and since K is radially decreasing, we have
[ull oo ®ny < CllfllLoe(By)-
If n = 1, instead, we have
[ullLoe(Bry < Clog(R+ )| fllpee(p,) for R>1,

for some C' depending only on n. In both cases we obtain

(1.8.2) lull 21 @ny < CllfllLoo(By)
for some C' depending only on n.

Let us assume first that k = 0. We take the gradient under the integral
sign and use that

VKl(y) = _C ’y‘g—’—l’
to obtain, for 0 < r <1 fixed,
x + - d ,
Vua) = [ Wy dy+ @) = [ (faty) - 1) Ly + 1@,

where we have used that P.V. [ \yl% dy = 0 and we have denoted I"(x) =
(I{(z),...,I}(z)) with

Z; — Ty

Yi
() /R o SO /R oy SO

fori € {1,...,n}. By the mean value theorem and using that f € CS’“(BQ)
we get, for any T € B,,

Vu(®) - Vu(0)] < Cllfllcesy /B g7 dy + | Dal” | (s,

< CllfllceBoyr® +rlIDel|| oo (B,)-

(1.8.3)

Moreover,

Zq ZiRq
0, I5 (%) = — X 0., | —2—) dz— X I dz.
L@ == [ s () a [ feen e
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We can now use that

— zizidz = — 0. J
2 %] Zi 1
"2 JoB, R\ B, |z |+

(which is equal to zero if i # j) to rewrite it as

oL@ = [ (e - 1@ () o

22

G- ) e

and bound it, using f € C%%(By), by

1
DoI"|| oo,y < C|lfllca / T gy / 22t dz
| | oo (B,) [ fllce(By) ( e || 2 aBrl |

T

< Cr* Y fllca(m)-
Hence, from ((1.8.3) we get
|Vu(z) — Vu(0)| < C||fllgayyr®, forall x € B,.

Since we can repeat the argument in any ball B,(z,) with z, € By, we
obtain

[Vulce(s,) < Cllfllces,)-
Finally, when k£ > 1, we notice that

DFu(z) = (K1 * D*f) ()
and DFf € C%(By), so that by the previous estimate we have
[D* ] ca(py) < CID* flloa(s,)-
Together with (1.8.1)) and ([1.8.2]) we get the desired result. 0

Combining the previous two lemmas, we obtain the proof of the interior
regularity in Theorem [1.8.1

Proof of Theorem [1.8.1l Let f be a globally defined C* extension of f;
namely, f € C¥*(By) such that f = f in B; and

£ llora@ny < Cllfllora(s,)-

Let us define wy := K * f so that, thanks to the fundamental solution
representation from Lemma m (and an approximation argument), we
have that v—Aw; = f in R". Then, by Lemma [1.8.3) we have

(1.8.4) lwillor+racgyy < Clfllckagny < Cllflloras,

for some C' depending only on n, k, and a.
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On the other hand, we define wy := u — wy € C1%(By) where a, =
min{e, a} and (by Lemma |1.8.3)

lwally ey < llullpy®ey + [lwilly @ey < llullpy @y + Clf llor.as,)-

Notice that vV—Awy = 0 in By so that, by Lemma wy € C®°(By)
and
(1.8.5)  lwallev(B, ) < Cullwallry@ny < Colllullzy @) + [1f llora(sy))
for any ¥ € N and for some constant C), depending only on v and n. Com-
bining (1.8.4)-(1.8.5)) and taking v = k + 2 we get
ullerrracp, ,) < llwilloriaisy) + llw2llcv s, )
< Clllullpy @y + Cllf lloras));

for some C' depending only on n, k, and «, as wanted. ([l

1.9. Some explicit solutions

Let us give some explicit solutions. In the following statements, we denote
by t4 := max{t,0} the positive part of any number ¢ € R.
We first construct half-space solutions (see Figure [1.9.1)).

Proposition 1.9.1. The function v : R — R defined as

v(@) = VT
satisfies
V-Av=0 in {z>0}.
More generally, the function u : R" — R defined as u(z) = \/(1'-76)4_ for
e € S"! fized, satisfies /—Au =0 in {x-e > 0}.

Proof. We use the extension, Theorem Observe that the extension of
v towards R? = C is given by o(x,y) = Re(z%), with z = x + 4y and where
27 is the principal square root of z, using the nonpositive real axis as branch
cut. Alternatively, in polar coordinates x = rcos(f) and y = rsin(f), we
have & = 73 cos (g), with r > 0 and —7 < 6 < 7. Then, since 89‘9:017 =0,
we get that v—Av(z) = —8y‘y:017(a;,y) = 0 when z > 0, as we wanted to
see.

To see the result in R™ we just need to realize that the harmonic exten-
sion of u(x) in this case is given by v(x - e, y). O

In the second construction (and its corollary) we present solutions in a
ball, with constant right-hand side and zero exterior condition. We start
with the one-dimensional solution:
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T, € R

' e Rt

Figure 1.9.1. Graphical representation of the solutions v and u from
Proposition [[.9:1] They are not differentiable at z1 = 0.

Proposition 1.9.2. The function v : R — R defined as

oe) = VI =),
satisfies

v-Av=1 in |z|]<]1.

Proof. We can search for the extension towards R? =2 C of v. In this case,

it is given by[]

f;(:p,y):Re( 1—Z2—|—iz) :Re(m> —y,

where again we take the principal square root. Observe that the branch cut
isnow {|z| > 1: z = z}, that is, real numbers with modulus greater or equal

than 1.

Using that Re(\/l — 2’2) is even with respect to the real axis in By, we

get
V—-Av(x) = —ay‘yzoﬁ(a;,y) =1 for —-1<ax<1,

4This is the unique harmonic extension given by the Poisson kernel, because it is sublinear
at infinity. A priori, if we just required harmonicity of the extension we could have subtracted Ay

for any A € R, but only A = 1 gives the sublinear growth at infinity.
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r € R™

!

Figure 1.9.2. Graphical representation of the solutions v and u from

Proposition and Corollary

as we wanted to see. O

Using polar coordinates, we find the corresponding solution in R™ (see
Figure for a graphical representation of the solutions):

Corollary 1.9.3. The function u : R™ — R defined as u(z) = /(1 — |z|?)+
satisfies

()

L)

Proof. We use the result in Proposition We observe that in R™ we
can write

V=Au=gq, in By, with gq,:=+7

V-Au(z) = cnP.V./ uz) —u(@ +y) dy

n |y|n 1

— C”/ P.V./ ule) Zulwp0) 4, gp.
2 S§n—1 R p

If we define w9 = wy9(p) : R = R as

wy0(p) == u(z + pb),
then

c1P.V. /R ww) —ulw +09) 4 oA wq0(0).

Ip|?
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Finally, we notice

+ B,
wx,@(p) = A:(:,GU (/0140,9> ) A:L‘,G = \/1 + ('T ' 9)2 - |.Z"2, Bz,@ =xT- 07

so that

VR0 = (VA0 (57) <1

by the 1-dimensional computation, whenever |B,g| < Agp, i-e., |z|? < 1.
Thus,

V—-Au(z) = C—R\S”_ly = ﬁﬁ in By
2c1 (% ’

as claimed. O

~—

1.10. The fractional Laplacian

The square root of the Laplacian is a particular instance of a more general
class of nonlocal operators: the fractional Laplacian, denoted (—A)® for
s € (0,1), which is an operator of order 2s. In this section we extend the
properties introduced for v/—A in Sections to the context of the
fractional Laplacian (—A)®; we refer to [2], B30} 60, 115], 182] for further
properties and results.

We start with the definition. When acting on a smooth function u €
C®°(R™), we define the fractional Laplacian (—A)* as follows:

u(z) —u(zr +y)

(=A)°u(zx) = ¢ sP.V.

n n+2s
(1.10.1) R ( )|y’ )
u\xr) —ulz
:Cn,sP'V' andz,
where
F(n+25) "
1.10.2 =225 2 L3,
( 0 ) Cn,s SF(l—s)ﬂ 2

As for the square root of the Laplacian (s = %), due to concerns on integra-
bility at the origin (when s > %), we use the Principal Value of the integral.
We also have the alternative definition that takes advantage of the sym-
metry of the kernel to obtain an expression with second order incremental
quotients (that no longer needs P.V.):

Cns [ 2u(z) —u(z+y) —ulz—y)
(-ayu) = % [ s dy.
Exactly as for v/—A, if one assumes u € C?(R") N L>°(R") then we can
evaluate (—A)%u. In general, though, it is enough to require as global as-
sumption integrability of u against the appropriate weight:
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Definition 1.10.1. We say that w € L}, (R") if

lw(y)|
el ) = /R s d < o,

If we want to evaluate (—A)%u pointwise at € R", it is enough for u
to be C?$7® around z, for some o > 0. From now on, we use the convention
that if 3 = k + a for some k € Ny, a € (0,1), then C? := C** (see
Appendix [A]).

Lemma 1.10.2. Let s € (0,1), let « > 0 with « ¢ N, and let u €
C?5t(By) N LY (R™). Then (—A)*u is well-defined in By and (—A)%u €
C{ . (B1), with

loc

|(=A) ullga s,z < C (Iullcareas,) + lullz, @)
for some C depending only on n, s, and a.

Proof. It is a small modification of the proof of Lemma (cf. the proof
of Lemma as well, in a more general context). O

The operator (—A)? is also positive definite, and the set of invariances
for (—A)® is the same as for v/—A, except that now the 1-homogeneity
becomes 2s-homogeneity:

Lemma 1.10.3. Let u € C2(R") N LY (R™) for some e > 0. Then, the

loc

following properties hold for all x € R",
(i) Translation invariance:
(=A)*u(z +x0)] = ((—A)%u) (2 + o)

for any x, € R™.

(ii) Rotation invariance:

(=A)*[u(02)] = ((=A)*u)(Ox)

for any O € O(n) orthogonal transformation.

(iii) Scale invariance:

(—A)[u(Az)] = AP ((~A)*u) (M)

for any X € R.

Finally, as for the square root of the Laplacian, the previous invariances
actually characterize the operator:

Lemma 1.10.4. Let L : S — S be any linear operator satisfying properties
[(1)H(11) from Lemma|1.10.5. Then, there exists a constant k € R such
that L = rk(—A)°.
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The proofs of the previous results are analogous to those of Lemmas|1.2.5

and [1.2.6]

Remark 1.10.5. The constant in the definition of (—A)*, (1.10.2)), is cho-
sen so that the Fourier multiplier of (—A)* is |£]|?* (see, for example, [72]

Proposition 3.3], or Example [2.1.11}in Section [2.1)).

Notice also that, thanks to this, the fractional Laplacian can be seen as
a pseudo-differential operator (plus a smoothing operator), see [126], and
hence solutions to (—A)*u = 0 are always C*°, and solutions to (—A)*u = f
gain 2s-derivatives of regularity (see Theorem .

Remark 1.10.6 (Semigroup property). In fact, thanks to the previous re-
mark, we observe that the fractional Laplacian satisfies the semigroup prop-
erty:

(—A)* o (—A) = (=A)™,

for any s,t € (0,1] with s +¢ < 1.

The a-harmonic extension. For the fractional Laplacian, (—A)®, there
is an analogue to the harmonic extension introduced in Section In
the PDE community, such an extension is known as the Caffarelli—Silvestre
extension, since Caffarelli and Silvestre introduced its use in the context of
the fractional Laplacian in [44]. From a probabilistic perspective, it had
been observed in [220] (for n = 1 and s = %) and in [181], [140] (When
s € (0,1)).

In this case, we deal with the local operator L, defined for functions
w=w(zr,y): R" xRy as

(1.10.3) Low := Axw—l—gayw—l-ayyw =y divyy(y*Vayw), a€(—-1,1).

Observe that Ly = A. Operators of the form L, with a € (—1,1) are
degenerate elliptic operators, that in its variational form have associated a
Muckenhoupt weight As. Many of the properties that hold for A also hold
for this more general class of operators, see [94], 93|, 137, [156].

The analogue of Theorem [1.3.1]in the context of the fractional Laplacian
(—A)?® is the following. We refer to [44], 30, 223], 113].

Theorem 1.10.7. Let s € (0,1) and let a :== 1 —2s € (—1,1). Let u €
CEsFe(B1) N LY (R™) for some e > 0, and let @ : R" N {y > 0} — R be the
unique solution to

Leii = 0 in {y >0}
(1.10.4) {{L(x,()) = u(x) for xyERn
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with sublinear growth at infinity, given by the Poisson kernel representation

(1.10.6)-(T.10.7). Then,

'(s)

(~A)u(w) = ~dylimy dyi(o,y),  for any s € By, dyi= 27 s

where (—A)* is given by (1.10.1]).

That is, we recover the fractional Laplacian (—A)® by taking the a-
harmonic extension towards one more dimension (i.e., the extension @ sat-
isfying L@ with L, given by and a = 1 — 2s), and then taking a
“fractional derivative” at y = 0, up to a constant, —d, lim, o y®dyu. As al-
ready observed, the operator L, is degenerate elliptic as y | 0; nonetheless,
it retains many of the properties of the Laplacian.

A recurrent heuristic intuition that it is often useful to guess formulas for
the operator L, is interpreting the expression as the “Laplacian”
of a function u(x,y) : R* x R — R that is “radial” in the last 1 + a
coordinates, namely, u(x,y) = u(z,|y|) with @ : R" x R — R. Whenever
a € Np, this intuition is exactly true, but for other noninteger values of a
only the expression retains its sense. Two such examples are as
follows:

e The fundamental solution for the operator L, in R"*! is given by
(1.10.5) Ko(z,y) = C)|(z, )7,

for some constant C’,(fg) depending only on n and a (cf. (1.4.2)).

e The solution to (|1.10.4) is also given in terms of u by means of the
Poisson kernel (cf. (1.3.1])-(1.3.2])):

(1.10.6) w(z,y) = [Pa(-,y) *ul(x) := /n P,(z — z,y)u(z)dz

where P,(z,y) is the Poisson kernel of an upper half-space for the
operator L,
ylfa
(1.10.7) Py(z,y) = CF)
(lz[* + y?)

n+l—a )’
2

(P)

for some constant Cj,, depending only on n and a.

Maximum principle. Super- and subsolutions to the equation (—A)%u =
0 also satisfy a maximum principle and a comparison principle. The proof
is exactly the same as the one of Lemma [1.5.1
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Lemma 1.10.8 (Maximum Principle). Let Q C R™ be a bounded open set,
and let u € CH(Q)NC(Q) N LL (R™) for some e > 0. Let us assume that

(=A)°u > 0 in Q,
u > 0 in R™\ Q.

Then u > 0 in R™. Moreover, either u > 0 in Q or u =0 in R".

As a consequence, we also have a comparison principle (cf. Corol-
lary [1.5.2)) and the uniqueness of strong solutions (cf. Corollary |1.5.3]).

Fundamental solution. The fundamental solution for the fractional Lapla-
cian, denoted Koy, is given by

(1.10.8) Kos(x) := m257n|x\28_”7 with  Kosp = 9725\ 2 S5

whenever n # 2s. For n =2s =1, it is ((1.4.3).

Lemma 1.10.9 (Fundamental solution). Let f € C°(R"), and let Kos be
given by (1.10.8). Then

(=A)(Kys* f) = f in R
The previous lemma follows from (|1.10.5) by means of the extension

theorem, Theorem For the value of the constant see, for example,
[29].

Poisson kernel in a ball and mean value property. The Poisson kernel
in a ball in this case is the following. We refer to [29] or [167] for a proof
of this result.

Proposition 1.10.10 (Poisson kernel in a ball). Let s € (0,1), and let
g€ L}JS (R™) be such that g is continuous on OBy. Let u be defined as

(1= JoP)* g(2) |
u(x) = ans dz if x€ By,
@ =ons [ = e !

1

where ans =T (%) 72 Vsin(ns), and u(x) = g(z) in R"\ By. Then u €

C*(B1) N C(B1) and it solves
(=A)u = 0 in By
g in R™\ Bj.

From the Poisson kernel in a ball, as in the case s = %, we can derive
the corresponding mean value property for (—A)*:



36 1. The square root of the Laplacian

Proposition 1.10.11 (Mean value property). Let s € (0,1). Let u €
CEste(By) N LL (R™) for some e > 0, and assume that (—A)*u = 0 in

loc

By. Then, for any r € (0,1),

r25u(z)
u(0) = anys/ ———d2.
©) o, (2 — P25

Moreover, there erxists a nonincreasing function wg(t) : [0,+00) — [0, +00)
such that

u0) = [ u)en(el) dz,
with

c! C

(1.10.9) T 9O = s

for some C depending only on n and s.

Proof. The first part is an immediate consequence of the rescaled version of
Proposition|1.10.10| (cf. Remark|1.6.5)). For the second part, we can proceed

exactly as in Corollary to obtain
wa(t) o= s foll P2l — p2)sdp if 0<t<1,
s : (n,s fO? pn+25—1(1 _ p2)—s dp if t>1,

from which (1.10.9)) follows. U

The Harnack inequality. As a consequence of the mean value property,
we deduce the Harnack inequality.

Proposition 1.10.12. Let s € (0,1), and let u € C**7¢(By) N L}, (R™) for
some ¢ > 0 be such that

u > 0 m R
(=A)P*u = 0 in DBj.
Then,

supu < C'inf u
Byya By /2

for some constant C depending only on n and s. Moreover, both quantities
supp, , w and infp, , u are comparable to lullz: @mny-

Proof. The proof is the same as the second proof of Proposition [I.7.1] using
Proposition |1.10.11 [l
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Interior regularity. Concerning the interior regularity of solutions, we
have the following result. Notice that, since (—A)? is an elliptic operator of
order 2s (see Lemmas|1.10.2/and [1.10.3)), we expect solutions of (—A)*u = f
to “gain 2s derivatives” with respect to f.

Theorem 1.10.13 (Interior regularity for (—A)®). Let s € (0,1), and let
u € C*7¢(By) N L, (R™) for some € > 0 satisfy

(=A)Yu=f in B,

for some f € C(B;1) with « > 0 and o+ 2s ¢ N. Then, u € nggs(Bl)
and

lullgesass, o) < € (Ifllonmy + lullzy, @) -

for some C depending only on «, s, and n.

The proof of this result is a small modification of that of Theorem [1.8.1]

Some explicit solutions. For the fractional Laplacian, we also have some
explicit solutions. The first one is an explicit solution which will play an
important role in Section [2.6

Proposition 1.10.14. Let s € (0,1). The function u: R™ — R defined as
u(x) = (x-e)f
for e € S"7! fized satisfies
(=AYu=0 in {r-e>0}.
Proof. As in the proof of Proposition [1.9.1} we can look for the extension

when n = 1 for v(z) = (r4+)®, which in this case is (in polar coordinates
(r,8) € [0,00) X (—m,m)):

o(r,0) = r*[cos (0/2)]* .

Then v satisfies div(y*Vu) = 0 in {y > 0}. Since 89{9:017 = 0, by Theo-
rem [1.10.7| we get that (—A)%v = 0 when = > 0.
The result in R™ now follows as in Proposition [1.9.1 ([

The second one, is a solution in the unit ball.
Proposition 1.10.15. Let s € (0,1). The function u: R™ — R defined as

u(z) = (1 - [af?)3
satisfies

2

A5, — : : . 02s (n—g S)

(—A)Yu=gqns in Bi, with ¢us:=2T(1+s) F(”) .
2
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Proof. In dimension n = 1 this is a (nontrivial) computation, which can
be performed explicitly (done, for example, in [120]; see also [30, 83]). In
dimensions n > 2, we can proceed in polar coordinates as in the proof of

Corollary O

Classification of 1D solutions. Let us finish this section with the fol-
lowing classification result, that will be useful later on in the study of the
higher-order boundary regularity of solutions.

Theorem 1.10.16. Let s € (0,1), and let u € C(R) N C*°((0,00)) satisfy

lu(@)] < C(1+[z*7°) in R
(—=A)*u 0 in  (0,00)

u = 0 in  (—o0,0]

for some C and € > 0. Then,

for some k € R.

In order to prove it, we will use the following result:

Lemma 1.10.17. Let s € (0,1), and let us consider polar coordinates in R?,
(x,y) = (rcos@,rsin®) for r > 0 and 0 € (—m,w|. Let us define, for each
meZ, m>—1,

Om(r,0) :=r*T"0,,(0), Om(0) = ¢ sinb|° P, (cos ),
where P3, is the associated Legendre function of the first kind, and cy, is

chosen so that ["_|©p,(0)]?|sin|'~2¢ df = 1. Then, each ¢, satisfies

LaSOm =0 n {y 7& 0}7
limy o y*Oyom(z,y) = 0 for x>0,
om(x,0) = 0 for x <0,
where Ly is given by with a = 1 — 2s. Moreover, the functions
{Om(0) }men, are a complete orthogonal system in the subspace of even func-
tions in the weighted space L*((—m, );|sin|'~2%).

Proof. The proof of this lemma is a computation, using that P? (¢) satisfies
the second order ODE:

52
(1= 2)(P0) = 26(Pa(0) + (o = 5 ) P =

We refer to [193, Lemma 6.1] for more details on the proof (see also [111],
Proposition A.1] for another proof). O

Using the previous lemma, we can proceed with the classification result:
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Proof of Theorem [1.10.16l Let u(z,y) be the extension of u towards
{y > 0} given by the Poisson kernel representation ((1.10.6) (and extended
evenly to y < 0),

C{P) 1-a
u(z,y) = [Pa(,y) xul(z) Palz,y) = aih, a=1-2s.
(2% +y%) 2
Since u(z) < C(1 + |x|**7¢), we can explicitly bound for y > 0
fe'e) 1 2s—¢ © 1 - 2s—¢
i) <0y [~ —LEH d=c [~ TSR g
oo (2 2P 4 g?) T 1+

Using that |z — y&|?57° < 4(|2|?57° + y?57¢[¢]?*7¢), that 2 —a — 25+ ¢ > 1,
and that |al? + [b|P < Cp(|al? + [b]?)? for any a,b € R, p € (0,2), we get
(1.10.10) iz, y)| < C (1 + 2>+ [y|*°) < C (1 +[(z,y)[* ),

so that @ has the same growth as u.

Moreover, for each R fixed, we can write (thanks to Lemma [1.10.17)
i(Rcos0, Rsin0) = Y am(R)R*T"0,,(0),
m>0

and since L,i = 0 in R? \ {z < 0,y = 0}, by uniqueness of solutions
am(R) = an, is independent of R. Finally, by Parseval’s identity (recall
HemHLQ((—W,W);|sin0\1*25) = 1) we have

(110.11) [ Pt do = 3 a e
OBRr

m>0
From the growth control (1.10.10)) we also know that for R > 1,

/ li(z,y) |2 |y|* do < C(1 + R* %)2RMte < CR2(2s—9)t1+a,

Combined with (1.10.11f this yields that a,, = 0 whenever m + s > 2s —
e, that is, for any m > 1. Hence, a(rcosf,rsinf) = apr®©p(f) and in
particular, u(z) = k(x4 )® for some k € R. O
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Chapter 2

Linear
integro-differential
equations

In this chapter, we mostly study general elliptic operators of order 2s that
are linear and translation invariant (with no xz-dependence). In the case of
(local) second order elliptic PDE, this would mean that £ = -, ; @ij0i5, an
operator with constant coefficients, which after an affine change of variables
becomes the Laplacian. In other words, for second order elliptic PDE, the
class of linear and translation invariant operators essentially consists of only
one operator: £ = —A.

For nonlocal equations the situation is very different. The corresponding
class of linear operators with “constant coefficients” is extremely rich, and
presents interesting features that do not appear for the fractional Laplacian
(—A).

We will study linear operators of the form:

£ia) =PV, [ (fo) = o+ ) K(d)

1

(2.0.1)
- /Rn(Qf(:c) — fle+y) - f(z —y))K(dy),

2

for some (nonnegative) measure K, the Lévy measure (or kernel) of the
operator, that will be symmetric (see Definition [2.1.9)) and satisfy certain
ellipticity conditions.
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2.1. Lévy processes and classes of kernels

Operators of the form are integro-differential operators, and they
appear as infinitesimal generators of Lévy processes. Let us briefly explain
how, and we refer to more specialized books for further insight in this direc-
tion, [97), 201, 20}, 202] 91], 155 28].

As we will see below (and as we have seen in Chapter [1| for the frac-
tional Laplacian), operators like can be alternatively defined by their
Fourier multiplier or Fourier symbol, given by

(2.1.1) F(Lu)(€) = A(E)F (u) ()
for some function A : R” — R. We say that A is the Fourier multiplier or
Fourier symbol of L, and it is explicit in terms of K,

(212) A€ = [ (1 costy - €) K (d)s
see — below.

2.1.1. Lévy processes and infinitely divisible distributions. A sto-
chastic process (X;)ier is a family of random variables in R (on a common
probability space) indexed by ¢t € T. In this exposition we will consider
T = [0,00) to be regarded as time.

Stochastic processes are widely used as models of systems and phenom-
ena that evolve in a random way, and appear in particular in many areas
of physics, biology, or even finance. The Brownian motion is the most fa-
mous stochastic process, and together with the Poisson process, the Cauchy
process, or the Gamma process, they belong to a wider class known as Lévy
processes.

Let us start with a definition:
Definition 2.1.1. A stochastic process (X;)i>0 on R" is a Lévy process if
it satisfies the following properties:
(1) Xo = 0 almost surely.

(2) (Independent increments) For any 0 < t; < t2 < -+ < i, the
random variables Xy, Xy, — Xy, Xy — Xy, ..., Xi
mutually (or jointly) independent.

n —

(3) (Stationary increments) For any s < ¢, the random variable X; — X
is equal in distribution to X;_;.

(4) (Stochastic continuity) X; is continuous in probability, that is, for
any € > 0 and ¢t > 0, lims_¢ P(| X5 — X;| > ¢) =0.

Sometimes, one also adds the condition that ¢ — Xy is almost surely
right-continuous in ¢ > 0 with left limits in ¢ > 0 (alternatively, ¢ — X is
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cadlag). In fact, given any Lévy process Xy, there always exists a modifica-
tion of X; (or a stochastically equivalent process) satisfying this property;
see, e.g., [202]. For this reason, we will also assume that our Lévy processes
are cadlag.

The study of Lévy processes and their characterization is done by means
of the concept of infinitely divisible distributions (which also play an impor-
tant role for generalizations of the central limit theorem and in additive
processes):

Definition 2.1.2 (Infinitely divisible distributions). Let u € P(R™) be a
probability measure. We say that p is infinitely divisible if, for any m € N,
there exists p,, € P(R™) such that

U= fm * - * iy
m
Alternatively, we say that a random variable X is infinitely divisible if, for
any m € N, there exist a random variable Y,,, such that

xZyW®4  ym

where Yn(ll), e ,Y7£Lm) are independent copies of Y;,,, and 2 denotes equality
in distribution (that is, Law(X) is an infinitely divisible distribution).

Example 2.1.3. The most common infinitely divisible distribution is the
Gaussian distribution. That is, if X is a random variable with distribution
N(0,1) (normal with zero mean and variance one), then for each m the
previous statement holds with Y ~ N(0,1/m). This example will appear
recurrently.

Observe that if (X;)¢>0 is a Lévy process then, for any ¢ > 0, the random
variable X; (or its distribution) is infinitely divisible, since for every m € N
we have

XL (X = Xo) + (X2 = X )b oe o (X = Xy ).

In fact, the relationship between Lévy processes and infinitely divisible
distributions is an equivalence (see [202, Theorem 7.10]):

Theorem 2.1.4. If u € P(R™) is an infinitely divisible distribution, then
there is a Lévy process (Xi)i>o such that X1 ~ p. Moreover, if (X})i>o0 i

another Lévy process such that Xy 4 X1, then (X¢)i>o0 4 (X{)e=0-

22
For example, when p = \/%67'7 dz (the normal distribution, N(0,1)),

the corresponding Lévy process is the Brownian motion (also called Wiener
process). In this case, the process has continuous paths.
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Thanks to the previous result, we have that the characterization of Lévy
processes is equivalent to the characterization of infinitely divisible distribu-
tions. In the latter case, such characterization is accomplished through the
Lévy-Khintchine formula, which gives a representation of the characteristic
function of any infinitely divisible measure.

We recall that the characteristic function of a probability measure pu,
denoted fi, is its (inverse) Fourier transform:

€)= By |67 ] = / Iy,

Theorem 2.1.5 (Lévy-Khintchine formula). Let € P(R™) be an infinitely
divisible probability measure. Then

() = e,

where W is the characteristic exponent, given by
1 . i€ .
(213)  W(E) = —5€ AL+ib £+ /R (57— 1~ i€y, (1) ().

Here, A € R™" js symmetric and nonnegative-definite, b € R™, and v is a
measure on R™ satisfying

(2.1.4) v({0}) =0 /Rn min{1, |y|*}v(dy) < occ.

Conversely, any (A, b, v) with the previous properties generates an infinitely
divisible distribution.

Remark 2.1.6. Observe that the conditions on v are necessary to make
sense of the integral defining U(¢). This is because, for any £,y € R",

eV —1] <2 in R"\ By, [|¥V-1-igy|<ClE-yl* i By

This is however not the only way to make sense of the integral. One could
take instead (eig'y —1—ic(y) - y) as the integrand, under appropriate con-
ditions on ¢(y), by changing accordingly the value of b (so that, for each
c(y), there is a definition of b). Other possible ¢(y) are c¢(y) = xB,(y) for
§>0orc(y) = (1+][yf)~"

Remark 2.1.7. As a consequence of Theorem if we know that the
Fourier transform /i of a distribution is given by ji(€) = e¥©) with ¥ of the

form ([2.1.3))-(2.1.4) (observe W(—¢) is of the same form), then necessarily

is a probability measure (in particular, it is nonnegative).

Example 2.1.8. When we take as infinitely divisible distribution the Gauss-
ian distribution, N (0, 1), then in ¥ above we have A =1d, b =0, and v = 0.
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The triple (A,b,v) is called a generating triplet for p, and character-
izes the infinitely divisible distribution u (and hence, also characterizes the
law of the corresponding Lévy process). Given a Lévy process (X¢)¢>0, the
characteristic exponent of the distribution of X;, ¥ in the Lévy-Khintchine
formula, is called the characteristic exponent of the process. The character-
istic function of X; for any ¢ > 0 is then e"¥(©).

Justified by Example above, the matrix A is called the Gaussian
covariance matriz, and the measure v is the Lévy measure. When A = 0,
we say that (Xi)¢>o is purely non-Gaussian process. Conversely, v is zero
if and only if p is a Gaussian distribution (not necessary centered or with
unit variance).

We will focus our attention on symmetric processes:

Definition 2.1.9. We say that a measure p on R" is symmetric if u(B) =
u(—B) for any Borel set B C R"™. We say that a stochastic process (X;)¢>0

is symmetric if X 4 —X; for all t > 0.

We will use that a Lévy process with triple (A4, b, v) is symmetric if and
only if b = 0 and v is symmetric. In this case, the characteristic exponent

(2.1.3)) can be written as

U(E) = —%g -AE+ PV, /n (e®Y —1)v(dy)
1

(2.1.5)
— =g A= [ (1= cos(é - w)uldy)

2
where we have taken advantage of the symmetry of the measure v to remove

the P.V. in the second expression (since 2cos(& - ) = €% 4 ¢ 7)),

2.1.2. Infinitesimal generators. Let us introduce the notion of infinite-
simal generator of a semigroup, and in particular, of a Lévy process. We
refer to [20, 155], [91] for further details.

Given a Lévy process (X;):>0 on R", the measure kernel
pi(x,B):=P(X;+x € B) for t>0, z€R", BCR" a Borel set

is what is known as a Markov transition function (or kernel). In particular, it
defines a linear operator on bounded and measurable functions f : R* — R,

(2.1.6) Pf(x) =E[f(z+ Xy)] = . fW)pe(x,dy) for t>0, z€R".

Observe that, since the characteristic function of X is e!¥©) we have

Pt(ei@x) _ ez‘&xet\lf(f)’
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and then P; is explicit in the Fourier space,

(2.1.7) F(PF)E) = F ()€™,

where we recall that ¥ () is given by (2.1.3]).
The operators (P;);>0 form a semigroup (that is, Pys = PioPs and Py =

id, which follows from (2.1.7))) acting on bounded measurable functions.
Moreover, they are sub-Markovian (i.e., 0 < f < 1 implies 0 < P,f < 1),
contractive (|| P f|zemn) < [|f]lzoo(mrn)), conservative (1 = 1), and they
are strongly continuous Feller operators. That is, if Cy(R™) denotes the space
of continuous functions vanishing at infinity, then P; : Cyp(R™) — Cp(R™) and
limy g [|[Prf — fllpee@n) = 0 for all f € Co(R").

As a Feller semigroup, one can define for (P;):>o the corresponding infi-
nitesimal generator, which is the linear operator given b

L Rf—f
(2.1.8) —Lf:= ltli%l .

for all feD(-L),

where

Pf—
D(-L) := {f € Co(R") : 11‘/1%1 tft / exists as uniform limit} .

Since (X¢)i>o0 is a Lévy process, we have CS°(R™) C D(—L). We have, in
particular, that for ¢ > 0,

(219) %Ptf = —Eptf = —Ptﬁf for f S Cgo(Rn)

(this justifies the use of the symbolic notation P; = e~**). From (2.1.7)) and
the linearity of the Fourier transform, the infinitesimal generator becomes a
Fourier multiplielﬂ

(2.1.10) FLAE) = —W()F(f)(§) forall feCZRY).

(Ie., A = =V and K = v in (2.1.1)-(2.1.2).) As a consequence, since we
have an explicit expression for ¥, (2.1.3)), we deduce how L acts on C2°(R")

functions:

- Lf(x) = —%div(AVf(x)) bV f(x)
2.1.11
= [ (e 9) = Fla) = V() -y () v(ds).

That is, £ has three terms: a local diffusion term, a drift term, and a
nonlocal diffusion term. For symmetric Lévy processes (2.1.5) we have

Lf(z) = —%div(AV f(@)) +P.V. / (F(2) - f(z +y)v(dy),

n

1We define it with a minus sign in front for future convenience.

2General operators of the form (2.1.10]) are called pseudodifferential operators (1pdo), we refer
to [I39] or [129] for a nice introduction.
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where v is symmetric. We call any operator of the form (2.1.11)) (with A >0
and v satisfying (2.1.4)) a Lévy operator.

We will focus our attention on processes that are purely nonlocal, and as
such we will always assume that A = 0, so there is no second-order termﬁ In
this case, the operator L is basically a convolution against a measure v(dy),
which will be often referred as the kernel of the operator.

Example 2.1.10. When (X;):>0 is a Brownian motion (that is, X; is a
N(0,1), or alternatively, the characteristic exponent has A = Id, b = 0,
v = 0), the corresponding infinitesimal generator of the process has %|§ |2 as
Fourier symbol. That is, £ = —%A in this case.

Example 2.1.11. The most famous non-Gaussian example is in the case
A=0,b=0,and v(dy) = Mﬁﬁ dy for some s € (0, 1), and ¢, > 0. Observe
that this is an admissible Lévy measure v, since conditions are satis-
fied. The corresponding operator in this case is (a multiple of) the fractional
Laplacian, denoted (—A)?%, since the corresponding characteristic exponent
is now proportional to —|¢£|?*. (This was already observed in Chapter |1} in

Remark or in Remark [1.10.5) In particular, thanks to (2.1.5), we can

check that the constant ¢, such that the characteristic exponent is exactly
—[€]?® is given by
1 — cos(y1)
-1 _
o = /n |y|t2s -

which coincides with ¢, ¢ in (1.10.2)).

2.1.3. A characterization via comparison principle. Infinitesimal gen-
erators of Lévy processes define a bounded, linear, and translation invariant
operator

L:C*R"™) — C(R").

Moreover, it follows from the definition (2.1.8)) that such operator satisfies
the following Global Minimum Principle (GMP):

(2.1.12)  If f € C*(R™) with f > 0 and f(z.) = 0, then Lf(z,) < 0.

Notice that we are not using the Lévy-Khintchine formula in order to
deduce these properties of L.

Interestingly, it turns out that these properties, combined with the fact
that £1 = 0, completely characterize infinitesimal generators of Lévy pro-
cesses. This is due to the following result:

SWhen A > 0, the corresponding operators are of second order with lower-order nonlocal
terms. We refer to [I18] for a study of such operators.
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Figure 2.1.1. Graphical representation of a Lévy flight inside €2 and
the first time 7, where it falls outside. Since the paths are not continu-
ous, we position of X7 can be anywhere in R™ \ Q.

Theorem 2.1.12 ([65]). Let £ : C3(R") — C(R"™) be any bounded, lin-
ear, and translation invariant operator that satisfies the Global Minimum

Principle . Then L is of the form
Lf@) = —%div(AVf(x)) b V() — cf(z)

(2.1.13)
- [ () = 5@) - V@) v 0)vidy

for a symmetric and nonnegative matrix A, b € R", ¢ < 0, and a nonnegative
v measure satisfying

v({0}) =0 and /R" min{1, |z|*}v(dz) < occ.

Notice that if we additionally have £1 = 0 then it follows that ¢ = 0.
Thus, this gives an alternative way to characterize the infinitesimal genera-
tors of Lévy processes.

2.1.4. Integro-differential equations. Infinitesimal generators are very
useful to study analytic properties of the underlying stochastic process. We
next list some examples, and refer to [91], [20] for more details.

2.1.4.1. Expected payoff. Let (Xi)i>0 be a Lévy process with infinitesimal
generator £, and let  C R™ be an open domain. Suppose that we have
a payoff function g : R" \ © — R, and given any x € (), we consider the
process X := x + X;: that is, we initialize a particle at = that is moving
according to X;.
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If we denote by 7, the first time = + X; ¢ Q (that is, the first time the
particle falls outside of the domainEI), we get paid g(z+X,,) (see Figure
for a graphical representation of this setting). We want to compute the
expected payoff

u(z) == Elg(z + X7, )],
a deterministic function that depends only on the starting point x. It turns
out that such function u solves the Dirichlet problem for the operator £
with exterior datum g,

Lu = 0 in Q
u = g in R"\Q.

Indeed, in this case we have that, using (2.1.6])-(2.1.9),
u(z) =u(z)+E [—/ Lu(z + Xy) dt] =E(g(x + X;,)).
0

By taking g(x) = xa(x) for some A C R" this can be used, for example, to
compute the probability that the first time the particle falls outside of € it
does so in A.

When the stochastic process is the Brownian motion (and £ = —%A),
then (X3)+>0 has continuous paths, g needs to be defined only on 92, and the
previous equation is the Laplace equation with Dirichlet datum ¢ : 9 — R.

2.1.4.2. FExpected hitting time. Under the previous assumptions, one may
ask instead what is the first time that the particle starting at « € 2 will fall
outside of €). That is, to find the expected time

u(z) = E[ry].
In this case, u solves the Dirichlet problem

Lu = 1 in
u = 0 in R™\Q.

When putting a general right-hand side f : 2 — R instead, we obtain the
average value of f(z + X;) along a path before the particle falls outside of
the domain.

2.1.4.3. Surviving particles. Under the previous assumptions, assume more-
over that at each time ¢ > 0 when z + X; € (), there is a certain probability
such that the particle is being killed (and gives zero payoff). That is, there
exists some function ¢ : Q — [0, 00) such that a particle that is at position
z for a time 7 > 0 is killed with probability proportional to ¢(z)7. In this
case, the average value of f : Q — R along a path x4+ X; before the particle

4Recall from the definition of Lévy process, Definition , that we do not necessarily have
continuous paths, so in the first hitting time it is not necessarily true that  + X-, € 0. Still,
we are working with cadlag modifications of the underlying processes, and hence 7 is a stopping
time.
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either falls outside of the domain, or is killed (with probability proportional
to ¢) is given by the solution to

Lu+cu = f in
u = 0 in R"\Q.

2.1.4.4. Nonlinear problems. There are also several nonlinear problems for
Lévy processes that can be analytically tackled by means of the correspond-
ing infinitesimal generators. We refer to Chapter [3] for examples on con-
trolled diffusion processes (which yield convex fully nonlinear equations) or
on stochastic differential games (yielding general fully nonlinear equations);
and to Chapter |4 for a description of the optimal stopping problem (which
yields the obstacle problem).

2.1.5. Stable processes. An important class of Lévy processes are those
given by stable distributions:

Definition 2.1.13 (Stable distribution). A random variable X on R" is
stable if for any a,b > 0, there exists ¢ > 0 and d € R” such that

aXi + bXs icX—f—d.

Here X7 and X5 are independent copies of X. Equivalently, X is stable if
for all m > 2 there exist ¢, > 0 and d,;, € R™ such that

(2.1.14) X1+ o+ X L e X + dp,

where X1, ..., X,, are m independent copies of X. We say that X is strictly
stable if d,,, = 0.

We will say that a Lévy process (X)i>o is (strictly) stable if X is a
(strictly) stable random variable. Observe that any stable distribution is
infinitely divisible, but the converse is not true (infinitely divisible distribu-
tions are not necessarily stable).

Equivalently, a random variable variable X is stable if it has a domain
of attraction, that is, there exist a sequence of independent identically dis-
tributed (i.i.d.) random variables Z, Zs, ... such that

1+ 2;‘ + n+Dni>X,
n

for some Cj, > 0 and where % indicates convergence in distribution. Hence,
stable distributions appear as limits of sums of i.i.d. random variables (after
an appropriate rescaling). If such variables have finite variance, the limiting
stable distribution is a Gaussian distribution by the Central Limit Theorem.
If the variances are not finite, however, we obtain a larger class of stable dis-
tributions (and a generalized Central Limit Theorem, for random variables
with infinite variance).
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In Definition the value of the constant c,, is explicit. Indeed, by
taking X; — X2 we can assume the random variables to be symmetric (and
hence d,, = 0). If we let mi,my € N, then we can separate Xi,..., X;n,m,
into ms groups of my variables each. Then, by the defining property, we
have

Cryma X 2 X1+ o X = oy Cmy X.
Therefore ¢y my, = CmyCm,. From here, it is now easy to deduce ¢, = mé
for some a > 0, and from the fact that the normal distribution is stable
with o = 2, one can deduce a € (0, 2] (see, for example, [97, Chapter VI]).
For each stable distribution, hence, there is a unique o € (0,2] such

that holds with ¢, = mi Such number is called the characteristic
exponent or the index of the distribution, and any random variable X that
is stable with index « is called a-stable. Similarly, from now on, a Lévy
process (Xt)i>0 is a-stable if X7 is a-stable (respectively, we call it strictly
a-stable).

More precisely, the characteristic exponent W of a strictly a-stable distri-
bution, (2.1.3)), is explicit and of the form (see [201], Theorems 2.3.1-2.4.1])

—/ €61 (1 —itan "~ sign(¢ - 9)) ¢(df) if a #1
v(E) = 8 _
_/Sn_l (]f-&]—l—iwlog|§.9|(§.0)> C(df) —ipg-€  ifa=1,

where 0 < o < 2, sign(t) = +1 for £t > 0, and sign(0) = 0, and for some
po € R™, and some finite measure ¢ on S~ !. The measure ¢ is called the
spectral measure of the a-stable distribution or random variable.

In the case of symmetric distributions, we have a simpler representation,

¥©) =~ [ -0l cian)

for 0 < a < 2, where ( is the (symmetric) spectral measure of the corre-
sponding symmetric a-stable distribution.

Example 2.1.14. As we have seen, 2-stable distributions are Gaussian dis-
tributions. On the other hand, an example of a 1-stable distribution that
is also rotation invariant is the Cauchy distribution (whose corresponding
infinitesimal generator is the square root of the Laplacian, v/—A).

At the level of the corresponding strictly a-stable Lévy process, we have
that they are self-similar, that is,

X, ~taX, forall ¢>0.

In terms of the generating triplet of a symmetric process, (A,b,v), we
have that if « = 2 then b = 0 and v = 0, while if 0 < « < 2, then A = 0,
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b =0, and the symmetric Lévy measure v is scale invariant
v=r *Sev forall k>0

where S,v(B) = v(k~!'B) for all Borel set B C R". Alternatively, we can
write, for s = § € (0,1), and where we will denote K = v,

(2.1.15)
v(B) = K(B) = cs/ / XB(TG)%C(CM) for all B C R" Borel,
gn—1 0 T

for some constant ¢, > 0 depending only on s.
Overall, the infinitesimal generator of a symmetric a-stable Lévy process
is of the form
(2.1.16)  Lu(z) = Cs/ P.V. /OO (u(z) — u(z + r@))LC(dH)
2 Jgn-1 oo || 1+2s ’
where ( is a finite measure on the sphere (the spectral measure). Observe
that such operators are scale invariant, that is, if u,(x) = u(rz), then

(2.1.17) (Lu,)(x) = r25(Lu)(rx).

We will also ask for ellipticity conditions, to ensure boundedness and
nondegeneracy of the operator. On the one hand we consider an upper
ellipticity constant A such that

(2.1.18) /n_l ¢(dh) <A.

On the other hand, we also require a nondegeneracy-type conditionﬁ to
ensure that the corresponding measure ( is full dimensional, that is, it is
not concentrated on any hyperplane. A way to control it is to ask that, for
some A\ > 0,

(2.1.19) inf / le- 0]%5¢(df) > X > 0.
ecS”— 1 Jgn—1

Operators of the form ([2.1.16) satisfying the ellipticity conditions (2.1.18])-
(12.1.19) are called stable operators of order 2s, with ellipticity constants A

and A.

Remark 2.1.15. Equation is not the only way to ensure that the
spectral measure is not concentrated on a hyperplane. One could instead
impose inf, gn-1 fgn-1 |€ - 0]°¢(df) > Ag > 0 for any B > 0. Thanks to
Holder’s inequality (and ), however, both conditions are equivalent

5In the local case, when o = 2 this is typically required in the form A > A1d for some A > 0,
or alternatively,
inf e-Ae>\X>0.
eesn—1

This ensures that the matrix A does not degenerate in any direction.
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(up to changing the value of A\g). We have chosen 5 = 2s because then the
expression has a meaning in terms of the Fourier symbol: it says
that the Fourier symbol A(€) = —W(£) > A|€|?* > 0. That is, it is bounded
below by the Fourier symbol of the fractional Laplacian. Notice also that
[2.1.18) is equivalent to A(£) < AJ¢].

2.1.5.1. The fractional Laplacian. The first example of stable operator is, of
course, the case a = 2, that is, £L = —%A. In this case, the corresponding
stable distribution is the normal distribution.

The most famous example of stable operator that is nonlocal is the
square root of the Laplacian v/—A, or more generally, the fractional Lapla-
cian. It corresponds to the case in which the measure is not only symmetric,
but also rotationally invariantﬂ so that the infinitesimal generator is of the
form

n

for some s = § € (0,1). The name is justified by the corresponding Fourier
multiplier —W, that in this case is

—W(E) = [¢*.

Example 2.1.16. Not all stable spectral measures satisfying the above men-
tioned ellipticity conditions need to be as nice as the fractional Laplacian,
or even, be absolutely continuous measures. For example, the Lévy process
X = (X},..., X}") with X} independent one-dimensional symmetric stable
processes is a symmetric stable Lévy process, with infinitesimal generator
given by

Lu = (=0pz,)°u+ + (—Opn2,)’u,

and spectral measure ((df) = de, (d0)+. .. de,, (d0) +6_¢, (dO) +. .. 6_¢, (dB),
up to a multiplicative constant, where e; are the coordinate vectors in R".
Its Fourier symbol is A(€) = |£1]% +...+]&,|%, and thus it is still comparable
to the one of the fractional Laplacian.

2.1.6. Kernels comparable to the fractional Laplacian. The frac-
tional Laplacian is by far the most studied non-Gaussian stable operator.
As such, it serves as a motivation to justify the following more general classes
of Lévy processes, that will be of importance throughout this book.

A very typical and natural assumption in the study of integro-differential
operators is to consider infinitesimal generators with Lévy measures (or ker-
nels) comparable to the one of the fractional Laplacian, see (2.1.21]). These

6A measure w is rotationally invariant if u(B) = u(OB) for any orthogonal transformation
O € O(n) and for any Borel set B C R™.
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are sometimes called stable-like operators (see [17, 18, 58, 212}, 15, 151]),
and correspond to the Ly class of Caffarelli and Silvestre [45], [46), [47].

Notice that, under this assumption, we drop the homogeneity property
that was introduced in stable operators (since they are self-similar), but
we now require the kernel to always be positive and uniformly bounded (in
particular, it must be absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue
measure). As we will see, this extra assumption will allow us to prove some
results (like the Harnack inequality) which do not hold for general stable
operators.

In this case, the Lévy measure K in (2.0.1) (also denoted v) can be
expressed as an absolutely continuous kernel

(2.1.20) v(dy) = K(dy) = K(y)dy,

with the stronger ellipticity conditions

A
|y|t2s

A

for all y e R",
with 0 < A < A. The second inequality ensures boundedness of the operator,
while the first one ensures its nondegeneracy.

Remark 2.1.17. Stable operators and operators comparable to the frac-
tional Laplacian both arise as infinitesimal generators of Lévy processes, but
they encompass different subsets. That is, they are not included one into
the other: stable-like operators, contrary to stable operators, do not need
to be homogeneous; whereas stable operators, contrary to stable-like opera-
tors, do not need to be absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue
measure.

We emphasize that by dropping the homogeneity assumption from sta-
ble operators, operators satisfying are not scale invariant anymore.
Still, the whole class of operators comparable to the fractional Laplacian
with given ellipticity constants is scale invariant. That is, if £ satisfies
with ellipticity constants A and A, and if we denote u,(z) = u(rzx),
then (L,u,)(z) = 72*(Lu)(rz), where L, also satisfies with the same
ellipticity constants, A and A.

2.1.7. General elliptic operators of order 2s. A more general (and
very natural) class of integro-differential operators is obtained by, instead of
comparing them with the fractional Laplacian in the physical space, com-
paring them to the fractional Laplacian in the Fourier space.
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Given s € (0,1) we consider symmetric operators £ of the form

Lu(z) =P.V. /n (u(z) — u(z +y)) K (dy)

(2.1.22)

= % /n (2u(z) — u(z +y) — u(z —y)) K(dy),
where
(2.1.23)

K >0 is symmetric, K({0}) =0, / min{1, |y|*} K (dy) < oc.

(cf. and recall Definition with Fourier symbol A (see (2.1.2))
Such that for some ellipticity constants 0<A< A we have

(2.1.24) 0 < MEPS < A®E) < Ag)** forall € eR™

We will call this class &g, which contains both stable operators (recall Re-
mark and operators comparable to the fractional Laplacian (recall
(2.1.2)). Observe that, as before, the operator £ may not be scale invariant,
but the whole class of kernels satisfying is scale invarianlﬂ

Typically, we want to work with the operator £ via its Lévy measure (and
not via its Fourier symbol), and so we will need an equivalent formulation in
terms only of the measure K (often denoted v before). We will prove that,
given any Lévy operator L, the ellipticity condition is equivalent
to the following: there are constants A, A > 0 (depending only on n, s, A,
and A), such that

(2.1.25) 1"25/ K(dy) <A forall >0,
BQ’I‘\BT‘
and
(2.1.26) 0<A<7r*? inf ) le -y K (dy) for all r > 0.
eeS" " JB,

We refer to Proposition [2.2.1] below for a proof of this fact.

Most of the results we will prove in this chapter hold for the following
general class of operators.

Definition 2.1.18 (General elliptic operator). Let s € (0,1), and A\, A > 0.
We define

B(\A) =L L is an operator of the form m
such that m m hold

Equivalently, £ € &4(\, A) for some A and A~ if and only if it is of the form

([2.1.22)-(2.1.23) and (2.1.24)) holds for some X and A (see Proposition |2.2.1]).

"This can be seen either through the properties of the Fourier transform, or by means of the

equivalent ellipticity conditions (2.1.25))-(2.1.26)).
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Remark 2.1.19 (Scale invariance). The whole class B4(\, A) is scale in-
variant. That is, if £ € B4(\, A), and we denote u,(x) = u(rz) with r > 0,
then (L,u,)(x) = r?$(Lu)(rz), for some L, € B(A, A).

More precisely, if £ has kernel K(dy), then £, has kernel K,(dy) =
r?*K (r dy). Here, and throughout the work, we denote by K (x + pdy) for

p € R\ {0} and z € R", the measure K(dy) = K(x + pdy) such that
K(B) = K(z + pB) for any B C R" Borel (see also on page [345)).
Remark 2.1.20. Observe that the class (A, A) contains both stable oper-

ators and operators comparable with the fractional Laplacian. In particular,
if £ € B4(\, A) with K homogeneous, then £ is a stable operator and satis-

fies (2.1.18)-(2.1.19) for some ellipticity constants A and A.

In some results, we will consider those operators in &4(\, A) whose Lévy
measure is homogeneous:

Definition 2.1.21 (General stable operator). Let s € (0,1), and A\, A > 0.
We define

&N, A) := {L£ € B,(\, A) : its Lévy measure, K, is homogeneous .

This is the class of stable operators, and they can equivalently be written

as (2.1.16)) (with a homogeneous Lévy measure, of the form (2.1.15))). In

this case, one can express the ellipticity conditions directly in terms of the

spectral measure, (2.1.18)-(2.1.19) (recall Remark [2.1.15)).

For notational convenience only, we may sometimes write the measure
K as if it was absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure,

(2.1.27) K(dy) = K(y)dy
where the kernel is such that K € L{ (R"\ {0}) and

(2.1.28) K>0 and / min{1, |y|*} K (y) dy < oo.
Rn

By doing so, integrals against " K (ry) dy or K(x — y) dy become less nota-
tionally heavyﬁ With this notation, the symmetry of the measure K (recall

Definition is
(2.1.29) K(y) = K(—y) for all y e R".

Observe that, when £ = (—A)*, we have K (y)dy = ¢y s|y| """ ?*dy. Observe
also that, in this notation, stable operators have kernels satisfying

(2.1.30)  K(y) is homogeneous of degree —n — 2s for some s € (0, 1),

80bserve that, in this case, given p € R\ {0}, we have K(pdy) = |p|" K (py) dy.
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or equivalently,

K (y/lyl) _
(2.1.31) K(y) = TP for some K}Sn,l c LY(s" Y, K >0,
where K is the spectral measure (denoted ¢ in (2.1.16), up to a multiplicative
constant, which we are assuming to be absolutely continuous).

2.1.8. Regular kernels. Some of the results we will prove require kernels
that are somewhat regular (in an integral sense). The exact condition we
will need is that, for a € (0, 1], the following quantity is finite

2S+a/ }K(m—dy)—K(m’—dy)‘
B2p\BP

|z — 2’|

(2.1.32) [K]q:=sup sup p
p>0a:,x’6Bp/2

)

where we recall that the measure K (x —dy) = K*(dy) is such that K*(B) =
K (z — B) for all Borel sets B C R™. More generally, we define for any p > 0
with [u — 1] = m and for K such that its distributional derivative DK is
a locally finite signed measure in R™ \ {0} (and K is absolutely continuous
for m > 1),

(2.1.33)

[K],:=sup sup p

2S+u/ |D™K (z — dy) — D™ K (2/ — dy)| '
p>0 CC7$/EBP/2 BZP\BP

o — ol
If £ is an operator of the form ([2.1.22]) with kernel K, we denote
(2.1.34) (L], = [K]L.

Definition 2.1.22 (Regular general elliptic operators). Given pu > 0, we
define the class

G\ A ) i= {L£ € B,(\A) : [L], < o0,

that is, those operators in &4(\, A) with regular kernels, in the sense of
©-1.32)-(2.1.33)-[@.1.34).

Notice that the boundedness of (2.1.33) is equivalent to (cf. ([2.2.1))
below)

(2.1.35) / |DmK(:c —dy) — DK (2" — dy)’ < Cp 257Hg — ol |pmm
Bg
for all z,2" € B,/, and all p > 0, and for some constant C' = C'[K],,.

It is important to emphasize that this property is preserved by scaling.
That is, if we define u,(x) = u(rz), given £ with kernel K we can consider
the operator £, with kernel K, such that (£,u,)(z) = r?(Lu)(rx). We then
have that if £ € &4(\, A;p) then £, € B4(X, A; p) with [K], = [K;],.
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Furthermore, the boundedness of (2.1.33]) (or (2.1.35])) is of course im-
plied by the (stronger) assumption

(2.1.36) [K]on(sg) < Cop™ ™ 271,
Notice also that if

[Klpv(s,,\B,) < Cp~ >

then (2.1.32)) holds for all & € (0, 1] (where BV denotes the bounded variation
norm). In particular, kernels satisfying (2.1.32) (even for o = 1) may be

discontinuous and unbounded.

Finally, let us mention that the quantity in (2.1.32)) (and (2.1.33) is

essentially a Besov seminorm,

o fC+R) = fllew
[flBg.. = Sup e ;

that is, there is an equivalence of seminorms for a given kernel K:

(Ko = sup P K] B L (Ba s, )
By classical embeddings for Besov spaces, we have W1 C B s SO it
suffices to bound the seminorms in W! (see [221], Chapter V] or [225]).

Remark 2.1.23. The fractional Laplacian (—A)® has a kernel of the form
K(y) = cnsly|~"2* which, by homogeneity, satisfies for any p > 0.
Hence (—A)* € &4(A, A; 1) for all > 0. More generally, any operator L,
with kernel K¢ of the form K¢(y) = ((y/|y|)|y| "2 for some ¢ € C>°(S"™1)
symmetric, nonnegative, and nonzero (namely, smooth homogeneous ker-
nels), satisfies Lr, € (A, A;p) for all 4 > 0, and for some A\,A > 0
depending only on (.

Remark 2.1.24. When dealing with operators with homogeneous kernels
&), A), as in (2.1.30)-(2.1.31), it is enough to check the condition for
p=1

|K(z —y) - K(z' —y)|

Kly:= sup / dy = [Klge (BAB)-
[ ]a CvalEBl/Q BQ\B]_ ’-’L'*.T’|a [ ] 1,00( 2\ 1)

In particular, in this case it suffices to have K € W*Y0B;) or K €
C*(0By).

Here, W*P(Q) or WP(0€2) denote the spaces of functions in LP(2) or
LP(09) for which the seminorm

_ w(z) — w(y)|”
[w]Wa,p(Q) L /Q o |x . y|n+ap dx dy

or

’P
(2.1.37) [w]ya.p (09Q) * /BQ /8(2 ‘:L‘— ‘n 1+ap dz dy
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is finite.

2.1.9. Brief discussion on the notation. Throughout this chapter, we
consider Lévy operators of the type , where K denotes the (non-
negative) Lévy measure that in subsection we have introduced as v,
and satisfies (2.1.4]). The Fourier symbol of these Lévy operators is given
by .

The notation v is typically used in the probability literature, whereas in
the PDE community people usually study the case of absolutely continuous
kernels, which are commonly denoted K (y) dy. In this PDE book, however,
we want to allow for general measures as well, so we decided to denote these
measures K(dy).

Among the reasons to include general measures (and not only absolutely
continuous ones), we have:
e It is the most general class of operators of order 2s for which one can
develop a regularity theory.

e It includes relevant operators such as (=92, )** + ...+ (=02 . )**, whose

kernel is not absolutely continuous (see Example [2.1.16)).
e The class of operators is then closed under weak limits (see Proposi-
tion [2.2.306)).

In order to use the usual convenient notation for absolutely continuous

kernels, we decided to keep it for measures as well (see[Notation|on page[345).
This means that, given a measure pu(dy) (for example, K (dy) as above), we

have defined the associated measures p(zo+r dx) for x, € R™ and r € R\{0}.

In particular, when K is absolutely continuous, K(dy) = K(y)dy, we
have the equivalences:

K(=dy) = K(=y)dy,  K(zo+dy) = K(zo +y)dy,
and more generally,
K(xo+rdy) =|r|"K(xs +1y)dy for z, e R", r e R\ {0}.

For example, in the case of absolutely continuous kernelsﬂ the seminorm

@1.32) is

[Klo :=sup sup p**° /
p>0 QT,Z‘IGBP/Q Bzﬂ\Bﬂ

|K(x—y) — K2/ —y)|

| — a'|>

dy.

On the other hand, notice that if [K], < oo for > 1 (see (2.1.33)), then
the fact that D™K is a locally finite measure implies that K (and D™ 1K)
is absolutely continuous, and in particular, K (dy) = K(y) dy in this case.

9N0tice, though, that there are purely singular measures for which [K]4 is finite.
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2.2. Basic properties and notions of solution

In this section we will prove some basic properties on the class of operators
we consider, some of them analogous to those we have seen for the fractional
Laplacian. Moreover, we also introduce the notions of strong, weak, and
distributional solution for these linear elliptic integro-differential operators.

2.2.1. Preliminaries on the kernels. Let us start with a preliminary
property on the class of kernels B4(\, A) itself, given by Definition
We show here that the conditions — are indeed equivalent to
(2.1.24) (i.e., the Fourier symbol is comparable to the Fourier symbol of the
fractional Laplacian).

In order to do that, we will use that condition (2.1.25]) implies (and up
to a constant, is equivalent to)

(2.2.1) / K(dy) < CAr~2 forall r >0,
R™\ B,
for some C' depending only on s, since

K(dy) = / K(dy) <772 272k — 0p=2s,
/IR”\BT Z Bokt1,\ Bk, Z

k>0 k>0
On the other hand, we also have

(2.2.2) / ly|** T K (dy) < CAr® for all r >0,
and
(2.2.3) / ly|>* K (dy) < CAr— for all >0,

for any a > 0 and some C' depending only on «. Indeed,
/ |y K (dy) < Z/ 27 Fr)2 K (dy)
k>0 /2k\Br/2k+1

< Are ) omheds < ope
E>0

and
/ ‘y|25 aK dy <Z/ 2k+1T)28_aK(dy)
k>0 2k+1 \BQk

< Ar©@ ZQQs_ak_a < CAr—@
k>0
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Finally, by a similar reasoning we have that if (2.1.35) holds, then
(2.2.4)
ly|* T DMK (¢ — dy) — DK (2’ — dy)| < C[K]up™ e — 2|7
o
for any o > 0.

Properties (2.2.1)-(2.2.2)-(2.2.3) will appear recurrently throughout this

chapter. Let us use them to show that (2.1.25))-(2.1.26)) are equivalent to
(12.1.24)).

Proposition 2.2.1. Let s € (0,1), and let L be an operator of the form
©-1.22)-@.1.29)-@.1.29). Then,

(i) If L satisfies (2.1.25)-(2.1.26) for some A\,A > 0, then there exist
A, A > 0 depending only on n, s, A, and A, such that (2.1.24]) holds.

(ii) If L satisfies ([2.1.24]) for some M\ A > 0, then there exist \,A > 0
depending only on n, s, A, and A, such that (2.1.25[)-(2.1.26)) holds.

Remark 2.2.2. In fact, for any o > 0 fixed, property (2.2.2)) (and also

(2.2.3)) is equivalent to (2.2.1]), and therefore to (2.1.25) (up to a multi-

plicative constant). Thus, choosing o = 2 — 2s > 0, we can equivalently

express the ellipticity conditions ([2.1.25])-(2.1.26]) as
0<A< 7”232/ le-y|*K(dy) < CA  forall7>0andeecS" !,

T

for some C' depending only on n and s.

Proof. We divide the proof into two steps.
Step 1: Let us show [(i)] first. We recall that (see (2.1.2)) or (2.1.5)))

A©) = [ (1= costy-€) Kl
Since 1 — cos(t) < 312,
Ay <2 [ min {1, Kly-¢P) K(dy) <2 [ min {LIIe} K (dy).
Rn Rn
In particular,

A©) < z/

R™M\Byj¢|

K(dy) + 21¢P? /B W[2K (dy).
1/]€|

By assumption and thanks to properties (2.2.1]) and (2.2.2), we have

/ K(dy) < CAJEP*  and / 2K (dy) < CAJe~2.
R™M\ By /j¢| Biyjg

Combining the previous inequalities, we get A(£) < CA[¢ |25 for all £ € R™,
so we can take A = C'A.
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On the other hand, let us assume that (2.1.26]) holds. We use now that,
for t2 <1, 1— cos(t) > 1t2, to obtain
2

§

A
K(d Me|2s
g Y| ) > e

. 38
a@ = [ (- eosty- )K= 5 [ »

1/1€]

so that we can take \ = %.

Step 2: Let us now show We know that, for any r > 0,

r2s /Sn_lA (%) do < 0B, A.

As before, we have that, for some ¢ depending only on n and s,

/ (1 —cos(A-0)) do > emin{1, |A|*},
S§n—1

so that,

r2s /Sn—l A <%> do = r* /Sn_l /n (1 —cos(r 'y ‘7)) K(dy) do

> or?s min{l,r_2|y\2}K(dy).
Rn

In all, we have
[ Kedy) < [ min{ PG dy) < ',
R”\ B R”
and in particular,

(2.2.5) / K(dy) < / K(rdy) < c 'Ar=2
BQT\BT Rn\Bl

for all » > 0, so that we can take any A > ¢ 1A for some ¢ that depends
only on n and s.

In order to determine A now, observe that for any e € S*! and r > 0
we have that

A< Ale/r) = 7“25/ (1 — cos(y - e))K(rdy)

< 27"25/ min{1, |y - e|2}K(r dy),
Rn

where we are using, as in the first step, that 1—cos(t) < 2min{1,¢?}. Hence,
we can split, for any R > 1 to be chosen, as

A< 27“25/ ly - e|*K (r dy) + 27“28/ K(rdy).
Br R™\Bpg
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Observe now that, on the one hand and thanks to (2.2.5) combined with
property (2.2.1)),

27‘25/ K(rdy) = 27“25/ K(dy) < CR™%A,
R™\Bp R™\Bp,

for some C' depending only on n and s. We therefore get

A—CR A . .
G e [ PRy = [y PR ().
Br Rr
By denoting p := Rr we obtain
A — CR %A

o = /3252/ ly - e|*K (dy).

P
Optimizing in R we get
p%‘?/ ly - e? K (dy) > A
By
for some A > 0, that can be taken to be A = CS\%AI_%, for some C depending

only on n and s. U

2.2.2. Strong solutions. Before stating some of our estimates, let us in-
troduce the following space, that we denote L°(R"™):

Definition 2.2.3. Given 7 > 0, we say that w € L>?(R") if
w(z)
14 |z|7

< oQ.
L>(R"7)

ol ) = H

The following lemma shows that Lu is well-defined in the L™ sense
around a point z € R™ (and hence, we say that u is a strong solution

around z) whenever u € L§__(R") and u is C***¢ around .

Lemma 2.2.4. Let s € (0,1) and £ € S4(\,A). Let u € C*T(By) N
L3 __(R™) for some ¢ > 0. Then Lu € LS (By) with

2s5—¢
|£ullzoe s, ) < CA (lullgzereqm,) + lullzz_@n) )

for some C' depending only on n, s, and €.

Proof. We proceed as in Lemma by splitting for any z € By,
1

Cote) =5 [ (2ue) —ulo ) e ) K@)

vu@) [ Kl = [ e+ K.
1/2 1/

2
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If we assume without loss of generality 2s+¢ < 2, so that (see, for example,

Lemma [A.2.2)
|u(z +y) + u(z — y) — 2u(2)| < Clulczsrepy)ly***

for all z,y € B; such that x +y,x — y € By, then we see that the first term
above is well-defined pointwise at every x € By/3. The same holds for the
second term, while for the last term we have the convolution of a locally
bounded function against a finite measure, which by the decay of K is well-
defined in an L7 sense. In this case, if K is not absolutely continuous,
then Lu might not be defined at every point in Bj /5, but nonetheless can
be identified with a function in L>(B; 5).

Moreover, for any z € By, and using (2.2.1)) and (2.2.2)), we have the
bound

Lu(z)] < Cllullozeres,) / W+ K (dy)

By

J )
L>=(R™\By5) YR™"\By /2

< OA|ullg2stepy) + CeAllullLge__(®n),

u(y)
’y‘Qs—s

+c|

which gives the desired result. ([

Remark 2.2.5. In Chapter [3| we will see that, in fact, in order to eval-
uate u pointwise, it is in general enough to impose a one sided regularity
condition. We refer to Lemma for an analogous pointwise statement
in the context of linear operators with kernels comparable to the fractional
Laplacian.

In case of the fractional Laplacian, the previous lemma holds with norm
lullzy, (mn) instead of the (stronger) ||u|Lge _(rn) norm. However, for general

operators £ € B4(\, A), the condition u € L}us (R™) is not enough to evaluate
Lu in an L* sense, and we need the stronger assumption u € LS__(R™) (cf.
Lemma [3.1.10, when the condition can be relaxed again).

The previous lemma gives the local boundedness of Lu. In order to ob-
tain higher regularity for Lu (as in Lemma we not only need to impose
that u is more regular in By, but we must make sure that the operator L is
sufficiently regular as well (in the sense of Definition . Alternatively,
as shown in part below, instead of imposing regularity of £, one may
assume global regularity of u (contrary to regularity only in Bj). Later on,
in Lemma [2.2.10] we will actually show that these conditions are not only
sufficient but also necessary.

Lemma 2.2.6. Let s € (0,1) and let o > 0 with « ¢ N. Then:
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(i) If L € &5(\, A; ) (see Deﬁm’tion, then for anyu € C?57(By)N
L3 _.(R™) with e > 0 we have Lu € C (B1) and

2s—¢

|£ullgas, e < € (lullcaragsy + lullzg @) -

2s—¢

with C' depending only on n, s, A, €, a, and [L],.

(ii) If L € B5(\, A), then for any u € C?*T%(B1) N C*(R™) we have Lu €
Ci.(B1) and

[LullcaB, 5) < CA ([[ullg2sta(sy) + lulloa@n))

with C' depending only on n, s, and .

(iii) If v € (0,a) and L € B4(\, A;a — ), then for any u € C*T%(By) N
C7"(R™) we have Lu € Cf (B1) and

1Lullcas, 5) < C (lullczsras,) + l[ullov@n))

with C depending only onn, s, A, a, v, and [L]a—~.

Proof. In case up to dividing by [lul|czs+a(p,) + [ullLge__@®n) we may
assume ||ul|czs+a(p,) + [lullzge _@wn) = 1. In case up to dividing by
|ul| c2sta(pyy + [[ullcamny we assume [[ul|c2sto(p,) + [uflca@n) = 1. In case
up to dividing by |ul|cesta(p,) + [[ullcv@n) We assume [Jul|g2stap,) +
u CV(Rn) = 1.
We proceed analogously to the case of the fractional Laplacian (—A)® in
Lemma [1.2.3] We fix a cut-off function n € C°(R") such that n > 0, n =0

in R"\ By/4 and n =1 in By/3, and define
uj = Nu and ug = (1 —n)u,

so that u = u; + ug, with u; being compactly supported in Bg/4 and ug
satisfying that uz = 0 in By 3. We divide the proof into three steps:

Step 1: Let us compute first a bound for ||£u1||ca(31/2) in all cases
and by using that u; € C*T*(R") with [Ju;||c2s+a@ny < C for some
universal C'. Notice that the L* bound follows from Lemma

We start by assuming o < 1. Let x € By, be fixed, and r := [z]. We
split

Lura) =5 [ (2u@) ~ o +9) ~ (o - ) K(dy)
#3 fo, ()~ ) e ) Ky
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Then, if 2s + a < 2,

|Lur(2) + Lur(—) — 2L, (0)] < C /B P+ K (dy)

+C [>T K (dy),
R™\ B,

where we are using

ur (2 + y) + wi (@ — y) — 2ui (2)] < Cly[>**,
(2.2.6) luy () 4 uy (—z) — 2u1 (0)| < Clx> T,
ur(z + y) + ui (—2 £ y) — 2u(Fy)| < Cla>* .

Since K satisfies (2.1.25]), we have by ([2.2.1])-(2.2.2)),
/ r3 YK (dy) < CAr®  and / ly|* T K (dy) < CAr®,
R\ B,

T

so that

(2.2.7) |Luy () + Lui(—z) — 2Lui(0)| < CAJ|.

On the other hand, if 2 < 2s + a < 3, by Lemma we have
[ur(z +y) +ur (e —y) = 2u1(z) — ur(y) — wi(~y) +2u1(0)| <

(2.2.8) - |y‘2’x‘23+0‘*2'
and
(2.2.9) ’m(m +y)+ui(—z+y) —2ui(y) —ui(z) —ui(—z) + 2u1(0)’ <

< |x’2|y’25+o¢—2'
Thus, using (2.2.8)-(2.2.9)) and thanks to properties (2.2.1))-(2.2.2))-(2.2.3),

|Luy (z) + Luy (—z) — 2Luy (0)| < C / ly|2 |22+ 2K (dy)
B

e / 2Py 2 K (dy) < CAr,
B

that is, we obtain again (2.2.7). Repeating around any point in B/, we

get ||[,u1||ca(31/2) < CA by Lemma ifa <1 Ifa=Fk+ [ with
keN, g€ (0,1), we take ¢ derivatives of Lu; with £ = 1,...k and repeat
the arguments above iteratively, to obtain HDfﬁulHCB( By < CA for all

e {0,...,k}. In all, we get

[Lurllca(p, ,,) < CA,

By 2

which is the desired result for ug.
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Step 2: Let us now find a bound for |[Luz|ce(s, ,,), Where we denote o =
k+ B, with k € Ng and 5 € (0,1). We first consider case so ug € C*(R")

with [DkUQ]Cﬁ(Rn < C and up = 0 in By3. In this case, for any = € By
(using property (2.2.1]) as before),

‘chuQ(x) - Dk£u2(0)‘ - ‘LDkuQ(l«) - EDkUQ(O)‘

<C \x!ﬁK(dy) < C’A]w\ﬁ,
R™\ By /6

where we have used
|D*uy(z +y) — D*us(y)| < Clal® forall yeR",

and the fact that ug = 0 in By/3, so that ug(r+y) = 0 for any = € By, and
y € Byjs. Combined with the L*° bound in Lemma and interpolation
inequalities (Proposition , we obtain the desired result in case
We now prove the first statement, where we have the extra hypothesis
on the kernel, (2.1.32), and [Jug|lpge (rny < C for some C universal. Let

2s—e

T1,T9 € By /g, so that (since ug = 0 in By/3),
(D* Luy) (x;) = —/ ug(2) DV K (=1 + dz)
Bl/S(xl)

and

)

)DkﬁuQ(xl) - D’muQ(@)‘ < /D lus (2)] ’D"‘K(fxl +dz) — DK (—xs + dz)

where D denotes the domain D = R™ \ (By/g(71) U Byg(22)). We can now

assume without loss of generality that |z —x2| < 3% (otherwise, take a finite
chain of inequalities) so that by assumption on the kernel (see (2.1.35)) and
(2.2.4))) we have

(2.2.10)
’Dkﬁug(ml) - D’“Em(mz)’ <

<),

lua(z)] ‘DkK(—ZL‘l +dz) — D*K (—25 + dz)

i/16
ug\z
= ‘Z|22(s)5 ) / Izlzsfs‘DkK(—xl +dz) — D*K (-2 + dz)|
Lee(By /16

1/16

< ClK]allull g

2s5—¢

®m |71 — a|°,

which combined with Lemma completes the proof of For a > 1,
we proceed as before, by taking derivatives.
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Step 3: To finish, we show by using Up to taking |v] derivatives
and arguing as before, we may assume v € (0, 1).
Let us consider
ug(x + h) — ua(z)
A ’

for some |h| sufficiently small. By assumption, it satisfies || D} ua|| oo gy < C

D] us(z) ==

and DZug =0 in By for h small enough, and we can apply the first result,
in balls By 4 and By to get:

ILDyusllca— B, ,,) < C <\|DZU2HC2s+a(BI/2) + HDZquLoo(Rn)> <C,

where we have used up = 0 in By/3 and |h| small. Using LD]uy = D} Luy
and Lemma we obtain the desired result also in case after a

covering argument. ([l

Some remarks are in order:

Remark 2.2.7. From the previous proof, if a € (0,1) we could have
taken in the right-hand side of Lemma [2.2.6 above the value [u]carn) +
lull zgo__(rn) instead of the full norm [[ufca(gn). When a > 1, however, we

need some condition to ensure that £D*u is well-defined, with k = |« .

