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GRADIENT ESTIMATES FOR NONLINEAR KINETIC
FOKKER-PLANCK EQUATIONS

KYEONGBAE KIM, HO-SIK LEE, AND SIMON NOWAK

ABSTRACT. In this work, we provide a comprehensive gradient regularity theory for a
broad class of nonlinear kinetic Fokker-Planck equations. We achieve this by establishing
precise pointwise estimates in terms of the data in the spirit of nonlinear potential
theory, leading to fine gradient regularity results under borderline assumptions on the
data. Notably, our gradient estimates are novel already in the absence of forcing terms
and even for linear kinetic Fokker-Planck equations in divergence form.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Nonlinear kinetic Fokker-Planck equations. This aim of this paper is to undertake
a thorough investigation of the gradient regularity of weak solutions f = f(¢,z,v) : WxV C
Rl x R® — R (n > 1) to equations of the type

(1.1)  Of +v-Vuf —divy(a(t,z,v,V,f)) = p—div, G in W x V c R"™ x R".

Here W and V are open sets, u = u(t,z,v) : R""! x R®™ — R is a given function and
G = G(t,z,v) : R x R® — R" is a given vector field. Moreover, throughout the paper
we at least assume that the vector field a = a(t, z, v, &) satisfies the following.

Assumption 1.1. We assume that a(t,z,v,§) is measurable in (t,z,v) € R x R™ x R"
and C'-regular in & € R™ such that for allt € R and all x,v,&,( € R™, we have

la(t, z,v,§)| < Al¢],
(1.2) |Veal(t, z,v, )] <A,

Vea(t,,v,6)¢- ¢ > A7
for some A > 1.

In the case when a(t,z,v,§) = &, that is, when div,(a(t,z,v,V,f)) reduces to the
standard Laplacian with respect to the velocity variable v, equations of the type (1.1) were
first studied by Kolmogorov in [Kol34], who in this particular case provided an explicit
fundamental solution. Since the additional transport term leads to a lack of ellipticity
with respect to the spatial variable z in comparison to the corresponding parabolic setting,
already in the case when the diffusion is modeled by the Laplacian the equation (1.1) rather
exhibits hypoelliptic features in the sense of Hérmander (see [Hor67]). In addition, linear
kinetic Fokker-Planck equations are closely linked to the theory of stochastic processes,
leading to applications in physics (see e.g. [Cha43; LN22; AAMN24]). Moreover, they are
related to the Landau equation from kinetic theory (see e.g. [Vil02; HS20; Sil23]).

In the case of elliptic and parabolic equations, it is common to model diffusion also
by nonlinear operators as the one appearing in (1.1), since nonlinear divergence form
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operators arise naturally through variational principles. For this reason, in [GN23] the
authors initiated a systematic study of nonlinear kinetic Fokker-Planck equations of the
type (1.1), proving in particular Holder estimates for the solution itself. Although most
of our results are new already in the linear setting, the primary goal of the present paper
is to establish a fine gradient regularity theory for nonlinear kinetic equations via tools
from nonlinear potential theory. In particular, this allows us to extend both the zero-order
regularity theory for nonlinear kinetic equations from [GN23] to the gradient level and the
first-order nonlinear potential theory developed in the elliptic and parabolic setting (see
[Minl1l; DM11; KM12; BCDKS18]) to the realm of kinetic equations.

1.2. Schauder-type velocity gradient regularity for homogeneous kinetic Fokker-
Planck equations. While a main focus of the present work consists of obtaining fine
regularity results for the velocity gradient of weak solutions to (1.1) in terms of the data u
and G, we want to begin by emphasizing that our results are already completely new in
the homogeneous case when p = 0 and G = 0. Indeed, in this case we obtain the following
gradient regularity result that serves as a model case and will follow from more refined
results that will be stated below.

Theorem 1.2 (Gradient regularity for nonlinear homogeneous kinetic equations). Let f
be a weak solution of

(1.3) Oif +v-Vuf —divy(a(t,z,v,Vof) =0 in W xV C R*"T x R™,

where a satisfies Assumption 1.1. Then there exists some a = a(n,A) € (0,1) such that if
a is Holder continuous with exponent B € (0,a) in W x V in the sense of Definition 1.8,
then V,,.f € Co (W x V).

For the precise definition of weak solutions and of the kinetic Holder spaces Cfin(W x V)
that we use in Theorem 1.2 and our other results, we refer to Section 1.3 below.

Remark 1.3 (Autonomous case). Let us highlight that Theorem 1.2 is new already in the
autonomous case when a does not depend on the coefficient variables ¢, z,v. In this case,
Theorem 1.2 partially answers an open question raised in [GN23, Section 6, Problem 3].

Next, we consider the linear case when a(t,z,v,£) = A(t,z,v)¢ for some coefficient
matrix A : R x R™ x R™ — R™*"™ gatisfying

(1.4) Aty 0)] <A, Alt,,0)C-C > A7UC? VEER, z,0,C € R

for some A > 1, which corresponds to the assumptions (1.2) in the nonlinear case. In this
linear setting, we are able to improve the Holder exponent from Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 1.4 (Gradient regularity for linear homogeneous kinetic equations). Assume
that A: R x R™ x R™ — R™ " satisfies (1.4) and let f be a weak solution to

(1.5) Oif +v-Vuf —divy(A(t,z,v)V,f) =0 in W x V C R"™ x R",

If A is Holder continuous with exponent 5 € (0,1) in W X V in the sense of Definition 1.8,
then V,f € Co (W x V).

We note that in [Loh23], Loher obtained corresponding C*? regularity results for k > 2.
More precisely, in [Loh23] it was in particular proved that in the setting of Theorem 1.4,
for any integer & > 2 and any 3 € (0,1), u satisfies local C*? estimates whenever the
coefficient matrix A satisfies a C*~1% assumption.

Since in Theorem 1.4 we obtain a similar result also for £k = 1 at least with respect to
the velocity variable, Theorem 1.4 therefore complements the higher-order Schauder theory
for linear kinetic Fokker-Planck equations in divergence form developed in [Loh23].
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1.3. Setting. Before being able to state our further main results involving general forcing
terms, we need to introduce our setting more rigorously. We begin by recalling several
function spaces. Indeed, we consider the kinetic Sobolev space

Hyy (W x V) ={f € LX(W; H'(V)) : 0f +v-Vof € LX(W: HTH(V))}

and also the subspace W(W x V) that is defined as the closure of C°(W x V) in the
norm of HY;, (W x V), which are introduced in [AAMN24; LN21]. For any C*'-domain
W c R**! and any open set V' C R", we denote the Kolmogorov boundary of W x V by

(1.6) Oc(W x V)= (W x dV) U {(t,z,v) € OW x V : (1,0) - Ny.p < 0},

where Ny, is the outer normal unit vector to W at (¢,x). For r > 0 and zy = (to, %o, vo) €
R x R™ x R™, we consider the kinetic cylinder Q.(zo) defined by

Qr(20) = {(t,z,0) ERXxR" x R™ : t € I.(ty), v € B,(vo), |x — w0 — (t — to)vo| < 7},
where
Ir(to) = (to — ’1"2,t0].
If 2o = 0, we write @, = @,.(0) for simplicity. Throughout the paper, we work with the
following weak formulation of (1.1).

Definition 1.5 (Weak solutions). Let u € L2 (W x V) and G € L* (W x V,R"™). We say
that f € HL (W x V) is a weak solution to (1.1), if for any ¢ € L*(W; H}(V)),

/<(at+v Vo) f, >dxdt+// (t, 2,0,V o f) - Vot dz

/ /u¢dz+/ /G Voo dz,

where () = (-, ") g1 g1-

Remark 1.6. We note that for any weak solution f € HL (W x V) to (1.1) with
wu € L2(W x V), we actually have that f € L>(I; L?(U, xU,)) for any I xU, xU, € W xV,
where I C R and U,, U, C R™, which we prove in Appendix A.

Definition 1.7 (Kinetic Holder spaces). Let 8 € (0,1). For any kinetic cylinder QQ C
R x R™ x R™ and for any function f: Q — R, we define

ft,z,v) — f(s,y,w
A7) [Aes ) = sup £t 0) — f( )| .
(t@,0),(s,y,w)€Q (|t—s|2+|y—x—(s—t) \3+|v—w\)

Given open sets W C R x R™ and V C R"™, the kinetic Hélder space Cfin(W x V) is then

defined as the set of all functions f € LlOC(W x V) with [f].s @ < ® for any kinetic
kin

cylinder @ € W x V.

Next, we define various notions of continuity of the nonlinearity a(t, z, v, ).

Definition 1.8 (Dini and Hélder coefficients). Given a kinetic cylinder @ C R x R™ x R™,
letw: RT — R be a non-decreasing function with w(0) = 0 such that

(1.8) s alt,y,w,) — alt,z,0,6)| <w (max {Jy — af, [~ ol }) €.
(ty,w),(t,z,v)€Q

o We say that a is Dini continuous in Q, if

(1.9) /01 w(pp) dp < 0.

e We say that a is Holder continuous with exponent 3 € (0,1) in Q, if w(p) < cp?
for some ¢ > 0.

o Given open sets W C R and V C R", we say that a is Dini continuous in
W x V., if a is Dini continuous in every kinetic cylinder Q € W x V.
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o We say that a is Hélder continuous with exponent 8 € (0,1) in W x V, if a is
Hélder continuous with exponent B in every kinetic cylinder Q@ € W x V.

o Given A: R xR"™xR"™ — R"*" we say that A satisfies any of the above conditions,
if that condition is satisfied by a(t,x,v,&) = A(t, z,v)E.

In order to formulate our main results involving general nondivergence-type data u, we
next define a truncated kinetic Riesz-type potential of u by

R

Il — [ (@ (20)) dr
(1.10) I*(z9, R) == /0 Antr—a
where a € (0,4n +2) and [u|(Qr(20)) = |1l 11 (@, (20))-
1.4. Fine gradient regularity. We prove the following pointwise estimates of the gradient
of solutions via potentials, extending the known gradient potential estimates for nonlinear
parabolic equations due to Duzaar and Mingione (see [DM11]) to the kinetic setting.

Theorem 1.9 (Kinetic gradient potential estimates). Let f € H (W x V) be a weak
solution to (1.1) for G =0, where u € L>(W x V) and a satisfies Assumption 1.1. If a is
Dini continuous in W x V', then for any R > 0 and almost every zo = (to, xo,v0) € W x V
with Q2r(z0) C W x V', we have

Vo f(z0)] < ¢ (f;g . Vo f| dz+fl“'<zO,R>> :

where ¢ = ¢(n, A,w).

Remark 1.10 (Consistency with parabolic case). Consider the spatially homogeneous
case when u = u(t,v) is a weak solution to the parabolic equation

Opu — divy(a(t,v, Vyu)) = p,
where a(t, v, §) is Dini continuous and p = pu(t,v). Then u is also a weak solution to
Opu+ v - Vyu — divy (a(t, v, Vyu)) = p.

In this case we recover from Theorem 1.9 the parabolic gradient potential estimates from
[DM11, Theorem 1.3], since

/R 1l (Qr(20)) dr _ /R |1l (Lr(to) X Br(vo)) dr
0 0 .

,r4n+1 r ~ rn+1 r

In view of a slight variation of Theorem 1.9 and the mapping properties of the kinetic
Riesz potentials, we have the following criteria for gradient continuity.

Corollary 1.11 (Gradient continuity via potentials). Let f € HL (W x V) be a weak
solution to (1.1) with G = 0, where yu € L>(W x V), while a satisfies Assumption 1.1 and
is Dini continuous in Qar(z0) C W x V. If
(1.11) lim  sup I{M(zl,p) =0,
P=021€Qr(20)
then V, f is continuous in Qr/2(20).
In particular, if p € LA"T2Y W x V), then V,f is continuous in W x V.

For the precise definition of the Lorentz space L*" T2 (W x V'), we refer to Definition
2.6 below. We note that since the Dini assumption on a and the Lorentz assumption on
w in Corollary 1.11 go beyond the standard Holder and LP scales, Corollary 1.11 can be
thought of as a regularity result of borderline flavour. Indeed, being able to detect such
fine scales is one of the key strengths of the nonlinear potential-theoretic methods we use
in comparison to more traditional approaches.

We also have the following criterion for VMO regularity of the gradient, which yields
slightly weaker control on the oscillations of V,u than continuity under slightly weaker
assumptions on the data than in Corollary 1.11.
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Corollary 1.12 (VMO criterion). Let f € HL, (W x V) be a weak solution to (1.1) with
G =0, where u € L>(W x V), while a satisfies Assumption 1.1 and is Dini continuous in
QQR(ZO) CWxV.If

1[(Qp(21))

(1.12) sup Iw(zl,p)<oo and lim sup in+1

21€QR(20) P=0 21€QR(20)
then va S VMO(QR/Q(Zo))
Here VMO(Qg/2(20)) denotes the standard space of (vector-valued) functions with

vanishing mean oscillation in Qr/2(20), see e.g. [Sar75; MPS00].
Our gradient potential estimates also imply the following LP estimates.

:O’

Corollary 1.13 (Calderén-Zygmund estimates). Let f € HL (W x V) be a weak solution
to (1.1) with G = 0, where a satisfies Assumption 1.1 and is Dini continuous in Qar(29) C
W x V. Then for any q € [2,4n + 2), we have the estimate

(1.13)

4n+2—q 1

q(4n+2) alint2) 3
][ |V, f|int2=a dz <c ][ IV,fldz+ R ][ |p|? d=
QRr(z0) Q2r(20) Q2r(20)

for some constant ¢ = c(n, A, q,w).

For 8 € [0,1] and p € [1,00), we consider various fractional maximal functions, namely

(1.14) MEE(F)(z0) = sup 7" (f |F—<F>QT<ZO>sz) ,
0<r<R Qn(z0)
(1.15) Ms.r(g)(z0) = sup 77 ][ 19l dz,
0<r<R Qr(z0)

for all measurable function F' : Qgr(z0) = R"™, g : Qr(z0) = R. We also write ME%R(F) =

M?P} (F), Mgr(g) :== Mo, r(g). Armed with these notions, we are also able to obtain stronger
control of the oscillations of the gradient by assuming Holder continuity of a(t, -, -, ).

Theorem 1.14 (Pointwise maximal function estimates - nondivergence data). Let f €
HL (W x V) be a weak solution to (1.1) with G =0, let p € L*(W x V) and assume that
a satisfies Assumption 1.1. Then there exists some a = a(n,A) € (0,1) such that if a is
Hoélder continuous with exponent 8 € (0,a) in W x V, then for any R > 0 and almost
every zo = (tg, o, v0) € W x V with Qar(20) C W x V, we have

r(20)

(116)  MZR(Vof)(z0) < ( ][ Vo fldz+ 1 (20, R) + Ml-ﬁ,Rw)(zo)) ,
Q
where ¢ = ¢(n, A, f,w).
In particular, we have the implication

(1.17) peLTF (W x V)= V,feCl (WxV).

For the precise definition of the Marcinkiewicz space L%’OO(W x V), we refer to
Definition 2.6 below. Moreover, in view of (1.17), Theorem 1.14 with g = 0 clearly implies
Theorem 1.2 above. Next, as indicated in Section 1.2, in the case of linear kinetic equations
we are able to improve the range of the exponent 8 in Theorem 1.14.

Theorem 1.15 (Linear case - nondivergence data). Let f € H} (W x V) be a weak
solution to (1.1) with G = 0, p € L*(W x V) and a(t,x,v,£) = A(t,z,v)¢ for some
A:R X R x R* — R™ " that satisfies (1.4). If a is Hélder-continuous with exponent
B€(0,1) in W xV, then f satisfies the estimate (1.16) and the implication (1.17) from
Theorem 1.1} with respect to (.
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We note that Theorem 1.15 with u = 0 clearly implies Theorem 1.4 above.

Let us denote by BMO(W x V') a space of functions with bounded mean oscillation of
vector-valued functions in the following sense. Indeed, we say that a measurable function
F:W xV — R” belongs to BMO(W x V), if

2

(1.18) [F]BMO(WXV) = sup ][ |F' — (F)QR(Z(J)|2 dz < 00.
Qr(20)EW XV QRr(20)

We then also have a corresponding result to Theorem 1.14 when the right-hand side is
given by divergence-type data.

Theorem 1.16 (Pointwise maximal function estimates - divergence data). Let f €
HL (W x V) be a weak solution to (1.1) with p = 0, let G € L*(W x V,R") and as-
sume that a satisfies Assumption 1.1. Then there exists some a = a(n,A) € (0,1) such
that if a is Holder continuous with exponent 8 € (0,«) in W x V', then for any R > 0 and
almost every zo = (to, xo,v0) € W x V with Qar(z0) C W x V', we have

(1.19) MF (Vo f)(20) < ¢ (Ma(¥0f)(20) + MER(G)(20) ) .
where ¢ = ¢(n, A7E,w). Moreover, we have the following two implications
(1.20) G e BMO(W x V) = V,f € BMO(W x V)

and

(1.21) GeCl (WxV)=V,feCl (WxV).

Again, if we restrict ourselves to the linear case, then we can improve the exponent
5. Moreover, in the case of divergence-type data we are also able to obtain a significant
amount of Holder regularity with respect to the spatial variable z.

Theorem 1.17 (Linear case - divergence data). Let f € HL, (W x V) be a weak solution
to (1.1) with u = 0, let G € L*(W x V,R") and a(t,x,v,£) = A(t,x,v)¢ for some
AR xR" x R*" — R™ ™ that satisfies (1.4). If a is Hélder-continuous with exponent
B€(0,1) in W XV, then f satisfies the estimate (1.19) and the implications (1.20)-(1.21)
from Theorem 1.1/ with respect 3.

In addition, if G € C’fjin(W x V) and Q2r(z0) € W XV, then for any € > 0 we have
|f<t,$1,'l)) f(t,.’I}g,’U)' < 00

(1.22) sup sup e
(t,i))EIR(to)XBR(’U())Il,IQGBRg(Io—‘r(t—to)Uo) |Z’1 — 1‘2| 3

1.5. Related previous results. In recent years, there has been a lot of interest in studying
the regularity of solutions to kinetic Fokker-Planck equations. In the nonlinear case, Holder
regularity for the solution itself was studied in [GN23]. On the other hand, to the best
of our knowledge no gradient regularity results have been obtained for nonlinear kinetic
Fokker-Planck equations of the type (1.1) in the previous literature.

In the case of linear kinetic Fokker-Planck equations in divergence form, local boundedness
and Holder regularity in the spirit of De Giorgi-Nash-Moser was studied for instance in
[CPPO08; WZ09; WZ11; GIMV19; Zhu2l; GM22; AR22; Sil22; CMS22; DH22; Zhu24;
Hou24]. Concerning higher regularity, Schauder-type estimates of order greater or equal
to two have been obtained in [Loh23]. Concerning gradient estimates, in [MP98; DY24]
first-order LP estimates were proved for linear kinetic equations in divergence form with
divergence-type data and coefficients of VMO-type. On the other hand, we are not aware
of any previous pointwise gradient estimates similar to the ones we obtain in the linear
divergence form case.

In contrast, there is a large existing literature concerned with the higher regularity for
linear kinetic equations in nondivergence form. Schauder-type estimates were for example
obtained in [Man97; BB07; HS20; IM21; PRS22; DY22b; DGY22; Loh23; HW24], while
Sobolev regularity was for instance studied in [BCM96; NZ22; DY22a; DY 24].
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Moreover, various results concerning the existence of various notions of solutions to
kinetic equations were e.g. proved in [LN21; GN23; AAMN24; ATIN24; AHN24; AH24].

Furthermore, while the present paper seems to be the first one that studies pointwise
estimates in terms of Riesz-type potentials and fractional maximal functions for nonlinear
kinetic equations, corresponding pointwise estimates are very well-studied for elliptic and
parabolic equations. Indeed, following the pioneering zero-order potential estimates for
solutions to nonlinear elliptic equations due to Kilpeldinen and Maly (see [KM94]), Mingione
in [Minl1] proved that pointwise estimates in terms of Riesz potentials remain valid also
for the gradient of solutions to nonlinear elliptic PDE. Soon after, Duzaar and Mingione in
[DM11] proved that similar gradient potential estimates also hold for nonlinear parabolic
equations. Moreover, pointwise estimates that provide control on the oscillations of the
gradient were proved in the elliptic setting by Kuusi and Mingione in [KM12]. In addition,
in the case of divergence-type data, pointwise estimates in terms of sharp maximal functions
were established by Breit, Cianchi, Diening, Kuusi and Schwarzacher in [BCDKS18]. Most
of these results were then generalized to more general elliptic and parabolic problems, see
for instance [TW02; DM10; KM13; KM14b; CM14; Barlb; KM18; BY19; BDGP22; Fil22;
NP23; CKW23; DZ24] for a non-exhaustive list of further contributions in this direction.

1.6. Technical approach and novelties. Let us summarize our approach in a heuristic
manner with a particular focus on the main difficulties that we encounter and the technical
novelties we incorporate to surmount them. Indeed, the main difficulties we face in contrast
to the previous literature arise primarily from the following two sources:

e The nonlinearity of the equation: Rules out many tools commonly used in the
linear kinetic setting such as explicit fundamental solutions and Fourier methods.

e The kinetic nature of the equation: The additional transport term in contrast to
the parabolic case leads to a lack of ellipticity in the spatial variable x.

Both of these difficulties are already present in the homogeneous constant coefficient case
when ¢ =0, G =0 and a does not depend on x, v, which is the starting point of our proof.
We surmount these difficulties by applying an iteration of De Giorgi-Nash-Moser-type
Holder estimates on fractional difference quotients inspired by recent developments in the
realm of nonlocal equations (see e.g. [BLS18; DKLN24b; DKLN24a]). This allows us to
first prove Holder continuity of the spatial gradient V, f, which leads to the transport term
v - V. f being essentially of lower order. This observation can then be exploited to prove
also Holder regularity for the velocity gradient V,, f.

The next goal is then to use these strong gradient decay estimates to prove our fine
pointwise gradient estimates that involve a dependence of a also on z,v and general forcing
terms p and div, G. The general strategy is similar to the parabolic case with nondivergence
data treated in [DM11] and the elliptic case with divergence data addressed in [BCDKS18].
Indeed, we compare our solution of (1.1) with a corresponding solution of a homogeneous
kinetic equation of the type that we treated already in the previous step of the proof. The
goal is then to estimate the error between the velocity gradients of the two solutions in
a sufficiently sharp way that allows us to transform the strong decay we obtained in the
homogeneous case into sharp pointwise control of the velocity gradient of solutions of (1.1)
in terms of potentials and fractional maximal functions of the data.

However, obtaining suitable comparison estimates at the gradient level is considerably
more involved in our kinetic setting due to the additional presence of the spatial variable
x. Indeed, in contrast to the parabolic setting from [DM11] we first prove a higher
differentiability result of the solution with respect to the spatial variable x in terms of the
L'-norm of p. We accomplish this by invoking a nonlinear atomic decomposition that is
often applied to differentiate equations with nondifferentiable ingredients in the elliptic
and parabolic setting, see for instance [KMO05; KMO06; Min07; AKM18; DM23; DM24;
DKLN24b; DKLN24a]. Roughly speaking, the idea is to consider difference quotients of the
solution with increment |A| in the x direction and apply zero-order comparison estimates on
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kinetic cylinders whose size depends on |h| itself. In view of interpolation arguments, this
additional differentiability with respect to the xz-variable finally leads to suitable comparison
estimates in terms of the velocity gradients that seem to be new already for linear kinetic
equations and might be of independent interest. Together with the strong estimates we
obtained in the homogeneous case, following the parabolic approach from [DM11] then
leads to suitable excess decay estimates involving general data, which yields our pointwise
gradient estimates and their consequences in a rather standard way.

1.7. Outline. The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we gather some basic
notation as well as some fundamental properties of the various kinetic notions we use. We
then conclude Section 2 by discussing various estimates for solutions to kinetic equations
that were essentially known prior to the present work. In Section 3, we then turn to prove
gradient Holder estimates for nonlinear kinetic equations without forcing terms and with
constant coefficients. In Section 4, we then lay the foundation for obtaining fine estimates
for solutions to general nonlinear kinetic equations of the type (1.1) by establishing various
comparison estimates. Finally, in Section 5 we then combine the results obtained in the
previous sections in order to establish our main results concerning pointwise gradient
estimates of solutions to (1.1) and their applications to gradient regularity.

2. PRELIMINARIES

First of all, throughout this paper by ¢ we denote general positive constants which could
vary line by line. In addition, we use a parentheses to highlight relevant dependencies on
parameters, i.e., ¢ = ¢(n, A) indicates that the constant ¢ depends only on n and A.

For any function g € L'(U) and any open set U C R™ (m > 1) with positive and finite
m-dimensional Lebesgue measure |U|, we define the integral average of g in U as

1
gdx = gU::—/gdx.
foe= o= .

Throughout the paper, we write the variables in the form z := (t,z,v) € R x R" x R",
where t € R represents a time variable, x € R" represents a spatial variable, and v € R"
represents a velocity variable. We use subscript of the variables z,t, z, and v do indicate
dependences of various objects if necessary.

We usually denote by W a subset of R"*! and by V a subset of R", respectively. In
addition, for vy, g € R™ we write

(2.1)  Bp(vg) ={veR™ : jv —wg| <7}, BE(wo) = {x € R" : |z —xo| <13}

We now introduce several lemmas which will be used in the remaining sections. First of
all, we observe a straightforward scaling-invariance property of (1.1).