Remark 2.2.8. In cases and the previous proof actually gives a

more refined estimate on the bounds of the seminorm [£uce (g, ), in which
we can also make explicit the dependence on A and [L], or [L]a—.

Indeed, by simply inspecting the proof we see that, in fact, we have the
following bounds:

e In the first case, Lemma we showed:
(£ (s, ) < C (Alulloassas,) + [Llallulliz_@n)
for some C' depending only on n, s, €, and «.
e In the third case, Lemma (iii), we showed:
(2.2.11)
(Ll (s, ) < C (Alullossas,) + [y (Il

2s5—¢

®n) + Mcw(nm)) ,
for some C' depending only on n, s, €, a, and ~.
We can then combine these estimates with the one in Lemma 2.2.4] to

get more refined bounds for the corresponding full norms.

Remark 2.2.9. Even if Lemmas 2.2.4] and 2.2.6] are stated for operators
belonging to &4(A,A) (with the corresponding regularity assumptions), in
their proofs we have never used the lower ellipticity assumptions, ,
which can be seen from the lack of dependence on A. In fact, we have not
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even used the nonnegativity of the kernel, and we are only using that K is
even (i.e., symmetric) and satisfies

7"25/ |K(dy)] <A< o0 for all r >0,
BQT\BT

as well as the corresponding regularity assumption, (2.1.32)) or (2.1.33)) in

Lemma (1)| and

As shown next, the higher regularity of the kernel (or global regularity
for u) is necessary if we want to obtain regularity for Lu:

Lemma 2.2.10. There ezists L € &4(\, A) with kernel K (y) dy comparable
to the fractional Laplacian, (2.1.21)), and u € L>°(R™) compactly supported
and with w = 0 in By, such that Lu ¢ C¢(By) for any e > 0.

Proof. We prove it in dimension n = 1. Let us first show that there exists
a function on 0 < wp < 1in R with wy =0 in R\ (0, 1), such that

1

(2.2.12) wi(x) := /1 wo(z +y)wo(y)dy ¢ C°((—1,1)) for any &> 0.

To construct it, let ¢ be a square wave, p(z) = 1 if x € (2k, 2k + 1) for some
k € Z, and p(x) = 0 otherwise. That is,

Y= Z X (2k,2k+1)-
keZ

Let us define, for some m,t > 0 to be chosen with m/t > 1,

Ymi(w) = o(2/t)X (0,m)5
so that
2213) [ byt O dr =0 and [ R myay~

if m > t. If we fix my, = k=2/4 and t}, = e*kQ, and define

k

1
9i(x) = VYm, 1 (x + 0)) where oy = 5 Z;i—z <1,
1=
we can take
wo(x) = ng(x),
k>3

and wy as in (2.2.12). In particular, observe that since g; is supported in
(oK, 0k +my) and since oy, + my < o1 for k > 3, we have that all g have
disjoint supports, and since o < 1 for all k € N, they are all in (0, 1).
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Then 0 < wy < 1, wp has support in (0,1), w1 (0) > w;(z) for any x € R

and
me ..o
w1 (0) —wi(tg) > 3 if k is large enough,
thanks to (2.2.13). Since my = 1/|4log(tx)|, we get
w1 (0) —wi(tg) > 1/[121og(tx)| if k is large enough,

and wy ¢ C°((—1,1)) for any ¢ > 0.

Let £ € &4(\, A) with n =1 and kernel K(y) dy be given by

1
K(y) = [y +wo(y +4) +wo(—y —4),

which is comparable to the fractional Laplacian and symmetric (but non-
smooth), and let w(z) = wo(z + 4). Thanks to (2.2.12) we have that
Lu ¢ C°(B;) for any ¢ > 0, and w is compactly supported with u = 0
in BQ. O

We also prove the following result, that gives estimates on Ly whenever
¢ € C°(R™). In particular, it implies that Lo € LY(R™) N L= (R™).
Lemma 2.2.11. Let s € (0,1), L € &4(\,A), Q@ CR” be a bounded domain
with 0 € Q, and o € [0,2s]. Then, for any ¢ € C°(2), we have

[ P el < Clielcan (1477 for any 720,
R™\ B,
and
1Lo(2)] < Cllellco@m 1+ |2))7? for all xR,
for some C depending only on n, s, «, diam(2), A, and A.

Proof. Let Q C Br with R = diam(f2).
If » > 2R, we can compute, using that p(z +y) =0 for all x € R\ B,

andy € B,_R
/ Lol < / / oz + y)| K (dy) da
R\ B, "\ B, JR"

<l [ Kl

B’V‘*R

< Cllpll poo mnyr—2°

where we have also used (2.2.1) and r—R > 1r. On the other hand, if r < 2R
we immediately have that fB2R |Lo| < Clpllc2(rny thanks to Lemma [2.2.4

We assume, therefore, » > 2R, in which case

/ (14 |e~) | L] < C / 20| Cl
R\ B, R7\ B,
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and we can bound it as

/Rn\B ’x‘Qs—a‘ESO’ < 22(k+1)(2s—a)r25—o¢/ ‘£(P|

kZO B2k+1r\B2kr

<Crey 2k

£>0
< COr~ =™

Combining the previous inequalities gives the first result.

For the second part, we assume that |z| > 2R (otherwise, we are done

by Lemma [2.2.4) and hence

cu@] <€ [ lpta+ K ()

< [l o) /R Kt
"\B|z|-Rr

< C(lz] = R)™*

< Cla| ™,
where we have used that ¢(z +vy) =0 if z +y ¢ Bpg, and |z| > 2R. This
completes the proof. O

2.2.3. Fractional Sobolev spaces. As we will see, the natural space in
which to study weak solutions to the equation Lu = f is the fractional
Sobolev space H*(R™).

Let us give a very brief introduction to the fractional Sobolev space
H?3(R™) (we refer to [72], [85], 170] for further details; see also [182]).

Definition 2.2.12 (Fractional Sobolev space). The fractional Sobolev space
H?5(R™) is defined as

H*(R") := {u € L2(R") : ||uHH5(Rn) < oo},
with norm

[l sy = llullLo@ny + [u] s ®n),

and seminorm

We could alternatively define fractional Sobolev spaces using the Fourier
transform

H*R") 1= {u e L2R") : (1+ €25 F(u)(€) € L2(R) |
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and taking the corresponding equivalent norm in the Fourier space. In fact,
we have that

2
(2.2.14) [u]2e gy =

with ¢, s given by m

The space H*(R"™) is a Hilbert space, with scalar product given by

= [ [, SO ),

Moreover, we also have a fractional Sobolev inequality in H*(R"™) (we refer
to [190, Proposition 15.5] for a very short proof due to Brezis, and to [203]
for a different proof):

[ (Fw©Rier e

Cn,s

Theorem 2.2.13 (Fractional Sobolev inequality). Let s € (0,1), u € H*(R"),
and n > 2s. Then

ull Larry < Clulgs @y,

where q = for some C' depending only on n and s.

n
n—2s’
And a Poincaré-Friedrichs inequality:

Proposition 2.2.14 (Fractional Poincaré inequality). Let s € (0,1), and
let @ C R™ be a bounded domain. Let w € H*(R™) with u = 0 in R™\ Q.
Then,

lullz2(0) < Clu] s mny,
for some C depending only on €2, n, and s.

Proof. Since () is bounded, for any x € €} we have

_dy
o |z —y[rt2s =

for some ¢ > 0 depending only on €2, n, and s. Hence,
1 |u()|? L[ fu(@) —u(y))?
el < [ sy [
¢ Joe |z —yl ¢ Jrn |z —yl

where we are using that u(y) = 0 for y € Q°. Integrating in x € R™ we get
the desired result. O

2.2.4. Integration by parts and weak solutions. Any Lévy operator
(and in particular, any £ € &4(\,A)) has an integration by parts formula.
In order to write it, we define the following symmetric and positive semi-
definite bilinear form (-, )i : C°(R™) x C°(R™) — R given by

(2.2.15) (u,0) = % / /R (@) = ula+) (o) o+ 9) K dy) o
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Observe that, for notational simplicity only, in this section that we will
sometimes assume

K(dy) = K(y) dy.
In this case, the expression ([2.2.15) has a symmetric representation as

(2.2.16) (u,v)k = ;//Ran" (u(z) — uw(z)) (v(z) — v(2))K(z — 2) dz dz.

Remark 2.2.15. One can also write (2.2.15) in a symmetric form like

(2.2.16) by considering K(d(z,2)) defined on R®*" to be the measure such
that K(A x B) = K(A — B) for any Borel sets A, B C R", where A — B :=

Uaca{a — b}. Then, (2.2.15) becomes
beB

(u,v) g = ;//Rann (u(z) — u(2)) (v(z) — v(z))f((d(x, 2)).

Lemma 2.2.16 (Integration by parts). Let s € (0,1) and let L € &4(\, A).
Let u,v € C°(R™). Then,

/ ulv = (u,v)g = Luwv.
n R’VL

Proof. We first observe that, for u,v € C*(R"), (u,v)x is well-defined,
since the integrand is absolutely integrable. Indeed,

% //R”an |uz +y) — u(@)||v(z +y) - v(z)|K(dy) do
= i//ann u(@ +y) — u(2) [ K (dy) dz
+ i //Rnxw lo(z + y) — v(@)|*K (dy) dx.
Since, whenever supp(u) C Bg,

2 .
|u(z +y) = u(@)|” < Cllullozeny min{1, [y1*} X BruBa(—y) (@),

the previous integrals are finite (by (2.1.28)) and (u,v)x is well-defined. In

particular, we also have

(u,v) g = ;181&1 //ngn (u(z +y) —u(@)) (v(z +y) — v(z)) K(dy) dz.
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By considering the domain B¢ x R", we can split the above integral into
two integrable terms,

// (u(z +y) —u(@)) (v(z+y) —v(z)K(dy) dze =
BgxR™

-/ /B e+ g)(vle 1) — v(@) K (dy) de

(2.2.17) "

_ / / u(z) (v(z +y) — v(z)) K (dy) d
BgxRn

- / / u(a) (20(x) — v(x — ) — vz + ) K (dy) dz,
BgxR™

where in the second equality we have performed a change of variables = —
x —y (and Fubini). In particular, we can take the limit € | 0, and since all
terms are well-defined we obtain

(u,v)g = / u Lv.
By symmetry in v and v we get the desired result. ]

Observe that, in the previous integration by parts formula (and similarly
to what occurs in the local case), in order to make sense of the term (u, v) g
we require less regularity on v than to compute Lv in the left-hand side
(recall Lemma . In particular, we have the following:

Lemma 2.2.17. Let s € (0,1) and let L € &4(\,A). Let u,v € C(R™).
Then,

(wv) = | F(u)(§)F(v)()A() de,

R
where A is the Fourier symbol of L. In particular,
(22.1) (i = [ (F@©) A©) e = [l qan

and the bilinear form (-, )k is defined on H*(R™) x H*(R"™).
Proof. The first equality follows by Plancherel’s theoremm

(u,v)K = /nuﬁv = [ Fu)@)F(Lo)(§)ds = [ F(u)(&)F(v)(§)A(E)dE.

R” R”
Then (2.2.18)) is a consequence of the comparability of A with |£[?¢ (recall
(2.1.24) or Proposition , together with (2.2.14]).

100bserve that we can use it, since Lv € L1 (R™) N L*°(R™) by Lemma [2.2.11] and hence
Lv € L%(R™)
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Finally, (-, )k is a symmetric positive semi-definite bilinear form, and
as such it satisfies a Cauchy-Schwarz inequality:

(u, v)% < (u,u) i (v, v) K < Clulfys @ [0]77s mo)-

By a density argument, (u,v)g < oo as soon as u,v € H*(R"). O

This allows us to introduce the notion of weak solution for u € H*(R™)
(in fact, for u satisfying below); as well as weak supersolution and
weak subsolution. To do that, we define first a new bilinear form adapted to
a given domain §2:

Definition 2.2.18. When K is absolutely continuous, we define the follow-
ing bilinear form,
(2.2.19)

1
(u, V). == 5 // (u(z) — u(2)) (v(z) — v(2))K(z — z) dz dz.
R7 xR™\ (QcxQ°)
When K is not absolutely continuous, we can replace K(z — z)dxdz by
K(d(x,z)) from Remark [2.2.15| or alternatively, consider instead
(2.2.20)

1
woa=g [ () —ule ) (o) el ) K ) d

Observe that (-, -) k. is a modification of (-, -) -, in which the integration
is performed everywhere except for exterior-exterior interactions, that is,
except at Q¢ x Q°.

Definition 2.2.19 (Weak solution, supersolution, and subsolution). Let
s € (0,1) and let £ € &4(A\,A). Let Q@ C R” be any bounded domain and

let f € LP(Q2) for p > ni’;s and n > 2s. We say that u such that

(2.2.21) (U, u) .0 < 00
is a weak solution of
(2.2.22) Lu=f in Q
if
1
(2.2.23) 3 // . (u(z) — u(z)) (e(@) — p(2))K(z — 2) dedz = /chp
n>< n
for all p € H*(R™) with ¢ =0 in R™ \ Q, when K is absolutely continuous.
In particular, u € H*(R"™) is a weak solution to (2.2.22)) if it satisfies (2.2.23))
for all ¢ € H*(R") with ¢ =0 in R™\ Q.

We say that u satisfying (2.2.21)) is a weak supersolution in Q (resp. weak
subsolution) to the equation Lu = f, and we denote it Lu > f in Q (resp.
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Lu< fin Q) if

(2.2.24)

1
- / /R o 00 U (p(0) — PN K@ )z > /Q fo.

for all ¢ € H5(R™) with ¢ > 0 and ¢ = 0 in R™ \ Q, when K is absolutely
continuous.

For a general measure K, we have, instead of (2.2.23)) (analogously for
(2.2.24))),

(2.2.25)

1
2 //Rann (u(z) —u(z + ) (p(x) — p(z +y)) K (dy) dz = /Qf@

Remark 2.2.20. In the previous definition, by density arguments it suffices
to have (2.2.24)) for all ¢ € C°(Q2). Indeed, if ¢ € H*(R™) with ¢ =0 in
R™\ ©, and ¢, € C(Q) is such that . — ¢ in H*(R"), then

(w0 — pe)|* < Cluyu) il — @elony = 0

as @. — ¢ in H*(R™) (where we also used Lemma [2.2.17]).

2n

s and n > 2s is such that in

Remark 2.2.21. The assumption p >
(12.2.23)) the right-hand side is bounded:

| 10 < W@y @y < 1l v lelaqeo

where we have used Hélder’s inequality and the fractional Sobolev inequality,

Theorem 2.2.131

Remark 2.2.22. When n = 2s, functions in H*(R") that vanish outside
of Q are in L” (Q) for all p’ < oo and when n < 2s, functions in H®(R")
vanishing outside of € are in L*°(2). In particular, the previous definition
is still well-posed for n = 2s and p > 1, and for n < 2s and p > 1. Similarly,
the theorem of existence of weak solutions below, Theorem [2.2.24] is also
valid in these cases.

If w € C°(R™) is a weak solution then, by the integration by parts
formula above, [Lug = [ fp for all ¢ € C°(Q). Hence it follows that
Lu = fin Q and thus u is a strong solution. More generally, we have the
following:

Lemma 2.2.23. Let s € (0,1) and let L € G4(\,A). Let @ C R"™ be

any bounded domain, and let f € LP(Q) for p > ni’és and n > 2s. Let

u € CEB(Q)N LS __(R™) for some & > 0 satisfying (2.2.21]).
Then, Lu = f in Q in the weak sense (see Definition if and only
if it satisfies it in the strong sense.




2.2. Basic properties and notions of solution 77

Proof. Let ¢ € C°(Q), and we proceed as in the proof of Lemma
On the one hand, we have that (u, ¢) i is well-defined, using (u, u) x.0 < co.
On the other hand, we can still split like in , since we claim that
each of the two terms appearing are integrable, [ BexRn o(x)(u(z +y) —
u(y))K(dy)dr < oo (the other follows in the same way). To see this, we
notice that we only integrate for z € Q, where u(z) is bounded (since Q is
bounded). Moreover, |u(z + 2)| < C(1 + |z|>7¢), and so the claim follows

thanks to (2.2.3).

In all, we have

//BCXRR (u(z +y) —u(@))(p(z +y) — p(2)K(dy) dv =
= // o) 2u(z) —u(z —y) — u(z + y))K(dy) dz.
BgxRn™

We can take limits ¢ | 0 in the first term because (u,¢)x is well-defined
(it is integrable), and in the second term thanks to Lemma [2.2.4, Hence,
since Lu is well-defined (again, by Lemma in an L sense) we have
obtained

<u,cp)K:/£ugo for any ¢ € C°(Q).
Q

Now, if u is a weak solution to Lu = f we get

/fap—/ﬁucp for any ¢ € C°(Q),
Q Q

and hence, since Lu exists and is bounded at every point, we deduce f = Lu
almost everywhere in €2. On the other hand, if Lu = f a.e., then plugging it
in the previous equation we obtain the weak formulation of the equation. [

Observe that, since in the previous definitions we are asking ¢ = 0 in
R™\ Q, we have that the left-hand side in (and in (2.2.24)) in reality
can be integrated only in (R™ x R™)\ (Q° x Q°) (i.e., it is 5(u, ) x;0). Thus
the relaxed requirement instead of uw € H*(R") in the definition of
weak solution. This is relevant, in particular, when the boundary datum g
is not regular enough for it to be in the energy space H*(R™) (or does not
decay to zero at infinity).
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The energy functional associated to ([2.2.22)) is thenH
(2.2.26)

E(u) = %<U,U>K;Q - /Qf(u - 9)

where the second equality holds for K absolutely continuous. The unique
minimizer of £ among functions with u = g in R™ \ Q will be the unique
weak solution to (2.2.22)) with u = g in R™ \ . Observe that, when g =0
(or when g € H*(R"™)), then we could integrate the first term in the whole
R"™ x R". However, when g ¢ H*(R"), the term [[q.. o |9(2) —g(y)|2K(x —
z)dx dz could be infinite, and this is why in general one has to take the
previous expression. On the other hand, when fQ fg is finite, we can replace

fQ f(u — g) by simply fQ fu.

2.2.5. Existence of weak solutions. Let us now prove the existence the-
orem of weak solutions. We show it by means of the Riesz representation
theorem in the appropriate space (see Remark [2.2.22| for the case n < 2s).

Theorem 2.2.24 (Existence of weak solutions). Let s € (0,1), let £ €
®s(N\,A), and let Q C R™ be any bounded domain. Let f € LP(Q) for
p> -2 andn > 2s, and g : R® — R be such that (recall Definition

n+2s
(9, 9) K30 < 00.

Then, there exists a unique weak solution u of

Ly = f in
u = g in R™\Q

satisfying (2.2.21). Moreover, u is the unique minimizer of the energy &,
(2.2.26), among functions satisfying u = g in R™\ Q.
Proof. Let us define
H;(Q)={we H'R"):w=0 in R"\Q}.
If u is a weak solution, it satisfies ([2.2.23)) and equivalently

(2.2.27) <u—g,so>K=/Qf<p—<g,¢>K=/Qfso—<g,s0>K;Q

for all p € HZ(Q). Since (-,-)k.q is a bilinear form, it satisfies the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality and hence (recall Lemma [2.2.17))

(g, 0)ical* < 19, 9) kall(, ©) k| < CUg, 9) el [P)i7s (-

HWe note that the first term in (2.2.26) is the analogue of the Dirichlet energy, %f \Vu|2,
in the local case s = 1 with £ = —A. The constant 1/4 appears here because the integration by
parts in Lemma [2.2.16| holds for the scalar product (2.2.15), which has a constant 1/2 in front.
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Therefore (see Remark [2.2.21)),

(2.2.28) |<ug,¢>K|sc<||fuLp<m+ |<g,g>m|) 10l s )

for all ¢ € HZ(2). Observe now that, thanks to the Poincaré inequality,
Proposition (-, )k defines a scalar product on H:(2) (where we have
(,)k = (-,-)Kk:0) and hence it is a Hilbert space, since (u,u)x = 0 implies
u = 0.

In particular, since the norm induced by (-, -)x on HZ(2) is comparable
to H*(R™), we get from that u — g € H*(R™) with u — g = 0 in
R™\ Q. Thus, we can write u = g + v for some v € H$(Q).

By we are searching for a solution v € H(Q2) to the weak
formulation

(2.2.20) (v, P)x = /Q fo - (g o)xa

for all ¢ € HZ(Q) (recall that ¢ — (g,¢)k;0 and ¢ — [, fe are bounded
and linear operators on H{(2)). By the Riesz representation theorem, such
solution exists and is unique, and hence u = v+g is the unique weak solution
to our problem.

Finally, observe that if v = u — g is the unique solution of (2.2.29)), then

Bt ) = £ = E(0) + (w o~ [ fa =) 20,
for all p € H$(Q2), and hence u is the unique minimizer of the energy. [

We refer to [152), 130] for a characterization of the functions g : R™\Q —
R for which there exists an extension g : R” — R" (with § = ¢g in R™ \ Q)
such that (g, §) k.0 < 400, for kernels K (y) < |y|~"2%. See also [98] for a
very general existence theorem, including non-symmetric and x-dependent
kernels.

2.2.6. Distributional solutions. From the integration by parts formula,
one can also define the following notion of solution to an equation Lu = f,
requiring even less regularity on the function u (see Remark [2.2.27]):

Definition 2.2.25 (Distributional solution). Let s € (0,1) and £ € B4(\, A).
Let  C R™ be bounded, and let f € L (). We say that u € LZ__(R")

loc 2s—e
for some € > 0 is a distributional solution of

Lyu=f in
whenever

/ u&p—/ﬂp forall ¢ e CX(Q).
R Q
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More generally, we say that u is a distributional supersolution (resp. distri-
butional subsolution) to Lu = f in €2, and we denote it Lu > f in Q (resp.
Lu < fin Q) if

/uﬁsoz fe <reSp' /uﬁsoﬁ/ fs0>
n RTL n Rn

for all ¢ € C°(§2) with ¢ > 0.

Remark 2.2.26. Observe that the previous definition is well-posed, since
u € LL__(R™) and hence u Ly € L'(R™) by Lemma [2.2.11| with o = €.

2s—e

Remark 2.2.27 (Relaxation of regularity). To define distributional so-
lutions in Definition we assume u € L3°__(R™) in order to force
uLp € L'(R™). This is, however, not necessary: as long as u Ly € L*(R")
for all ¢ € C(R™) we could make sense of the notion of distributional
solution (and have the same properties). For example, we could ask for
u € LY(R™) or u € LY(R") + LS__(R") for some ¢ > 0. Alternatively, we

2s—e
could define

LE(R™) :=ue LL (R"): sup / lu L] < +o00 3,
p€eCE(B1) JR™

and when £ = (—A)*® (or more generally, when £ is comparable to the
fractional Laplacian, see subsection D then this space is exactly Lles (R™)

(recall Definition [1.10.1)).

Distributional solutions retain some of the properties of their weak and
strong counterparts. In particular, translation and scale invariance (Re-
mark follow from the definition itself. Observe, also, that smooth
functions that are distributional solutions are strong solutions. This follows
from the following lemma, saying that the integration by parts formula from
Lemmaworks if u e CEF(Q)NLE_(R™) (so that Lu can be defined
in the strong sense):

Lemma 2.2.28. Let Q C R" be any bounded domain. Let v € C(§2) and
u € CE(Q)NLE__(R™) for some e > 0. Then,

loc 2s—e¢
/ u Ly = / Luv.
Rn Q

Proof. We assume here, for notational simplicity, that K(dy) = K(y) dy.
After a rescaling, let us assume 2 C B;. The proof follows similarly to that
of Lemma, [2.2.23] by observing that the argument from Lemma [2.2.11] also
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works to show that, for v € C°(By), H
w(z,y) = u(z)(2v(z) = v(z +y) —v(r —y))K(y) € L'(R" x R).
Indeed,
w(z,y)| < C(L+ 2l 9)[20(2) — v + y) — v(x - y)|K (y),
and hence, noticing that
120(x) —v(z +y) —v(z —y)| < Cmin{l, |y]*} for z & By, y€R",
together with Tonelli’s theorem and the symmetry of K, we get

lw(z,y)|dedy <C | (1+[2z[*7F)dz | min{l, [y]*} K (y) dy
.. J, /.

e / / 12l Jo(e + y)| K (y) dy da,
2 n

where the first term is now bounded (recall (2.1.28))). For the second term,
we use Tonelli’s theorem (and the fact that v is bounded) to bound it by

Ci/cjg|xP*fKXx—addz¢vgca/C/L]z+fP&fKX@dzd§

Using now that in this domain |z + ¢|2*7¢ < C¢]?*~¢ and by yet another
application of Tonelli’s theorem together with (2.2.3) (with a@ = ) we get
that w € L'(R™ x R™). In particular, we can apply Fubini’s theorem to

uén“£”“;//nNMUQﬂ@vW)—v@r+w—~wx—y»3xmdy¢x

and integrate in x first (which is a well-defined integral, since w is locally

bounded and v is compactly supported) to get

/ u(x)(2u(z)—v(z+y)—v(z—y)) dx:/ v(x)(2u(x)—u(z+y)—u(z—y)) dz.
n Rn

We can now multiply by K (y) and integrate in y, and since Lu is well-defined

(by Lemma [2.2.4)) we have

/ wLlv = Luw,
n Rn

as we wanted to see. O

As a consequence, we obtain that distributional and strong solutions are
the same for smooth functions:

21 K isa measure, one can define first the locally finite measure p(dy) = min{1, |y|?} K (dy)
(since (2.1.28) holds), and then prove instead that

a(ay 228) — vl +9) v )
min{L, [y?}

€ LY(R™ x R™; dz @ p(dy)).



82 2. Linear integro-differential equations

Corollary 2.2.29. Lets € (0,1), L € B4(\, A), and Q@ C R™ be any bounded
domain. Let u € CX3T(Q) N LSS__(R™) for some e > 0 and f € LL ().

loc 2s—¢ loc
Then, u is a distributional solution to Lu = f in Q if and only if it is a
strong solution.

Proof. The fact that if u is a strong solution then it is a distributional
solution follows directly from Lemma [2.2.28

If w is distributional, also from Lemma [2.2.28| we have

/ uﬁcp:/ﬁuw:/fcp for all ¢ e CZ(Q).
n Q Q

In particular, Lu = f almost everywhere in €2, and w is a strong solution
as well. Notice that we also obtain that we must have f € L{°(Q), by

loc

Lemma 2.2.4] O

We observe that distributional solutions are also well behaved under
convolution against a smooth mollifier. We denote by ¢ € C2°(By) a smooth
function with ¢ > 0 and [, ¢ = 1, and we define

o, (T
(2.2.30) bs(z) = 67 (5) .
Then, we have:

Lemma 2.2.30. Let s € (0,1), £ € &4(\,A), and let uw € L§S__(R™) for
some & > 0 be a distributional solution to Lu = f in By. Then the functions

us = u * Yy, and  fs5 = f* s,
are C°(R™) and satisfy
(2.2.31) Lus = fs in Bi_g

in the strong sense.

Proof. First observe that if u € LS __(R™) then u. € LS __(R") as well.

2s—¢ 2s5—¢
Hence, we can evaluate, for any ¢ € C°(By),

/R el = / n / u(w — y)e(y) dy Lo(e) da
_ //u(g; — ) Lo(x) dz o (y) dy
_ / L @ = 9ee) dae(y) dy
= | fe

Rn

Finally, since u. is smooth and it satisfies (2.2.31)) in the distributional
sense, by Corollary [2.2.29|it also satisfies it in the strong sense. ([
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Remark 2.2.31. In the whole space, the previous lemma says that if Lu = f
distributionally in R", then L& = f in the strong sense in R"™, where

u=uxq  f=[fx*(
for ¢ € C*°(R") with ( > 0 and [, (=1

In particular, we have shown that distributional solutions can be ap-
proximated by strong solutions.

Let us finish this subsection by showing that, when they are in the
appropriate space, distributional and weak solutions are equivalent:

Lemma 2.2.32. Let s € (0,1), L € B4\, A), Q C R" be any bounded

domain, and f € LP(Q) for p > nigs and n > 2s. Let u € LY __(R™) for

some ¢ > 0 be satisfying (2.2.21]).
Then, Lu = f in Q in the weak sense (see Definition if and only
if it satisfies it in the distributional sense (see Definition .

Proof. We assume here, for notational simplicity, that K(dy) = K(y) dy.
It is enough to show

(u, o) = / u Ly for all ¢ € C°(Q).
R
To do so, let us fix some ¢ € C°(Q), and let
2n = dist(supp ¢, R" \ Q).

Let us regularize u, by considering us := u * b5 for some smooth mollifier as
in (2.2.30) with ¢ € C°(B1), and with 6 < 7.
We denote
w(z,y,z) = (u(z - 2) —uly — 2)) ¥s(2) (p(z) — @(y)) K(z —y).

)
Then w € L'(D) where D := [R?"\ (Q° x Q°)] x R™ C R*". Indeed, if we
define Q,, := {x € Q : dist(z,R"™ \ Q) > n}, we have

lwllz (o) < / / / (e g, )| dz dz dy
R2\(05)? J B
< ¢5(z)<u( —Z),U( _z)>K,Qn dz + wé(z)<(p7§0>K dz,
Bs Bs

where we have used ab < 3a* + 1b® with @ = u(z — z) —u(y — 2) and b =
o(x) — p(y), and the fact that ¢ is supported in €2,,. Now, since 2, + 2z C €2
for z € Bs and § < 7, by changing variables x — z — z and y — 2z — y we
know

(u(- —2),u(- - Z)>K,Qn <{u,u) g0 < 0.
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Together with (p, p)x < oo (see Lemma [2.2.17) and [15 = 1 we obtain
that w € L'(D). We can therefore apply Fubini to derive the following (also

using that ¢5(—2) = ¢5(z) for z € Bs)
(2232) <U5,§0>K = <u5790>K;Qn = <U, 905>K;Q = <’LL, QO(S>K

We have used again that ¢ is supported in (2, and hence @5 is supported
in Q for § <.

Observe that (us,us)k;0, < (u,u)x;0 < oo by Hélder’s inequality (to-
gether with the previous arguments) and so us is a weak solution in 2.
Since it is also smooth, by Lemma [2.2.23] it is also a strong solution, and

(2.2.33) (us, )k = Lus ¢ :/ us Lo,
Rn n

where in the last inequality we are using that ug is a distributional solution
as well (see Corollary [2.2.29)). Finally, since

(u, 056 — p)k < Clu,u)ks0lps — Olps@ny $ 0 as 410,
combined with (2.2.32))-(2.2.33) we obtain

(u, o)k = 15%1 (u, ps) K = 15%1 /Rn us Lo = / u L.

n

Since ¢ is arbitrary, we get the desired result. ([l

Finally, as a corollary we have that distributional, weak, and strong
solutions are all equivalent notions for functions in the appropriate space:

Corollary 2.2.33. Let s € (0,1) and let L € B5(\,A). Let Q@ C R" be

any bounded domain and let f € LP(QY) for p > n?i-an and n > 2s. Let

u € Ci)‘?g(ﬁ) NLSS__(R™) for some € > 0 be satisfying (2.2.21)).

Then, Lu = f in Q in the distributional sense (see Definition
if and only if it satisfies it in the weak sense (see Definition , and if
and only if it satisfies it in the strong sense.

Proof. It is now the result of combining Lemma [2.2.23] Corollary [2.2.29
and Lemma 2.2.32] O

2.2.7. Stability of distributional solutions. The next result establishes
the stability under L' convergence of distributional solutions Lu = f.

In order to prove it, we use the following version of Vitali’s convergence
theorem, that we state here for the convenience of the reader (see |21, Corol-
lary 4.5.5]):
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Theorem 2.2.34 (Vitali’s Convergence Theorem). Let g, g € L*(R"™) with
k € N be such that gp(x) — g(x) for a.e. x € R™. Then, the convergence of
gk to g in LY(R™) (as k — o0) is equivalent to the following:

(2.2.34) lim sup/ lgk| =0

|E[=0keN JE
and, for every e > 0, there exists a Borel set E. with |E.| < oo such that
(2.2.35) sup/ lgk| < €.

keN JRn\ E.

In the previous statement the first condition is immediately satisfied if
gy are all uniformly bounded in &, and the second condition is the tightness
of the measures |g;(z)|dx.

We will also use Prokhorov’s Theorem (see |21, Theorem 8.6.2] or [108,
Theorem 2.1.11]).

Theorem 2.2.35 (Prokhorov’s Theorem). Let A C P(R™) be any family of
probability measures. Then, the following are equivalent:

(i) For every sequence (ui)ken with py € A there exists a subsequence
(fk, )ien such that p, — p as i — oo for some p € P(R™).

(i) For every € > 0 there exists a compact set K. C R™ such that
w(Ke) >1—¢ forall p e A.

Let us now prove the stability of distributional solutions:

Proposition 2.2.36 (Stability of distributional solutions). Let s € (0,1)
and let, for each k € N, L, € B4(\,A). Let Q@ C R™ be any bounded domain.

Let uy, € L35 (R") with supyey |[uklzge__wrn) < 00 for some e >0 and

fx € LL () with
up —u in L (R™) and fe = f in LL.(),
for some v € L__(R™) and f € LL (), be such that
Liup = fr in Q (resp. Lrup < fr in )
in the distributional sense. Then, there exists some L € &4(A\, A) such that
Lu=f in Q (resp. Lu < f in Q)

in the distributional sense.

Proof. Let ¢ € C2°(Q) arbitrary, so that

/ ukﬁw—/ﬂfw (reSp- ¢ >0 and / Uk£k§0§/gfk90>-
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Observe, first, that since fr € Li.(Q) are converging to f € Ll () in
Ll (€), we immediately have

/ Jro — / fo.
Q 9
We want to show

(2.2.36) / up Lrp — uly
n ]R”l

for some £ € B4(A\, A). In order to do that, let us consider the sequence of
measures

pi(dy) = cr,min{1, [y[*} K (dy),
where Kj, are the Lévy measures of L; and ¢, are chosen so that g is a

probability measure, ux € P(R™). From the ellipticity conditions, we know
that ¢; remains uniformly bounded and positive (recall that we are assuming

(2.1.28]) and we have (2.1.26)) and (2.2.2])). Moreover, from (2.2.1)), for any

6 > 0 we can find R > 1 such that
/ pr(dy) > 1 =90,
Br

where R is independent of k. By Prokhorov’s Theorem (see Theorem,
there exists a subsequence py, converging weakly pg, — p for some p €
P(R™). In particular, up to a further subsequence if necessary, we can
assume ¢, — Coo > 0 and we can define a measure

p(dy)
Co min{L |y‘2} ’

that will satisfy both properties (2.1.25)-(2.1.26)) in the limit by weak con-
vergence outside of the origin (in fact, it will satisfy (2.1.25)-(2.1.26|) for

some measure in the limit).

K(dy) =

Hence, for any = € R™ (and using that ¢ is smooth),

2
_1/ 2¢(z) —p(z +y) =z —y)

L) =5 | (26la) = pla+9) = ol — 1) Kildy)

cx min{1, [y|*} K (dy)

2 cpmin{1, [y|?}
N % | e(e) = ol +9) = (e —y) K(dy)

and Lrp(x) — Lp(z) pointwise for all z € R™. We want to apply Vi-
tali’s Convergence Theorem (Theorem to gr = urpLyp which satis-
fies gr(z) — g(x) = u(x)Lo(z) for a.e. = € R?, and gi,g € L'(R") by
Lemma (with bounds independent of k € N).
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Observe that, on the one hand, we have by Lemma [2.2.11
()] = |u(z) Lrp(z)| < C(1+ Z|*7E)(1+]z]) " < C forall ze€R",

for some constant C' independent of k. That is, condition (2.2.34]) holds,
since ug L@ is uniformly bounded.

On the other hand, and again thanks to Lemma we also have
that

[oml<e [ (el <00 rany v >0,
R"\ B, R"\ B,

and some C' independent of k. That is, condition (2.2.35)) also holds.

Hence, we can apply Theorem to the sequence g to deduce that
gr — g in L*(R™) and (2.2.36)) is satisfied, as we wanted to see. O

2.3. Maximum principle

Super- and subsolutions to equations of the form Lu = 0 satisfy a maximum
principle and a comparison principle.

As for the classical case of the Laplacian —A, the maximum principle
essentially relies on the fact that Lu(z,) > 0 whenever u has a maximum
at z,. For local equations this is true for any local maximum, while in the
nonlocal setting this is only true when u has a global maximum at z,. In this
case, the inequality Lu(z,) > 0 follows simply from the integral expression
of £ and the fact that u(z,) > u(z, = y) for anyﬁ y € R™

The previous considerations work when u is regular enough, so that Lu
can be evaluated (see Lemma. In the following, we first show how the
proof for strong solutions works, and then we prove the maximum principle
for weak solutions, and for continuous distributional solutions as well.

2.3.1. Maximum principle for strong solutions. We start by proving
the maximum principle and its consequences for strong solutions with gen-
eral integro-differential operators. The proofs here follow similarly to those
for the fractional Laplacian (see Section .

Lemma 2.3.1 (Maximum Principle for strong solutions). Let s € (0,1) and
L € B\ A). Let Q C R™ be any bounded open set, and u € C*57(Q) N

loc

C(Q) NLL__(R™) for some e > 0. Let us assume that
Lu > 0 m £,
u > 0 in R™\ Q.
Then, u > 0 in R™.

LBWhen K > 0 in R™, such argument already yields a strong maximum principle, since one
has Lu(xo) > 0 unless u is constant. However, for £ € &4(\, A), the strong maximum principle
turns out to be more delicate, see subsection
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Proof. Let us suppose that it is not true, and that infgn u = u(z,) < 0 for
some z, € Q (which is achieved inside 2 by continuity of u and the fact that
u>0in R"\ Q).

Since K # 0, there exists some e € S*~! and ¢ > 0 such that

(2.3.1) / K(dy) > 0
Ba/2(‘5e)

(in other words, take ce € supp(K)).

Since z, € {2 is a minimum,

Lu(zo) = P.V./ (u(wo) — u(zo + y)) K (dy) < 0.

n

Now, if Lu(zs) < 0, we get a contradiction. Otherwise, from (2.3.1) there
exists some r1 € T, + B, /a(ce) such that u(r1) = u(x.) < 0. In particular,
z1 € Q and Lu(zy) < 0.

We continue recursively: either Lu(x;) < 0 and we get a contradiction,
or we can find z2 € w1 + B.s(ce) such that u(z2) = u(w.) < 0. After
finitely many steps, we will get either a point x; € Q such that Lu(z;) < 0,
or z; € Q (since Q) is bounded), in both cases getting a contradiction. [

As a consequence we obtain the comparison principle for strong solu-
tions.

Corollary 2.3.2 (Comparison Principle for strong solutions). Let s € (0,1)
and let L € B4(A\,A). Let Q@ C R™ be any bounded open set, and let uy,us €

CETEQ) N C(Q) NLE__(R™) for some e > 0. Let us assume that

loc 2s—e

[/LLl > ,CUQ m Q,
U > Us in R™\ Q.

Then ui > ug in R™.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Lemma [2.3.1] applied to w :=
Ul — ug. O

As a consequence of the previous result we also obtain the uniqueness
of strong solutions, as in Corollary

2.3.2. Maximum principle for weak solutions. Let us now prove the
maximum principle for weak solutions.

Lemma 2.3.3 (Maximum Principle for weak solutions). Let s € (0,1) and
let L€ B4(A\A). Let Q CR™ be any bounded open set, and let u be a weak
supersolution Lu > 0 (see Definition with w > 0 in R™\ Q.

Then, u > 0 in R™.



2.3. Maximum principle 89

Proof. By the definition of a weak supersolution we know that (recall
(2.2.15)))
(u, )k 20,

for all p € H*(R™) with ¢ = 0in R\ and ¢ > 0 in R™. Let us denote u =
ut —u~ where vt = max{u,0} and v~ = max{—u, 0} are the positive and
negative parts of u respectively. Take ¢(z) = u™ (z), which by assumption
satisfies v~ () = 0 in R™ \ Q. Moreover, since |a~ — b~ | < |a — b| (recall
Definition [2.2.18))

[ ey =< (u™ u7 )k = (uu" )k < (u,u) 0 < oo,

where we have used Lemma [2.2.17| and that u satisfies (2.2.21]).

Using now (u™(x) —u™(2)) (u™(z) —u (2)) <0, gives
0< —(u, /n Rn\u T4y —u \Kdy

In particular, for a.e. y € supp(K) and for a.e. z € R", u (x) =
u” (z +y). Since K # 0 (and K # dp) and u~ = 0 in R™ \ Q, this implies
u~ =0 in R™ and hence u > 0 in R", as we wanted to see. O

We also obtain the comparison principle:

Corollary 2.3.4 (Comparison Principle for weak solutions). Let s € (0,1)
and let L € B4(\,A). Let Q C R™ be any bounded open set, and let u; and
us be such that
Lu; > Lus m €,
{ U1 U9 in R™\ Q,

i the weak sense. Then ui; > ug tn R™.

v

Proof. Follows from Lemma [2.3.3| applied to w := u; — us. ([

Again, from the previous result we obtain the uniqueness of weak solu-
tions.

2.3.3. Maximum principle for continuous distributional solutions.
Finally, let us prove a maximum principle for distributional solutions. In
this case, we need to add the condition that the functions are continuous up
to the boundary of the domain:

Lemma 2.3.5 (Maximum Principle for distributional solutions). Let s €
(0,1) and L € &4(\,A). Let Q@ C R™ be any bounded open set, and u be a
supersolution in the distributional sense Lu > 0 (see Deﬁnition with
u >0 in R*\ Q. Let us assume, moreover, that u € C(Q). Then u > 0
in R™.
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Proof. Let us argue by contradiction, and let us assume that u < 0 some-
where in Q. Let —A = mingequ(z) < 0, and let Q4 = {z € Q : u(x) <
—A/2}. Then Q4 CC Q2 and dist(Q4,R™\ Q) =: 4 > 0 (since u is continu-
ous).

Let ¢ € C2°(Bi) be a mollifier (¢p > 0, [p. ¢ = 1), and let ¢ () =
e ™p(z/e) be its rescalings. Then, choose ¢ < d4 such that mingecqu. <
—5A/6, and u. > —3A/4 in R"\ Q4 where ue = ux*1p.. Then u. is a function
such that v, > —3A/4 in R™ \ Q4, Lu. > 0 in Q4 (by Lemma , but
u < —5A/6 somewhere in 4. Since now wu. is smooth, this contradicts

the maximum principle for strong solutions, Lemma [2.3.1} applied to u. —
3A/4. O

Remark 2.3.6. As we will see in Section when f € LP and p > 2,
distributional solutions are Holder continuous in ), so in that case the as-

sumption u € C'(£2) is a condition only on the boundary 9f).

Remark 2.3.7. The continuity assumption in Q is very important, other-
wise there are distributional solutions like

u(z) = (1 - ]w\Q)ifl in R"
which satisfy (—A)*u = 0in B; and v = 0 in R™ \ By, but u # 0. In this
case, u is a distributional solution (in the relaxed sense of Remark
u € LY(R™)), but u ¢ H*(R™), so it is not a weak solution in Bj.

The previous function u is analogous to the solution u = yq for s = 1,
which satisfies Au = 0 inside 2, u = 0 on 0f2, but u # 0 in Q.

Again we have a comparison principle as well:

Corollary 2.3.8 (Comparison Principle for distributional solutions). Let
s €(0,1) and L € &5(\,A). Let Q@ C R™ be any bounded open set, and let
uy and us be such that
Lu; > Lus m €,
Uy > U9 in R™\ Q,

in the distributional sense. Assume, moreover, that uy,us € C(Q). Then,
uy > uy in R™.

Proof. Follows as the proof of Corollary [2.3.4] O

2.3.4. L°° bounds. As a direct consequence of the maximum principle for
weak solutions, and by means of a barrier argument, we next prove an L™
bound for solutions to the Dirichlet problem with bounded right-hand side:

Lemma 2.3.9. Lets € (0,1) and L € &4(\, A). Let Q C R™ be any bounded
open set, f € L>®(), and g € L>*(R™\ ).
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Let u be a weak solution to

Lu = f m €,
u =g in R™\ Q.

Then, v € L*(Q2) with
[ull oo (@) < llgllzoe@m\@) + Cllf Lo (@)
for some constant C depending only on n, s, A\, A, and diam(2).
In order to prove it, we use the following simple barrier:

Lemma 2.3.10. Let s € (0,1) and £ € B4(A\,A). Let Q@ C R" be any
bounded open set. Then, there ezists a function w € CZ°(R™) such that

Lw > 1 mn Q,
w > 0 in R™\ Q,
w < C mn Q,

for some constant C' depending only on A\, A, n, s, and diam(2).

Proof. Let Bgr be any large ball such that 2 C Bg, and let
n(x) = (M? —[f?)
with M = 3R. Observe that, for each x € Br, we will have
2n(z) —n(z +y) —nlz —y) > [y[> for [yl < 2R,
while
2(x) —n@+y)—nl@-y) >0 for [y[>2R,
since || < R and |z +y| > R. Therefore,

1
Cn@) > - / WK (dy) > ¢ > 0,
2 Baogr

where we have used the lower bound ([2.1.26)) on ellipticity. The constant ¢
depends only on A, n, s, and R, which in turn can be taken to be (after a
translation) R = 2 diam(2).

Hence, by taking w = %77, we obtain the desired result, with C' = % O

Thanks to the previous barrier and by the comparison principle, we
obtain:

Proof of Lemma 2.3.9. Let v(z) = ||g]|eo@m\0) + || f]| oo (w (), where
w is given by Lemma [2.3.10] Then, we clearly have Lu < Lv in Q, and
g <wvin R™\ Q. Thus, by the comparison principle, Corollary we have
u < v in Q, and in particular, u < ||g[| Lo mm\0) + Cl fll oo () in Q.
Applying the same argument to —u, the result follows. g
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More generally, when f € LP(Q) with p > 5 and g € L5;__(R" \ ), we
also have an L*° bound for weak solutions.

Proposition 2.3.11 (L* bound with LP right-hand side). Let s € (0,1)
and L € B4\, A). Let Q C R™ be any bounded open set, f € LP(Q) for
some 5= < p < oo withp > 1, and g € L3;__(R™) for some € > 0 satisfying

(2.2.21: . Let u be a weak solution of

Lu = f in €,
u = g in R™\ Q.

Then, u € L*(Q2) with

ey < € (gl

2s5—¢

®n) + ||f||LP(Q)> :

for some constant C' depending only on n, s, X\, A, p, €, and diam(f).

We first prove the following intermediate lemma:
Lemma 2.3.12. Let T > 0 and 8 > 1. Then,
afa - b@b)z < (1+48)%(a—0b)(a2a—b2b) forall abeR,
where we denote ap := min{|a|,T} for any a € R.

Proof. Let f(t) := tgt, which satisfies f5(t) = T8 if |t| > T and fp(t) =
(B4 1)[t|? if |t| < T. In particular
(2.3.2) th < fh(t) < (B+1)t5.
Using now
b 2 b
st = £ = ([ fs0ae) <ta=ol| [ (roar

Together with (2.3.2) we get
b
[ s
a

|[f5(a) = [0 < (B+1)*|a — 0]

= (B4 1)*la —bl[ fap(a) = fa5(b)],
which is the desired inequality. (I

We can now give the proof of the L> bound with LP right-hand side:

Proof of Proposition [2.3.11] Let us assume, for notational simplicity only,
that K(dy) = K(y)dy. Let R > 0 such that Q C B/, (after a translation
we can take R = diam(€2)). Let us then consider

g1 = gXR\Bg and g2 =9 — g1 = gXBx-
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In particular, [|£g1|[z=0) < Cllgllzge__®n) by Lemma m If we define
u1 = u — g1, then uy satisfies

Luy = h in €,
U = g in R"\Q

in the weak sense (notice that since g satisfies (2.2.21), we have that g9

satisfies (2.2.21)) as well), where h = f — Lgi is such that ||h|[zs) <
[fllze) + Cllgllge__mn), and [[g2]| e ®n) < CllgllLge__mn\0)- Observe that
u = uq in .

Let us split u; = v + w with v a solution to

Ly = h in €,
v =0 in R™\Q.

given by Theorem (together with Remark for the case n < 2s),
and w = u —v. By Lemma we already have an L> bound for w (since
Lw =01in  and w = g9 is bounded in R™ \ ), so let us find an L*> bound
for v as well. After dividing by a constant and rescaling the domain, we can
assume that

(2.3.3) hllproy <1 and Q] < 1.

Let 5 > 0, T > 1, and let us denote vp := min{|v|,T}, so that by
Lemma [2.3.12| for all z,z € R™,

o5 (z)v(z) — vh(2)v(z)|?

(1+5)?
Thus, integrating against K (dy) dx with z = z + y we get

Hlﬁz/n/n [0 (@)o(z) = vi(x + y)o(z +y)|* K(dy) de <
// )= v(@+y) (07 @) — o (@ + y)o(z +y)) K(dy) do.

Since v € H*(R™) with v = 0 in R™ \ Q, we have v%’gv € H*(R") with
v%ﬂ v =0in R"\ Q as well. Notice that the second term in the inequality
above is the weak formulation of Lv = h in €, , taking ¢ = v%ﬁ v. On
the other hand, the first term is comparable to [UIB“”]J%F(R”) by Plancherel’s
theorem (see Lemma [2.2.17)). In all, we have

(Vfolny < O+ 9 [ oo

n
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for some constant C' depending only on n, s, and A (and independent of 3).
By the fractional Sobolev inequality, Theorem [2.2.13] and Holder’s inequal-
ity with 1 = l + i,, we have

W7 ollFa() < CL+ BBl o) 7 0]l L

where ¢ = = 25 If we assume that the right-hand side is umformly bounded
in T, we can then let T' 1 co to obtain (recall ( -

”UHB”%q(Q) <C(1+ 5)2”?}1+26HLP'(Q)’

whenever the upper bound is finite. Denoting v = (1 4+ 3)g we can rewrite
the previous inequality as follows (for a possibly different C'):

27 q
lollzr@y < €777 ol 2 Py
P Q)
By Holder’s inequality, we have
2 WP
o 5, < 7R, < (L b

where we have also used that ¢ < 2’yp/ . In all, for any v > gq,

1 g
ol @) < Oy mas {1, oll /oy }

where o = 2%, > 1, since p > 5-. We apply now the previous inequality

recursively, starting with v = ¢: for any m € N,

ol zomagey < €7 (0™a) " max {1, ol] o1 }

Observe that for m = 0 we already have that, since v € H*(R"), by the
fractional Sobolev inequality v € L(2). After dividing by a constant we
can assume ||v||zq(q) < 1 and hence we get that

1 ) Yoot

g | o
HUHL"mq(Q) < HCJZ‘I (0'q)” = (ch g2iz0 0 <,
1=0

for some C' that is independent of m. Letting m — oo, we deduce
vl oo () < C,
which is the desired result. ]

2.4. Interior regularity

We now turn our attention to the interior regularity of solutions of
Lu=f in QCR™

This is a topic that has attracted a lot of attention in the last years; we refer
to [15} 16, [66, 75, 76, 84, (95| 144, 149, 153, 188, 194, 209, 210, 206,
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212, 216] for several interior regularity results under various assumptions
on the kernels.

The strategy to establish interior regularity estimates for general integro-
differential operators L is very different from the one we have used for (—A)?

(cf. Sections |1.8 and [1.10]).

In this section, we will establish the following interior regularity result,
stating that solutions gain 2s derivatives when the kernels are regular (in
the sense of Definition [2.1.22)).

Theorem 2.4.1. Let s € (0,1) and £ € &5(\, A;a) for some o« > 0 such
that 2s + a ¢ N. Let f € C*(By), and let u € L§S__(R™) for some e > 0 be
a distributional solution of

Lu=f in Bj.
Then, u € CE5*(By) with
®n) + HfHCﬂ(Bﬂ)

for some C depending only on n, s, a, €, A\, A, and [L],.

lulgense s, ) < C (Il

2s5—¢

Notice that in Theorem [2.4.1| we need the kernel to have the same degree
of regularity as the right-hand side, [£], < 0o, in order to gain 2s deriva-

tives (recall (2.1.32) and Definition 2.1.22)). Without this assumption, the

estimate is false:

Lemma 2.4.2. Let s € (0,1). There exists L € &4(\,A) with kernel
K(y)dy comparable to the fractional Laplacian, (2.1.21)), and a distribu-
tional solution of Lu =0 in By such that u ¢ C’23+5(B1/2) for any € > 0.

Proof. Let v € L®(R) and £ € ®4(\,A) be the ones constructed in
Lemma [2.2.10, such that v is compactly supported, v = 0 in (—2,2), and

Lo ¢ C*((—3,3)) for any € > 0.

Let u be the solution to
Lu = 0 in (-1,1)

u = v in (=1,1)¢,
and let w = u — v, which satisfies Lw € L>®((—1,1)) and w = 0 in (—1,1)c.
Hence, by Corollary [2.6.11] (which appears later in the book), w € C?(R)
for some 6 > 0. On the other hand, Lw = —Lv ¢ C¢((—1,1)) for any
e > 0, which by Lemma (using that w € C°(R)) means that
w ¢ C?7¢((—1,1)) for any ¢ > 0. Since w = u in (—1,1), we are done. [J

When the right-hand side is in L?, we prove that solutions are C25~"/P,
with no regularity assumption on the kernel.
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Theorem 2.4.3. Let s € (0,1) and L € &4\, A). Let p > 1 satisfying
35 <p <00 and2s— 2 ¢ N Let f € LP(By), and let uw € L3;__(R") for
some € > 0 be a distributional solution of

Lu=f 1in Bj.
Then, u € Czsin/p(Bl) with

loc

&)+ 1 lo(e )
for some C depending only on n, €, p, A\, and A.

lullgas—sn(z, . < € (ulligs

2s5—¢

In particular, when f € L>(Bj), we have that u € C?$(By) except for
s = 5, in which case we have u € C'~¢(By) for any € > 0.

In order to obtain an estimate like the one in Theorem 2.4.1] but without
regularity on the kernel, we must instead require global C'* regularity on u

(rather than just boundedness).

Proposition 2.4.4. Let s € (0,1) and L € &5(A\,A). Let a > 0 such that
2s+a ¢ N. Let f € CY(By), and let u € C*(R™) be a distributional solution

of
Lu=f in Bj.

Then u € C257%(By) with

loc
[ullcestas, ,) < C ([ulloan) + I fllcas)))
for some C depending only on n, s, €, a, X\, and A.

Remark 2.4.5. Thanks to Lemma [2.2.32] the estimates in Theorems|[2.4.1
and (for p > ni’és and n > 2s) and Proposition hold for weak

solutions, too.

Remark 2.4.6. In Theorem we obtain C?*T¢ interior regularity es-
timates by imposing a-regularity on the kernel of the operator, whereas
in Proposition [2.4.4] we do so by imposing C'* global regularity of the so-
lution. Ome could also obtain the interpolating statements, in which the
C?5t2 interior regularity is attained by imposing C” global regularity of
the solution and («a — «y)-regularity on the kernel, for some v € (0, ) (cf.
Proposition .

The proofs of Theorems and Proposition that we
present here are based on the ideas of [102), 194, 218], and will follow

by a contradiction and a blow-up argument, combined with a Liouville the-
orem for £. In order to prove the Liouville theorem, moreover, we need first
to introduce the heat kernel for an operator £ € &4(\, A) and describe some
of its properties. We do so in the following.
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2.4.1. Heat kernel. The heat kernel for an operator £ is the fundamental
solution to the corresponding heat equation in the Euclidean space R™. That
is, a function p(t,z) : (0,00) x R™ — R such that, for any ¢ € C°(R"),

O(t, x) := [p(t, ) * ¢)(x)
satisfies (cf. Section [1.4)):

(2.4.1) 0P+ LP = 0 in (0,00) x R"
o ®(0,z) = ¢(x) for z e R",
where ®(0,-) = lim; o ®(¢,-) is understood as a uniform limit. Formally,
p(t, x) satisfies
op+Lp = 0 in (0,00) x R”
p(0,z) = do for x € R",

where dg denotes the Dirac delta at 0. In subsection [2.1.2] we referred to p
as the Markov transition function associated to a Lévy process with infini-

tesimal generator £; see ([2.1.9).
Lemma 2.4.7. Let L € &4(\, A) with Fourier symbol A, and let
B(t, &) = e .
Then p(t,x) := F~L(p(t,€))(x) is the heat kernel for L, that is, ([2.4.1]) holds.
Moreover, for all t > 0,
(242)  p(tx) >0, / p(t.x)de =1, |[Vap(L,)|p@n < Ci.
for some C1 that depends only onn, s, A\, and A. In addition, for any é > 0,
(2.4.3) / |22 Op(1,2) dz < Cy

for some Cs that depends only onn, s, 0, A, and A.

Proof. Notice that p(t,&) = e¥(©) where U(¢) = —tA(€) is of the form

(2.1.3)). In particular, by Remark we necessarily have that p(t,x) is
a probability measure, for each ¢ > 0 (and p(0,dr) = do(dz)), so p > 0
and [, p(t,x)dz = 1. (Alternatively, from Proposition et <

H(t,€) < e M and hence Jgn p(t, ) dz = p(t,0) = 1.)
The expression ([2.4.1) in the Fourier space is

Fp(t, )p(€) + A(&)p(t, §)p(€) = 0,

which holds for p(t,&) = e *4€), Since ¢ € CX(R™), the first equation
in (2.4.1) holds. On the other hand, since p(¢,£) — 1 as t | 0, we have
p(t,x) — dp and the second equation also holds.
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For the last expression in , notice that p(¢,£) < e~tME* for some
A > 0 depending only on n, s, A, and A (since £ € (A, A), see Proposi-
tion. In particular, p(1,¢) has an exponential decay for & — oo, which
implies that p is smooth with

[Vap(L, )| Loern) < C1
for some Cy that depends only on n, s, A, and A.

Finally, let us show (2.4.3)). To do that, let n be a fixed radial cut-off
function such that n € C*°(R"), 0 < n < 1,7 = 11in By and n = 0 in
R™\ By. We define, for any R > 1 fixed,

p(x) == (1+|a|*)**n(z/R),
and for any p > 1,
po() == p > p(px) = (p7° + |2[*)* " Pn(pz/ R),

Then, we have

P
D%l < €1+ BIVAl(54, 018, 0

2
P 2
+ ﬁHD 77||L<>o(BQ,,/R\Bp/R)>7
for some C' depending only on n, s, and J§, and where we are using that
(p=2 4 |x|>)*=9/2 is smooth in By \ By. Now notice that
_ 12 _ e P
||v77”L°°(ng/R\Bp/R) = ||D 77HL00(32p/R\Bp/R) =0 if E > 1,
(since 7 is supported in Bj), and hence we actually have

||SOP”CQ(BQ\B1) S C?

for some C' depending only on n, s, and ¢ (and 7, but it is fixed universally).
On the other hand, by definition we also have that

lepllig_,,,@m <G

for some C depending only on n, s, and . Hence, we can apply Lemma[2.2.4]
to deduce that

1@l Lo (B2 0\Bs,0) < O for any L € B4(A,A),
for some C' depending only on n, s, d, A, and A. In particular, by the scale
invariance of the class &4(\, A), Remark [2.1.19] we have that for any p > 1,
‘£90| < Opits in B?p/4 \ B5p/4‘

Together with the fact that, again by Lemma |Lo] < C in Ba, we
deduce that
1Ll Loo@ny < C,
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for some C' depending only on n, s, §, A, and A (in particular, it is indepen-
dent of R). We can now compute, by m together with Remark [2.2.31

/ 875 *QD dt‘
/\E ) * ]| dt

/u) « (Lo)| dt

SC//p(t,y)dydt=C,
0 n

where we have also used that p(¢,x) is a probability density for each ¢ > 0.
Hence, since ¢ is radially symmetric, in particular we obtain

(b1 +£)(0) = [ pl1,a)pla) o <[p0)] + C =1+ C.

Since the constants are independent of R, we can now let R — oo in the
definition of ¢ to obtain the desired result, with Co =1+ C. O

Ip(1,) o —¢| =

Remark 2.4.8. The previous lemma, and in particular , gives an
integral decay for the heat kernel p(1,x). Under the extra assumption that
the kernel K of the operator £ is absolutely continuous and comparable to
the one of fractional Laplacian,

(2.4.4) K@) =y ™% in R,

then in fact we have a pointwise decay for p, namely

t
tn-Q‘—SZS + ’$|n+2s

Indeed, assume for simplicity that K is in addition homogeneous, (2.1.30)-
(2.1.31)). Then, we have

(2.4.5) p(t,z) < in R" x (0,00).

(2.4.6) p(t,z) = t_%p(l,t_im) forall t>0, z € R"
On the other hand, for any f € C(R™\ {0}) ,

f@)K(x)de = —Lf(0) = |,_y(p(t, )  £)(0)
=lim— [ p(t,z)f(z)dz,
Rn
and from , for any set A C R™ with 0 ¢ A,

/K(w) dx = lim R"”S/p(l,Rx)dx.
A A

R—o00
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Now, heuristically, since (2.4.4]) holds, the previous equality should imply a
pointwise asymptotic bound for p(1,z) of the form p(1, ) ~ |z|7"72 when
|z| is large. That is, we should have a bound of the form

1
1+ |$”I’L+287

which implies (2.4.5)). We refer to [57] for an actual proof of (2.4.5)) for all
operators L satisfying (2.4.4)).

Finally, notice that, when n > 2s, this bound for the heat kernel also
yields sharp bounds for the fundamental solution I' of the operator £ (i.e.,
LT = dy), which can be obtained by integrating in time the heat kernel (cf.

second proof of Lemma |1.4.2)):
o
M) = [ plta) = o,
0
where we have used (2.4.5)).

2.4.2. Liouville’s theorem. Let us start by stating and proving Liou-
ville’s theorem for globally bounded solutions to integro-differential equa-
tions Lu = 0.

p(l,z) <

Theorem 2.4.9 (Liouville’s Theorem). Let s € (0,1) and L € &4(\ A).
Let u € L>®(R™) be a distributional solution to

Lu=0 1 R"™

Then, u is constant.

Proof. We will show that w is continuous, with a (Ho6lder) modulus of
continuity that depends only on the ellipticity constants of £. Since the
class B4(A, A) is invariant under scaling, this will imply that u is in fact
constant. Up to dividing by a constant, let us assume |u| < 1 in R".

Let R > 1 and let us define ug(r) := u(Rx). Observe that ||u||pemn) =
|urllgoo®ny < 1, and that

Lrup =0 in R"

in the distributional sense, where Lp is an operator of the form
with kernel Kp given by Kgr(dy) = R*K(Rdy) (where K is the kernel
of £; see Remark [2.1.19), and hence Lr € &4(X, A). In particular, thanks
to Lemma the corresponding heat kernel, pg, satisfies

[Vapr(L, )| peo@n) < C

for some C' independent of R.
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Observe now that ur = pr(1,-) * ur. Indeed, by (2.4.1) (which holds
here by density) together with Lemma [2.2.30| (see Remark [2.2.31]) we get:

1 1
up — pr(1,-) *ur = —/0 O [pr(t,-) * ug] dt = /0 L[pr(t,-) * ug] dt = 0.

Now, given z, 2’ € R"™ we have, for any M > 0 (denoting pr(z) := pgr(1, 2)),
unte) ~ un)| = [ (onle = ) = pale’ =) unto)

<CM"|z —2'|+C (pr(y) + pr(z" —z +y)) dy,
ly|>M

where we have used pr > 0, [ug| < 1in R", and [|Voprl|pe@mn) < C inde-
pendently of R. Now, by (2.4.3), [5. pr(z)dr < MO—2s I e 2|25 0pp(z) dz <
M M

CM?%=25 for some C depending only on n, s, §, A, and A, but independent
of the operator Lg.

Fix now M = |z — x’fi so that

1
[un(z) = ur(@)| < C (I = /1% + Ipallp (5,085, 0r-a)) ) < Cla =],

with v > 0. Hence, rescaling back to u, we get

AL /
, r—z | — 2|7
fu(z) - u(a)| < € okl

for any x, 2’ € R™. Letting R — oo we deduce u is constant. ([l

2.4.3. A compactness argument. Let us state some useful preliminary
results on the compactness argument to prove the interior regularity esti-
mate.

In the following statement we prove a quantitative estimate for solutions
in very large balls. It can be a seen as a quantitative version of Liouville’s
theorem.

Proposition 2.4.10. Let s € (0,1), 6 > 0, and L € &4(\,A). Let « > 0
with 2s + o ¢ N, and let u € C2T*(R™) N LL__(R™) for some € > 0, with

loc 2s—¢

[u] costamny < 1 and
Lu=f in By
for some f € C%(Bys) such that [f]ca(Bl/é) <.
Then, for every e, > 0 there exists 0o > 0 depending only on €., n, s,
a, €, A, and A, such that if 6 < do,
v —dqllev(B,) < o,

where q is the Taylor polynomial of u at 0 of degree v := |2s + a].
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In the proof, we will use incremental quotients on functions f : R™ — R
(see Section in Appendix . That is, for h € R™ we define the first
order incremental quotient Dy f as

x+h)— f(x
Dy oy o L) ()
|
More generally, we define the m-th order incremental quotient D} f recur-

rently as

D} f(x) = DA(D~ () sz( )1t i)

Among other properties, we will use that if f € C™ }(R™) and D" f is con-
stant for any h € R"™, then f is a polynomial of degree m, see Lemma[A.2.1]

Proof of Proposition [2.4.10| Let us argue by contradiction, i.e., let us
assume that the statement does not hold. That is, there exists some &, >
0 such that for any £ € N, there are u; € C’isja(R”) N L3S __(R™) with
[Uk]02$+a(Rn) < 1, fr € C*(By) with [fk]ca (By) < E’ and Ly € B4(\A)
such that

Lyug = fr, in By
but

|ur — arllev () = o,
where g is the Taylor polynomial of u; at 0 of order v. If we denote
v = U — q, we have
(2.4.7) vk(0) = [V (0)] = - -- = [D"v (0) = 0,

and by assumption, up to a subsequence, we know that v, — v in CJ/_(R")

for some v with [v]c2sta@ny < 1 (by Arzela-Ascoli), and satisfying (2.4.7)
as well as [[v]|cv(p,) = o

We now look for an equation satisfied by the limiting function v. Let us
define, for a fixed h € R"” and m := [a],
Vi := || Dy g = |W)" T D ey, By o= (R D) f,
with || Fg||Leo(p,) < %\h|°‘ (see, for example, Lemma . Observe that,
by linearity and translation invariance of the operators Ly, since v > m — 1,
Ly Vi = |h|”+1*mD}VL+1_ka — 0 locally uniformly in R".

On the other hand, and by assumption, we have ||[Vi|oo@n) < C|h[*T®

and [Vi]c2stamny < C(v) (again by Lemma [A.2.2)). That is, up to a sub-
sequence and thanks to Proposition [2.2.36] V} is converging as k — oo to

some bounded V € C2t%(R") such that
LV =0 in R"
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for some £ € B4(A\,A). By Liouville’s theorem, Theorem V is con-
stant. Observe that from the C},. convergence v, — v, we have that
vV = |h!”+1DZ+1v is constant for every h, and by Lemma we have
that v is a polynomial of degree v + 1. But, since [v]cesta@n)y < 1 and
2s + a < v+ 1, we must have that v is a polynomial of degree v. Be-
cause it satisfies , it must be v = 0, which is a contradiction with
”UHCV(Bl) > e > 0. O

We also need an analogous result for distributional solutions when the
right hand side is in L?:

Proposition 2.4.11. Let s € (0,1), § > 0, and L € &5(\,A). Let p > 1
and 35 <p < oo with 2s — 2 ¢ N, and let u € Cﬁ)sc_n/p(R”) NLE__(R™) for
some € > 0, with [u]cos—n/pgny < 1 and

Lu=f in By

in the distributional sense, for some f € LP(Bys) such that || f||Le s, ;) < 0.

Then, for every e, > 0 there exist §o > 0 depending only on &5, n, s, p,
g, A\, and A, such that if § < do,

v —qllev s,y < €0,

where q is the Taylor polynomial of u at 0 of degree v := |2s —n/p].

Proof. The proof is analogous to the proof of Proposition [2.4.10] In this
case we take m = 0 (so D)f = f) and we observe that by the proper-
ties of distributional solutions, if Lpur = fr in the distributional sense,
then LV = \h|”+1D,’;+1 fr in the distributional sense as well, where V, =
|h|”+1DZ+1vk is converging locally uniformly to some V' € c* b (R™). Now
we have DZH fi = 0locally in LP for p > 1, and this is enough to apply the
stability result for distributional solutions, Proposition and conclude
the proof as in Proposition [2.4.10 O

We will also need the following general lemma that provides a blow-up
sequence:

Lemma 2.4.12. Let pp > 0 with p ¢ Z, let S : C*(R™) — Rx>o, and let
6 > 0. Then,

(i) either we have
[uon(s, ) < Olulen@ny + Cs(ull oo,y + S(u))

for all w € CH(R™), for some Cs depending only on u, S, and 0,
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(it) or there is a sequence uy, € C*(R™), with
S(ux)

2.4.8 -
(248) [uk]cn(B, )

— 0,

and there are r, — 0, T € By )y, such that if we define
(2.4.9) op(a) = Ll T D)
7y, [kl o ey
and we denote by py the v-th order Taylor polynomial of vy at 0, then

)
vk — prllev(my) > 3
for k large enough, where v = | p].

Proof. Assume does not hold, and let u = v + 3, where v € Z and
B € (0,1). Then, there is a sequence uy € C*(R"™) such that
[ur]cn(B, ) = Olur]onny + k([ukll Lo (sy) + S(ur))-

Such sequence clearly satisfies (2.4.8) (with rate %) Let zy,yx € By/o be

such that
‘D”uk(xk) — D”uk(yk)‘

|z — yil®

1
2 S lurlon(s, o)-

Then, we claim that
r = |zr — ye| — 0.

Indeed, if r,f >4e >0 for all k € N, with ¢ <« 1, then

1[ | 20upllevp, ) Elurlon(s, ) + Cellurlles, )
g MO B) = g B ry ’

where we used the interpolation inequality in Proposition Now, since
HukHLoo(Bl/2) < %[uk]cu(Bl/Q), the previous inequality yields
11 c
2 = 4 dek’
a contradiction if k is large enough. Thus, rx — 0 as k — oo, as wanted.
Define now vy as in (which clearly satisfies [vg]on®ny = 1), and

let pi be the Taylor polynomials of order v, so that wy := vy — py satisfies
wi(0) = ... = |D"wy(0)| = 0. If we let

Tk — Yk
2p =
Tk

€ 0B,

we have

1
DY — DV 5|
| D" wy(z1,)] = | Uk(;k) ()| > 21Ulon(y) > i
7 [Uk]on @n) [u]onmn) 2

and the lemma follows. O
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2.4.4. Proof of the interior estimates. Before proving Theorem [2.4.1
let us first show the following intermediate result. Notice that the following
statement is close to our desired estimate: if we could let § | 0 and Cjy
remained constant, we would prove the regularity for u. Alternatively, if we
could take the Holder norm on the right-hand side in By /; instead of R", we
would also be done by taking ¢ small enough. As we will see, this statement
is easier to prove and will still yield Theorem [2.4.1] as a consequence.

Proposition 2.4.13. Let s € (0,1), £ € &5(\,A), and u € C°(R™). Then,
the following holds.

(i) Let o > 0 with 2s + « ¢ N. Then, for any 6 > 0 there exists Cs such
that
[u]czsta(B, ) < Olulc2stag@ny + Cs (ull oo () + [Lulcacsy)) »

where Cs depends only on §, n, s, a, A\, and A.

(ii) Let p > 1 with 5= < p < co. Then, for any 6 > 0 there exists Cs such
that

[ulces—nrv(B, ) < O] czs—n/p@ny + Cs ([[ull oo (y) + N1 Lull Lo (By)) »

where Cs depends only on §, n, s, p, A, and A.

Proof. Let us start with part We use Lemma [2.4.12| with y = 25 + «
and

s otherwise,

S(w) = { infzes, (a0 [Lw]ca(p,) if we CPR"),

so that the mapping S : C*(R™) — R>( depends only on n, s, a, A, and A.
Thus, either Lemma holds, in which case we are done, or there
exists a sequence u, € C°(R") and L € &4(A, A) such that if we denote
fr = Liuy then

[felc(By) _ 28(w)

2.4.10 <
( ) [uk]CQS""C’(Bl/Q) [Uk]cQ.s+a (31/2)

— 0,

and for some z € By s and r; | 0,

ug(ag )
’Uk»(ZL‘) T 254«
T’k [uk]023+a (Rn)

satisfies

0
(2.4.11) Hvk _pkHC"(Bl) > 5,
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where py, is the v-th order Taylor polynomial of vy at 0. Then, there exists
L € B4(A, A) such that

fr(wg + 732
T? {Uk]cQs#—a(Rn)
(see Remark [2.1.19) so that, from ([2.4.10)),
[f(zr + Tk')]ca(Bl/(zrk)) < [fk]Ca(Bl)

rg [uk]025+a(Rn) - [Uk]c’Qs«l»a(Rn)

/:'kvk(x) =

[Ekvk]Ca(Bl/(grk)) = — 0,

as k — oo. Since by definition [vg]cwgn) = 1, we have that vy satisfies the
hypotheses of Proposition for any fixed d, > 0, if k£ is large enough.
In particular, taking e, sufficiently small in Proposition [2.4.10| we get a

contradiction with (2.4.11])).
Part follows in the same way, defining

S(w) = { infzeg o |1Lwlzo(ey i we CRRY),

o0 otherwise,

using Proposition instead of Proposition and recalling that

the translation and scale invariance are also true for distributional solutions.

The exponent 2s — 7 comes from the scaling, || fx(zx + rk')||Lp(Bl/(2Tk)) <

vy P el o (o) O

We now have all the tools to prove the interior regularity:

Proof of Theorem [2.4.1l We divide the proof into three steps.

Step 1: By Proposition [2.4.134(i)| for any § > 0 there exists Cs depending
only on §, n, s, a, A\, and A, such that

(2412) [u]czs+a(31/2) é 5[U]C2s+a(Rn) + C(s (HuHLoo(Bl) + [ﬁu]ca(Bl))

for any u € C°(R"™).

Let n € C2°(Bs) such that n = 1 in B, and apply (2.4.12)) to un for any
u € C®(R") N LE__(R™). That is, for any § > 0 there exists some Cs such

2s5—¢
that
[nu]cesta (B, ) < Olnulczsta(sy) + Cs (Inull (s, + [L01w)]cacsy))
for any uw € C*°(R™) N L2__(R™).

Since L(nu) = Lu+ L(u — nu) in B, and v — nu = 0 in Bg, we have
from Lemma (1)| (since £ € B4(\,A; )
[£(w = nu)lca(ny) < Cllu(l = n)llLg

o ®n) < Cllullzge_®n)-
Hence,

[L(nuw)]ca(py) < [Luloapy) + Cllullzge_(®nys
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Figure 2.4.1. Covering of By and B, (z) from

and we get (taking 0 smaller if necessary, thanks to Proposition |A.3.4))

(24.13)  [u]c2sta(p, ) < Olulc2sta(py) + Cs (HUHLS;S(R’L) + [EU]CQ(Bl))
for any uw € C*°(R™) N LY__(R™).

2s5—e
Step 2: In order to deduce the desired estimate from (2.4.13]), we proceed
by a standard interpolation and covering argument (see, for example, [105],
Lemma 2.27 or Theorem 2.20]). Let us consider, for > 0, u ¢ N, the
following weighted norm in a domain @ C R™,
(Wi = sup  (r*wlons, ()
BQT(Z)CQ

where the supremum is taken among all balls such that Ba.(z) C Q with
z€Qandr >0, ie,all z € Qand r < §dist(z,R"\ ). Observe first that,
for some constant C' depending only on n and g,

4. "o < # .
(2 4 14) [’w]u,Q > CB2E2}))CQ (’I” [w]C’“(BT/g(Z))>
Indeed, each B,(z) with Ba,(z) C B; can be covered with N smaller balls
(BT/w(zi))i]\Ll with z; € B,(z) and, since B,(z;) C Bj, we have
27 wlon(B, oz < sup pPlwlons, 4(2)-
ng(f)cBl

(See Figure 2.4.1}) Combining the previous inequality with the fact that
[W]on (B, () < Zf\il[w}cu(&/w(%)) we obtain (2.4.14) after taking a supre-

mumnl.
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Rescaling the estimate (2.4.13)) to any bal]ﬁ B, 4(2) C Bar(2) C By we
have

r\ 2s+a cta
(3) Wlosraqs, e < I ulonsag, o)
+Gs <HUHL§2_E(R”) + TQSM[EU]CQ(BT/Q))

. _(R™) + [Eu]ca(31)> .

Taking the supremum among all balls Bs.(z) C By and using (2.4.14)), we
get,

< Ollsarans, + s (ullegs

[ .
Sl ram, < Olulserasn, + Cs (Ilullig e + [Lulcam,) ) -

Let now 6 > 0 fixed such that 6 < % to obtain

[Weam, < C (il e+ [Lulon(,)

for any u € C®°(R") N L __(R"). Since [U]CQ‘*M(Bl/z) < [ul5g10.B,» and

[ul|c2s+a(p, ) < Clulczsta(s, ) +CllullLe(p, ) (see Proposition [A.3.1), we
deduce that

lulgense sy ) < C (lullzgs ey + [Lulongs,))
for all w € C*(R™) N LE__(R™).
Step 3: Let us now drop the smoothness assumption on u, and let us suppose
that u € L§S__(R™) solves
Lu = f in B1
in the distributional sense. We regularize u by convoluting it with a smooth
mollifier. That is, let ¢» € C°(By), and let ¥s5(z) := 6 ™p(x/d), so that
Jgn ¥s =1 and ¥5 € C2°(Bs). We define
us = u * YPs.
By Lemma [2.2.30
Lus = [x1ps=:f5 in Bis
in the strong sense (since us € C°°(R™)). Thanks to the previous steps (after
a rescaling and covering argument, to have an estimate in By_g instead of
By), we now have

lusllcasta(p, ) < C <||U5HL§§75(R") + [fé]CQ(Bl,,;))

< C (lullzge_, @ + Uleaea ) -

lwe are using here that if u,(x) := u(rz) then ||U7'||L3075<]R7L) < ||u||L§c7€(Rn> for r < 1,
and that if Lu = f, then there exists some L, € ®s(\, A) such that Lrur(z) = r2®f(rz) (see
Remark [2.1.19)), so that the same estimate applies.
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We are also using that, if u € L __(R™) and f € C%(By), then we have
lusllrse )y < 2lullzge _®n) and [fs]ca(n,_5) < [floa(s,). Letting 6 | 0,
since w is locally bounded, us — u pointwise almost everywhere. More-
over, by Arzela-Ascoli, us — u in C¥ norm (up to a subsequence), with
HUHC25+0¢(31/2) < limsupg ||U5Hc2s+a(Bl/2). Hence, u € C*7*(B ;) and we

get the desired estimate. ([l
Now, minor modifications of the previous proof allow us to show:

Proof of Theorem [2.4.3]l The proof follows in the same way as that of
Theorem [2.4.1] (using Proposition [2.4.13|[(ii))) modifying [Step 1] as follows:

using the same notation as in the proof of Theorem [2.4.1] we now have
(thanks to Lemma [2.2.4)):

1£(u = mu)ll oo (B, 4) < Cllullzg_ @n)-

2s5—¢

The result is now obtained in the same way as done in the proof of Theo-

rem 2411 O

And we also get:

Proof of Proposition The proof is the same as that of Theorem[2.4.1
but in |Step 1| we use Lemma part instead of part O

2.4.5. Liouville’s theorem for solutions with growth. As an imme-
diate consequence of the interior estimates, we obtain Liouville’s theorem
(Theorem [2.4.9) but for solutions that may have some growth (up to a power
2s —¢):

Corollary 2.4.14 (Liouville’s Theorem with growth). Let s € (0,1) and
L e &\ A). Let u € LF(R") for some 3 € [0,2s) be a distributional
solution to

Lu=0 in R".
Then, u(z) =a+b-x, withb=0 if B < 1.

Proof. Let up(z) := “E2 for R > 1. Then

P
[z _ || __ulBx)
FILE Y ™ || RB + |Ral?

< HUHLgO(Rn)-
Loo(Rn)

By Theorem we have for any 3’ < 2s,

[urlce B, ) = R’ 7/8[7“1’]05'(813/2) < Cllull g mny-

Choosing 3 > 3, and letting R — oo, we obtain [U]Cﬂ’(Rn) = 0 and hence

the desired result (if 8 < 1 we can choose ' < 1, and deduce that u is
constant). O
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It is also possible to prove higher-order Liouville theorems for solutions
with polynomial growth. In that case, however, one needs to define a gene-
ralized notion of solution that allows functions with arbitrary (polynomial)
growth; see [75]. See also [6, 131], [96] for the highest level of generality
under which Liouville’s theorem holds for general Lévy operators.

2.4.6. The strong maximum principle. We finish this section by prov-
ing the strong maximum principle for general operators £ € &4(\, A).

Theorem 2.4.15. Let s € (0,1), let L € &5(\,A), and let Q@ C R™ be any
bounded domain. Given the equation

Lu f >0 mn
(24.15) { u 0 in R™\ €,

vl

let us assume that one of the following situations occurs

(a) either u is such that (2.2.21) holds and it satisfies (2.4.15) in the

weak sense for some f € LP(Q) for p > ni’és and n > 2s;

(b) or u € LL__(R*) N C(Q) for some e > 0 satisfies (2.4.15)) in the

distributional sense, for some f € LS (2).

Then, either u > 0 in Q or u =0 in €.

Proof. By the corresponding maximum principles (see Lemmas and
2.3.5) we already know that u > 0 in 2. We now divide the proof into two
steps:

Step 1: Let us assume first that f € LS (2) and u € L$__(R™). Then weak
solutions are distributional (see Lemma and thanks to the interior
regularity estimates from Theorem we have that u € C257¢(Q) for any
e > 0.

Now, if u # 0 in ©Q, the set Q" := {u > 0} N Q is open and nonempty.
We want to show that QT = Q. Suppose that this is not the case: this
means that there exists some B, (y,) C 1 such that for some z, € B, (yo),
u(zo) = 0 and z, € €2 (see Figure [2.4.2]).

We consider the function

o) = (% |z = wel*)
By Lemma (rescaled) we know that there is 5 < 2s such that
L < —c in By(yo) \ Br—y(yo) for some ¢,n>0.
Let 0 < ¢, = min{u(x) : ¢ € By—;(yo)}. We have:

{ u > in Br—y(yo) U BE(Yo)
Lu > L(c) in By (yo) \ Br—y(¥o)-
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{u > 0}

{u =0}

Figure 2.4.2. Graphical representation the setting in the contradic-
tion argument from

By the corresponding comparison principle (since we can choose 8 > s — %,

by Lemma 1 is a weak solutions as well) we have that u > ¢, in R™.
However, if we let x; := (1 —t)zo + ty, for t € [0,1], then u(zp) = 0 and

w(we) > cutp(ay) = e (r? — r*(1 — t)Q)ﬂ > e Pt (2 — t)P,

Since B < 2s, this contradicts the fact that u € C?7¢(Q) for all € > 0.
Hence, Q7 = Q and the result follows.

Step 2: If uw ¢ LS;__(R™) or f ¢ LS (2) and v is a weak solution, we can
define for m € N,
U () := min{u(x), m},
and consider «,, to be the weak solution of
L, = min{l,f} in Q,
Uy = Um in R™\Q,
given by Theorem Observe that we can indeed apply Theorem
since the right-hand side is now bounded and

|um () = um(y)| < u(z) —u(y)| forall z,yeR",

SO (Um, Um) K:0 < (U, u) K0 < 00.

By the maximum principle (Lemma , 0 < Uy < u. Now we can
use the first step for each m € N, and deduce that either #,, > 0 in Q2 for
some m € N (in which case u > 0 in © and we are done), or u,, = 0 in 2 for
all m € N (in which case we would like to deduce that v =0 in ). In such
situation, L, = 0 in  (since 4, > 0 in R™ \ Q) and thus Lu = L4, =0
in Q for all m € N. In particular, 4, minimizes the energy (with
f =0) among functions with the same boundary datum, and we have

(U, Um) K30 < (U Um) K0 < (U, u) K0 < 00.
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We can now apply the monotone convergence theorem letting m — oo
(and using that @, =0 in Q) to deduce that

<uXQca UXQC>K;Q < <u7 u)K;Q-

Since w is the unique minimizer of the energy with prescribed exterior datum
(by Theorem [2.2.24)), we obtain that u = uxgqe and thus v = 0 in 2, as we
wanted to see. ([

Remark 2.4.16. Observe that, contrary to what occurs with the fractional
Laplacian (see Lemma , if u is not strictly positive everywhere in 2
then v = 0 in €2, instead of © = 0 in R™. Indeed, since the kernel K could
vanish in open sets, there are operators £ € B4(\, A) and functions u > 0
such that v =0 in Q, Lu = 0 in £, but u > 0 somewhere in R™ \ Q.

2.5. Equations with r-dependence

The results we have established so far give a quite complete understand-
ing of the interior regularity of solutions to linear and translation invariant
equations of order 2s.

The next very natural question is to understand what happens when
the operators under consideration are not translation invariant, i.e., they
have z-dependence. For this, we have two different classes of operators: in
non-divergence form and in divergence form:

e Non-divergence-form operators are those of the form

L(u,z) =P.V. o (u(z) — u(z +y))K(z,y) dy
1

=3 /n (2u(x) —u(z+y) —u(r — y))K(w,y) dy,

with
K>0 and K(z,y) = K(z,—y) forall z,yeR"

They correspond (in the limiting case s = 1) to operators of the type

L(u,z) = tr(A(z)D*u) = Z a;j(z)0i;u,

1,j=1

and arise naturally when studying fully nonlinear elliptic equations. Equa-
tions involving these operators cannot be studied by using weak solutions
and energy functionals, and instead require the use of viscosity solutions
(see Chapter |3). We can, however, establish a priori interior regularity
estimates (Schauder estimates).
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The kernels we consider, K (z,y) dy, can in general be measures K (z, dy),
that will satisfy (2.1.23)) for each x € R™. In that case, the operators are
given by ((2.5.1)).

e Divergence-form operators, instead, are those of the form

L(u,z) = P.V./ (u(z) — uw(z))K(z,2)dz

n

=P.V. / (u(z) —u(z+y))K(z,z +y)dy,
with
K>0 and K(xz,z) = K(z,z) forall z,z¢cR"

They correspond (in the limiting case s = 1) to operators of the type
n
L(u,z) = div(A(z)Vu) = Z 95 (aij(z)05u),
i,j=1

and arise naturally in the Calculus of Variations. Equations involving
these operators are studied by using weak solutions and integration by
parts, and some results (such as the existence of solutions and maximum
principles) may be established similarly to the ones we proved in this
chapter.

Notice that, as before, the kernel K (x, z) dz could actually be a general
measure K(z,dz). In that case, the previous expressions are given by

52 @52

We refer to the works of Barrios-Figalli-Valdinoci [14], Imbert-Silvestre
[144], Jin-Xiong [149], and Serra [210] for Schauder estimates in non-
divergence form, and to the work of Fall [95] for a Schauder estimate in
divergence form. Here, we will extend these Schauder-type estimates to a
more general class of operators, following the presentation from [106].

2.5.1. Schauder estimates for equations in non-divergence form.
We consider first operators with z-dependence in non-divergence form, that
is, of the type

L(u,x):=P.V. /n (u(z) — u(z +y)) Ko (dy)
—5 [ ul@) ~ ulz + )~ ulw - ) Kuty),

(cf. (2.1.22))) where (K, ),crn is a family of Lévy measures satisfying (2.1.23)
and with ellipticity conditions (2.1.25))-(2.1.26)) uniform in x € R™. Namely,

if for a given x, € R™ we denote L,_ the translation invariant operator with
Lévy measure K, (i.e., the operator with “frozen coefficients”), we consider

(2.5.1)
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in this section operators £ of the form (2.5.1]) such that £, € B4(\,A) for
all x € R™.

Our goal is to prove Schauder-type estimates for such a class of operators.
In order to do that, we require a certain regularity in « of the corresponding
kernels. That is, we need to have, in some integral sense, “Holder continuous
coefficients”: if a € (0, 1] is fixed, we will assume

(2.5.2) / | Ko (dy) — Ky (dy)| < M|z —2'|%p™2,
BQP\BP

for all z,2’ € R™ and all p > 0, and for some M > 0.

As in Theorem [2.4.1 we also need some regularity of each K, in the
y-variable, namely

(2.5.3) sup [Kyzla < M.

zeR"
(Recall (2.1.32)).)

Under the previous assumptions, we then have the following a priori
estimate (see Remark for a discussion on the a priori regularity):

Theorem 2.5.1. Let s € (0,1), and let L be an operator of the form (2.5.1))
with L, € &5(A\,A) for all x € R™. Suppose, moreover, that L satisfies the

regularity assumptions (2.5.2))-(2.5.3) for some a € (0,1] such that 2s + « ¢
N, and M > 0.

Let f € C(By), and let u € CT(By) N LS__(R™) for some & > 0 be

loc 25—¢
any solution of

L(u,x)=f in Bj.
Then,

lulgaasa s, ) < € (lullzge_ ey + 1 fllcoan) )

2s—e

for some C depending only onn, s, a, &, \, A, and M.

Notice that, as in Theorem |2.4.1] we need the kernel to have the same
degree of regularity (in the y variable) as the right-hand side in order to
gain 2s derivatives. As we saw in Lemma [2.4.2] without this assumption,
the previous estimate is false.

Still, for solutions satisfying a global regularity assumption of the type
u € C7(R™), one expects to be able to remove (or at least, weaken) such
an assumption (cf. Proposition . This is what we do in the following
result, which holds under the weaker regularity assumption (in z)

/ ¢d(Kz - Kz’)
B2p\BP

(2.5.4) sup < Mz —2/|*p772%,
[Bley@wn)y<1

$(0)=0
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for all z,2’ € R™ and all p > 0. The expression on the right-hand side
of can be understood as some kind of weighted Kantorovich norm
measuring the distance between the measures K, and K, (see [135), [136]).
Notice that, in the following, no regularity in the y variable is assumed when
a <.

Proposition 2.5.2. Let s € (0,1), v € (0,2s), a € (0, 1] such that 2s+ o ¢
N, and let £ be an operator of the form such that L, € &4(\, A) for
all x € R™. Suppose, moreover, that L satisfies for some M > 0. In
case o >y, assume in addition that sup,ep, [Kela—y < M.

Let f € C%(By), and let u € C?*7%(By) N CY(R™) be any solution of
L(u,x)=f in Bj.
Then

[ullgzstas, p) < C (I fllcas,) + lullov@m)
for some C depending only on n, s, o, v, A\, A, and M.

Notice that the assumption (2.5.4)) is scale invariant, and in case of stable
operators &"(\; A) (of the form (2.1.16])) it is equivalent to

(2.5.5) sup
||¢Hc"/(sn—1)§1

¢ d(Ce — C)

< M|z — 2’|
S§n—1
Moreover, it is the minimal scale-invariant assumption that ensures the prop-
erty

Hﬁmw - EmeLoo( ) < Mz — 332|a(HwHO2S+Q(Bl) + Hme(Rn)),

B34

for all w € C?*7%(B;) N C7(R"), and thus we expect it to be the minimal
assumption under which these Schauder-type estimates hold.

It is interesting to notice that, for a < v, (2.5.4]) allows for completely
singular Lévy measures. For example, one could have operators of the type

(cf. Example [2.1.16)

n

Z ( - a\211(1))5’

i=1
where the directions v; are smooth functions of x satisfying det(v;); # 0.
Notice also that by choosing a < ~, allows us to consider Holder
continuous functions v; (with exponent max{a, a/v}). Such operators are
not covered, for example, by the stronger assumption .

Remark 2.5.3. The estimates we prove in this section are a priori es-
timates, in the sense that we assume the solutions to be C?T%. This is
because for the equations we are considering here, one cannot define weak
nor distributional solutions in general. Still, using the theory of viscosity
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solutions introduced in Chapter|3] one can actually show by a regularization
procedure analogous to the one in Section that the previous estimates
are also valid for viscosity solutions (see, e.g., [100]).

Proof of Theorem [2.5.1 Let us divide the proof into three steps.

Step 1: We start with an initial reduction. By a standard covering argument,
we may prove the estimate in B, /5 instead of By /5, where ro is a small fixed
constant to be chosen later (depending only on n, s, a, €, A, A, and M).
In order to do that, we define uo(z) := u(rox), so that if £ has kernels
K, (dy), and we consider L™ to be the operator with kernels K}°(dy) =
125K, +(ro dy) (which has the same ellipticity constants as K, cf. Re-

mark |2.1.19), then u, satisfies
L7 (o, ) = folz) := 12 f(rox) in By.

If we can now prove the desired estimate for uo,

lollczsta(s, ) < C (Iollzge_ ) + 1 follcagan )

2s—e

we will be done, since

r§5+a HUHC2s+a(BrO/2) < Huo HCQ”O‘(BI/?)

<C (HUoHng,E(Rn) + Hfo||ca(31))
< C (ullzg_, @ + 1 lens) -

In particular, since r, will be fixed universally, this will yield the estimate
in B, /s, and after a covering (and rescaling) argument, in the whole Bj /.

The advantage of this rescaling is that, now, the new operator £ sat-
isfies a new condition with constants depending on 7, (since we have
“expanded” the space by a factor 5 1):

KT (dy) — K’ (d
(2.5.6) sup sup p25/ |5 (dy) P (dy)] < Mrg =: 9,
p>0 z,x’ €ER" B2, \By |l‘ R |
whereas condition (2.5.3)) remains the same (that is, with the same constant);
(2.5.7) sup [K;°]la < M.
T€R?

In all, up to replacing u, £, and f, by uo, £™, and f,, we can assume
without loss of generality that condition (2.5.2) holds with M = § > 0
arbitrarily small, but fixed, that will be chosen universally:
| Ka(dy) — Ko (dy))|

|l — 2’|

<9,

(2.5.8) sup sup pQS/
p>0 z,x’ €ER™ Ba,\By
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Step 2: Let Ly € &4(A\, A;«) be the operator £, corresponding to x = 0.
Then, by the regularity estimates for translation invariant equations, Theo-
rem [2.4.1] we have

||U|\c2s+a(31/4) <C (”UHLOO (Rn) + ||£0U”Ca(31/2)) .

e—c
Moreover, we also have
1Loullcas, ) < N fllcas, ,) + 1£(u; ) = Loulcas, ,)-
We now claim that
(25.9) L)~ Loulloaa g < O (Sullcaeragam) + lullzg: @)
For this, we define, for any = € By, fixed, a new operator
Ry := Ly — Lo,

so that L(u,x) — Lou = Rzu. Observe that R, has kernel R,(dy) :=
K. (dy)— Ko(dy), but it does not belong to B4(\, A) (since it is not positive).
We have, nonetheless, that by assumption (2.5.8) applied with 2’ = 0,

p2$/ |R.(dy)| < dlz|* <8  forall p>0.
B

2p\Bp

In particular, we can apply Lemma (see Remark [2.2.9) and deduce
Rou@)] < 3 (I[ullczrrasy + Iz en)

25—

for any = € By /5, which gives the L> bound on (2.5.9).
On the other hand, given any z1,xs € By, we now want to bound the
difference

[Rayu(@1) = Rapu(2)] < |Rayu(en) = Rayu(@e)| + [Rayulrs) — Reyu(w2)].

For the first term, we use Lemma [2.2.61(i)| (together with Remarks
and [2.2.8) with operator R,, fixed, to deduce

R u(21) = Rayu(z2)] < Clar — of* (3l caesaan) + 2M iz e
We have also used here that, by assumption (2.5.3)), [Rs;]a < 2M.

For the second term, we can define yet another operator

7%5131,352 = Rl”l - Rma
which has kernel Ry, ., (y) := K, (y) — Ku,(y) and satisfies, by (2.5.5),

P [ | Revaaldy)] < s =
B2,\ B,y

Thus, we can apply again Lemma and Remark to deduce

’R$1u(w2) - Rmzu($2)‘ = ’Rwl,wzu(x2)|
< C6lwr — zo|*(lull g2sta(my) + ullLge__(®n))-

2s5—¢
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Putting everything together, we have obtained (2.5.9)), where ¢ can still
be chosen.

Step 3: In all, we have shown

lullgzsta(p, ) < C (5||U||c2s+a(31) +JullLge (mny + Hf||0a(31/2))

2s—e

for all u € C*7*(By) N L3S (R™), where L(u,-) = f. We now choose &
sufficiently small (depending only on n, s, a, €, A, A, and M) so that we
can repeat the argument in of the proof of Theorem m (on page
, to deduce that (after a covering argument)

2s—e

&+ oo )
for all u € C?5+%(By) N LL__(R™), where L(u,-) = f.

2s—¢

From this proves the estimate in a universally small ball B, ,
and after a further covering and rescaling, this shows the desired result. [J

lullgzerap, ) < € (Ilullogs

To prove Proposition [2.5.2| we need the following.

Lemma 2.5.4. Let s € (0,1), a € (0,1], and v € (0,2s). Let L1,Ls €
&s(A\, A), with Lévy measures K1, Ks, be such that

/ o (K1 — Ks)
B2P\BP

for some § > 0. In case o > vy, assume in addition that [L;la—y < M for
i1 =1,2, and some M > 0.

Then, if w € C**%(By) N CY(R") we have
(2.5.11) H(’Cl - ‘Cz)wHLOO(Bl/Q) S C@(Hw|’023+a(31) + ['U)]C'y(Rn))

(2.5.10) sup
[#lor mny <1
#(0)=0

< hpr=2s forall p>0,

as well as
(2.5.12)

(L1 = L2)0] g, ) < {

The constant C' depends only on n, s, a, and .

CO(l|lwllc2st+a(py) + [W]ovwn)) if a<n~y
C(O|wllcastam) + Mwlovwny) — if a>7.

Proof. We denote
R = L‘l — £2.

We divide the proof into four steps.

Step 1: We first prove an L* bound for Rw, (2.5.11f). Dividing by a constant
if necessary, we may assume ||wl|ces+a(p,) + [w]cv@n) < 1, and by taking o
smaller if necessary, we may also assume 2s + a < 2 and 2s + « # 1.



2.5. Equations with x-dependence 119

Let 2o € By jp. Taking ¢(y) = 2w(wo) —w(wo +y) —w(ws —y) in (2.5.10),
we find that for any p > 0 (using that [w]cy @) < 1),
(2.5.13)

| (2wl = weo+9) — wla, - ) (K1~ Ka)(dy)| < 16572
BQp\Bp

On the other hand, since w € C?**7*(B}) with [|wl|c2sta(p,) < 1, we have

(see Lemma |A.2.2))

H¢||LOO(BQP) S Cp28+067
[9llc2s+a(m,,) < 4
for any p < %. Applying Lemma to the function ¢ in By, we obtain

¢
e =¢
C7(B2p\Bp)

to get, by (2.5.10)),

| (o) — wlan ) = i — ) (51— Ka)(dy)
BQP\BP

Using the first inequality, (2.5.13)), for p = 2¥, k = —1,0,1,2,3, ..., and the
second one, (2.5.14]), for Kk = —2, —3, ..., and summing a geometric series, we
deduce that

[ (2utan) = wan + 9) = (o - ) (K - Ka) ()| < .

This proves the L* bound for Ruw.

Step 2: Let us now show the C'* bounds, . For this, we argue as in the
proof of Lemma (and Remarks and , and split w = u1 + ue,
with uy := nw and n € C2°(B1) such that n > 0, n = 0 in R" \ By, and
n= 1in 32/3. Notice that ||U1”C2s+a(Rn) < C||w”c2s+a(31) and [UQ]C'y(Rn) <
Clwlerwny-

We prove first the bound for Ru; in the case 2s + o < 2. Dividing by
a constant if necessary, we assume |[u1[|c2s+a(gny < 1. Observe that the L>
bound for Ru; follows by We now want to bound the C* seminorm,

and more precisely, we will bound

(2.5.14) < COp®.

(2.5.15) |Rui (o) + Rui(—z0) — 2Ruy (0)| < COre.
Let x5 € Byy be fixed, and 7 := [z,|. We split
1
Run(ro) = 5 / (21 () — wr (o + ) — ur (2o — 1)) (K7 — Ka)(dy)

T

+ % /Rn\BT. (QU1(:UO) - ul(xo + y) — Ul(xo _ Z/))(Kl _ Kz)(dy).
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Then, since 2s + a < 2 and by interpolation as in the previous step using
Lemma (on expressions of the form (2.2.6])), we have
[ur(@o 4+ ) 4+ ui (2o — ) — 2wy (%)]CW(BQP\B,,) < Cp¥ta=,

(2:5.16) [ul(wo +)Fu(—zo ) —2uy(£- )] < Or?stey,

Cv(R™)
If we now denote d7v(z) the second order centered increments,

520(z) = v(z + h) —2|—U(1‘ —h) —o(a),

and

Ruq(2o) + Rui(—2o) — 2Rug (0) = 2 - P(wo,y) (K1 — Ka2)(dy)
with
O(T0,y) 1= Gpur (o) + Syur (—10) — 26, u1(0),

then the expressions (2.5.16)) imply, by definition (2.5.10|),

< COmin{p®, ,07_287“25"‘0‘_7}.

/ o0 y) (K1 — Ko)(dy)
B2P\Bp

Summing first for p € (0,r) (and taking the first argument in the min), and
summing then for p > r (and taking the second argument in the min) we

obtain (2.5.15]).

Step 3: Let us now show ([2.5.15)) in the case 2 < 254+« < 3. By LemmalA.2.3
and the interpolation in Lemma [A.3.3| (cf. (2.2.8)) we have, on the one
hand,

(2.5.17)
[ur (o + ) Fua (o — +) = 2ur (o) —ur () —ur(= ) +2u1(0)] oy 3, \ ) <

< Cprpsta=? CpQ(l’ﬁ)r@”a’m(l’ﬁ) s

On the other hand, we want to find an appropriate bound for
(2.5.18)
[ur(@o 4 - ) +ur(—20 + - ) —2us (- )—ul(a:o)—ul(—xo)+2u1(0)]m(

< 262 ur ()l (Byy)-

We do so by separating into three possible cases according to the value of :
o If v <254+ a—2 <1, then we have

’530711(1/) ~ 53;OU1(Z//)|
ly =y
for all y,y’ € Bs,, where we have used that 2s + a —2 —~ > 0, and

[u1]c2sta(gny < 1, together with Lemma

BQP\BP) -

< C!$ol2\y - y/|2s+a—2—'y < Cr2p28+a—2—'y’
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o If 2s + o« — 2 < v < 1, then we can use again Lemma (i1)| but
now with ¢ such that ¢(2s + o —2) + (1 — t) = =, where ¢t € [0,1) by
assumption on 7y, to obtain

102 u1(y) — 62, ur(y)]

|y — y/|’y < C’l_o|2s+a—’y < Cr2s+a—*y

for all y,y" € Ba,.
e Finally, if v > 1 we use the second equation in Lemma (1)|applied
to Vu and with ¢ = — 1 to derive (since [Vui]g2sta—1gny < C)
107, Vu(y) — 82, Vu(y')]
ly -yt

< C‘xo|2s+a7'y < C,r23+a7'y

for all y,y" € Ba,.
We thus have a bound for the expression (2.5.18) of the form

Cr2p>+ta=2=7 if y <25+ —2

2 __ p T >

(2.5.19)  [67,ur (- )]07(32;3) <Ig = { Cr2sta— if v>2s+a—2.
In particular, (2.5.17))-(2.5.19) imply now

< COp" *min{ly, I }.

/ b0, 1) (K1 — Ka)(dy)
B2p\Bp

We now sum as before for p = 2¥ and k € Z, separating between p < r and
p > r. That is, we consider

(2.5.20)
| R (20) + Ru (—20) — 2Rur (0)| < CO > p" L +CO Y p 13,
p=2" p=2*
p<r p>r

For the first term in the sum, we observe that the exponents of p are
positive, since they are

2—v+v—-25>0

5
211- —25>0,
< 234—04)ij §

where we are using that 2s + « > 2 and 2 > 2s. In the second term of
(2.5.20)), the exponent of p is negative for any +, since for v < 2s4+a — 2 it
is a — 2, and for v > 2s + a — 2 it is v — 2s. We can therefore perform the

sum in (2.5.20)) and obtain ([2.5.15]) also in this case.

Repeating around any point in By, and thanks to the L° bound for
Ru; and Lemma we get

||Ru1||ca(Bl/2) < Ce.

and
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Step 4: Finally, the bound for us
[Rug]ca(p, ) < [Ruslev(s, ) < COlwlovgny if o<y

follows directly from the expression (2.5.13)) (with w = wug), and summing
for p = 2%, for k = —1,0,1,2,... (since ug =0 in By/z). On the other hand,
the bound

[Rug]ca(p, ) < CMwlcrwny if a>7y
follows separately for £1 and Lo by using (2.2.11) (and a rescaling and
covering argument) 0

We can now use Lemma to show Proposition [2.5.2] (which follows
by analogy with the proof of Theorem [2.5.1)).

Proof of Proposition The proof is essentially the same as that of
Theorem however (2.5.9) needs to be replaced by

(2.5.21) 1£(u, ) = Loullcasy) < C (8l|ullczstaisy) + [ulov@n)) -

The proof of (2.5.21)) follows exactly as the proof of (2.5.9)) by replacing the
use of Lemmas [2.2.4] and (D) by (2.5.11)) and (2.5.12) in Lemma [2.5.4]

respectively, with § = ¢ small. The fact that § can be taken to be small is
for the exact same reason as in the proof of Theorem [2.5.1 O

2.5.2. Schauder estimates for equations in divergence form. We
now consider operators with z-dependence in divergence form, of the type

L(u,z) = P.V./ (u(z) — u(z))K(z,dz)

n

(2.5.22)
=P.V. /n (u(z) — u(z +y))K(z,z + dy)

where (K (x,))zern is a family of measures in R™ that satisfies the uniform
ellipticity conditions

(2.5.23) 7'25/ K(z,dz) <A for all x € R",
Bar(2)\Br()

and

(2.5.24) %72 inf le- (z — 2)|*K (z,dz) > A for all x € R",

eeS" ' JB,(z)

as well as symmetry in the two variables, in the sense that

(%%)ALKW@W:LAK@MM

for all A, B C R" Borel, such that AN B = @.
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Observe that, when (K (z,)).crn are absolutely continuous with respect to
the Lebesgue measure, then (2.5.25) reads as

K(z,z) = K(z,x) for a.e. (z,2) € R" x R™.
Equations of the type
(2.5.26) L(u,x) = f(x) in Q
have a natural weak formulation:

Definition 2.5.5. Let s € (0,1), and let £(-,x) be of the form ({2.5.22)-
(2.5.23)-(2.5.24)-(2.5.25). Let 2 C R" be any bounded domain, and let
ferr) and n > 2s. Let u be such that

2

/ / (u(x) — u(2)* K(z,dz) dz < oc.
R7xR™\ (Q¢xQc)
We say that u is a weak solution of (2.5.26]) if

3 / (ule) e ()~ () K)o = [ g

for all n € C°(Q

We say that u is a weak supersolution of (2.5.26)) (resp. weak subsolution
of (2.5.26)) and we denote it £(u,z) > f(z) in Q (resp. L(u,z) < f(z) in )

if
5 [ ) @) o) - @) Kwdyae > [ g
n n (resp. <) JR™
for all n € C°(Q2) with n > 0.

It is important to notice that, in case of divergence-form equations
, one cannot symmetrize the operator and write it in terms of a
second-order incremental quotient 2u(z) — u(x + y) — u(z — y). In particu-
lar, when s > % one cannot evaluate in general £(u,x) pointwisq | even for
smooth functions u € C2°().

In order to obtain Schauder-type estimates, in addition to the uniform
ellipticity assumptions ([2.5.23)-(2.5.24) we need to assume some C'® regu-
larity of the kernels in the x-variable. More precisely, we assume

(2.5.27) / |K(z + h,h+dz) — K(z,dz)| < M|h|*p~%
B2p($)\Bp( )

for all x,h € R™, and p > 0. Alternatively, such a condition can also be
written as (cf. (2.5.2)) in non-divergence-form equations)

BQP\B

15This also happens for operators in divergence form div(A(z)Vu) in the local case s = 1.
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for all z,2’ € R™ and all p > 0. For divergence form equations, together
with the previous regularity in « we also need to assume that the kernel, at
small scales, is (quantitatively) almost even:

(2.5.29) / ’K(aj, z+dy) — K(z,z — dy)} < Mp>—2
B2p\Bp

for all z € R™, and p > 0. Conditions ([2.5.27)-(2.5.29) are like a C“ reg-

ularity of the coefficients. Indeed, when K is absolutely continuous, since

K(x,z) = K(z,z) we have that (2.5.27)-(2.5.29) hold automatically if one

assumes the (stronger) pointwise condition

M|h|*
|K(x+h,z+h) — K(z,2)] < =i

In general, though, our assumptions (2.5.27))-(2.5.29)) allow for more singular

kernels.

for all x,z,h € R".

On the other hand, in some cases we will need to assume regularity in
the y-variable as well, given by

(2.5.30) / |K(z,h +dz) — K(v,dz)| < M|h|%p= 277,
B2p(x)\Bp(33)

(for some 0 € (0, 1]) for all h € B,/ and for all z € R" and p > 0. Observe
that the previous condition is equivalent to asking that, using the notation

in 2'1'327 SUPycRrn [K(.%',.%‘ + )]9 < M.

The interior Schauder estimates for nonlocal divergence form equations
are the following:

Theorem 2.5.6. Let s € (0,1), a € (0,1], ¢ € (0,«0), and let L be an

operator of the form (2.5.22))-(2.5.25)), with kernels satisfying the ellipticity
conditions ([2.5.23)-(2.5.24)), and (2.5.27))-(2.5.29) for some M > 0.

Let u € Cfic(Bl) NLS__(R™) be a weak solution of

25—¢
(2.5.31) L(u,x)=f in Bj.
with f € X, and
(2.5.32)

l+a if s>1,
B:=<% 14+a—c if s:%, X::{
2s +a if s<%,

Assume in addition that 5 # 1, B # 2s, and that (2.5.30) holds if B > 2s,
with 0 = 8 — 2s. Then,

CP2(By)  if B> 2s,
L%F(B) if B<2s.

@ + 1711x)
The constant C' depends only onn, s, o, g, A\, A, and M.

lulos (s, < € (lullz

2s—¢
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In case s > %, we get O regularity, which coincides with the one ob-
tained in the local case, s = 1. For s < %, since the equation has “C*”
coefficients, the maximum regularity we expect to obtain is C?5t%, corre-
sponding to the one for the non-divergence-form result.

The strategy to prove this result follows a similar dichotomy and will be
different in cases § > 2s and § < 2s. When § > 2s, we will treat £ as a
(nonsymmetric) operator in non-divergence form, and argue as in the proof
of Theorem Instead, when 8 < 2s, the proof will be by contradiction
and blow-up, similarly to the proof of Theorem [2.4.1

Proof of Theorem [2.5.6] in case 5 > 2s. When 8 > 2s (that is, § := S—
2s > 0), the operator £ can be evaluated pointwise on smooth functions u,
and thus it can be seen as a (nonsymmetric) equation in non-divergence
form. Using this, we can follow the strategy of the proof of Theorem [2.5.1
above. We divide the proof into six steps.

Step 1: As in of the proof of Theorem we start with an initial
reduction wherein, up to considering the rescalings uo(z) := u(rox) and L
(with kernel K™ (z,dz) = r2K (roz, 7o dz), where K is the kernel of £), we
can assume that the operator £ satisfies the ellipticity conditions —
2.5.24)), has regularity in y given by for some M > 0, but conditions
2.5.27)) and (2.5.29) now become

(2.5.33)

/ |K(z+ h,h+dz) — K(z,dz)| < Mrg|h|*p~% =: §|h|*p>*
Bap(2)\Bp()

for all ,h € R™, and p > 0; and

(2.5.34) / ‘K(x, r+dy) — K(z,z — dy)‘ < Mropa=28 = §p2s
BQP\BP

for all x € R™, and p > 0; for some § > 0 a small universal constant to be
chosen.

Step 2: Let us denote by L£¢ and L° respectively the even and odd parts of
the operator £. Namely, we have
L(u,x) =P.V. (u(z) — u(z +y)) K(z, dy),
R
where
K K —
Ke(z, dy) = (z,z + dy) J2r (2,2 — dy)
is an even kernel, in the sense that K¢(z,dy) = K¢(x, —dy) (i.e., K¢(x,dy)
is a symmetric measure); and

LO(u,x) =P.V. . (u(a:) —u(z + y))KO(x, dy),
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where
K(z,xz 4+ dy) — K(z,z — dy)

2
is an odd kernel, in the sense that K°(z,dy) = —K°(x,—dy). With these
definitions, we have that L(u,z) = L(u,z) + L°(u,z). Notice, moreover,
that in the case of £¢ we can symmetrize its expression as

K°(z,dy) =

L(u,x) = ;/n (2u(:c) —u(z+y) —ulz— y))Ke(x,dy),

which is now well-defined in B (even without the principal value) because

U € Cﬁc(Bl) with g > 2s; cf. Lemma In fact, the operator L¢ is an
operator in non-divergence form like the ones in Theorem [2.5.1] where the
ellipticity conditions are satisfied thanks to 1' and linearity,
supgepn [K¢(z,-)]9 < M holds for K¢ thanks to and the triangle
inequality, and holds for K¢ with M = ¢ by and the triangle
inequality again.

We proceed now as in the beginning of in the proof of Theo-
rem Let L£§ € &4(A, A;0) be the translation invariant operator with

kernel K€(0,y). By the regularity estimates for translation invariant equa-
tions, Theorem [2.4.1] we have

(25.35) lulleaz < C (Nl @ + 1£5ullcogs, )
Moreover,
(2.5.36)

1£5ullooqs, 1y < 1oy ) + 1£°G Voo, ) +I1£5(, ) — Loulloos, ).

and thanks to (2.5.9) in |Step 4 of the proof of Theorem (since L€ is
now an operator in non-divergence form) we have

(2537)  IL5u,") — Lgullons, ) < C (Slulloas + lullig ) -

2s—e

It only remains to be bounded the C? norm of £°(u,-).

Step 3: That is, we now want to prove

(2.5.38) 12, Mengs ) < € (Blullons,) + lullzg: @)
for some & > 0 that is small whenever ¢ is small. In fact, we will show
2539)  1£°0nlons, ) < C (Sillulon o) + lulligs @)

where

(2.5.40) 5y o= omin{l==T) g = min{1, 8}
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We will use that the operator £° has a kernel K that satisfies (combining

upper ellipticity and (2.5.34)))

(2.5.41) / }K%m,dy)! < Cp~**min{1,0p*} forall p >0, z € R",
B

2p\BP
as well as

(2.5.42)
/ |K°(z + h,dy) — K°(z,dy)| < 6|h|*p™* for all p >0, z € R,
B2p\BP

(by (2.5.33) and the triangle inequality).
We start with the L° bound. For any x € By, we have

1£2(u, )] < / () — (e + y)| [K°(e, dy)
< lullomn gz, / 1yl | Kz, dy)|
By )2

+Cllulzg_ oy [ 0P Ky
1/2
We split each integral in dyadic balls and thanks to (2.5.41) and the fact
that g1 +a —2s > 0 > 0 we get

(2.5.43) 1L, z)| < C (5“U\|c/31 B+ HUHng_E(Rn)) ,

which gives the L*> bound in (2.5.39) and (2.5.38).

The next step is to bound the C? seminorm. To do that, we consider u =
u1 + ug where uy 1= un with n € C2°(Bs/y), 0 <1 <1, and n = 1 in Bys,
and bound each of the seminorms for £°(uy, z) and L£°(ug, x) separately.
Step 4: We focus our attention first on finding a bound for the seminorm of
£°(uy, ), where we recall that uy € C/ (B;) with lutllesmny < Cllulles(s,)-
Let us denote, given T € By fixed, L3 to be the translation invariant

operator with kernel K°(Z,y) (which is not necessarily positive). We will
bound, for any z1,z2 € By /s,
(2.5.44)

£ (ur, 1) = L2(ur, w2)| < L5, u1 (1) = L5, u (1) [+ L5, w1 (1) = L3, un (22)].

For the first term, we have

|Lo, ur(m1) — L3, ur(z1)| < | Jui(z1) — wi(z1 + y)| [K(21, dy) — K°(22, dy)|
R'n
=0+ I,

where, since u;(z1 +y) = 0 for y € R™ \ By, by denoting r := |x; — 2|,

I = |ua(z1)] s |K°(21,dy) — K°(x2,dy)| < C6||ullpoo(yyr®
"\ B2
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(using ([2.5.42))), and

I = / s (1) — w1 (21 + )| |K°(, dy) — KO (a2, dy)
Bo
< Cllullom (s / yl% | K° (a1, dy) — K (s, dy)

< Cllullm gy 3 o / V) = K ).
2/) P

p=2""F
k>0

(recall (2.5.40)). By (2.5.41)-(2.5.42) we have

I < Céllullcon py) Z p7 7% min{p®, r},

p=2"F
k>0

and we can split the sum into

Z pﬁl 25+ Z pﬁl 25+a

p=2""
1>p>r p<r

where the second term can be bounded by Cr#1=2572 gince we have that
81 — 2s + a > 0; and the first term is bounded by

Cre if s<i,
@ Z P <L Cre|logr| if s=3
p=2—F Crlta=2s if s> 3.

1>p>r
Using that r®|logr| < C.r®~¢, in all cases we have
Iy < C6lull oo,y
Together with the bound on I; and the fact that a > 6, we obtain
(2.5.45) |L5, ur(z1) — L5, ur(r1)| < C(S||UHC;31(31)T0.
Now, for the second term in we use that, since g1 <1,
Jur (1) = wi (21 + y) — wi (@) + wi (@ + y)| < Cllull ooy () min{r™, [y},

and thus, by ([2.5.41]),

L3, ur(z1) — L3,u1(22)] < Cllullce (p,) Z p~**min{p™, 71} min{1, 5p°}.
p=2F

We split the sum into three terms according to the value of p € (0,00) =

(0,7) U (r, 57é) U (575, o0) and bound it by

(2546) 5 Z p—28+a+,31 —|—5’l“’81 Z p—28+a+ Z p_28r61.

p=2F p=2F p=2F
psT répéé_é 5_é§p
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The first term is immediately bounded by Cor—25te+h1 gince —2s + a +

B1 > 0; and the third term is bounded by CrPi§% . Observe that, since
—2s4+a+ p1 > —2sand B > B — 2s, we have that the first and third
terms are bounded by C&17°~2% (recall (2.5.40)).
For the second term, we have different values according to the relative
values of o and s, as follows:
e If 25 < @, then the second term in is bounded by CorfLs=at =
Crige.
e If 25 > , then the second term in is bounded by Cér—2steth,
e Finally, in case 2s = a < 1, the second term is bounded by the factor
CorB (|logr| + |logd|) < C.6'"5rf1=¢. We have f; —e > B — 25 as
well (since £ was small).
Putting all terms together, we have shown that the sum is
bounded by 6;7%72% (recall ) and thus we have

L9, w1 (1) — L3, (22)| < CO[lull ooy 3,7

With (2.5.45)), this gives in (|2.5.44])
(2.5.47) L0 (w1, 1) = L0(ur, 22)| < Ci[[ullco |1 — 22/,

which bounds the seminorm [£°(uq, -)]09(31/2) < Cb1||ull g (py)-

Step 5: Let us now bound the C? seminorm of £°(ug,z), where now us
satisfies that up = 0 in By3 and ||uzl|rge__®&n) < Cllullrge (). To do it,
we will use the regularity of the kernel in the y variable, namely, (2.5.30)).

By triangle inequality and in terms of K¢, this condition reads as

(2.5.48)

|K°(z, h+dy) — K°(z,dy)| < M|h|’p~27% forall he B,
BQP\BP

for all z € R™, p > 0.
Using the same notation as before, we again split as, for any z1,z2 €

131/2?
(2.5.49)
|L°(ug, w1) — L(ug, z2)| < L3, ua(w1)— L], uz(z1)|+| L5, ua(w1)— L3, uz(w2)|.

Now, for the first term we have, since ua(z1) = ua(x2) =0,

| L3, ug(w1) — L3, uz(z1)| < / lug(z1 + y)| [K°(21, dy) — K°(22,dy)|
R™\ By /¢

< Cdllullpge__(mnylz1 — 22|,

where we have used the fact that |uz(2)| < C(1 + |2%79)||u| £

2s5—¢
gether with (2.5.42]).

(Rn) to-
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For the second term, we have

|£5, u2(21) — L5, ua(x2)| S/ lug(2)| | K°(x2, —21 + dz) — K°(x2, —x2 + d2)|
1/2

< CM|uflpge_mnylz1 — 22|,

where we have used again the bound on us now together with (2.5.48)) (cf.
of the proof of Lemma [2.2.6]). Since « > 6, we have shown that

(2.5.50) [L£°(ug, ‘)]09(31/2) < C(M + ) |lull e

2s5—¢

Step 6: Thanks to (2.5.43))-(2.5.47)-(2.5.50)) we have now shown ([2.5.39)), and
thus, (2.5.38). Together with (2.5.35)-(2.5.36))-(2.5.37) this shows

(R™)-

lulles sy, < € (3lullcogs,) + lullez_em + Iflcos, )

2s5—¢

for all u € C#(By) N L$S__(R™), where L(u,-) = f, and where we can still

v 2s5—¢
choose 9 small (depending only on n, s, a, £, A, A, and M). Hence, we can

use the argument in of the proof of Theorem [2.4.1] (on page [107), to
deduce that (after a covering argument)

@ + 1 floogan )
for all u € C#(By) N LL__(R™), where L(u,-) = f, as wanted. O

2s—e

lulles sy, < € (lullngs

2s—¢

In case 8 < 2s (i.e., s > % and f = 1+ a < 2s) the equation cannot
be seen as a non-divergence-form equation, and thus we need a different
argument. We will proceed by a compactness argument, like the one we did
for translation invariant equations. The following proof works only when

B < 2s. We first show a quantitative Liouville-type estimate for solutions in
very large balls (cf. Proposition [2.4.10)).

Proposition 2.5.7. Let s € (3,1), 6 > 0, and a € (0,1) be such that 1+ <
2s. Let L be an operator of the form (2.5.22))-(2.5.25)), with kernels satisfying
the ellipticity conditions (2.5.23)-([2.5.24). Let u € C1T*(R™) N LL__(R")
for some € >0 and f € L (R™) for some ¢ > 1, and with [u]ci+agny < 1
and || fllpa(p, 5) < 6. Assume in addition that

|\Vu||Loo(Rn)/ |K(z+h,h+dz)— K (z,dz)| < 6|h|*p™*

(2.5.51) Bap(z)\Bp(z)

Vulieny [ Koo +dy) - Ko,z - dy)| <5
2

p\Bp

for all x,h € R™, and p > 0. Suppose also that u satisfies
L(u,x)=f in By

in the weak sense.
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Then, for every e, > 0 there exists 0o > 0 depending only on e,, n, s,
«, q, €, \, and A, such that if § < b,
|u—=Lllcrpy) < €os
where ¢(x) = u(0) + Vu(0) - .

Proof. The proof is a modification of that of Proposition [2.4.10l For the
sake of readability, we will assume here that

K(z,dz) = K(z,2) dz,
so that, in particular, K(x,z) = K(z,z) from (2.5.25). We divide it into
three steps:

Step 1: Assume that the statement does not hold. Then, there exists some
£, > 0 such that for any k& € N, there are up, € CLT*(R™) N LL__(R™)

with [urloreegmn < 1, fi € L9(Be) with | fullpacs,) < s and £0 as in the
statement such that
L") (uy,z) = fr, in By,
in the weak sense, with
(2.5.52)

o 1_
Vg Loo (mn) / |K®) (@ + D, 2+ h) — K®) (2, 2)|dz < —|h[*p™*
Bap(x)\Bp(z) k

| s
[V uwk]| oo () / (KW (2,2 +y) — K¥ (2,2 - y)|dy < A
B2p\Bp

for all ,h € R™, and p > 0, but
lur — lellcr(Byy > €o-
Let us define, for a fixed h € R™,
Vi :=ug(x+h)+ug(x—h) —2ug(x), Fg:= fu(z+h)+ fx(x—h)—2fr(z),
with HFkHLq(Bk) < %, HVkHCHa(Rn) < Cy,.
Step 2: Let Kék) (y) be the kernel denoting the even part of K(z,z + y)
at © = 0, ie., Kék)(y) = LK®(0,y) + JK®(0,—y). Observe that by

assumption, the operators with kernel Kék) belong to &4(A, A).
Now, for any n € C2°(R™) we have (for k such that suppn C By)

[ [ (@) -ve2) (n)-n(2) K (z-a)dzdo =2 [ Fenv2bo-E,-E-,

n

where
Ey = / Ey(z,z) dz dx,
n Rn
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with
Eo(w,2) == (u(2) — ug(2)) (n(z) — (=) (K P (2, 2) — K (= — 2)),

and the expressions for Ey; are analogous, replacing wug(z), ux(z), and
K®)(x,2) by up(x £ h), ug(z £ h), and K®)(z + h,z £ h) respectively.
By symmetry in the roles of z and z (here we use that K(z,z) = K(z,z),
or in the case of non-absolutely continuous measures),

\E0\</ / \onz]dzdx—i—/ / |Eo(x, z)| dz dz
supp 7 JR" R Jsuppn

<2/ / |Eo(x, 2)| dz dx.
suppn J/R™

Using that uy are globally Lipschitz and that n € C1(R™) we have

(2.5.53)

Jur(2) — un(2)] () = 1(z)| < OVl poogunle — 2| min{1, ¢ — 2},

for some constant depending only on 7. Hence, from ([2.5.53) we have

(2.5.54) |Eol < C D pmin{l, p}/
p=27 supp”
JEZ

where

2p\Pp

We split

so that
) < [Vl [ KO0+ y) - KO©.)] dy
BQP\BP
v oo n
Hu”& ‘K(k) (z,2+y) — KO (z,z — y)‘ dy.
2 B2P\BP

The first term can be bounded thanks to the first inequality in (2.5.52)
(putting h = z and = = 0), and the second term is directly bounded thanks

to the second inequality in (2.5.52)), so that we obtain

1 —4Z8 6% (0%
Lp(x) < 2o (l2]* + p7).
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Putting it back into the bound on |Ep|, (2.5.54)), we get

C .
Bol < 3 0 minf1p) [ (el + ) do
Y supp 7
p=27
JEZ
Since 7 is fixed and compactly supported, the last integral is finite and
bounded by (1 + p%) (up to a constant depending only on 7), so that

C
Eol < = —2s 1 1
| Eo| Zp “min{1, p} (1+p%) < -,
p 27
JEZ
where the last sum is finite since
9 1-2s+a if o> 1
1-2s - ay < P p=1,
p mln{lno} (1 +p ) = 2p2—25 lfp <1,
and 14+ a < 25 < 2.

Step 3: We have proved |Ep| < ¢ and the same bounds hold for E,j as
well (for example, simply by considering the test functions 7(- &+ h) instead
of n). Thus, together with the fact that ||F| re(p,) < 2, we get

/ / (Vi(@) = Vi(2)) (n(z) — n(z))K(()k)(z —z)dzdr — 0 as k — oc.
By Arzela-Ascoli, the functions Vj, converge (up to a subsequence) in C{. (R™)
to a function V' € C'**(R™). On the other hand, as in the proof of Proposi-

tion[2.2.36, the measures min{1, |y\2}K(gk) (dy) converge weakly to a limiting
measure min{1, |y|?} Ko(dy) that will satisfy

/n /n (V(z) = V(2)) (n(z) — n(z))Ko(z — x)dz dz = 0.

Notice that since V € C**(R"), it has finite energy on compact
sets. Together with the fact that the previous equality holds for any 1 €
C2°(R™), we have that V solves LoV = 0 in R" in the weak sense (where
Lo € B4(\,A) is the limiting operator with kernel Kj), and by Liouville’s
theorem, Theorem m (together with Lemma , we get that V is
constant. As in the proof of Proposition if we define

vg = up — L,

then, vx(0) = |Vop(0)| = 0 with [vg]cr+arny < 1 and vx — v in C,
for some v with v(0) = [Vv(0)| = 0 and [v]citagny < 1. Since Vi(z) =
vp(z + h) + vk (z — h) — 2u(x), we get V(z) = v(x + h) +v(x — h) — 2v(z),
which is constant (for every h € R” fixed). By Lemma we have that
v is a quadratic polynomial, and the condition [v]c1+agny < 1 implies it
is actually linear. Because it also satisfies v(0) = |Vv(0)| = 0, it must be
v =0, which is a contradiction with |[[v]|c1(p,) > €0 > 0. O
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Thanks to the previous Liouville-type statement, we get the following
estimate, which is almost the desired result in case § < 2s:

Proposition 2.5.8. Let s € (3,1) and a € (0,1) be such that 14+ a < 2s,

and let ¢ = 5—1— . Let L be an operator of the form (2.5.22)-(2.5.25)), with

kernels satisfying (2.5.23))-(2.5.24) and (2.5.27)-(2.5.29) for some M > 0.
Then, the following holds.

For any § > 0 there exists Cs such that
[ucrva(s, ) < Olulcrvagny + Cs (lull oo () + VUl Lo @y + (| fllLa(sy))
for any u € CLT(R™) satisfying L(u,x) = f in By in the weak sense. The
constant Cy depends only on 6, n, s, a, M, A\, and A.
Proof. Let us denote, for w € C}T*(R"),

L(w,z) = g in the weak sense, for some £ of

S(w) := inf lgllacm,) : the form (2.5.22)-(2.5.25)-(2.5.23)-(2.5.24)
and satisfying (2.5.27)-(2.5.29), with M > 0.

We use Lemma [2.4.12) with 4 =1+ « and
S : 1+a(mn
S(w) = { S(w) + |[Vwl| peony if w e CH(R™).

00 otherwise,
Notice that the mapping S : C'*%(R") — R>q depends only on n, s, o, M,
A, and A.
Thus, either Lemma [2.4.12 holds, in which case we would have

[ucr+a(s, ) < Olulcrvagny + Cs (lull oo () + VUl Loy + (| fllLasy)) »

or there exists a sequence uy € C1T%(R™) and L}, of the previous form such
that L (uk,z) = fr in the weak sense,

[ fell La(my) + [ Vgl oo ) < 28 (ug)
[Uk]01+a(31/2) - [uk]01+a(31/2)

(2.5.55) —0,

and for some xy, € By, and 1y, | 0,

up () + T3)
’Uk(x) = T1+a[
k

uk] Cl+a(Rn)
satisfies

0
(2.5.56) loe = Lrllevsn > 5
where {j is the 1st order Taylor polynomial of vy at 0. Then, by scaling,
there exists an operator of the form ([2.5.22)-(2.5.25))-(12.5.23)-(2.5.24)), L,

such that

5 sel—aJE(TE + 1T z
Eulon ) = rpo eI
k Cl+a(Rn)
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in the weak sense. More precisely, if £; has kernel K*(z,z2), then Ly, has
kernel K*(x,dz) given by

f(k(:v, dz) := T,%SKk(xk + rp, xp + R dz).

Moreover, since L satisfies (2.5.27)-(2.5.29)), Ly, also satisfies them with a
smaller M, i.e., as in of the proof of Theorem [2.5.6] in case 3 > 2s

(on page [125)) we have
/ ‘f(k(a:-f—h,h—f—dz)—f(k(x,dz)} < Mr¢|h|*p25,
Bap(z)\By(x)

and
/ }R’k(iﬁ,&“—i-dy)—[%k(x’x_dy)‘ SMrgpa—Qs
B2p\By

for all z,h € R", and p > 0. We also have

75 N Vug || oo (mn)

Vg oo rny <

I

[uk]clJra(Rn)
so that
||Vvk||Loo(Rn)/ ‘f(k(x—f—h,h—kdz)—f(k(:c,dz)‘ <
Bap()\Bp ()
M ||V up]| oo (mr

) o —2s
h ;
[Uk]clJra(Rn) | ‘ p

M| Vug|| oo (rr)

1V 0k | e ) / |B* (2, + dy) — K*(z, 2 — dy)| <

B2,)\B, [ug] cra ny p25

for all z,h € R, p > 0, and with [|[Vug|| g (rn)/[uk]cr+amny — 0 as k — oo

(thanks to (2.5.55))).
Also from (22.5.55) and since ¢ = 57—,

ka(xk + Tk - )HLq(Bl/(2rk)) < TQS—I—Q—% ka”Lq(Bl)

kaHLq(Bu(zrk)) = T+a—2s =T — 0,
Tk [

Uk]cl+a(Rn) [Uk]cl+a(Rn)

as k — oo. In all, since by definition [vi]ci+arn) = 1, we have that vy
satisfies all the hypotheses of Proposition for any fixed 6, > 0, if k is
large enough. In particular, taking e, sufficiently small in Proposition [2.5.

we get a contradiction with (2.5.56)). O
We can now give the final part of the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem [2.5.6]in case [ < 2s. Notice that, since 8 < 2s, then
B=1+a<2sand s € (%,1). By Proposition for any § > 0 there
exists Cs depending only on d, n, s, a, M, A\, and A, such that
(2.5.57)

[ules (s, 4) < Slules@n) + Cs (Il oo yy + [Vl Lo ny + [ fllacay))
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for any u € C?(R") satisfying £(u,z) = f in the weak sense, where ¢ :=
23716 = 25771701'

Let n € C2°(Bs) such that n = 1 in Bs, and consider the function un
for u € CA(R™) N LL__(R™) satisfying L£(u,x) = f in the weak sense. Since
u —nu = 0 in By, we have that

(2.5.58) 1£(u = nu, )| oo (y) < Cllull g @n)-

2s—¢
Hence, we have L(nu,z) = g in the weak sense, with
lgllzacsyy < Ifllagsy) + CllullLge__@n)-

2s—¢
Apply now (2.5.57) to un, to get
(2.5.59)

[wles s < Ollorqay + Cs (Iullig @ + IVulzey + 1 oo

for any u € CP(By) N L$S__(R™). By interpolation (Proposition [A.3.1]) we
know that
IVull o (By) < 8[ulespy) + Csllull Lo (By)

so that (2.5.59) becomes
(2.5.60) [ulcs (B, ) < 20[ulcs(m,) + Cs (HU||L<><>

2s—e

®n) + HfHLq(Bl)>
for any u € CP(By) N L3S__(R™).

2s—¢

Now, by the exact same interpolation argument as in of the proof
of Theorem on page [107, we deduce from (2.5.60) that

(') T HfHLq(B1)>
for all w € C#(By) N LL__(R") such that L(u,z) = f in B; in the weak

2s—e
sense, which proves Theorem [2.5.6 ([l

lulles sy, < € (lullog

2s—e

2.6. Holder regularity up to the boundary

As we have seen in Section [2.4] solutions to Lu = f in B; with bounded
right-hand side are C?* inside Bj, and are C* in B; whenever f is C®
and L € B4(\ A;p) for all p > 0. We now study the regularity up to the
boundary. Consider for example the problem
Lu = f in Bl
{ u = 0 in R™\ Bj.

What can we say about the regularity of u in By?

A simple example for £ = (—A)® showed us that, already in dimension 1,
the function

v(z) = (1 — xz)i
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satisfies
<_A>Sv =gqs in B,

for some constant g5 > 0 (recall Proposition for v/=A and Proposi-
tion for (—A)®). In particular, we do not expect better regularity
than C¥ up to the boundary, even if we have C'°° interior regularity. We
emphasize that this is a nonlocal phenomenon, since in the local analogue
typically the interior regularity determines the regularity up to the boundary
(in smooth domains with smooth boundary datum).

In view of the previous example, one may conjecture that, at least in

smooth domains  C R"™, one has u € C*(2). This is precisely what we
prove in this section, provided £ € &4(\, A) is such that its Lévy measure
K is homogeneous, (2.1.15)) (that is, £ € &™(\, A), recall Definition [2.1.21)):

L e &\ A)
{ﬁu = f in Q

v = 0 in R"\Q = |ulles@) < Clifllie@)-

Q is a CH* domain

In other words, we will need to assume that L is a stable operator, see

(12.1.30)-(2.1.31)); or equivalently, £ is of the form (2.1.16f). This result was

first proved in [192] for the fractional Laplacian in C*! domains, and later
on in [195] for general stable operators in C1® domains; see also [194] and
the results of Grubb [128, 127, 129].

In order to prove this result, the strategy is to first show that
u(x)] < Cd’(x),
and then combine it with the interior estimates to get that u € C*(Q2). Here,
and throughout the book, we denote
(2.6.1) do(x) := dist(z, Q°) for any x € R"™
When there is no possible confusion about the domain €2, we will simply
denote d := dq.

The precise result we prove is the following:

Theorem 2.6.1 (Global regularity in C** domains). Let s € (0,1) and let
L€ &\ A). Let a € (0,1), and let Q be any bounded C** domain. Let
f € L>®(Q), and let u be the weak solution of

Lu = f in
u = 0 in R™\ Q.
Then u € C*(Q) with
lulles@) < Clfll e
for some C depending only on n, s, Q, A\, and A.
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It turns out that, if we want a fine description of the boundary regularity
of solutions, we need the kernels K to be homogeneous (namely, £ to be a
stable operator, ) This property, that was not important for the
interior regularity, becomes essential for the proof that we present here of
the regularity up to the boundarylﬂ The main difference comes from the
following lemma, stating that the one dimensional functions u(z) = (z - e)?.
satisfy Lu = 0 in {z-e > 0} when £ is homogeneous (cf. Proposition [1.10.14]
for (—A)®):

Lemma 2.6.2. Let s € (0,1), and let L € B™(\,A). Let
u(z) = (z-e)f
for some e € S, Then

Lu=0 in {z-e>0}.

Proof. We denote u(t) = t% for u : R — R, so that u(z) = u(x - e). We
compute Lu(x) by using polar coordinates y = 7, with € S"! and r > 0,
so that (as an abuse of notation, since K is homogeneous)

dr
K(dy) = T K(df)
(c.f. (2.1.16])). Then, we have
1 dr
Lu(z) = Q/Sn / z) —u(z+r0) —u(z —rd)) T4 K(df)

/Sn 1/00 2) — u(z + r0) — u(z —r@))lrﬁl:%K(dQ)
/ 2u (z-e)—u((x+7r0)-e)—u((x—ro)- e)) |T|61Z:28K(d¢9)

/ (—A)pa)(z-e+rf- e)‘:K(dG):O
sn
for x € R" such that x - e > 0, by Proposition [1.10.14 O

It is important to emphasize that the previous lemma is not true for
general operators £ € B4(A, A) without the homogeneity assumption.

2.6.1. The case of convex domains. As a consequence of Lemma [2.6.2
we can use the function (x - e)} as a barrier from above to show that, if u
satisfies
Lu = f in Q
{ u = 0 in R"\Q

16gee [199] for the case of non-homogeneous kernels.
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{(z—2*)-e* < 0} {(z—2*)-e* >0}

Figure 2.6.1. Setting in which we want to use ¢ as a barrier from
above for w.

for some convex and bounded domain 2 C R", where £ € &4(\, A) is such

that K is homogeneous, (2.1.15)-(2.1.16]) (i.e., £ € &™(A,A)), and f with

[fllzoe () < 1, then
(262) lu(w)] < Cd*(z) for = €R",

for some C' depending only on n, s, A, A, and diam(2).
Indeed, for each z € Q, let z* € 9Q such that |z — z*| = d(z), and

let e* = é:z:' € S L. Since Q is convex, we know that Q C {x € R" :

(x — z*) - e* > 0} (see Figure [2.6.1). We define a translation of the 1-
dimensional barrier from Lemma [2.6.2

o(x) = ((x — 2" e*)i.

Observe that ¢ > 0 in © and, by Lemma Lp=0in {(z—2z%)-e* > 0}.
On the other hand, if we assume 0 € ) (after a translation), for any z € Q,
and for R = diam(2),

—L(bxps) () = / (@ +y — 2) - ) xms ( + ) K (dy)

RTL

> s dr
> 0-e*) K(dd)—— > co > 0,
~ Jor /snl( e)+ ( )7’1+5_C ~

see Remark|2.1.15] Since L¢ = 0 for € 2 this implies (Loxpy)(z) > co > 0
in Q. By defining

1
V= g¢XBR’
we have that v > 0 =w in R" \ Q, and
Lu=f<1<Lv in .
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By the comparison principle, Corollary we get that v > v in R™”. In
particular, u(z) < C¢(z) = Cd*(z). Repeating for every z € ) and replacing
u by —u, we get that (2.6.2)) holds for all x € R™.

More generally, for C® domains €2, we need a more appropriate barrier,
adapted to the domain. Such barrier is constructed in Appendix [B} see

Corollary

2.6.2. Proof of the boundary regularity. Before proving Theorem|2.6.1
let us state and prove a local version of the result.

We will use the following;:

Definition 2.6.3 (Regular domains). Given a C*® domain with k € N,
and « € (0,1], we say that o is a C**-radius for Q if, for any z, € 9Q with
Vo € S ! the unit normal to 0f, we have

(' xy) € By x [—1,1] : 2, = (a'), }7

~1 _ I [— =
Q R(aQ xo)ﬂ(Bl X[ 17 1]) - { Wlth ||V@||Ck71,a(31) S 1

for some ¢ € C*(BY), where R is any rotation such that R(vs) = e,, and
B} c R"! is the unit ball.

Observe that if ¢ > 0 is a C**radius for Q, then 0 < ¢/ < g is also a
Cke_radius for Q.

The local version of Theorem is then the following:
Proposition 2.6.4 (Boundary regularity in C1'® domains). Let s € (0,1)
and let L € &\ A). Let a € (0,1), and let Q be any CH* domain with

CY%_radius 0o > 0. Let f € L>°(Q N By), and let u € LS __(R™) for some
e > 0 be a weak solution of

Lu = f in QN B
u = 0 in Bp\Q.
Then, v € Cf (By) with

lullospyye) < € (el ey + 1 l@nsy)

for some C depending only on n, s, 0o, €, A\, and A.

Proof. Let 4 = uxp,, and let Lu = f in QN By, with
£l @ns) < I loe@nsy) + I1£(uxss)ll L (5,)
< [[fllze@npy) + Cllullge__®n

by Lemma After dividing by a constant, we assume that || || Lo (QnBy) <
1 and [t poo(mny < 1, and we notice that u = @ in By, and @ = 0 in R™ \ Bs.

We divide the proof into two steps.
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Figure 2.6.2. A possible example of the set D from

Step 1: Let D C By with
By \QCDCB\Q

be a Cb* set with C1%radius co, (for some ¢ > 0 universal); see Fig-
ure |2.6.2L Thanks to Corollary applied to Q := Bj \'D D QN By,
there exists 0 > 0 (depending only on n, s, «, 0o, A, and A) and ¢ such that
denoting N := {0 < dg(x) < 4},

Lo > 1 in N
oz) < %d%(m) for ze€Q.
(Since ¢ € H*(R"), this is also satisfied in the weak sense.) In particular,
and since u = 0 in R" \ By,
CLp>Lu in N;sNBNQ and Ce>u in R"\ (NsNQ)

for some C large enough (depending on ¢). By the comparison principle,
Corollary [2.3.4] , we have that Cp > @ in N5yN B N as well. Consequently

(2.6.3) li(2)] = |u(z)] < Cdgy(x)® = Cdo(x)® for « € By,

Step 2: We now combine ([2.6.3|) with the interior estimates in Theorem
to get the desired result (recall that weak solutions in L3S _(R™) are distri-

2s5—e
butional solutions as well, see Lemma .
Indeed, let z1, 22 € QN By g, and let 7 = do(z1) < da(r2). We separate
now into two cases:
o If p:=|v1 — 2| > §, then

() —w(z2)| < fu(z)] + [ulzz)] < Cr® + Clp+1)° < Cp®,
thanks to (2.6.3)).
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o If p:= |1 — 2| < § instead, then B.(r1) C QN By and z2 € B, /5(21).
We consider the rescaled function @, (x) defined by

Up(x) == u(z1 + ra),
which (thanks to (2.1.17))) satisfies
Liiy(x) = r* f(x1 + rz) = fo(z) in B,

and ||ty || oo (By) < Cr* from (2.6.3). Moreover, if we denote . € €2 such
that v = |21 — .|, we have for any = € By (),

i ()] < Cdgy(21 + 1) < C (o1 — 24| 4 7]2])°
< C(|leg — x| +7°|2]%) < Cré(1 + |z|%).

Furthermore, [/, ||poo@®n) = ||t/ foomny < 1. Hence, 4, € L°(R"), with

|%r || Loo(ny < C7°. Applying Theorem m (see Remark [2.4.5) with C°
norm on the left-hand side, and p = oo, we get

[arlos (5,0 < C (lirllgoqmey + 1 frll oy ) < O

Since [ﬂr]cs(Bl/Q) = Ts[ﬂ]C~S(BT/2(x1))7 we deduce [a]CS(BT/g(xl)) < C and
|a(x1) — a(z2)| < Cre.

In all, since u = @ in By, for any x1,12 € QN By we have |u(zy) —

u(z2)| < Clz1 — x2|®, which gives the desired result. O

As a consequence, we have:

Proof of Theorem [2.6.1 We cover Q with finitely many balls By /o(x;),
and apply Proposition to each of them to get the desired result (notice
that u is bounded by Lemma [2.3.9)). O

Remark 2.6.5. Theorem [2.6.1] says that if u is a weak solution, then it
is continuous up to the boundary. From now one we can consider distri-
butional solutions that are continuous up to the boundary and this will in
particular include weak solutions (recall Lemma[2.2.32)). Observe that The-
orem and Proposition also hold true for continuous distributional
solutions (by using the comparison principle in Corollary instead of

Corollary [2.3.4).

This also allows us to expand our class of functions to nonenergetic
solutions; see Proposition [2.6.13] below.