Lemma 2.1 (Scaling invariance). Let f € HL, (Qr(20)) be a weak solution to
Orf +v-Vuf —divy(a(t,z,v,V,f)) = p—div, G in Q.(20).
Then for r,M >0, and zy € R,
Frozo(t,,0) = fto + 172t 20 + rPz + rugt, vy + rv) /(rM)
s a weak solution to
Oifrizo + v Vafrzg — dive(arz (62,0, Vo frz)) = firzg — divy Grzy  in Q1
where

Ar o (t,2,0,6) = a(to + r2t, zo + 2z 4+ r2uot, vo + v, ME)/M,

fr 2 (t, T, 0) = ru(to + 72t w0 + 32 4+ r2vgt, v + 1) /M
and

Gz (t,2,0) = G(to + 72t, m0 + 32 4 r?ugt, vo + rv) /M.
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In addition, a, ,, satisfies (1.2) and

1
sup |a7“,20 (t’ Y, w, g) — Qr,z (t’ €, v?&)‘ < wr(max{|x - y| 3, |U - w|})|£|v
(t,y,w),(t,z,0)EQ1

where w,(p) = w(rp).
2.1. Covering-type lemmas. We prove a few elementary properties of kinetic cylinders.
Lemma 2.2. Let Q. (t1,21,v1) N Qp(t2, T2, v2) # O with t1 > to. Then we have
Qr(t2, 22,v2) C Qur(t1, T1,v1).
Proof. Let zy € Q,(t1,z1,v1) N Qr(t2, 2,v2). Then we have

(2.2) to € (t1 — 7%, t1], wo € By(v1), |mo — 21 —v1(to — t1)] < 73
and

(2.3) to € (ta — 1% ta], v € By(v2), |xo — 2o — va(to — to)| < 7.
We now assume z € Q,.(t2, T2, v2), which implies

(2.4) t€ (ta—r%ta), v € Bp(va), |v—mp—va(t—ta) <1
Thus

t € (t1 — (4r)%, ;] and v € By (v1).
Next, we observe that
|I — X1 — ’Ul(t — t1)| S \:c — T2 — Ug(t — t2)| + |’JJQ — X0 +’U2(t0 — t2)|
+ |CCO — X1 — Ul(to - t1>| + |(1J2 — ’U1)<t - t0)| < 3.

Therefore, we have z € Qu,-(t1, 1, v1), which completes the proof. O

Lemma 2.3. Let1/2<p<R<1landr¢€ (0, mRng} Then there are a finite index set

K and a sequence {zy}rex such that

(2.5) Qo € |J @r(z) € | Qurl2r) C Qr
keK ke

and

(2.6) SUD D Xy (a4 (2) €

seront1 L
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n).
Proof. Let us define a cube in R™ by
K.(w)={veR" :v € (w; —r/2,w; + /2] for any i € [1,n|},
where we write w = (w;),v = (v;) € R". Note that there are collections of disjoint cubes

{IT n(tz’)}iel and {Kr/ﬁ(vk)}keK such that

I C UIT/\F - UI47 C Ip+477 B - U Kr/f Uk U B47 Uk:) - Bp+57a
i€l i€l keK keK

where v, € B,,, and t; € I,. We next note that there is a collection of disjoint cubes
{K(T/\/ﬁ)s (x;)}jey satistying
Bp(p2+21"2) C U K(r/\/ﬁ)3(l’j) C Bp(p2+37n2).
Jjed
For any r > 0, we now define
(2.7) K, (ti,xj, o) = {(t,z,v) : t € I.(t;), v € Ky(vi), v € Kys(z; + vp(t —t;))}.

Then we observe that {K,./ z(ti,=;,vk)}ijk is a collection of disjoint sets.
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We now prove the following:

(28) Qp C U Qr(ti7xj7vk) - U Q4T(ti7$jﬂvk7) C QR-

@5,k i,5,k
For any z € @, there are points ¢; and vy such that t € I, 5(t;) and v € K,/ m(vk).
This implies that x — vx(t — t;) € B,(y242,2) and the equivalence

T — Uk(t — tl) € K,/\/ﬁ(fﬂj) T c K7/ﬁ(x] + Uk(t — tz))
for some j € J. Therefore, we have z € K, (i, ¥;, vx), which implies
Qo C | Qnltizj,ve).
i,k
In addition, for any z € Qu,(t;, zj,vx), we have |z — z; — vg(t — t;)| < (4r)3, leading to
] < p(p? +3r%) + (p + ) (4r)% + (4r)° < R?,
where we used that r < (R — p)/(10004/n). Therefore, z € Qr and we have proved (2.8).
We are now going to prove (2.6). We may write K = | x J x K and suppose

Z XQu, (2 (20) > (16v/n)*"*25,, 2,

ke
where we denote by |S,,| the area of the unit sphere in n dimensions. For

ICO = {k S IC : XQ4T(Z]€)(ZO) = 1},
there exists ko € Ko such that tg, > ¢ for any k € Ky. Then by Lemma 2.2, we get
(2.9) U Qar(2k) C Qu6r(2ko)-
keKo
Thus, from the fact that {K, /(2x)} is a disjoint set defined in (2.7) and (2.9), we obtain
((16vn)* " 218, 2 +1) |Qur| < D 1Qar(20))]

kEKo

= (V)" Y K (o) 1S

keKo
< (4vn) "2 Q16r (2ko ) 1S
< (16\/5)4”+2|Sn|2 |Qars

which gives a contradiction. Therefore, we have

SUD Y X, (o) (2) < (16VR) 2[5, 2.

zeR2n+ S

This completes the proof. O

2.2. Embeddings via fractional maximal functions and Riesz potentials. Let us
gather some useful estimates involving the various maximal functions we use throughout
the paper. The following pointwise estimate is the kinetic version of [KM14a, Proposition
1], see also [DS84].

Lemma 2.4. Let g € L*(Q2r(20)) and 8 € (0,1). Then we have

W <o (MF g (9)(z0) + ME g, (9)(22))

for a.e. z1 = (t1,21,22), 22 = (l2,%2,v2) € Qr/16(20), where ¢ = c(n, B) and

1 1
d(z1,22) = |t1 —t2]|? + |21 — (X2 + va(t1 — t2))|3 + |v1 — val.
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Proof. Let us fix 21, 20 € Qr/16(20) and write

(2.10) p = max{|t1 — o], |21 — (22 + v (ta — 1)), 1 — v2|} < R/S.
We may assume t; > to. We first observe that
> 19— (9@, 0l
3 —if 2-ip(1
‘ Qa—i, (2 _(g)Q —i—1,(#1) <cp 2 ][ — dz
(2.11) ZZ; 2i (20 e Z Qi) (270)°

Scp M[g R/2( )( )

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, 8). This implies that the following limit exists:

lim (g)Qz—ip(Zd) :

1— 00
From this, it is easy to see that also lim, ,0(9)q,(z,) is well-defined. Using this and

taking into account [IS20, Theorem 10.3] with s = 1, we define the pointwise value
g(z1) == lim, ~0(9)Q,.(=,)- We next observe

(oo}
(2.12) 9(21) = [Z ((Q)Qri‘,(m) - (g)Qz—i—lp(zl)> + (g)QP(Zl)'
=0
Thus, we get
|g(21 Z’ 9)Q,—i o(z1) ( )QQ—i—lp(Zl)
=0

00
Z ‘ 9)Q,- ip (g)QQ—i—lp(z2)
1=0

+1(9)qQ,z1) — (9@, (z)| = ij

By (2.11), we estimate

ity < ep” [ME o (9)(21) + M 5(0)(22)

where ¢ = ¢(n, 8). In light of Lemma 2.2, we next estimate J3 as
Bzef o= @l < et Mfgulo)a).
Quap(21)

Combining all the estimates Ji, Jo and J3 together with (2.10) yields the desired estimate.
O

Corollary 2.5. Let g € LY(Q2r(20)) and 8 € (0,1). Then we have

(2.13) 9112 (@ r6(z0)) < € (R IME g2 (Dl Qo (20) + ][ lgle>
Q2r(20)

and

(2.14) [g]ckm(QR/IG(ZU)) < C” 3, R/Q( )HLOO(QR/Z(ZO))

for some constant ¢ = c(n, 3).

Proof. Using (2.11) and (2.12), we have (2.13). In addition, by recalling (1.7) and using
Lemma 2.4, we get (2.14). O

Before moving on, let us recall the definition of Lorentz spaces.
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Definition 2.6. Given open sets W C R"*1 V C R", for any p € [1,00) and any
q € (0,00] we define the Lorentz space LP*4(W x V') as the space of measurable functions
w: W xV — R" such that the quasinorm

ph (f°°x1|{x eW xV: ) > A}\%%)E if g < 00
el oaqw vy = 1 .
supyso Al{z € W x Vs |u(x)| = A} if ¢ =00
18 finite.

In particular, for any p € [1,00) by Cavalieri’s principle we have LPP(W x V) =
LP(W x V), so that the Lorentz spaces refine the scale of L? spaces. Moreover, it is easy to
see that LP9(W x V) < LP?(W x V) for all p € [1,00) and all ¢, € (0, 00] with ¢ < o.

We now provide an embedding result via fractional maximal functions. We follow the
proof of the corresponding elliptic version given in [DN25, Proposition 2.5].

Lemma 2.7. Let § € (0,1) and pu € L%’OO(QQR(ZO)). Then there is a constant ¢ = ¢(n, )
such that

sup Mg, z1) < - .
21€QR/2(20) ’ R/Q(ﬂ)( 1) L 8 "7 (Qz2r(20))
Proof. We assume || u\|L4n+2 ~ (Oan(e) > 0, otherwise the desired estimates follows trivially.
2R (%0
Let us define @ = n , so that ||z|| an = 1. For an
o=/l e WPl ez e (S y

21 € Qry2(20) and 7 € (0, R/2|, we have
-8

rﬂ][ L dzgrﬁ/ dA+crﬁ—(4”+2>/ 2 € Qule) 5 1) > A dy
Qr(z1 0 r—

4n+2 n
<ct C||MH i B (4n+2) / A <o
B (Q2r(20)) —
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, 8), which in view of rescaling completes the proof. 0

Next, we extend the mapping properties from classical Riesz potentials (see e.g. [Ciall])
to their kinetic counterparts defined in (1.10).

Lemma 2.8. Let us assume p € LY (Qr(20)) with 1 < ¢ < 4n + 2. Then we have
(2.15) HI{”‘(Z, R/4)‘

n <c
LR Q) = WP @)

for some constant ¢ = c¢(n,q). In addition, if u € L*"*21(Qr(z0)), then

=0.
L>(Qr/a(20))

Proof. Let us fix § € (0, &) and 21 € Qpr/4(z0). We first note that

R/4
1"z, R/4) —c/ ][ y || (2 dzdr+c/ ][ ( )|,u|( z)dzdr = Jy + Jo.
Zl r %1

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n). First, we observe that
J1 < cOMpgy4(|p))(21),

where ¢ = ¢(n). We next note from Holder’s inequality that

(2.16) lim HI{“'(Z, p)’
p—0

1

R/4 q n .
J2SC/ / |p|? d= rf%drgcé G
g Qv‘(zl)

where ¢ = ¢(n, ¢). Combining the estimates J; and Jo yields

g—(4n+2)
11 (z1, R/4) < 6Mpya(lul) (1) + 5™ 4

el Za(@ryaz1))s

el La(@r(z0))-
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q9
_ (ellca@rzon ) Int2
We now choose § = (7MR/4(|#|)(Z1) and observe that

4n42—gq

121, R/4) < el pll aq@neon) ™7 Mrya(lpa]) 557" (21)

holds for some ¢ = ¢(n, q) and any 2, € Qpr/4(20). Therefore, we get

4 An42—gq
n < Int2 4n+2
ngﬁ;}g @nya(0)) — CHNHL‘I(QR(zo)) ”MR/4(|M|)||Lq(QR/4(ZO))

< CHIU’HLQ(QR(ZO))

|1 Ry

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, ¢), where we have used the standard strong p-p estimates for
the maximal function. Thus, we have proved (2.15).

On the other hand, by following the same lines as in the proof of [DKLN24a, Lemma
2.11] with the cylinder Q35 replaced by the kinetic cylinder Qr(z), we obtain (2.8) in
[DKLN24a, Lemma 2.11] with s = 1, g = p and R = p. Therefore, we deduce (2.16), which
completes the proof. O

2.3. Technical lemmas. Next, we mention two technical lemmas which will be useful in
the remainder of this paper (see [Giu03, Lemma 6.1] and [HL11, Lemma 3.4]).