2.6.3. Hopf’s lemma. We have shown that, given a C® domain  and
Lu= finQ, u=0inR™\Q, then up to a constant we have |u(z)| < d*(z).
We next show that, if moreover we assume u > 0 and f > 0, then we also
have the lower bound u(x) > e¢d®(z) for some ¢ > 0, whenever u # 0 in .
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Figure 2.6.3. A possible example of the set D from Hopf’s lemma, Proposition [2:6.6]

Proposition 2.6.6 (Hopf’s Lemma). Let s € (0,1) and let £ € y™(\A).
Let o € (0,1), and let Q be any CY* domain. Let uw € LSS__(R™) N C(By)
for some & > 0 satisfy distributionally
Lu f >0 m QNB;
u 0 in R™\ Q,

for some f € L (2). Then either u=10 in Q or

loc

vl

u(z) > cd’(x)  for x € By
for some ¢ > 0.

Proof. By the strong maximum principle (Theorem [2.4.15) we know that
if w2 0in Q then u > 0 in 2. Thus, let us assume u > 0 in €.

Let D C By with

be a C%* domain (in particular, it has C**radius o > 0), see Figure [2.6.3
We use the subsolution ¢ from Corollary which satisfies

Lo < —1 in Ns
(2:6.5) {gp(:ﬂ) > 0dy(x) for z e D,

for some § > 0, and where N5 := {0 < dp(z) < d}. Let ¢, be defined as
¢ = min{u(z) : x € D\ Ns} > 0.

Observe that ¢, > 0 since u > 0 in D and u is continuous. Then, we have
that

cx0Lp < Lu in Ny and cdp <u in R™\ Nj.
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By the comparison principle, Corollary we have that c,.dp < w in Bj.
In particular, from (2.6.4) and (2.6.5) we get the desired result. O

Remark 2.6.7. Proceeding as in the proof of the strong maximum principle,
Theorem [2.4.15] we also have a version of Hopf’s lemma for weak solutions.

Remark 2.6.8. The strong maximum principle, Theorem [2.4.15| holds for
distributional solutions with right-hand side f € L{ (£2). In this case, inside
the proof one can use the unique weak solution to

Lu = min{l, f} in Q,
i = 0 in R\ Q,

as a barrier from below for u when applying the comparison principle, Corol-
lary We are using here that u € C(€2) thanks to Theorem

As a consequence, in Hopf’s lemma, Proposition [2.6.6] we could assume
instead that f € L (£2), and we would obtain the same result.

loc

2.6.4. Boundary regularity in C' and Lipschitz domains. Let us
now show how to obtain an estimate up to the boundary in more general
domains (C! and Lipschitz), with operators whose kernels are not necessarily
homogeneous.

In this case, solutions are not C* but only C? up to the boundary, for
some small § > 0. On the other hand, in order to construct the barriers
in Lipschitz domains, we need a pointwise assumption on the kernels of the
form

A

e S KW S pom i R

(2.6.6) K(dy)=K(y)dy and

Our next estimate reads as follows.

Proposition 2.6.9 (Boundary regularity in C! and Lipschitz domains). Let
s € (0,1), let L € &5(\,A), and let Q be any domain. Suppose, moreover,
that

(i) either Q is a C' domain,
(ii) or Q is a Lipschitz domain and L satisfies (2.6.6)).

Let f € L>®(Q N By), and v € LYE__(R™) for some ¢ > 0 be any weak
solution of
Lu = f in QN B

u =

Then u € CY (B1) with

lullesca, ) < € (lullzgs @ + 1 lcansy) )

2s—e

for some 6 > 0 and C depending only onn, s, Q, €, A\, and A.
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Proof. The proof is essentially the same as in Proposition |2.6.4] using now
the barrier constructed in Lemma for case or the barrier from
Lemma in case Namely, we take ¢ := C0% for some ¢ > 0
small enough (see Definition , and repeat the exact same proof of
Proposition [2.6.4] (with exponent ¢ instead of s).

There is only one difference: the function ¢ does not belong to H*(R™)
now, and therefore we cannot directly use the comparison principle for weak
solutions. To solve this, we consider slightly larger domains D; O D for
t > 0, with D; being Lipschitz domains converging to D as ¢ — 0, and such
that 0D, N 02 = &. Then, the functions ¢; := C?%, are in the correct
energy space (since they are smooth inside Dy, we have that holds
for ¢;) and thus by the comparison principle for weak solutions we deduce
that u < ¢y in QN By /5. Letting then ¢ — 0 we get that u < ¢, and the rest
of the proof is the same. O

Remark 2.6.10. In fact, in part one could instead consider Lipschitz
domains with a sufficiently small Lipschitz constant; see Remark [B.4.3]
Namely, we say that a domain 2 has Lipschitz constant 7 if for every z € 92
we have that, up to a rotation, 9N B, (2) is locally the graph of a Lipschitz
function with Lipschitz constant n. Then, there exists some 7, > 0 depend-
ing only on n, s, A, and A, such that Proposition still holds swapping
assumption |(i)| with the following:

(i’) Q is a Lipschitz domain with Lipschitz constant n < 1.
The same holds for Corollary [2.6.11] below.

And we obtain the global regularity in this setting as a consequence.

Corollary 2.6.11. Let s € (0,1), let L € B4(\, A), and let Q be any bounded
domain. Suppose, moreover, that
(i) either Q is a C* domain,
(ii) or Q is a Lipschitz domain and L satisfies (2.6.6)).
Let f € L>®(Q), and let u be the weak solution to
Lu = f mn £
u = 0 in R™\ Q.
Then u € C°(2) with
ullcs) < Cllfllpe (o)
for some & > 0 and C' depending only on n, s, Q, X, and A.

Proof. Apply Proposition to finitely many balls covering 92, and
combine with interior regularity estimates, Theorem [2.4.3 ([
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2.6.5. Existence of continuous distributional solutions. As a con-
sequence of the regularity up to the boundary for general operators from
Corollary and thanks to the comparison principle for continuous dis-
tributional solutions, we obtain the general existence result for continuous
distributional solutions:

Theorem 2.6.12. Let s € (0,1), let L € B4(\, A), and let Q be any bounded
C' domain. Let g € L__(R") for some € > 0 be continuous at all points

on 09, and let f € L>°(QQ). Then, there exists a unique distributional solu-

tion u € C(Q) N LT __(R™) to the equation

2s—¢

Lu = f mn
u =g in R™\ Q.

Proof. By considering gxp,; instead of g, where {2 C Bg, we can assume
that ¢ is globally bounded (cf. the beginning of the proof of Proposi-
tion [2.6.4]). Thus, from now on, we will use g € L*(R").

We divide the proof into three steps.
Step 1: Let g be any smooth extension of g inside Q, that is, g € L>°(R"™) N

C(Q)NC>(Q) with g = g in R™\ Q. We can take, for example, the harmonic
extension of g inside €.

Let § > 0, and let Q5 := {x € Q : do(x) > d}. We consider the problem

Lus = f in Qg
us = g in R™\ Qy,
which now has a unique weak solution by Theorem This is because
we have that, since g is smooth near 02,

(G,9) K05 < Cs < o0,

for some C§ that might blow-up as ¢ | 0.

Hence, ug is globally bounded (by Lemma and therefore it is also a
distributional solution to Lus = f in Q5 (by Lemma . Thanks to the
interior regularity estimates from Theorem by Arzela-Ascoli we also
know that us converges locally uniformly in © to some u € C(Q2) N L>(R")
with v = ¢g in R™ \ Q, which by Proposition (where L is constant
and equal to £ for all k) is also a distributional solution to Lu = f. It only
remains to be seen that w is continuous at all points on 0.

Step 2: We want to show that there exists some modulus of continuity w
independent of § such that
lg(z) —us(y)| <w(Jx —y|) forall ze€ 0, yeQ.

To do that, let us first build an appropriate barrier.
Notice that the previous inequality already holds for any y € Q\ Qs
(with w being the modulus of g on 0f2).
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Let £ > 0 be the unique weak solution, given by Theorem [2.2.24] to
LE =1 in Q
E =0 in R"\ Q.
By Corollary 2.6.11, ¢ € C7(R™) for some v > 0, where v and the C7

estimates on £ depend only on n, s, 2, A, and A.
Let now z, € 99 fixed, and let us consider the function

Ya, (7) = C&(z) +

2| — 0|2
1+ |z —xo|?

Since hy (z) := % is smooth and globally bounded, by Lemma [2.2.4

there exists some Cp universal (depending only on n and A) such that
|[,th| S C(] in Rn

Hence, we can choose C' large enough (depending on Cp) in the definition of
1y, such that

Lipy, >1 in Q.

Moreover, 1, € CY(R"™), ¥(xo) =0, ¢y, > 01in R™\ {z.}, and ¢, > 1 in
R™ \ Bi(z,).

Step 3: Let € > 0, and let us define
we = g(2o) + € + kethe,,

where k. is chosen large enough (depending on ¢, but also on Q, n, s, A\, A,
and on the modulus of continuity of g on 99) so that

G — g(xo)| < e+ kapy, in R™
Hence, we have
(2.6.7) we >g in R™
By assuming ke > || f| £ (q), we have from the fact that Ly, > 1in €,
(2.6.8) Lwe Z ke L(Yz,) Z [ fllze@ in Q.

Thus, ([2.6.7))-(2.6.8) let us apply the comparison principle for weak so-
lutions in 4, Corollary comparing w,. and ug, to deduce

us <we in R, forall 6 > 0.

By continuity of ¢, , for each € > 0 there exists some 5>0 (independent
of x,) such that we. < g(x,)+2¢ in Bj(x,). This yields us < w. < g(xo)+2¢
in Bj(z,), and letting 6 | 0 we obtain that for each ¢ > 0 there exists some
6 > 0 such that

u < g(xo) + 2 in Bj(xo).
Repeating from below (defining w. = g(x,) — € — k1), ) we obtain that u
is continuous at any x, € 9€). Since it was continuous in 2 by interior
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regularity, we deduce that v € C(2). Finally, the uniqueness follows from
the comparison principle, Corollary O

2.6.6. Boundary regularity with unbounded right-hand side. Let
us now establish two boundary regularity results with a right-hand side
that blows up as it approaches the boundary. They will be used in subsec-
tion and Section 2.7] below.

We start with solutions to an equation with right-hand side f that may
blow up at a rate d*~°. Notice that, f belongs only to LP for p > % and
so, in general, one cannot talk about weak solutions in this setting (see

Definition [2.2.19)). We show that, even if f is not bounded, we can still
recover the optimal C*® regularity of solutions.

Proposition 2.6.13. Let s € (0,1) and let L € &°™(A\,A). Let a > 0, and
let 2 be any CH® domain with CY*-radius oo > 0. Let fd*=* € L>®(QNBy),

and let w € C(By) N LS__(R™) for some € > 0 be a distributional solution
to

Lu f in QNBp
u = 0 in By \ Q.
Then v € Cf (By) with
®n) + Hfds_aHLOO(QﬂBl)>

for some C depending only on n, s, a, 0o, €, A, and A.

lullos(s, o) < € (lullzss

2s5—¢

Proof. The proof is a modification of the proof of Proposition We
highlight the only differences:

e We need to consider now (continuous) distributional solutions because
otherwise the growth on the right-hand side is not compatible with the fi-
nite energy constraint of weak solutions. The interior regularity estimates
were already stated for distributional solutions, whereas for the compari-
son principle we need to use Corollary [2.3.8] instead of Corollary [2.3.4]

e In of the proof of Proposition we used the barrier from Corol-
lary with right-hand side 1. We now proceed slightly differently, to
obtain again . Indeed, we consider D C By /g similar in construction
to the one in Proposition [2.6.6

QﬂB5/6CDCQﬂB7/8,

such that D is a C® domain. We split © = uj + ug, where u; is the
unique distributional solution in C'(D) (given by Theorem [2.6.12)) to

Ly = 0 in D
up = uw in R"\D.
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In particular, we immediately have that uy € C*(Bs/4) by Proposi-

tion (rescaled) and Remark with

lutlles (s, < Cllullrge @)

2s—e
On the other hand, wus is a distributional solution to
Luy = f in D
up = 0 in R"\ D,

where fdi,“ € L*(2N By), and since D C ), we also have fd},“ €
L>(D). We can therefore use the barrier from Corollary with right-
hand side df,* together with the comparison principle Corollary m to

obtain (2.6.3) now too.
e In we proceed in the same way by observing that now

2 —
HfTHLOO(Bg/4) SCT Sp SSTS’
and hence the same proof still works. ([l
For the second result, we consider even more singular f, and we get

a lower regularity of the solution. In this case, we can also deal with C*
domains:

Proposition 2.6.14. Let s € (0,1) and let £ € B™(A\,A). Let o € (0, s),
and let Q be any C' domain. Let fd**=® € L®(Q N By), and let u €
C(B1) N LS__(R™) for some € > 0 be a distributional solution to

25—¢
Lu = f m QN B
u = 0 in Bp\Q.

Then v € Cf (By) with

2s5—¢

ey + 1702 oo,

for some C depending only on n, s, a, Q, g, A, and A.

lulloa s, ) < € (Il

Proof. The proof is a modification of the proof of Proposition [2.6.13|(which,
at the same time, is modification of the proof of Proposition [2.6.4]). The
differences with respect to the proof Proposition [2.6.13| are:

e In the second bullet point, we use the barrier from Proposition with
right-hand side « — 2s instead of that from Corollary to obtain in
this case

lu(z)| = |u(z)| < Cdq(x)* for =z € Byy.

e In the third bullet point, regarding[Step Jof the proof of Proposition[2.6.13

we proceed in the same way by observing that now
[ frll o (B, < Cr2ore=2 <r,

and hence the same proof still works. ([l
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Remark 2.6.15. As in Remark[2.6.10}, one could consider instead Lipschitz
domains with small Lipschitz constants.

2.6.7. Boundary regularity with nonzero exterior data. Up until
now, we were considering problems with exterior data equal to zero (see
Theorem and Proposition [2.6.4]). Thanks to the results in subsec-
tion [2.6.6, we can extend them to more general exterior data.

Given a bounded domain 2 C R™, we now consider an exterior datum
g : R™\ © — R such that, for some a € (0, min{1,2s}) and € € (0,25 — o),

l9() — 9(y)| 5 <G for all z € 0Q, y € R"\Q.
[z —y|* + |z —y[>e
Condition (2.6.9) basically says that g is bounded on 09, it is “C*” when
comparing points on 9 with points on R™ \  “close” to 012, and it is
L3 __(R™) at infinity. For example, if g € C*(R™\ Q) it immediately satisfies

(2.6.9), whereas in general (2.6.9)) also allows for discontinuities far away
from 02 and a growth up to a power 2s — ¢ at infinity.

(2.6.9) |g(x)|+

The regularity up to the boundary is then the following:

Proposition 2.6.16. Let s € (0,1) and let L € &™(\A). Let a €
(0,min{1,2s}), € € (0,2s — ), and let Q@ C R™ be a bounded domain. Let
f e L>®(QnN By), let g satisfy for some Cy > 0, and let u € C(By)
be a distributional solution of

Lu = f in QN B
u =g in Bp\ Q.

Then,
(i) If « < s and Q is a C* domain, then u € C2 (By) with
lullca(s, ) < C (Co +1flL=(0nBy))
for some C' depending only on n, s, a, Q, €, A, and A.
(ii) If « > s and Q is a CY7 domain, then u € C{ (B1) with
[ullos (B, ,2) < C (Co + 1 fllL=(@nmy))
for some C depending only onn, s, a, ), &, X\, and A.
Proof. We divide the proof into three steps.

Step 1: Let g € C°(2) N C%(N2) be a smooth extension of g to £ satisfying
(2.6.10) |D%G| < CCod®™% in Q.
For example, we can take g to be the solution to
{ Ag = 0 in €,
g =g on 0.
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Indeed, by classical estimates for harmonic functions, we have

[ ce@) < Cldlee(an) < CCo,

for some C depending only on n, «, and . Now, given xz, € ) with
r = d(z,), we have

_ _ C _ o
(2611)  [D*g(wo)| < |1D*Gll 15, ppw)) < 3 o5 §.< OCer ?
and thus (2.6.10) holds.
Step 2: We now claim that
(2.6.12) L] < CCod®™ in Q.

To prove this, we rescale the estimate from Lemma applied to h(x) =
g(ro + ) — g(xo) (also using 2s + & < 2 for € > 0 small enough, and that £
is homogeneous), to get

(2.6.13)

T2S||£§||L°°(Br/4(mo)) < CA (r2‘|D2§||L°°(Br/2(aco)) + ||h(7")HL§§7£(R")) .

Notice now that, if r|z| > 1,

h(rz)|  _ |g(zo +ra) — glao)| r**~F|a*~F _ o 25—
1+ |x’2s—e - T25—a‘$|25—a 1+ ‘$|23—a — ol ’

where we used (2.6.9) and r27¢|z|?$7¢ > r¥|x|® (since 2s — & > a). On the
other hand, if r|z| < 1 we have

pa)] _ J(re +ra) —glao)] _rolal® o
1+ |x|2575 Ta’l‘|a 1+ |£’2575

where we now used (2.6.9) and r27¢|z|?*~¢ < r®|x|%, and the fact that
|x|a <1+ |x’25—5.
In all, we have that ||h(r-)|zge__®n) < CCor® (since r is bounded), and
from (2.6.11))-(2.6.13)) we get
1£gll L (B, 4 (o)) < CCAT*—2,
that is, (2.6.12) holds, or (Lg)d*~2* € L>=(1Q).
Step 3: Finally, let ©w = g + w, where w satisfies
Lw = f—Lg in QNB;
w = 0 in Bp\Q.
We apply, in case Proposition [2.6.14] to w to get

&) + 1 £ a5~ oo (anmy + Co )

lwlloa s, ) < C (ol

2s—e
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thanks to (2.6.12)). In case we apply instead Proposition [2.6.13| by

writing 2s —a = s — (o — s), where a — s > 0 to get

lwlles(pyya) < € (Il my + 172y + Co)

2s—¢

Using that w = u — g, and that § € C%(Q)), we get the desired result. O

2.7. Higher-order boundary regularity

For second-order elliptic PDEs like

—Au = f in €,
u = 0 on Of),

we know that if f and 92 are sufficiently smooth, then we can always obtain

higher regularity of u up to the boundary. Namely, if f € C*(Q2) and 0 is
C?** with a ¢ N, then u € C?t*(Q).

In the case of integro-differential equations, solutions to

Lu = f in Q,
@7.1) { w = 0 in R"\Q,

are in general no better than C*(2), even if £ = (—A)*, and f and 90
are C'°°. This is in contrast with the interior regularity: we have shown that
higher regularity of f and £ do imply higher regularity of the solution inside
the domain (see Theorem . In fact, already for f € L>®(Q), we have
that the interior regularity is better than the boundary regularity, even in
smooth domains!

A natural question is then: is there any higher-order boundary regularity
estimate, analogous to that of the case s = 17

At the moment we know that, close to the boundary, solutions to (2.7.1]
behave roughly as

u = d’, where d(x) = dist(z, Q°).

We wonder whether we can improve this expansion of the solution at
boundary points. That is, if we denote

u=nd’,

then thanks to the interior estimates, the C*® regularity up to the boundary
for u can be understood as the boundedness of 7. Is it now true that higher
regularity of 0%2, f, and L, gives higher regularity of n?
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The answer to this question is positive, and the best known results es-
sentially show the following: for any 5 > 1, with 5,8 + s ¢ N, we have

oNecr

max{S—1-s,0} (O _
e . & e @)
K is homogeneous d

and “regular enough”
see [195), 192] for 8 < 1 + s, and Grubb [128], 127, 129], Abatangelo and
the second author [3], and Abels-Grubb [4], for 8 > 1+ s.
In this section we will establish this result in the simplest case 8 €
(1, 1+s).
We need to consider operators £ € &4(\, A) that are stable (i.e., with

K homogeneous, (2.1.15))-(2.1.16]), or £ € &"™(A,A)) and furthermore have

absolutely continuous kernels satisfying the upper bound

(2.7.2) K(dy) = K(y)dy and K(y) <

S s for all y e R".

Under these conditions, we have:

Theorem 2.7.1 (Higher-order boundary regularity). Let s € (0,1) and let
L € &\ A) satisfy (2.7.2). Let a € (0,s), and Q be any bounded CH*
domain. Let f € L*(Q), and let u be any weak solution of

Lu = f in

u = 0 in R™\ QL.
Then u/d* € C*(Q) with
’ uw
dS

for some C depending only on n, s, a, Q, X\, and A.

<C 00
. £l o ()

When s = 1, this result is equivalent to u € CH%(Q), which is the
optimal boundary regularity in C*® domains.

The proof of Theorem [2.7.1| will be done via a contradiction and com-
pactness argument. For this, we first need a classification result for solutions
in a half-space.

2.7.1. Liouville’s theorem in the half-space. In the following, we prove
a Liouville theorem in the half-space. We denote R"} := {z € R" : z,, > 0}
and R” = R" \ R"}.

Theorem 2.7.2 (Liouville theorem in the half-space). Let s € (0,1) and
let L € &N\ A). Let u € C(R") N LE__(R™) for some ¢ > 0 be any

2s—e
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distributional solution of
Lu = 0 in RY,
v = 0 m R

Then

for some k € R.

Proof. Let u = 2s — ¢, and notice that the function
vr(z) = R""u(Rz) for R>1
satisfies
[or(@)] < llullpge @) R (1+ R |2]") < [lull oo oy (1 + |217),

so that HvRHLﬁo(Rn) < ||U”Lzo(Rn). On the other hand, by homogeneity (see
(2.1.17)) we know that Lvg = Lu in R’.. Hence, we can apply the boundary

estimates from Proposition (see Remark or Proposition [2.6.13))

to deduce that
[u]Cs(BR/2) = RH?S[,UR:ICS(BI/2) < CR’MiSHu”Lzo(Rn) for R>1.

Let now h € R™ such that h,, = 0. Let us define

o u(x 4+ h) —u(zx)
w(zx) = RE .

Then, by the previous consideration and if |h| < R/4 we know

||w||L°°(BR) < CHUHLZO(R")RM_S for R > 1.
Observe, also, that Lw = 0 in R} and w = 0 in R”. In particular, we can
repeat the previous argument with R*w to deduce

[w]CS(BR/Q) S CR'LL_QSHUHLZo(Rn) for R Z 1.

Letting R — oo, we deduce w = 0 in R" (since w = 0 in R™) and hence
u(z + ho) = u(x) for any ho such that (ho), = 0. In particular, u depends
only on the z,, variable, and we have

By Lemma [2.6.2] % satisfies
{ (~A)jga = 0 in (0.00),

u = 0 in (—o00,0].

Since |a(t)| < C(1+t%57¢), we are done by the classification of one-dimensional
solutions from Theorem [[.10.16] O

We refer to [3, Theorem 3.10] for a higher-order version of this Liouville-
type result in a half-space.
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2.7.2. Expansion around boundary points. In order to prove Theo-
rem the main point is to show the following expansion of the solution
at boundary points.

Proposition 2.7.3. Let s € (0,1), and let £ € &%™(\,A) satisfy ([2.7.2).
Leta € (0,5), and let Q C R™ be any domain whose boundary is a C1 graph
in By, with C* norm bounded by 1, and 0 € 9. Letu € L __(R")NC(By)
for some € > 0 be a distributional solution to

Lu = f i QN B
u = 0 in Bp\Q,

for some f € L>(QQ). Then, there exists qo € R such that

[u = god°[| oo,y < C (Hf||L°°(mBl) + [lull g (Rn)> ot

2s—e

for allr € (0,1). The constant C depends only on n, s, €, a, A, and A.

The proof of Proposition [2.7.3]is somewhat similar to the interior regu-
larity case (see subsection , starting with a quantitative version of the
Liouville-type result for solutions in very large balls and domains very close
to a half-space:

Proposition 2.7.4. Let s € (0,1), 6 > 0, and let L € &"™(\,A) satisfy
(2.7.2)). Let o € (0,s), and let Q C R™ be a domain whose boundary is a

CH® graph in By s, with CY® norm bounded by §, and 0 € O9.
Let uw e L3;_(R") N C(Byys) for some e > 0 with |[ulpge__®n) <1 be a
distributional solution to

Lu = f in QN Bys
u = 0 mn Bl/5 \ Q,
for some f with || fd*~%|| oo () < 0.
Then, for any e, > 0 there exists o > 0 depending only on e,, n, s, €,
a, A\, and A, such that if § < 6o,
e = ol e 3,y < €5

for some ¢, € R. Moreover, we may take

. I 5, ud’
o = .
fBl d25
Proof. Let us argue by contradiction and let us assume that the statement

does not hold. That is, there exists some €, > 0 such that, for any k € N,
there are:

e ;. C R" domains with boundary given by a C%* graph in By, with
C1® norm bounded by %, and 0 € 0



156 2. Linear integro-differential equations

2s—¢

o up € L3P (Rn) N C(Bk) with HukHng_E(Rn) <1,

o fi with || fed) || Lo () < %, where d, := dg, denotes the distance
to R™ \ Qk,

o Ly € (), A) satisfying (272),

and they are such that

Lrur = fi in QN By
u, = 0 in By \ Q,

in the distributional sense, with

urd;
(2.7.3) Huk — deZHLoo(Bl) >e, forall ke N, ¢ = M

fBl dis 7

for some €, > 0. From the estimates of Proposition [2.6.13|in a ball Br with
R > 1 fixed we know that, for k large enough,

skl (s < CCR) (i omgrnn) + lukliss_ ) < CCR),

25—¢

and so uy, converges locally uniformly in R™ to some us € L5S__(R™)NC(R™)
with [|ucc|zge )y < 1. Moreover, after a rotation we have that 0y —
OR" (locally uniformly as graphs, or in the Hausdorff distance, up to a
subsequence), and so

Uso =0 in R,
Notice, also, that ¢ — coo, Where

_ Jpy et

T T

and doo () = (7p)+-
On the other hand, fr — 0 as k — oo locally uniformly in R”, and

we can apply the stability of distributional solutions, Proposition [2.2.36] to
deduce that

Loctise =0 in RY

for some Lo, € B4(A, A). Observe also that since £ € B4(A, A) are of the
form (2.1.16)) and satisfying (2.7.2)), the same holds true for L.

We can therefore apply the Liouville theorem in the half-space, Theo-
rem to deduce that us(x) = coo(2,)%, which contradicts (2.7.3) if k

is large enough. O
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2.7.2.1. The regularized distance. In order to proceed with the proof of
Proposition we need to introduce the concept of reqularized distance,
which will be necessary at exactly one point in the proof: given a domain
Q C R", we will work with powers of the distance to the boundary, which
in general are not smooth functions (not even close to 2, unless Q itself is
smooth). In particular, in general it is not possible to evaluate (in the strong
sense) L(dq).

Definition 2.7.5 (Regularized distance). Let Q C R™ be a C” domain with
B> 1and g ¢ N. We say that

0 R" — R>o

is a regularized distance if 09g € C(Q) N C#(Q), there exists a constant C
such that

(2.7.4) dg <0 <Cdg in R",
and
(2.7.5) |DFoq| < Cpol™" in Q, forall k>p

for some C} depending only on €2, k, and S.
If Q is Lipschitz domain, we say that 0o : R™ — Rx>( is a regularized

distance if 0g € C°°(Q) N C%1(Q), and (2.7.4)-(2.7.5) hold for 3 = 1.

Remark 2.7.6. Since dg is C® close to 99, v is C#(Q2), and both dg and
0q are vanishing linearly on 02, we have that

d .
2 e CFTU(Ny),

00
where Nj := {0 < do < 6} and & depends only on the CA-radius of Q (see
Definition (2.6.3))). Indeed, after flattening the boundary it is enough to
show it when ©Q = {z,, > 0} locally. In this case, we can write

U 1
— = / Ug, (2, txy) dt € CP71
0

Tn
for u = dq, dq, since u is C? in Q, and Uy, € CB~1. Hence, since furthermore
u/xy, is uniformly positive and bounded in 2, we get that
d do x —
“_fetn o Cﬁ_l(N(;),
0g  xp 0
as claimed.

Remark 2.7.7. Thanks to Remark [2.7.6] in Proposition [2.7.3 we can equiv-
alently take the regularized distance 0 in place of dg. Indeed, since w :=
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0q/dq € C*(B,,) for some 7, universal (by Remark [2.7.6)), and 1 < w < C
in ©, we also have that w® € C*(B,,) and

‘OS

7 —w(0)

75 <Crt = |9g — w(0)d) oo (s, < O,
0

Leo(Br)

for any r € (0,7,). By the triangle inequality we now have that the statement
holds for 0g, if and only if it holds for dg.

For # > 1 and 3 ¢ N, any C? (or Lipschitz) domain has a regularized
distance (see Lemma in Appendix [B]).

2.7.2.2. Proof of the expansion around boundary points. We can next pro-
ceed with the proof of Proposition

Proof of Proposition We will show it for dq instead of dg, which
is sufficient thanks to Remark

We divide the proof into five steps. It will eventually follow by contra-
diction, with two preliminary steps.

Step 1: We start with the following claim:

Claim. Let p# > s, let v be such that ||v[[ze(p,) < 1 and vanishes on a
domain Bj \ Q with Lipschitz constant bounded by 1, and let dg denote
the regularized distance (according to Definition and Lemma (B.0.1]
corresponding to €. If for any r € (0,1) there exists ¢, € R such that

v = @08 L(B,) < Cir,
then
(2.7.6) [v = o0l ree(B,) < Cort forall e (0,1),
for some ¢, and C, bounded by C(C7+1), where C' depends only on n and s.

To prove this, observe first that, since |[0g(|z(p,) < er® for some di-
mensional constant ¢, we have for any r € (O, %} and g € [1,2],
l96r — ar] < Cr7°[|q3r00 — 4r00| Lo (8,

(2.7.7) < Cr|lv = @0l Lo (m,) + Cr*|lv = 80| Lo (5,

< CCyrts.
On the other hand, since [[v||z(p,) < 1, we have that

g <C(Cr+1) forall reli1].
Together with (2.7.7) and the fact that p > s, this implies the existence of
a limit

=1
q0 :fol dr,
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which satisfies
o0 [e.e] )
20 — @ < lgo-ir — Go-s-1,| < CCP#=* Y " 27708) < OOyt
j=0 =0
for any r € (0,1). In particular,
lqo| < C(Cy + 1),
and, for any r € (0,1),
v — g0l Lo (B,) < v = @0 L (B,) + |2 — ol[0& ]| o (B,
< C(Cy + 1)rk.
That is, (2.7.6) holds with ¢, = ¢o and C, = C(Cy + 1).
Step 2: We now prove the following:

Claim. Let p > s. Let {tm }men With [[um|[ze(p,) < 1 for all m € N be a
family of functions such that each u,, vanishes on a domain B \ §2,, with
Lipschitz constant bounded by 1. Let 9, = dq,, denote the regularized
distance to By \ Q.

If there exist (¢m,r)men,re(0,1) such that

sup sup 7 H||upm, — qm,?“oin”Loo(Br) = 00,
meNre(0,1)

then there exist sequences r; | 0 and m; — oo such that
(2.7.8) rk;_“Humk - QkafnkHLoo(BTk) — o0 as k — oo,

and

s

(2.7.9) vp(x) == (Umk - Qkamk) (rix)
[ty = @50, |22 (8,,)

satisfies [|vg|[zoo(py) < CR* for any 1 < R < ﬁ, for some C' that depends
only on n.

In order to show the claim, let us define

Q= [[m — @ms O [Lo(B,) and 0(p) :==sup sup p "Qum,p,
meN 1>r>p

so that 6(p) is nonincreasing, finite for any p > 0, and by assumption 6(p) 1

oo as p | 0. In particular, there exist sequences my € N and ry | 0 such that

_ 1
(2.7.10) RO 59(7%) — 00 as k — 00.

On the other hand, as in (2.7.7) we have

lgm.2r — Gmr| < O (Qmyr + Qm2r) < CrH*7°0(r)
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and, for R = 2V for some N € N,
|G, e — G| < C Y (270)P750(27r) < CRFSr=50(r)
j=0
(and similarly for any R < 5-). Thanks to this, if we define vy, as (2.7.9) we
have, for any 1 < R < ﬁ,

-1
kllLoo(Br) = @y [ Wmi = Gy Aoy || Lo (BR,., )
o Qo Ity = G k
< Q;ﬁi,rk (kaﬁ?‘k + |G, Ry — qu77’k|||dfnk||L°°(BRrk)>
< Qi 1 O(Rrp)RITY + CQt L RFSr0(ry,) (R )®

< 20(Rryp)[0(ri)] " R* + CRMPLQL) L 6O(ry)
< CRH,

for some C that depends only on n, where we have also used the monotonicity

of 6 and (|2.7.10)).

Step 3: After the two preliminary steps, let us start with the body of the
proof. Up to dividing by a constant, we assume that

||f||L°°(QﬂBl) + ||u||Lg§78(Rn) S 1.

We now argue by contradiction, and assume that the statement does not
hold. In particular, there exist sequences of
e ,, C R" domains with boundary given by a C1*® graph in B; and O
norm bounded by 1, with 0 € 9%, and where we denote by 0,, := g,
the regularized distance corresponding to 2.,
o u, € LSS _(R")NC(B;) with HUmHng,E(R") <1,
e fm € L*(Qy) with HmeLOO(Q) <1,
o L, € 8m(\, A) operators satisfying (2.7.2),

such that
Lotm = fm in Q,NB;
Um = 0 in B;\Q,
and
sup 7" Y um — emdp,ll e,y = m  for any ¢, € R.
re(0,1)

By |Step 1| (with ;1 = s + a) we have that for any family (gm.r)menre(0,1)s

sup sup 7 5TY||uy, — GO || Loo(B,) = 00
meNre(0,1)

We choose our gy, , as:

L fBT Um0y,

Gm,r = om



2.7. Higher-order boundary regularity 161

By and using the notation there, there exist sequences my — oo
and 7y | 0 such that if we define vy, as in (2.7.9) with the ¢, , above,

un(e) = S A
Qk fBTk a%fk

and

Qr = Qmyr, = Humk - Qkafnk”Lw(Brk)’
then 1

gy < CRT™ for 1<R< —

[0kl Lo (BR) < T

and

vk |lpoe(By) = 1.

Notice that, since |uy,, | < Cd%, by Proposition we have |gx| < C
for some C' depending only on n, s, A\, A, o, and ¢

Furthermore, by assumption we have |t (z)| < 1+ |2|[**7¢ in R", and
so we can also bound vy outside of By () by

”Uk(x)| S Q;l (1 _’_T,is—a‘m|2sfs + |Qk|7']§’x‘s) § CQ};lris—amPsfs

for all z € R™\ By /(3,,). Assuming, without loss of generality, that ¢ < s—a,
then Q;lrisfs — 0 as k — oo by (2.7.8), and we obtain
(2.7.11) lvellzge @ny) <C
for some C' depending only on n, s, A, A, «, and «.

Step 4: Let us now see what equation each vy, satisfies. If we denote

Q= ika, and 0x(x) := iamk (rpz),
Tk Tk
we have - _
{ Emkvk = fk(:v) in QN Blérw
v = 0 in -Bl/r;c \ Q,
where

Fr(@) = Q1 (f (ra®) = @ (Lny 05,,) (i) -
This is the point where we use the fact that we have the regularized distance
and not the standard distance. Indeed, we need to make sense of the term

L, 05, » which is only well defined if 9, is smooth enough. Then, we can

use Proposition (and the fact that | f,,, | < 1) to obtain a bound for fi,
60y (x) < Q07 ()] + CQ 1wl [05,,° (ria) [0 ().
Since Oy, (1x7) = rE0k(7) and O (z) < i in By, , we get
fedi @l < CQ'ET in QN By,

where we have also used that |gx| is bounded.
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In all,

2.7.12 <OQ'rT 50 as k — oo,
) kE 'k

| fid ™ HLoo(kaBl/rk

by (2.7.8)) (recall p = s+ a and the definition of Q).
Step 5: Let us denote

dpm,, () := dist(z, R" \ Q, ),

di(x) = dist(x, R™ \ r,;lﬂmk),
so that d(z) = idmk (rgz). By Remark we have that
[0y, = Wi (0) i || oo 5,y < crite

for any r € (0,7,), with wy := O, /dm, € C*(B1). In terms of dj, and dy,
we have

(2.7.13) Hﬁk - wk(o)dk“Lw(Bl) S CT%,

that is, 9 converges locally uniformly to wy(0)dy, as k — oc.

On the other hand, thanks to —, up to dividing by a uni-
versal constant depending only on n and s, we have that vy satisfies the hy-
potheses of Proposition for any § > 0 provided that k is large enough.
In particular, for any e, > 0 there exists some k large enough such that

Hvk — ckaZHLOO(Bl) <eé&o,, forsome ¢ €R.

Combining this with (2.7.13)), we get

Ck

(2.7.14) @

L < 2e,,

Le°(Br1)

Ve —

if k is large enough. Notice, however, that by definition of v, 0, and ¢y,

/ o0y = Q" / umkafnk_Qk/ X | =0,
B By, By,

so that integrating (2.7.14) against 95 in By we get |cx| < Ce, for some
C independent of k (using that [g d?* and w; *(0) are uniformly bounded
below). Thus

vkl Lo (B)) < Ceo,

for k large enough. However, by definition of v, we have |vg|/e(p,) = 1,
which is a contradiction if e, < 1/C. This completes the proof. O
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2.7.3. Proof of the higher-order boundary regularity. Let us finish
with the proof of the higher-order boundary regularity result, Theorem[2.7.1]
As in the proof of the boundary regularity, we start with a local version of
the estimate, that has interest on its own:

Proposition 2.7.8. Let s € (0,1), and let L € B™(\,A) satisfy (2.7.2)).
Let a € (0,8), and let  C R™ be any domain whose boundary is a C1®
graph in By, with CY® norm bounded by 1.

Let w € LSS__(R")NC(B1) for some e > 0 be any distributional solution
to
{ Lu = f in QN B

u = 0 in B1\Q,
for some f € L>®(Q). Then, u/d* € CZ.(B1NQ) with

for some C' depending only on n, s, €, a, A, and A.

w
ds

< C (Ifllzec@npy + lullig o))

2s5—¢

Co (ﬁﬂBl/g)

Proof. We assume | f[| o onp,) + ||ullLge__(rn) < 1 after dividing by a con-
stant if necessary. We split the proof into two steps.

Step 1: From Proposition we know that for each z € 902N By 5 there
exists some ¢ = ¢(z) such that

|lu — q(2)d°|| oo (B,(2)) < Cret® for all r € (0, %)
Equivalently, thanks to Remark we have for some ¢/(z),
(2.7.15) Ju — ¢ (2)0°|| oo (B, (2)) < Cr°t® for all r € (0, %)

Let now z, € QN By /s with 7o := d(z,) < po for some small universal p,,
and let 2z, € 02 N By be a projection of x, towards 9 (in particular,
|xo — 20| = 70).

We define the function

v(z) = u(zo + ro) — ¢ (26)0° (o + o).
Then, we have (by (2.7.15))
[Vl oo (BR) < C(Rr,)*™ forall 1<R<ecr;t
On the other hand, from |[u|zg ®n) <1,
0]l oo () < C(Rro)? ¢ forall R>cry'.
In all, assuming without loss of generality that ¢ < o — s, we have

H’UHLOO_ (R™) S CT’g—’_a.
2s—¢
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Observe, also, that thanks to Proposition for all x € By,

|Lo(x)| < 72° f (20 + T0x) + Clq (20) [r2*0* ™5 (w0 + 10)
< r?,s + Orste < opste,
where we have used that ¢’(z,) is bounded and that, for € Bgy, the
function ?(x, + rox) is comparable to r,. Hence, by C* interior estimates

with bounded right-hand side (Theorem rescaled to balls B;/, and
Bs,4) we have:

lea(sye < C (ol @ + 1£0llLe(sy0) < Crete.

2s5—¢

In terms of w this is
(2.7.16) [u — q/(ZO)DS]CD‘(BrOm(QTO)) < C’I“g.

Step 2: We now want to obtain a bound for the Holder norm of u/d® from
(2.7.16)). To do that, two preliminary observations are in order.

We will use that, on the one hand, for any wuj,us € C*(D) we have
(BEDRS Ca(D) with

(2.7.17) [wiug]ca(py < llutllpe(p)luzlca(py + [wiloapylluzll e by,

(see (A.3.6) in Proposition [A.3.4)).

On the other hand, we will also use that, since
0% (8, ja(a0)) < €167,
V™) LB, o)) = CIRT T VO oo, (aay) < C75°7
we have that by interpolation

(2.7.18)
7% (x) —7*(y)|*
|z —yl*

P "lca(s,, jpxe)) = SUP P75 (x) — o5 (y)['
x,yEBTO/Q(xo)

< CP W0 (s,, oo 10N,  aaey) < CT

Combining (2.7.17) with (2.7.18) in (2.7.16) (also recalling (2.7.15))) we get

[;ﬂca(fzrom(m)) - {0% a q/(zo)]Ca(Bro/z(zo))

< llu—=q'(20)0° [l (5, jp(wa)) [0 ] o

ro/2(%0))
+ 1= ¢ (200", ey 1025, a(ae)
<Criter Y+ Crirg® = C.
That is, we have obtained a universal bound for [u/2%]¢a(p 1a(@2)) for any

ro < po. Since u has interior C?* regularity and ?* is smooth and uniformly
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positive away from the boundary, the previous estimate also holds for p, <
ro < %:
U

(27.19) [+] Co (B (e

Using again (2.7.17)), since u/0° and 9% /d® are C“ in €2 (see Remark [2.7.7)
we get from ([2.7.19)),

<C forall z, € Bl/2 with Bro(xo) C QN B;.

u
u < C forall @€ By with B, o, C QN B.
[ds}caww(xo))_ oral Fo &Sz W o(ze) !

This is enough to conclude that u/d* € C%(B;/, N Q) with a bound of the
form Hu/dsHCa(Bl/Qmﬁ) < C (see, e.g., Lemma in Appendix . O

From the previous result, we finally obtain the following:

Proof of Theorem 2.7.T. We cover 2 with finitely many balls By j5(z;),
and apply Proposition [2.7.8| to each of them to get the desired result. O

2.8. Further results and open problems

In this chapter, we have obtained a quite complete understanding of the
regularity of solutions to linear nonlocal equations of order 2s. Still, there
are many interesting research directions that we did not discuss yet; we
briefly do it next.

2.8.1. General equations in divergence form. Under appropriate reg-
ularity assumptions on K (z,z) in the z-variable, we know that solutions of
divergence-form equations

(2.8.1) L(u,z) =0 in QCR"

with operators as in ([2.5.22)-(2.5.25|), satisfy similar regularity estimates to
the ones we established in Theorems [2.4.1] and [2.4.3} see Section [2.5| and

[106), 95].

Recall that, in this case, the ellipticity conditions should read as

(2.8.2) r%/ K(z,dz) <A
Bar()\Br(x)
and
(2.8.3) A <7272 inf / le - (z — 2)]2K(z,dz)
e€8" 1/ B (2)\Br (2)

for all ¥ > 0 and x € R™®, with A > X\ > 0.
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A quite different problem concerns the regularity of solutions of divergence-
form equations (2.8.1))-(2.5.22))-(2.5.25)), with ellipticity assumptions (2.8.2))-
, but with no regularity assumption in x. These are called equations
with bounded measurable coefficients.

The main regularity question in this context is to understand whether so-
lutions to these equations are Hélder continuous or notEL The first results in
this direction were established by Kassmann [151] (see also Chen-Kumagai
[58], Bass-Levin [18], and Caffarelli-Chan-Vasseur [38]), who proved that,
under the stronger assumption
(2.8.4) 0< A < K(z,z) < A

|1I _ Z‘n—l—Zs — ’JZ _ Z|n+25’

any solution of (2.8.1)-(2.5.22)-(2.5.25)) in B; satisfies

(2.8.5) [ullcoa(s, ) < Cllull e rn),

for some positive constants o and C' depending only on n, s, A and A.

Notice that the techniques we used in this chapter in order to establish
regularity estimates do not apply in case of equations with bounded measur-
able coefficients, and completely different methods are required. The main
estimate in [I51] is proved by developing a nonlocal version of the classical
Moser iteration.

After the results in [151), (58, (18], B8], the natural question was then
to ask whether holds for more general kernels, not satisfying .
The best known result in this direction follows from the works of Chaker-
Silvestre [52], Dyda-Kassmann [84], and Imbert-Silvetre [143], and states
that holds for any solution of (2.8.1)-(2.5.22)-(2.5.25)), with elliptic-

ity assumptions ([2.8.2))-(2.8.3), as long as the kernel K(z,z) satisfies the
additional assumption

[{z € B: K(z,2) > plz — 2|7""**}| > 0| B|

for any ball B C R" and x € B, with # € (0,1) and x > 0. Notice that this
assumption is much weaker than (2.8.4]), but still leaves the following;:

Open question 2.1: Does the Hélder estimate (2.8.5)) hold for all solutions
of (2.8.1)-(2.5.22)-(2.5.25) in By, under the general ellipticity assumptions

178ee also [165), for regularity results in L? spaces.
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Thanks to the results in [143], the question essentially reduces to show-
ing that, under the ellipticity assumptions (2.8.2)-(2.8.3)), the coercivity es-
timate

2
/n/n‘“x_zw%’ dzda <0/n/n 22K (z, 2)dzd

holds for all u € H*(R™), with C depending only on the constants A, A
appearing in (2.8.2)-(2.8.3).

This is a challenging and very natural question, which arises as well in
the context of the Boltzmann equation; see [52] for more details.

2.8.2. Harnack’s inequality. In Chapter [I| we saw that the square root
of Laplacian satisfies a Harnack inequality; see Proposition It is then
natural to wonder if more general operators £ € &4(A, A) — or more general
operators of the form (12.5.22)-(2.5.25)-(12.8.2)-(2.8.3) — satisfy a similar
Harnack inequality [70), [71], [66].

It turns out that the condition

A
0< [y +2s < K(y) < y[nr2s

is enough for the Harnack inequality to hold:

Lu = 0 in Bl .
2.8.6 . = < (C inf
CAUE G - supu < C jnf v

with C depending only on n, s, A, A (see Corollary [3.3.7)).

However, there are (linear and translation invariant) operators £ €
(A, A) for which such Harnack inequality fails. A simple example is given
by £ = (=02 ,,)° + (—82,,,)% in R? see [16], 26]. This raises the following:

Open question 2.2: Can one characterize those operators L for which the
Harnack inequality (2.8.6) holds?

In case of stable operators, i.e., when K is homogeneous, this question
was completely solved by Bogdan and Sztonyk; see [26), 25]. On the other
hand, for general operators £ € &4(\, A), a characterization of those op-
erators satisfying a parabolic Harnack inequality follows from the results of
Chen, Kumagai, and Wang [59].

2.8.3. Boundary regularity estimates in L” spaces. Concerning the
boundary regularity of solutions, here we have studied solutions u to the
Dirichlet problem

Lu = f in Q
(2:8.7) { u = 0 in R"\Q,
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for operators £ € &,(A, A) with homogeneous kernels K, i.e. £ € &™(\, A),

and with f € L>®(Q) or f € C*(2). In this case, the best known results
essentially show the following: for any § > 1, with 8,5 + s ¢ N, we have

oNeCh u

f e omax{f-1-50}(Q) — — e CPHQ).
3 113 7 ds

K|gn—1 is “regular enough

This sharp higher regularity result was first proved in the case 8 = oo by
Grubb [128), 127] (see also Hormander [138, 139]), then by the second
author and Serra [195] in case 8 € (1,1+ s), and finally by Abatangelo and
the second author in [3], for all 5 > 1+ s; see also Abels-Grubb [4].

In case f € LP(Q), the best known results have been established by

Abels and Grubb [4], where they proved fine estimates in Bessel-potential
type Hj spaces. As a particular case of their results, one has:

o0 eC?
ferLr(Q), ps>1 —
K|Sn71 6 OOO(Snil)

U _1
—| e WP (00),
ds 160 (99)

where u/d*|sq should be understood in a trace sense; see [4, Theorem 4.5].
Here, W®P denotes the fractional Sobolev space; . See also [77] for
another related result in weighted Sobolev spaces for general stable operators
in CY* domains.

An interesting question that remains completely open in this context is
to establish LP-based regularity estimates for u/d® in Lipschitz domains.

Open question 2.3: When Q is Lipschitz and L is a stable operator, can
one prove that solutions to (2.8.7)) satisfy u/d® € LP(0Q)?

This is not known even for the fractional Laplacian, £ = (—A)?, in
which case the most general global results say that u belongs to the Besov
space Bmln{QS’SH/Q}(Q) when f € L(), [27].

2,00

2.8.4. Non-symmetric operators. The operators £ € G4(\, A) that we
have considered in this Chapter are all symmetric, in the sense that fRn wLlv =
Jgn Luw for all u,v € C°(R™). In terms of the kernel K this is equivalent to
the symmetry condition K(y) = K(—y), which is what allowed us to write
the operator (2.1.11)) as (2.1.22]).
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The natural generalization of B4(A, A) to the context of non-symmetric
kernels is the class of operators of the type

[ (o) =t + ) K s e (0.3
Lu(z) =< P.V. - (u(z) —u(z +y))K(dy) +b-Vu(z) ifs=3
/n (u(z) — u(z +y) + Vu(z) - y) K (dy) if s e (1,1),

where b € R™, and the kernel K > 0 satisfies the additional cancellation
property

/ yK(dy) =0 in cases= 1.
B27‘\Br
The corresponding uniform ellipticity assumptions are

2 / K(dy) <A  forall r>0
B2T\B’l‘

and

0<A< 7«252/ le-y|?K(dy)  forall >0 and ecS"'.
BQr\Br

These operators have Fourier symbols of the form A + iB, with
A€) =g and  |B(E)| S l€*

for all £ € R™. Thanks to this, the proofs of the interior regularity results
we presented in Section [2.4]still hold for this more general class of operators;
see [76, Theorem 3.8].

On the other hand, the boundary regularity of solutions that we pre-
sented in Sections and used very strongly the fact that the kernels
under consideration were symmetric (and homogeneous). Namely, a crucial
ingredient in those proofs is the fact that the function (x-e)3 is a 1D solution
of Lw =0 in {x-e > 0}, for any e € S"L.

For non-symmetric operators, the boundary regularity was developed in
[76l, Theorem 1.2], where Dipierro, the second author, Serra, and Valdinoci
developed a boundary regularity theory which extends the one for symmetric
operators that we presented in Sections and here. A key observation
is that, for any non-symmetric operator £ with homogeneous kernel, and
for any e € S"7!, there exists an explicit exponent

v(e, L) :=s+ %aretan <i((i)>) , (e, £) € (0,25) N (2s — 1,1),

for which the function (z - e)l(e’c) is a 1D solution of Lw =0 in {z - e > 0}.

An interesting problem that remains open is the following:
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Open question 2.4: Develop a higher-order boundary regularity theory for
nonsymmetric operators, extending the one in [3] for symmetric operators.

This would have applications to obstacle problems for non-symmetric
operators, t00; see subsection [4.4.5)



Chapter 8

Fully nonlinear
equations

In this chapter we study fully nonlinear equations of the type
(3.0.1) Zu=0 in QCR",
where 7 is an operator of the form

3.0.2 Zw:=inf { — L ZTw := inf - L ,
( ) w ;IGIF { Jw} or w = Inf 223 { bW }

and L, or L, are linear integro-differential elliptic operators of order 2s.

When s = 1, these correspond to fully nonlinear elliptic PDE,
F(D?u)=0 in QCR",

and their study has been a major research direction since the second half of
the 20th century, with many important contributions by Nirenberg, Krylov,
Safonov, Evans, Caffarelli, and many others; see [35), 185, [105] for more
details.

For integro-differential operators, the regularity theory for fully nonlin-
ear equations of the type (3.0.1)-(3.0.2)) was developed in a series of famous
papers by Caffarelli and Silvestre [45], [46), [47], and many more results have
been established since then; see [54, [55] (56, [78, 132, 133, 149, 153, 161,
184, 193, 196, 209, 210, 206, 229].

Here we will present first the basic results concerning the existence and
uniqueness of (viscosity) solutions for these equations, to then establish some
of the main known regularity results.

171
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3.1. Preliminaries

We next present a very heuristic motivation for the equations ((3.0.1))-([3.0.2]),
and we refer to [174), 175] for a rigorous derivation in the case of second-

order elliptic equations.

Let I' = {1,..., N}, and {X}}icr be a finite collection of Lévy processes,
with infinitesimal generators £;. Given a bounded smooth domain 2 C R",
and a payoff function g € C(R™ \ ), we saw in subsection that if we
consider the process x + X} (i.e., a “particle” starts at x € € and moves
randomly according to X7), then the expected payoff of the first hitting
time 7, (the first time the particle falls outside ), denoted u;(x), is given
by the solution of

Eiui = 0 in Q
wj = g in R"\Q.

Here, we consider instead the following control problem: suppose that at
any time ¢ we can choose to change the parameter 7 € I' so that the particle
that has reached the position z at time ¢ must then move according to X}
during a very small time interval (¢,¢ + §). We get a process X', where
~v: Q — I" may actually change from point to point.

Our goal is to minimizeﬁ the expected payoff, by making the optimal
choice of ¢ at each z € 2. The minimum expected payoff is then given by

u(x) Tall possilkl)llg choicesE[g(ng)].
of v:Q—T
Observe that, since we can always choose to continue with a constant v = 1,
we have u(z) < E [u(z + X])] for every € Q (and every i € I'), and
from - we get —L;u > 01in  for all ¢ € I'. On the other hand,
assuming that u is regular enough, one can show that for short time intervals
we will have u(z) = E [u(z + X{)] + o(t) for some i € T, so that (again by
(2.1.6)-(2.1.8)) at each = € Q we have that L;u(z) = 0 for some i € I'. The

previous expressions can be put into a single (nonlinear) equation as

Izléllp{ — ,C,'u} = 0.

One can repeat the same argument for any general family of stochas-
tic processes {X, }yer, and the value function u will then solve the fully
nonlinear equation

Tu = 0 in €,
(3.1.1) { u = g in R"\Q,

INotice that, if we wanted to mazimize the payoff, we could simply consider —g instead of g.
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where

Tw := 'lerlf“{ — va}.

Similar considerations with zero-sum two-player stochastic gamesﬂ lead
to the nonlinear operators

Zw := inf su — Lpw .
beB aeE { bt}

Finally, when running costs are considered we get the problem (3.1.1)) with
Tu = infyer { — Lyu+ cA,} or Zu = infpep Supg,e g { — Lapu + cab}
(stochastic control) (zero-sum games) '

As explained in more detail below, here we will be interested in the case
where £, are integro-differential operators of the form

Lyula) =PV, [ (ulo) = ule +9)) K o) do

with K, (y) < |y|7" 2.

Remark 3.1.1 (Second-order equations). When L u or L, are second-
order uniformly elliptic operators of the form

n
Lu(z) == aij(x)d5u(z),  Ad < (a;;)i; < Ald,
ij=1
then Zu is a (local) fully nonlinear uniformly elliptic operator F(D?u) = 0.
When Zu = inf er {—Lyu + ¢, } then F is, in addition, a concave function.

Notice that, in this case, the stochastic processes X, have continuous
paths, and thus only the value of g on 992 matters in (3.1.1)).

3.1.1. Extremal operators. An important observation is the following;:

Lemma 3.1.2. Assume that all L, and Ly belong to a class of linear op-
erators £; and ¢, and cqp are functions of x. Let

Z(u,z) = infyer { — Lyu(z) + cy(z)}
(3.1.2) or
Z(u,x) = infyegsupgea { — Lapu(x) + cap(a) }.
Then,

zllrelfs {—Lv(@)} <Z(u+v,2) —Z(u,z) < ilé% { - Lou(z)},

whenever all the terms are pointwise well-defined.

2Namely7 two players with conflicting interests govern the evolution of the particle by choosing
from different sets of indices.
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Proof. We have
inf {~Lo(@)} < inf {~L,0(2)}
< inf {~Lyu(e) — Lyv(z) + ¢y (2)} — inf {~Lyu(a) + ¢ (2))

yer
<sup{—Lyv(z)} <sup{—Lov(z)}.
vyel’ Leg

In the case L., we have instead

—Lap(u+v) + cap < —Lapu + cqp + sup {—Lv},
Leg

and taking infycp sup,c 4 we get

I(u+v,z) < Z(u,z) + sup{—Lv(x)}.
Lel

The other inequality follows in a similar way. O

Given a class £ of linear Lévy operators (2.1.11))-(2.1.4), we define the

extremal operators:

+,, _ — — 3 _
(3.1.3) Mgufilég{ Lu} and Mu Zléfs{ Lu}.

Thanks to the previous lemma, if Zu is of the form (3.1.2)), then
(3.1.4) Mg (u—v) <Tu—Tv < M (u—0).

We say that Z is elliptic with respect to the class £ when ($3.1.4]) holds, for
any u,v € CZ(R").

Notice that /\/lzf and My are themselves fully nonlinear operators, and
that they are elliptic with respect to £ (by Lemma [3.1.2]).

Remark 3.1.3. When £ is the class of second order uniformly elliptic op-
erators with ellipticity constants A and A, the previous operators are called
Pucci operators, [35, [105]:

:EMX)\(D2U) = sup (= tr(ADQU)).
’ Md<A<AId

Remark 3.1.4. It is interesting to notice that, when £ is the class of Lévy-
type operators , any operator Z satisfying (or more generally,
(2.1.12))) must be of the form , with ¢gp constant; see [133), 134]. See
[133), 134] for more general results for operators with « dependence.

Remark 3.1.5. In , we take —L instead of £ because traditionally
this is the sign taken in the context of non-divergence-form equations. No-
tice that the linear operators £ have the same sign as —A, while the fully
nonlinear operators Z have the same sign as A.
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Remark 3.1.6. In (3.1.2)), or in Definitions and below, we could

have chosen the class of operators Z to be translation invariant (that is,
with cqp constants), since we are already taking the linear operators Ly
to be independent of x. However, as we will see, allowing the lower-order
terms cgp to depend on x is convenient when studying the interior regularity
of solutions to Zu = 0 (even in the case where Z is translation invariant).

3.1.2. The class of operators. In this chapter, we focus our attention
on the class of linear operators £ with kernels comparable to the one of

fractional Laplacian (see (2.1.20)-(2.1.21)) in subsection [2.1.6)).

Namely, we consider operators of the form

Lu(z) =P.V. (u(z) —u(z +y))K(y)dy

R
(3.1.5) .

=_ /n (2u(z) —u(z +y) — u(z — y)) K(y) dy,

2
with
(3.1.6) K(y) = K(—y) in R",
and
A A . n

and we define the classes £4(\, A) and £5(A\, A;p) for p > 0 as follows
(cf. Definitions [2.1.18| and [2.1.22]):

Definition 3.1.7. Let s € (0,1), 0 < A < A, and p > 0 with pu ¢ N. We
define

Ls(A\A) = {L: B.1.5)-(3.1.6)-(3.1.7) holds},

and
Lo\ A p) == {L e Li(N\A): [Llew < o0},
where we have denoted, for £ € £4(\, A) with kernel K,

[Llow = sup p"# K] o se)-
p>0

We also denote £5(A, A;0) := £5(A, A).

Remark 3.1.8. Arguing as in (2.2.1)) or ([2.2.4]) one can see that the norm
[L]cw is equivalent to considering instead semi-norms in By, \ B,:

[L]on = sup P K en(Ba,\ By

Notice that the class £5(A, A) is scale invariant. That is, for any £ €
L5(A, A) there is £, € £5(A\, A) such that

(3.1.8) (Lru(r-))(z) = 2 (Lu) (rx)
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for every u such that Lu(rz) is well-defined. More precisely, if £ has ker-
nel K, then the kernel K, of L, is given by K, (y) := r""2 K (ry).

We then define the classes of fully nonlinear integro-differential operators
Js(A,A) and T4(\, A; ) as follows, in which we consider operators of the
form:

(3.1.9)  Z(u,z) = inf sup { — Lapu(z) + cap()}  with  La € L5(A,A).
beB acA

Definition 3.1.9. Let s € (0,1) and 0 < A < A. We define
3.0 A) = {I' 7 is of the form (3.1.9), Z(0, -) € L>®(R"), }’

" and (cqp())ap are equicontinuous in R™

that is, there exists some o(Z) : [0, +00) — [0, +00) continuous, nondecreas-
ing, with ¢(Z)(0) = 0, such that |c(z) — cap(y)| < o(Z)(|x — y|) for all
z,y € R", and (a,b) € A x B.

We also define, given u > 0,
Ts(N A ) == {Z € Ts(\A) : [Z]ew < +oo}.
where for Z € J5(\, A) we denote

[Zlow :==  sup [Laplon-
(a,b)eAxB
In particular, in the expression (|3 we have that L, € 2 (A, A; p) for all
(a,b) € Ax B. When p =0, we denote furthermore Js(\, A;0) := T4(\, A).

)
The extremal operators corresponding to the class £5(\, A) have a rela-
tively simple closed expression:

(3.1.10)
MES(A,A)U(JI) :% /n {A(u(m +y)+ulx—y) — 2u(x))+

— Mu(z +y) +u(z —y) - QU(w))}W’

and
(3.1.11)
1

MES(A,A)U(SU) =5 /n {)\(u(x +y)+ulx—y) — 2u(x))+

_ A(u(x +y)tulx—y) — 2u(x))}’y|il;izs

Throughout this chapter we will denote
(3.1.12) MPi=ME oy and M7= Mg

From the definitions, we immediately have the following properties:
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(a) M* are translation invariant, i.e.,
M= (au(- +b))(z) = a(MFu)(z +b)
for any @ > 0 and b € R,
(b) M= are rotation invariant, i.e., M*(u(0-))(z) = (MFu)(Oxz) for
any orthogonal transformation O € O(n),
(c) M* are scale invariant of order 2s, i.e.,
MF (ulr-)) () = [ (MFu)(rz)
for any r € R,
(d) M*(—u) = —Mu,
() M*(u+wv) < Mtu+ Mto,
(f) M~ (u+v) > M u+ M,
whenever these expressions are well-defined (in particular, also for viscosity

solutions, see Section [3.2)). Thus, the extremal operators are translation,
rotation, and scale invariant.

3.1.3. Strong solutions. Let us start with some basic properties of the
classes £5(A, A) and J5(A, A).

In the following lemma, we say that u € C?7¢(x,) for some r,¢ > 0
with 2s + ¢ < 2 and 2s +¢ # 1 if
|u(zo + h) + u(zo — h) — 2u(x,)|
|25 +e

(3.1.13) [u]cszrs(%) = sup
heB,

If 25 + ¢ = 2, we say that u € C' (z,).
Lemma 3.1.10. Let s € (0,1), let € > 0 such that 2s + ¢ < 2, and let
L€ L,(\,A). Then, for any u € CZ*(0)NLL (R™) for some r € (0,1), we
have that Lu(0) is well-defined and

|Lu(0)| < CA (rs[u]cgs+s(0) + 725w (0)] + 7’7”725“uHL}US (Rn))
for some C' that depends only on n, s, and €.

Moreover, for any u € C*%¢(By) N LY (R™), we have Lu € C(By) with
a modulus of continuity in By, that depends only on u, n, s, and A (in
particular, it is independent of L).

Proof. The first part follows as in the proof of Lemmas or by
bounding:

by u(0) )
0] < Az [, Gt 20 f, s+ 2 [, g

<CA (7«6 [l oo gy + 12 u(0) + 7" ul (Rn)) :

c
T
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For the second part, we proceed as in the proof of Lemma by
considering a cut-off function n € C(R™) such that n > 0, n = 0 in
R"™\ B3y and n =1 in By/3, and

uy = nu and ug = (1 —n)u,
so that u = uy + ug, with u; being compactly supported in Bg;s and us
satisfying that ug =0 in Bys.

Then, exactly as in Lemma we have

(3.1.14) |Cutllos(, ) < C

for some C depending only on n, s, u, and A. On the other hand, proceeding

similarly to of the proof of Lemma for w1,z € Byp with

2o :=x1 — w2 and |2o| < 3% we have

‘Euz(:cl) — Luz(xg)‘ =

[ e+ 9) — ) Ky —22) dy).

3/5
where we are using that uz vanishes in By 3. Now, from the upper bound

in (3.1.7) and since |y — x2| > cly| in By s (because x3 € By/9) we have

[Cus(ar) = Luntaz)| < C [ Jua(es 1) = wa0) ()

—n—2s

where we have denoted w(y) := (1 + |y|) . By the triangle inequality,

|Lug(z1) — Lug(z2)| < C|(wuz)(zo + +) — wu2HL1(R”)

+C A lw(zo +y) — w(y)| uz(zo +y) dy,

for some C' depending only on n, s, A, and u. Observe that now both terms
above go to zero as |z,| | 0. Indeed, the first term is just the continuity of
translations for L' functions (since wugy € L'(R™)), while for the second term
we notice that, since w is globally Lipschitz, we have |w(zo +y) — w(y)| <
C'min{|z|, w(z, +y)} and it also goes to zero as |z.| | 0 by the dominated
convergence theorem.

Hence, Lus has a modulus of continuity that depends only on n, s, A,
and u. Together with (3.1.14)) this concludes the proof. [l

Remark 3.1.11. In fact, the previous proof says something even more
general. That is, if u € L}, (R™) is such that

u(z) + u(—x) — 2u(0) < Cylz|***® in B,
then we can evaluate Lu(0) pointwise, with a one-sided bound

Lu(0) > —CA (rscu +r2500(0)] + 7“_"_28||u||LU1JS(Rn)) > —c0.
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Notice, however, that under this assumption it could be that Lu(0) takes the
value +oo. Similarly, if u(x) + u(—z) — 2u(0) > —C,|z|***¢ in B, instead,
the value Lu(0) is again well-defined, but it may be —oo.

We also have a higher regularity result, as the one in Lemma [2.2.6

Lemma 3.1.12. Let s € (0,1), let L € £5(\,A; ) for some o > 0 with
o & N. Then, for any v € C**T*(By) N L}, (R™), we have Lu € C2 (B)
with
|£ullcaqs, ) < C (lullgensa sy + lullzy, @) -

for some C depending only on n, s, A; o, and [L]ca.
Proof. The proof follows along the lines of Lemma Using the notation
therein, the only difference comes in the very last step, where we need to
bound || Luz||ca(p, ,) in equation ([2.2.10). In this case, using that [L]ce <
oo (recall Definition [3.1.7)), we can bound it by

D*Luy(21) = D* Lug(wz)| < ClK] 0w [ull g, o1 — 22|12,
and this is enough to conclude the proof. ([

As a consequence of the previous lemmas, we also obtain a similar result
for fully nonlinear operators:

Corollary 3.1.13. Let s € (0,1), let € > 0 such that 2s + & < 2, and let
Z € J5(\,A). Then, for any u € C2**<(0) N LY (R™) for some r € (0,1), we
have that Z(u,0) is well-defined and

|Z(u,0)] < CA (TE[U]CgerE(O) + 772 |u(0)| + r*”*ZSHuHL}US(Rn)) +|Z(0,0)|
for some C that depends only on n, s, and €.
Moreover, if u € C*%¢(By) N LY (R™) we have
12, Va5 ) < CA (tllmsse oy + lullzy, @y ) + 1200, )z, 0

and Zu € C(By) with a modulus of continuity in By /o that depends only on
u, n, s, A, and o(Z) (recall Definition .

Proof. It follows from Lemma |3.1.10 the definition of Z, and the fact that
the infimum and supremum of equicontinuous functions has the same mod-
ulus of continuity. O

Remark 3.1.14. As in Remark [3.1.11} it is still possible to have a well-
defined value (including +00) for Z(u,0) with a one-sided pointwise condi-
tion for u at 0.

And the higher regularity:
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Corollary 3.1.15. Let s € (0,1), let T € T5(\,A;a) for some a € (0,1)
(see Deﬁm’tz’on be of the form
Z(u,r) = inf sup{ — Lapu(z) + Cab(x)}a Lay € Ls(N A5 ),
beB acA

and satisfying
sup  [cap)ca(rn) < Co.
(a,b)eAxB

Then, for any u € C**7*(By) N LY (R™), we have Tu € C2 (B1) and

120, Veapye) < € (Iullmesasy + Iy, @ ) + 10, )5, ) + Co,

with C' depending only on n, s, A, «, and [Z]ce.

Proof. It follows from Lemma [3.1.12] Corollary [3.1.13] and again from the
definition of Z since the infimum and supremum of equicontinuous functions
has the same modulus of continuity. O

Remark 3.1.16. Here, and in Lemma [3.1.12 above, we also have the ana-
logue of Remark in this context.

We also obtain that the ellipticity condition from Lemma holds as
soon as u and v are C?**¢ at a point:

Corollary 3.1.17. Let s € (0,1), let Z € J4(\, A), and let M* be given by
(3.1.12). Then, for any u,v € C*T¢(x,) N Lis (R™) for some e,r > 0, we
have

M~ (u—v)(10) < T(u,z0) — I(v,70) < MF(u—v)(z0).

Proof. The proof follows as in Lemma [3.1.2] where now all the terms are
well-defined thanks to Lemma [3.1.10] and Corollary [3.1.13 O

3.2. Viscosity solutions

In this section we turn our attention to the existence and uniqueness of so-
lutions. In the previous chapter, in subsection [2.2.5 we showed the existence
of solutions to (linear) integro-differential elliptic equations in a variational
way (i.e., by minimizing an energy functional), and in order to do that we
introduced the notion of weak solution. In this chapter, however, the same
method does not apply: in general, fully nonlinear equations do not have
a variational formulation (in particular, they do not come from an energy
functional). To construct solutions, therefore, we will need to rely on other
methods, and in this case, it will be through a defining factor in elliptic
problems: the comparison principle. We will use Perron’s method to prove
existence of solutions, and in order to do that we need a new generalized
notion of solution: wviscosity solutions.
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Notice that if the new notion were too restrictive, then we might be
able to prove a comparison principle (and uniqueness of solutions) but it
might be difficult to prove existence. Otherwise, if we relaxed the notion
of solution too much, we might be able to prove existence, but within such
a general class that uniqueness might not be possible. Hence, one has to
find the right balance. In this case, such a balance is found with the notion
of viscosity solution in Definition [3:2.2] below, which allows the proofs of
existence, uniqueness, and stability of solutions. Originally introduced by
Crandall and Lions in 1983 in the study of first-order equations, [67], in 1988
Jensen showed that the concept is also well-posed for second order elliptic
equations, [146], and since then it has become prevalent in the analysis of
elliptic problems. In the context of integro-differential equations, the basic
theory of viscosity solutions was developed by Caffarelli and Silvestre in [45].

This section is based partly on [45], 47, 214}, 105]; see also [184] and
10, 1T, 12].

3.2.1. Definition and basic properties. In the following, we recall the
notion of semi-continuity:

Definition 3.2.1. A function u is lower semi-continuous at a point z, € R"
if u(xo) > —o0 and

o S
l%’rn_l};rgf u(x) > u(z,).

Similarly, it is upper semi-continuous at z, € R™ if u(z,) < oo and

limsup u(x) < u(z,).
T—To

Of course, u is continuous at z, if and only if it is both upper and lower
semi-continuous.
Given any set D C R", we say that u is lower (resp. upper) semi-

continuous in D, and we denote it u € LSC(D) (resp. u € USC(D)) if for
any o, € D,

liminf u(z) > u(x,) > —o0, <resp. lim sup u(x) < u(z,) < oo> )
D3z—ao D3z—ao
In particular, if D is open, then this is equivalent to u being lower (resp.
upper) semi-continuous at every x, € D. Any lower (resp. upper) semi-
continuous function defined on a compact set always attains its minimum
(resp. maximum).

We can now give the definition of viscosity sub- or supersolution to an
equation of the type

(3.2.1) Z(u,z) = f(x)
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by evaluating the corresponding operator on smooth functions touching from
above or below:

Definition 3.2.2 (Viscosity solutions). Let s € (0,1), let Z € J5(\, A), let
2 C R™ be any open set, and let f € C(9).

o We say that u € USC(Q)NLL_(R™) is a viscosity subsolution to (3.2.1)
in 2, and we denote

Z(u,z) > f(x) in Q,

if for any x € © and any neighborhood of x in 2, N, C 2, and for any
test function ¢ € LY, (R") such that ¢ € C*(N,), ¢(x) = u(z), and
¢ > w in all of R™, we have Z(¢,z) > f(z).

e We say that u € LSC(Q) N LY (R") is a wviscosity supersolution to

(3.2.1) in ©, and we denote
Z(u,z) < f(z) in Q,

if for any x €  and any neighborhood of x in 2, N, C €2, and for any
test function ¢ € LY (R") such that ¢ € C*(N,), ¢(x) = u(z), and
¢ < wu in all of R™, we have Z(¢,x) < f(x).

e We say that u € C(Q)NLL (R") is a viscosity solution to (3.2.1) in ©,
and we denote Z(u,z) = f(x) in €, if it is both a viscosity subsolution
and supersolution.

Observe that the notion of viscosity solution only requires u to be con-
tinuous in €. In particular, there might be points z € € at which there
is no function ¢ € C? touching u at x, (from above and/or below); this is
allowed by the previous definition.

Remark 3.2.3. Notice that, if u; and us are viscosity subsolutions in §2,
say Z(u;,x) > f(x), then 4 = max{u,us} is a viscosity subsolution in 2
as well, Z(u,z) > f(z). Indeed, given any function touching u from above,
then it is touching either u; or us from above at the same point. Similarly,
if v1 and vg are viscosity supersolutions in 2, then v := min{vj,ve} is a
viscosity supersolution in §2 too.

Let us start by showing that viscosity solutions are equivalent to strong
solutions when the functions are regular enough:

Lemma 3.2.4. Let s € (0,1), let Z € Ts(\,A), and let Q@ C R™ be any
open set. Let u € CESFE(Q) N LY (R™) for some e > 0. Then, u satisfies

Z(u,xz) = f(x) in Q for some f € C(Q) in the strong sense if and only if it
satisfies it in the viscosity sense.

Proof. Let us first show that if u is a strong solution, it is a viscosity
solution. Observe that Z(u,z) = f(x) is pointwise well-defined in the strong
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sense and f € C(Q), by Corollary [3.1.13] Take ¢ to be a test function as
in the definition of subsolution in Definition [3.2.2; ¢ > u in R", ¢ € C?
around z, and ¢(z) = u(z). Then w := ¢ —u € C**T¢(x) for some r > 0
(recall (3.1.13))), and for any £ € £,(\, A) we can compute (using w(z) = 0)

Lu) =~ [ (wety) + o)l dy <o,

which is well-defined. In particular, by Lemma [3.1.10} for any £ € £5(\, A),
Lo(x) < Lu(z) < +0o0,

and therefore, Z(¢,z) < Z(u,z) = f(x). Since ¢ was arbitrary, u is a
viscosity subsolution. We can similarly check that u is also a viscosity su-
persolution, and thus it is a viscosity solution to the equation Z(u,x) = f(z)
in Q.

Conversely, let us suppose that u is a viscosity solution. Notice that, by
Corollary we already know that Z(u,z) = f(z), for some f € C(Q).
We want to show f = f.

Let now x, € Q be arbitrary. After a translation, rescaling, and addition
of a constant, we assume

o=0, By C, u(0)=0.

Moreover, if 2s + € > 1 we can also subtract a hyperplane and assume
furthermore Vu(0) = 0. In all cases we have, since u € C?7¢(Q),

(3.2.2) lu(z)| < Clz|*T¢ in By /s
Let § > 0, and let ¢5 > 0 the smallest value for which
1 .
g|l’|2+052U m Bl/?'

In particular, there exists some x5 € B}/, such that %|x5]2 +cs = u(zs).
From ([3.2.2))

1
g|x5]2 +c5 < C‘x5|2s+€ = |x5\2*25*5 < C6.

1
Let us denote rs5 := C02-25—< = |z4|, and let us consider the test function

1,12 :
slx|*+ ¢ if x| < 2rs,
sy HaPres i Ja] <2
u(x) if |z| > 2rs,
which satisfies ¢5 > u in R", ¢s5(xs) = u(xs), and ¢ is smooth around 0.
Thus, on the one hand we know (since w is a viscosity solution to Z(u,z) =
f(x)) that

I(ps, xs) > f(xs).
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And on the other hand, thanks to Lemma [3.1.10| and Corollary [3.1.17] de-
noting vs := ¢5 — u > 0 and M™ given by (3.1.12)),
Z(¢s, x5) — L(u, 25) < M vs(x5)
—n—2
<C <r§[v5]c225;5(%) +r5" SHU6HL1(B2,«6)> :

Observe that, from (3.2.2) and by definition of ¢,

1
0 < ) < € (14 + 31oP ) M, < O,
and in particular, HU‘SHLl(Bzré) < ng+23+s‘
Moreover,
Lo
[v8lcgere(ay < [logeteqy) + 5l lozrrey):

Now, we know that [u] 2542 () < 00 by assumption on u and
TS

2—2s— 2 925—
l2lP)ezsse(egy = 75 Nl legsseugrgy < Cr5 7"
Thus, using that § = crg_QS_a, we obtain

Waleaarerzy,y < €

In all, we have
I(¢s, x5) — L(u,z5) < Cr5,
that is,
flws) < Crs + f(xs).
Since f and f are continuous, we can let § | 0 (so that rs | 0 and x5 — =)
to deduce

fxo) < flao).

Repeating the same procedure with test functions from below, we obtain
f(xzo) > f(xo). Hence, Z(u,x) = f(x) in the strong sense, as wanted. O

Remark 3.2.5. The proof of the previous lemma actually shows that, in
the definition of viscosity sub- and supersolution, Definition we can
equivalently consider functions ¢ that are C?**¢ in a neighbourhood of z,
instead of C2.

As a consequence of Corollary [3.1.13| we also obtain the following result:

Lemma 3.2.6. Let s € (0,1), let T € T5(\,A), and let Q C R™ open. Let
u € LSC(Q) N LL (R") such that Z(u,x) < 0 in Q in the viscosity sense. If
2o € Q and ¢ € Cr' (20) NLL (R™) for some r > 0 is such that ¢ < u in R"
and ¢(xo) = u(x,), then Z(¢,x,) < 0. Moreover, I(u,x,) < 0 pointwise.
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Proof. Notice that Z(¢, z,) is defined classically thanks to Corollary
Moreover, since ¢ is Cb! at x,, there exists a quadratic polynomial p such
that ¢ > p in Br(z.), ¢(xo) = p(xs), and Vo(zs) = Vp(z,). In particular,
for some C' > 0 we have

(3.2.3) |p(2) — p(z)| < Clz — 20> in  Bp(xzo).

Let us define, for any 0 < p < 7,

_Jp in Bpy(zo)
bp(x) = { ¢ in RZ\BP(J‘O).

Then ¢, is an admissible test function, and therefore Z(¢,, z,) < 0. On the
other hand, by Corollary [3.1.17

I(h, o) = L(dp, wo) < MT((¢ — p)xB,)-
Finally, thanks to Corollary since [¢p — p]C;J(IO) < oo and |l¢ —
Py (5, < 2 (by (BZF)), we get (recall (B112))
M (¢ —p)xB,) SCp*~ > L0 as plo0.

That is, passing to the limit, Z(¢, x,) < 0 as we wanted to see.

Finally, observe that since ¢ touches u at x, from below, we have
w(tto+3) + (o — 1)~ 2u(ts) > Bl -+a)+@lre—1) —20(x0) > —Cyla]

in some B, for r > 0, and therefore the value of Z(u,xz,) is well-defined
(though it could be —o0), see Remarks [3.1.11] and |3.1.14] In particular,
since Z(¢, z,) < 0, we have Z(u, z,) < 0. O

Remark 3.2.7. Notice that the previous result implies that, in the defini-
tion of viscosity sub- and supersolution, Deﬁnition@ we can equivalently
take functions ¢ that are pointwise C1! at z, ¢ € C,«’l(x) for some r > 0.
Even more generally, as in the proof of Lemma [3.2.4] we could equivalently
take test functions that are pointwise C25*¢ at x (see Remark as well).

3.2.2. Stability. One of the most important properties of any notion of
solution is their potential stability under appropriate limits. For example, in
Proposition we saw that distributional solutions (to linear equations)
are stable under L' limits. Here, we prove that viscosity solutions (to fully
nonlinear equations) are stable under uniform limits and, more generally,
that viscosity sub- and supersolution are stable under half-relaxed limits.

Definition 3.2.8 (Half-relaxed limits). Let @ C R™ open, and let (ug)ren
be a sequence such that infy ug(x) is locally bounded from below in Q. We
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say that w is the (lower) half-relaxed limit of uy in €2, and we denote it
up 5 win Q, if

(3.2.4) u(z) = liminf, ug(z) := inf {lim inf ug(zg) = xx — x}

k—o0 k—o0
for every x € €.

On the other hand, if uy, is such that sup, ug(z) is locally bounded from
above in €2, we say that u is the (upper) half-relaxzed limit of uy, and we
denote it uy = w in Q, if

u(z) = limsup® ug(x) := sup {lim sup ug(xg) : xx — x}
k—o00 k—oo

for every z € Q.

By definition, the lower half-relaxed limit is always lower semi-continuous
in 2, and the upper half-relaxed limit is always upper semi-continuous in €.
Notice, also, that if ur - w in Q, then —uyg + —u in Q. Finally, if a se-
quence of continuous functions converges locally uniformly, it converges in
the half-relaxed way described above.

The notion of half-relaxed limits has the following two important prop-
erties:

Lemma 3.2.9. Let Q2 C R" be open, uy, w> u in (2, and let K CC Q compact.
Then, for every € > 0 there exists some ko € N such that

Uf Zn}}nufe for all k> ko.

Proof. Since u is lower semi-continuous, the minimum is achieved in K
compact. Now, arguing by contradiction, let us suppose that there are
kj € Nwith k; — oo as j — 0o, and z; € K such that uy, (z;) < ming u—e,
for some ¢, fixed. Up to a subsequence, we have x; — z, € K, and hence

minu — g, > liminf ug, (x5) > u(z,),
K j—o0 7

a contradiction. O

We also have the following:

Lemma 3.2.10. Let Q@ C R" be open, and let u, > u in Q for some

up € LSC(Q). If u has a strict local minimum at v, € Q (which is the
minimum in By(x,) C Q for some r > 0) then there exists a sequence of
indices kj — oo and points xj — o as j — oo such that uy;(z;) — u(wo)
and uy; has a local minimum at x; (which is the minimum in the same ball

B (x)).
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Proof. Up to a translation and up to adding a constant, let us assume x, =
0 and u(0) = 0 (notice that the local minimum of w is finite, since it is lower
semi-continuous and wug are uniformly bounded below). By assumption,
there exists r > 0 such that u(z) > 0 for all 0 < |z| < r. In particular, for
every 0 < p < r there exists some € > 0 such that
minu > e,
P

where we have denoted K, := B, \ B,. By Lemma applied with K,
for k large enough we have

U > in K.

| ™

Now, by definition of half-relaxed limit, there exist sequences of indices
kj — oo and of points y; — 0 as j — oo such that uy, (y;) — 0. Let z; € B,
be the point where the minimum of ug; in B, is attained (which exists
because uy, is lower semi-continuous). In particular, ug;(z;) < ug,(y;) — 0,
that is, uy, (z;) < /4 for j large enough. Since ug; > ¢/2 in K, (again, for
J large enough), this implies that x; € B,. That is, uy, attains its minimum
in B,, inside B,. By repeating this argument choosing smaller p > 0, we
can extract a subsequence k,, := k;,, to get the desired result. Notice that
r; — 0 and uy; (v;) — 0 since ug 3 u. This completes the proof. O

Notice that by taking —u; and —u in the previous lemma we obtain the
corresponding result for upper semi-continuous functions (involving maxima
and local maxima)

On the other hand, we also need the notion of convergence of operators
Z(u,x):

Definition 3.2.11 (Weak convergence of operators). Let s € (0,1). Let
(Zx ) ken be a sequence of operators with Z, € J4(A\, A) and let Z € T4(\, A).
We say that 7, weakly converges to Z in 2, and we denote it

Iy =7 in Q,
if for every z, € 2 and every function v € L}, (R"™) such that v € C?(B,(,))
with By.(z,) C Q, we have Zy (v, ) — Z(v, z) uniformly in B, j5(7o).
In all, we now have the ingredients to establish the stability result:

Proposition 3.2.12 (Stability of viscosity supersolutions). Let s € (0,1).
Let Q C R", and let assume that for every k € N we have

(i) Iy, I € Is(N\,A), with I, —= T in Q as k — oo,
(it) ug,u € LSC(), with uy 5 w in Q and ux, — w in L}, (R™) as k — oo,

(iii) fr, f € C(Q), with fi — f locally uniformly in Q as k — oo,
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(v) Ti(uk, z) < fr(x) in Q in the viscosity sense.
(x

Then, Z(u,z) < f(z) in Q in the viscosity sense.

Proof. Let us fix z, € 2, and let ¢ be any function touching u from below
at x, such that ¢ < u in R" and ¢ is C? in a neighborhood B,(x,) C
of x,, with r > 0. In the following, we may assume without loss of generality
that ¢ = v in R™ \ B, (z,). We want to show that Z(¢,z,) < f(x,). Notice,
first, that we can also assume that u — ¢ has a strict local minimum at x,:
otherwise take ¢. = ¢ — |z —zo|? in B,(,) instead (and ¢. = ¢ in BS(z,)).
Then u — ¢ has a strict local minimum at x,, and if we showed the result
for ¢ we would have Z(¢.,z,) < f(xo) for any € > 0. We can then use

Lemma or Corollary [3.1.17] (since ¢ and ¢, are C? around z):

I(¢, wo) < I(e, mo) + eMT (| - —2o*XB, (20)) (o) < f(o) + Ce
where M™ is given by (3.1.12]), and we have bounded the last term for
some C' independent of € by Lemma [3.1.10] Letting ¢ | 0 we would have

Z(¢,x0) < f(wo) as well. Hence, we can assume that u — ¢ has a strict local
minimum at Zo.

Let ¢y, be a sequence of test functions defined for each uy in the following
way

é ‘_{ ug, in R"™\ By(z,)
T lo+a in B (zo),

where

Cr := max {c ER:¢p+c<wup in Br(xo)}.

We observe that, since uy > u in €2, up to a subsequence we have ¢ — 0

and there exists x — . such that ¢ touches u; at x; from below. Indeed,
since the minimum of v — ¢ in B,(x,) is 0 (attained at z, strictly) and

up — ¢ 5 u — ¢, by Lemma [3.2.10| we have that for some zj — o,

up — ¢ > ugp(zp) — () =1k = 0 in Bp(xo).

Hence, ¢ is a test function for uj; and since uy is a supersolution, we
have Zy(¢r, ) < fr(xr), which is defined classically. We would now like to
pass this inequality to the limit. In order to do it, let us compute first, for
any ¥ € B,/4(z,) and L € £5(\, A),

£(6 — o) ()] < / (6k(z + 1) — 6z + 1)K () dy + Crlén(z) — 6()|

Rn\B'r/2

<A |6k (2) = d(2)l]z — 2| 7" dy + C; e
R™M\ B, /5 (x)

< Cr (Jhwk = ullzy, gy + lel)
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for some constant C that depends on n, s, A, and r. Hence, since both ¢y
and ¢ are C? in B, j2(xs), by ellipticity (Corollary (3.1.17) we have

1 Z1(Drs ) = T, Moo (B, u@oy) < || sup [L£(d — o)

LeLs(M\A)

Lee (Br/2)

< Cr (Jlux = ullzy, @y + lewl) 10,

as k — oo, by assumption. On the other hand, we also know that, from the
weak convergence of Z; towards Z,

|Zx (0, ) — Z(o, ')”LOO(BTM(%)) 0 as k — .

In all, by the triangle inequality we obtain that Zy(¢g,x) — Z(¢,x)
uniformly in B, /4(z,). In particular, since each Zy(¢y, ) is continuous, the
limit Z(¢, x) is continuous as well and again by the triangle inequality

’Ik<¢k7xk) —I((Z5,$o)’ < |Ik(¢k7xk) - I(¢a xk)’ + ’l.((ba xk) _I(¢7x0)‘ 10

as k — 0o. Hence, since Ty (¢, xx) < fr(zk), and fi are continuous functions
converging uniformly to f, we get Z(¢, z,) < f(xo) and the result is proved.
Ul

Remark 3.2.13 (Stability of viscosity subsolutions). By considering —uy
and —u in Proposition[3.2.12)we obtain the stability of viscosity subsolutions,
where now (ug)reny and u € USC(Q) are such that ug = u in Q.

3.2.3. The comparison principle. Using the stability of viscosity solu-
tions, we are now ready to prove the comparison principle:

Theorem 3.2.14 (Comparison principle). Let s € (0,1), let T € J5(\, A),
and let Q@ C R™ be any bounded open set. Let u € LSC(Q) N L} (R™) and
v € USC(Q) N LL_(R™) be such that u > v in R™\ Q and

Z(u,z) < f(x) and Z(v,z)> f(x) in Q
in the viscosity sense, for some f € C(Q). Then u > v in R™.

In order to prove it, we first show that the ellipticity conditions from
Lemma (or Corollary [3.1.17) also hold true in the viscosity sense:

Proposition 3.2.15. Let s € (0,1), let Q C R™ be any open set, and let
Z € Js(A\A). Let u € LSC(Q) N L, (R™) and v € USC(Q) N L, (R™), and
let f,g € C(Q). Assume that

Z(u,z) < f(x) and Z(v,z)> g(z) in
in the viscosity sense. Then, we have
M (u—v)<f—g in Q
in the viscosity sense, where M™ is given by .
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The previous result follows by a now classical idea of Jensen, [146], of
regularizing a semi-continuous function through its sup- or inf-convolution.
In the following, given an open set €2, we fix some D CC 2, with D open
and bounded.

Now, given € > 0 and u € LSC(Q2), we define the inf-convolution u. in D
as
|z — 2

(3.2.5) Ue () := inf <U(Z) +

>, for any € D,
D

and vz = v in R™\ D. If v € USC(Q), we define the sup-convolution v¢ in D
as
5 ( |x — Z|2> 7
v¥(z) :=sup (v(z) — —— forany x € D,
D e
and v* = v in R™\ D. Notice that, immediately by definition, u. and v* are
Lipschitz in D (being the supremum and infimum of Lipschitz functions)
and ue. < u and v® > v. Notice, also, that u. = —(—u)c.
Finally, we also have that u. is semiconcave, in the sense that u. — C€]x|2
is concave for some constant C..

We then have the following:

Lemma 3.2.16. Let D and Q) be open, with D CC . Let u € LSC(Q2), and
let u. be defined as above. Then u. T u pointwise in R™, u. is semiconcave
in D, and ue 5> u in D ase ] 0.

Proof. We know that u. = v in R"\ D, and u (z) < ue(z) < u(z) in R", for

e <¢'. Let now z, € D be fixed. If u(z,) = 400, then liminf, . u(z) = oo

and liminf, g u.(x.) = oo for any x. — ., as € | 0, and u. 3> u at z, (in

the sense ([3.2.4) from Definition [3.2.8). We assume therefore u(z,) < 4o0.
Since u € LSC(Q) and D C Q, by definition of u.(z) for any = € D there

exists z:(x) € D such that

|z — ze()?

us(x) = u(ze(x)) + E

(lower semi-continuous functions always achieve their minimum in a compact
set). In particular, since u(x,) < +oo and u is bounded below in D, we
obtain x. — x, as € | 0, where we have denoted z. := z.(x,). Moreover, we
also have

w(xe) — u(wo) < ue(wo) — u(zo) <0

and taking the liminf in € | 0 (again by lower semi-continuity of u),

0= limi%nfu(:ne) —u(wo) < limfonf Ue(x0) — u(xs) < 0.
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Hence, since uc(z,) < u(zo), we get limgjous-(zo) = u(zo) and u. T u
pointwise in R"™.

Let us now show u. - w in D. Let zx — x, and ¢ | 0 be fixed

sequences. If lim infy, u., (x5) = +o00 we are done. Assume lim infy, u., (z5) <
+o00. Then, since
|, — 2, (ax)

u(zr) > ue, (vx) = u(ze,, (1)) + T»

we have

liminf |z), — 2., (zx)]* < liminf ey, (u(zg) — u(ze, (z1)) = 0,
k—o00 k—o0

where we have used that lim infy u., (zx) < 400 and that u is bounded below
in D. Thus, there is a subsequence of z, (x}) converging to x., and since u
is lower semi-continuous we get

liminf u(zg) > liminf u,, (z) > liminf u(z., (zx)) > u(z,).
k—o0 k—o0 k—o0

Combined with the fact that u.(x) T u(x,), we get that u. 5> u at z, € D
(in the sense (3.2.4))). Since D is arbitrary, u. 3> u in D.

Finally, let again z, € D be fixed and let z, = ze(xo) € D. Then,

|z — |

ue(z) < wu(we) + for any € D,

e

with equality at z = z,. That is, there is a paraboloid of opening % touching
ue from above at x = x,. Since z, is arbitrary, we get that u. can be touched
from above at any point in D by a paraboloid of opening %; that is, u. is
semiconcave. Alternatively,

2 2 2 2
T T— x| — | Tl — 22 - x
ue () i < wu(we) + lz = @el” =l = u(w:) + Jael” = 22 - @
€ € €
with equality at * = z,, and so u.(z) — @ is below a tangent line, and
hence it is concave. 0

Thanks to the result above, we have the following proposition, saying
that not only u. is a good lower semi-continuous approximation of wu, it is
also a good approximation as a supersolution:

Proposition 3.2.17. Let s € (0,1), let Q C R" be any open set, and D C €.
Let T € J4(\,A), let u € LSC(Q) N LY (R™) N L>®(D), and let u. be defined
by (3.2.5). Let us suppose that Z(u,x) < 0 in D in the viscosity sense.

Then, for every D' CC D and every € > 0 small enough there exists 0.
such that I(ue,x) < d in the viscosity sense in D', with §: L 0 as e | 0.
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Proof. We use the same notation as in Lemma [3.2.16] and we fix some
xo € D' and denote z. = z.(x,) € D. That is,

1
u(ro) > ue(wo) = ulxs) + g]xo —z* = |zo—z.* <ecoscu,
D

where oscyu < oo since u € L*(D). That is, . — x, as € | 0, at a rate
independent of x,.

Let now ¢ be any test function touching u. from below at x,, i.e., ¢ < u
and @(z,) = ue(z5). We want to show that Z(¢, x,) < J.

We have, for any = € D',
1
P(x + 20 — 1) < uc( + 20 — 22) < ulz) + g‘xo -z,

where we assume ¢ is small enough such that x + zo — z. € D. Observe
that the previous inequalities are all equalities at x = x., and therefore, the
function )

(Z)(x + o — 1'5) — g’xo - .’I]g‘z
is a test function for u touching from below at xz.. In particular,

Z(o(- 4+ 2o — ), 3:) = 32:2?;23 {(Lapd)(wo) + cap(ze)} < 0.

Hence, using that cqp(z:) — cap(zo) > —w(|ze — 0]) for all (a,b) € A x B for
some modulus of continuity w independent of (a, b), we get
I(¢, zo) < w(|ze — 20]) < W((E Oﬁcu)lm) =: 0,
D

as we wanted to see. ([
Remark 3.2.18. By changing the sign of u, the statements of Lemma[3.2.16
and Proposition [3.2.17] have their analogues for the sup-convolution w€.
Namely, we have that u® | u pointwise in R", u¢ is semiconvex in D, and
u® X uin D as € | 0. Moreover, if Z(u,x) > 0 in D, then Z(uf,z) > —6. in
D', with 6. ] 0 ase | 0.

We can now show Proposition [3:2.15}

Proof of Proposition Let us fix any D' cC D cC €, and let
us show M~ (u—wv) < f —gin D’. Since D’ is arbitrary, this will imply
M~ (u—v) < f—gin Q. We divide the proof into two steps:

Step 1: We assume first that u,v € L% (2). By Proposition (see also
Remark [3.2.18) we haveE| Z(ue,z) < f+4 0. and Z(u®,z) > g — . in D’
for some 0. | 0 as € | 0. Let ¢ be a test function touching u. — v* from
below at some point 2, € D’. Then, since u. and —v° are semiconcave (by

3We apply Proposition [3.2.17|to the operator Zy(u, z) = Z(u,x) —g (and 5 (u, ) = T(u,z) —
[), where we are considering the new ¢, (z) = cqy(x) — f(=), that are still equicontinuous in D.
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Lemma [3.2.16{ and Remark [3.2.18)), and u. — v® can be touched from below
by a paraboloid at ., this implies that both u. and v® are CY! at z,, that
is, uz,v° € C'' (o) for some r > 0. By Corollary [3.1.17

M (ue —v%)(x0) < Z(ug,x0) — Z(v%,20) < f — g + 20..

(We also used here Lemma to take u. and v° as admissible test functions
at xo, see also Remark [3.2.7). Since ¢ < u. — v°, this implies M~ ¢(x,) <
f — g+ 20 and thus M~ (u. — v°)(z,) < f — g+ 20 in D’ in the viscosity
sense.

We use the stability property from Proposition[3.2.12| (and Remark(3.2.13])
together with Lemma [3.2.16| and Proposition to deduce that

M (u—v)<f—g in D

in the viscosity sense. Since D’ was arbitrary, we get the desired result

whenever u,v € LS ().

Step 2: Let us now prove the proposition for any u € LSC(Q) N LY, (R™)
and v € USC(Q) N LY (R™). For this, let D CC Q, and let us fix any

s

n € C*°(R™) N L*°(R™) such that M™n > 1 in qﬂ Then, we have that

Z(-Cnyx) < Z(0,z)—C in D,
{ Z(Cn,z) > Z(0,x)+C in D.
We take C' = || Z(0, z)|| () + || fllL(p), so that Z(—Cn,z) < —[|f|z=(D)
and Z(Cn,x) > || fllpe(py in D. Then, by definition of viscosity sub- and
supersolution (see Remark, we have that if we denote u, := min{u, £ —
Cn} and v* := max{v, —¢ + Cn} for any £ > 0,

T(ug,z) < f and Z(v',z)>g in D.
Moreover, now u; and v’ are bounded, so that by we deduce
./\/lf(w—ve)gf—g in D.

Finally, we let £ — oo, so that we can apply the stability in Proposition|3.2.12
and deduce

M (u—v)<f—g in D.

Since D was arbitrary, we now get the desired result. U

The following lemma is the minimum principle, and says that superso-
lutions in a domain attain their minimum in the exterior of such domain.
In order to have it, we need to impose that the upper semi-continuity holds
up to the boundary.

4This is satisfied, for example, by any test function n € C2°(R"™) such that 0 < n < M and
n= M in D, if M is large enough.
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Lemma 3.2.19. Let s € (0,1), and let Q@ C R™ be any bounded open set.
Let M~ be given by (3.1.12), and let u € LSC(Q) N L} (R™) be such that

M u < 0 in €,
u > 0 in R™\ Q,

in the viscosity sense. Then, u > 0 in R™.

Proof. Let us suppose that the conclusion is not true, and the function
u attains its negative minimum at some x, € Q. Notice, first, that by
assumption z, € €, since v > 0 on 9f). Then, we immediately have that
the function
o () = u(o) xa(a)

is an admissible test function from below for u, so that by the viscosity
definition we should have M~ ¢(z,) < 0. However, since 2 is bounded, we
can directly compute M~ p(z5) > 0 (2, is a global minimum), a contradic-
tion. U

Remark 3.2.20. Notice that the condition that we need on u (which is
implied by the hypotheses) is that for any x, € Q,

liminf u > 0.
Qdr—x0

Finally, we can show the comparison principle for viscosity solutions:

Proof of Theorem [3.2.14. By Proposition [3.2.15|we have M~ (u—v) < 0
in Q, and by assumption © —v > 0 in R™ \ 2. Hence, by Lemma |3.2.19 we
deduce

u—v>0 in R"
which is the desired result. O

Notice that as a consequence of the comparison principle we have the
uniqueness of viscosity solutions:

Corollary 3.2.21 (Uniqueness of continuous viscosity solutions). Let s €
(0,1), let T € T5(A\,A), and let Q@ C R™ be any bounded open set. Let
ur,ug € C(Q) N L, (R™) be such that uy = ug in R™\ Q and

Z(uj,z) = f(x) in Q, for i=12,

for some f € C(Q), in the viscosity sense. Then u = v in R™.

Proof. We apply the comparison principle, Theorem [3.2.14] to obtain both
u > v and u <wvin R™. O

Finally, as in subsection the comparison principle also yields the
L bound for solutions with bounded exterior data:
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Corollary 3.2.22. Let s € (0,1) and M* be given by (3.1.12). Let Q C R”
be any bounded open set, and g € L>(R" \ Q).

Let uw € C(Q) N LY (R™) be a viscosity solution of

Mty > —C, mn €,
(3.2.6) M-y < (O, mn Q,
u =g in R™\ Q.

Then,
lull oo (@) < 119l oo (rrr\) + CCo,
for some constant C' depending only on n, s, A\, A, and diam(£2).

Proof. The proof follows as that in Lemma Let w € C°(R™) be the
barrier from Lemma [2.3.10} Then, v := ||g|| oo (rn\0) + Cow satisfies

MJrU S _Co m Q,
v = gllze@ne in R"\Q,
v < lgllpe@mo) +CC in Q,

for some constant C' > 0 depending only on n, s, A, A, and diam(Q2). We
have MTu > Mty in Q and v > v in R\ Q. By the comparison principle,
Theorem (applied with operator Z(u, z) := M*u(z) 4+ Cs) we deduce
v > u in R™. That is,

u S ||g||Loo(Rn\Q) + CCO in Q.

By taking —u instead of u, we prove the other inequality to obtain the
desired result. ([l

In fact, in order to get an L° bound in €2, it is enough to impose that
g is bounded near €); see Corollary [3.2.26| below.

3.2.4. Comparison principle without boundary continuity. In the
comparison principle above, Theorem we had to impose for the func-
tions u and v to be lower (resp. uppper) semi-continuous up to the boundary
of Q. For (local) elliptic PDEs, this is a necessary assumption, since other-
wise we could have discontinuous solutions like u(z) = 1 in Q with u(z) =0
on 0f). Interestingly, it turns out that for nonlocal equations, this assump-
tion is often not necessary, and that we can prove the comparison principle
even for solutions that are discontinuous on 0f). For this, we need some ex-
tra assumptions on the domain ). More precisely, we will consider domains
Q C R” satisfying:

(3.2.7) for all 7 > 0 and z € 99 there is a ball By, (z,.) C Q°N B,(z),

for some x > 0. Notice that any bounded Lipschitz domain satisfies (3.2.7)),
but the assumption is actually much more general, and includes quite rough
domains. (This is often called the exterior corkscrew condition [147].)
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T~
AN 2

P M.

Figure 3.2.1. The barrier ¢, slidden from below blows-up on the
boundary of €.

In this context, we have the comparison principle for bounded solutions:

Theorem 3.2.23 (Comparison principle without boundary continuity). Let

€(0,1), letZ € T5(A, A), and let Q C R™ be any bounded open set satisfying
for some k> 0. Let u € LSC(Q) N L, (R™) with infyecqu > —oc0 and
v € USC(Q) N L, (R™) with sup,eqv < 0o be such that u > v in R™\ Q and

Z(u,x) < f(x) and Z(v,z) > f(z) for z€Q

in the viscosity sense, for some f € C(Q). Then u > v in R™.

Notice that neither v and v nor f are assumed to be (semi-) continuous
up to the boundary. In order to prove this result, it is enough to show that
the minimum principle holds in this context:

Lemma 3.2.24. Let s € (0,1), and let Q@ C R™ be any bounded open set

satisfying (3.2.7)) for some k > 0. Let M~ be given by (3.1.12)), and let
u € LSC(Q) N LY, (R™) with infyequ > —oo be such that

Mu < 0 in €,
u > 0 in R™\ Q,

in the viscosity sense. Then, u > 0 in R™.

Proof. The proof follows by sliding an appropriate (singular) barrier from

below. We take
() = 05" (2)xo(x)

given by Lemma which satisfies
Mt < —c, <0 in Q.
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If we now define, for M > 0, pas := — M, then it satisfies M~ > Mcy >
0 in 2. We use s as a barrier from below. Let us denote M, as

M, :=inf{M >0: ¢y <u in R"}.

(See Figure ) Observe first that M, is well-defined, since the infimum
is taken on a nonempty set: u > 0 = ¢ in R™ \ Q for every M > 0; and
since @ > ¢, > 0 in Q for some ¢,, and infycqu > —oo by assumption, we
have that if M is large enough then v > @) in .

Let us suppose now that M, > 0. Since u € LSC(Q2) is bounded below,
we have that the minimum of u — ¢y, (which is zero) is attained at some
x. € Q (observe that ¢ blows-up on 0f2). Hence, ¢/, is an admissible test
function for u, and from the viscosity condition we have M~y (z4) < 0,
which contradicts M ™y, > 0in Q. Thus M, = 0 and we get v > 0 in R",
as wanted. ]

As a consequence, we immediately get:

Proof of Theorem [3.2.23l By Proposition [3.2.15| we have M~ (u—v) < 0
in Q, and by assumption © — v > 0 in R™ \ 2. Hence, by Lemma |3.2.24] we
deduce u — v > 0 in R™, which is the desired result. O

We also get the following two corollaries; the first one on the uniqueness
of (bounded) solutions:

Corollary 3.2.25 (Uniqueness of bounded viscosity solutions). Let s €
(0,1), let T € T4(N\,A), and let Q C R™ be any bounded open set satisfying
for some k > 0. Let u,us € C(Q) N L (R™) N L>®(Q) be such that
up = ug in R™\ Q and

Z(uj,z) = f(x) in Q, for i=12,

for some f € C(Q), in the viscosity sense. Then u = v in R™.

Proof. We apply the comparison principle, Theorem [3.2.23] to obtain both
u>vand v <ovin R™. O

And the second one, which is a corollary on the L>° bound with bounded
exterior datum (near the boundary):

Corollary 3.2.26. Let s € (0,1) and M* be given by (3.1.12). Let Q@ C R”
be any bounded open set satisfying (3.2.7) for some k > 0, and let g €
L. (R™\ Q) be such that

lg(z)] < Cy in {xeR"\Q:dist(z,Q) < p},
holds for some Cy > 0 and p > 0.
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Letu € C(Q)NLL (R™)NL>®(Q) be a viscosity solution of (3.2.6). Then,

[ull oo () < C (HQHL&,S(R"\Q) + C'o) + Cy,

for some constant C' depending only on n, s, A\, A, p, and diam(2).

Proof. Let us denote Q, := {z € R" : dist(x, Q) < p/2}. Let £ € £4(\, A),
and notice that for any x € Q

Lxa,(z) = / K(y) dy,
R\ (Q,—x)

and thus, if we assume Q C Bp, for some R < 2diam(2) (after a translation)
we have

Mtxa, < -A / Y dy = —C i 9
BSr

for some Cy that depends only on n, s, A, and diam(£2).

On the other hand, thanks to Lemma|3.1.10[ we know that M+(9XQ;) <
Collgllzy (mny in €2, for some Cy depending only on n, s, A, and p. Thus,
if we consider the function v := gxes + Cixq, we have by the previous
inequalities

Mty < Callgllry, gy — CxC1 < =C,

where we have chosen C, > Cy! (CO + Collgllzy (Rn\Q)). If we furthermore

impose Ci > Cy we can apply the comparison principle, Theorem [3.2.23] to
v and u and deduce

u<v<Cy in .

By replacing the role of u by —u, we obtain the desired result. U

3.2.5. Existence of viscosity solutions. Having proved the comparison
principle for viscosity solutions, we now have the tools required to establish
their existence.

In the following, we say that g € Lis (R™) is bounded near 0f) with
respect to R™ \  if there exists p > 0 and C; > 0 such that

(3.2.8) lg <Cy in {zeR"\Q:0<dist(z,Q) < p}.

We say that g € L}, (R™) is continuous on ¢ with respect to R" \ 0 if
there exists a modulus of continuity o : [0, c0] — [0, 0c] such that
(3.2.9) lg(x) —g(y)| < o(lx —y|) forall xecd, yeR"\Q.

Notice that if g is continuous on 952, then it is bounded near 0f2.

The theorem we want to prove is the following:
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Theorem 3.2.27 (Existence of viscosity solutions). Let s € (0,1), and let
Q be any bounded open set satisfying

(3.2.10) for allr > 0 and z € 0N) there is a ball By (zy,) C Q°N By(2),

for some k> 0. Let T € TJ4(\,A), and let g € L}, (R") be bounded near 9
with respect to R™ \ Q, in the sense of (3.2.8]). Then, there exists a unique
viscosity solution u € C(2) N LY (R™) N L>®(Q) of
Z(u,z) = 0 in
u =g in R™\ Q.
Moreover, if g is continuous on 02 with respect to R™ \ §, in the sense of

(3-2.9), then u € C(Q) as well.

Notice that the assumption on the domain is very mild. It includes any
bounded Lipschitz domain 2 C R™, but also much rougher domains, and
even sets whose boundary has Hausdorff dimension strictly greater than
n — 1, like Koch’s snowflake. It is quite surprising (and new) to obtain such
a general existence and uniqueness result for fully nonlinear equations.

The proof of the previous result follows by Perron’s method, since we
already have the comparison principle in Theorem We will show it
first for globally bounded functions, and then we use it to obtain the result
for an exterior datum in L. (R™).

We start with the following lemma, that says that the infimum of a
family of supersolutions is a supersolution as well:

Lemma 3.2.28. Let s € (0,1), let Z € T4(\,A), and let D C R™. Let
(Uq)aca be a family of supersolutions, u, € LSC(D) N L} (R™) uniformly
bounded from below in D, such that

Z(ug,x) <0 in D, forall ac A
in the viscosity sense. Let

= inf uy(x),
u(z) inf u ()

and let us consider its lower semi-continuous envelope in D,
us(x) := inf {liminfu(xk) :D > xp— :B} ,
k—00

with u, = u in R" \ D. Then u, € LSC(D) N L, (R™) is a viscosity super-
solution, I(u,,x) <0 in D.

Proof. By definition we have u, € LSC(D). Let any x, € lo), and let ¢ be
any test function such that ¢ € C?(B,(z,)) for some r > 0, ¢ < u, in R",
and ¢(x,) = us(x,). As in the beginning of the proof of Proposition |3.2.12

we can assume that u, — ¢ has a strict local minimum at x,.
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By definition of u,, there exists a sequence (ugq, )reny and z; — x, such
that limy_yo0 Ug, (Tk) = us(zo). We can define @, to be the lower half-relaxed
limit of ug,,

Uy := liminf, uq, € LSC(D),

k—o0
and by assumption we have u, < @, with u.(x,) = U«(x,). Thus, the
function 4, — ¢ has a strict local minimum at x,, and by Lemma [3.2.10
we can find indices k; — oo as j — oo and points x; — z, such that
Uay, (xj) = us(xo) and Ua;,, — ¢ has a local minimum at z;. Since Uay, 1S &
viscosity supersolution, we must have

Therefore, since x; — 2, and by continuity of Z(¢, z) around z, (by Corol-
lary [3.1.13)) we get Z(¢, o) < 0. That is, u, is a viscosity supersolution. [J

We then have the following:

Proposition 3.2.29. Let s € (0,1), and let Q be any bounded open set
satisfying (3.2.10) for some k > 0. Let T € J4(\,A), and let g € L>®(R"™).
Then, there exists a unique viscosity solution u € C(2) N L>°(R™) to
Z(u,z) = 0 in
u =g in R™\ Q.
Proof. The uniqueness directly follows from Corollary [3.2.25] The proof
now follows by Perron’s method. We divide it into two steps:

Step 1: Let

o sormny . L(v,2) <0 in Q in the viscosity sense
S.—{UGLSC(Q)OL (R™) : v>g in R\ O },
and let us define

u(z) = ;r&fgv(az)

Let us assume  C Bp for some R > 0, and consider nn € C2°(Bzg) with
0<np<landn=1in Bgr. Then, M™n < —c < 0 in By and the function

Vo = ||gl| Loo (rr\) + c_1||I(0,x)||Loo(Rn)n is such that v, € S.
In particular, S is nonempty. Moreover, since —v, < g in R™ \ €2, and
I(—vo,z) > M~ (=vo) + Z(0,2) > =M™ (vo) — |Z(0, %) || o) > 0 in €,

by the comparison principle (Theorem [3.2.23)) all elements in S are bounded
below by —wv,, and therefore, u is globally bounded. We define its lower
semi-continuous envelope in €2,

uy(x) := inf {liminfu(xk) Q3 — ar} ,
k—o0
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with u, =« in R" \ Q. By Lemma [3.2.28 we already know that
Z(us,z) <0 in €.

Moreover, since we can change the value of v, around one point outside of
R™ \ Q, we also immediately get that u = u, = g in R™ \ Q. Alternatively,
the function gxqec + C'xq for C' large enough belongs to S, and therefore,
u=1u, =gin R"\ Q.

In all, u, € S and (since uy < u) uyx = u in R™.
Step 2: Let us now show that u is a subsolution as well. To do so, let us
consider its upper semi-continuous envelope in €2,

u*(z) :=sup {limsupu(azk) Q3 — x} ,
k—o0
with ©* = in R™ \ €, and let us show Z(u*,z) > 0 in .

Assume now by contradiction that u* is not a subsolution, that is, there
exist some z, € Q and some test function ¢ € C?(B,(x,)) for r > 0 such
that ¢ > u* in R, ¢(z,) = u*(z,) but Z(d,x,) < 0. Arguing as in the
first part of the proof of Proposition (by taking ¢ + €|z — x,|? around
xo for some small € > 0, if necessary) we can assume that u* — ¢ has a
strict local maximum at x., that is, u* > ¢ in B,(z,) \ {z.}. Notice, also,
that by continuity of Z(¢,z) around z, (see Corollary we have that
Z(¢,x) < 0in B,(z,) for some p > 0 small.

Let us now consider ¢s5 := ¢ — § for some § > 0. Since ¢(z) > u*(z) >
u(x) for x € By(xo) \ {0}, we have that for § > 0 small enough, ¢s > u in
B, (xo) \ Bp(xo) as well. Let us define

[ min{u, ¢s} in By(z,),
o = { u in Bg(xo).

Notice that us is a supersolution, since it coincides with u in BS(z,), and
is the infimum of two supersolutions in B,(x.) (recall Remark . This
means that us € S, and therefore us > w. In particular, we have that
¢ — 0 > wuin By(x,), and thus ¢(z,) — 0 > u*(x,), a contradiction. That is,
u* is a subsolution.

But then, by the comparison principle (Theorem , since u is a
supersolution, u* is bounded above, and u = u* = g in R™ \ Q, we get that
w* < w in €2, which means that u = u*. Therefore, u is continuous in €2, and

it is both a sub- and supersolution. This concludes the proof. ([

In order to prove the existence of viscosity solutions that are continuous
up to the boundary, we will assume that the bounded domain Q2 C R"” is
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such that
for every x, € 09, there exists a function v, € C%(Q) N C(R")

(3.2.11) such that ¢4 (25) =0, ¢ > 0in R™\ {zo}, Mo, < —1in Q,
and 14 > 1in R™\ By(z,).

As we will see below (in Lemma [3.2.31)), condition (3.2.11]) is implied
by condition (3.2.10). For the existence of bounded viscosity solutions in

Proposition [3.2.29, the requirement on the domain was due to the com-
parison principle, which was proved by constructing a supersolution that is
singular on 0. When we want to construct solutions that are continuous,
instead, the limiting factor is the existence of a supersolution that vanishes

on 0, as in (3.2.11]).

In this context, we have:

Proposition 3.2.30. Let s € (0,1), and let Q be any bounded open set
satisfying (3.2.11)) for some k > 0. Let T € T4(\,A), and let g € L>°(R"™)
be continuous on 02 with respect to R™ \ Q, in the sense of (3.2.9). Then,

there exists a unique viscosity solution u € C(Q2) N L>(R"™) to
IZ(u,z) = 0 in
u =g in R™\ Q.

Proof. The proof goes in parallel to that of Proposition[3.2.29, The unique-
ness directly follows from Corollary [3.2.21] We divide it into three steps:

Step 1: Let

= Z(v,z) <0 in Q in the viscosity sense

. 1 ny . 5

S.—{UELSC(Q)QLWS(R). 0> g in R\ Q },
and let us define

u(z) = ;Iégv(x)

As in the proof of Proposition [3.2.29] S is nonempty and u is globally
bounded. We define its lower semi-continuous envelope in €2,

Uy (z) := inf {ligninfu(mk) Q2 xy — ;17} ,
—00

with vy = v in R” \ﬁ, which by Lemma [3.2.28] satisfies
Z(uw,z) <0 in €.
Notice, also, that as before we have u = u, = g in R\ Q.

Step 2: Let us now show that u, = ¢ on 9N and that u, is continuous on
09, that is, for every x, € 0Q and zx — z,, then liminfy o u(zr) =
lim supy_, o0 U (k) = g(o).
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Let 2o € 092, € > 0, and let us define
wE = g(wo) £ e £ ket
where 1, is the function from the condition at z, and k. is chosen
large enough (depending on e, but also on g, 2, and 1) so that
(3.2.12) lg —g(zo)] <e+keapy in R™\Q.
Hence, we have
wl >g in R™\Q,
w, <g in R"\Q
By assuming k. > [|Z(0, 2)|| Lo (rn), We have from the fact that M*¢, < —1
in €,
I(wg ,x) > Z(0,2) — ke MF (43 ) > Z(0,2) + k- >0 in €,
Z(wl,x) <Z(0,2) + keMT(3) < Z(0,2) — k. <0 in €.
In particular, w € S. By continuity of ¥, for each & > 0 there exists some

§ > 0 such that w < g(z,) +2¢ in Bs(xo). This yields u < wl < g(xo)+2¢
in Bs(x,), so that if xp — xo, then

limsup u(xg) < g(zo) + 2e.

k—00
On the other hand, by comparison principle all elements in S are above
w; for any € > 0. Again, by continuity of ¢4, for each € > 0 there exists
some ¢ > 0 such that w; > g(z,) — 2¢ in Bs(x,), and therefore u, > w; >
g(xo) — 2¢ in Bs(z,), so that if z — o,

liminf u(zy) > g(xo) — 2e.
k—o0
Since € > 0 is arbitrary, we have that if z — x, then
lim u.(zg) = g(xo).
k—o0

Hence u, = g on 0f) as well, and u, is continuous on 9€). Therefore, u, € S
and (since u, < u) uy = u in R™. In particular, v € LSC(2) and Z(u,z) <0
in Q.

Step 3: It remains to see that u is a subsolution as well, by defining first its
upper semi-continuous envelope in ),

u*(x) := sup {limsupu(:ck) Q31— a:} ,
k—o00
with u* = u in R"\ Q, and let us show Z(u*,z) > 0 in Q.
Observe that, since by u is continuous on 912, we have u* = g
in the whole R™ \ Q. Now, arguing by contradiction as in from
Proposition [3.2.29] we obtain that u* is a subsolution.



204 3. Fully nonlinear equations

But then, again by comparison principle (Theorem , since u is a
supersolution, and u = u* = g in R" \ Q, we get that v* < u in Q, which
means that u = u*. Therefore, v is continuous in , and is both a sub- and
supersolution. This concludes the proof. O

In order to prove our main result, we will also need to show that the

domains satisfying (3.2.7)) are such that (3.2.11) holds:

Lemma 3.2.31. Let s € (0,1), and let Q@ C R™ be any bounded open set
satisfying (3.2.10) for some xk > 0. Then ) satisfies condition (3.2.11]),

and we can take a ¥4 that has a Hélder modulus of continuity which is
independent of the point zo € 0 and ¥4 () > 3|z — xo|* in By.

Proof. Let z, € 09, and let ¢ := 0§, be the function from Lemma
Then, 1 > 0 satisfies

./\/l+<,01 < —c in €
by Lemma and @1 € C?(Q) N C(R"). Let ¢y € C®°(R") with 0 <
w2 < 1 such that w9 = 1 in R™ \ By, ¢2(0) = 0, ¢(x) > 0 for  # 0, and
¢(z) > |z|? in By. In particular, M* ¢ is globally bounded by a constant
C and if we take
Yy = Cror + pa(- + zo)
then
Mty < —Cic+C in Q.

By choosing C] large enough, 1 satisfies all the conditions in (3.2.11). [

Hence, we have all the ingredients to show the existence of viscosity
solutions in Lipschitz (and more general) domains:

Proof of Theorem Uniqueness follows from Corollary [3.2.25]

If g is globally bounded, then we are done by Propositions|3.2.29|or[3.2.30
and Lemma [3.2.31] Otherwise, since g is bounded in a p-neighborhood of
012, we denote

Q, = {z e R"\ Q:dist(z,00) < p/2},

and we consider g, = gxq,, and g, := g—g,, which is defined in R" (extended
by zero inside Q). If Z is of the form

I(“? $) = érelg Sg}i{ - [’abu(l‘) + Cab(x)}a

we define 7, as

Ip(vax) = égg 2161}4)1{ — Lypv(x) — Labgp(x) + Cab(x)}a Lay € £5(A\,A).
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Notice that by Lemma 3.1.10, £,,g, is bounded in €2, and continuous, with
a modulus of continuity independent of L. Thus, Z, € Js(\, A) as well,
with

(3.2.13) 1Z(0, 2)l| Lo (rmy < IZ(0, )| oo () + Cllgll Ly, &)

for some C' depending only on n, s, A, and p. Let now @ be the (unique)
solution to
I,(a,xz) = 0 in Q
{ u = gp in R™\Q,
which exists by Proposition since g, is bounded near 99, and it
is continuous on 9f) if g is continuous on 9L, by Proposition [3.2.30] and
Lemma Then, the function u = @ + g, satisfies, by construction of
7, and g,,
Z(u,x) = 0 in Q
{ u = g in R"\Q.
This proves the desired result. ([

Finally, we mention that, as a consequence of the proof of existence
in Proposition [3.:2.30] we actually have the following boundary continuity
estimate (used for the boundary regularity in Corollary later on):

Corollary 3.2.32. Let s € (0,1), and let Q be any bounded open set satis-
fying (3.2.10). Let T € J4(\, A), and let g € L, (R™) be continuous on O
with respect to R™ \ Q (with modulus o, in the sense of (3.2.9)). Then, the
unique viscosity solution u € C(2) N LY (R™) of

Z(u,z) = 0 in

u = g in R™\Q
satisfies
lu(z) —u(y)| <w(|lz—y|) foral =xe€0Q,yeR,

for some modulus of continuity w that depends only on n, s, A\, A, o,
9llzy, @&y, N9llze(a0), 120, )| oo ®n), and Q, but is independent of u.
Moreover, if o is a-Holder continuous, then w is a-Hdélder continuous as
well, where & depends only on «, 0, n, s, A\, and A.

Proof. Let us first assume that g is bounded. Recall that in of the
proof of Proposition [3.2.30] we showed that for any € and z, there exists
0 > 0 such that
9(xo) — 28 < u(wo) < g(wo) + 2e,

and ¢ depends only on the choice of k. and the modulus of continuity of
¢1. By Lemma[3.2.31] ¢ is Holder continuous with some exponent 3 > 0,
depending only on Q (and n, s, A, and A). On the other hand, k. in the
proof of Proposition is chosen so that holds, so that its value
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is determined only by &, the modulus of continuity of g around z, (hence, o),
¥+, and an upper bound for ||g|zo(wny and || Z(0, )| e (mn). This shows the
existence of w, with an added dependence on ||g|| e (gn)-

Notice, moreover, that when o is a-Holder, since 14 (z) > $|z—x,|* (see
Lemma, in order to ensure that holds it is enough to choose
k. > Ce=2/*. Hence, we can choose § = Ceop and u is Holder continuous,
with exponent % (thus, w is Holder).

Finally, for the general case (and in order to remove the last dependence
on ||g[[zeo(rn)), we just notice that by the proof of Theorem the mod-
ulus w now depends only on ¢, o, 2, and an upper bound for ||g,||ze®n)
and [|Z,(0, )| oo (rn). Note, however, that g, || e (rn) is controlled by both
o and ||g][z~(aq), whereas ||Z,(0, )| o) is controlled (see (3.2.13)) by
1Z(0, z)|| Loo (rn) and C||g||L3JS ®m\q)- This shows the existence of the modu-
lus w in the general case, and thus we are done. O

3.3. Harnack’s inequality and Holder estimates

In this section, we prove Harnack’s inequality and Holder estimates for
integro-differential elliptic equations in non-divergence form with bounded
measurable coefficients. This is the nonlocal analogue of the Krylov—Safonov
theorem for second-order elliptic PDE [164), [35].

Namely, if M* are given by ([3.1.12)), we will study solutions to equations
of the form

Mtu > —C, in Bi,
(3:3.1) {/\/l_u < ¢, in B,

for some C, > 0. The expression (3.3.1]) is satisfied, for example, by any solu-
tion to Z(u,x) = 0 in By for some Z € Js(\, A) (with Co = || Z(0, ) || o ()))-
Moreover, if J € J4(\, A) is translation invariant and v solves

Jv=0 in B,

then the incremental quotients of v satisfy

() o (S50

which is (3.3.1) with C; = 0; see (3.1.4) and Proposition [3.2.15. As a

consequence, in case that v € C!, we can take h — 0 to find that derivatives
of v also satisfy (3.3.1).
When u satisfies (3.3.1)), it is said that u satisfies a non-divergence-form

equation with bounded measurable coefficients. This is because, if u € C?(B)
is a strong solution to (3.3.1)), one can show that (by definition of M¥) for
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each x € Bj there exists some L, € £4(\, A) such that

Lou(z) = f(x),
with || f| pe(B,) < Co. Here, the operators £, are of the form

(3.3.2) Lou(z) = ;/n (2u(z) — u(z +y) — u(z — y))K(z,y) dy,

where the kernel K (z,y) satisfies

A A
(3.3.3) 0< W < K(z,y) < |y|nt2s

for all z,y € R",

but has no regularity on the x variable (apart from being uniformly bounded
in o for each y fixed, between A|y|™"2% and A|y|~"2%). Conversely, if
u € C?(By) is such that it satisfies

Lyu(z) = f(z) in By,

for some f bounded and £, of the form (3.3.2)-(3.3.3)), then it clearly satisfies
(3-31) pointwise in By, with Co = |||l 1 (5,) (again, by definition of M*).

3.3.1. Weak Harnack inequality for supersolutions. The weak Har-
nack inequality is a key tool in the study of non-divergence-form equations.
For second-order PDE (s = 1), this is the key step in the Krylov—Safonov
theorem, and its proof is actually quite delicate; see [35].

Quite surprisingly, in case of integro-differential operators with ker-
nels satisfying (3.3.3)), its proof is much easier, and the conclusion is even
strongerﬂ The following proof originates from [212].

Theorem 3.3.1. Let s € (0,1), and let M~ be given by (3.1.12). Assume
that u € LSC(B1) N L (R™) satisfies

M u < O, m B
u > 0 in R™.
in the viscosity sense, for some Co > 0. Then,
||UHL1 (Rn) S C <1nf u + CO> .
ws By 2

The constant C depends only on n, s, A\, and A.

Proof. Let n € C2°(Bs/y) be such that 0 <n <1 and n=1in By,. Let

(3.3.4) t:=max{T>0:u>7n inR"} < ]ignf u.
1/2

SMore precisely, the term on the left-hand side of the estimate in Theorem is a global
L&,S norm of the solution, while in the local case this would be a local L' norm in By 2. Of course,
this comes at a price, which is that the constant C' blows-up as s 1 1.
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Since u and 7 are continuous in By, there exists o € Bj/4 such that u(z.) =
tn(z,). That is, u can be touched from below by a smooth function, and in
particular we can evaluate M~ u pointwise at z, (see Remark [3.1.14). By

ellipticity (recall Proposition |3.2.15)) we have
(3.3.5) M (u—tn)(zo) < M u(zo) —t M n(x,) < Co + Cht,

for some C; > 0. Furthermore, since v —tn > 0 in R™ and (u — tn)(z,) = 0,
we can also bound pointwise

M™(u—tn)(zs) > )\/R Mdz

n ‘xo _ z‘n+2s

S RCLUCH
Rn 1+|Z|n+2s

u(z)
ZCAnWWSdZ—CQt,

for some ¢, Co > 0. From this and (3.3.4)-(3.3.5), we obtain that

: u(z)
inf u>t>—cC +c/ — Lz
Bip 0T e 1 g2

for some c1, co > 0, as desired. O

3.3.2. Iteration and Holder estimate. Let us now show how to iterate
the weak Harnack inequality (Theorem [3.3.1) to get a Holder estimate for
solutions to nonlocal equations.

Notice that one needs to be careful when doing this since, contrary to
what happens for second-order PDE, in the present setting the weak Harnack
inequality requires v > 0 in the full space.

Theorem 3.3.2. Let s € (0,1) and let MT be given by (3.1.12)).

Let u € C(B1) N L*™(R™) be any viscosity solution to a non-divergence-
form equation with bounded measurable coefficients, i.e.,

M+U > —CO m Bl
M u < (O mn Bl,

for some Cy > 0. Then u € C%C(Bl) with
lull vy 5) < C (lull Lo ny + Co)
where C and v > 0 depend only on n, s, A, and A.

The proof of this result will be based on the following version of the
weak Harnack inequality.
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Lemma 3.3.3. Let s € (0,1), o € (0,2s), and let M~ be given by (3.1.12)).
There exist e, > 0 depending only onn, s, A\, and A, and R, > 1 depending
only onn, s, a, A, and A, such that the following holds for any ¢ < e, and
R>R,.

Let u € C(B) N LY (R™) satisfy

M u < ¢ in Bo,
u > 0 i  Bp,

in the viscosity sense, and

B
/ U(xT)LJrQs dx > | 1"
Br 1 + |ZL‘| 2

Assume in addition that u has controlled growth,
lu(z)] <2+ |z|* for |z| > R.

Then,

infu>6>0,
B

with 0 depending only on n, s, A, and A.
Proof. We have, by Proposition [3.2.15]
M (uxpg) = M~ (u—uxps,) < M u— M (uxps).

Observe that, for any x € By, if R > 3

M (uxgps,)(x) < C % dy < Ca/ ly|* " dy < CuR*,
B§, |z -yl Bg,

for some C, that depends only on n, s, a, and A, and hence
M (uxpy) S M u+ M+(uXB%) < e, +CyR*2% in B,

We then apply Theorem (after a rescaling by a factor 2) to the function
UXBy, to obtain,

a—2s |Bl| a—2s

1nfu>c/ 1+|x’n+25d — o — CuR > 50 g0 — Co RS ™%,
Choose g, < 3 @ and R, > 3 large enough so that C,RY™%% < %, to get
the result Wlth 0 = @ O

As a consequence of the previous lemma, we can prove an oscillation
decay result.
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Lemma 3.3.4. Let s € (0,1), a € (0,2s), and let M* be given by (3.1.12).
Let Ry > 1 and e, > 0 be given by Lemmal3.5.3. Then, there exists R > R,
large enough depending only on n, s, a, A, and A, such that the following
statement holds.

Let w € C(Bgr) N L, (R™) satisfy
Mty > —g, in Bg,
M u < g in Bg,
with
lul <1 in Bpg
and
lu(x)] <1+ x| for |x| > R.
Then, there exists v > 0 such that
osc u<CR™™ forall keN,

Rk

for some constants v and C depending only on n, s, o, X, and A

Proof. We split the proof into two steps.

Step 1: We first show that

(3.3.6) either —1<u<1-20 in B or 20—-1<u<1 in Bj.
with 8 > 0 depending only on n, s, A, and A.

we) dy <0 (otherwise take u — —u),

For this, we may assume [ Br TIPS

and define

Then, we have
Mtw > —¢ in Bpg
M- w < g in Bpg
w > 0 in Bp,

w(x) dz | B |
T s &2 R
e L 2 2y T e 22

lw(z)| <2+ |z|* for |z| > R.
Hence, by Lemma [3.3.3] since R > R, we deduce that

and

Moreover,

infw > 26 > 0,

Bi

or equivalently, u < 1 — 20 in Bj, for some 6 depending only on n, s, A,
and A (half the value obtained from Lemma [3.3.3). If we had taken —u



3.3. Harnack’s inequality and Hélder estimates 211

instead of u, we would have obtained u > 26 — 1 in By, thus giving (3.3.6)).
That is,

oscu = 2(1—-9).

Step 2: We next show how to iterate |[Step 1, (3.3.6)), in order to get the
desired result. Notice that since |u £ 6| < 1 — 6 in By, the function

_u(g)x0
ug(x) = T
satisfies

lug| <1 in Bp,

and solves the equation

MFup > —}ﬁi?° > —& in Bg,
M~up < R;ﬁ;° < & in Bg,
provided that R is large enough. In addition, outside Bp it satisfies
1+46
lur(z) <9 |40
R0y || > R?
1-6 -
and hence
146

lur(z)| < ‘%‘a <|z|* forall |z|> R,

1-6
if R is large enough so that R* > %g.
Thus, ug satisfies again the hypotheses of and therefore
lur£0|<1—60 in By,

that is,
osc u < 2(1 — 6)>.
Bp-1
Iterating the procedure k times we get
osc u<2(1—0)*<2R™® forall keN,
Bk

where v > 0 is chosen so that 1 —0 = R™7. (]
We can finally deduce the desired Holder estimate.

Proof of Theorem [3.3.2] Dividing u by a constant if necessary we may
assume ”UHLOO(]Rn) < 1 and C, < &,, where &, is given by Lemma m
Then, for any z, € By, we define

i) = 0 (557),
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where R > 1 is given by Lemma The function 4 satisfies the hypothe-
ses of Lemma and therefore

osc 4 <CiR™™ forall k>0.

Rk

This yields

u—u(zx 0 < osc u< osc @<CyR*
| (@)l Lo (B, (20) S p 050 uS pose S CRT,

which implies
lu(z) — u(zo)| < Cslz — x|

for all x € By, and we are done. O

In the next subsection we will prove that we can actually replace the
L*°(R™) norm of u by its L}, (R™) norm.

3.3.3. L bound for subsolutions. We next prove the other half of Har-
nack’s inequality, which reads as follows. This was first proved in [46], and
the proof we present here is from [76].

Theorem 3.3.5. Let s € (0,1) and let M™ be given by (3.1.12)). Assume
that w € USC(B1) N L, (R™) satisfies

MTu>—-C, in B

in the viscosity sense, for some Co > 0. Then,

supu < C (HUHLL (R T CO) :
By /o ’

The constant C' depends only onn, s, \, and A.

Proof. We divide the proof into three steps.

Step 1: Let us start with a series of reductions. We may first assume that
C, = 0: otherwise we consider @ := v — C1Cyn for some C7 > 0, with n €
C®(B3),n=1in By, 0 <7 <1in R" Then, we have that M™n < —c <0
in By, and hence

Mta > -C, — C1C.Mtn>0 in By,

provided that Cf is large enough. If we now show the result for @, we would
have

supu < sup @ + G105 < C (||U||L;S(Rn) + C1Co|nll Ly, ey + Co) ,
By /o By /2

which also gives the result for u (since |[n||z1 (rny is bounded universally).
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We may further assume that v > 0; otherwise we can consider u4 :=
max{u, 0} instead of u, which satisfies M*u; > 0 in the viscosity sense
in R™ (see Remark [3.2.3)). Proving the result for u; would yield

sup u < sup uy < C (HMHL}U ®n) + Co) <C (HUHLg, &) T Co) :
By 2 Byja ° °
which is the result for u as well.
Finally, observe that, after dividing u by a constant, we may assume in
addition that

u(x)

In this setting, it suffices to prove that if u € USC(B1)NLL,_(R™) satisfies

Mty > 0 in By,
u > 0 in R",

(3.3.8) and lully @n) =1,

then
u(0) < C
for some constant C' depending only on n, s, A, and A. Once this is proved,

we simply apply this to every point in By /o (after scaling and translating),
and the result follows.

Step 2: Let us show the following claim:
Claim. There exists 0 and ¢, depending only on n, s, A, and A, such that
if u satisfies (3.3.8)), u(zo) > M for x, € By, and (coM)~1/" < %, then

sup u> (1+8)M, for ro:=(coM)™ V" < 3.
BTo (:Eo)
To prove the claim, we argue by contradiction. That is, let us suppose
that

sup u < (1+6)M.
BTO("EO)

We will reach the contradiction by using Theorem for an auxiliary
function.
Consider

v(z) == (14 0)M — u(zo + (ro/2)z).
Then, v4 > 0 everywhere, and
(3.3.9) vi(z) = (14 0)M —u(zo + (ro/2)z) forall =z € Bo.
Since Mty > 0 in B; by assumption, and using Proposition
(3.3.10) M vy — MPoo < M v=-M"(u(zo + (ro/2)-)) <0 in B
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in the viscosity sense. On the other hand, we have, for every x € By (notice
that v_ =0 in By),

Mbo_(2) <A/ v

R"\Bg

dy
-Wn s

dy
<A/ w(xo + (ro/2)r)———— in B,
R"\ By ( (r/2) )fﬂf—y’”HS

where we have used that v_(z) < u(zs + (1o/2)x) since u > 0 in R™. After
changing variables we then have

A2m
(3 5 11) M+'U_(l’) < = / U(Z) n+2s dz in Bj.
3. "o JRMBro(wo) | — 2 (2 — g,)

© I
To

Let us see that, for every z € R" \ B, (x,),

2
x——(z—wo)

2 1
(3.3.12) > —|z—wo| — |x| > Z(l + |z|).
To

Indeed, if z € By \ B, (,) then

2 1 1
2ozl —lel 22~ lel 2 3 + Bl 2 24 e,
If instead z € R™ \ By, then we have |z — xo| > 2|z| and therefore

2 e = ol — 2] > oz = 212 2 2ol 2 14 J2]
TOZ To x_QTOz 22_22_ z|,

so that (3.3.12)) always holds.
As a consequence of (3.3.12)) (vecall (3.3.11) and |ul[z1 ®n) = 1), we

obtain that for any x € By,

MFu_(z) < Ai / u2) s 42 < coMACH,
"o JRM\Bro(@o) | — 2 (7 — )

o _ £
To

for some C7 > 0 depending only on n and s. That is, from (3.3.10)),
./\/l_’0+ < COMAcl in Bl,

in the viscosity sense.

Notice that v (0) = (14 6)M —u(z,) < §M. Using now Theorem [3.3.1]
we deduce v
vy (x) dr < C(v4(0) + coMACH) < >
Bs
provided that 6 and ¢, are sufficiently small, depending only on n, s, A,
and A. Equivalently, recalling (3.3.9) and employing the change of vari-
able y := x5 + (r5/2)x, this means that

M
f, . (@ —uw)ay< .
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which gives
M
7[ u(y)dy > (1+ )M — 2
Bro (o) 2

Since B, (7o) C By and 1+ |z|""2% < 2 in By, we finally obtain that for
some ¢ depending only on n,

M
— < cro_"/ u(x) dr
2 Bro (@)

< 2cr, " & dr = 2cocM
Rn 1 + ‘l’|n+2s ’

where we used (3.3.7)) and the definition of 7. By choosing ¢, small enough
depending only on n, s, A, and A, we reach a contradiction, and the claim
is proved.

M
> —.
- 2

Step 3: We now use the previous claim to finish the proof of the theorem.
Namely, we will show that if u(0) > My, with My sufficiently large depend-
ing only on n, s, A, and A, then this leads to SUpp, , U = 00, which is a
contradiction.

Indeed, let 7 := (coMp) ™1/ < %, with ¢, given by the claim in
Then, there exists z; € B, such that

u(z1) > (1 4+ 0) M, =: M.
Applying iteratively the claim, we find z, M} and rj satisfying
Zk+1 € Brk(zk), T = (COMk)il/n, u(zk) > My, = (1 + (5)Mk_1.

Since M, = (1 + 6)kMy — oo as k — oo, and
k—1 k—1

“1/n . 1
2l <Y < oMy S (14 8) I < 5

j=0 Jj=0
if My is large enough depending only on n, s, A, and A, we have

supu > u(z) > (14 0)*My = 00 as k — oo,

Bij2
reaching a contradiction (recall u € USC(B;)). Thus u(0) is bounded by a
constant depending only on n, s, A, and A, and we are done. O

As a consequence of this L*° bound we can now improve Theorem
to allow solutions in L}, (R"):

Theorem 3.3.6. Let s € (0,1) and let M* be given by (3.1.12). Let u €
C(B1)NLL, (R™) be any viscosity solution to a non-divergence-form equation
with bounded measurable coefficients, i.e.,

M+U > —C, m Bl,

M u < (O mn Bl,
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for some Cs > 0. Then, u € C}/

loc

lullen s, ) < € (Ilullzy, ey +C)
where C' and v > 0 depend only on n, s, A, and A.

(Bl) with

Proof. Let us define w; := nu and wy = v — wy, where 0 < n < 1is a
cut-off function such that 7 = 1 in B/, and n = 0 in R" \ By/5. Then, we
know that by ellipticity

Mtwy > —Co—M*Twy  in By
Miwl S Co — Mi'LUQ n B2/37

in the viscosity sense.
Since wg = 0 in Bgy, by Corollary 3.1.13| we know that

HMiWHLoo(
and therefore, wy satisfies

MFwy > —Co = Cllullry @) — in Bys
Miwl S C’o + CHU/HL&)&(RTL) in B2/3

Byy) S CHU&HL}JS(RH) < CHUHL&)S(RW)-

in the viscosity sense. On the other hand, by Theorem m (applied to u
and —u) and a covering argument, we know that

lwllzoeany < lullzoe s, ) < C (g, e + Co )
We can therefore use Theorem with wy to obtain (after another covering
argument),

lullen (B, ) = lwtlnp ) < C (el @y + Co )
as we wanted to see. O

3.3.4. Harnack’s inequality. As an immediate consequence of the two
half Harnack inequalities proved above, the Harnack inequality follows.

Corollary 3.3.7 (Harnack’s inequality). Let s € (0,1) and let M* be given
by (3.1.12). Let u € C(By) N L, (R™) be any viscosity solution to a non-

divergence-form equation with bounded measurable coefficients, i.e.

Mty > —C, in B
M~u < C(o m Bh

for some Co > 0. Assume in addition that u > 0 in R™. Then,

supu < C <inf U+Co> )
By By /2

where C' depends only on n, s, A, and A.
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Proof. The result follows from Theorems [3.3.1] and 3.3.51 O

Notice that, thanks to Theorems [3.3.1] and [3.3.5] we have that if C5 =0
then both supp, , u and infp, , u are comparable to lullzr (®ny-

Moreover, if we only assume that v > 0 in B; (instead of R™) in the
previous setting, we get instead

: u—(y)
supuSC(mfu—i—Co—i—/ dy),
By Bi/> g 14 [y +2

where u_(y) = max{0, —u(y)} is the negative part of u. This follows by
applying Corollary to uy :=u+wu_ in Byy.

3.3.5. Boundary regularity. Combining Corollary [3.2.32] with interior
estimates, we obtain uniform continuity of u in 2. The following proof is
from [47]:

Corollary 3.3.8. Let s € (0,1), and let Q2 be any bounded open set satisfying
(3.2.10). Let g € LSJS (R™) be continuous on O with respect to R™ \ Q with

modulus o, in the sense of (3.2.9), and let M* be given by (3.1.12). Let
ue C(Q)NLX(Q) N LL (R™) be any viscosity solution of

Mty > —C, in Q,
M-y < (C, m S,
u = g in R™\ Q.

Then, u € C(S2) with

u(z) —u)| < w(lz —yl) foral x,ye€Q,
for some modulus of continuity w that depends only on n, s, A\, A, o,
lgllzy_®nys l9llze(aq), Co, and Q, but is independent of u. Moreover, if

o is a-Holder continuous, then w is a-Hélder continuous as well, where &
depends only on a, 2, n, s, A, and A.

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem or Corollary [3.2.32] we may as-
sume that g is bounded. The dependence on [|g|| 0o (gn) can then be replaced
by a dependence on o, HgHLbs(R”)’ and [|g|| £ (a0)-

Let wy € C(Q) N L,,_(R™) be the unique viscosity solution to

./\/liwi = FC, in
wy = g in R"\Q,

given by Theorem [3.2.27] (applied with operator Z(w,z) := M*w + C,).
Then, by comparison principle, Theorem [3.2.23] we have that

(3.3.13) w- <u<wg in R



218 3. Fully nonlinear equations

Let now z,y € Q, and let 7 € 99 be such that dist(z,0Q) = |z — | =: 2r.
Let us also denote p := |x —y|, so that we want to show |u(x) —u(y)| < w(p)
for some w. By Corollary applied to both wi and w_, we already
know that this is true if x € 9Q (thanks to (3.3.13)), since w_ = wy = u
on 0f2), for some modulus that, as an abuse of notation, we still denote o

(which is Holder if o was Holder). In particular, u € C(€).

If p > r/2 we have
u(z) = u(y)| < |u(z) —w(@)| + |u(y) — u(@)| < o(2r) +o(p+ 2r) < 20(5p)
and we can take w(t) = 20(5t) in this case.

On the other hand, if p < r/2 we let @ be the truncation

u(z) + o(4r) if w>u(z)+o(4r),
w(z) = u(x) —o(4r) if hu < u(Z) + o(4r),
U otherwise.

For any z € R™ we have

[u(=) = @(2)] < min { (o(]z = al + ) = o (4r)) ., 2l ey | -
We consider the rescalings
up(z) :=u(x +rz) and u,(2):=u(zr+rz2),
so that,
|ur(2) — i (2)| < min {[o(r|z] + 1) — o (47)],, 2l|ull Lo mn) }
Observe that in By we have that u, = %,. Thus, we can bound M™ (u, —1,)
in By by

dy

M )| < [ min{la(rly+ | +) = o]l e} o
1

In particular,
M (ur — @) || oo (y) < pa(r),
for some p(r) | 0 as r | 0, at a rate that depends only on n, s, A, and

and upper bound for ||u||zec(rn). Observe, though, that by Corollary |3.2.22

||| oo (mm) is controlled by |[|g|| oo (rn\q) and Cs. Moreover, if o is a-Holder
with @ < 2s, then p(r) is also a-Hoélder (that is, p(r) < Cr® for some
C >0).

By ellipticity, Proposition we therefore have
MF iy > MPup — MF(up — Gy) > —Cor® — pu(r) in By,
We similarly obtain that
M™ 0, < Cor® + p(r),
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and, by the interior estimates in Theorem applied to @, —u(x), we get
~ ~ p « ,0 «
[u(e)=u(y)| = [@(0) =i (2 =y)/r)| < Colr)+u) ()" =vr) (£)

with p < r/2. Notice that v(r) is a modulus of continuity, and by making
v(r) larger if necessary, we may assume that v(r)r~® is decreasing.
Since p < /2 we have

u(@) —u(y) < v(r) (2)" <2°0@0) 40 as p Lo,

as we wanted to see. Finally, if ¢ is Holder, then v can be taken to be
Hélder, and so u (and hence, w) is Holder continuous. O

3.4. Approximation of viscosity solutions

In order to prove the interior regularity results of Section[3.5] and similarly to
what happened in the linear case, we will first establish a priori estimates.
Then, to recover estimates for general viscosity solutions, we will need a
result on the approximation of a viscosity solution by strong (or smooth)
solutions. This is precisely the goal of this section.

We want to find a regularization of a solution to Z(u,z) = 0 in Bj.
In the case of weak or distributional solutions to linear equations, this was
directly accomplished in Lemma by means of the convolution against
a smooth mollifier. For viscosity solutions to fully nonlinear equations, the
process is mcuh more involved, and we will also need to define regularized
versions of Z. The results in this section follow closely the proofs of [100],
which are based partly on [47, 161, 210].

Given an operator Z € Jg(A, A) of the form
(3.4.1)  Z(u,z) = inf sup { — Lopu(z) + cap(z)}, Lap € L5(N,A),
beB ac A
we say that it has modulus o if ¢4(2) are equicontinuous with modulus o
(recall Definition [3.1.9). We will prove the following:

Theorem 3.4.1. Let s € (0,1), and let T € T4\, A). Let u € C(By) N
LL (R™) be any viscosity solution of

Z(u,z) = f(x) in B
for some f € C(By).
Then, there exist sequences of functions u(®), f. € C°(R") such that
u® = u  uniformly in B3y and in LY (R™),
fe = [ uniformly in Bsy,
and a sequence of operators I. € J4(\, A) with
Z.(0,x) = Z(0,z) uniformly in Bsy,
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as € J 0, such that
T (ue,w) = fe(w) in  Bsjy.
Moreover, if T is translation invariant (resp. concave), then I. are trans-

lation invariant (resp. concave). Finally, if T has modulus o, then . have
modulus o as well.