Lemma 2.9. Let ¢ : [r1,72] = Ry be a bounded function. Assume that for all r; < p <
R < ry, we have

¢(p) <p(R)/2+ M(R—p)~",
where M, N > 0. Then we have
o(r) < eM(rg — )™V

for some constant ¢ = ¢(N).

Lemma 2.10. Let p(p) : [0, R] — Ry be a bounded and non-decreasing function. Assume
that for all 0 < p < r < R, we have

@(p) < M [(p/T)7 + €] p(r) + N7,

where M, N,0,5 > 0 with 0 > @. Then for any v € (7,0), there is a constant ey =
eo(M,0,7,7) such that if € < €g, then for any 0 < p <r < R,

v(p) < c((p/r)7e(r) + Np°)
holds, where ¢ = ¢(M,0,7,7).

2.4. Zero-order regularity results for solutions to kinetic equations. We provide a
Hoélder regularity result for solutions to kinetic Fokker Planck equations that is a rather
straightforward consequence of [GIMV19, Theorem 4].

Lemma 2.11. Let f € HL (W x V) be a weak solution to (1.1) with p € L*> and G = 0.
If a satisfies Assumption 1.1, then there is a constant oy = ap(n,A) € (0,1) such that

Qr(20)

T fleeo (@, s z0)) T I lL2(@r2(z00) S € (][ |fldz + r2||lu’L°°(Qr(Zo))>

for some constant ¢ = c¢(n, A), whenever Q,(z0) CW x V.

Proof. In view of Lemma 2.1, it suffices to show the assertion for Q.,.(z9) = Q1. We first
observe that f is a weak solution to the following linear Fokker-Planck equation

(2.17) Of +v-Vuf —div(A(t, z,v)V,uf) = p in Qq,

where

1
(2.18) A(t,z,v) ::/ Vea(t, z,v,sV, f)ds
0
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satisfies
(2.19) AP < At 2,0)C - ¢ < A|¢)? for any ¢ € R™.
This follows from the fact that a(t,z,v,0) =0, (1.2) and
—div(a(t,z,v,V,f)) = = div(a(t, z,v,V, f) — a(t, z,v,0)) = — div(A(t, z,0)V, f).

Let us fix 3/4 < p < R < 1. Then by Lemma 2.3, there is a collection {Q,(z)} with
r = (R — p)/(1000y/n) such that

(2:20) Q, | JQr(zr) €| JQur(21) € Qr-
k k

By [GIMV19, Theorem 4], we have

1 llze@eeen < € [(B = )7 fllia@uon) + 1l (@ancenn |-
This implies
sup|f1 < ¢ [(R = p) ") paqn + Iile(an

P

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A). In light of Young’s inequality, we have

_(2n 1 1
suplf] < o [uz - O Dl g + Il i=ce
R

P

sup 1]+ ¢ [(R = ) D s gu) + el 0]

NJM—\

By Lemma 2.9, we get
(2.21) sup |f| < e ([1fllzrqu) + lull=(@n)

3/4
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A). In addition, by [GIMV19, Theorem 4] we get
(2.22) [ﬂ Cel(Q1y2) + ||f||L°°(Q1/2 <c <||fHL2(Q3/4 + ||MHL°°(Q3/4)) )

where g = ap(n,A) € (0,1) and ¢ = ¢(n,A). Combining (2.21) and (2.22) yields the
desired estimate. d

Using this, we prove the following lemma.

Lemma 2.12. Let p =0, G=0 and f € H. (W x V) be a weak solution to (1.1), where
a satisfies Assumption 1.1 and does not depend on x,v, that is, a(t,x,v,V,f) = a(t, V,f).
Then there is a constant oy = ap(n, A) € (0,1) such that for any Q. (z0) C W x V', we have

1 i ateop + 71 — lto @ atomy < € ]{2 -t
20
where l(v) = A- (v —vg) + b for some A €R™, beR, and any v,vy € R™.

Proof. By Lemma 2.1, we may assume @, (z0) = Q1. Next, using the fact that a(t, V,1) is
constant with respect to the v variable, we observe that

Ol +v -Vl —divy(a(t,Vyl)) =0
Therefore, we have
AW(f =D +v Vu(f = 1) —divy(AVu(f—1)) =0 inQ,
where )
Ai(t, z,0) = /0 Vea(t,sVof + (1 —5)Vyl)ds

satisfies (2.19) with A replaced by A;. Thus, by Lemma 2.11, we have the desired estimate.
O

We now recall a Poincaré-type inequality observed in [LN21; GIM24; AAMN24].
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Lemma 2.13. Let f € HL, (W x V) be a weak solution to (1.1) with p =0 and G = 0. If
a satsifies Assumption 1.1, then for any q € (1, 2],

1 = (DareolLa@ezy < erllVofllLaq. o))

for some constant ¢ = c¢(n, A, q), whenever Qa,(20) C W X V.
Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 2.11, we have that f is a weak solution to
Of +v-Vuf —div(A(t,z,v)V,f) =0 in Q,(20),

where A is determined as in (2.18). By [GIM24, Corollary 21], we have the desired
estimate. O

We end this section with the following reverse Holder inequality.

Lemma 2.14. Let f be a weak solution to (1.1) with p = 0 and G = 0. If a satsifies
Assumption 1.1, then there is constant ¢ = c¢(n,A) > 1 such that

(2.23) <][ va|2dz> < c][ Vo fldz,
Q7-/2(z(j) Qr(20)
whenever Q,(z0) CW x V.

[N

Proof. We first note f is a weak solution to (2.17) with (2.19). Therefore, we have a reverse
Holder type inequality of f as in [GIMV19, Theorem 6]. In light of this estimate and
Lemma 2.13, we are now able to follow the same lines as in the proof of [GIM24, Theorem
2] with F' = 0. Thus, (2.23) directly follows. O

3. GRADIENT HOLDER REGULARITY FOR HOMOGENEOUS NONLINEAR KINETIC
EQUATIONS WITH CONSTANT COEFFICIENTS

In this section, we are going to prove the gradient Holder regularity of solutions to (1.1)
in the case when a(t,z,v,&) = a(t,€) and p =0, G = 0.
For h € R™, we introduce difference quotient operators.

filt,z,v) = f(t,z + h,v) and f7(t,z,v) = f(t,z,v+h)
opf=f—f and opf=fr —f.
We first prove the Holder regularity of V, f.

Lemma 3.1. Let f € H, (W x V) be a weak solution to (1.1) with p =0, G =0, where
a satisfies Assumption 1.1 and does not depend on x,v, that is, a(t,x,v,V, f) = a(t, V,f).
Then there is a constant oy = ap(n, A) € (0,1) such that V,f € C22 (W x V) and

r Ve flogo @200 T IVl lL=(@, /(0 < Cr_l]é ( >|f_ =
(20

whenever Q,(z0) C W x V', where ¢ = ¢(n,A) and l(v) = A (v—uvg) + b for some A € R™,
beR, and v,vg € R™ is an arbitrary affine function.

Proof. We may assume r = 1 and 2o = 0. We first note from Lemma 2.12 that f € C.% (Q1)
and there is a constant ¢ = ¢(n, A) such that for any Qo,.(21) C Q1,

7o sup f=0(,,v)] e <cr®[f =)o o (s
(3.1) (t,v)elr(tl)xB,,.(vl)[( ) )]Czso (B2 (z14v1(t—t1))) [ ]Cki?;(Qr( 1))

< clf = UlLr(@ar(z1))
holds, where the ball BZ(-) is defined in (2.1) and [(f — I)(t, ‘,U)]C:j‘sl means the usual
Holder semi-norm with respect to the z-variable. Let us fix h € (0,1/10'%]. We note that
OSE(f =) 4+ v Vubi(f —1) — divy (A Vooi(f —1)) =0  weakly in Q34,
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where we have used the fact that 67 (f — 1) = 6} f and
1
Ap(t, z,v) = / Vea(t, sV, fi(t, z,v) + (1 — )V, f(t, z,v))ds
0

satisfies (2.19) with A replaced by Ap. By Lemma 2.11 with g = 0, we obtain

oF(f—1 0F(f —1
(3.2) ‘ Mfiﬂ) < c‘ h(fiﬂ)
M Hlege @y ) A5 21,y a0
for some ¢ = ¢(n, A), whenever Q,,/2(21) € Q3,4 With 7o := 1/1000. Using (3.1), we get
oF(f =1
v S s (D
| | 3 LY(Qyy/2(21)) (t,x)el%l (tl)XB%l (v1) = ro (%1 1)v1

< ellf = L1 (@arg (1))
Thus, we deduce

sup
a

(33) (tﬁv)ejro/4(t1)XBTO/AL('UI)

ag
Co® (B 4 (z1+(t—t1)v1))

<cllf = UlLr(Qany (21))-
In view of [FR24, Lemma A.1.2], we obtain

sup [(f =D )| 2 < ellf = Ulrr(Qan =
(t:0)€l g (11) X Brg (1) Cd (B2, (o1 +(=tr)un) (Qaro (21))

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A).
We note that there is a positive integer i = i(n, A) such that

e (i + 1)y
— <1l < —.
3 3
We now iterate ¢ — 1 times the above procedure to see that
(34) sup [(f =D& V) iag < cllf = UL (Qary (1))
(t,w)EIrg (t1)Xx Bro (v1) Cy? <B’&1 (‘”1+(t—t1)”1)>
21 2t 2

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A). As in (3.2), we observe

50~ D) 507~

[h| 75 [h|"s

<c
CE‘;(QT(HUTO (21))

LH(Qy—i,, (21))
Using (3.4), we get

6ﬁ(f — l)(ta B U)

sup ia
||

(t,w)el_rg (t1)XB_rq (v1)
2i+1 PXE S

< llf = U1 (@Qany (21))-

falo)
CIS <er (11+(t—t1)v1)>
DYES

We now employ [FR24, Lemma A.1.2] once more to obtain
(3.5)

B*,., (z1+(t—t1)v1)
DYES

sup IVa(f — l)(tmv)llw<

(t,w)el_rg (t1)XB_rg_(v1)
it T it T

) <cllf = UL (Qonz1))

where ¢ = ¢(n, A). Since we have proved (3.5) whenever Q2,(z1) € @1, by standard covering
arguments we derive

(3:6) wp  ValF ~ Dt o)y < €l ~ Uiy
(t,U)EI7/gXB7/8

In addition, by using (3.2) with h = ee;, where € > 0 and e; is the standard i-th unit vector,

we conclude that
‘ Sp(f =1 Sp(f =1
A |h|

Cl0(Qupn) ’ L1(Q3/4)
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By passing to the limit ¢ — 0 and using (3.6), we arrive at
102 (F = Dlleso 1,y < 1 = Ul
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A) and every ¢ € {1,...,n}. This completes the proof. O
We are now ready to prove also Holder regularity of the velocity gradient of f.

Theorem 3.2. Let f € HY (W x V) be a weak solution to (1.1) with u =0, G =0, where
a satisfies Assumption 1.1 and does not depend on x,v, that is, a(t,z,v,V,f) = a(t,V,f).
Then there is a constant o = a(n, A) € (0,1) such that V,f € C2.(W x V) and

Vo flee@uzo) + IVl = (Vof)o,co)llLe(@.(z0) < C][ Vo f = (Vof)Qarzo) | d2

27 (ZO)

for some constant ¢ = c(n, A), whenever Qa,(20) CW x V.

Proof. We may assume Q. (20) = Q1 and let I :== (V,,f)q,,, - v + (f)q, .- As in the proof
of (3.1), together with Lemma 2.11, we observe that

r?®  sup sup [(F =D& 2, )es0B,r)) < Ellf = ULt @t
(3.7) tel, (t1) z€Bz(z1+(t—t1)v1) G (Br(v1)) (@ar(e1))

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A), whenever Qa,(21) C Q1. Let us fix h € (0,1/10'°]. Then we
observe that

004 (f = 1) + v Vadi(f = 1) = divy(ApVo6i,(f = 1)) = —h - Vo fy weakly in Q34,
where
1
Ap(t,z,v) = / Vea(t, sV, fr (t,x,v) + (1 — s)V, f(t,z,v)) ds
0
satisfies (2.19) with A replaced by Ap. By (3.7) and Lemma 3.1, we get
CE0(Qrg/a(:1) ’ L1 Qg (1))

’ G —1) RO
< cllf = Uzt (@ (1))

|hf ||
where ¢ = ¢(n,A) and ro := 1/1000, whenever Q4,,(21) € Q1. We note that there is a
positive integer i = i(n, A) such that

RNV il L (v (1))

iy < 1< (14 1)ap.

By following the same inductive step as in the proof of Lemma 3.1, we have

‘ 50— D)
A0 o (@, pin (1))

In light of [FR24, Lemma A.1.2], we now get

sup sup IVo(f =Dtz

<cllf = UL (Qany (1))

(3.9) tEI%(tl)xeBzml (14(t—t1)v1) Loo (B%(m))
<clf = ULy @arar))

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A). By standard covering arguments, we obtain the Lipschitz
estimate

(3.9) IVo(f = Dl (@rys) < €llf = UL (@us)16)-
Since we have

op(f =1
||

A )
I

FIVa fillzoe Qa0

C0(Qrn) ’ LY(Qs)4)
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by taking h = ee;, where for any i € {1,...,n} we denote by e; the standard unit vector
and taking limit € — 0, we obtain

Vo (f — Z)HCS?I(QUQ) <c (va(f - l)||L°°(Q7/8) + ||fo||L°°(Q3/4))
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A). Therefore, using (3.9) and Lemma 3.1, we get

(3.10) 19007 = Dllezo @umy < elf = UL (@une-
We now apply Holder’s inequality, Lemma 2.13 and Lemma 2.14 to right-hand side of (3.10)
to see that

Vo (f =Dl ez

(3 11) ein(Q1/2) < ch - l||L2(Q15/16) < CHVU(f o Z)HL2(Q15/16)

< ellVo(f =Dl
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A). Plugging the fact that

IVu(f = Dl ony = /Q \vvf—mf)Ql/zwzscf Vof — (Vof)ou| d=

1

into the right-hand side of (3.11) yields the desired estimate. O

4. COMPARISON ESTIMATES

In this section, we provide several comparison estimates. For the remainder of this paper,
we always assume that a satisfies Assumption 1.1 for some A > 1.

Since the existence of the weak solution to the corresponding initial boundary value
problem of (1.1) is established for smooth domains (see [LN21; GN23]), we need to
regularize the kinetic cylinder Q,(zp). For any r > 0 and zy € R?"*! we define a cylinder

wt (to,wo) C R™! by
(4.1) be (to,mo) = {(t,x) € R"" : t € I(to) and |z — o — vo(t — to)| < r’}
to see that
iﬁ;o (to, z0) X Br(vo) = Qr(20).
In view of (A.2) in Appendix A, there is a smooth set W, ., (to, o) C R"T! such that

Qb (o, o) C Wiy (to, 20) € Wiy ya,u (o, T0) € Qi (o, o).
We now define a regularized cylinder of Q. (tg, zo,vo) as
(42) RQr(th Zo, /UO) = Wr,vo (t07 -TO) X BT(UO)'

By (A.3) in Appendix A, we observe that if g € H}; (Q2(20)), then g belongs to the space
W(RQ,(20)) defined in Section 1.3. In addition, we recall the space Wy(RQ,(20)) which
is the closure of the space

Co(RQr(20)) = {g € C*(RQr(20)) : g =0 on Ix(RQr(20))}

with respect to the norm of H}, , where the Kolmogorov boundary dx(RQ,(z0)) is defined
n (1.6). The space was introduced in [LN21].

Definition 4.1. Forr >0 and zo = (to, zo,v0) € R*"*1 let f € HL (Q2-(20)). We say
that w € W(RQr(%0)) is a weak solution to

Ow + v - Vyw — divy(alt, z,v, Vyw)) =0 in RQ.(z0),
w=f on I (RQ-(20)),

if wis a weak solution to Oyw + v - Vyw — divy(a(t, z,v, V,w)) = 0 in RQr(20) and
w— f € Wo(RQr(20)).

We now deduce from [GN23] that the following existence result holds.

Lemma 4.2. Forr >0 and 29 = (to, xo,v0) € R* ! let f € HL (Q2-(20)). Then there
is a unique weak solution w € W(RQy(z0)) with w — f € Wo(RQr(20)) to (4.3).

(4.3)
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Proof. In [GN23], it is assumed that a(t,z,v,§) satisfies for any &;,&2,£ € R™,

(a) |a(tv v, 51) - a(t7 T, v, §2)| < A‘gl - £2|a

(b) (a(tv z,v, 51) - a(ta z,v, 52)) : (51 - 52) Z A71|£1 - £2|2a

(¢) a(t,z,v, ) = Aa(t,z,v,8), VAeR\{0}.
However, a careful inspection of the proof reveals that the existence result given in [GN23,
Theorem 1.5] remains true without the assumption (¢). Since (1.2) implies the conditions
(a) and (b), there exists a unique weak solution w to (4.3). O

Next, we provide zero-order comparison estimates.

Lemma 4.3. For v > 0 and 29 = (to,w0,v0) € R?>"*1 let u € L*(Q2,(20)) and let
[ € Hk(Qar(20)) be a weak solution to

Ouf +v-Vuf —divy(a(t,z,v, Vo f)) =p  in Qar(20)-
Then there is a unique weak solution w € W(RQ,(z0)) to (4.3) such that
sup ||
tel, (to)
with ¢ = c(n, A).
Proof. By Lemma 2.1, we may assume Qa,(z0) = Q2 and |u|(Q2) = 1. Let us choose a
smooth decreasing function ¢ : R — R such that 0 < ¢ < 1 and ¢(t) = 0 if ¢ > t( for some
tg € (—1,0) with further properties to be specified later. Let us define

(f = w)(t, )| L1 (B2 (zo+vo(t—to)) x B, (vo)) < || (Q2r(20))

1 ifr>j+1

T—j fj<r<j+1
(4.4) Pi(r) =<0 if —j<r<y

T+ if —j—-1<71<—j

-1 ifr<—j—1

Then we consider the truncated function &;(f —w) € L*(Wy; Hi(B1)), where we write
Wy == Wi,(0,0) and the smooth set Wi ¢(0,0) is determined in (A.2). We next define

(4.5) ¢ =P;(f —w)o
and observe that ¢ € L?(Wy; H} (B1)).

Since f—w € Wy(W7 x By), there is a sequence fr—wy € C°(W; x By) with fr—w, =0
on (Wi x By) and f —wi, — f —w in H} (W7 x By). Therefore, we observe

/ (040 V) (f —w), ) dedt = lim [ (@40 92) (i — w), o) dedr
Wy - Jw,

k—o0

(4.6) ~ Jim /B /W (B + - Vo) (i — ) o d

=: lim Jk,
k—o0

where we write ¢, == @;( f,—wy,)¢ and we have used the fact that ¢, — ¢ in L2(Wy; HY(By)).
We now use integration by parts and the divergence theorem to obtain

Ji = /B 1 /Wl(aﬁv-vm) <¢(t) /0 T e s) ds> i
[ 2w | " gy(s) dsd
_ /B 1 ( [ o) < /0 e s) ds) (1,0) - N dsm> dv

fre—wg
- / 8t(;5(t)/ D;(s)dsdz,
By Jw, 0

(4.7)



20 KIM, LEE, AND NOWAK

where we denote by N, , the outer unit normal vector to Wy at (¢,z) and by dS;, the
surface measure on OW7, respectively. Since fr — wy = 0 on I (W7 x By), we have

fr—wp
Jo > — / 9,6(1) / B, (s) ds dz.
By JW; 0

Since we will choose ¢ such that 9;¢(t) < 0, using Fatou’s lemma, we have

f—w
(4.8) /Wl (O +v-V)(f —w), ) dedt > /B1 /Wl(atqﬁ(t))/o D;(s)dsdz.

By testing the weak formulation of the equation
(4.9) Oh(f —w)+v Vi (f —w)—divy(a(t,z,v, Vo f) —a(t,z,0, Vyw)) = p in RQy
with ¢ and using (4.8), we deduce

/BI/WI (~0r6(t) / U y(s) dsds

[ ol Vo)~ olt 0. Vow) Vo@lf —w)] o< [ ppde
RQ1

RQ:1
Using (1.2) and the fact that @; > 0 and |®;],¢ < 1, we get

(4.10) /B /W (—0b(0)T;(f — w) d= < |ul(Qa),

where we write U;(s) = [ @;(£)d¢ and ¥; > 0. Let us fix t; € (—1,0) and choose ¢(t) to
be a decreasing meOth functlon such that ¢(t) =1lont <t;—d and ¢(t) =0 on t > ¢+,
d'(t) <0, ¢ (t) = 76/2 ont; —6/2 <t <t +6/2, where § < min{t; —1,[t1|} to see that

/t1 6/2/B1 /B1 5/2 d dmdt</l1 /B1 /31 —0i0(1))V;(f — w) dvdz dt < c|p|(Q2).

By taking 6 — 0 and using Lemma A.1, since t; € (—1,0) is arbitrary, we obtain
(4.11) sup/ / U,(f —w)dvdr < c|p|(Q2) < c
tel JBy, JBy

for some constant ¢. We next observe that

-1/2+7 ifr>1,

Uo(1) =< |72/2 if —1<7<1,

—-1/2—7 ifr < —1.

Let us fix 7 € I; to see that

/ / ‘Ifo(f—w)(T,x,v)dvdx:/ %dedx
Bl Bl ’
|B”|

+/”|(f_w)‘(7‘,gj,v)dvdx_ . 7

where we write

B = {(z,v) € By x By : |(f —w)(r,z,v)| <1}
and

B" = {(z,v) € By x By : |(f —w)(r,z,v)| > 1}.

Therefore, we have

/ \(f—w)(7,x,v)|dudx§/ / \Ilo(f—w)(T,x,v)dvdx+|Bl|2gc,
B1xB1 B J B,

where we have used that [, |f —w|dvdz < |B'| and (4.11). This completes the proof. [
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Using certain different quotient techniques originating in [KMO05; Min07], we obtain
the following higher differentiability result with respect to the spatial variable z, which is
crucial to obtain comparison estimates at the gradient level.

Lemma 4.4. Let p € L*(Q1) and let f € H, (Q1) be a weak solution to
Ouf +v-Vof —divy(a(t,z,v,V,f)) =p in Q1.
Then
Aiwarri@ e < (Il + lnlciey) -
where ¢ = ¢(n, A) and v =y(n,A) € (0,1).

Proof. Let us take § = 1/2 and choose |h| < 1/(40000\/71)%. By Lemma 2.3, there is a
collection {Q55 (2x)}rex such that

(4.12) Q34 C U Qs (21) C U Quajpjs(2x) C Q1
keK keK
and
(4.13) sup Z Xa, sz (2) S c(n).
2€R2n+1 ek 4|h|

We will prove
165 /112t (@4 0) < lPI®* (1 fllzr (@) + il @),
where ¢ = ¢(n, A) and the constant ag is determined in Lemma 2.11. We first observe

19k Fll L1 (@ (i) S MO (F = W)@, 5z + 10501 (@), 620y = T1 + s

where w is a weak solution to (4.3) with @Q,(zo) replaced by Qg5 (21). In light of Lemma
4.3, we first get

T < ell(f = w)llLr@y s < PP 1ul(Qupnps (21))-
We next observe from Lemma 2.11 and Lemma 4.3 that

Ty < |hF [w 3 z
2 < A= ]Cﬁii(QgW(%))‘lehm( Bl

< C\h|%’(175) <][ |w|d2) |Qaynie (21)]
Qz\mﬁ(zk)

|| 09 (f o f|dz+][ 1 dz) Qanye (1)
Qmmﬁ(zk) Qmmﬁ(zk)

@0 (_ |M\(Q4|h|ﬁ(zk)) [
h 3 (1 /8) hQﬁ d .
el <| | |Qanie (21)] " Qz‘h,‘ﬁ(z;c)|f| z) Qainpo ()]

Combining the estimates J; and Jy, we have

IN

IN

. a0
(4.14) 05 fllLr (@) <€ <|h|2B|N|(Q4hﬂ(zk)) +|h 50 6)/ |f|dz> :
Qgpﬂﬁ(zk)
Thus, using (4.12), (4.13) and (4.14), we get

167 f| dz < / 163 | d=
‘/Q3/4 Z Q‘h\ﬁ(zk)

ek
<c) <|h|2ﬂ|u|(Q4|h6(2k)) + [ F0=0) / | f] dZ)
kek QZ\}L\ﬁ(Zk)

< BT (11l (@) + 11(Q1)) -



22 KIM, LEE, AND NOWAK

By the embedding as in [DKLN24a, Lemma 2.2], we deduce

|f(t,z,0) — f(t,y,0)]
/QW o g[rroors  drdtdvsc (ILfller @) + ul(@Q1))

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A). By taking v = ag/8, we have the desired estimate. O

Combining the previous two results with an interpolation argument, we are now able to
deduce first-order comparison estimates.

Lemma 4.5. For r > 0 and 29 = (to,wo,v0) € R?>"*1 let yu € L*(Q2,(20)) and let
I € HL (Qa2(20)) be a weak solution to

Of +v-Vuf —divy(a(t,z,v,Vyf)) =p in Qar(20).
Then there is a unique weak solution w € W(RQ,(z0)) to (4.3) such that

c|pl(Q2r(20))
]£2r/2(z:o) Vo(f —w)|dz < rAn+1

with ¢ = c(n, A).