Remark 3.4.2. The new operators Z. are C°°, in the sense that for any
w € CP(R™) we have Z.(w,x) € C*®(R"), with vanishing derivatives at
infinity; see the proof of Proposition Moreover, if Z € T4(\, A;0)
for some 6 € (0,1), then Z. € J4(\, A;0) with [Z.]ce < C[Z]ce, with C
depending only on n, s, A\, A, and 0; see Remark

We first establish a simpler approximation result in the case of regular
kernels, which will be used for the interior regularity later on. After that, we
use the strategies developed in the first part to prove that viscosity solutions

can always be approximated by strong C?**% solutions, and using this we
finally prove Theorem [3.4.1]

3.4.1. A first approximation result. In the following, we consider op-
erators of the form

(342) I(“? 33) = Inf Sup { - Eabu(w) + Cab(x)}a Loy € L\/s()‘7 A; 0)7
bGBaeA

from which we define its regularized version as

(34.3) Z.(u,x) = inf sup {—Cg?u(az) + cab($)} , Eg? € £:(\,A0),
beB acA

where the ¢y, are the same as above. The first regularization or approxima-

tion result (and the one we will use in Section is then the following:

Proposition 3.4.3. Let s € (0,1), and let T € Ts(\, A;0) with 6 € [0,1) be
of the form (3.4.2). Let us assume, moreover, that

sup  [cap]comny < 00,
(a,b)eAxB

where we denote [-]co = osc( ).
Let w € C(By) N LY (R™) be any viscosity solution of
Z(u,z) =0 in Bj.
Then, there exist: a sequence of functions,

u® € OB (By ) NC(B1)NLL (R if 2s+60¢N,

loc

orul®) € 0176(33/4)00(31)QL(},3 (R™) for any§ > 0if0 =0 and s = 5; and

loc

a sequence of operators I. € Ts(\, A;0) of the form (3.4.3) and satisfying
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[Zc]loo < Ci[Z)co if @ > 0, with Cy depending only onn, s, A, A, and 6, such
that,
T.(u®,z) = 0 in By
{ u® = in R\ Bsy,
and
u® 5w locally uniformly in Bsy.

Moreover, we have
(3.4.4)

||U(E)||L°°(B3/4) + HU(E)HL}JS(R”) <C (HUHL;S(R”) + HI(OJ)HLOO(BR,M))
for some C depending only on n, s, A\, and A.
Let us start with the construction of Z.. Let ¢ : [0,00) — [0,00) be a

given fixed cut-off function such that

¥ € C([0,00)),

=1 in [0,1/2],

=0 in [1,00),

1) is monotone nonincreasing.

Given L € £4(\, A) with kernel K (which satisfies (3.1.7))) and e > 0, we
define £ to be the operator that has kernel K. given by

(3.4.5) Ee(y) = (1 =4 (lyl/)) K (y) + o (lyl/e)lyl 772
Notice that with this definition we still have £ e £,(\ A) (see Fig-

ure [3.4.1). Moreover, we have:

Lemma 3.4.4. Let s € (0,1). If L € £5(\, A;0) for some § € (0,1), then
L£E) e £\ A;0) as well, with

[£9] .0 < C[L)eo

for some constant C' depending only on n, s, 0, A, and A.

Proof. Indeed, notice that using (A.3.6)) on the definition of K. we get
[Ka]co(BE\BE/2) < [K]CQ(BE\BE/Q) + (A + 1)877%28 [¢(|y‘/5)]09(36\36/2)

—n—2s
+ Uy| ]09(35\36/2)
¢ —n—2s
<~z (Lo + Wleaain,ye + 117" > gomip )
which, since 1 is fixed, directly implies
[KelcosaB. ) < C[L]oo + 1)e =279,

On the other hand, we already know that

[Kelcos\B, ) < ClLlcop™ 7% forany p > 2e,
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£/2 £ j £/2 €

<V

Figure 3.4.1. The kernels K and K. given by (3.4.5).

since K. = K there, and
[Kelcos,\B,,,) < Cp™"7>70 forany p<e/2,
since K.(y) = |y|~"2% there. Thus, we have
[Ka]CQ(Bp\Bp/Z) < C([E]CG + 1)p7n72579 for all p > 0.
Finally, since [L]ce > ¢ > 0 for all £ € £4(), A; ), the result follows. O
Let now Z € J4(A, A;60) for some 6 € [0,1), i.e., of the form (3.4.2))
We define Z. as (3.4.3)) with E((j)) given by (3.4.5). By Lemma we
immediately have that
I € T5(A A;0)

as well, with [Z;]ce < C[Z]ce if @ > 0. Furthermore, Z. weakly converges to
TaselO:

Lemma 3.4.5. Let s € (0,1), and let Z,Z. € Ts(\,A) be as above. Then
Z. -7 in R" as €0,
in the sense of Definition[3.2.11].

Proof. Let z, € R", and let v € L. (R") such that it is C? in B, (z,) for
some r > 0. Let us compute, for any x € B, /3(w.) and L € J5(\, A) with
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kernel K,

3 [ (@)~ vlo ) — ol ) (Kely) ~ Kw) dy.

Since K-(y) — K(y) = ¢(lyl/¢) (Jy| ™" 2* — K(y)) we can bound the right-
hand side by

|£v(2) ~ Lo(x)| < C/B 20(z) — v(z +y) — v(z — y)|lyl "> dy.

LEv(x) — Lo(z) =

Now, using that v is C? in B,(z,) and taking ¢ < r/4 we get

‘ﬁ(a)v(x) - Ev(x)‘ < C||UHCQ(33T/4(:EO))/B ly| 22 dy

< Olvllea sy, s@one” >

Hence, we can bound
s _pr®
i) {500+t

< nf sup {—Lapu(z) + cap(@)} + Cllvllcz (B, ) (0)€

2—2s

= T(v,2) + Cllollca(sy, ey

On the other hand, we also get similarly,
I.(v,z) > Z(v,x) — CHU||02(BBT/4(%))52728-
In all, we have proved that
1Z(v,-) = Z(v, M oo (B, sp(@e)) < CllVllc2(By, a@ane” 2540
as ¢} 0, and hence 7, — 7. O
We want to use the previous operators Z. to construct a series of regular

solutions approximating a given solution. That is, let Z € J4(\, A;6) for
some 6 € [0,1), and let w € C(B;) N LY (R™) be such that

(3.4.6) Z(u,z) =0 in Bj.
We then define u(®) to be the unique solution, given by Theorem [3.2.27] to

(m — 0w,

(3.4.7) v = uw  in R™\ Byy.

Lemma 3.4.6. Let s € (0,1) and T € J,(\,A). Let u € C(B1) N L (R")
be any solution of ([B46), and let u'® € C(Bsy4) N L®(B3y4) N LY, (R™) be
the unique solution of 18.4.?}. Let v > 0 be given by Theorem . Then

6 sy + 18 v < © (g, oy + 170,21 5,0))

for some C depending only on n, s, A\, and A.
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Proof. Observe that,

MFTu>T(u,z) —Z(0,2) > M u
and therefore, from Theorem [3.3.6] (or Theorem applied to v and —u),
(3.45) el 5y < © (Nullzy, ey + 10, 2l s ) -

Let n € C*°(By) with 0 < n < 1 be a cut-off function such that n = 0 in
Bg/7 and 7 =1 in Bj/s. Then, the function nu'®) satisfies

T.(nu'®,2) =0 in By,

where if Z. is of the form (3.4.3), then Z. is (also using that (1 — n)u =
(1 —n)uld):
Z.(v, ) := inf sup {—E E)v(w) + cap(x) — E(E)[(l - n)u](m)} .
AN bEB g ab a ab

In particular, by Corollary [3.2.22] together with the ellipticity condition in
Proposition [3.2.15 we get

(349) [ ioeyy) < € (Imulloegag ) + 120, 2l (s )
Now, by Lemma [3.1.10] we know that for any £ € £,(\, A),
01 =l s, < Cllics,
for some C' depending only on n, s, A, and A. Thus,
(3.4.10) 2.0, 2) = Z(0, @)l oy ) < Cllully_qaey

Since we also have nu(®) = u(®) in Bs;, and ||77U”Loo(B§/4) < ||uHLoo(B7/8),
from ((3.4.9))-(3.4.10))-(3.4.8]) we obtain

[0 e ) < € (g, oy + 120, 2) e ) -
In particular, since u = u() in R” \ B3 /4, this also implies
(3411)  [u, @ < C (ulls, @ + 120, 2)es, ) -

We finally apply Theorem m to u(®) as above, to deduce, together with
(13.4.10])-(3.4.11)),

[ llors, ) < € (Iullg, @+ 1Z0,2) (50

which completes the proof. O



3.4. Approximation of viscosity solutions 225

We now want to show that the solutions u(®) are qualitatively regular
(that is, strong solutions) in the interior of Bj /4- In order to do it, we use
the structure of the operator Z., which behaves like a fractional Laplacian.
Thus, we need the interior estimates for the fractional Laplacian in the case
of viscosity solutions:

Proposition 3.4.7 (Interior estimates for viscosity solutions of (—A)*). Let
s €(0,1), and let f € C9(By) for some 6 € [0,1). Let u € C(By) N LL (R™)
satisfy

(=AYu=f in B
in the viscosity sense. Then, if 2s +0 ¢ N, u € C***%(By) with

loc
lullcassoqs, ) < € (Nullzy, @y + 1 fllcom)

for some C depending only on n, s, and 0. If 0 = 0 and s = %, then
u € C'%(By) for any § > 0.

Proof. Let us define v; and vg to be the solutions of

(=A)*v1 = f in By,

and
{ (—A)vy = 0 in  Bsy,
va = u in R™\ By
Here, v; is the unique weak solution to its problem, given by Theorem [2.2.24
which satisfies (by Theorems |2.6.1|7 |2.4.3|7 and |2.4.1D v € C(@)HCQSM (B3/4)

loc

with interior estimates. On the other hand, vy € C(Bs3,4)NC*(Bs/4) is given
by the Poisson kernel representation, Proposition [1.10.10, Let us define

vi=v1 +v2 € C(B3) N 025+9(B3/4),

loc

and we assume 6 > 0. By Lemma [3.2.4] v satisfies
(-A)yv = f in B3/47
vo= u in R™\ Bsy,

in the viscosity sense, too. By uniqueness of viscosity solutions, Corol-
lary |3.2.21] v = u in R™, and by the a priori interior regularity estimates for
the fractional Laplacian, Theorem |1.10.13| (since v € CQS+9(B3/4)), we have

loc

lllezeroqzy ) < € (g, @y + 1 fleoy)
as we wanted to see.

Finally, if 8 = 0, we can regularize v; first taking the convolution against

a smooth function (by Lemma [2.2.30] see also Remark [2.2.27)), to obtain a

sequence of approximate smooth solutions v‘f 4+ v — w1 4 vo locally uni-
formly as § | 1 in By (which are also viscosity solutions, by Lemma [3.2.4]).
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Then, proceeding as before, we are done thanks to the stability of viscosity
solutions, Proposition |3.2.12 ([

The following is the qualitative result on the regularity of u(®):

Lemma 3.4.8. Let s € (0,1). Let u(®) be defined as above, , for a
fized T € T(N\,A;0) with 0 € [0,1) of the form (3.4.2). Let us assume,
moreover, that
sup  [Caplco@ny < Co < 00,
(a,b)eAxB

Joo = osc(-). Then, if 25+ 60 ¢ N, u®) € C25H(By ).

where we denote loc

[.
If0 =0 and s = 3, we have ul®) € 01_5(33/4) for any § > 0.

loc

Proof. For the sake of readability, let us denote v = u(®). Notice that,
by Lemma [3.4.6] and a covering argument, we already know that v is C7
inside Bg 4.
We now express the operator Z. as follows:
Z.(v,x) = —c;é(—A)Sv(a:) -+ inf sup {E((l?v(x) + cab(x)}
(3.4.12) beB aeA
= —Cps(=A)0(2) + fo(2),
(e)

ab

Lo(z) = (c_l(—A)S - LE;)) ()

n,s

= % /n (20(z) —v(z +y) —v(z —y)) K:(y) dy

= /B (v(z) —v(z + y))f(s(y) dy,

c
/2

where we have denoted, for each £ = £

with

Ke(y) = (1 =9(yl/e) (ly] ™% — Ka(y)) € L'(R"),
where ¢, s is the constant in (1.10.2)), and Ky, is the kernel of the operator
Lap (recall (3.4.2)-(3.4.3). In particular,

(3.4.13) Lo(z) = Cov(x) — /BC ( )v(z)f(a(z —x)dz.
e/2\ ¥

Observe that, since Z € J4(\, A;0) (see Definition [3.1.7)), for all 0 < p < 0,
|I~(g($o +h)— f(a(xo)‘ < Colzo| 25 F|h|*  for any z, € By, h € By
Let now z € Bg), fixed, and let

e 1. . [e 1/3
p= mm{4,2dlst(w,833/4)} = mln{4,2 <4 - \x!) }
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Then, from we can bound
[Lv]cnB, @) < Celvlon(s, () + Ce / v(z)|z — @ dz
5/2

< Ce (lows,en + HvHL&S(Rn)) ,

for any £ = /3((;), where C; is independent of (a,b) € A x B. In (3.4.12)
we can therefore bound the Holder semi-norms of f. (being the infsup of
Holder functionsﬁ) as

[felon( @) < Ce ([U]Cu(Bp(x)) + lvllzy, ®n) + Co) :
Thus, we obtain that
(3.4.14) v E C{éC(B3/4) and 0<pu<fl = f.€ C{Z;C(B3/4),
in a qualitative way.

Moreover, v satisfies, by assumption

(-A)y’v=/f. in Bsy.
Hence, we can now use interior estimates for viscosity solutions with the
fractional Laplacian, Proposition together with a bootstrap argument
to conclude: we already know that v € C7(Bj/4), hence by (3.4.14) we
have f. € C7(Bs/4) and by the interior estimates in Proposition v E
C25+min{%9}(B3/4). If 0 > ~, we can iteratively repeat this until v +ms > 0
for some m € N, at which point we have to stop when we reach C? regularity
of f.. A final application of interior estimates implies C251% regularity of v.
If 6 = 0, we only apply the iteration once. ([

We can finally prove the regularization result:

Proof of Prop051t10n [3-4.3] We construct Z. and u®) as (3.4.3) and (3 -
Then, Lemma gives the weak convergence of Z. to Z, and Lemma

and a covering argument give the locally uniform convergence of u(a) in
B34 (by Arzela-Ascoli, up to taking subsequences), towards some function
@ € C(Bgjy) N L*(Bs/4). Moreover, since u(®) is uniformly bounded in
Bsy, it converges to @ in LUIJS (R™) as well, by the dominated convergence
theorem and the locally uniform convergence. Hence we are in a situation
where we can apply Proposition (and Remark to deduce that
i € C(Bsyq) N LY, (R™) N L°(Bs,y) satisfies
{ Z(a,z) = 0 in By
@ = u in R"\ Bgy.

6The inf sup of C* functions is C*, whenever p < 1. If > 1, then it is at most Lipschitz
(C91). This is why this proof does not obtain higher regularity even if 6 > 1.
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By the uniqueness of bounded viscosity solutions, Corollary [3.2.25] we have
@ = u, and moreover u € C(B;) (by Theorem [3.2.27).

The bound of the L, (R™) norm of u(®) is a consequence of Lemma
and finally the interior regularity is due to Lemma [3.4.8] This completes
the proof. O

3.4.2. Approximation by strong solutions. Proposition suffices
for our purposes in subsections [3.5.1] and on the interior regularity of
fully nonlinear elliptic equations. It gives an approximating sequence to a
viscosity solution by smoother solutions, which in the case 6 > 0 are strong.
Let us now show that, with a bit more of work, also in the most general case
0 = 0 we can consider strong solutions as the approximating sequence:

Proposition 3.4.9. Let s € (0,1), and let T € J5(\,A). Let w € C(B1) N
L. (R™) be any viscosity solution of

Z(u,z) =0 in Bj.
Then, there exist § > 0, a sequence of functions,

028+5(Bg/4) NCY(R™) 3 u® — u locally uniformly in By and in LY (R™),

loc

and a sequence of operators 1. € Ts(A,A) of the form (3.4.18)), such that
T.(u'®, 2) =0 in B3y
I. =~ T in the sense of Definition|3.2.11

as € | 0. Moreover, we have
(3.4.15)

e (5,00 + 16 12, @y < € (il gy + 1200,2) 2205 + () )

for some C depending only on n, s, X\, and A, and where o(g) | 0 as € | 0.

In order to prove it, we proceed following a similar strategy to the one
before. Now, however, we need to regularize the cq;(x) in the definition of Z,
as well as the value of u outside of Bs/,. We will do that by means of a
convolution.

Let us fix a mollifier ¢ such that

(3.4.16) ¢ € C°(By) is radial, with ¢ > 0 and [ ¢ =1,
and we consider the rescalings

1 T
(3.4.17) vel@) == < (g) € O®(B.).

We define 7, analogously to (3.4.3)) but also regularizing the terms cqp(z).
Lemma [3.4.5] still holds in this case:
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Lemma 3.4.10. Lets € (0,1), and for any Z of the form (3.4.1]) we consider

(3.4.18) Z.(u,x) := 51612 21613 {—Eésb)u(x) + C((;)) (:U)} , ﬁggb) € £,(\A),

where Effb) are the corresponding operators to Lq, but with kernel given by
(B3-4.5), and where c((l? () := (e * cap)(z). Then

I.~7T in R", as .0,
in the sense of Definition[3.2.11].

Proof. The proof is exactly the same as that of Lemma3.4.5] where we now

use that since cq(x) are equicontinuous, c((j))(:c) converges locally uniformly

to cqp(x) as € | 0 independently of (a,b) € A x B (that is, depending only
on the modulus o from Definition |3.1.9)). O

If 7 € J,(\A) and w € C(By) N L, (R™) is a viscosity solution to
(3.4.19) Z(u,z) =0 in By,

we define our new functions u(®) to be the unique solution, given by Theo-

rem [3.2.27] to

3.4.20 .
( ) { ul® = (uxs,,.) * Pe in R™\ Bsy.

In doing so, the following analogue of Lemma [3.4.6| also holds now:

Lemma 3.4.11. Let s € (0,1) and T € J4(\,A). Let u € C(By) N L (R™)
be any viscosity solution of (3.4.19)), and let ul®) e C(Bsy4) N L>®(Bgy) N
LLIUS (R™) be the unique solution of . Let v > 0 be given by Theo-
rem[3.3.6. Then

10 ool ey ) < € (el oy + 120, 2) 1y )+ 0(9))
for some C' depending only on n, s, A\, and A, and where o is the modulus

of continuity associated to cqp, in the definition of T (see Definition .

Proof. The proof is the same as that of Lemma [3.4.6] using that

[(uxB,,.) * Pellry ®n) < 2lluxs, .y, @) < 2lvllzy @n)-

The main difference is the appearance of o(¢) on the right-hand side of the
estimate. This is because we now define

To(o,2) = fuf sup { ~£3v(@) + €3 () = L3101 = mpul(x) |
and therefore the bound (3.4.10|) becomes
1Z:(0,2) = Z(0,2) | e (my0) < Cllullzy, ey + sup i) = capll ey -

(a,b)eAXB
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From the definition of ¢ and recalling that c((fb) is a convolution of cu, this

gives the desired estimate. O

By regularizing the boundary datum we have now improved the regu-
larity of u'®) with respect to the previous case, Lemma

Lemma 3.4.12. Let s € (0,1) and let T € T5(A\,A). Let uw € C(B1) N
LY (R™) be any wviscosity solution to I(u,x) = 0 in By, and let ul®) be
defined by . Then, there exists § > 0 independent of € > 0 such that
u® € CEF(By ) NC(RM).

Proof. For the sake of readability, we denote v = u(®). Observe that

Hv((uXBl/s) * %—:)HLC’O(R”) <,

for some C; that might blow-up as € | 0. This is enough to deduce, from
Corollary that there exists some ¢ > 0 (independent of € > 0) such
that v € CJ(R™).

As in Lemma we rewrite the operator 7. as
(v, 2) = —Ci(=A)v(x) + fo(x),

where

s A(€) (e)
fe(z) := 5161221613 {ﬁab v(z) + ¢,y (ZL‘)}

and, for each £ = £

ab

Lv(z) = Cov(x) — /Bg/Z v(z +2)K.(2)dz,
with
Ke(y) = (1 =4 (yl/2)) (lyl ™" — Kup(y)) € L' (R").

In particular, since v € C°(R"), for any = € B34 and h € R"™ small,

Lo(z+h) — Ev(x)) < C.|h)° +/ CohPK.(2) dz < C-|h|°.
BC
/2

Together with the fact that cgeb) € O, we get
fe(x) € Cl(i)c(B3/4)

for some § > 0 independent of €. By the interior estimates for viscosity
solutions with the fractional Laplacian, Proposition we deduce v €
C2s+5(33/4), as wanted. O

loc

We can finally prove Proposition [3.4.9
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Proof of Proposition We proceed as in the proof of Proposition
on page with the corresponding changes in this new situation.

We construct Z. and u(®) as (13.4.18) and @, and Lemma
gives the weak convergence of 7. to Z, while Lemma [3.4.11) and a covering
argument give the locally uniform convergence in B3/, and the convergence
in L., (R™) of u®) to some U € C(Bs4) N L>®(B3/4) N LY, (R™). Proposi-
tion (and Remark now imply that u satisfies

I(ﬁ, l’) = 0 in B3/4
U = U in R" \ B3/4,

and by uniqueness (Corollary [3.2.25), we have @ = u, and u € C(By) (by
Theorem [3.2.27). The bound on the LSJS (R™) norm of u(®) is a consequence
of Lemma [3.4.11] and finally its qualitative interior regularity is due to
Lemma This completes the proof. O

3.4.3. Equivalence between viscosity and distributional solutions.
As a consequence of Proposition [3.4.9] we obtain that, in the linear case
(taking operators £ € £4(A, A), recall Definition , the notions of vis-
cosity (Definition and distributional (Definition solution are

equivalent:

Lemma 3.4.13. Let s € (0,1), £ € £,(\A), u € LY __(R™), and f €

2s—¢
C(B1). Then, u solves Lu = f in By in the distributional sense if and only
if it does so in the viscosity sense.

Proof. If v is a distributional solution, it is continuous by Theorem
and we can regularize it and consider

Ue ‘= U * Pg,

where ¢, is given by (3.4.16])-(3.4.17). Then u. satisfies
Lues = fe in By

in the strong sense (see Lemma [2.2.30]), and therefore, in the viscosity sense

as well (by Lemma |3.2.4)). Taking the limit ¢ | 0, by Proposition [3.2.12| u is
a viscosity solution to Lu = f in Bj.

Conversely, if v € C(Bj) is a viscosity solution to the equation, by
Proposition it can be approximated by strong solutions (and therefore,
distributional solutions, see Lemma [2.2.29) u. — u to an equation of the
form

ﬁgUE = f6 n B3/47

with a sequence of explicit operators L..
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Then, the limit € | 0 is a distributional solution to Loou = f in Bgy,
where by construction Lo, = £. A covering argument, yields that Lu = f
in B; in the distributional sense. O

3.4.4. Approximation by C* solutions. Our next goal is to finally
prove that we can actually approximate any viscosity solution by C2°(R")
solutions. We consider Z of the form , where ¢4, are equicontinuous
with modulus ¢, and we want to show Theorem [3.4.1

In order do it, we will combine the approximation by strong solutions in
Proposition [3.4.9| with the next result.

Proposition 3.4.14. Let s € (0,1), and let T € T5(\, A) of the form (3.4.1))
with modulus o. Let u € C2F0(By) N CS(R™) be any solution of

loc

Z(u,x) = f(x) in B

for some f € C(B;1) and 6 > 0. Let (¢:)e>0 be given by (3.4.16[)-(3.4.17]).
Then, there exists some I. € T5(\, A) of the form (3.4.1) with modulus o
such that the sequence ue := u * . € C°(R") satisfies

I (ue,x) = fe(x) in By
for some f. € C*°(By) such that
fe = wuniformly in B3y as e | 0.
Moreover,

Z.(0,z) = Z(0,z) uniformly in B4 as ¢ ] 0.

Before proving Proposition [3.4.14] we consider the following lemma on
the representation of Lipschitz functions:

Lemma 3.4.15. Let f € C*(R"®) with Vf € L®(R"). Then

f(z)=inf sup {v-z—v- -2+ f(2)},
2€R™ ye ECRR

where E := V f(R") C R™.

Proof. Let, for each z € R" fixed,
g:(x) = sup v-(x—2)+ f(2).
veEECR™
We then have

1
F@) = (@—2)- /0 VA= 8)2 + tz) dt + F(2) < g2 (2).
Thus,

f@) < inf g.(a).

see Figure [3.4.2) and since f(z) = g,(z) for all z € R™, we are done. O
(
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Figure 3.4.2. Any Lipschitz function f can be expressed as the infi-
mum of convex functions g.(z).

We can now prove the approximation of strong solutions by smooth
solutions:

Proof of Proposition [3.4.14] We divide the proof into four steps. For the
sake of readability, we assume f = 0. The general case follows analogously
by taking Z(-,z) — f(z).

Step 1: We define cg? = Cqp * e € C°(R™) and consider

Z.(v,z) == érellg 21613 {—Eabv(x) + Cz(zeb) (;g)} .
Notice that Lapus € C_(Bi) (see Lemma [2.2.6]{(ii)) with local uniform (in
a, b, and ¢) estimates in By, as well as Lyue. € C°(R™) (locally uniformly
in @ and b, but not in ) with vanishing derivatives at infinity. Since cqp
are equicontinuous, the family L pu.(z) + c((;) (x) is locally equicontinuous
in By. In particular, there exists a modulus of continuityﬂ w such that
Lapue (1) —1-651? () is continuous with modulus w in By, for all (a,b) € AxB
and € > 0.
Hence, in fact, (fe(ug, x))e>0 is locally equicontinuous in By, and

~

(3.4.21) T (ue,x) — 0 locally uniformly in By,
(recall f =0) as well as
(3.4.22) 7.(0,z) — Z(0,z) locally uniformly in B.

7Actually, w(r) = Cr® + o(r).
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Step 2: We now consider, for any € > 0 fixed, a finite collection of points
Ge :={y1,...,yn.} with y; € By, for 1 <i < N, such that dist(z,G.) < ¢
for all z € By4, where ( = ((¢) is chosen small enough so that w(¢) < e/4
(where w is the modulus of continuity of the previous step).

We want to take a finite redefinition of Z. such that its value at u. and 0
is not altered too much. Namely, for any y; € G., we consider b;,by_4; € B
such that if we define

Gi(v,z) := sup {—L’abiv(:c) + cé?i (x)} for 1<i<2N.
acA

then

gi(usa yz) - :zs(usa yz)

GN.+i(0,vi) — Z(0, ;)
Together with the fact that G;(v,z) > fs(v,:v) in R” for all 1 < ¢ < 2N,,
and from the choice of {, we have

0 < iangi(ug,x)—fE(ug,x) <eg/2 in  Bsy,

e/4,

<
< €/4 for 1<i<N,.

0 <
0 <

(3.4.23) 1<i<2N. : '
0 < 1§ZHSI£NEQ¢(O,$)—IE(O,$) <e/2 in By

Similarly, for each 1 < ¢ < 2N, fixed, and for any y; € G. we consider
a;j, a; N.+j € A such that

Lagpiely) + e, () = Gilue, )| < 2/,

Qaq,504

o (y;) — gi(o,yj)’ <eg/4 for 1<j<N..

@, Ne+;bi

In particular, again by the choice of { above, we have that

sup {_Eaijbiué(x> + c((:;jbl (x>} - gi(uévx)

<e/2 in By,
1<j<2Ne

sup cfli),bi(@—gi((),x)
1<j<2n. "

Combined with (3.4.23]) we get

§€/2 in B3/4.

. (e) 5
Lt S {_Eaijbius(x) + Caybi (x)} — Ze(ue, z)

: (e) } _g
BN MCACIEEIORIE

Thus, we can define

*; — A =(¢)
IX(v,x) == 1§%2£N5 1§§‘1§112)Ne { Lijv(x) + ¢ (:c)}
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where

ENij = Lap; € Ls(A,A)  and EEJE-) = C((ziibi forall 1<14,j <2N;

and we have that
‘I:(u&x) _j"€(u87x)} <e in B3/47

(3.4.24) i
|Z:(0,2) = Z.(0,z)| <& in By

The key difference now is that Z is a finite inf sup.

Step 3: Let us denote, for the sake of readability, N := 2N.. We define
F. RN 5 R as

T11 X192 ... XT1IN
To1 22 ... X2N .
Fe({zijh<ijen) = Fe : S 12y 1ojen T
N1 IN2 ... INN
so that
_ 5 ~(e)
(3.4.25) T (v,z) = F. <{—£ijv(x) +&; (m)}léiijN> .

Then, F is a piecewise linear function with |V F;| = 1 almost everywhere
and such that for a.e. x € RN*N VF.(z) € {eij}1<ij<n, where e;; € RNV*N
is the matrix with (e;;);; = 1 and (e;;)ge = 0 for all (k, £) # (1, 7).

In particular, by considering a regularization F] := F_ * ¢., where

¢ € C(B.) with B. € RV*N (see (3.4.16)-(3.4.17)) we have that F/ €
C®(RN*N) with

Grad(F]) = U VF!(z) C 0Conv({e;}1<ij<n)

TeRNXN
where Conv(A) denotes the convex hull of A € RV*V. Since |VF;| <1,
(3.4.26) e~ FY gy < 2
and we can write it as

FT = inf S M-z— M- -z+ F'(2)}.
= (@) zelg}\’XNMeGig(Fg){ v ‘ 6()}

(This representation is valid for any Lipschitz function, see Lemma [3.4.15])
We then define

(3.4.27) Te(v,2) = F¢ <{_Eijv(x) * égﬂa')(w)}lgi,jSN) ’
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so thatf]
(3.4.28)
S (e)
Z.(v,x) = inf su (—M~~£~~vx + M5 x)+C€
(v,7) zERNXNMEGraIC)i(FJ) ZJZ—:1 w1 "
N N ©
= inf sup — ML | v(x) + M;;&5 (x) + C5 ,
ZERNXNMEGrad(Fg) MZ:1 =y iJZZI v i M,z
where

C. i =F(2)— M-z

3

In particular, since Zf\]j:l M;; =1, M;; > 0, and £4(\, A) is convex, we
have that Z. € J5(\, A) with

Z(v,x) = inf sup {~£5v@ + @}, L8 ez,
acA

(€)

and where ¢, are equicontinuous with modulus o (the same as for cyp).

Step 4: To finish, we notice that by the chain rule, since Zijus, ES-) e C>*(R"),
it follows from (3.4.27)) that Z.(ue, x) € C*(R™).

Moreover, thanks to (3.4.26))-(3.4.25|) together with (3.4.24)) and ([3.4.21))-
(13.4.22)), we have

T (ug,x) — 0 uniformly in By /4
Z.(0,z) = Z(0, ) uniformly in By .

This completes the proof. ([

With this, we can complete the approximation result by C¢° solutions:

f(z), we consider first the sequence of functions u() from Proposition
applied with operator J in Bj/; (after a scaling argument), so u'®) €
C%5+9(By /6) N CJ(R™). Notice that this also generates a sequence of op-
erators J.(-, ) = L. (-, z) — (f * @< )(x), so that if Z had modulus o, so do Z.
(see (3.4.13)).

Each u(®) can then be regularized by applying Proposition (rescaled
to Bs/s), which together with a diagonal argument yields the desired re-
sult. O

Proof of Theorem [3.4.1l By defining the operator J(-,z) := Z(-,x) —

8If f # 0, we would have now Z (v, z) — (f * @< )(x) as a regularized version of Z(v, z) — f(z),
since -, - Mi; = 1.
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Remark 3.4.16. In Theorem we have that, in fact, fo = f * ..
Furthermore, notice that from the proof of Proposition [3.4.14] and more

precisely, from the representation (3.4.28|) together with Lemma we
have that if Z € J4(\, A; 0) for some 6 € (0,1), then Z, € J5(A, A;0) as well,
with [Z:]ce < C[Z]cw, and C depending only on n, s, A\, A, and 0. Finally,
also from (3.4.28)), if Z is of the form (3.4.1), and Z. is of the form
Z.(u,z) = inf sup { - C(F;?),u(a:) + c(e,z,(x)}, Loy € £5(N,A),

b eB. a' €A, a a

then for any (da/,b') € A. x B,
[ lon@n < sup [calongany,s
(a,b)eAxB

for p >0, u ¢ N.

3.5. Interior regularity results

After having proved the existence, uniqueness, and approximation of (vis-
cosity) solutions to fully nonlinear equations of the type Z(u,z) = 0 in
Q0 C R™, we now turn our attention to their regularity. For this, we will
use the Harnack inequalities and the Holder estimates that we established
in the previous section.

For second-order (uniformly elliptic) fully nonlinear PDE of the form
(3.5.1) F(D*x)=0 in QCR"
(i.e., when s = 1), there are two main interior regularity results (see e.g.
[35, 105]):
e By the Krylov—Safonov theorem, solutions to fully nonlinear equations
(3.5.1) are C1* in Q, for some small o > 0; [164].

e By the Evans—Krylov theorem, if F is concave (or convex) then solu-
tions to (3.5.1)) are C%< in Q, for some o > 0; [90, 163]. In particular,
they are strong solutions and the equation (3.5.1)) holds pointwise.

Here, we will establish the analogous results in the nonlocal setting.
These nonlocal regularity estimates were first established by Caffarelli and
Silvestre in [45), 46], and later refined by Kriventsov [161] and Serra [209),
210]; see also [215].

We will start by showing the C® regularity of solutions to fully nonlin-
ear equations, for some a > 0:

Z(u,z) =0 in Q,
T(u,x) = infysup, {—Lapti + cap} = u€CH(Q)
with Loy € £5(\, A; 6)
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provided that 6 > max{1 + a — 2s,0}. We will then show C?*7¢ regularity
of solutions when the operator Z is concave or convex:

Z(u,x) =0 in £,

I(u,z) = info {—Lou+c¢,} = UE C?re Q).

with £, € £5(\, A; @)
In particular, solutions are strong and the equation Z(u, x) = 0 holds point-

wise in ). We refer to Theorems [3.5.1] and [3.5.3| below for the precise
statements.

3.5.1. C1® regularity. In the following theorem, given # > 0 we consider

operators of the form

(3.5.2)  Z(u,z) = inf sup { — Lypu(z) + cap(z)}, Lap € L5(N, A5 0),
beB acA

and we prove the Ch* regularity of solutions for all s € (0,1). In particular,
when s < %, this is enough to conclude that solutions are classical or strong.

Theorem 3.5.1. Let s € (0,1), v > 0 be given by Theorem and
a € (0,7). Let 0 := (1 4+ a—2s)4, and let T € Ts(\,A;0) be of the form
(13.5.2)) and satisfying

(3.5.3) sup  [cab)co@ny < Co,
(a,b)eAXB

where we denote [-]co = osc( - ).
Let u € C(By) N LY (R™) be a viscosity solution of

Z(u,z) =0 in Bj.
Then, u € C'llo’?(Bl) and

(3.5.4) lullgras, ) < € (Ilullzs, e + (0,0) + Co)

Bia

for some constant C' depending only on n, s, a, A, A, and [Z]ce if 6 > 0.

When the operator Z is local (i.e., s = 1), this C1® estimate follows

by applying iteratively the Holder estimate from Theorem to the in-
u(z+h)—u(x)
e
(see, for example, [105, Chapter 4]). For nonlocal equations, however, one
has to take care of the tails of the functions, and this is why the proof of

this result is more involved.

cremental quotients , improving an exponent v > 0 at each step

The proof we present here is based on a blow-up argument, very simi-
lar to the ones we saw in Section 2.4l For this, we will need the following
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Liouville-type theorem (cf. Proposition [2.4.10)), where we now consider op-
erators of the form

(3.5.5) Z(u,z) = inf sup { — Lapu(z) + cap(2)}, Lap € L5(A,A).
beB acA

Proposition 3.5.2. Let s € (0,1), § >0, v > 0 be given by Theorem
and let o € (0,7). Let T € T5(\, A) of the form (3.5.5)) and satisfying

sup  [caplco@ny <6 for some 60 € [0,1),
(a,b)eAXB

where we denote [-]co = osc(-).
Assume that u € C'llo’?(]R”) N LY (R") satisfies [ulcr+amny <1 and
I(u,x) =0 in By
in the viscosity sense.
Then, for every e, > 0, there exists o > 0 depending only on €, n, s,
a, 0, \, and A, such that if § < b,
lu = Lllc1(py) < €o
where ¢(x) = u(0) + z - Vu(0).

Proof. We split the proof into two steps.

Step 1: Let us argue by contradiction and let us assume that the statement
does not hold. That is, there exists some &, > 0 such that for any k£ € N,
there are uy € CLE*(R™)NLYL (R™) with [ur]crtamny < 1, and Ty, € Ts(A, A)
of the form
Tk (u,x) = inf sup {—L'gz)u(x) + cglz) (x)} , El(llz) € £:(\N),
beBy ac Ay
with
45 oy <
(a,b)E AL x By,

and such that

Ik(uk,x) =0 in Bk
but

|uk — €illor(sy) = o,
where £ (x) = ug(0) + Vug(0) - x. If we denote vy := uy — £, we have

(3.5.7) vk(0) = [Vur(0)[ =0,
and
(358) ”UkHC'l(Bﬂ 2 Eo and [Uk]c’l+a(Rn) S 1.

Up to a subsequence, we know that vy — v in CIIOC(R") for some v with
[V]ct+amny < 1 (by Arzela-Ascoli), and satisfying (3.5.7) as well.
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In particular, this bound implies that
lv(z)| < |a|t T and Vou(z)| < |z|¢ in R"

We would like to evaluate Z(v,z). However, when 1 + a > 2s, the
function v does not necessarily belong to L(}JS (R™), so we cannot evaluate
Z(v,x). Still, we would like to show that v solves Z(v,x) = 0 in some sense.
This can be done as follows (cf. the proof of Proposition .

First notice that, since Zy(ug, z) = 0 in By, with Zj, satisfying , we
have that for any h € B; (using also the ellipticity, Proposition

M (v(z + h) — vg(z)) = MY (u(z + h) — up(z) + h - Vug(0))
= M (up(z + h) — u(z))
> T(ug(- + h),x)
Z Ik(uk,x + h) — %Vl’e = —%Vl’e in kal,

and, similarly,

1

M (v(z + h) — vg(z)) < h? in By

|

Since
(63

H’Uk(x + h) - vk(w)HLOO(Bp) < CHVUICHLOO(BPJrl) < Cp

for all p > 0, we have [|vg(x + h) — vg(2)[|Ly @®ny < C uniformly in & and
thus vg (- — h) — vy, is converging to v(- —h) —v in L}, (R™) by the dominated
convergence theorem. Therefore, we can apply the stability result from

Proposition[3.2.12| (see also Remark|3.2.13|) and pass to the limit the previous
inequalities to get

(35.9) M (v(@+h)—v(z) >0>M (v(z+h)—v(z)) in R"

for all h € B;.

This tells us that the incremental quotients of the limiting function v
solve an equation with bounded measurable coefficients.
Step 2: We next prove that any function u satisfying — must be
affine, and thus we get a contradiction with (3.5.8)), since v(0) = [Vv(0)| = 0,
(3.5.7). For this, the idea is to apply the estimate from Theorem in
large balls Bg, with R — oo.

Indeed, given h € By let us define the function

_v(z+h)—v(z)
w(z) = ]

Then, by (3.5.9) we have
Mfw>0>Mw in R"
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and since |Vu(z)| < |z|?,
lw(z)] <1+ [z|* in R"
In particular, by Theorem [3.3.2] we have
[w]ev sy < C.

Moreover, applying the same result to the rescaled function w,(z) = w(px)/p®,
we get

[wlcvs,) < Cp* 7.
Finally, since a@ < 7, letting p — oo we deduce that w = constant in R",
which yields that v is affine (see Lemma . This gives a contradiction

with (3.5.7)-(3.5.8)), and thus the result is proved. O

We can now give the proof of the C1® estimates (cf. the proofs of

Theorems and and Proposition in subsection [2.4.4)):

Proof of Theorem [3.5.1l Let us split the proof into three steps
Step 1: Given an operator J € Js(A, A) of the form (3.5.6]), let us denote

co(J) = sup [cablcomny-
(a,b)eAXB
We first claim that for any § > 0 and any u € C1T%(R"™) we have
(3.5.10) [ucr+a(s, ,) < Olulcrra@ny + Cs([|ull oo (my) + S(u)),

with Cs depending only on n, s, a, §, A, and A, where

S(u) = inf {ce(j) : J(u,x) =0 in By in the viscosity sense, } ,

for some J € T5(\, A)
and we set S(u) = oo if u ¢ C(B1) N L, (R™) or if the set is empty. Indeed,
let us apply Lemma [2.4.12 WitfﬂS as above. Then, either (3.5.10)) holds, or

we have a sequence u;, € C1T*(R™) and a sequence of operators Zy, € Js(\, A)
of the form

— _rk) (k) (%)
Ik(uvx) - blenlﬁfk aseuj)k { ﬁab U(CE) + Cab (.’L‘)} ) ‘Cab € ’SS(AvA)v

such that Zj (ug,z) = 0 in Bj in the viscosity sense and
Cg(Ik) < 28(uk)
[urlcreas, ) lukloriacs, )

— 0,

and there are 7y — 0, 2y € By, for which the rescaled functions

ug(zk + rK7)
vg(z) = TTa
T [uk]01+a(Rn)

9t is important to notice that S depends only on n, s, a, and A. This is what gives the
dependence of the constant Cl.
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satisfy [vk]cite@ny = 1 and

1)
(3.5.11) ok = Cllor(my) > 5

2 )
where /. is the first order Taylor expansion of vy at 0. Moreover, the func-
tions vy solve 3
Ik(vk,x) =0 in Bl/(2rk)a

where

~ . (k) 2s—1—a -1 (k)

Ty(v,0) = inf sup { (LG n0(@) + 2 ] Gl (@6 + 742) |

beBy a€Ay
and (ﬁ((zll?)rk € £5(A\, A) are the corresponding rescalings from (3.1.8)) such
that i i
(,C((lb)) (u(a:k + rkx)) =¥ (ﬁ((lb)u) (xg + riT).

Tk
In particular, we have

- T28+9_1_QCQ(I]€)

co(Iy) = —0 as k — oo.

[uk]01+a(Rn)
This means that, if k£ is large enough, then v satisfies the assumptions of
Proposition and therefore we have

1)
vk = Lellcr By < 1

This contradicts (3.5.11]), and thus (3.5.10) is proved.

Step 2: We next show that for any u € CLE*(B1) N L, (R™) such that

loc

Z(u,z) =0 in By,
for some Z € J4(A, A;0) of the form (3.5.2)-(3.5.3), we have (3.5.4). We

proceed as in the proof of Theorem [2.4.1] on page [LO6]
Let n € C2°(Bi) be such that n = 1 in By 9, and apply (3.5.10) to un.
That is, for any § > 0 there exists some Cj such that
[U]C’1+Q(Bl/2) < 5[7]u]01+a(31) + C5 (||u|]Loo(Bl) + S(?TU,)) .

Now, since Z(u,z) = 0 in By, we have that

Z(nu,x) =0 in By,
where Z € J,()\, A; ) is of the form

Z(v,x) = },&fg 51613{ — Laypv(z) + éab(x)}, Lap € L5(N, A5 0),

and Cq,(z) can be expressed in terms of ¢4 from the definition of Z as
Eab(x) = Cab(x) + Eab(nu - u)(:):)
In particular, by Lemma [3.1.12 and since nu — v = 0 in Bs, we have

[Cablco(y) < [Cablco(my) + Cll(n — Dullzy @n),
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and taking a C? extension to R™ we obtain
S(iu) < ¢a(Z) < eo(T) + Cl(n = Dull Ly, @y < Co + Cllull Ly @m)-
Thus, up to making J smaller (see Proposition |A.3.4) we get
[ulcrea(y ) < Olulorsagsy) + Cs (lullp sy + lullzy @ + Co)
which, as in in the proof of Theorem implies
[ulersaqs, ) < C (Iullzeqa) + lulzy, @ +Co) -
Now by a rescaling and covering argument we can actually write the bound
n Bl/2 and B3/4 as
[ulcrivap, ) < C <Hu||L°°(Bg/4) + llullry ®ny + Co) :
We finish by noticing that
MFTu>ZT(u,z) — Z(0,2) = —Z(0,2) > M " u

in the viscosity sense, and hence by Theorem m (again, after a covering
argument) we get

ullLoo(By,) < C (lullny ®ey + 1200, 2) | Lo (By) ) -
/ .

Since [|Z(0, )| Lo (B,) < |Z(0,0)] + C, this implies
(3.5.12) [ulci+a(s, ) < C (Hu||L3JS @ + |Z(0,0)] + CO)

for any u € C'T*(By) N L} (R™), as we wanted.

Step 3: We finally show by approximation that (3.5.4) holds for any viscosity

solution u E C (B1) N LY (R™) to Z(u,z) = 0 in Bl, with Z € J5(\, A; 0) of

the form (3.5.2) - Indeed by Proposition [3.4.3| we can find a sequence
) e 025 33/4 ) such that

T.(u),z) = 0 in By,
uw® = u in R"™\ Bsy,

for some sequence of operators Z. that satisfy the same hypotheses as Z (up
to universal constants), and

u® — u locally uniformly in By

In particular, since § = (1 + « — 2s), we have that 2s + 6 > 1 4+ « and we
can apply the a priori estimates from ([3.5.12)) to deduce

(@] r4a(s, ) < C (||u<e>|| 11 &n) + 1Z(0,0)] + Co)
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(where we also used that, from Proposition Z.(0,0) = Z(0,0)). More-
over, thanks to (3.4.4) we get

[ lereqs, ) < C (lullpy, @ + 1T0,0) + Co )

Since the right-hand side is independent of ¢, and u(®) converges locally
uniformly to u in Bj/4, the limit has the same bound,

lullgrsap, ) < € (Ilullzy, @) + 1Z(0,0)] + Co ),

as we wanted to see. O

3.5.2. C?5*® regularity for concave equations. We will now consider
operators of the form

(3.5.13) Z(u,z) = algfé\{ — Lau(x) + o)}, Ly € Ls(N A5 ),

for some « € [0,1). Observe that, with this definition, the operators satisfy
(3.5.14) Z(tuy + (1 — t)ug,x) > tZ(u1,z) 4+ (1 —t)Z(ug,x) for te (0,1),

that is, they are concave.

The next result shows that solutions are C2*T® for some small o > 0,
and in particular they are strong solutions. This is the nonlocal analogue of
the celebrated Evans—Krylov theorem.

Theorem 3.5.3. Let s € (%,1), and 0 < X < A. There exists oo > 0
depending only on n, s, A\, and A, such that the following statement holds:

Let o € (0,a), and let T € Ts(\,A;) be of the form (3.5.13) and
satisfying

sup [ca]camn) < Co.
acA

Assume that u € C(By) N LL (R™) satisfies
Z(u,x) =0 in By

in the viscosity sense. Then, u € C5*(By) and

lullgaras, ) < C (lullzs, @) + 1(0,0) + Co ),
for some constant C' depending only on n, s, a, A\, and A.

Notice that we prove the C**7® estimate for s > %; otherwise the C'1:®
estimate from Theorem [3.5.1] is stronger.
The proof of this result will also be based on a blow-up and compactness

argument. However, in this case the Liouville-type theorem we need to prove
is highly nontrivial (it was proved in [46], [210]). As in the C™% regularity,
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such Liouville theorem holds for operators with no regularity assumption on
the kernels,

(3.5.15) I(u,z) = ;gf‘l{ — Lou(z) + o)}, Ly € Ls(NA).

Proposition 3.5.4. Let s € (1,1) and 0 < A\ < A. There exists a > 0
depending only on n, s, A\, and A, such that the following statement holds:

Let 6 > 0, and a € (0, a0) with that 2s + o ¢ N. Let T € Js(\, A) be a
concave operator of the form (3.5.15)) and satisfying

sup [ca]ce(rny < 0.
acA

Assume that u € C2F(R™) N LY (R™) satisfies [u]c2stamny <1 and
I(u,x) =0 in By
in the viscosity sense.
Then, for every e, > 0, there exists do > 0 depending only on €, n, s,
a, A, and A, such that if 6 < 6o,
v = pllevs,) < o,
where p is the Taylor polynomial of u at 0 of order v := |2s + .

Proof. The value of a, will be fixed later in the proof. We divide the proof
into five steps.

Step 1: Let us argue by contradiction and let us assume that the statement
does not hold for a given o > 0. That is, there exists some &, > 0 such that
for any k € N, there are u, € C25(R") N L, (R™) with [ur]costamny < 1,
and Zj, € Js(A\, A) of the form

(3.5.16)  Zy(u,x) = in {—Egk)u(m) + cl(lk)(sc)} , LF) e g,(\N),
a€Ag

with

—_

(3.5.17) sup [cgk)]ca(Rn) < iz
a€ Ay

and such that
T (ug,x) =0 in By
but
lur — pellov(By) = €o
where py, is the Taylor polynomial of uy at 0 of order v (i.e., either linear or
quadratic). If we denote vy := ug — pg, we have
(3.5.18) vg(0) = [Vug(0)] = [D"vk(0)| = 0,

and
[vkllev By = €0 and  [vg]cesra(gn) < 1.



246 3. Fully nonlinear equations

For any o' < a, up to a subsequence we know that v — v in CIQOSCJ“O‘I (R™),
for some v with

(3519) ||U”CV(B1) 2 Eo and [U]CQs-l»a(Rn) S ].,
and satisfying (3.5.18) as well,
(3.5.20) v(0) = |[Vv(0)| = |D"v(0)| = 0.

In particular, this bound implies that
(3.5.21)  |v(z)] < |z|*te and |Vo(z)| < |z|?te? in R".

Now, as in the proof of Proposition the function v does not nec-
essarily belong to L}, (R™), so we cannot evaluate Z(v,z). We proceed by
taking incremental quotients instead, which thanks to belong to
L}JS (R™). Thus, proceeding exactly as in the proof of Proposition for
any h € B; we have

(35.22)  MT(v(@+h)—v(x) >0>M (v(x+h)—v(z) in R

This somehow tells us that the limiting function u solves a fully nonlinear
equation. However we still have not used the fact that Z is a concave op-
erator. For this, notice that for any nonnegative u € L'(R™) with compact

support in B, and fR" i = 1, we have by concavity of Zj, (3.5.14) (using
Jensen’s inequality for integrals, since all the terms are well-defined)

I < [+ h)du(h),x> > [ Tl +m.0)du) i B,
Notice, also, that from (3.5.16))-(3.5.17]), we know
1 1 .
T, (ur (- + h),z) > Ti(up, ) — W% ==l i Be .

On the other hand, by ellipticity (Proposition [3.2.15]) we have
M ([ ot 0y dn - @) 22 ([ -+ mau.eo)

1
2_/ Bl dpu(h) in By,
k Jen

Finally, notice that since 2s > 1 this implies

M ([ et yn - u) = -1 [ pa) n s,

as well.

Now, exactly as in the proof of Proposition [3.5.2] we have that the
functions [p, vi(x +h)dp(h) — v (x) are uniformly bounded in L}, (R™) and
converge locally uniformly and in L), (R™) to [p, v(z + h)du(h) —v(z). We
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can therefore apply the stability of viscosity solutions under uniform limits
from Proposition [3.2.12] to pass the previous inequality to the limit, to get

M (/n v(x + h)du(h) —v(:z:)) >0 in R"

for any nonnegative p € L'(R™) with compact support and Jgnp = 1.
Taking symmetric functions p(h) = pu(—h), this is equivalent to

(3.5.23) M™T </n (v(z + h) +v(z—h) - QU(Q:))d,u(h)) >0 in R™

Step 2: We want to prove that any function v satisfying (3.5.19) m-
(3.5.23)) must be a polynomial of degree v, thus reaching a contradlctlon

with (3.5.19)-(3.5.20).

For this, our goal will be to prove that there exists some o, > 0 (that
will be independent of «), such that

(3.5.24) [U]C2s+ao(3p) < Cp* e

for all p > 1. In particular, when o < a, we will get our desired result by
letting p — oo.
Let us define
v(x + h) +v(xr —h)
2

62v(x) =
and ) ) dh
P(zx) := /n (Ghu(x) — 5hv(0))+W’

N(z) = /R (620(z) - 5,%(0))_%.

When 2s + a < 2, since [u]c2sta@ny < 1, we have
}(5}%1}@) — (521}(0)‘ < 2min {|h***e, [n[*T 7 2|}
for all z, h € R™. When 2s + « > 2, instead, we have that
630(z) — 620(0)] < min {[B2[al2 o2, (W2}

(See Lemma [A.2.3]) In both cases, a simple computation in polar coordi-
nates gives that

(3.5.25) |P(z)|+ [N (2)] < Cylz|* in R",

with C] depending only on n, s, a, A, and A. Moreover, dividing v by a
constant if necessary, we may assume C; =1,

(3.5.26) |P(z)| + |N(z)| < |z|* in R™
We next want to show that

(3.5.27) 0<P<2be in B,
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for all k € Z, for some «, > 0 depending only on n, s, A, A (but not on «).
We only need to prove it for k > 0, since for £ < 0 we already know it by
(3.5.26|) (since we will have @ < «). It suffices to show that

(3.5.28) P<1-0 in By,

for some 6 > 0 depending only on n, s, A, and A (in particular, independent
of ). Once we have this, follows for all £ > 1 by iteration (for some
small a, > 0 that depends on 6, namely 1 — 0 = 27%°), and the same bound
for N is completely analogous.

To show (3.5.28)), let z, € By, be such that P(z,) = maxg, , P, and
let

U:={heR": S2v(xo) > 5,%1}(())} =-U.
In particular, we have

Pleo) = [ (Bo(ee) = Sh0l0) i

N(z,) = /c (5,211)(0) - 5iv(xo))m|cf£r28.

Let us define

w(z) = /U (620(x) - 5,%v<o>)wii’;5,

() = [ (Bole) = 50(0)

and notice that
w<P in R", P<1 in Bp, and w(xz,)= P(z,).
Let ¢ > 0 to be chosen later, and define the set
D:={xeB:w>1—pu}

Our next goal will be to prove the following:
Claim. There is a constant 1 > 0 depending only on n, s, A, and A, for
which we have

D] < (1 =n)|Bi.
Step 3: Before proving the claim, let us first observe that w and w are sub-
solutions. Indeed, by (3.5.23]) we have

/\/l+< (5;211)(:5)d,u(h)> >0 in R",
R

for any p € L'(R™) symmetric, with compact support, z > 0. We now want
to let p — |h|™" 2 xpe. If we define p. := \h|_"_25XUc(h)XBl/E\BE(h) dh
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(which is a symmetric measure) and pg := |h|~" %Yy, then
Siv(@) (dpe(h) — dpo(h)) — 0
R
locally uniformly in R", using that [v]c2s+a(gny < 1. Moreover,
62v(x)due(h) < Chlz|,
RTL
and therefore they are uniformly in L3S _,(R™) (for ¢’ < 2s —1). Hence,
by the dominated convergence theorem, the function [, 67v(z)du<(h) con-
verges to [p, 02v(2)duo(h) in LE_(R™) as well. We can therefore apply the
stability of subsolutions (see Remark [3.2.13)) to deduce that
Mrw>0 and MTw >0 in R™
Observe, also, that if we define p(z) := v(z+x,) —v(x) for some z, € R"
fixed, then by (3.5.22) we know that
MTp>0 in R"
Since ¢ € C?T*(R"), we can use the explicit formula (3.1.10) for M, to
deduce that

[ (A@ela))s — MBo(a))-) b7 dh > o
Evaluating at « = 0 this implies AP(z) — AN (x) > 0, that is

ﬁP(a:) > N(x).

A
By using the other inequality, M~ < 0 in R", we deduce
A
(3.5.29) %P(w) < N(z) < XP(J:) in R".

Step 4: Let us now prove the claim by contradiction. Assume that [D| >
(1 —n)|Bi|, with n > 0 to be chosen later. Notice that this means that
w > 1 — p in most of By, and in particular
0<P—w<yu in D.
By definition, we have P — N = w + w. Together with ([3.5.29)), this implies
A A
w:(P—w)—Ngu—KPS,u—K(l—u):—co in D,

where we may choose for example p = ﬁ and ¢, = 2pu.

We now use the L*° bound for subsolutions on w, Theorem to
finish the proof of the claim. Let r, > 0 small enough, and consider the
function

wo(x) == (W(rox) + co)+,
which still satisfies MTw, > 0 in R” in the viscosity sense (see Remark|3.2.3)).
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Notice that
wo =0 in %D C Bi/ro»
and
[wollL(B,) < I1PllL(B,,,) + o < (rop)™ + ¢o
for all p > 1/ro, from (3.5.25)). Therefore, since |By ., \ (%D)| < n|Bi /|,

we have that

wo () (rolz])* + co
uén1+¢xw%hdx§(l+CJmBumV+/}/ ‘j}ﬁﬁ;"m:

< Clyra™ +713).
Hence, by Theorem we deduce that

sup wo < Cyry ™ + Cr2,
By /2

with C' depending only on n, s, A, and A. Choosing now r, small enough,
and then 7 small enough, we deduce that

Co
OO <77
wo(0) < &

which yields w(0) < 0, a contradiction since w(0) = 0 by definition. Hence,
the claim is proved.

Step 5: Note now that what we proved in the claim is equivalent to
(3.5.30) [{z € By:w < 1—p}| >n|By.
Since w is a subsolution,
M (1-w)y <M (1-w)- in R™
Moreover, since 1 —w > 0 in By and w < P < |z]* in R™\ By (by (3.5.26)),

we have that for any = € By y,

1 () (1 of)
MY —w)_(z SA/ (7dZ§CA -
( ) ( ) R"\Bl ‘.’L’ _ Z’n+2$ R”\Bl 1 + ’z‘n+2s

Observe that the last term goes to zero as a, | 0, so that combined with
the previous inequality, for any d, > 0 we can find a, > 0 such that

M_(l — w)+ § 50 in B3/4.
We apply Theorem to obtain that

: Chp
inf (1 w)y > efl(L—w)s sy — 80 > TW =g,
B2 s 2

where we used (3.5.30) and we have chosen §, < % This implies
W(.Z'o) S 1-— 0 in B1/2
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and, since P < P(z,) = w(wo) in Byjy, (3.5.28) follows. Thus, we have
proved (3.5.27)), or equivalently
P(z) < C|z|* in Bj.

Moreover, the same bound holds for N(x).
Note that, for 7 € R™,

7Cn’8(P(T) — N(T)) = (fA)S(v(- +7)— v)(O).

Furthermore, the point 0 in the definition of P and N may be replaced by
any other point z € By /3, and hence we have proved that

[(=A)(v(-+7) —v)(2)| < C|r|* forall z€ Byp.

This means that
Ay (v(a: +7)— v(x))

e

S C in Bl/2'

On the other hand, notice also that from (3.5.21)) we know

@A 1) 2V & rpimae(q 4 [gstest) i R

EE
and hence, W € LY __(R™) for ¢ < 1 — a and independently of 7.
By Theorem we deduce that
v(z + T)a— v(x) <c
[l (B )

and therefore (see Lemma [A.1.2))

[vllc2stas (B, ) < C.

The whole argument in the previous steps can now be applied to every
scale p > 1, i.e., to the rescaled functions

v(pz)
Up(x) = p28+a7

which satisfy the same assumptions as v. Doing so, we find
[Up]025+ao (31/4) S C

Rescaling back to v, we get

—OQo

[U]CQs+ao(Bp/4) <Cp for all p>1,

and letting p — oo we deduce that v must be a polynomial of degree v.

Together with (3.5.20f), this implies v = 0, a contradiction with (3.5.19)).

Hence the proposition is proved. O

Once we have a Liouville-type theorem, the proof of the interior regu-
larity follows as in the proof of Theorem [3.5.1
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Proof of Theorem [3.5.3l The proof follows exactly as the proof of The-
orem [3.5.1] on page thanks to the Liouville-type theorem, Proposi-
tion 5.4t

Using the same notation as in there, we first show that for any § > 0
and u € C?5T(R"),

(3531) [U]023+a(31/2) S 5[U]CQS+Q(RH) + C&(HUHLOO(Bl) + S(U)),
with Cs depending only on n, s, «, 4, A, and A, where
S(u) :=inf {ca(J) : T(u,x) =0 in By for some J € Js(\,A) concave},

and S(u) = coif u ¢ C(B1)NLE, (R™) or if the set is empty. By Lemma,2.4.12
either (3.5.31)) holds, or we have sequences u;, € C2+t*(R"), r,, — 0, and
Ty, € By g, for which the rescaled functions

‘ ug(zk + r1T)
vk(w) = 25+«
Tk [Uk]023+a (]Rn)

satisfy [vi]costamny = 1, |lok — pillovimy) > %, (where py is the v-th order
Taylor expansion of vg at 0, v = |2s 4+ «]), and

Ti(vr,2) =0 in By,

for some Zj, € Jg(\, A) concave such that co(Z;,) — 0 as k — co; in particu-

lar, contradicting Proposition and thus proving (3.5.31)).
Once we have (3.5.31)) we can directly show

(3.5.32) [ulcaesa(sy ) < C (lullzy, @ + 1Z0,0)] + Co )

for any u € C*7*(By) N L (R") with Z(u,z) = 0 in By, proceeding as

in of the proof of Theorem [3.5.1] (cf. proof of Theorem on
page [106]). Finally, thanks to the approximation result, Proposition

we can again approximate any function u € C(By) N L, (R™) by functions
ul®) € 0120‘?“(33/4) such that

Z.(u®,2z) = 0 in By
U(E) = U in R" \ 33/4,

for some sequence of operators Z. that satisfy the same hypotheses as Z (up
to universal constants), and u(¥) — u locally uniformly in B /4- Thus, as in

we obtain (3.5.32)) for any viscosity solution u € C(B1)NLL (R™). O
3.6. Further results and open problems

In this chapter we have established the main known interior regularity results
for solutions to fully nonlinear integro-differential equations of order 2s.
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In particular, two of the main results yield that solutions to concave
equations

(3.6.1) inﬁl{ —Lou+c¢a} =0 in B
ac

are C™ax{lL2s-+a in By for all s € (0,1). A first question that arises imme-
diately is the following:

Open question 3.1: If the kernels of L, are reqular enough, can one
prove that solutions to (3.6.1)) are actually C*+51%2 Or even C**2 for every
s€ (3,17

By analogy with the case s = 1, we do not expect solutions to these
equations to be more regular than C'+25,

3.6.1. Uniform estimates as s 1 1. An important feature of the regular-
ity theory developed by Caffarelli and Silvestre in [45 46, [47] is that the
constants in all the estimates that they establish do not blow-up as s T 1.
In particular, their proof yields as a limiting case the classical estimates of
Krylov-Safonov and Evans—Krylov.

This is especially relevant in case of the weak Harnack inequality (The-
orem , where the short and simple proof that we presented here is
purely nonlocal and does not work for s = 1, while the proof in [45] is much
more delicate, as it must include somehow the proof of the Krylov—Safonov
theorem.

If we substitute our Theorem by the weak Harnack inequality in

[45], then the rest of the proofs in this chapter can be easily adapted to
yield constants that are uniform as s 1 1.

3.6.2. Regularity estimates in LP spaces. For second-order fully non-
linear equations of the form
(3.6.2) ;2&{ —Lou+ca}=[f in By,
with s = 1, a celebrated result of Caffarelli [37] establishes that if f € LP(By)
with p > n, then u € Wli’f(Bl).

For nonlocal equations, however, almost nothing is known in this direc-
tion:

Open question 3.2: Assume that f € LP in (3.6.2), with L, € £5(\, A).
Can one show that u € W2*P when p is large enough?

With the current techniques, this problem seems out of reach, and hence
completely new ideas are probably needed.
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In case of second-order uniformly elliptic equations, an essential tool in
order to establish W?2P estimates for (3.6.2)) is the so-called ABP estimate:

{Ei’jaij(x)aiju Z f in Q

S < n.
W < 0 on Q = bgpu_C\lf\lL

Unfortunately, a nonlocal version of the ABP estimate is only known for
f € L [45] or under strong structural hypothesis on the operators [132].
Even the following basic question remains completely open.

Open question 3.3: Assume Mtu > f in By and u <0 in R"\ By, with
|f| < 1. Can one show that supg, u < C||f||9,, for some 6 >0 and p < co?

Recall that M™ was defined in . Notice that in case of second-
order PDE (i.e., s = 1) this holds for p = n and § = 1 — and the assumption
|| fllLee < 1 is not necessary. For s € (0,1), the main result in [132] estab-
lishes that the corresponding inequality holds for p = n and 6 = s, for
operators with kernels of the particular form K (x,y) = y? A(z)y/|y|"T25+2.

3.6.3. Boundary regularity. Throughout this chapter we mainly studied
the interior regularity of solutions for fully nonlinear operators of the form

Zu := Inf supq — Lot + Cap +-
GEAbeg{ abU + ab}

It is then natural to wonder what can be said about the boundary regularity
of solutions to Dirichlet problems of the form
Tu = f in Q
u = 0 in R™\ Q.

The boundary regularity theory for fully nonlinear equations was devel-
oped by the second author and Serra in [193], where we proved that, if the
kernels of the operators L, are homogeneous, i.e.,

Koly) = Ka(y/ly)

[y|n+2e
(as in in Sections and , then the following holds:
0N € 0%~ - u -
f c Cl+afs<Q) — % c CH'O‘(Q)7

Kap|sn—1 are “regular enough”
for some small o > 0.

The exponent « comes from a related estimate for equations with bounded
measurable coefficients with homogeneous kernels; see [193], Proposition 1.1].
Furthermore, it turns out that the homogeneity assumption is necessary,

and for non-homogeneous kernels solutions are not even comparable to d°
near the boundary. For example, even for the extremal operators M* in
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dimension n = 1, there exist two exponents 0 < 51 < s < 2 such that the
functions (2 )% satisfy

MF(z )P =0 and M (z)2=0 in R,.
We refer to [193] Section 2] for more details.

3.6.4. More general kernels. In Chapter [2] we saw that, in case of lin-
ear translation invariant equations, the interior regularity theory can be
developed for any £ € &4(\, A), i.e., with nonnegative symmetric kernels
satisfying

7“23/ K(dy) <A for all r >0,
BQT\BT

0<A<r* 2 inf le - y|* K (dy) for all r > 0.
eesn—l BAr\Br

Notice that here K could even be a measure, not necessarily absolutely
continuous, as it happens for example when £ = (=92 , )*+---+ (=82, )*.

One can then consider equations with bounded measurable coefficients
of the type

(3.6.3) Lyu=0 in By,

for linear z-dependent operators with kernels satisfying

(3.6.4) r2s / K(z,dy) <A  forall r>0,
BQT\BT'

(3.6.5) 0<A<7r*2 inf / le - y|?K (x, dy) for all > 0.
BA?"\B’I‘

ecSn1
No regularity in = is assumed.

An outstanding problem in this context is then the following:

Open question 3.4: Can one prove a Hélder estimate |ullcv(s, ,)
Cllul| oo mny for solutions to general equations (3.6.3)-(3.6.4)-(3.6.5) ¢

The best known result in this direction is due to Schwab and Silvestre
[206], who established such a Holder estimate under the additional assump-
tion

{y € Bor \ By : K(2,9) > Aly| ™"} = p| B2y \ By
for any r € (0, 1), for some p > 0. This assumption is much weaker than

A A
W < K(z,y) < [y[n2s’

but still leaves the above question completely open.
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On the other hand, we refer to [106] for a Holder estimate in case of
operators £ with general kernels —, under the extra assumption
that they have “small oscillation” in the x-variable.

It is interesting to notice the similarity with respect to the case of
divergence-form operators, in which an analogous question is completely
open as well; see subsection [2.8.1



Chapter 4

Obstacle problems

In this chapter we study obstacle problems of the type
(4.0.1) min {Lv, v — ¢} =0 in QCR"

for integro-differential operators £ of order 2s.

When £ = —A (corresponding to s = 1) this classical free boundary
problem is quite well understood, starting with the groundbreaking work of
Caffarelli in the 1970s [36]; see [189, 105].

For nonlocal operators, though, the regularity of solutions and the struc-
ture of free boundaries turns out to be much more complicated (even in case
L = +/—A), and there are still several open problems in this context. The
regularity theory for solutions and free boundaries was first developed for
v/—A and (—A)*, and more recently for more general integro-differential
operators L of order 2s; see [8), 116}, 111], [213), 43], and [42, [3), 110].

4.1. Motivation

Obstacle problems for integro-differential operators appear in quite different
settings. We briefly describe some of them here, and refer to [64, 39} [51),
208, 82, [99] for more details.

4.1.1. Optimal stopping. The first (and most classical) motivation to
study this kind of obstacle problems comes from probability, in the so-called
optimal stopping problem.

In this context, one considers the following stochastic control model. We
have a Lévy process X; in R"” and some given payoff function ¢ : R — R.
One wants to find the optimal stopping strategy to maximize the expected

257
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value of ¢ at the end point. If £ is the infinitesimal generator of the pro-
cess X; (c.f. subsections [2.1.2f and [2.1.4), then it turns out that the value
function v(z) (i.e., the maximum expected payoff we can obtain starting
at x) solves the following problem

vo> P in R",
(4.1.1) Ly > 0 in R",
Ly = 0 in {v> e}

This means that the value function in any optimal stopping problem solves
an obstacle problem of the type (4.0.1)).

In the context of mathematical finance, this type of problem appears as
a pricing model for American options [64], where the function ¢ represents
the option’s payoff, and the contact set {v = ¢} is the exercise region.
Notice that, in this context, the most important unknown to understand is
precisely the contact set, i.e., one wants to find and/or understand the two
regions {v = ¢} (in which we should exercise the option) and {v > ¢} (in
which we should wait and not exercise the option yet). The free boundary
is the separating interface between these two regions.

We refer to [91], Chapter 6] for a description of the model in the case of
Brownian motion, and to the book [64] for an exhaustive discussion in the
case of jump processes; see also [178), [39].

4.1.2. Interacting particle systems. A completely different motivation
to study obstacle problems for integro-differential operators comes from the
study of interacting particle systems.

Indeed, many different phenomena in physics, biology, or material sci-
ence, give rise to models with interacting particles or individuals. In such a
context, the 2D mathematical model is usually the following; see [9, 208].
We are given a repulsive-attractive interaction potential W € L{ (R?), and
its associated interaction energy

Elu] := ;/RQ - W(z — y)du(z)du(y),

where 1 is any probability measure in R2.

The potential W is repulsive when the particles or individuals are very
close, and attractive when they are far from each other. A typical assump-
tion is that near the origin we have

1
(4.1.2) W(z) < BB for z~0,

for some € (0,2). Moreover, it would usually grow at infinity, say W (z) =<
|27 for z > 1.
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An important question to be understood is that of the regularity of
minimizers, i.e., the regularity properties of the measures pg which minimize
the interaction energy E[u]. It turns out that the minimizer pg is given by
o = Lv, where v(x) := [ W(z — y)dpuo(y) satisfies the obstacle problem
for a certain operator £ and a certain obstacle ¢ that depend on W.
When W satisfies (as well as some extra conditions), such operator £
turns out to be an integro-differential operator with a kernel

1
K(Z) = W for z~ 0,
withn =2 and 2s =2 — 3 € (0,2).

Therefore, understanding the regularity of minimizers pg of the interac-
tion energy E[u| is equivalent to understanding the regularity of solutions
and free boundaries in obstacle problems for integro-differential operators.
In this setting, the contact set {v = ¢} is the support of the minimizer py.
We refer to [51] and [208] for more details on this topic.

4.1.3. The thin obstacle problem. In the particular case £ = v—A,
thanks to the extension property from Section the obstacle problem
for this operator is equivalent to the Signorini problem, also known
as the thin obstacle problem.

This is a classical free boundary problem which dates back to 1933 and
arises in a model of linear elasticity [211]. The problem consists in finding
the elastic equilibrium configuration of a 3D elastic body, resting on a rigid
frictionless surface and subject only to its mass forces. The problem leads to
a system of variational inequalities for the displacement vector in R?, which
can be transformed to a scalar function v that solves for £ =+/—A;
see [50} 200, 99] for more details.

On the other hand, the Signorini problem gained further attention in the
seventies due to its connection to mechanics and biology, where it models
the process of osmosis in the study of semipermeable membranes. We refer
to the classical book of Duvaut and Lions [82] for more details about these
models.

4.2. Basic properties of solutions

Our goal is to study the regularity properties of solutions and free boundaries
in the following class of obstacle problems: given s € (0,1) and n > 2s we
consider solutions of

(4.2.1) min {Lv, v —¢} =0 in R",

(4.2.2) lim v(z) =0,

|z|—o00
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with ¢ € C°(R™), and where L is a Lévy operator of the form

Lu(z) =P.V. (u(z) — u(z +y)) K (y)dy
(4.2.3) R

= % /n (2u(z) — u(z +y) —u(z — y)) K(y)dy,
with
A A

(4.2.4) K(y) = K(-y) and [y < K(y) <

|y |28’

and 0 < A < A. As in Chapter 3| we denote by £4(\, A) the set of operators
for which (4.2.3)-(4.2.4)) hold (see Definition|3.1.7). We will moreover assume
that £ is a stable operator, that is,

K(y) = K(y/ly))

(4.2.5) K is homogeneous, i.e., ST

Definition 4.2.1. Let s € (0,1) and 0 < A < A. We define
£m(AA) := {L € £:its kernel K satisfies (1.2.5) }.

This is the class of stable operators whose kernels are comparable to the
one of the fractional Laplacian.