Proof. By Lemma 2.1, we may assume Qa,(20) = Q2 and |u|(Q2) = 1. Let us fix £ > 1.
As in the proof of Lemma 4.3, by testing (4.9) with &;(f — w), where the function @, is
defined in (4.4), we obtain

/ [(a(t,x,v, vvf) - G,(t, z,v, vvw)) ! Vv(@k(f - w))] dz < / /l@j(f - w) dz
RQ1

RQ1

Therefore, we have

[ Vs wPds<e [ a0 Do) - aftn, Vow) - Vu(@y(f - w)] de < e
A]‘ RQI
for some constant ¢ = ¢(A), where the set A; is defined as

Aj={z€RQ1 : j<|f(2) —w(z)] <j+1}.

Here we have used the fact that &; <1 and |p|(Q2) = 1. We now follow the computations
as in [DM11, Lemma 4.1] to see that

Vo(f —w)|? |Vo(f —w)? e
S O~ T d<2/ T+ dzgg;(ws—

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A,£). By the Sobolev embedding as in [DiB93, Chapter 1,
Proposition 3.1], we first observe

1(f = w)(sa,)] =

) S <l (f —w)( )||ZT111/2,W11(B 1))

X H(f_w)(v €, )

where we denote by BY /2 the standard Euclidean ball in R™ with radius 1/2 corresponding

Li I B
(4.16) (/2xBira

=T
Loo(Iy)o; Lt (31/2))

to the v-direction. We now integrate both sides of (4.16) with respect to the z-variable
and then use Holder’s inequality to obtain

LICAICE D]
(4.17) Biya

_1
<ellf s, mefm»té“fj?”(f w)(t, Mg e

dx
1/2)
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We next use standard interpolation arguments and Holder’s inequality to see that

— dx
/| N =08 M
/3 (1-8)q
< - —w)(-,,- . d
</ R L R (R RS T
(4.18) 8q
< - I, d
< (/B I =)yt e )

1-pBq
" (/ 1(f —w)(z )||£1711/2x31/2>d ) ’

1/2
where the constant v = y(n, A) is determined in Lemma 4.4 and
1 1

(4.19) ~P0FD+Y 4 g ﬂ.

n(y+1) n(y+1)+v
Here we have used the fact that 8qg < 1. We first observe that the fractional Sobolev
inequality as in [DPV12, Theorem 6.10] implies
(4.20) I =)0 e < €F = ) )

where ¢ = ¢(n, A). By (4.19), Minkowski’s integral inequality and (4.20), we obtain

1-Bq
(/ 10 = w)Coa ), h/szl,2>dw>

1/2

1/2)

a(1—=B)(n—7)

= W)z )| d
2 q(1-8)
S</ I =0t dtdu)
II/QXBi)/z
q(1-8)
S</ I~ w).- )Ilwwl(Bm)dtdv> |
Il/zXB;//2

where ¢ = ¢(n,A). Combining the estimates (4.17), (4.18) and (4.21) yields

(/1 [(f —w)(, )||Lq(11/2><31/2)dx>

1/2

172}

1-8
x (/ I(f —w)(t, -, v)|lwn. (B, dtdv) .
L2 x By,

To estimate further, we note that f — w is a weak solution to

O(f —w)+v-Vu(f —w) —divy(Alt,z,v)V,(f —w)) =p in Qq,

B
<c (Hf - szT(lll/sz SWLA(BY )) Sup ||(f ’LU)( a')Hzl+(1B1/2 1/2)>

where L

Alt,z,v) = / a(t,z,v,sVyf + (1 —s)V,w)ds
satisfies (2.19). Therefore, we nowouse Lemma 4.4 with f replaced by f — w to see that
(4.22) [f = wlwai(qy,e) < e (If —wllnigny + ellei@n)
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for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A). We now use (4.22) and Lemma 4.3 to see that

</T (f—w)(~,$,~)||%q(11/2><31/2)dx)

1/2

n_ B
<c (/ Vo (f —w) dZ) 1l (Q2) 7 + 1l (Q2) | (1ul(@2))' ™"
Q12

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A). In view of Holder’s inequality and (4.15) with £ = ¢, we
obtain that

V,U o 2 % 2
|vu<f—w>||ml/2><</Q Md) (/Q (1+f—w|)qd2>
1/2 1/2

SH—(/ |f—w|qdz>
Q12
Therefore, we have

va(f - w)||L1(Q1/2)

[N

[NljY
[Nljey

<cte(lul(@2)” (/Q IVv(f—w)IdZ> 1(Q2) ™ + |11](Q2)
1/2

1-84 £ A
< e+ clul(Qa)' " FTII W, (f — )50 ) + elul (Qa).

By Young’s inequality along with the fact that |u|(Q2) = 1, we have

1
IVo(f = wllL(Quyn) < 5IVe(f = w)llzr(@u s +e
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A). This completes the proof. (]

We next prove another comparison estimate at the gradient level that involves freezing
the coefficient.

Lemma 4.6. For r > 0 and 29 = (tg, zo,v0) € R*" L let w € W(RQ,(20)) be the weak
solution to (4.3) and let g € W(RQ,./4(20)) be the weak solution to

(4.23) Org + v - Vg — divy(alt, 2o, vo, Vpg)) =0 in RQy/4(20),
' g=w on OxcRQy/4(20)-
Assume that there is a non-decreasing function w : RT™ — RT with w(0) = 0 such that

1
(4.24) sup la(tz,v,&) — a(t,y,u, )| <w(max{|z —y|3, v —w|})|]|
(t,z,v),(t,y,u)€Q2,(20)

Then we have

2
][ V(g —w)?dz < cw(r/2)? ][ |V,w|dz
RQr/a(z0) RQ,/2(20)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A).

Proof. We may assume 7 = 1 and 2o = 0. Since g —w € Wo(RQ1/4), we have

Ji 4+ Jy ::/ (O +v-Vz)(g—w),g —w) dtde
W1/4,0(0,0)

+ / (a(ta Oa 07 vvg) - G,(t, 07 07 vvw)) ! (ng - va) dz
RQ1/4
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= / (a(t,z,v,Vyw) —a(t,0,0, Vyw)) - (Veg — Vyw)dz = J5,
RQ1/a

where Wy ,40(0,0) is defined in (A.2). Using standard approximation arguments as in (4.6),
we observe that J; > 0. In addition, we note from (1.2) that

1
T ORI
CJIRQ1,4
for some constant ¢ = ¢(A). In light of Young’s inequality, we next estimate Js as
1
Js §cw(1/2)2/ |va\2+—/ V(g —w)|? dz.
RQ1/4 2c RQ1/4
Therefore, combining the estimates Ji, J3, and J3 leads to
(4.25) ][ V(g —w)|*dz < cw(1/2)2][ V,w|? dz.
RQ1/a RQ1/a

Applying Lemma 2.14 with » = 1/2 and 2z = 0 into the right-hand side of (4.25) yields the
desired estimate. O

5. DECAY ESTIMATES AND PROOFS OF MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we prove decay estimates of the gradient of the solution to (1.1) and
derive several pointwise gradient estimates in terms of the data.

5.1. Nondivergence-type data. In this subsection, we provide gradient estimates of the
solution to (1.1) with nondivergence-type data. First, we establish the following excess
decay estimate.

Lemma 5.1 (Excess decay - nondivergence data). Forr > 0 and zo = (to, o, vo) € R*" 1,
let € L*(Qr(20)) and let f € HY, (Qr(20)) be a weak solution to

Of +v-Vof —divy(a(t,z,v,Vyf)) =p in Qr(20).
Assume a(-) satisfies (4.24) with 2r replaced by r. Then for any p € (0,1], we have

E(Vof: Qe(20)) < cp®E(Vof: Qu(z0)) + cp O™ uo(r) ][ IV, f|dz

(5.1) Qr(20)

~(ant2) |1l(@r(20))
A

for some constants ¢ = c¢(n, A) and o = a(n, A) € (0,1), where the constant o is determined
in Theorem 3.2.

Proof. By Lemma 2.1, we may assume Q,(z9) = Q1. It suffices to consider the case
that p € (0,2719], as (5.1) directly holds by taking a suitable constant ¢ = ¢(n, A), when
p =271 Let w € W(RQ1/2) and g € W(RQ1/s) be weak solutions to (4.3) and (4.23)
with » = 1/2 and 2o = 0, respectively. Then we have
(5.2) E(Vuf;Qp) S E(Vug;Qp) + E(Vu(f —9):Qp) = J1 + Ja.
In light of Theorem 3.2, we obtain

J1 < ep®E(Vyg; Q)
(5.3) <ep® [E(Vo(g —w); Quys) + E(Vo(w — f); Q1y5) + E(Vy f;Quys)]

< e [w(1/9) V0wl ray 0 + 1I(Quya) + (Vo f: Q1)
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where we have used Lemmas 4.6 and 4.5 for the last inequality. We further estimate J; as

J1 < ep® [w<1> (Ilvvw — NMrrra, ) + ||vfoL1<RQU4>) + \u|<c21)}
(5:4) +ep“B(Vof; Q1/4)
< c[p"E(Vof;Q1) +w)|Vufllzr @) + 11(Q1)]

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A). Similarly, we estimate J; as
Jo < E(Vo(f —w);Qp) + E(Vu(g —w); Qp)
(5.5) < o [4](Qu) + ()| Vo1 gy 0|

< ep” D 1u|(@Q1) +w W)V fller@n] »

where ¢ = ¢(n, A). Plugging the estimates J; and Js into (5.2) yields the desired estimate.
(|

Using Lemma 5.1, we now prove gradient estimates in terms of kinetic Riesz potentials.

Lemma 5.2. For R > 0 and 29 = (to,w0,v0) € R?>"*1 let u € L?(Qr(20)) and let
f € HL (Qr(20)) be a weak solution to

Of +v-Vuf —divy(a(t,z,v,Vyuf)) =p  in Qr(zo),
where a(-) satisfies (4.24) with 2r replaced by R and
1
/ M dp < oo.
o P

Then there is a positive integer m = m(n, A,w) such that for any i > 0,
(5.6) ][ Vo f]dz < c][ Vufldz + el (0, R)
Qy—im g (20) r(20)

holds, where ¢ = ¢(n, A,w).

Proof. Let us fix a positive integer m > 1 which will be determined later. Then we have
that for any r € (0, R],

E(Vyf; Qa-tt1ym,(20)) < 27" E(Vy f;Qa—rmr(20))
T e mant2)y (gkmy) ][ V., f] d

o—km,.(20)

—m(an+2) || (@2-tmr(20))
+ c2 (27km7-)4n+1

holds, where ¢ = ¢(n, A). We now choose m = m(n,A) > 1 so that
E(vvf; QQ*(’Prl)mr(ZO)) < E(va; 622*"'7”7"@:0))/4
(5.7) +cw (27Fmr) ][ |V, fldz

o—km,.(20)

(@1 (20))

+ (Q—kmr)4n+1 ’
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where ¢ = ¢(n,A). By summing k = 1,2,...4, we have

.

%

B(Vuf: Qu- o (20)) € 3 3 B(Vof; Qo (20)

>
Il
—
>
Il
.

(5.8) +ec) w (2*’“%)][ |V, f| dz
Qz kmr(zﬂ)

+c M ZJ

(2 kmr 4An+1

First, we note

k
J2 < cZw 2—km ) ZE(vva QQ‘”’LT(ZO)) + |(va)QT(ZO)|‘|
=
k
<ed) w(@7Fr) Y E(Vof; Qaeimi(20))

+CZOJ 2 ke . Vf)Q (z0)|— Jo1 + Jo2.
By Fubini’s theorem, we have

Jo1 <cZZw (277) BE(Vo f; Qa-imr(20)) + ¢ Y _w (275"r) E(V, f;Qr(20))

I=1 k=l k=1
T w i
<cf @devaf;Qw,.(zO))
o P =0
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A), where we have also used that

Zw (27Fmr) <cZ/ dp<c/orw(p)d,0.

Similarly, we get

2— (k— 1)171

[

Jap <c (/0 w(pp) dp) (Vo )@, (z0)

dp ZE(vvf7 Q2*lmr(20)) + |(vvf)Qr(zo)|‘|
=0

which implies

(5.9) ngc/r“M

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A). Thus we now choose o = o(n, A,w) € (0, 1] sufficiently small
so that

" w(p) 1
. _ < —
(5.10) /0 p dp < 4c’

where r := o R. Thus, we have

1 [
T2 £ 7Y B(VuF;Qeni(20)) + el (Vo ), o) -

1=0
On the other hand, we observe that

J3 < c]l“‘(zo,r).
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Combining all the above estimates for Ji, Jo and J3 yields

ZE (Vo f: Qormy(20)) ZE (Vo f; Qo (20)) + l(Vo g, zo)| + eI (20, 7),

k=1

where ¢ = ¢(n, A,w). Therefore, we have
(5.11) S E(Vufi Qi) S f  (Vuflde kel o),
k=1 @r(z0)

where ¢ = ¢(n, A,w). We are now ready to prove (5.6). To do this, we observe that for any
positive integer ¢ > 1, either

or
(513) 2_(i0+1)m7a < 2—1mR S 2—iﬂmr

holds for some nonnegative integer ig > 0. If (5.12) holds, then

][ Vo fldz < e ][ IV, fldz,
QQ—im,R(zo) QR(ZO)

where ¢ = ¢(n, A,w), as the constant r determined in (5.10) depends only on n, A and w. If
(5.13) holds, then

/ Vofldz<cf 1V, /| d=
sz'im,R(ZO) Q27'L'07n (ZO)

<<:<§:l?V7f Qao-kmy(20)) + (Vo )Qr%ﬂ>
k=1

<c <][ IVuf|dz+Il“(zo,r)>
Qr(z0)

=° (J[ Vo fldz + fi"'(zO,R>>
Qr(z0)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A,w). This completes the proof. [l

By using Lemma 5.2, we now improve the estimate (5.6) by imposing a Holder assumption
on the nonlinearity a.

Lemma 5.3. For R > 0 and 29 = (to,z0,v0) € R* " let u € L?(Qr(20)) and let
I € HL (Qr(20)) be a weak solution to

Of +v-Vuf —divy(a(t,z,v, Vo f)) =p  in Qr(zo),
where a satisfies (4.24) with 2r replaced by R and

(5.14) w(p) < p°

for some B € (0,«), where the constant « is determined in Theorem 3.2. Then we have

Mﬁﬁ(vvf)(ZO)SC(][Q AL f|dZ+CI|“(ZO7R)+M1B,R(M)(ZO)>

holds, where ¢ = ¢(n, A, B).
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Proof. By (5.14), we get (5.6). In addition, by Lemma 5.1, we have

E(Vof; Qur(20)) < o E(Vaf: Qr(20)) + e p=(4n+2) ][ IV, /] dz
(5.15) Qr(20)

—(4n+2) |1|(Qr(20))
7,4n+1 ?

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A), where r < R/2 and p € (0,1/2]. By (5.6), we deduce

f o Wasldze (f ufldz +Il“'<zo,R>> ,
Qr(20) Qr(20)
where ¢ = c(n, A).

We now plug this into the second term in the right-hand side of (5.15) to get that
E(vvf; Qpr(ZO)) < CpaE(va; QT(’ZO))

(5.16) +erfpmnt?) <][ IV f dz + 1) (20, R))
' Qr(20)

(4n+2) |1 (Qr(20))
7«4n+1 )

+cp

+cp

where ¢ = ¢(n,A). We now divide both sides given in (5.16) by (pr)” and choose p =
p(n, A, B) sufficiently small such that p®=# < i. Therefore, we obtain

E(V,f;Qpr(20)) _ 1E(Vyf;Qr(20)) lul
(Pr)g = 4 8 e <]{2R(zo) |Vﬂf| e Il# (207 R)>

+ertF ][ || dz
QT(ZO)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A, 8). By considering (1.14) and (1.15), we derive

ME (70l (z0) < TMF 5 (Vo) z0) + ¢ (é Vo fldz + I{“'<zo,R>>

+ cMip,r(1)(20)-
This completes the proof. O

r(20)

We now prove Theorem 1.9, Corollary 1.11 and Corollary 1.12.

Proof of Theorem 1.9, Corollary 1.11 and Corollary 1.12. Using Lemma 5.2 and a gener-
alized Lebesgue differentiation theorem given by [[S20, Theorem 10.3] with s = 1, we obtain
the pointwise gradient potential estimates given in Theorem 1.9.

We are now going to prove Corollary 1.12. Suppose that (1.12) holds. In light of the first
assumption in (1.12) and the estimate given in Theorem 1.9, we have V, f € L*(Q3r/4(20))-
We now prove
(5.17) lim sup E(V,f;Qr(z1)) = 0.

=0, €Qsr/16(20)
Let us fix € > 0. We note from Lemma 5.1 that for any 21 € Q3r/16(20), 7 < R/1000 and
p <1, we have

E(va; Qpr(zl))
< ep"E(V, f;Qr(21)) + cp” 4w (r) ][ Vofldz+ cp*“"”)%#~

Qr(zl)
By Lemma 2.2, we have Q,(z1) C Q3r/4(20). Thus, we further estimate

(e% —(4n —(4n M QT Z
E(Vuf;Qpr(21)) <c ([p +p +2)w(r)] V0 Fl2(@aratcon) + 97 +2)||§,4n+(10)))-
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Next, we choose p sufficiently small so that

P Vol (@snja(z0)) < €/2-

By (1.9) and the second assumption given in (1.12), we next choose r sufficiently small so
that

—an —(an+2) [1[(@r(20))
‘ <P “ Jr2)“")(7n)”va”L""(QsR/4(zo)) +p ) rn+1 <e/2

This implies that for any € > 0, there are constants r € (0, R/1000] and p € (0, 1] such that
sup E(vvfa Qrp(zl)) S g,

21€Q3Rr/16(20)

which implies (5.17) in view of standard covering arguments. This completes the proof of
Corollary 1.12.

We are now ready to prove Corollary 1.11. Combining the estimates given in (5.8) and
(5.9), we deduce

J =V f(21) = (Vo) el €D E(Vof; Qo rmy(21))

=0

< cE(V,f;Qr(21))
+c </0 w(pp) dp) ||V’Uf||L°°(Q3R/4(Z0))

+ cI{”l(zl,r),

where ¢ = ¢(n, A) and the positive integer m = m(n, A) is determined in Lemma 5.2. We
note that (1.11) implies (1.12). Therefore, we now use (5.17) to see that

lim sSup E(vvfa QT‘(Zl)) =0.

r—0 21€Q3Rr/16(20)

This together with (1.9) and (1.11) implies that J — 0, as » — 0. Thus, V, f is continuous.

Furthermore, when p € LY +21(Qqr(20)), then Il“l(z, R/4) € L*>(QRry4(20)) which follows
from (2.16). Therefore, there holds (1.11) with R replaced by R/4 and the continuity of
Vof in W x V follows. This completes the proof. O

We next provide the proof of Corollary 1.13.
Proof of Corollary 1.13. Let us fix q € [2,4n + 2). Then by Theorem 1.9, we have

Vo f(z1)| < e <][ Vo f|dz + 1{#'(21,3/1000)> ,
QRry/1000(21)

where ¢ = ¢(n,A) and 21 € Qr(z0). Therefore, using Lemma 2.8, we have

4n4+2—g

a(4n+2) atins2)
][ IV, IR g < c][ V. f dz
QR/looo(Zl) QR/lo(Zl)

1
ver(f Wdz) ,
Qry10(21)

where ¢ = ¢(n, ¢). Standard covering arguments now yield (1.13), completing the proof. O
We end this section with providing the proof of Theorem 1.14.

Proof of Theorem 1.14. By Lemma 5.3, we get (1.16). We now use Lemma 2.7 together
4n+2
with the fact that € L7 °(Q2r(20)) to see that IM1—g,r/2(1) | (@2 (20)) < 0O

. ant2
Since L7 " (Q2r(20)) C L**21(Qar(20)), we have ||I{“|(z1,R/2)||Lm(QR/2(ZO)) < 00,
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which follows from (2.16). Therefore, we have ||M;%R/2(vvf)||L:>O(QR/2(ZO)) < 00, so that

in light of (2.14), we have V, f € Cfin(QR/lﬁ(zo)). By standard covering arguments, we
arrive at the desired result. This completes the proof. O

Before we prove Theorem 1.15, we first observe the following lemma.

Lemma 5.4. For R > 0 and 2o = (to,%0,v0) € R*" " let u € L?(Q2r(20)) and let
f € HY(Q2r(20)) be a weak solution to

Of +v-Vuf =divy(a(t)Vof) + 1 in Qar(z0)-
Then for any 8 € (0,1), we have

R’ [ﬂcfm(QR(ZO)) =¢ <]22R(zo) = <f)Q2R(Zo)| dz + R2||M||L°°(Q2R(Zo))>

with ¢ = ¢(n, A).

Proof. By (5.23) in Lemma 5.7 below, we have

2
Rﬂ[f]cfm(QR(ZO)) <c (][Qgﬂ/z(z()) Vofldz+ R ||M||L°°(Q3R/2(20))> )

where ¢ = ¢(n, A, 8). By the standard energy estimates given in [GIMV19, Lemma 2.6]
and Lemma 2.12, we further estimate

R(flop @uizon <€ <]{22R(ZO) f = (N)@an(zo)| d2 + RQII/«LIILOO(QZR(ZU»)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A, 8), which completes the proof. O
We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.15.
Proof of Theorem 1.15. We first prove that for any weak solution f € H'(Q2r(20)) to
Orf +v-Vof =divy(a(t)Vyf) in Qar(z0),

for any /3 € (0,1) we have

(5.18) RV, fles

kin

(@rz0)) = C][ IVof = (Vof)Qaneeq | 42,
Q2R ()

where ¢ = ¢(n, A, 8). By Lemma 2.1, we may assume R =1 and 2z = 0.
We first note from Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 2.13 that

619 [Vaflim@un Scf 17-ldz<cf [Vuf = (Vuflaulds
Q74 2
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,A), where | = (V,f)g, - v+ (f)g,- We next note for any
h e (0,1/10'],
OOhf +v-Vady f=divy(a(t) Vb f) —h-Vafy in Qs
By Lemma 5.4, for any 3 € (0,1), we get

H (L[5
|h| Cfir.(Ql)_ Q3/2 |h‘ |h‘ Qs/z

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A, ). We now take h = ee;, where e; is the standard i-th
direction unit vector (i = 1,2,...,n) and take h — 0, in order to deduce that

@ <[ Vol = (VoDauldz + [ Vaf i~y ) -
Q2

dz + ||me||L°°(Qa/2)>

(5.20) Vo f] s

kin
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Then (5.18) follows by plugging (5.19) into the the second term in the right-hand side of
(5.19). In view of (5.18), we can now apply Theorem 1.14 with « replaced by 1 to get the
desired result. O

5.2. Divergence-type data. In this subsection, we prove pointwise estimates of the
gradient of the solution to (1.1) when the right-hand side is given by divergence-type data
div, G for some vector valued function G € L2.

To handle divergence-type data, we will use a different excess functional in this subsection.
For any G : Q,(29) — R™ with G € L*(Q,(20)), we write

1
2

E>(G;Qr(20)) = (Jé ( )lG— (G)QT(ZO)|2d2>

We now prove excess decay estimates when the right-hand side is in divergence form.

Lemma 5.5 (Excess decay - divergence data). For r > 0 and zo = (to, xo,v9) € R?HL,
let G € L*(Q,(20),R™) and let f € HL,, (Qr(20)) be a weak solution to

Of+v-Vuf —divy(a(t,z,v,Vyf)) = —div, G in Q,(z0),
where G € L*(Q,(20)) and a(-) satisfies (4.24) with 2r replaced by r. Then for any p € (0,1],

we have

E(Vof;Qpr(20)) < cp®E(Vy f;Qr(20)) + Cp_(4"+2)w(7“)][ Vo f|dz
(5.21) Qr(z0)
+cp” BV By (G5 Q4 (20))
for some constants ¢ = c¢(n, A) and o = a(n, A) € (0,1), where the constant « is determined
in Theorem 3.2.