Notice that (or, equivalently, (4.1.1) is a free boundary problem,
in the sense that there are two unknowns: the solution v, and the set {v > ¢}
where the equation Lv = 0 holds. The boundary of such (a priori unknown)
set is the so-called free boundary 9{v > ¢}.

The main questions in this context are the following:

e What is the optimal regularity of solutions v of (4.2.1))7
e What can we say about the structure and regularity of their free

boundaries?

These are the questions that we tackle in this chapter.

4.2.1. Existence and uniqueness. Solutions to the obstacle problem
(4.2.1)-(4.2.2)) can be constructed in (at least) two different ways. On the
one hand, one can minimize the energy functional

(v _/n/n ) — v(y) [’ K (z — y) dy da

among all functions v € H*(R"™) that satlsfy v > @ in R®. The minimizer

v € H*(R™) is then unique, it solves in the weak sense, and it decays
to 0 as |x| — oo provided that n > 23. (See [105], 189] in the local case,
and [213] for the case of the fractional Laplacian.)
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On the other hand, one can also consider the infimum of all superso-
lutions w € LSC(R™) that satisfy w > ¢ (and w > 0) in R™. As in sub-
section it turns out that such infimum v is actually a (continuous)
supersolution itself, and by minimality it satisfies .

The two ways to construct solutions are anyway a posteriori equivalent
(see Theorem and Remark below), and here for convenience we
will proceed with the latter construction. This is precisely what we do in
the following.

Theorem 4.2.2. Let s € (0,1), n > 2s, and let L € L4\, A). Given
© € C.(R™) there exists a unique viscosity solution v € C'(R™) of

Lv > 0 in R7?,
Ly = 0 in {v> e},
(4.2.6) v > ¢ in R,

Moreover, v has the same modulus of continuity as ¢, and if p € Lip(R™)
then v € C2T({v > ¢}) NLip(R™) for some e > 0.

loc

Finally, if w € LSC(R™) N LY (R™) satisfies

Lw > 0 in R
(4.2.7) w > ¢ in R

in the viscosity sense, then w > v in R™.

Proof. We proceed by constructing the solution, in analogy with the con-
struction in the existence of solutions to fully nonlinear integro-differential
equations in Theorem [3.2.27] We divide the proof into five steps.

Step 1: Let us define v as the infimum of all viscosity supersolutions that
are above the obstacle and have nonnegative limits at infinity:

v(z) = 1})Iggw(gv),

where
>0 in R® i L ]
S = {w € LSC(R") N L}, (R™) - Lw >0 in R™ in the viscosity sense, }

w > ¢ in R", liminf|,_,. w(z) > 0

The constant function equal to [[¢[|z®rn) belongs to S, and so v <
¢l Loo(rny in R™. On the other hand, any function w € S satisfies either
w >0 or w =0 in R™. This is a consequence of the fact that if w achieves
its global minimum, it is necessarily constant (since Lw > 0 and £ has a
strictly positive kernel).

Indeed, observe first that w > 0 in R™\supp(y) by construction. Since w
achieves its minimum in any compact set, if its minimum in supp(y) was
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negative, it would be a global minimum and w would be constant and neg-
ative, a contradiction. Hence, w > 0 in R", and using again that it cannot
achieve its global minimum, we have that either w = 0 in R™ or w > 0 in
R™. If ¢ is positive somewhere, we must have w > 0 in R".

In particular, 0 < v < [[p||poo(rn) in R”. Let us define

vy () := inf {ligninfv(x;() :R" >z — x} ,
—00

so that, by Lemma [3.2.28] we have Lv, < 0 in the viscosity sense and v, > ¢
in R™ as well, therefore showing that v, € S, and v = v, € LSC(R™). As
before, we immediately have that either v = 0 in R", or if ¢ is positive
somewhere, v > 0 in R™.

Observe also that, by construction, if w satisfies , then w > wv.
Let us prove the remaining properties of v.

Step 2: We show now that lim, o v(z) = 0 and that v is continuous.

To show the first part, we need a barrier from above. In this case, we
can take the fundamental solution for the operator £, which is a positive
function 0 < I € LSC(R")NL,,_(R™) such that £T' > 0 in R™ in the viscosity
sense and

C

(see Remark 2.4.8). Thus, MT € S (for M large enough such that MT > ¢)
and v(z) < Clz[*~" for |z > 1, in particular giving that lim,_,. v(z) = 0.
On the other hand, let o denote the modulus of continuity of ¢:
[p(x) =) < oflz —yl) forall x,yeR"
We define, for any h € R",
on(@) i= (@ + ) + o(|hl).
Then v;, € LSC(R™) N L, (R™), Loy, > 0, liminf|,_,o vp(z) > 0, and
vn(x) = p(x+h) +o(|h]) = o(x).
That is, vy, € S and v < vy, for any h € R" impliesﬂ
—o([h]) <v(z 4+ h) —v(x) < o([h]),
so v is continuous with modulus of continuity o.

Step 3: In order to see that Lv = 0 in {v > ¢}, we proceed as in of
the proof of Proposition Indeed, assume that it is not true, and that
there is a point z, € {v > ¢} and a test function 5 that is C? in B,(z,)
for r > 0 and n > v in R™ \ {z,} with n(z,) = v(x,) but Ln(z,) > 0. By
continuity of £n around z, (see Lemma we have that Ln(x) < 0 in
B,(x,) for some p > 0 small.

lwe use v(z) < wvp(x) and v(z + h) <v_p(z+ h) = v(z) + o(|h]).
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We consider 15 := n—4§ for some § > 0 small enough such that n—3§ > ¢ in
B, (x,) (which exists by continuity of v and ¢). Since n > v in B, (z,)\ {z-},
we have that for 6 > 0 small enough, 15 > v in B,(2.) \ B,(x.) as well. Let
us define
e { min{v, 75} in B,(xo),
"7 1w in  By(zo).

Then vs is a supersolution, since it coincides with v in B¢(x,), and is the
infimum of two supersolutions in B,(z,) (recall Remark . Moreover,
by construction we also have vs > ¢. This means that vs € S, and therefore
vs > v. In particular, n — 6 > v in B,(z,), and thus n(z.) — d > v(x,), a
contradiction. That is, Lv =0 in {v > ¢}, and v satisfies ([4.2.6)).

Step 4: Let us now see that if ¢ € Lip(R") then v € C?**¢({v > ¢}) for
some € > 0. Since v has the same modulus of continuity as ¢, if we de-
fine for any h € By, Dpv = w, we have |Dpv| < C for some
C independent of h, and by linearity LDpv = 0 in the viscosity sense in
Qp = {z : dist(z, {v = p}) > |h|}. We can now separate two cases:

If s < %, we can use the Holder estimates in Theorem to deduce
that Dpv € C7 in ), and hence by Lemma we obtain v € C'*7 in
{v> e}

If s > % instead, we can use Theorem with o = min {%, 25 — 1},
so that § = 0 there and Dyv € CL2, giving v € C** in {v > ¢} by
Lemma again. In all cases, we have v € C*'¢ in {v > ¢}, and
therefore v is a strong solution there.

Step 5: Tt only remains to show uniqueness. Let w € C(R"™) be any function
that also satisfies (4.2.6)), and let us see that v = w.

By construction, v < w. Let @ :=w —wv > 0. Then @ € C(R™) N L>*(R")
and, whenever u > 0, we know that Lu = Lw — Lv < 0 in the viscosity
sense (since w > v > ¢ and Lw = 0 in {w > ¢}). Thus, u satisfies

Lu < 0 in {a>0},
u > 0 in R",

If @ is not identically zero in R", it has a global positive maximum at x,,
ie., u(xo) > 0 and u(x,) > w in R™. But then, by evaluating the operator
L at this point we then get Lu(xz,) > 0, a contradiction. Thus, u = 0, and
we are done. ([

4.2.2. Semiconvexity. A key tool in the study of obstacle problems is the
following (semi)convexity property of solutions.

Lemma 4.2.3 (Semiconvexity). Let s € (0,1), £ € £,(\,A), ¢ € Co' (R™),
and v be the solution to (4.2.1)-(4.2.2). Then,
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(i) v is semiconvex, with
Occv > —|lpllcramny  for all e € Sk

in the sense that v(x) + Clx|? is convez, for C = ﬁHS"HCM(R”)'
(ii) v is Lipschitz, with
[vllLip@n) < ll¢llLip®n)-
Proof. For part by Theorem v is the least supersolution which is
above the obstacle ¢ and is nonnegative at infinity.
Thus, for any given h € R" we may take
w(z) = v(z+ h) +v(x—h)
2
This function clearly satisfies Lw > 0 in R", and also w > ¢ in R" for
C = |¢llc11mny. Hence, we have w > v in R", and therefore

v(z+ h) 4+ v(x—h) —2v(x) S
|h[? -

+ C|h%

-C.

Since C' is independent of h € By, we get dpev > —C for all e € S*~ 1.
Part follows directly from Theorem O

Remark 4.2.4. Thanks to Lemma we have that, if ¢ € C2H(R™),
then v is semiconvex and therefore we can in fact evaluate Lv at any point

in R" (thanks to Remark [3.1.11)), so that the expression in (4.2.6) is well-
defined pointwise.

4.3. Boundary Harnack in Lipschitz (and more general)
domains

Boundary Harnack inequalities play a key role in many free boundary pro-
blems, and especially in obstacle-type problems.

The goal of this section is to prove the following boundary Harnack
principle in Lipschitz (and more general) domains, a crucial tool in order to
establish the regularity of solutions and free boundaries later on.

The only assumption that we will impose on the domain €2 is actually

the following (see Figure [4.3.1):
(4.3.1) for any z € 0Q, thereisaball By (z,.) C Br(2) NQ

for all » € (0,1), for some x > 0. This is often referred as the interior
corkscrew condition [147]. Notice that it suffices to check (4.3.1) for r €
(0,75), with 7, > 0, by taking £ > 0 smaller if necessary.



4.3. Boundary Harnack in Lipschitz (and more general) domains 265

Figure 4.3.1. We consider domains satisfying assumption (4.3.1]).

Theorem 4.3.1. Let s € (0,1), let L € £5(\,A), and let Q@ C R™ be any

open set satisfying (4.3.1)) for all v € (0,1), for some k > 0. Then, there is
0 > 0, depending only onn, s, k, A, and A, such that the following statement
holds.

Let ui,up € C(B1) be viscosity solutions of

]Euzl < § mBI N
(4.3.2) { u, = 0 in B \Q
satisfying
Then, there is o € (0, 1) such that
o <C
uzllcoa@ns, )

The constants o and C depend only on n, s, kK, A, and A.

We will actually first prove the following boundary Harnack principle in
arbitrary open sets.

Theorem 4.3.2. Let s € (0,1), let L € £5(\,A), and let Q@ C R™ be any
open set. Let xo € Byjy and ¢ > 0 be such that Bay(xo) C QN Byjy. Then,
there exists & > 0, depending only on n, s, o, A, and A, such that the
following statement holds.

Let uy,uy € C(B1) be viscosity solutions of (4.3.2)) satisfying (4.3.3).
Then,

Cluy <uy <Cuy in B1/2-

The constant C' depends only on n, s, 0, A, and A.
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Once we establish Theorem the idea to prove Theorem is the
same as in Theorem A Harnack-type inequality implies a C“ estimate
(for some small o > 0) thanks to a suitable iteration procedure. In case
of the interior Harnack, this iteration was simpler, and was carried out in
Lemma [3.3.4 In the present setting of the boundary Harnack, the iteration
will be a bit more delicate; see Proposition below.

The first boundary Harnack principle for nonlocal elliptic operators was
established by Bogdan [22], who proved it for the fractional Laplacian in
Lipschitz domains. Later, his result was extended to arbitrary open sets by
Song and Wu [219]; see also Bogdan-Kulczycki-Kwasnicki [23], and more
recently Bogdan-Kumagai-Kwasnicki [24] established the boundary Harnack
principle in general open sets for a wide class of Markov processes with
jumps. The proof of Theorems and that we present here is based
on [196], and can be easily extended to z-dependent operators with kernels
K(x,y) =< [y| "%

4.3.1. Proof of the boundary Harnack principle in open sets. To
prove Theorem we need the following.

Lemma 4.3.3. Let s € (0,1), let L € £5(\,A), and let Q C R™ be any open
set. Let xo € Byjp and 0 > 0 be such that Bay(z,) C QN By js.

Let Cs > 0, and u € C(By) be a viscosity solution of

|Lu| < Co in B NQ
u = 0 inBp\Q.

Assume in addition that v > 0 in R™. Then,

sup u < C’< inf u+Co> )
33/4 Q(:L’O)

with C' depending only on n, s, o, A, and A.

Proof. Since u > 0 in B; and Lu < C, in By N{u > 0}, it follows from the
definition of viscosity solutions (see Remark that Lu < C, in all of
By in the viscosity sense. Thus, by Theorem (and a standard covering
argument) we have

u(z)
supuﬁC(/ d:c—l—Co) .
B34 re 1+ |x|n+2S

Now, using Theorem in the ball By, (z,), we find

_ M) g < £ )
L i w<c <BZ?%>“ 6 >

Combining the previous estimates, the lemma follows. ([
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We next give the proof of the boundary Harnack principle in arbitrary
open sets:

Proof of Theorem [4.3.2] First, as in Lemma [4.3.3] by (4.3.3]) we have

and
(4.3.5) u; > ¢ >0 in By(z,),

provided that ¢ > 0 is small enough. Notice that ¢ depends only on n, s, A,
A, and p, but not on .

Let now & € C2°(Byy3) be such that 0 < ¢ <1 and { =1 in By, and
let n € C2°(By(xo)) such that 0 <1 < 1in By(z,) and n = 1 in B,/s(xo).
We define

W= u1XB,,, + C1(§ — 1) + Con.
Then, thanks to , if C is chosen large enough, we will have
w<0 in R™\ Bys.

Moreover, taking now Cs large enough,

Lw = Lu — £(u1XRn\Bg/4) + C1LE+ CyLy

<O+C+CCy—cCy < -1 in QHBQ/g\BQ(xO).

Here we used that Lu; < 6§ in QN By, that
uy ()

—— _dex>—-C in B
e 14 Jzres 0 By

L{uixgmp,,,) = —C

that £& < C, and that
Ln<—c<0 in By\ By(z,).
As a consequence, for any Cs < 6~ we get
[,(w - CgZLg) <-14+C360<0 inN 32/3 \ BQ(SUO).
On the other hand, since w < C in B,(x,) and uz > ¢ > 0 in B,(x.),
we have
w S C3U2 in BQ(:UO>

for some constant C3 < ¢! provided that we have taken § small enough.
Notice, also, that w < 0 in By3 \ © (since u; = 0 in By \ € and § < 1) so
that, by the comparison principle in QN By/3 \ By(zo) (see Figure for
a depiction of this domain) we find

w < C3ug  in all of R™.
In particular, since w = u1 in By \ By(zo), this yields

up < Czug  in Byjp \ By(wo).
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Figure 4.3.2. The domain where we apply the comparison principle
in the proof of Theorem [4.3.2

Since u; and ug are comparable in By(z,) (see (4.3.4)-(4.3.5)), we deduce
up < Cug in By,

maybe with a larger constant C'. Changing the roles of u; and ug, we obtain
the desired result. O

4.3.2. Iteration and proof of Theorem We next proceed with
the proof of Theorem

For this, we first need a lower bound for positive solutions « in domains
satisfying (4.3.1)), namely v > cd®*~7 in Q for some small v > 0.

Lemma 4.3.4. Let s € (0,1), K > 0, and let L € £4(\,A). Let Q@ C R™ be

any open set satisfying 4.3.1)) for all r € (0,2) and for some k > 0. Then,
there exist § > 0, v € (0,1), and ¢, > 0 depending only on n, s, K, A\, and
A, such that the following statement holds.

Let u be a viscosity solution of

|Lu| < § in QN By
u = 0 in B\

Assume, in addition, that w >0 in R", and [|ul|pe(p,) > 1. Then,

uw>cod®* V>0 in QNB.

Proof. Let 0p be the regularized distance given by Lemma, with

D:=QnB)U |J Bulzrs)

z€00QNB1,
re(0,1)
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Notice that D C By still satisfies (4.3.1]), and that QN By C D. Then, by
Lemma [B.3.1] we have that

LOBT)< -1 in Dn{op <p}
for some small p > 0. Therefore, we have
Lu>—6> LG5 ) in Dn{dp<p}
Now, since |u||z(p,) > 1, it follows from Lemmam that
u>c,>0 in D,:=Dn{dop > p}.

This means in particular that u > 50%54Y in D, if § is small enough. Since
u > 0 in D€, it follows from the comparison principle that
u > (50%3_7 in D,

which yields the result. O

As a consequence, we find the following;:

Corollary 4.3.5. Let s € (0,1), R > 1, C5 > 0, and let L € £5(\,A).
Let Q C R™ be any open set satisfying (4.3.1) for all r € (0, R) and some
k>0, and let 0 € 0. Then, there exist § > 0, v, € (0,1), R, > 1, and C1,

depending only on n, s, C,, K, A, and A, such that the following statement
holds.

Let R > R,, v € (0,7), and let u be any viscosity solution of
|Lu] < CoR™ in QN Bag
u = 0 in Bap\ Q.
Assume, in addition, that v > 0 in R™ and u(xlyo) <1, where x1 is given
by @3). Then,
[ull oo,y < CLp™ ™" forall pe[1,R].

Proof. Assume we have p € [1, R] such that ||ul|p=(p,) > C1p**~7, for Cy
to be chosen. Then, we define
() = —APT)
g |l B,)’
which satisfies

C. C.
Loyuy| < =2p"R™7 < =2 in Byp/,N(p~ 10

for some £, € £4(\, A) (see[3.1.8)). Therefore, if Cy is large enough, we have
C,/C1 < ¢ and we can use Lemma on the function u, to get that

_ 25—
u(pz) > cop? > ||ull Lo,y de ! (p),
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and hence, taking pr = x,,0 (we recall that 0 € 9€2, so x,, given by (4.3.1)
is such that Biy,(2rp0) C Brp N ),
w(Trp0) > 1”7 |ull L (s,)

for any r € (0,1). In particular, taking r = 1/p, we find

1 2 —
[ull Lo (B,) < ap S

a contradiction if Cicp > 1. O

We can now prove the main step towards the boundary Harnack inequal-
ity in domains satisfying (4.3.1]) (in particular, in Lipschitz domains).

Proposition 4.3.6. Let s € (0,1), K > 0, and let L € £4(\,A). Then, for
any € > 0 there exist R > 1 and § > 0, depending only on n, s, k, €, A,
and A, such that the following statement holds.

Let Q C R™ be any open set with 0 € 0Q and satisfying (4.3.1) for all
r € (0,R) and k > 0. Let ui,up € C(By) be viscosity solutions of

|£u1| < d imByrNQ
u; = 0 BQR \ Q
satisfying u; > 0 in Bag, ui(x1,0) = 1, where x1 is given by (4.3.1), and
lui(z)| <14 |z|*° in R™\ Bg.

Then,

osc & < CR e for all k € Ny,
R—k Uy

with C' and o > 0 depending only onn, s, €, K, A, and A.

Proof. We split the proof into three steps.

Step 1: We first prove the case k = 0. More precisely, we will prove that
U
(4.3.6) 0<m<—<M in B
U2
for some positive constants m < 1 and M > 1. For this, we want to apply
Theorem to the functions u;xp,,-
Indeed, on the one hand notice that, exactly as in Lemma from
ui(z1,0) = 1 we deduce that

—1 —1 ul(l‘)

On the other hand, thanks to the growth assumption on u;, we will have
that [£(uixrm\ B,y)| < CR™F in Bg, and therefore

|£(uiXBQR)|<(S+CR_E in BR\Q.
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Taking ¢ > 0 small enough and R > 1 large enough, it follows from Theo-
rem [4.3.2] that
Cluy <u; <Cuy in Bo

for some constant C', as claimed.
Notice also that, thanks to Corollary we have

(437) \ui(x)\gCll:r\zs_a in BR\Bl,

provided that § < R™¢.

Step 2: We next show how to apply iteratively [Step 1} Let 6 > 0 small (to
be chosen later), and let us consider the functions

_ (w1 — fug)(z/R) (B) (1) —
(w1 — Ouz)(zr) ’ ? '

where zp 1= x1/p is given by (4.3.1), and 6 is small enough so that ugR)
satisfy (recall (4.3.6))

uz(.R) =0 in Bap2 \ (RQ) and uER) >0 in Bag.

(ug — Ouy)(z/R)
(u2 — Ou1)(2r)

Moreover, by definition we also have uER)(RzR) =1

Now, by Lemma and condition , we have
ui(xr) > cor®*=7 for 7€ (0,1),
for some v > 0. In particular, since [|ui||z=(5,,,) < C, if 6 is small enough
(namely, # < RY~2%) we will have
(u1 — Qug)(2zRr) > e RY728,
and the same holds for (ug — 0u1)(zgr). This implies that, for R large,

(R) (1+60)6R2
‘ﬁRui } < TR

for some Lr € £5(A\,A) (see (3.1.8)). Moreover, by the growth of w;
in (E3.9),

(R) Cl(l + 9)|$C/R|25—6
‘ul (.’L‘)‘ < ClR’y—Zs

S 0 in BQRZ N (RQ),

<|z|*° for R<|z|< R?

where we used that we can choose € > 0 small and R large so that R77 <«

R7¢. On the other hand, by the growth assumption on u; in R" \ Bgr, we

also have

C| T / R|25—a
ClR'nys

(R)

and the same bounds hold for u,

(R)

[l ()] < <Ja* for ¢ > R,
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Thus, the functions ugR) satisfy the same assumptions as u;, and using

the case k = 0 from we deduce
W)
1 .
O<m<—<M in Bj.
uB
2
Rescaling back to u;, this means that

(ug — Ouz)(zr) _ up — Oug (u1 — OQuz)(2R)
(ug — OQuy)(zgr) — w2 —Ou; = (ug — Ouy)(2R)
After some manipulations, the upper bound is equivalent to
u2(zR) u1(zR)
w1 /ur (2p) ) + Mgy — (M +1)0
———= < M-0(M—-1)
uz/u2(2R) 1—02M + O(M — 1)ulr)

u2(zR)

By/g.

if 6 is small enough such that the denominator in the right-hand side is
positive, and an analogous expression holds for the lower bound.
Now, using that

C tus(2g) < ui(zr) < Cuz(zgr),
and taking 6 smaller if necessary, this yields

ul/ul (ZR)

m+c(l—m)f < oy G

S M — C(M — 1)9 in Bl/Ra

for some small ¢ > 0.

Step 3: Fix # > 0 small enough so that the previous inequalities hold (and
cf < 1), and let a > 0 be such that

R“:=1—-cf<1.
(Notice that « is small, since we were requiring § < R7~25.) Define
Mg =1+ (M—-1DR™™, my:=1—(1—m)R™,
Then, we clearly have My = M, mg = m, and
My 41 = My, — cO(My, — 1), Mpr1 = my + (1 —my).
Thus, iterating as many times as necessary, we get

uy fuy (k)
- UQ/UQ(Zk)

where 2, 1= Tp-x-1,, and hence, if we denote

S Mk in BRfk,

g, = 1)
oua(z)
we have
(4.3.8) (1—CR™¥ )8, <L < (1+CR™*)S, in By

U2
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In particular, evaluating it at zpy1,
|Sks1 — Sk| < CR7FeS,..
That is, since Sy < C,

k
Si<[[ (1 +CR ) < f <
i=0
Hence, we actually get
|Sks1 — Sp| < CR™*
and summing a geometric series again we obtain
1Sk — co| < CR™H,

for some ¢, > 0. Plugged into (4.3.8)) this implies

U1
— — ¢
U2

which is the desired result. O

<CR7* in By,

We finally give the:

Proof of Theorem [4.3.11 We split the proof into two steps.
Step 1: We first prove that

(4.3.9) < Cir® for re (0,1o),

L>(Br(2))

for any 2 € 92N By, and for some 7o > 0.

Up to a translation and rotation, we may assume z = 0 € 9). Thus,
by Lemmawe have that u;(z,0) > cr?*~7 for r € (0, 3) for some small
¢,y > 0, with z, o given by . Moreover, as in Lemma we have

that ||ui||L°°(B3/4) < C.
Let R > 1 be given by Proposition and let o, > 4R. Define
- (UiXB3/4)(fU/Qo)
u;(x) == .
Then, we clearly have @;(0071/,,,0) = 1 and since \E(uiXB§/4)\ < Cin By

and u;(z1,, o) > col > (by Lemma 4.3.4)), we have, for some £,, € £4()\, A)
(see BLE)).

|Lo, U] <04+ Co,7 in By, s NAL

Therefore, taking o, large enough and ¢ small enough (depending on g,),
by Corollary we have

i oo,y < CLp*™ 7 for p e (1,00/4).
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Moreover, since [|%;|poomny < C'02*™7, the previous bound holds for all
p=>1

This means that these functions @; satisfy the assumptions of Proposi-
tion [4.3.6, and hence

< Cor® for r€(0,3),
L= (B)

for some c¢g > 0. Rescaling back to u;, we find (4.3.9).

Step 2: We now prove the Holder estimate for u;/uz by combining (4.3.9)
with interior estimates.
Namely, we want to prove that for any x,y € N By /5 we have

Ui (75} o
-t _ (22 < _
() - (1) w|<clo-u,
for some small o' > 0. Fix 2, € QN By 9, and define
d = d(z).

We first notice that the function u;(x, + dx) satisfies the equation in B;
and is uniformly bounded (in z,) in L}, (R™), so by interior estimates (e.g.,

Theorem [3.3.6) we have
[l (By)s(eoy) < €A77
Since ug > cod?*™7 in Bgjo(zo) (by Lemma (4.3.4) we deduce that

— —Co
Uz

[uy " (21) —uy ()| Jua(wr) — ua(a2)| |ua (1) — ua(x2)]
|21 — 22| uz(z1)uz(w2)|[z1 — 22| = 7 A2z — 20|

for any 1,72 € Bgyja(xs), so that

-1 2v—a—4s
42" a8, (w0 < O '

Then, using (A.3.6)), this yields.

< C(d27—a—4s + d'y—a—25)

B
U2 ] Ca(By)(x0))

and so (recall v < 2s),

() @)= () )] < e = e
U2 U2
for any y € By/2(7o). In particular, choosing

a < 27y, 2o —y| < d°, Oo > 4s,

we deduce that

](“1) <xo>—(“1) <y>\scwxo—y\“8/9 it 2o -yl < d.

Uz



4.4. Regularity of free boundaries near regular points 275

On the other hand, we want a similar bound for |z, — y| > d?. For this,
let z € 99 be such that d(z,) = |z — ,|. Then, since |y — z| < d + |z, — y|,
by (£3.9) we find

Ul (75} «@
21 J Y (e <C(d o —
(9 @)= (2) )| < o la =)
< C’|5L‘o - y|a/9 if |xo - y| > .
Combining the previous inequalities, we deduce
‘<UI> ($O) B <UI> (y)‘ < CY|$O - y|a/a of = min{a - 45/‘9a 04/9} > 07
u9 u9

for all x5,y € 2N By, and the theorem is proved. ([l

4.4. Regularity of free boundaries near regular points

The goal of this section is to establish the main free boundary regularity
results for the obstacle problem, (4.2.1)).

The first and main result is the following, which gives a dichotomy be-
tween regular and degenerate points, and establishes the C17 regularity of
free boundaries near regular points. Notice that now we require the kernels
to be homogeneous (or the operators, to be stable operators).

Theorem 4.4.1. Lets € (0,1), a € (0, min{s, 1—s}), and let L € £™(\, A).
There exists v > 0 depending only onn, s, A\, and A, such that the following
holds.

Let ¢ € 002’19(]1%”), with ¥ > max{2s — 1,0}, and let v be the solution to

the obstacle problem (4.2.1])-(4.2.2]).

Then, near any free boundary point xo € 0{v > ¢} we have
(i) either
1+s s
v(z) —p(z) = ao((x — o) - V)Jr +O(|x — xo|1+ ‘M)

for some as >0 and v € S"71,
(1) or
v(z) = p(x) = 0|z — zo| 79,

Moreover, the set of (reqular) points xo satisfying (i) is an open subset of
the free boundary, and it is locally a C*Y manifold.

Free boundary points satisfying are called regular points, while
those satisfying are degenerate points.

This result was first established in [8] for the operator £ = /—A, then
in [43] in case L = (—A)® for all s € (0,1), and finally in [42] for general
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operators of the form (4.2.3)-(4.2.4)-(4.2.5)); see also [103), 110] for the case
of non-symmetric operators.

On the other hand, we have the following higher regularity result, which
yields that free boundaries are actually C*° near regular points.

Theorem 4.4.2. Let s, L, ¢, and v be as in Theorem [{.].1 Assume in
addition
€ CPMR")  and  Klgo1 € C°(S™7h).

Then, the set of reqular free boundary points is locally a C*° manifold.

This result was first established in [158], [69] for £ = v/—A, then in
[159, 148] in case £L = (—A)® for all s € (0,1), and finally in [3] for
general operators of the form (4.2.3))-(4.2.4))-(4.2.5)). Its proof is completely
independent from that of Theorem as we will see later on.

On the other hand, after we prove Theorem [4.4.1] we will establish the
optimal C'*# regularity of solutions. More precisely, combining a quantita-
tive version of the free boundary regularity result with an iterative argument
from [61), 110], we will prove that

HUHCLs(Rn) < CHSDHCQﬁ(R”p
with C depending only on n, s, A and A. This will be done in Section

As said before, the main goal of this section is to prove Theorem [4.4.1
We first give an overview of the whole argument, to then provide a detailed
proof in several steps.

4.4.1. Sketch of the proof. To establish Theorem we consider
U:i=0v—p,
which satisfies
u>0 and D?*u> —C,1d in R™,
and
(4.4.1) Lu=f in {u>0} and Lu>f in R",
with
[fllLipery < Co and  Ju|lLip@ny < Co.

Moreover, dividing u by a constant if necessary we may assume C, = 1, and
up to a translation we may assume z, = 0 € 9{u > 0}.

The proof then goes as follows: assume does not hold at z, = 0, and
let us show that must then hold.

For this, we need a blow-up argument: we consider the rescaled solutions
u(rzx)

ur(x) i = ————,
S
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and then try to take limits » — 0 to get
Upr — UQ

for some global solution ug. After that, we would like to classify all possible
blow-ups ug (hopefully prove that they must all be of the form ug(z) =
k(z - e)it* for some k > 0 and e € S"7!), to then infer new information
about our original solution u near 0 € 9{u > 0}.

This strategy, which is common in many free boundary problems (and
originates in the classical theory of minimal surfaces), encounters new diffi-
culties here, and thus requires several new ideas.

First, we choose carefully a sequence rp — 0 which, thanks to the as-
sumption that does not hold, allows us to prove that

lullzoe(s,) Z ",

and more importantly that
[ur, (z)] < C(l + \:c\”‘”‘“) in R"
and
(4.4.2) Vur, (z)| < C(1+[z*t*) in R",
with a constant C' which is independent of k. This is an important observa-

tion, and is proved in Lemma |4.4.11

Thanks to this, we will have that
2 "
Dupy, 2 =i ld — 0
Tk
as r — 0, which already gives enough compactness on the sequence u,, to
have
ur, — ugp locally uniformly in R".

Moreover, the blow-up wug is convex, and satisfies

(4.4.3) |Vug(z)] < C(1+[z[***) in R™

The next step is to pass the equation to the limit, to show that ug is (in
some sense) a global solution to the obstacle problem for the operator L.
This is a priori not obvious, since the equations in do not make sense
for a function ug that grows too much. To solve this, we write in
terms of the gradient Vu,,, which has a moderate growth (since
a < s). Namely, we have thatﬂ

L(Vuy)=fr in {u, >0} and L(Dpur,) > frn in {uy, >0},

2This is because, since Lu = f in {u > 0} and Lu > f everywhere, we have £((u(z + h) —
u(z)) > f(z + h) — f(z) in {u > 0}.
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u(z) = (z1)

—>
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, h 1 € R

e Rt

Figure 4.4.1. Blow-ups at regular points look like half-space solutions
with growth 1+ s.

for some f; — 0 and fk,h — 0, where
w(x + h) —w(z)
|| '

Dyw(z) =

This formulation is very good for our purposes, since we can then pass
to the limit rz — 0 and prove that the blow-up wug solves

L(Vug) =0 in {ug >0} and L(Dpup) >0 in {up > 0}.

This, combined with the convexity of ug and the growth (4.4.3]), turns out
to be enough for us to completely classify blow-ups and prove that

uo () = Kz - €)}7,

see Figure and Proposition £.4.3] below.

The next step is to transfer such information to the original solution
near 0. As in the classical obstacle problem (corresponding to s = 1 and
L = —A), the key idea is to prove that

(4.4.4) Orup, >0 in By

for any 7 € S* ! with 7-e > %, and for r; > 0 small enough. This implies
that the free boundary d{u,, > 0} is Lipschitz in B;, and an appropriate
application of the boundary Harnack in Lipschitz domains (Theorem [4.3.1))
yields the C™ regularity of the free boundary, as wanted.

The proof of , however, requires an extra ingredient. Namely, it is
convenient to have C'' convergence of Uy, to the blow-up ug, and this does not
follow from the previous arguments. We solve this by the following simple
observation: the classification of blow-ups, combined with the contradiction
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and compactness arguments from Chapter [2 yields (almost-optimal) C1#
regularity estimates for solutions of (4.2.1)), for any u < s.

The optimal C* regularity estimates will be proved later on, in Sec-
tion It is actually interesting to notice that, unlike in many other free
boundary problems, in order to establish the optimal regularity of solutions
here we really need first the regularity of free boundaries near regular points.

4.4.2. Classification of blow-ups. Our first goal towards the proof of
Theorem will be to prove the classification of blow-ups.

Proposition 4.4.3. Let s € (0,1), £ € £\, A), and o € (0,min{s, 1 —
s}). Let u, € Lipy,.(R™) be any function satisfying:

® U, is nonnegative and conver in R™:
uo >0 and D*us >0 in R", with 0¢ O{uo > 0}.
o u, € C1({uo > 0}) solves, in the viscosity sense,
L(Vuo) =0 in {uo >0} and L(Dpuo)>0 in {u. >0},
for any h € R™, where

Dpuo(x) = 7%(90““})1‘_“"(@.

e u, has a controlled growth at infinity:
Vol oo(pyy < RV forall R>1.
Then,
uo(w) = (- €)

for some k >0 and e € S*1.

Remark 4.4.4. The condition o < s is needed in order to have Vu, €
L. (R"), so that we can evaluate £(Vuo). On the other hand, we also
need 1 + s+ a < 2 (i.e., « <1 —s) in order to avoid other solutions with
quadratic growth, like uo(z) = 27 Az with A > 0. They correspond to
degenerate points.

To establish Proposition we need the following important conse-
quence of the boundary Harnack principle.

Proposition 4.4.5. Let s € (0,1) and Q C R™ be any open set with 0 € OS).
Assume that 2 is unbounded and satisfies

B,r(—Re) CQ  for some ecS"' andall R>1,
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for some 0 > 0. Let L € £,(\,A), and v1,vy € C(R™)NLL (R™) be any two
viscosity solutions of

,CUZ' = 0 m
vi = 0 in R™\ Q
v, > 0 m R™,

with vo £ 0. Then,
vi =kKkvy in R"

for some k > 0.

Proof. The result will follow by applying Theorem at scale R, and
letting R — o0, as shown next.

Notice first that by the strong maximum principle we have either v; > 0
in Q or v; =0 in R™. Thus, we may assume vy > 0 in §2; otherwise there is
nothing to prove.

Step 1: We claim that, if v # 0, then there exists a constant M > 0 (de-
pending on v; and vg) such that

(4.4.5) Moy (z) < va(z) < Moi(z) in R™

To prove this, for any R > 2 we consider the rescaled functions

(R), v ._ vi(Hz) (R),y._ v2(fix)
(x) T C}R) ’ U2 (1’) T CéR) )

where the constants Ci(R)

Then, the functions vl-(R) satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem in B

(with 6 = 0), and therefore we have

> ( are chosen so that vaR)HL%U ®n) = 1.

C_lng) < véR) < CU%R) in By,
with C independent of R. Rescaling back to v; and wve, this means that
—1
C v};(x) < UQ(;') < C’vll(%x)
Cf ) Cé ) Cf )
for all R > 2. Evaluating at a fixed point z, € QN By, we find
C~ vy () < C’{R) < Cvy(x0)
nles) o " olee)

in BR/2

and hence the quotient CfR) / C’éR) is uniformly positive and uniformly bounded
as R — oco. In particular, we deduce that

M~ v (z) < vg(z) < Muvy(x) in Br/a,
with M > 0 independent of R. Letting R — oo, we find (4.4.5)).
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T
— 1]
— 21| — exp(—[z1|"%)
Figure 4.4.2. If w is Lipschitz (in this picture, w = —|z1]), the

function w — e¢ always has a positive wedge on 1 = 0, that is, a wedge
that cannot be touched from above by a smooth (C') function.

Step 2: We now use (4.4.5)) to establish the result. Indeed, let
K* :=sup{k >0:v; > kvg in R"},

and define
v3 = v1 — K vy > 0.

Then, if v3 #Z 0, the function wvs satisfies the same assumptions as vs, and
therefore with the exact same argument as before, we have

N~luz(z) < wo(x) < Nwg(z) in R"

for some N > 0. This would yield that v; > (k* + N~1)vy in R™, which
contradicts the definition of k*. Therefore, it must be

v3=0 in R",
and hence v1 = k*vo, as wanted. O
Another ingredient in the proof of Proposition [£.4.3]is the following.

Lemma 4.4.6. Let s € (0,1), £L € £,(\,A), e € S" !, and T C {z-e = 0}.
Assume w € Lipy,.(R™) is a viscosity solution of

Lw<0 in R"\T,
Then, Lw < 0 in R™.
Proof. For any € > 0 we consider the function w, := w — €¢, where ¢ is

given by Lemma We claim that, by the choice of ¢ (and since w is
locally Lipschitz), we have Lw. < Ce in R™ in the viscosity sense.
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Indeed, assume that a test function n € C? touches w, from above at
Zo € R™. Since w is Lipschitz, by definition of ¢ we have that w. has
a “positive wedge” on {x - e = 0}, and therefore z, ¢ {z-e = 0} (see
Figure[4.4.2)). Then, we have Ln(z.) = Lw(z.) — L (o) < Ce. This holds
for every test function n € C?, so we deduce that Lw. < Ce in R” in the
viscosity sense. Since w = sup,.owe, we obtain that Lw < 0 in R". g

The following elementary lemma will allow us to take appropriate blow-
down sequences.

Lemma 4.4.7. Let ;1 > 0, and let w € Lip,,.(R™) be any function satisfying
IVw|| oo (B < R for all R>1.

Then, if Vw # 0, there exists a sequence R, — oo such that the rescaled

functions
w(Rpmx)
RMHVMHLOO(BRM)

W (x) :=

satisfy ||Vwm| pe g,y = 1 and
|V || oo (Br) < 2R forall R>1.

Proof. Given any m € N there must be R,, > m such that

\V4 oo \V4 oo \V4 oo
IVl Lo (B, ) . 1 sup [Vwl| Lo (BR) 2} sup V| L (Br)
R, 2 R>m R 2 R>Rom, R#

Therefore, we have a sequence R,, — oo such that

VWl Lo (BpR,,) - 1[[Vwlleo sy
R, —2 R#

Thus, the functions w,, defined above satisfy

forall R > R,,.

IVl (Br,, r)

< 2RM
VWl Lo (BpR,.)

[Vwm |l £ (By) =
for any R > 1, and we are done. O

We will also use the following basic lemma about convex functions:

Lemma 4.4.8. Let p > 0, and let u,, € Lipy,.(R™) be any sequence of
convex functions, with

[Vumllpeegy =1 and  ||Vum|peo(py) < 2R forall R>1.

Then, up to a subsequence, the functions u,, converge locally uniformly to a
convex function us that satisfies

[Vuco|lpeo(Byy =1 and  ||Vuoo|lpoo(pyy < 2R* forall R > 1.
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Proof. The local uniform convergence of wu,, to us follows from the uni-
form Lipschitz bounds for u,, in balls B and the Arzela-Ascoli Theorem.
Moreover, the bound for Vus, in Br follows by uniform convergence (and
the corresponding bound for u,,). It therefore only remains to prove that
[Vtioo || oo (B,) = 1. For this, notice that since ||V || (p,) = 1, by convex-
ity in By it follows that |wm(zm) — wm(ym)| > 1 for some zy,, Y, € B with
|Zm —Ym| = 1, and by uniform convergence we deduce [too(Zoo) —Uso(Yoo)| =
1 for some Zoo, Yoo € Bo with |Zoo — Yoo| = 1. But then, using the mean
value theorem, we get that ||Vueol|/re(p,) > 1, as wanted. O

Finally, we will also use the following property of (possibly unbounded)
convex sets.

Lemma 4.4.9. Let Q C R" be any convex set with 0 € 02. Then, the
rescaled sets Qg 1= %Q converge as R — 0o to a convexr cone (.

Proof. Notice that, for any Ry < Ry, by convexity we have Qgr, C Qp,.
In particular, the limit is given by Qo := [z 2r, and such set clearly
satisfies pQlso = Qoo for any p > 0. This means that it is a cone, and the
lemma is proved. O

We can now give the proof of the classification of blow-ups:

Proof of Proposition Let us assume u, # 0, otherwise we are
done. First, notice that the set {u, = 0} is convex. We separate the proof
into two cases:

Case 1. Assume that the convex set {u, = 0} contains a closed convex cone
Y with nonempty interior (and with 0 € ). Then, there are n independent
directions e; € S*71, i = 1,...,n, such that —e; € ¥ (see Figure [4.4.3).

By convexity, we will have
(4.4.6) v 1= Og;uo >0 in R".

Indeed, we know that 8622_61_% > 0 and hence 0. u, is monotone in the e;
direction. Since, for any x € R™, we will have x — te; € ¥ for all t > 0 large
enough, the function (Je,uo)(z — te;) is monotone (nonincreasing) in ¢ and
converges to 0 as t — +oo. In particular, we have O uo(x) > 0, for any
x € R", ie., holds. Moreover, not all v; can be identically zero, and
thus we assume v,, Z 0.

We observe that v; are continuous functions, since (by convexity) {u, >
0} is a Lipschitz domain and we can therefore use Theorem [3.2.27
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€1

€2

Figure 4.4.3. A cone ¥ with nonempty interior has n independent
directions with —e; € 3, for 1 < i < n.

Then, we can applyﬁ Theorem above to the functions v; and vy, to
deduce that

v; = Kivp, for i=1,...n—1.
This means that, for all i = 1,...,n — 1 we have

— : n
Oe;—rjentio =0 in R",

and thus u, is invariant in n—1 directions. In other words, u, is a (monotone)
one-dimensional function,

us(xz) =U(x - e)
for some e € S"7!, with U € C(R). In particular, we have {u, > 0} =
{z-e>0}.
Now, thanks to Lemma [B.I1.5] the one-dimensional function w = O.us

is continuous, solves the equation (—A)*w = 0 in the viscosity sense in
a half-space {z - e > 0} (and hence, in the classical or strong sense; see

Lemma [3.4.13] and Theorem ,and w = 0 in {z - e < 0}. Combined

with the growth condition
|wllpee(py) < BT,

this implies w(t) = a(x - €)%, thanks to the classification of 1D solutions in
Theorem [1.10.16, Hence,
a

1+s

uo(@) = —— (- )},
as wanted.

3The set Q = {uo > 0} is the complement of a convex set, and in particular it satisfies the
hypothesis of Theorem
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Case 2. Assume that the convex set {u, = 0} does not contain any convex
cone with nonempty interior.

By Lemma [£.4.7 we can find a sequence R,, — oo such that

Uo(Rpmx)
R || Vol Loo (g, )

U () 1=

satisfies
HVumHLoo(Bl) =1 and HVumHLoo(BR) S 2Rs+a forall R Z 1.

Moreover, we have L(Dpuy,) > 0 in {u,, > 0} = ﬁ{uo > 0}.

By convexity of the functions wu,, (see Lemmal4.4.8)), up to a subsequence
they converge locally uniformly to a function us that satisfies

IVusollzoo(By) =1 and  [[Vuos| pee(py) < 2R forall R> 1.

Now, since {u, = 0} is convex, it follows from Lemma that the
“blow-down” sequence ﬁ{uo = 0} converges to a convex cone I'. Since,
by assumption, the convex set {u, = 0} does not contain any cone with
nonempty interior, we have that I' must be a convex cone with empty interior
(thus contained in a hyperplane) and

L(Dpuss) >0 in R"\T.

Since Dpu is locally Lipschitz, Lemma implies £(Dpuso) > 0 in R
for any h, and taking —h instead of A we obtain

ﬁ(Dhuoo):O in Rn,

for all h € R™.
Finally, the growth control on Vue, implies that [[Dpucc|lre(p,) <

CR*T®, Observe that for every fixed h, the function Dpus is locally Lip-
schitz and its gradient has a controlled growth at infinity. By interior esti-
mates (Theorem applied to incremental quotients of Djus) we deduce
that Dpus, is C1®. Moreover, when 2s > 1, we actually have (applying
instead Theorem that Dpus is C%F% (cf. Remark . Thus,
in all cases we have that Dpus, is a classical solution. Therefore, by the
Liouville-type theorem with growth, Corollary we deduce that Djuce

is constant for every h € R™ (recall s +a < 1).

This means that us(z) = a - + b, which together with u.(0) = 0 and
Uso > 0 implies uo, = 0, contradicting [|[Vueo||roo(p,) > 1. Thus, Case 2
cannot happen, and the proposition is proved. [l
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4.4.3. Almost-optimal regularity of solutions. Before studying the
regularity of the free boundary, we next show that the classification of blow-
ups implies the almost-optimal regularity of solutions.

Proposition 4.4.10. Let s € (0,1), £ € £°(\,A), and o € (0, min{s, 1 —
s}).

Let u € Lipj.(R™)N L, (R™) with u(0) = 0 satisfy in the viscosity sense:

v > 0 i DB, Lu = f in {u > 0} N Ba,
D*u > -Id mn B, Lu > f in Bs,

for some f € Lip(B2) with |V f| <1 in By. Suppose, moreover, that
IVull Lo (B < R¥T® forall R>1.

Then, we have
lullcrts—<(py < Ce forany e >0,

with C. depending only on n, s, «, €, A, and A. In particular, u is a strong

solution.

For this, we need the following lemma about blow-up sequences.

Lemma 4.4.11. Let u > 0, and assume wy, : R* — R’ for k € N are a
family of functions such that supyey |[wLoomny < +00, and

| will oo (B,)
sup sup —————2% = 00
keEN r>0 rH

Then, there are subsequences wy,, and rm — 0 such that [|wy,, [|L~(B,, ) =

crpy, for some ¢ > 0 independent of m, and for which the rescaled functions

] Wi, (Ft)
w r=——
m(®) = o o

satisfy
|G (z)] < C(1+z|") in R,
with C' = 2.

Proof. For every m € N let k,,, and r,,, > % be such that

|wr,, || Lo (B, 1 _ 1 _
St TLE D) >~ sup sup rHJw| e (5,) > = sup sup w1 (5,),
Tm k TZ% k r>rm

and in particular, 7, | 0, since wy are globally uniformly bounded. This
means that, by construction of r,, and k,,, we have

(4.4.7)

_ 1 _
ot lw,, I (B,,.) > 3" “?elg |wellpee(m,) forall r>mry,, meN,
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and so taking 7 = 1 we get ||wg, ||z(p,, ) > crm, where we have denoted

1
¢ = 5 sup |wkl z=(m,) > 0,
2 keEN ( 1)

which is independent of m. On the other hand, for any R > 1 we have

Wk, | oo (B, )

[ @l Lo (Br) = <2RK
MHEEED T g, 1 8,,,)
by putting r = Rr,, and k = k,, in (4.4.7), and we are done. O

To prove the almost-optimal regularity, let us show the following com-
pactness result for viscosity solutions with linear operators £ € £5(\,A)
(analogous to the result in Proposition [2.2.36] for distributional solutions):

Lemma 4.4.12. Let (Lg)ren be a sequence of operators with Ly € £5(\, A)
for all k € N. Then, there exists a subsequence kj — 00 and Lo € £4(N, A)
such that

Ly, = Lo in R, as j— oo,

in the sense of Definition |3.2.11. Moreover, if Ly satisfy (4.2.5), then L
satisfies (4.2.9)) as well.

Proof. Let u € L}, (R") be fixed, and after a translation and rescaling, let
us assume that u € C?(B1). We want to show that £y, u — Loou uniformly
in By 9, for some subsequence k; and some operator Lo, € £5(A, A).

We proceed similarly to Proposition [2.2.36] and if £; has kernel Kj, we
consider the sequence of absolutely continuous measures

pr(dy) == min{1, [y|*} Ky (y) dy,

which by Prokhorov’s theorem (and the growth of the kernels), Theorem [2.2.35
weakly converges (up to a subsequence, k;) to some absolutely continuous
measure v(dy) = Vso(y) dy. We then define L, as the operator with kernel

Voo (Y)
K =
<) (L )
which satisfies Loo € £5(A, A) (and also Lo € £\, A) if Ly € £0om(\, A)).
Let us now see that Ly, u — Loou uniformly in By /.

Indeed, suppose that this is not the case. In particular, there exists a
sequence T, € Byjp and a subsequence Ly, := Lg; (or fiy, = /‘kjm) such
that

|Lrnu(Tm) — Loct(zm)| > €0 >0 forall meN,
for some £, > 0. That is,
/ 2u(z) — u(Tm +y) — u(Tm —y)
n min{1, |y|*}

(m(dy) — v(dy))| > &6 > 0,
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for all m € N. After taking a subsequence, we assume z,, — Too € By)s
as m — 0o. Now, if m is large enough and since u € C?(By), the previous
bound implies (using pr — v up to subsequences)

€o
Iy, = ZZ>O'

[ o+ 9) (o)~ Koc0)) dy
R™M\By /4
However, we also have

I < 20 / (@ + ) — (oo + )|yl dy
R\ By 4

+

Y

[ ot 9) (Fnly) — Kol
R™\By /4

where both terms go to zero: the first one being translations in L}, (R™),
and the second one by the weak convergence of K, to K in Bf /4 This is
a contradiction, and therefore, L, — Lo, as we wanted to see. ([

We can now establish the almost-optimal regularity of solutions.

Proof of Proposition [4.4.10} Let n € C2°(B4) with 7 > 0 be a smooth
cut-off function such that =1 in Bs. Then, up to dividing by a constant
and replacing v by w := un, we can assume that Vu is globally bounded.

Indeed, w € L*°(R™) with w = u in By, and it satisfies

{ w > 0 in B, {Ew f in {w>0}N By,

D?>w > —Id in By, Lw > f in B,

where f := f — L(u(1 —n)). Since u is Lipschitz, we have that u(1 —n) is
also Lipschitz with bounds
IV (u(X =n)|lpeo(pyy < CR™T forall R>1,
for some C' depending only on 1. In particular, by taking incremental quo-
tients we see that £(Dp(u(l — n))) is bounded in B, by some constant
C depending only on n, s, a, A, and A, independently of h. Hence, f is
Lipschitz,
IVfI<C in Bs.
Up to dividing w by C, we have that w satisfies the same assumptions as

u in By, and it is globally bounded. Thus, without loss of generality, let us
assume that Vu is globally bounded by a universal fixed constant.

Let u < s. We prove that at every free boundary point z, € 9{u >
0} N B; we have

(4.4.8) |[Vu(z)| < Clx — x| for z € R",
with C' depending only on n, s, u, A, and A.
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Indeed, assume by contradiction that such estimate fails. Then, we can
find sequences ug, L, and fi, satisfying the assumptions (with Vuy globally
bounded uniformly in k), with 0 € 9{u > 0}, and such that

[Vukllpes,)
sup sup ————— = 00
E r>0 rk
Then, by Lemma [£.4.17] there are sequences ky, and r, — 0 such that the
functions

- . Uy, (me)

Vug, (rmz)
U () 1= ,
m(@) Tl Vg, | LB, )

Vi, (x) :

A Vuk, s, )

satisfy ||V | pe(p,) = 1 and
Vi, (z)] < C(1+ |z[*) in R™

Moreover, we will also have, since ||Vuy,, |5, ) > crim for some ¢ > 0
independent of m,

(4.4.9) DUy, > —c 1) "1d — 0 in By,

as well as ~
{ Lois = Ju i {in >0} N By,
Emﬂm Z fm in BQ/Tm?

with

s — fk (T'm.%)
fon(z) = r2s—t - ,
(=) Vg, |l (B,, )

such that |V fi| < ¢ 172" 0 in By /rm- In particular, this implies

Lin(Dpiin) > —c '™ in {ln, > 0} N By,

By the control on the gradient, a subsequence of the functions ,, con-
verges locally uniformly in R™ to a limiting function ., which is globally

convex by (|4.4.9). Observe, also, that
Ly (Dpity,) < ¢ 1r2570 in {z : dist(z, {@, = 0}) > ||} N By
and so, letting h | 0 and thanks to the interior estimates in Theorem [3.3.2]

together with Lemma we deduce that @, is C** in {@, > 0}. By
Lemma [4.4.12| together with the stability of viscosity solutions (see Propo-

sition [3.2.12), we actually have
Loo(Vio) =0 in {a, > 0},

for some L € £2(\, A), so the first two hypotheses of Proposition m
are satisfied. Furthermore, we have the growth

Vol ooy < CR¥
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for all R > 1. In addition, by Lemma we have ||Viol|re0(p,) > 1.
Thanks to Proposition 4.4.3|, we deduce that @, = x(x - e)}ﬁs with kK # 0, a
contradiction since p < s. Thus, (4.4.8) is proved.

Finally, (4.4.8) implies that |Vu| < Cd*, where d(z) = dist(x, {u = 0}).
Notice, also, that

LDpu= Dpf in {z:dist(z,{u=0}NBs) > |h|}

in the viscosity sense, and Dy f € L, so that applying Theorems [3.3.2] or
to the incremental quotients Dju we deduce that u is 2% in {u > 0}
(cf. Remark , and thus, it is a classical solution. In particular, exactly
as in in the proof of Proposition this combined with interior
regularity estimates for distributional or classical solutions, Theorem [2.4.3
yields the desired result. O

4.4.4. Regularity of the free boundary. The next step is to show that

the free boundary is C'7 near nondegenerate points. For this, we need the
following}

Lemma 4.4.13. Let s € (0,1), L € £,(\,A), a € (0,8), 0o > 1, and ¢o > 0.
Then, for any R, > 1 large enough and e, > 0 small enough, depending only
onn, s, \, A, 0o, co, and «, the following holds.

Assume that E C R™ is closed, and v € C(R"™) satisfies (in the viscosity
sense)

Ly > —&, in Br,\ E,
v = 0 in Bpr, NE,
v > —&o i Bg,,

and

/ Uy > Co >0 and lo(x)] < 14 |z[*T* in R™\ Bg,.
B

Qo

Then, v > 0 in B,, .

Proof. Let w :=vxp,_, and notice that, since

1+ |z +y[5t

|£(U(1 — XBRO))(x)| <C [ dy < CRY™®

Bho /2

for any x € Bp, 2, we have
Lw > —e,—CRY™® in Bp\FE,

0 in Bp NE, and / W4 > o > 0.
—€o in Bg,, Boo

w
w

VATl

A1t s interesting to notice that this result fails when s =1, i.e., in case £ = —A.
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Let ¢ € C2°(B3) be some radial bump function with ¢) > 0 and satisfying
¥ =1 in By. Let us define, for any ¢ > 0,

Yi(1) = —eo —t +eotp(x/00).

If the conclusion of the lemma does not hold then ; touches w from
below at z € By, for some t > 0. Since ¢y < —t in all of R” we have
that w(z) = 9+(z) < 0 and hence z belongs to Ba,, \ E. Since 1 is C?
and touches w from below at z, by Remark the operator £ can be
evaluated for w at the point z.

On the one hand, since (w — 9;)(z) = 0, w > 1), and ¥, < 0 in all of
R™, we have

L(w—)(2) < —A / (w— ) (= + 9|y P dy

n

< —CQonQS/ W
B

Qo
—n—2s

< —co, Co,
for some ¢ > 0 depending only on n, s, and A. On the other hand
L(w —)(2) > Lw(z) — |Lapy(2)] > —eo — CRY™S — Ceopg .
We obtain a contradiction by taking R, large enough and ¢, small enough

(depending only on n, s, A\, A, 0., ¢o, and «). O

In order to prove later the optimal regularity of solutions, it will be
crucial to have the following result, which follows from the classification of
blow-ups.

Proposition 4.4.14. Let s € (0,1), a € (0, min{s, 1 — s}), L € £°7(\,A),
and let €5 > 0 and R, > 1. Then, there exists n > 0 depending only on n,
S, a, €6, Ro, A, and A, such that the following holds.

Let u € Lipy,.(R™) N LY, (R™) satisfy:
e u is nonnegative and almost-convex:

(4.410)  uw>0 and D*u>-nld in R", with 0¢€ d{u>0}.
e u solves the obstacle problem with a small right-hand side:

(44.11) Lu=f in {u>0} and Lu>f in R", with |Vf]<n.
e u has a controlled growth at infinity:

(4.4.12) IVull LBy < R*T® forall R>1.

Then, we have

HU — k(z- e)iJFSHLip(BRO) < €o
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for some e € S*™! and Kk > 0.

Proof. Assume by contradiction that there is no n > 0 for which the result
holds. Then, we have a sequence 1 — 0, and sequences of operators Ly,
functions fi, and solutions uy, satisfying the hypotheses with n = n; but
such that

|uk — k(- 6)}1—+S||Lip(BRo) = &

for any e € S""! and any x > 0. But then, by Proposition up to
a subsequence, uy, converges in C'77¢ norm in compact sets to a limiting
function v € C'*5=¢. By Proposition (or by Lemma and
Proposition , there is an operator £ € £5(\, A) such that u satisfies
the same conditions but with 7 = 0 (since it is a strong solution, it is both
a distributional and viscosity solution). More precisely, we have Ly (ux(x +
h) —ug(z)) > fu(z + h) — fr(z) in {ur > 0}, and thus in the limit we get
L(Dpu) > 0 in {u > 0}. Similarly we have £(Dpu) < 0 in {u(- + h) > 0},
and hence by taking h — 0 we deduce £(Vu) = 0 in {u > 0}. But then by
Proposition it follows that u(z) = r(z - )}, a contradiction. O

We can now show the C regularity of free boundaries.

Proposition 4.4.15. Let s € (0,1), o € (0,min{s, 1 — s}), £ € £2m(\, A),
and ko > 0. Then, there exist e > 0, R, > 1, and n > 0, depending only on
n, 8, a, ko, A, and A, such that the following statement holds.

Let u € Lipo.(R™) N LY (R™) satisfy (4.4.10)-(4.4.11)-([4.4.12), and as-
sume that

Hu — Ii(iU : e)f_sHLip(BRo) <&

for some k> ko >0 and e € S" 1.
Then, the free boundary O{u > 0} is a CY7 graph in By /2, and moreover
IVullos(p, ) < C
and
Hvu/ds||cw({u>o}m31/2) <C,
with C' depending only on n, s, a, Ko, A, and A; and v > 0 depending only

onn, s, Ko, A, and A.

Proof. Let uo(z) := k(x-e)}"*. By assumption, for any direction ¢’ € S"~!
such that e’ - e > % we have

|0t — Oeruo| < e in Bp,,
and

Oulo >0 in R" and Ootio > 1k in {z-e> L1

S
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Figure 4.4.4. Representation of ¥_ and Y.

Moreover, since L(Dpu) > Dpf > —nin {u > 0} and L(Dpu) < Dpf <n
in {u(- +h) > 0}, then letting h — 0 (and using Proposition [3.2.12f or

Proposition [2.2.36)) we find |£(Vu)| <7 in {u > 0}.
Thus, if € is small, we have that w := Jeu and F := {u = 0} satisfy

[Lw| < n  in Bp\E,
w = 0 in Bp, NE,
w > —€ in Bg,,
in the viscosity sense, and
w > cok  in {x-eZ%}ﬁBRO = wy > ceokpn > 0,

B.Qo
for some g, to be chosen later, together with
(@) < [2]"*° in R"\ Bg,.
Then, choosing R, large enough, it follows from Lemma (taking n
and e small enough, now depending on g, as well) that w > 0 in B,,, i.e.
Oou >0 in By,

for all ¢/ € S"! such that €’ - e > % This means that the free boundary
0{u > 0} is a Lipschitz graph in B, , with Lipschitz constant bounded by 1.
Indeed, let 2, € B,, N 0{u > 0} be any free boundary point in B, , and let
— ~1. 1
0:={res" .T-€>ﬁ},

Yi o= {:cEBQO x =1x,titr, with T € O, t>0},
see Figure [1.4.4]
We claim that

v = 0 in X_,
(4.4.13) {u > 0 in Xy
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On the one hand, since u(z,) = 0, it follows from the monotonicity property
J-u > 0 (and the nonnegativity of u) that u(z, —t7) = 0 for all ¢ > 0 and
7 € O. In particular, there cannot be any free boundary point in X_.

On the other hand, by the same argument, if u(z1) = 0 for some x1 € 3
then we would have u =0 in {z € By, : * = 21 — {7, with 7€ ©, t >0} >
%o, and in particular z, would not be a free boundary point. Thus, u(xz1) > 0
for all 1 € X4, and is proved.

Notice that yields that the free boundary 0{u > 0}NB,, satisfies
both the interior and exterior cone condition (with an explicit cone), and
thus it is Lipschitz (with constant 1).

Finally, if oo > 1 is large enough (depending only on n, s, a, A, and \),
then the functions (Jeu)xB,, and (Ocu)xB,, satisfy the assumptions of the
boundary Harnack in Theoremm (up to dividing by a constant depending
only on n, s, ko, A, and A), and we deduce that

‘ 8e/u

Osu
for some v > 0 depending only on n, s, ko, A, and A. Assuming e = e,, and
taking ¢’ = e, +¢;, for i = 1,...,n — 1, we find that the quotients d;u/d,u
are C7 in {u > 0} N By 5.
Now, notice that the normal vector to the level set {u =t} is given by

Vel 1 S O/ 0w

We have proved that this is a C7({u > 0} N By ;) function, and therefore
the level sets {u = t} for ¢t > 0 are uniformly C'Y graphs in B ;. Taking
t — 0, we deduce that the free boundary d{u > 0} is a C'*¥ graph in By /s,
as wanted.

Finally, the C* estimate for Vu follows from Proposition and the
C7 estimate for Vu/d* follows from Proposition [2.7.8] O

<,
CV({u>O}ﬂB1/2)

I/i

1=1,...,n.

Combining the previous results, we can finally give the proof of the free
boundary regularity around regular points:

Proof of Theorem [4.4.7] First, by Lemma the solution v is
semiconvex. Thus, up to dividing it by a constant, the function

ui=v—
satisfies
u > 0 in R", Lu = f in {u>0}
D?>y > —-Id in R7, Lu > f in R",
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with [Vf| < 1 in R™ (we are also using here that Ly € Lip(R"), since
2,9 mony
¢ € CEY(R™) with ¢ > max{0,2s — 1}; see Lemma [2.2.6)).
Let 2, € 0{u > 0}, and assume that does not hold at z,. Up to a

translation we may assume z, = 0, and hence we have

HUHLOO(BT) _

>0 rltsta

Moreover, since [[ul|po(p,) < 7||Vull L (B,);

1Vl oo (B,
p (Br)

>0 rsto

Then, by Lemma (applied to a single function Vu, which is glob-
ally bounded, since u is globally Lipschitz) there is a sequence of radii
rm — 0 such that [|[Vullpe(p,, y > crsf® for some ¢ > 0 and such that
the functions

_ . u(rmz) _
@) = Nl )

B Vu(rm,z)
IVull Lo (s, )’

satisfy ||V | pe(p,) = 1 and
Vi (z)| < C(1+[z)*T*) in R™

Moreover, we also have

D?u(r, 1 1—s— .
m)) > —c 17“7171 7%Id — 0 in R",
IVumll e (B, )

2~
D%ty =1

as well as
ﬁﬂm = fm in {&m > 0} . 25—1 f(?“maj)
~ . n with  fi(x) =r) =,
= A () Fullz~e,)

which satisfies |V f,| < 7 1r % — 0 in R™.

Thus, taking m large enough, we can combineﬂ Propositions and
4.4.15|(with Ko = §, since || Viim|| 0 (p,) = 1) to deduce that the free bound-
ary O{a, > 0} is CH7 in By 9, and Vi, /d;, is C7 up to the free boundary
in By, where dy,(7) = dist(z, {@im = 0}), and 7 depends only on n, s, A,
and A.

Rescaling back to u, this means that the free boundary is C'7 in a
neighborhood of the origin, and that Vu/d® is C7 up to the free boundary

in a neighborhood of the origin. In particular, we have

(Vu(z) — bod®(z)| < Cla|*t?

smaller if necessary thanks to Proposition

5Choose €, Ro, and n from Proposition |4.4.15] which can then be applied by taking n > 0
4.4.14]
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for some b, € R", given by lim,_,q %&?, which yields

‘u(x) - aost(x)l < Ol
Since the free boundary is C7 near the origin,
‘dH—S(l’) _ (l’ . V)}FJFS} < C|$|1+s+7’

and the result follows. O

4.4.5. Higher regularity of free boundaries. Our next goal is to prove
Theorem The proof is based on the following.

Theorem 4.4.16. Let s € (0,1) and let 8 > 1 be such that 8,0 + s &
N. Let Q C R™ be any bounded CP domain, and let £ € £°(\,A), with
Klgn1 € CPH(S" Y. Let f1, f» € CP5(QN By), and uy,ug € L¥(R™) N
C(B1) be solutions of
Lu;=f;, m QN B
U; = 0 m Bl \ Q,

with ug > c1d® in By for some ¢; > 0. Then,

U ecf@n Biy).

Uz

We will not prove Theorem [4.4.16] here. Its proof uses a higher-order
version of the ideas we used to prove Proposition see [3] for more
details.

We next show how to use Theorem in order to prove the higher
regularity of free boundaries:

Proof of Theorem [4.4.2l Notice first that v € C*(R"). Let 2, € 0{v >
¢} be any regular point. By Theorem there exists » > 0 such that
o{v > ¢} N B.(x,) € CP for some 3 > 1.

Let us define u = v — ¢ which solves

(4.4.14) { Lu f in {u>0}

vl

u 0 in R"
where f = —Lp € C*®°(R") (by Lemma [2.2.6). Note that u € C*(R") so
that, for any i € {1,...,n}, we can differentiate (4.4.14) to get
L(Owu) = fi in {u>0}NBy(z)

(4.4.15) { Biu=0 in B(ws)\ {u> 0}

with f; := 0;f € C*°(R™). Suppose now, without loss of generality, that
én is normal to 9{v > ¢} at x,. Since at x, (and all points near x,) we
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have that the free boundary is C? in B,(z,), with § > 1, it follows from the
expansion in Theorem (1)| that

Opu > c1d’ in {u >0} N By(xo)
for some ¢1 > 0.

We are therefore under the assumptions of Theorem and we de-
duce that

&-u

onu

for any i € {1,...,n —1}.

e CP ({u> 0} N B,(z.)),

Now, notice that the normal vector v(z) to the level set {u =t} fort > 0
and u(z) =t is given by
O (z) = Oiu/Onu
|Vl Vi Ou/0nu)? +1
Therefore, denoting 2 = {u > 0} we deduce that in B,(z,) we have
o;u
Optt

V() i=1,..,n.

MNec’ — cCf — ved’ = 08QeccPtL,

Bootstrapping this argument and recalling that Q = {v > ¢}, we find
that 0{v > ¢} N By(z,) € C*°, as wanted. O

4.5. Optimal regularity estimates

After establishing the regularity of free boundaries (with the quantitative
estimates from Propositions [4.4.14] and 4.4.15)), we are now ready to prove
the following optimal regularity estimates. For this, we follow the approach
from [110, [61].

Theorem 4.5.1. Let s € (0,1) and £ € £\, A). Let o € C>’(R")
with ¥ > max{0,2s — 1}, and let v be the solution to the obstacle problem

{21 -[22). Then,
[v][g+s @y < Cllellezo@mnys
with C' depending only onn, s, A and A.

Proof. Let u=1v — ¢ and [|¢[/c2.9@n) = Co. We first prove that

(4.5.1) |Vu(x)| < CColx — z0|°,

for any free boundary point z, € d{u > 0}. Dividing by a constant if
necessary, and up to a translation, we may assume C, < 1 and z, = 0.

Let €, and R, be given by Proposition 4.4.15| (with ko, = % and o = 0),
and let 77 be the minimum between the constant in Proposition |4.4.14] (with
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a = 0 and these ¢, and R,), and the one given in Proposition 4.4.15| (with
Ko = % and a = 0). Notice that n depends only on n, s, A, and A.

Now, we consider
w = nu.
Then, w satisfies (see Lemma [4.2.3))
(452) w>0 and D%*w>-nld in R", with 0¢€ d{w > 0},

Lw = in {w>0 .
(4.5.3) {Lw - ; . I{R" boowith [V <,
and
(4.5.4) [Vw]| oo mny < 1.

We want to apply Proposition appropriately to get the desired esti-
mate.

To prove it, consider the set of r > 0 for which the following inequality
does not hold

IVwllpee B,y < 7%

If such set is empty, then holds, so there is nothing to prove. Oth-
erwise, take 71 > 0 its supremum (which exists, since |Vu| is globally
bounded), and observe that (recall that Vu is continuous)

IVwl| Lo (5,,) = 71, |Vwl||pee(p,y < ¥, forall r>rp.
Hence, the rescaled function
w(rix)
wry () = —11
Ty

satisfies ||Vwy, || p(p,) = 1 and

IVwl| Lo (g, )
it
We can therefore apply Proposition [4.4.14] to deduce that

[wry = sl 6)-1i-+SHLip(BRO) < &,

Vwr, || Lo (BR) = <R’ forall R>1.

with K > 1 — Ce > 1 if ¢ is small (since Vw, [|peo(p,) = 1). Thus, by

Proposition we obtain
|Vw,,| < Clz|* in By,

with C' depending only on n, s, A, and A. Rescaling back to w, this means
that

[Vwl|[geo(p,y < Cr® forall r e (0,71).
Thus, by definition of r1, the same bound holds for all » > 0, and therefore

(4.5.1)) follows.
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Finally, combining the inequality in (4.5.1)) with interior regularity esti-
mates, Theorem (exactly as in in the proof of Proposition ,

the result follows. O

Actually, following the ideas of the previous proof, we can also estab-
lish that the constants in Theorem (1)| and do not depend on the

point ..

Proposition 4.5.2. Let s, o, L, ¢, ¥, v, and v be as in Theorem [[.4.1]
with ||(,0HCQ,19(R7L) < C,. Then, for any regular free boundary point x, we
have

(455)  |o(@) = p@) = ag, (@ = 20) - ¥) | < OCllw — o H+47,
with az, > 0, while for any singular point r, we have
(4.5.6) ‘v(g;) — cp(x)\ < CC’o]az _ xo’1+s+a.

The constants v > 0 and C depend only on n, s, A, and A.

Proof. Let u = v — ¢. Dividing by a constant if necessary, and up to a
translation, we may assume C, < 1 and z, = 0. Let us choose ¢,, R,, and
n as in the proof of Theorem and define w := nu. Then, w satisfies
(4.5.2))-(4.5.3)-(4.5.4]).

As before, in Theorem [4.5.1) we have two cases. Assume first the fol-
lowing inequality holds for all € (0,1)

IVw|| oo s,y < 7°F.

Then,
u(z)| < Clzf' ot
and in particular holds, so there is nothing to prove.
Otherwise, take

ri=sup{r>0: IVw|| poo(B,) > rited,

which satisfies 1 € (0,1). Then,

s+o

[VwllLe(s,,) =117 [Vwl|peop,) < r°+

for all r > rq.

Hence, the rescaled function

w(rix)
wi() = T
1

satisfies
[Vwr, | ooy = 1, IVwy, || so(pyy < R*YY forall R > 1.
We can therefore apply Proposition to deduce that

[, — k(@ - e)}i-JrsHLip(BRo) < o
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Thus, by Proposition 4.4.15 we obtain

||VU)7"1 /ds“cv(mﬁBl/z) =G,

and thus

Hwh —h(z- 6)}I—ﬂ;HLip(Br) <Or*™Y for re(0,1).

Rescaling back to w, this yields

1+s

|w— kri(z-e)k < CritT forall € (0,7).

s,
By definition of r; the same bound holds for all r € (0, 1) (assuming, without
loss of generality, that o > ), and therefore (4.5.5) follows. O

As a consequence of the previous quantitative estimate, we find the
following;:

Corollary 4.5.3. Let s, L, ¢, ¥, v, and v be as in Theorem [[.7.1], with
lellc2omny < Co, and let u:=wv — ¢. Then,

[u/d" || oy + [V d || oy < CCo,

with C and v > 0 depending only on n, s, A\, and A.

Proof. The result follows by combining the estimates from Proposition[4.5.2]
with interior regularity estimates, exactly as in the proof of Proposition[2.7.8
O

In particular, the result in Corollary means that the limit

lim — =ay,
{u>0}3z—2, d1 13 °

exists for any free boundary point z, € 0{u > 0}, and it is (Ho6lder) contin-
uous in x,. Moreover, regular points can be characterized as those at which
az, > 0, while degenerate points are those where a,, = 0.

4.6. Further results and open problems

The main results we have proved in this chapter for the obstacle problem

(4.2.1)-(4.2.2)) with operators of the form (4.2.3)-(4.2.4)-(4.2.5) may be sum-

marized as follows:

e Solutions are C1*#(R"), and this is optimal.

e The free boundary splits into a set of reqular points, which is rela-
tively open and C'°°, and a closed set of degenerate points.
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We refer to Theorem for the dichotomy characterizing regular and
degenerate points.

This gives already quite strong information about solutions and free
boundaries (it is somehow the analogue of Caffarelli’s celebrated result for
the case of the Laplacian, [36]), but at the same time it raises several inter-
esting questions.

4.6.1. Local estimates. Most of the proofs we presented here are local in
nature, in the sense that we only need the equation to hold in a ball
By and then one can obtain local estimates in Bj 5, independently of the
boundary data.

However, not all of them are local: the semiconvexity of solutions (see
Lemma 4.2.3)) relies on a maximum principle type argument that really uses
the fact that the problem is global. The same proof can be carried out in
bounded domains, but only when one assumes that the contact set {v = ¢}
is at positive distance from the fixed boundary 9f2.

To establish local semiconvexity estimates for solutions of
(4.6.1) min{Lv, v —¢} =0 in B

is much more delicate, and it was done only recentlyﬁ by the second author,
Torres-Latorre, and Weidner in [197]. As a consequence, we also established
optimal regularity estimates

(4.6.2) lellgssa o) < € (Iellesay + ol )

for solutions of (4.6.1]), with 5 > 1+2s and K|gn-1 € Lip(S™~!). This raises
the following:

Open question 4.1: Does the estimate (4.6.2)) hold for any 8 > 1+ s?
Related to this, we also have the following:

Open question 4.2: Can one develop a similar reqularity theory for oper-
ators with variable coefficients L(v,x)?

4.6.2. More general kernels. Many of the proofs we presented in this
Chapter used quite strongly the fact that the operators £ under considera-

tion satisfy

A
0< PIEEE < K(y) < y|n s

610 case of the fractional Laplacian (—A)*® one can use the extension property in order to
prove such a semiconvexity estimate; see [8], [34), [101].



302 4. Obstacle problems

A natural question is then to understand whether one can develop the
same regularity theory for obstacle problems driven by general (stable) op-
erators £ in the class &2™(\, A) (recall Definition [2.1.21]):

Open question 4.3: Does the reqularity of solutions and free boundaries
(Theorems |4.4.1] and|4.5.1]) hold for any stable operator L € &2\, A)?

This question has been investigated in the recent work [198], where it
has been answered positively under the extra assumption

Klgn-1 € LP(S™)  for some p > 22
s

Moreover, thanks to the results in [198], it turns out that the previous
question would follow for any £ € &"™(\, A) if one can prove the uniqueness
of positive L-harmonic functions in cones, as stated next:

Open question 4.4: Let £ € &(\ A) and ¥ C R"™ be any closed convex
cone. Let wi,ws € C(R™) be any positive solutions of Lw; = 0 in X¢, with
w; =0 in 3. Prove that wi = kwo for some k > 0.

Recall that for £ € £(\, A) we deduced this result (Proposition
from the boundary Harnack inequality (Theorem |4.3.2). However, for gen-
eral operators £ € &"™(\,A) even the interior Harnack inequality may
fail, and thus one would need a different approach in order to establish
the uniqueness of positive solutions in cones.

4.6.3. Degenerate points. As in many other free boundary problems, an
important and delicate question is to understand the set of singular (or, in
this case, degenerate) points. In case of the square root of the Laplacian
V/—A, some of the best known results in this direction may be summarized
as follows:

e If ¢ is analytic, then the set of degenerate free boundary points is
contained in a countable union of (n—1)-dimensional C* manifolds,
possibly except for a set of Hausdorff dimension at most n — 2
[111, 116, 62, 110, 109, 204, 112].

e There exist solutions whose free boundaries consist of only degen-

erate points. Still, for almost every solution, the set of degenerate
points has Hausdorff dimension strictly less than n — 3 [104), 107].

We refer to [111), 13), 117, 104] for similar results for the fractional
Laplacian (—A)?® for any s € (0,1).

The proofs of all these results are strongly based on the extension prop-
erty of the fractional Laplacian, and in particular, that thanks to it one may
use several monotonicity formulas for such operator. These monotonicity
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formulas do not seem to exist for more general operators of the form (4.2.3)-

(4.2.4)-(4.2.5). Thus, this raises then the following natural (and probably
difficult) questions in this more general setting:

Open question 4.5: Can one prove any structure or regularity result for
the set of degenerate points?

Open question 4.6: Is it true that for almost every solution the set of
degenerate points is small?

As said above, we expect these questions to be quite challenging.
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Appendix A

Some properties of
Holder spaces

In this appendix, we state some useful properties about Holder spaces. Re-
call that, given a € (0,1], the Hélder space C%%(Q) is the set of functions
u € C(£) such that

[U]CO,Q(Q) = sup M < 0.
x,g;éeﬂ ’l' - y|
Ty
The Holder norm is
[ull coy = llullLee () + [u]coe(q)-

When « = 1, this is the usual space of Lipschitz functions.

More generally, we define:

Definition A.0.1 (Hoélder spaces). Given k € N and « € (0, 1], the space
Ck2(€) is the set of functions v € C*(2) such that the following norm is
finite

k | DFu(x) — DFu(
y)|
ul| ko | DI Leo(Q) + sup
lullc E: D7l Sup, g
Y

= |lullcx () + [D*ulco.a ).

Here, we can take any equivalent definition for the norms of D’u, for example
|D7u| = 324 =; 10%ul, where a = (ay,...,an) € Ny is a multi-index. When
B > 0 is not an integer, we denote C?(Q) := C**(Q), where 8 = k + a,

305
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with k£ € N, and o € (0,1). We similarly denote |[ullcs(q) = [[ullor.a(q) and
[ul sy == [DFu]ceq)-

Finally, we denote C’{ZCO‘(Q) the set of functions u € C*(Q) such that
u € CH*(K) for any K cC Q.

A.1. Some useful lemmas

Let us start by presenting some lemmas on properties of Hélder functions.
We refer to [105, Appendix A] for the corresponding proofs of Lemmas
[A.T.1] and [A.T.2]

The first one is on second order incremental quotients.

Lemma A.1.1. Assume that 8 € (0,2], 8 # 1, |lullf(B,) < Co, and

lu(z + h) + u(z — h) — 2u(z)|
sup

heB; |h’6
:BGBl_‘M

< ..

Then, u € C°(By) (u € CYY(By) if B =2) and lull sy < CCo, with C
depending only on n and «.

And the second one is on norms of first order incremental quotients:
Lemma A.1.2. Assume that o € (0,1], 8 > 0, |lu| pe(p,) < Co, and that
for every h € By we have

u(z + h) —u(z)
|h]*

< s,
CA(By_jn))

with Cs independent of h. Assume in addition that o« + 8 ¢ N. Then,
u € C*tA(By) and lullgats @y < CCo, with C depending only on n, o, and

B1
B.
Let us now prove a useful characterization of Holder spaces in Lipschitz

domains. We define first what we mean by Lipschitz domain (cf. Defini-
tion for more regular domains).

Definition A.1.3 (Lipschitz domains). Let @ C R™. We say that 2 is a
Lipschitz domain with Lipschitz constant L > 0 and C%!'-radius p if, for any
To € 0N, we have

/) }

Q_lR((?Q—xo)ﬂCL:{ ( ’
x[—L—1,L+1]

' xn) €CL i xy = @(x
with [Vl pee(py) <
!/
1

L
for some rotation R and some ¢ € C%!(BY), where Cy, := B
and B} C R"! is the unit ball.
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Figure A.1.1. Graphical representation of the setting of the proof of
Lemma We flatten the domain by means of a Lipschitz diffeo-

morphism.

Lemma A.1.4. Let a € (0,1], and let Q be any bounded Lipschitz domain
with C%'-radius o and Lipschitz constant L. Let us suppose that, for some
u € L>®(Q),
Bos(c) u < Cor®  for any Bay(x) C Q.
Then u € C%%(Q) and
[u]co,a(g) S CCO

for some C depending only on n, L, p, diam(Q2), and «.

Proof. Let z1,z2 € . Let us start by assuming that r := |x; — 22| < %
If dist(x1,09) > o, we are done, since By, (z1) C Q and |u(z1) — u(z2)| <
0SCR, (z;) < Cor® by assumption. Hence, we restrict ourselves to the case
where z1 and x5 are both at distance at most o from the boundary.

After a rotation and a g-scaling, we may assume that z1, 22 € {(2/,z,) €
Cr : x> p(z')} C Q for some ¢ € C%L(B) with »(0) = 0 and Lipschitz
constant L, where Cp, := B} x (—L — 1, L+ 1). After a Lipschitz diffeomor-
phism we assume furthermore that ¢(2') =0 in Bj, and so QNCp, = {z, >
0} N Cr (the hypothesis on the oscillation of u is the same after a covering
argument, with a possibly larger C, by a multiplicative factor depending
only on the diffeomorphism). We finally assume, after a translation, that
z1 = (0,61) and xg = (%, d2), where |z4| < % and d1,d52 > 0. We refer to
Figure for a graphical representation of the setting described.

Notice that Bs, (x1) C Q. If 6 > r and d2 > r we are done by assump-

tion, since there will be a path joining them inside ) that can be covered
T

by finitely many balls of radius 5 entirely contained in €. Let us suppose

then that d; < r, and let us define z; := (0,61 + 7).
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We consider the path 2, = (1-27%)z1+27%%;, that satisfies |zp—zp41| =
27"=1p and (2j), = 01 + 27 %r. This implies that xz 1 € By—r—1,(x}) and
By—k,(zr) C 2 and we can therefore apply the hypothesis of the lemma to
deduce

lu(zg) — u(zpy)] < CCo2~ kDo
for some constant C' that depends on L (due to the Lipschitz diffeomor-
phism). By summing a geometric series we obtain that

u(z1) —u(@)] <D Jul@r) — u(zpia)| < CCr.
k>0
If 93 < r, we can do the same with Zy := (24, d2 + ) to get in this case
lu(z2) — u(z2)| < CCre.
Now, the points Z; and o satisfy that (z1), > r and (Z2), > 7, and so
|u(z1) — u(z2)| < CCor® as before. In all, we have
(1) —u(z2)| < fu(@1) —u(@)|+ [u(@1) —u(F2) | +u(z2) — u(@:)] < CCar?,
as we wanted to see.
Finally, let us suppose that r > ¢. By assumption, the set
Qs = {x € Q : dist(z,00 > o/4}

satisfies that any two points y1,y2 € 0,4 can be connected by a path
fully contained in €,/ of length depending only on o, L, and diam(Q2). If
dist(z;, 0Q) < 0/4, let T; be defined as above: that is, dist(z;, 9Q) > p/4
and
|u(Zi) — u(z;)| < CCsp™.
We can then connect Z; and Z by finitely many balls of radius ¢/8 and center
in ,/4, each of which satisfies the hypotheses of the lemma, to deduce that
|u(z1) — u(z2)| < CCop* < CCor®,

where C' depends only on the number of balls connecting z; and Zs. Since
there is a finite path between the two points, C' depends only on o, L, and
diam(Q?). In particular, we have

u(e1) —u(za)| < fu(e1) —u(@)|+u(T1) —u(@2) |+ |u(zz) —u(Z2)| < CCor,

as we wanted to see. O

A.2. Incremental quotients

Given f : R" — R, h € R", and m € N, the m-th order incremental or
difference quotient D} f is

mern ) w(fl@+n) = f(@) if m=1,
D f(x)_{ BL(Dhm—lf(x)) it m > 2.
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Lemma A.2.1. Let f € C™ }(R"™) be such that Di*f is constant for any
h € R" (maybe depending on h). Then, f is a polynomial of degree m.

Proof. For m = 1, the assumption implies Dy, f(x) = Dy f(z — h), and we
obtain f(z+h)+ f(z—h) = 2f(x) for all z, h € R™. This is the equality case
in Jensen’s inequality, which for continuous functions holds only when f is
affine. By induction, if D} f is constant, then Dhm_1 f is affine and Dhm_1 f!
is constant, so f’ is a polynomial of degree m — 1. O

We also have the following basic property on the boundedness of incre-
mental quotients for Hélder functions:

Lemma A.2.2. Let a € (0,1), k € N, Q conver, and let u € CF~1(Q) be
such that [u]ck_1,a(§) < C,. Then,

| Djyul
sup
heR™ ||
dist(z,00) >k|h|

< CC..

For some C depending only on n, o, and k.
Proof. For k = 1 this is the definition of C%®. Let us show the case k = 2.
By the mean value theorem
u(z +h) —u(z) =h-Vu(x +th)
for some ¢ € (0,1), and therefore,
(A2.1) |u(z+h)—u(x)—h-Vu(z)| < |h||Vu(z+th) — Vu(z)| < Colh|' .
Taking —h instead of h, and adding up we obtain
(A.2.2) lu(z 4+ h) + u(x — h) — 2u(z)| < 2C.|h|* T2,
which is what we wanted (up to replacing = by = + h).

For the general case, we proceed similarly. Indeed, by the Taylor theorem
we know that, denoting h = h|h| for some h € S"~1,

hlk—2 e hlk—1 e
u(zo + h) —u(xe)—--- — (|k: ’_ 2)!8}% 2)u(xo) — (|k |_ 1)!8}% 1)u(xo) =
_ I e R 1)
= 1)!(% u(zo +th) — = 1)!83 u(zo)

for some t € (0, 1), and therefore,
[u(wo + h) = plae, h)| < ClR|F1F,

for any h, where p(z,,y) is the Taylor polynomial (in y) of u at x., of order
k — 1. In particular, since D,’ip(xo, 0) = 0 (where the increments are in vy,
and since p is a polynomial of order £ — 1), we deduce the desired result
from the triangle inequality. U
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If we denote by d7u(x) the second order centered increments,

Sy = DR

we then have the following technical lemma:

Lemma A.2.3. Let o € (0,1]. Then, we have the following:
(i) If u € Ciy (R™) with [u]craggny < 1 then
u(z +h) —u(z) —u(h) + u(0)| < min|A|lx|*, [A]*z[}
< ’h|t+a(1—t)|x|at+1—t
and
|6u(@) — 65u(0)| < min{2(h["F4, A|%|z], |hl[x|*}
< Q‘h‘(l-&-a)(l—t)-f—toc‘x’t

for all z,h € R™ and t € [0, 1].

(ii) If u € Cfog(R”) with [u]c2.amny < 1 then

62u(z) — 63u(0)] < min {[B2[a]?, [B[5+a]} < [Bf2HEH0-D] g teri

for all z,h € R™ and t € [0, 1].

Proof. Fixing x,h € R", let us denote
w(y) = u(z +y) —uy).
Then, the left-hand side in the first expression of |(i)|is given by
lw(h) —w(0)| < |h||Vw(h)| where h=th for somet € [0,1],
by the mean value formula. Notice, moreover, that
[Vw(h)| = |Vu(z + h) — Vu(h)| < |z|*

since [u]c1,amn) < 1. By the symmetry of the roles of x and h, this gives
the first inequality in We also use that, for any a,b > 0 and ¢ € [0, 1],

(A.2.3) min{a,b} < a'b' .
For the second one, we know that [62u(x)| < |h[1* and |§2u(0)| < |n| T

by Lemma (A.2.2). On the other hand, notice also that by the triangle
inequality

|Ghu(z) — 0pu(0)] < =|u(z + h) — u(z) — u(h) + u(0)]

N | =

1
+ §\u(x —h) —u(z) —u(—h) + u(0)],
so that the result follows by applying the first inequality (and (A.2.3)).
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Let us now show Observe that

1
w(y) = /0 x - Vu(y + tz) dt.
Then,
1
tute) ~ 32u(0)] = foRu)| =| [ o @Vt
0

Now, since Vu € C1*, we have that [(67Vu)(z)| < |h|'T for every z,h €
R"”, and thus
|6hu(z) — Spu(0)] < |z|h['*e.

On the other hand, by the mean value theorem for second derivatives we
know that

1 _ - _
52w (0) = §h - D*w(h)h, where h=th, forsomet e (—1,1).

Recalling that w(y) = u(x + y) — u(y) and using that [u]c2.ame) < 1, we
find

‘h . (D2u(x +h) - D2u(f_z))h| < |h|?|z|,
and therefore the result follows (again, also using ({A.2.3))). O

A.3. Interpolation inequalities

In the following, we present a well known interpolation inequality in Holder
spaces (see [122] Lemma 6.35]). We give a simple proof for the convenience
of the reader.

In this section, we say that © is a C7 domain if  is a C** domain for
some k € N, a € (0,1], and v = k + .

Proposition A.3.1. Lety > 3 > 0, and let Q be either a bounded C™x{7:1}
domain, or Q@ =R™. Then, for any e >0 and u € C7(?) we have

[ulles() < Cellull Lo () + lulcv )

for some C. depending only onn, €, v, 3, and §2.

Proof. We split the proof into five steps.

Step 1: Let us assume 2 = R™. We first establish the case v < 1, i.e.,
(A.3.1) [Wes@ny < Cellul|peo@ny + [ulv@ny,  0<B<y<1
Indeed, we have

B
R <@ -l (MR ey nyer



312 A. Some properties of Holder spaces

and therefore
1-8 B
[ulos gy < Cllull poo(gny [t dn gny < Celltill Lo ny + elu] v @n)-

We have used the inequality t'=¢ < C. + et for any fixed 6 € (0,1), where
C. depends only on # and ¢ > 0.
Step 2: We next show the case 5 =1 and v € (1, 2], that is,

For any x € R", j € {1,...,n}, and p € (0,1), by the mean value
theorem there exists p € (0, p) such that

Dz + pe;) = u(z + pe;) - u(m)

Then, we have

|0ju(x)] < |0ju(x + pej) — dju )

Y

and thus
|05u(x)| < p*[0julca@ny + 207 |lull Loo (rrny-
Summing over 1 < j < n, we obtain
[Vu(a)| < Cp®[Vulga@ny + Cp~lull Lo @n)-
By taking p small enough such that Cp® < e, we have shown ({A.3.2)).
Step 3: We next show, for any k& € N, the case § =k and vy =k + 1,
(A.3.3) [ull ok mny < Cellull oo rny + €llullorrr @n)-

We proceed by induction. The case k = 0 is trivial, and k = 1 is a conse-
quence of (A.3.2) with « = 1. Let us now suppose that it holds for some
k € N, and we prove it for £+ 1. From ({A.3.2)) we have

[ullor+1mny < Ceollullor@ny + €ollull orremny.-
By induction hypothesis, we deduce
[ullorr1(mny < CeoCcyl[ull oo @ny + Cegerl|ullorrimny + ollull crz@n)-

Choosing €9 = £ and 1 small enough so that 1 — C.ye1 > 3, we get (A:3.3).

Step 4: Finally, let us show how to use (A.3.1)-(A.3.2)-(A.3.3) to get the
desired result. We know from (A.3.2)) that for any a € (0, 1],

[ullermny < Ceollullor-1@mny + €o[ulcrtamny-
Using (A.3.3),

HUHC’“(R") < G,y HUHLOO(R”) + CEOEIHUHC’C(R") + 50[“]0k+a(Rn),
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so that again choosing €9 = § and £; small enough so that 1 — C.je1 > %,
we get (also using [|ull cwr gny < [[ullor@ny for K <k)

(A.3.4) [uller@ny < Cellullpoon) + e[ulovmny for any k<.
On the other hand, if we denote || = k, thanks to (A.3.1) we have

[ules@mny < Csollullormny + olul gmintym1y @mn)

which arguing as above (by means of ({A.3.3]) or (A.3.4])) completes the proof.

Step 5: To finish, we use the extension theorem to prove our desired result
in a given bounded C7 domain 2.

Observe that follows in the exact same way as before, restricting
ourselves to €. This proves the analogue of in 2. In order to obtain
the analogue of , we use the extension theorem as follows.

We know that, given v € C7(2), there exists u € C7(R"), called the
C7 extension of u towards R"™, which satisfies u = u in Q and ||@|cv@n) <

C||lu||cv(q) for any v < ~, for some C' depending only on n, v, and  (see
Lemma [A.3.2)). In particular, we can apply (A.3.2]) to u and obtain

[Vullpeo () < IVl poomny < Cellti]| oo (mry + €[VU] g (mr)
< CCul| () + Cellullcreaqys

for 0 < a < 1. That is,
(1= Ce)|IVul| g (o) < C(C: + &) |lull Lo (o) + Ce[Vulca(qy-

Up to making e smaller, we recover the analogue of (A.3.2)) in a domain €.
The proof now finishes in the exact same way as before. O

In the previous proof, we have used the following version of the extension
theorem, to prove the result in bounded domains.

Lemma A.3.2 (Extension Theorem). Let 2 C R™ be a bounded C7 domain

(with v > 1) and let u € C7(Q). Then, there exists i € CJ(R™) such that
u=uin ) and

|tl|cvmny < Cllulleviy  for all 0<v <4,
for some C' depending only on n, v, and Q.
Proof. This result follows from the proof of [122] Lemma 6.37]. O
We can also use the extension theorem to derive, from the previous

estimate in Proposition a multiplicative version of the interpolation
inequality:
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Lemma A.3.3. Let v > 3> 0, let r € (0,00], and let w € CV(B,). Then
1-8 B 8
[ulcs(p,) < Cllull i) [l g,y + Cr ™ llullLoes,),

for some C depending only on n, v, and 5.
Proof. Let us prove first the result for r = co. In order to do that, we apply

Proposition with e = 1 and = R" to the function u,(z) = u(pz), to
obtain

PPlu) sy = [tplos@ny < CllupllLoemny + [tplommn)
= C|lull Lo (mry + 07 [U] v (mr)-

-

1 _1
By choosing p = ||ul|} (Rn)[u] c(rny We get the desired result in the case
r = 00.

Let us now do the case r € (0, 00). Notice first that it is enough to prove
it for r = 1. The result for general r then follows by scaling, by applying

the result for r = 1 to the function u(rz).
Let @ the C7 extension of u to R" given by Lemma with Q = By.
Now, since u is globally C7, by the case r = co and the extension theorem

we already know that

(A.3.5)
1-8 B 1-8 B
[Wosn) = [@esry < Clallymigm @@ < Clulliis lel2 s,
Thanks to the interpolation result in Proposition we also have

lullcvsyy < Cllullzes,) + ez,

which, used in (A.3.5) together with the fact that (a4 b)? < aP + bP for any
a,b>0and p € (0,1), gives the desired result. O

As a consequence of the interpolation inequality, we also have the fol-
lowing bound on the semi-norm of the product of functions:

Proposition A.3.4. Let u,v € C*%(By) for some k € Ny and o € (0, 1).
Then uv € C**(By) with

[wv]enra(p) < C ([U}ck+a(31)||vHok(Bl) + HUHLOO(Bl)||UHok+a(Bl))

for some C' depending only on n, k, and «.

Proof. Let us suppose first that kK = 0. Let now 2 C R™ be any open set,
so that for any x,y €

|(uv) (@) = (wo) ()| _ |u(z) — uly)

| [v(z) —v(y)]
o S ey W)l @)

|z —y|*

9
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and therefore

(A.3.6) [wv]ga(q) < [ulca@llvlie @) + lulle@)v]oe(@)-
Taking 2 = B; we get the case k = 0. Let us now suppose k > 1. By the
chain rule, we have
0%(uv) = Z Cap0Pud* v,
b<a
where a,b € (Np)™ are multi-indices, and ¢, are constants.
Thus, by the triangle inequality and the case k£ = 0 we have

[U’U]Ck+a(31) < C Z [8bu3“_bv]ca(31)
la|=Ek, b<a

k
< CZ ([DZU]CQ(Bl)HDk_ZUHLOO(Bl) + HDZUHLOO(Bl)[Dk_ZU]Ca(Bl)) ;
i=0
for some C depending only on k. Using now the interpolation inequality,
Proposition [AZ37],
[ullgiva(my) < [ulertam,) + Cllullpe(s,),
for j € Ny, and j < k, we obtain the desired result. O
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Appendix B

Construction of
barriers

In this appendix, we construct some useful barriers for nonlocal operators
in different kinds of domains.

An important ingredient in these constructions will be the following;:

Lemma B.0.1 ([173]). Let @ C R"™ be any open set, and let do(x) =
dist(x, Q). Then, there exists a function dg € C*°(2) N Lip(R™) satisfying

(B.0.1) dg <0 <Cdg m R",
and
|DFoq| < Crdy * in Q

for all k € N, with C and C}, depending only on n and k.

If, in_addition, X is a bounded C? domain with 3> 1 and B ¢ N, then
2 € CP(Q) and

|D*oq| < Crodg ™™ in Q
forallk e N, k> j.

Finally, if Q is a bounded C* domain, then dq € C1(Q) and there exists
a modulus of continuity w depending only on 0 such that

|D*00| < w(do)dg' in Q

When there is no possible confusion about what the domain € is, we
will simply denote

d:=dg and 0 :=0q.

317
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Notice that, in case of bounded C? domains with 8 > 1 and S ¢ N, a
regularized distance can be constructed by taking the solution of Ao = 1
in Q with 0 = 0 on 012, for example.

For arbitrary open sets 2 C R”™, the function constructed in [173] is
given by the equation

o(x) = / d(z — 30(2)2) p(2)dz,
By
where ¢ € C2°(By) is a nonnegative function with fB1 ¢ =1

B.1. One-dimensional and radial barriers

We first construct one-dimensional homogeneous subsolutions.

Lemma B.1.1. Let s € (0,1), e € S* !, and L € £4(\,A) — that is, of
the form (3.1.5)-(3.1.6)-(3.1.7)). Then, there exists S, € (0,2s) N (0,1) such
that, for any 8 € (0,2s) with 8 > Bo, we have

Llz-ef’ < —clz e~ in R"

in the viscosity sense. The constants ¢ > 0 and Bo depend only on n, s, A,
and A.

Proof. We will use the extremal operators (recall (3.1.3) and (3.1.12))

MFw = —Lwy,  Miwe= i = Lwy,
vim o L-) Mows st (- o)

which satisfy (since the class £4(A, A) is scale invariant of order 2s)
M*Fw,(z) = r® (M*w) (ra).
In particular, if w is positively homogeneous of degree /3, then
MEw(x) = NP2 (Mi)w(a:/)\).
Notice also that the class £5(), A) is rotation invariance, so it suffices to

prove the result for e = e,.
Thanks to the above discussion, we know that
M7z, = calzn P72 in {|wa] > 0}
for g € (0,2s), where cg € R is given by
s = M_‘on
r=en,
Moreover, it is easy to see that cg — +oo as 3 — 2s. On the other hand,

when s > %, since the function |£Bn|i is convex for 3 > 1, we have cg > 0
for § > 1. Since cg is continuous with respect to 3, for any s € (0, 1) there
is B, € (0,2s) N (0, 1) such that cg > ¢ > 0 for all 5 > f.
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By definition of M, this implies that for any operator £ € £,(\,A)
and all § > S, we have

Lz, P < —MT|zl? < —c|x,P% in {|z,] > 0},
with ¢ > 0. Therefore, since on {z, = 0} the function has a minimum,
Llz,|? < —M7|z,)P < —clznP~% in R"

in the viscosity sense, as we wanted to see. ([

As a consequence, we next show the following.

Lemma B.1.2. Let s € (0,1), e € S" 1, and £ € £,(\, A) — that is, of the
form (3.1.5)-(3.1.6))-(3.1.7). Then, there exists @ > 0 such that

o(x) == exp ( — |z e|179)

satisfies
Lop>—-C in R

in the viscosity sense. The constants C' and 0 depend only onn, s, A, and A.
Proof. Thanks to Lemma [B.I.T], for some 6 > 0 we have
Llz-e|' < —clz-e' "2 <0 in R",

with ¢ > 0. In particular, since the difference between ¢(x) and —|x - e|*~?
is C%*9 (for 1 — 6 > s), the function ¢ satisfies Lo > —C in R (by
Lemma [2.2.4), as wanted. O

Remark B.1.3. The previous results, Lemmas [B.1.1] and [B.1.2] work as
well with essentially the same proof for any operator £ € &4(\, A), provided
that one gives the corresponding definitions of Mé (MA) and viscosity super-

and subsolution in this context.

We will also need the following radial subsolution. Recall that &4(\, A)
is the class of operators given by Definition [2.1.18

Lemma B.1.4. Let s € (0,1), L € &5(\,A). Then, there exists § € (s,2s)
such that

LA -]z <=1 in B\ Biy,
where B and n > 0 depend only on n, s, A\, and A.

Proof. Let n > 0 to be fixed later, and let z, € By \Bl_n. After a rotation
we may assume =, = (1 — r)e,, with r € (0,7).

Consider the rescaled function

1— |z + |2}
w(a) = T XTI _ (o, 1) 1l — enf?),
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which satisfies
H’U)H02(Bl/2) <C and w(x)> (x,— 1)63r in {z, —1>7rlz—e,*}.

Thus, we have, for any £ € &4(\, A) with kernel K,

Lw(0) < C - (yn — DIE (y)dy.

{zn—1>r|z—€n|?}
Now, as 7 — 0 (recall r € (0,7)) we have
/ W DKWy — [ (- DK@y,
{zn—1>r|z—en|?} {zn>1}

and by the ellipticity and the symmetry condition on £, one can show that
this converges to +00 as  — 2s (depending only on n, s, A\, and A). Thus,

/ (Yn — 1)§K(y)dy — 400 as n—0, [ —2s,
{zn—1>r|z—en|?}

and hence
Lw(0) < —1
for some 8 € (s,2s) and for all » € (0,n), provided that > 0 is small

enough. Rescaling back, and taking £ = L, the rescaled version of L (see
Remark |2.1.19)), we deduce that
L(1— ’x|2)§-’x:xo = TﬁiQSﬁrw(O) <-1,

and since x, € By \ B;_, was arbitrary, we are done. O

Finally, we will also need the following three results, which hold for
stable operators £. The first one says that, for one dimensional functions,
in order to compute Lu it is enough to compute its fractional Laplacian:

Lemma B.1.5. Let s € (0,1), and let £ € &™(\,A). Letuw e L3 __(R")N
C*7%¢(B,(x)) for some e > 0 and r > 0 be a one-dimensional function,

u(z) = u(x - e) for some w: R — R and e € S*"L. Then
Lu(z) = ce((—A)gu)(z - €)
for some ce depending only on n, s, L, and e, such that
c_ <ce<cy,
where c_,cy > 0 are constants depending only on n, s, A\, and A, but inde-

pendent of e.

Proof. We compute Lu(x) by using polar coordinates

dr

K(dy) = Fit2s

K(db),
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with 7 > 0 and § € S"!, where we used the homogeneity of the kernel K.
Then, we get

Lu(z) = % /s"—l OOO (2u(z) — u(z + r6) — u(z — r6)) %K(dg)
1 * dr
=1 /Sn1 . (2u(z) = u(z + r0) — u(z — r0)) e K (d9)
= % /Sn1 /_OO (2@(1" ce)—u((x+7r0)-e)—u((x—r0)- 6))%K(d9)
= Cs (—A)ga)(z-e+10-e)| _ K(d6)

~al(Aga)ae) [ 10- el K () = cAle)(-A)) o)
for some ce = ¢ A(e) > 0, as we wanted to see. ]

As a consequence we obtain the following:

Lemma B.1.6. Let s € (0,1), and let L € &"™(\,A), and let € € (0,s).
Then, for any e € S*~ ! the function

u(@) = (a- )5
satisfies
Lu = —ce(r-€)T° in {x-e>0},
u = 0 in {z-e <0},

for some ce > 0 depending only on n, s, €, e, A, and A, such that
c— < ce < C+,

for c_,cy > 0 depending only onn, s, €, A, and A.

Proof. By Lemma if we denote a(t) = t'°,
Lu(z) =, (—A)gu(z-e) for xeR"

The fractional Laplacian is a 2s-homogeneous operator (see Lemmal(l.10.3])
So we get
(—A)gu(t) = et for teR,

where ¢, = (—A)ju(1) € R by Lemma We just need to check the
sign of c,. In order to do that, we “slide” the function ¢% from the right
until we touch u (see Figure . Namely, consider (t — h)% for h > 0,
which for h > 0 large enough is below 4. We now make h small until they
touch at some point t, > 0, at ho > 0. Then,

(s ")t = (A)Ra(te) < (=A)R[(E — ho)3](ts) = 0,
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Sy st
at) =+

(t— ho)s

to teR

Figure B.1.1. We slide the function ¢3 from the right until it touches .

where we have used that (—A)f (a(t) — (t — ho)?) (to) < 0 because ¢, is a
strict minimum, and that (—A)gt% = 0 for ¢ > 0; see Proposition |1.10.14]
Thus, ¢, < 0 and the result follows. O

As well as:
Lemma B.1.7. Let s € (0,1), and let L € &™(\,A), and let £ € (0,s).
Then, for any e € S*! the function

u(x) = (zv-e)i°

satisfies

Lu = ce(x-€)°7° in {x-e>0},

for some ce > 0 depending only on n, s, €, e, A, and A, such that

c_ < ce < cy,
for c_,cy > 0 depending only onn, s, &, A, and A.
Proof. As in the proof of Lemma [B.1.6] it is enough to check that c, =
(=A)gu(1) > 0, where u(t) = t5°. To do that, we now “slide” the function
t5. from the left until we touch a: we consider (¢t + k)% for h > 0, which for

h > 0 large enough is above u, and make it small until they touch at some
point ¢, > 0, for h = ho > 0. Then,

et ™ ")+ = (A)Ru(te) > (=A)R[(E 4 ho)3](ts) = 0,

using that (—A) (@(t) — (t + ho)?) (to) > 0 since t, is a strict maximum,
and that (—A)gt} = 0 for ¢ > 0; see Proposition [1.10.14, Thus, ¢, > 0. O
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B.2. Barriers for stable operators

We next construct appropriate barriers in C! and CY® domains. Recall
that, given any C® domain Q C R”, we say that o is a C"*radius for € if,
at scale o, the domain looks like the graph of a C1® function with C*® norm
bounded by 1; see Deﬁnition Notice also that, by [173], Theorem 1.3],
we can take the regularized distance 9 so that |[0]|1.a (@) depends only on n
and o.

An approximate solution. The key result of this section is the following.

Proposition B.2.1. Let s € (0,1), and let L € &™(\,A). Let o € (0,5),
let Q be any CY* domain with CY*-radius 0o > 0, and let 0 = 0 be given
by Definition [2.7.5 Then, o* € H*(R") and

(i) We have
|L(0%)] < Co%*¢ in .
(it) If, in addition, the kernel satisfies (2.7.2), then
(B.2.1) |L(0%)] < Co*° in .
The constant C depends only on n, s, a, 0o, A, and A.

For this, we need a few technical lemmas. The first one reads as follows.

Lemma B.2.2. Let Q be any CY® domain with CY*-radius 0, > 0. Then,
for each x, € Q we have

Aao+y) — (2lwe) + VO(o) ) | <Ol for yeR™

The constant C depends only on n and g..

Proof. Let us consider 0, a C1®(R") extension of d|q satisfying 0 < 0 in
R™\ Q (see, e.g., Lemma [A.3.2). Then, since 0 € C1*(R"™) we have

[0(x) — 0(wo) — VO(20) - (x — )| < Clw — N e
in all of R”. Here we used d(x,) = 3(,) and Vo(x,) = V0 (z,).
Now, using that |a; — by | < |a — b, combined with (0); =0, we find
‘0(:1:) — (0(o) + VO (20) - (z — xo))+’ < Clz — x|t
for all x € R", and the lemma follows. O

Lemma B.2.3. Let Q be any bounded C' domain. Then, there exists a
modulus of continuity w depending only on ) such that, for each x, € ) we
have

p(@e +1) = (o) + Vo(ee) y) | <wllyblyl  for yeRr"
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Proof. The proof is analogous to the one of Lemma We consider 9,
a C'(R™) extension of d|q satisfying 0 < 0 in R"\ Q. By Taylor’s theorem
(since 0 € C*(R™)) we know that for any z € R™,

o(z) —0(w0) = VO (Az + (1 — Vo)) - (v — 20)

for some A € [0,1] (that depends on x). Hence, once again using that
0 € CHR"),
|5(1‘) — (o) — VO(w0) - (w0 — xo)| =
= |(V5 A+ (1= Nzo)) — Vﬁ(:no)) (x— xo)‘
S WAz = o)z — mo| < Wl — @)z — 4|

in all of R™, for some modulus w. Using now that 9(z,) = d(z,), VO(z,) =
Vo(zo), |ay —by| < |a—b|, and (0);+ =, gives the desired result. O

The second one reads as follows.

Lemma B.2.4. Let Q) be any Lipschitz domain with Lipschitz constant L
and C%'-radius 9, > 0 (see Definition . Let o, € Q, p = do(xo),
v > —1, and 8 # . Then,

d
/ dy(zo +y) nerﬁ <CO(1+p7P).
QN(B1\B,)») Y|
The constant C' depends only on v, B, 0., and L.

Proof. Let us assume x, = 0. Notice that, since §2 is Lipschitz, there is
ks« > 0 such that for any ¢t € (0, k.| the level set {do = t} is Lipschitz as
well. Since

dy
Y
dQ(y) ’y|”+6 S 07

(B.2.2) /
(B1\B,/2){da>kx«}

we just have to bound the same integral in the set {0 < dq < k.}. Here we
used that B, N {dq > K.} = @ if r < Kk, — 2p, which follows from the fact
that dqo(0) = 2p.

We will use the following estimate for t € (0, k«):
H" " ({do =t} N (Byrt1 \ Byx)) < C(27F)" 71,

which follows, for example, from the fact that {d = ¢} is Lipschitz. Note
also that {dg =t} N B, =@ if t > r + 2p.
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Let M > 0 be such that 2= < p/2 < 27M+1 Then, using the coarea
formula,

(B.2.3)
dy
dy(Y) g <
/(Bl\Bp/g)m{o<dQ<m} Dy [nts
LA
<> s | () Vo) dy
; 2 k(n+5) (BQ,]C+1\B2,k)ﬂ{0<dQ<C27k’}
< Pt / a1 (y)
1 2~k th) (By—k+1\By—r )N {da=t}
M w+12 E(n—1) M
k(B=v) — -
< C’Z g =02 2T =00+ 7).
=1 k=1
Here we used that v # §; in case v =  we would get C(1 + |log p|).
Combining (B.2.2)) and (B.2.3]), the lemma follows. (]

We will also need the following:

Lemma B.2.5. Let 2 C R” be any bounded Lipschitz domain, and let
w € C(R™) be such that

e = 0 in R™\ Q,
lp] < Cd* in €,
Vol < Cd*™t in Q,

with
1
a>s— 3.

Then, ¢ € H*(R™).

Proof. Let us denote d(r) = dqo(x). We will bound [¢]zsgn) (observe that
¢ € L*(R™) since |p|* < d¥*, Q is Lipschitz, and 2a > —1).

We separate the computation into two terms:

elmswn) // ()|2d dy=1+11
nxR™ ‘LL’— ‘n+28 ,

1 —2// dy dz
R™\Q |~’C - |"+23

= [ [le@ =W
II.—/QQ dx dy.

|z — y[rt2s

where

and
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For the first term, observe that |z — y| > do(z) + da(y) > da(x) for
z € Qand y € R"\ Q, and therefore

d
I< 2/ dza(az)/ 7y+2dm < c/ d**%%(x) dx < oo,
Q le—y|>d(z) [T — Y[ Q

where we have used that [, |2|" % dz = ¢r~?*. The boundedness of the
last term follows because € is Lipschitz and 2a — 2s > —1, by assumption.

For the second term, we can split the integral in y into two parts: one
integrating in By(,/2(7) and the other integrating in the rest. In the first
integral, we can use that

(@) — o) < IVel,,, wle — ol < CP*2(@)|e — yP,

to deduce

I7I < / / d2a_2(33‘)|$ _ y‘Q—n—Qs dy dx
QS By(e) 2(x)
v [ (@) Pl -l dy e
Q J\Bg(z)/2()

Now, since de( " |2|27"=25 dz < Cd?>~2%(x), the first term above is again of

the form [, d** ?*(z) dz < oco. On the other hand, we also have

/ / G (@) — y[ 7" dy i < oo
Q JO\By(z)/2()

arguing as above, so that

II§C+2/ / d?(y)|z — y| 7" dy da.
QJNBy(z)/2()

Observe, now, that we can assume §2 C B; (after scaling) and we can bound
the last term using Lemma

I1<c (1 + / d?o%5 () dac) < 0.
Q
This completes the proof. [l
We now give the:

Proof of Proposition [B.2.1} The fact that 9* € H*(R") follows from
Lemma Let z, € Q and p = dq(x,), which is comparable to ?(xs).

Notice that when p > p, > 0 then 0° is smooth in a neighborhood of .,
and hence (£0°)(z,) is bounded by a constant depending only on p,. Thus,
we may assume that p € (0, po).

We start by proving Let us denote
U(z) = (d(z0) + V(o) - (x — 20)) .,
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which satisfies

L) =0 in {¢>0};
see Proposition [I.10.14] and Lemma [2.6.2]

Now, notice that
(B.2.4) (o) = (o) and  Vo(z,) = V(o).
By Lemma [B.2.2) we have
(B.2.5) 0z +y) — U(zo +y)| < Cly|*.

Using |a® — b°| < |a — b|(a*~! +b°~1) for a,b > 0 (with the convention that
a*~' =0 if a = 0) we find

(B.2.6) [0°(2o +y) — (o +y)| < Cly["F (05 (wo +y) + £ (o +)) -

(Again, assuming thatgs_1 =0°"Ixp50 and £571 = 571y, 0.) On the other
hand, since @ € C1%(Q), using Taylor’s theorem for Hélder functions (cf.
(A.2.1)) we have

[0() — (o) — V() - (1 — 20)| < Cp! @

for all # € B,/5(w,), and so, since d(z) is comparable to p in B,/ (z,) we
deduce

0(z) > 0(x0) + VO(z0) - (2 — 20) > 0(z) —Cp' T > ¢p>0 in B, /a(xo),

provided that p, is small and for some ¢ > 0 (both depending only on ).

We also have

[0° —&°|(z) < [0 — £ () |05 + EHHLOO( < Cp* Mo —¢|(2)

Bpja(wo)) =

for x € B,5(wo). We have used here that both 0 and ¢ are comparable to
p in B,(z,). Thanks to the control on the second derivatives given by

Lemma and due to (B.2.4), we have
(B2.7) 0" = (o + 1) < [ID?0|| 1o, 5o ly0° " < Cp™ 02|y

for y € B,s.
It follows then from (B.2.6) and (B.2.7)) that

Cps+a72 ’y‘Q in Bp/2
[0°—°|(zoty) < Clyl*** (0 Mo +y) + £ Hao+y)) in Bi\ B,
Cly|* in R"\ B.
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Recalling that £(£°)(z,) = 0 and thanks to the assumption on the kernel

, we find
L) (wo)| = [L£(2° = £°) (o)

A
SC/ ‘DS—ZS‘(xOer)Wdy

dy

+a—2, 2

<o oy /ang‘yf|yw+%s+
1

B,/2

dy
’y ‘ n+2s

+C [T (0 @ + y) + 5 (20 + )
B1\B, 2

05 (@ +y) + 05 (w0 + 1)

<C(P* 7 +1)+C |y

Bi\B, />

dy.
Thus, using Lemma twice (on 0 and on /¢, and recalling that 0 is
comparable to dg), we find

1£(0°)(wo)| < Cp*™,

and (B.2.1) follows (recall that p is comparable to d(z,)). Thus, case is
proved.

Let us now prove In this case, using |a® — b*| < |a — b|® for a,b > 0,
it follows from (B.2.5)) that

0% (20 + ) — £5(20 + )] < Cly|IF* for yeR",
instead of (B.2.6). The bound (B.2.7) remains valid, and hence we have
Cp*to2ly|* fory € By
0% — £%|(zo +y) < { ClylH  fory € By \ By
Cly|® for y € R™\ Bj.
Recalling that £(¢%)(z,) = 0 (by Proposition [1.10.14)), we now find
L) (o) = [L(0" — £°) ()]
<C ‘DS - ES‘(JL‘O + y)K(dy)
<c/ PR dy) +C [ Ry
B, R™\B;

+C ly| T K (dy)
Bi\B,/2

S Cpafs _"_ C _"_ Cfpa875 S Cpa8787
where we have used ((2.2.2)-(2.2.3), and the lemma follows. O



B.2. Barriers for stable operators 329

When a > s the proof of Proposition gives that
L(d%) € L™(Q).

This is false, however, for operators £ without the assumption (2.7.2));
see [194]. Concerning the higher regularity of £(0°), it was proved in [3]
that

o0 e Ch
K|gn-1 € C?A+1(sn—1) — L(d%) e CP71735(Q).
B>1+s, [B,0+s¢N

This is a crucial ingredient in the proof of higher regularity of the quotient

u/0°, and of Theorem [4.4.16

Sub- and supersolutions. We next use Proposition to construct
sub- and supersolutions that are comparable to 0°.

Moreover, we also want to bound £(0°%¢) in a C1® domain. This will
be used to construct sub- and supersolutions in C*® domains.

Lemma B.2.6. Let s € (0,1), and let L € &™(\,A). Let a € (0,1), let
be any CH* domain with CY®-radius 0o > 0. Then, for any ¢ € (0,5s), we
have

LOTE) < —cd* 5 +C in QN By,
with ¢ > 0 and C' > 0 depending only onn, s, €, a, 0o, A, and A.

Proof. Let z, € Q and p = ?(x,). Exactly as in Proposition one
finds that

05 (20 + ) — 51 (0 + )| < CJy|TTEFE),
and
}DSJFE _ gs+z—:‘($o 4 y) < Cps+s+a72’y|2

for y € B, /5. Therefore, as in Proposition
£(2"H = ) (w0)| < O(1 4 pretb),
Combined with Lemma we find

L) (o) < —ep* + C(L4p"HHe7) < —Zp "t 1, in QNBy,

as wanted. O

As a corollary we obtain the following supersolution in C1® domains
near the boundary:
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Corollary B.2.7 (Supersolution). Let s € (0,1), and let L € &"™(\ A).
Let a € (0,1), let Q be any bounded CY* domain with CY“-radius g, > 0.

Then, for any e > 0 there exists ¢ € C(R")NC*(Q)NH*(R") such that
=01 R"\Q and
Lo > dg° in {0 <dq(x) <d}
d, < ¢ < Odj in Q,
for some 6,C > 0 depending only on n, s, €, a, 0o, diam(Q2), A, and A.

Proof. Let us assume € < as, and consider

= Cg), — DSS;FE,
with ¢ = %5 and c small enough. Then, by Lemma we have ¢ €
H#(R™). Moreover, by definition ¢ directly satisfies the second equation if §
and c are small enough. On the other hand, thanks to Proposition (1)}
and Lemma [B.2.6] we know that

Lo >—-Coi" ° + cbgfs —C.

Since £ < € < as, and we are done. [l

We also get subsolutions in C domains:

Corollary B.2.8 (Subsolution). Let s € (0,1), and let £ € &°™(\,A). Let
a € (0,1), let Q be any bounded CH* domain with CY*-radius g, > 0.

Then, for any & > 0 there exists ¢ € C(R")NC*®(Q)NH*(R") such that
©=0inR"\ Q and
Lo < —dg* in {0 <dq(z) <d}
g, < ¢ < Cd n S,
for some 6,C > 0 depending only on n, s, €, o, 0o, diam(2), A, and A.

Proof. We proceed similarly to Corollary [B.2.7] by considering
0 =04 + Dgrg/
with ¢/ < e < as, which satisfies
Lo <Ol — s+ 0 <05

if dg is small enough. O

In C' domains we get, instead, the following supersolution.

Proposition B.2.9. Let s € (0,1), o € (0,s), and let L € &™(\,A). Let
Q be any bounded C' domain, and let d = dq be given by Definition .
Then,

L(0%) > c0*28 in {0 <dq(z) <},

for some constants ¢ > 0 and 6 > 0 depending only onn, s, a, 2, A, and A.
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Proof. The proof follows along the lines of the proof of Proposition

Let z, € Q and p = dg(x,). When p > p, > 0 then ?¢ is smooth
in a neighborhood of x,, and hence (£0%)(x,) is bounded by a constant
depending only on p,. Thus, we may assume that p € (0, po).

Let us denote

Uz) = (D(ajo) + Vo(zo) - (z — xo))Jr = a(e (r—xo + b))+,

with a = |V0(z,)|, e = Va(we) and b = 0(x,)V0(2,5), which by Lemma

a
(and the translation invariance of the operator) satisfies

(B28) ﬁ(ﬁa)(xo) = ca(e . b)a*QS — C/pa72s > O,

for some ¢ > 0 that depends only on n, s, A, A\, and . We have also used
here that

1
= <IV3(@)| <€ in {0 < da(a) < 8},

for some C' depending only on €2, which follows form the fact that it is true

on 99 by (B.0.1)) and 0 € C1(9).
By Lemma [B.2.3] we have

(B.2.9) p(z0 +y) = Uzo +y)| < w(lylyl,
and using |a® — b*| < |a — b|* for a,b > 0 and « € [0, 1], we find
(B.2.10) 0%(zo +y) — £%(zo + y)| < Cw(ly))*|y[*.
On the other hand, as in the proof of Proposition we can estimate

(B.2.11) 0% — £%] (20 + y) < Cw(p)p®2|yl?

for y € B,/ From (B.2.10) and (B.2.11]) we have

Cw(p)p®2lyl* in B,
0% — 0% (zo +y) << Cw(ly))*y|* in Bi\B,p
Cly|* in R"\ B,

We now have (thanks to (B.2.8))),
L(0%)(zo) > C/pO‘72S -1 — I, — I,

where,

him [ @)t pK < [ CllPKdy) < C
Rn\Bl Rn\Bl
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using (2.2.3) we get

Iy = / (0% — %) (20 + y) K (dy)
Bl\BP

<o wlly)elK(dy)
Bi\B,
<c BIK () + CulVa) [ lyl*K(dy)
Bi\B.; B ;\B,
< Op™3 + Cw(y/p) o2,
and thanks to ,
Bi= [ 0=t K ) < Culp)p [ PR () < Colphp™,
p p

Putting all together, we have

2s—a a
L) (o) = ¢p™2 = Cp 2 (7 4 p" T+ w(y/p)* + w(p))

By choosing p sufficiently small (depending on n, s, A, A, and ), we can

ensure
/

Q

L) (o) = 5p7%,

as we wanted to see. O

0|

B.3. Barriers in Lipschitz (and more general) domains

We now by construct the following subsolution in quite general domains
2 C R™. Notice that the assumption on 2 is satisfied for any bounded
Lipschitz domain.

Lemma B.3.1. Let s € (0,1), and let L € £4(\,A) — that is, of the form
(3.1.5)-(3.1.6)-(3.1.7)). Let & C R™ be any open set such that,

for all re€(0,p5), z€09Q, thereisaball Buy(z,.) C QN B.(2),

for some K, po > 0.
Then, there exist C1,7v, > 0 depending only on n, s, A\, A, &, and po
such that
LM <C—d in Q

for all v < ~o, where ¥ is given by Lemma[B.0.1}

Proof. First notice that, since the function 9?*~7 is smooth inside €, the
inequality clearly holds in {d > p} for some C} depending on p > 0. Thus,
it suffices to show that there is a p > 0 for which the inequality holds in
{0 < d < p}.



B.3. Barriers in Lipschitz (and more general) domains 333

Let p > 0 to be fixed later, and let z, € Q with d(z,) = r < p. Consider
the rescaled function
02577 (2 + 1)
r2s—7y '
Since |D?0| < Cd~! in Q, the function w satisfies

w(z) ==

Hw||02(31/2) S C'

On the other hand, by the assumption on 2 (rescaled), we will have
that for all R € (1, po/r) there is a ball B.g(2r) C Bry1 N (2(Q2 —20)). In
particular, we have

w(z) > cle[*™ in Begp(zr),
with ¢ > 0, where we used that 0 > d.

Since ||lw[|c2(p, ,) < C and w > 0 everywhere, we have

Lw(0) < CA — e ly|>*=7

UR€(1,po/7') B%R(zR)

dy
|y|n+2s

for every £ € £4(\, A).

Now notice that, since d(z,) = r, we have |zg| > kKRR — r, and therefore
B,gjo(2g) N Bry1 = @ if §R > R+ 1+ r. In particular, B, g/y(25) N
Bup2(2r) =@ if R > 5R. Since in each of these balls we have

[ e
By.r/2(2R) |yl

then by taking v and r small enough we have

5 d
Lw(0) < CA — c)\/ —L <1
Une(t,posm) B r(zn) Y]
Rescaling back to 0, we deduce that
L) (o) < —d 7.
Since this holds for any z, € {0 < d < p} and for every £ € £4(\, A), the
lemma is proved. O

We next want to construct supersolutions in Lipschitz (and more gen-
eral) domains. For this, we need the following.

Lemma B.3.2. Let s € (0,1) and let L € £4(\,A) — that is, of the form
(3.1.5)-(3.1.6)-(3.1.7). Let Q2 C R™ be any open set satisfying

|B(2) NQ°| > p|By| forall z€09Q, r>0,

for some p > 0. Then,
Lxa > cod™® in Q,
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for some co > 0 depending only onn, s, A, and p.
Proof. For any x, € €} we have

Lxa(xo) =/ xoe (zo +y) K(y) dy.
By assumption on €2, it follows that
| B, (z0) N QC| > u|By| forall z,€Q, r>2d(z).

Thus, denoting r, = 2d(z,), we have

dy ClLA
jy[+2s = 2

Lxa(zs) > A xae(zo + y)
Rn\BT‘o

and the result follows. O

Using the previous lemma, we can now establish the following.

Lemma B.3.3. Let s € (0,1) and let L € £4(\,A) — that is, of the form
(3.1.5)-(3.1.6)-(3.1.7). Let Q C R™ be any open set satisfying

(B.3.1) forall r>0, =ze€dQ, thereisa ball By (z,.) C Q°NB.(2),

for some k > 0. Then, there exist c1,e, > 0 depending only on n, s, A, A,
and k such that

LO) > d™™* in Q
for all e < e,.
Proof. Let 7, € Q and 2r, = d(z,). Since |[D?0| < Cd~!in Q and 0 < d, a
direct computation shows that
[0 = 0% (zo)xallc2(B,,) < Cers 2.

Thus, we find

dx
L(0° — 0% (20)x0) (z0)] < Cers™2 + A 0° — 0% (xo) x| =
(07— 3 (@) x) )| [ el

In order to bound the last integral, let us fix 1,y > 0 small, and M > 1
large, to be chosen later, and define the following subsets of Q2 \ B, (x.),
Ao = {(1 = m)o%(w0) <0 < (14 )0 (o)} \ B, (o),
Do :={0<0d < (1—n)0(zo)} C{0<d< 1o},
Eo:={0° > (1 +n)o°(zo)} C Q\ Busr, (o),
where the inclusions hold provided that ¢ > 0 is small enough (depending

only on 7, 7, and M). In particular, in the last inclusion we are using that
if x € E,, then

c(1+n)ro <d(z) <Cd(x) <C(lx— x| + 7o),
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by the triangle inequality, so that taking e > 0 small enough (depending on
n and M) we can make sure that E, C Q\ By, (o).

Thus, we have

aa - DE [e) d
/ | (@ )XQ‘ dr < / C’m’six < C’mﬁ*%,
° Q\Bro (20)

|l-_xo|n+23 O’x_mo‘n—i-Qs —

and

/ ‘DE —DE(SUO)XQ‘ dz

dz < / (@)L < O(Mro)* %,
’CL‘ _ $o|n+28 O\ Bt (20) |:E _ xo|n+23

It only remains to bound the integral over D,. For this, we use the

assumption (B.3.1)) on Q, which by Lemma implies that
{0 <0 <9p} N By(,)| < Cyp"

for all p > r,, for some 6, C > 0 depending only on k.

Using this, and the layer cake representation

dx b
—_— = UnN — o_"_25 t4dt
R = AN AN CE ]

o] dp
— (n+25)/0 |UﬂBp(x°)‘W’

we find
/ 05 — 0% (z0) x| dx

dx §/ Cri———
’l‘ - xo‘n+25 {0<vo<yro} ° |SU - xO’nJrQs

=Cr; OO‘{0<0< T}ﬁB(x)‘L
— e ) ITo pRte)l st

& dp
0
< CTE/ v Pnpn+2s+1
To

= On0re2s,

Combining all the previous inequalities, we obtain
[£(07 =0 (o)x0) (20)] < Cle+n+ M +97)rg™™,

where can still choose €, 1, and v as small as we want, and M as large as
needed.

On the other hand, since 2r, = d(z,), by Lemma we have
L(0%(x0)x0)(w0) > corg™ ™,
for some ¢, > 0. Therefore, taking
e+n+MTH 440 < e,
the result follows. O
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The following singular supersolution will also be useful. Notice that this
result is purely nonlocal, and that it is false for s = 1.

Lemma B.3.4. Let s € (0,1) and let L € £5(\,A) — that is, of the form

(3.1.5)-(3.1.6)-(3.1.7). Let @ C R™ be any open set satisfying (B.3.1)) for
some k > 0. Then, there exist c1,eo > 0 depending only on n, s, A\, A, and

Kk such that

L Fxq) > cd57% in Q
for all e < e,.

Proof. The proof is analogous to that of Lemma Indeed, let z, € Q
and 2r, = d(x,). Exactly as before, we have

075 =075 (o) llc2(,,) < Cery®?
and
|£(d07"xa — 07 (20)xa) (zo)| < Cerg®™
dx
+A . ’D “Xo —0 E(%)){MW.
We fix n,v > 0 small, and M > 1 large, to be chosen later, and define
Ao = {(1 =m0 (z0) <07 < (14 )0 (20) } \ Bry (o),
Do:={0<2°<(1—n0d%(x)} C 2\ Burro (o),

E, = {075 > 1+ %(2o)} C {0 <10},
where the inclusions hold provided that ¢ > 0 is small enough (depending
only on 7, v, and M, and using the triangle inequality for D,).

Thus, we have

‘0—6 _ ‘0—6 o —E
/ | (zo)xal , / Corg®de 0 e
i ‘CL‘ _ xo‘n+25 O\ By (o) ‘33‘ — xo‘n-&-Zs
and
075 _ 075 ° —& o
/ | (l’ )XQ‘ de < / 0 (:L‘ )dl’ < C(MTO)_€_2S.
B ’SL’ _ $o|n+28 O\ Batro (20) |.’L‘ _ :L»O|n+25

To bound the integral over EO we use that

1 & dp
Iz — zo|+2s (n + 28>/0 XBp<xo>(x)W

and

/:Ds(x)dl'_/ ‘Uﬁ{05>t}|dt_€/ |ﬁﬂ{0<7‘}‘%
0 0

U
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to get

_ dx > _ dp
/UD 6(x) |.%' — X0 ’n+2s = (n+ 28)/ /UﬂBp () [ €(ajl)dl'pn—%%—i-l

n+25/ / |U N By(x,) N {0 < }\ +1m

Hence, we find

dx dx
00 (o) x| S/ V() s
/Eo ‘ ° | "1: - .T |n+28 {0<a<’77'o} ’:L‘ - x ‘n+28

dr d
_Cs/ / ‘{0<O < min{r,yr.}} N B, (xo)‘ s pn—f—;;—i-l'

Now, by Lemma we have that (since p > 7o)
{0 <2 <7} N By(ao)| < C(r/p)? p" = Crp"=?  forall re(0,p),
and thus

dx
—e —e
/Eo o= -2 (%)XQ‘W <

0o [oo dr dp
.0 9y n—6
< C’s/ / min{r’, (yro)” }p" e+1 nt+2s+1
To 0 r P
= C(yro)’~ory 0%
o C'y 6 —€ 2s

provided that € < 6.

Combining all the previous inequalities, we find
‘E(a—a o D_E<$0)XQ) ($o)‘ < C(€ +n+ M—a—2s + VG—E)TO—E—QS’

where can still choose €, 1, v as small as we want, and M as large as needed.
On the other hand, since 2r, = d(z,), by Lemma we have

L7 (xo)x0) (T0) > corg =2,
for some ¢, > 0. Therefore, taking €, n, v small enough, and M large

enough, the result follows. ([l

Finally, we show the GMT lemma that we used before.

Lemma B.3.5. Let Q C R™ be any open set satisfying (B.3.1]) for some
k > 0, and let d(x) := dist(x,Q°). Then, there exist 0,C > 0 depending
only on n and k such that

{0 <d<rp}NB,(2)| < Ccrl|B,|
for all z € 9Q and all r € (0,1), p > 0.
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This result follows from classical results on Geometric Measure Theory;
see Remark below. Still, for convenience of the reader, we provide a
simple proof here. This proof is due to Riccardo Tione.

Proof. The result is invariant under rescalings, so it suffices to prove it for
p=1and z = 0. Indeed, up to considering the domain %(Q — z), it suffices
to show that

{o<d<r}nB| < Crf,
for some 6,C' > 0 depending only on n and &.

For this, we define for any R > 0,
Dp :={z € R" : dist(x,00) < R}.
Let r € (0, %), and consider
E={By(z) : 2 €N Biy,}.

The balls in £ form a covering of the compact set Dy, /s N By, and hence we

can extract a finite subcovering, say B,(z1), ..., Br(zn). Thanks to Vitali’s
covering lemma, [92], we can take a subcollection of these balls, which we
denote By(z1), ..., Br(2m), that are pairwise disjoint and satisfy

m
D,W/z NB; C U Bgr(zz‘).
=1

Now, for each ¢ =1, ..., m, we have the following dichotomy: either

(B.3.2) B,(2) C By,
or
(B33) BT(ZZ') C Bitor \ Bi_o.

In case (B.3.2) holds, by assumption on € there is a point y; such that
Bm«(yi) c QN B,«(Zl)

Observe that By, (y;) are pairwise disjoint, since B, (z;) are. Moreover, they
have the following property

(B34) Bm“/2(yi) - (DT‘ \ Dm‘/2) N B.

Indeed, since z; € 09, we immediately have that B, s(y;) C Br(2) C
D, N By. Moreover,

B/ir/2(yi) N Dm’/? = I,
since for any p € B, /2(yi), we have B, /s(p) C Bur(y;) C Q¢ That is,

(B.3.4)) holds whenever (B.3.2)) holds.
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Combining the previous information, we have

m
|Dyrjp NB1| <3" Y |Bo(2) <37 ) [Be(z)|+3" ) [Bi(2)],

i=1 holds holds
with
2" 2"
Z ‘Br(zz)| - E Z ‘B/@r/2(yz)’ < E‘(Dr \ Dnr/2) N Bl‘
(B-3:2) holds holds
and

Z |Br(zz)‘ < ’Bl+2r \ B1—2r} <Cr.
holds
Notice that we used (twice) that the balls B, (z;) are pairwise disjoint.

From the previous inequalities, we find
|Dyiyjo N Bi| < C|(Dy\ Dy ) N By |+ Crr,

and thus
’DH’I‘/Q N Bl‘ < ﬁ}Dr N Bl‘ + 7,

with ¥ = CLH € (0,1). Since this holds for every r € (0,1), a standard

argument then shows that
|D, N By| < Cr?,
for some 6, C > 0, and we are done. O

Remark B.3.6. The statement of Lemma [B.3.5 is invariant under rescal-
ings, and therefore it suffices to prove it in case p = 1. If we denote
E = 09 N By, the assumption on {2 implies that the set F is k-
porous, in the sense that for any z € F and r > 0 there exists a ball
Byr(zr,) C E°N By(z). It is then well-known that this implies that the
Minkowski dimension of F is strictly less than n, with a uniform bound on
the (n — 6)-dimensional upper Minkowski content, i.e.,

{0<d<rinEl<Cr?

for some 6,C > 0 depending only on n and k; see [160, Proof of Theo-
rem 2.1], and more precisely, the equation before (2.5) therein.

B.4. Barriers for general elliptic operators

For general kernels in the class (A, A), we need a stronger assumption on
the domain €2 in order to build a supersolution. Indeed, the following result
holds in C! domains, but it is false in general in Lipschitz domains.
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Lemma B.4.1. Let s € (0,1), let L € &4(\,A), and let Q@ C R™ be any
bounded C* domain. Then,

Lxao >cod™® in Q,

for some co > 0 depending only on n, s, A\, A, and Q.

Proof. Let us define, for any v € S*~! and any § > 0, the cone
Cl = {x-v>dzl}.

Since € is a C' domain, it follows that for any § > 0 there exists 0, > 0
small enough (depending only on § and 2) so that for all z € 9Q

(B.4.1) 2+ C5NB,, O,

where v € S”! is the unit outward normal vector to 9 at z. Let us fix

B2 -2

and the corresponding o, such that (B.4.1]) holds at all z € 9 for this § (so
that o, depends only on A\, A, and Q).

For any x, € €, since ) is bounded, from the ellipticity condition on K
we have that

Lxa(zo) = / xae(zo + y) K (dy) > coX > 0,

and so the result follows at points far from 0€2. Let us now also see that
the statement holds at points close to 9€2. In particular, let us assume that
d(zo) < 522, for some M > 1 to be chosen later.

2M2>
For any z, close enough to 0f2, we have
Lxalw) > | K(dy),
(Z_x°)+cgmBQo

where z € 9 is the closest point to z, on 9. By denoting p = Md(x,)
and rescaling the previous integral, we find

Lxo(zo) > p~% / Kp(dy),
%JrcgmBgo/p

where K,(dy) = p**K(pdy) satisfies the same ellipticity conditions as K.
Since go/p > 2M and |z — xo| = d(x,) = p/M, this yields

Lxa(ze) > p~ 2 / K,(dy),

Zp+CSNBans

for some x, € By .
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Now notice that, for M > 1 large enough (depending only on ¢ and n,
which in turn depend only on A, A, and n), we will have

Ty +Cg N Ban(zp) D CE(S N By \ By,

and hence
Lxaleo) > p% /c K, (dy).

S‘SﬁB]\/[\Bl

On the other hand, by the ellipticity conditions ([2.1.25)-(2.1.26)) on K,

for any 6 > 0 we have

0<A< / ly - V[P K,(dy) < 6°A + 4/ K,(dy),
BQ\Bl {|y~V‘>9}ﬂBQ\B1
where we used that |y - v|? < 4. This yields (also using the symmetry of the
kernel)

K(dy) =

1
/ P 5 / K,(dy) > é()\ —6%A) > 0,
{y-v>0}NB2\B1 {ly-v|>0}NB2\B1

if & > 0 is small enough. Thanks to this, since C22 N By \ By D {y-v >
40} N By \ By, we deduce that

—2s A
Lxala) = o7 [ K (dy) > £ (A~ 168A) > 2p %,
CgéﬂBM\Bl 8 16
thanks to the choice of d, (B.4.2)). Recalling that p = Md(x,), the result
follows. u

Using the previous lemma, we can now establish the following.

Lemma B.4.2. Let s € (0,1), let L € &4(\,A), and let Q@ C R™ be any
bounded C* domain. Then, there exist c1,e, > 0 depending only on n, s, X,
A, and Q such that
L) > c1d™% in Q

for all e < e,.
Proof. The proof is a modification of that of Lemma Let z, € Q
and 2r, = d(x,). Then, we have

7 — 2% (zo)xallc2(s,,) < Cers™?

and

£(0° — 07 (20)x2) () > —Cers 2 — / (05 — 0°(20)x2) K (—0 + ).
&n\B,,

For any n > 0 small, and M > 1 large, we define as in the proof of
Lemma [B:3.3]

Ao = {(1 =)o (20) <0 < (1400 (w6) } \ Br, (o),
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Do :={0<02 < (1-n0(zo)} C{0<d<ro},
E, = {0° > (1+n)0°(z0) } C Q\ By, (20),
where the inclusions hold provided that ¢ > 0 is small enough (depending
only on 7, and M).

Thus, we have

/ ]De _ DE(ZEO)XQ‘K(—ﬂ?o +dy) < / CnréK (—zo + dy) < Cnre=2s,
° \Bro (o)
and

‘Da_DE(xO)XQ‘K(—xo—i—dy) < / 08($)K(—$o+dy) < C(MTo)a_zs.
Eo Q\BMTO (xo)

To bound the integral over D,, simply notice that yo = 1 in D, and 0 <
ro < d(xo) <0(x0) in Dy as well, so

/ (07 — 0% (z0)x0) K (—z0 + dy) < 0.

o

Combining all the previous inequalities, we obtain
E(OE — Da(:co)xg)(xo) > —C(a +n+ ME_QS)Tg_QS,

where can still choose € and 7 as small as we want, and M as large as needed.

On the other hand, since 2r, = d(z), by Lemma we have

L(0°(z0)xa)(T0) > corg ™2,
for some ¢, > 0. Therefore, taking
e+ + MT® < e,

the result follows. O
Remark B.4.3. In Lemmas [B.4.1] and [B.4.2], we require the domain Q to
be C'. Observe that, in fact, we only used that it is Lipschitz with a small
Lipschitz constant (on a sufficiently small scale), which we fix in (B.4.2)).
Hence, the results in Lemmas [B.4.1] and [B.4.2] are also true in a Lipschitz

domain with a universally small Lipschitz constant (depending only on A,
and A). The same happens with Proposition




Notation

Let us introduce some of the notation that is used throughout the book.

Matrix notation.

A = (a;j);; Matrix with (4,7)"" entry denoted by a;;.

Id Identity matrix.

tr A Trace of the matrix A, i.e., tr A = a11 + - - + apn.
det A Determinant of the matrix A.

AT Transpose of the matrix A.

Functional notation.
U Unless stated otherwise, u denotes a function u : R™ — R.

+ _ Positive and negative part of a function, u* = max{u,0}, u~ =
max{—u,0}.

Characteristic function of the set E, i.e., xg(z) = 1 for z € E,
XE and xg(r) =0 for x ¢ E.

suppu  Support of u, suppu = {z : u(z) # 0}.

{4 Average integral over the set A, ie., §, f:= ‘7}| Sif-

Comparable functions: there exists C' > 0 independent of u and v
such that C~1g < f < Cg in a given domain.

Denotes a small (¢) or big (C') constant, whose dependence is
cor C given by the context of the corresponding statement. Its value
can change from line to line.

=g
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344 Notation
Differential notation. Let u : U — R be a function.
O, Oy, U, Uy, Partial derivative in the i-th coordinate direction, 37”
Ol Derivative in the e € S*™! direction.
Vu, Du Gradient, Vu = (O1u, ..., 0hu).

Oiju, 8xiw].u
D?u

DFu

| DFu(z)|

| D*u()l|7
Au

Geometric
No

R™ S™

e; € SP1
reR”
2

U]

RY

U

ou

e
VccU
B, (z)

Second partial derivatives in the directions e; and e;,
b UIZ'IJ' 8211,

8$i8$j :

Hessian, D*u = (0iju)ij € M.

Higher derivatives forms, D*u := (0; c O3 Wi i

Norm of D¥u(z) (any equivalent norm).
Norm of D¥u, |||D*ul|| 7.

Laplacian of u, Au = 011u + -+ + Oppu.

and sets notation.
Nu {0}.
n-dimensional Euclidean space, n-sphere.

(@
ith element of the base, ¢; = (0,...,0, 1,0,...0).

Typical point © = (x1,...,Zy).

Modulus of the point z, i.e., |z| = /22 + -+ + 22.
n-dimensional Lebesgue measure of a set U C R".

{z =(x1,...,2y) € R" : 2, > 0}.

Interior of the set U C R™.

Boundary of the set U C R".

Complement of the set U C R", U :=R"\ U.

The set V is compactly contained in U, that is V C U.

Ball of radius r centered at x, i.e., By(x) := {y € R" : [x —y| < r}.
For xz,y € R™, their scalar product, z -y = x1y1 + - - - + TnYn.

Domains. We say that (2 C R” is a domain if it is an open connected set.

A domain  is said to be C** (resp. CF) if 9Q can be written locally as
the graph of a C%¢ (resp. C*) function.
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Function spaces. Let U C R" be an open set.

C(U),co(U)

C(U).c°(U)

Ch(U),CcH(U)

cho(U)

C(U),C=(U)

C.(U
Co(U),
Cioe (U)
LP(U)
L>(U)

P (U),L®

loc loc

€SSsupnu
whe W,
H', H}
WP, WP
H*, Hj

-1z

Measures.

), CE(U)
Ci(U)

)

Space of continuous functions u : U — R.

Functions u € C(U) that are continuous up to the bound-
ary.

Space of functions k times continuously differentiable
(resp. up to the boundary).

Holder spaces, see Appendix

Set of functions in C*(U) or C*(U) for all k > 1.

Set of functions with compact support in U.

Set of functions with «w = 0 on OU.

Set, of functions in C%*(K) for any K cC U.

L? space.

L°° space.

Set of functions in LP(K) (resp. L>(K)) for any K CC U.

Essential supremum of u in ©: infimum of the essential
upper bounds, esssupqu := inf{b > 0: [{u > b}| = 0}.
Sobolev spaces.

Sobolev spaces with p = 2.
Fractional Sobolev spaces.
Fractional Sobolev spaces with p = 2.

Norm in the functional space F € {C°,C* LP, ...}, de-
fined when used for the first times.

Given a measure py(dz) in R”, and for a given z, € R",
and r € R\ {0}, we denote by p(z, + rdzx) the measure fi(dx) such that
f(B) = p(zo + rB) for all Borel sets B C R™.
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Notation

Specific notation.
vV—=A

(—4)*

LL() and || - |lze(y
Ly, (-) and || |lzy )
L2() and || - [[zeo ()
B (N A)

(A A)

Bs(\ A )
[K],, and [£],

Ls(A\A)

LA A)

Ls(N A )
[K]cw and [L]on
3.000)

Ts (A A; )

[Z)cw

(- )k and )k
do(z) = d(z)
oa(z) =0(x)
C*k_radius

CY%1 radius

The square root of the Laplacian, see (1.2.1]).

The fractional Laplacian, see (|1.10.1)).
See Definition m

See Definition

See Definition m

General elliptic operators, see Definition |2.1.18

General stable operators (i.e., operators in &4(A,A)
with homogeneous kernels), see Definition [2.1.21
Regular general elliptic operators, see Defini-
tion

See ([2.1.33)-(2.1.34).

Operators with kernels comparable to the fractional
Laplacian, (3.1.5))-(3.1.6)-(3.1.7), see Definition [3.1.7
Operators in £,(\, A) with homogeneous kernels, see
Definition

Regular operators in £5(\, A), see Definition

See Definition

Fully nonlinear integro-differential operators, see Def-
inition

Regular fully nonlinear operators in J4(, A), see Def-
inition

See Definition

See (2.2.15) and (2-2.19).

Distance to the exterior of 0, see (2.6.1)).

Regularized distance, see Definition m
See Definition m
See Definition

Extremal operators in the class £, see (3.1.3)).

Extremal operators in the class £5(\, A), see (3.1.10))-
B1.11).
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