Proof. By Lemma 2.1, we assume Q,.(z9) = Q1. When p > 2710 the assertion follows
trivially with a suitable constant ¢ = ¢(n, A). Thus we may assume p € (0,271°]. Let
w € W(RQ1/2) and g € W(RQ1 /5) be weak solutions to (4.3) and (4.23) with u = — div, G,
r =1/2 and zy = 0, respectively. Since f —w € Wy(RQ1,2), by testing the equation

H(f —w) +v-Vu(f —w) —div(a(t,z,v, V) — a(t,r,v, V,w)) = —div, (G — (G)q, ,)
with f — w, we deduce
Foomr—wPeze] 6= (60 (Vold —w)ld
RQ1/2 RQ1/2

By Young’s inequality, we obtain

(5.22) ]{QQ Vo (f — w)2dz < c][ G — (@), |2 dz
1/2

1

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A), where we have used the fact that RQ /2 C Q1. We next
observe that

E2(vvf§ Qp) < EQ(VM]? Qp) + E2(vv(f - g); Qp) =J1+ Ja.
As in the estimates concerning J; given in (5.3) and (5.4) together with (5.22), we have
Ty < ep®B(Vug; Quys) < ¢ [p"E(Vof; Q1) +w)[[Vu fllrr,) + E2(G; Q1)
where ¢ = ¢(n, A). By (5.5) along with (5.22), we estimate Js as
Ja<ec [p_(2"+1)E2(G; Q1) + p_(4"+2)w(1)HvaHLl(Ql)} ;

where ¢ = ¢(n, A). By combining all the above estimates for J; and Js, we arrive at the
desired estimate. O

Using Lemma 5.5, we now obtain the following pointwise estimates.
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Lemma 5.6. For R > 0 and z = (to, To,v0) € R*" ™, let G € L*(Qr(2),R") and let
I € HL (Qr(20)) be a weak solution to

8tf +v- Vaf.f - divv(a(t,x,v, vvf)) = —diVU G in QR(ZO)7

where G € L*(Qr(20)) and a(-) satisfies (4.24) with 2r replaced by R and the function w
satisfies (5.14) for some B € (0, ), where the constant o is determined in Theorem 3.2.
Then we have

M (Vo fl)(z0) < ¢ (Ma(17£1)(z0) + MFR(GI) z0))
for some constant ¢ = c¢(n, A, B).
Proof. Let us fix p € (0,1/4]. By (5.21) and (5.14), we deduce that for any r € (0, R],
E(vvf; Qpr(ZO)) < Cpaiﬁ E(va; QT‘(ZO)) + Cp7(4n+2+ﬂ) ]l |vvf| dz

(pr)? o P Qr(z0)

+ Cp7(2n+1+5) EQ(G;TQ;T(ZO))

holds, where ¢ = ¢(n, A). Therefore, by taking a sufficiently small constant p = p(n, A, §)
such that cp®=# < 1/4, we derive

MY (Vo f1)(20)
4
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A, 8), which completes the proof. O

M r(IV0f1)(z0) < + ¢ [Ma(Vof1)(z0) + MR (G)(z0)]

For the proof of (1.19) and (1.20), we need the following lemma.

Lemma 5.7. For R > 0 and z = (to,z0,v0) € R*"*1 let u € L?*(Qr(20)), G €
L*(Qr(20),R™) and let f € HL. (Qr(20)) be a weak solution to

(875 +v- vw)f - diVU(a(t, T,v, vvf)) =H—= divv G in QR(ZO)7
where a(-) satisfies the same assumptions as in Lemma 5.6. Then we have

R A e @nystzo)) + Vol 1BMO@rya(z0))

(5.23) .\
<ec ]2 - IVofl"dz | +[GlBrmo@r(z0)) + Bllitll Lo (Qr(zo)) | »
R{(20

where v € (0,1) and ¢ = ¢(n, A, 7). In addition, if u =0, then we have

1
2

2 B
(5.24) VoSl (@nateon < € <]{2R(ZO)|W| dZ> + R Gleg, @nton

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A, B), where the constant 8 is given in Lemma 5.6.

Proof. In view of Lemma 2.1, we may assume that Qr(z0) = Q1. Let us fix 0 < p < r < Ry,
where Ry < R/1000 is determined later depending only on n, A and S. We will prove that

for any 21 € Q1/2,

/ IVof = (Vof)g,e0l dz

Qp(21)

(5.25) <clpm e [V = (Tuf)a e
QT(Zl)

T eptnt2 [[G]%MO(QI) Tl o + /Q vaIQdZ]
1
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holds, where ¢ = ¢(n, A, 8) and the constant « is determined in Theorem 3.2. We may
assume p < r/32. Let w be a weak solution to (4.3) with Q,(20) replaced by @, /4(21) and
let g be a weak solution to (4.23) with @, /4(20) replaced by Q,/16(21). We first observe

/ |va|2dz§c/ |Vv(f—w)|2dz+c/ |Vv(wfg)|2dz
(526) Qp(zl) Qp(zl) Qp(zl)

+c/ IVogl?dz = Jy + Jo + J5.
Qp(z1)
In view of (5.22), we note that

/ Vo (f — w)?dz < c / G = (G)auenPdz+c / u(f — w)d,
RQrys(z1) RQr/s(21)

RQr/s(21)

where ¢ = ¢(n,A). By employing Young’s inequality and Poincaré’s inequality together
with the fact that (f —w)(t,z,-) =0 on B, g(v1), we obtain

/ Vo(f —w)Pdz < c/ G — (@)oo d + c/ rpf? da.
RQr/s(21) RQyr/s(21) RQyr/s(21)

Therefore, we estimate J; as

(5.27) Ji < c/ G — (@)g, ()P dz + c/ lrp|? dz.
Qr(21) Qr(21)
We now use (4.25) and (5.27) to see that

Jy < crw/ |V,w|? dz
RQr/s(z1)

< cr?f (/ [|va|2 + |r,u|2] dz +/ |G — (G)QT(Z1)|2 dz> ,
Q'r‘(zl) Qr(zl)

where ¢ = ¢(n, A). By Theorem 3.2, we have

(5.28)

Ja £ e 2V gy < o/ [ Vil
Qr/32(21)
We further estimate J3 as
Js < clpfr)t? [ / Valg - w)Pde+ [ Y (w— dz]
RQr/16(21) RQr/16(21)

(5.29)

+e(p/r)int? / VP d,
QT(ZI)

where ¢ = ¢(n, A). Plugging (5.29), (5.27) and (5.28) along with the fact that r <1 yields

4n—+2
/ va|2dz§c[(p) +r2ﬁ]/ \va|2dz
Qo(21) r Qr(21)

+ e 2 (G a0y + Iilmon)

where ¢ = ¢(n,A) and v € (0,1). By Lemma 2.10, there is a small constant Ry =
Ri(n, A, B,7v) € (0,1) such that

/ |va|2 dz <c r4"+2_'y/ |va|2 dz + rAn 2=\
Qr(zl) QRI (21)

(5.30)
<e¢ (1"4"“7 / Vo fl?dz + 7‘4”“"./\/1)
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holds for any r < Ry, where M = [G]QBMO(QI) + ||,uH%oc(Ql). Therefore, by Lemma 2.13,

(5.31) ]{2 NP et < / |vvf|2dz+[G]%Mo<Ql>+||u||im@l))7
r(Z1 1

which yields CY, estimates of f. We next observe

/ |vuff<vuf>Qp<zl>|2dzsc/ \vv<f—w>|2dz+c/ IV, (w — g)? dz
Qp(zl) Qp(zl) Qp(zl)

+C/ \va— (va)Qp(Zl)F dz = Lq+ Lo + Lg.
Qp(21)

We note that the terms Ly and Ly can be estimated as in (5.27) and (5.28), respectively.
In light of Theorem 3.2, we estimate L3 as

Ly < c(p/r)tt2+2a /Q Ve (Vu)a, ool 8=
r(Z1

<Li+ Lo+ C(p/r)4n+2+2a/ |V1,f - (va)Qr(zl)F dz
Qr(21)
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A). Therefore, we have

/ Vo — (Vuf)o,onl dz
Qp(21)

(5.32) < o(p/r)int2+2a /Q IVl = (g

+ 07"26/(2 o Vo f[?dz +r*"+2 ([GFBMO(Ql) + Hﬂ”%m(@l)) .
r{Z1
Plugging (5.30) with v = 3 into (5.32) yields (5.25). Since

o(p) = /Q IVl = (Tl el 8

is non-decreasing and nonnegative, we now apply Lemma 2.10 into (5.26) to see that

QT(ZI)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A, 8), whenever r < R;, where the constant Ry = Ri(n, A, ) is
determined in (5.30) with v = 8. This implies

Vo d= + [CRraron + ||u||im@1)} ,

1

Vo flBMo@,,.) < ¢ [||va||L2(Q1) + [GlBrmoQ.) + ||MH%«J(Q1)}

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A, 8). Using this and (5.31), we get (5.23).
We next observe from (5.27) that if G € Cfin(Ql), then we have

/ |va_ (V'Uf)Qp(zl)‘de
Qp(zl)

(5.33) <C(p/7")4”+2+2"/Q ( )Iva— (Vo )@,z dz

28 2 An+2425 12
e /Q,,(m Vol dztr Cles, @

Plugging (5.30) into (5.33) yields

/ Vof = (Vof)oonl? dz < clp/r)int2+2 / Vof = (Vol)o, o d2
(5.34) Qp(21) Qr(21)

+ ertnt2th [[G]ch @) —|—/Q Vuf|2dz]
m 1
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for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A, 8). We now use Lemma 2.10 to see that

|vvf - (vvf)Qr(zq)‘z dz < Cr4n+2+ﬂ |vvf|2 dz + [G]2 B 5
QT(ZI) Ckm(Ql)

1

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A, 8). This gives

HMgé/QJ/Q(va)(Z)||LOO(Q1/2) <c |:»/Q |V1,f|2dz + [G]éfin(Ql):l ’
1

which implies V, f € L3S with the desired estimate by Corollary 2.5. This completes the

loc

proof. O
We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.16 and Theorem 1.17.

Proof of Theorem 1.16. By Lemma 5.6, we have the desired estimate (1.19). In ad-

dition by Lemma 5.7, we have (1.20). It remains to prove (1.21). Let us assume
G € Cfin(QgR(zo)) which yields MZ;E}%(G) € L2 (Q2r(20)). Then by Lemma 5.7, we

get Vof € LS. (Q2r(20)) which implies Mr(V,f) € LYY (Q2r(%0)). Therefore, (1.19)
implies M;%R(va) € L{2.(Q2r(20)). Together with Corollary 2.5, we arrive at V, f €

loc

C’fin(Q r/s(20)). The desired implication (1.21) now follows in light of standard covering
arguments. This completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 1.17. Since we have (5.19), by employing Theorem 1.16 with « replaced
by 1, all the results given in Theorem 1.16 directly follow for any 8 € (0,1). We are now
going to prove (1.22).

Without loss of generality, we can assume that R =1 and zg = 0. We first observe that

(O +v- V)7 f —divy(alt,z,v)d; f) = divy((a(t, z + h,v) — at,z,v))V, f7))
—div,(0;,G) weakly in Qg/2,
for |h| small, where f7(t,x,v) == f(t,z + h,v). We rewrite this as
(O +v - Vo) f — divy(A(t,z,v)V, f) = div,(G) weakly in Q3/s,

where

- 0rf —_ (Alt,z +h,v) — A(t,z,v))Vfy  6G
f= PEE and G = REE _|h|5/3'

Since V,f € L®(Qs/5) and ‘A“’”"’;jgg‘(”’”)‘ + “;jf;fl, € L>(Qs/2), by Lemma 5.7, we

obtain

feCq (@)
for any € > 0. We now use [FR24, Lemma A.1.2] to get the desired result (1.22). O

APPENDIX A. FUNCTION SPACES

In this appendix, we will construct a regularized cylinder of Q,.(20), and deduce several
properties of functions f € HY, (Qr(20)).

Let us recall the cylinder Q%% (to,2o) which is defined in (4.1). We are going to find a
smooth domain W, ., (to,zo) such that

(A1) o (o, 20) C Wiy (to, 20) © Wy ja,, (to, To) C th’fq,o (to, o).

To this end, we define a set

W —1
= "o < <
W {(t,x) ERXR" : |z| 1+\/410g (=% — e 1/1tP) and |¢| 1/2}
to see that
OW = {(t,z) e R"™! ¢ =+1/2 and |z| < 1}
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-1 )
n+1 . _ < < Z
U{(t,x)ER ot i\/log(e—4—e—l/(4(|’”—1)2)) and1|x|4}.

Therefore, we observe that W C R"*! is a smooth domain and

L(1/2) x Bf CW C I54(1/2) x BE,,

where the ball BY is defined in (2.1). We point out that the construction indeed uses a
subset of the set {(t,z) : e~ VIt = ¢=4 — ¢=1/(lal=1)*},
For any r > 0 and zy € R*"!| we now consider a mapping F} ,, : R"* — R"*1 defined
by
Fr(t,x) = (r2(t — 1/2) + to, r*z 4+ xo + r2(t — 1/2)vy),

which is a C'°°-diffeomorphism and
Frz(11(1/2) x BY) = Q15 (to, xo).

We now define

(A2) Wr,vo (t07 LIZ’()) = FT7ZO (W)7

which is smooth in R"™! and satisfies (A.1).
Using this, we will prove that for any

(A3) f € Hin(Qar(20)) = f € W(RQr(20)),
where RQ,(z0) = Wy, (to, 20) X Br(vg) and the space W(RQ,(z9)) is the closure of

C>(RQr(20)) with respect to the norm of H}, . Indeed, the regular set RQ,(z0) and the
space W(RQ,(z9)) are defined in (4.2) and Section 1.3, respectively. As in the proof of
[AH24, Lemma 3.10] together with the fact that W, /4 ., (to, 20) and B, /4(vo) are smooth
domains in R**! and R, respectively, we observe that there is a sequence of smooth function
{fx}x such that fi € C°°(Ws, 4,4, (t0, T0) X Bsrja(vo)) N C(Wsy 4., (to, o) X Bsrya(vo))
and

fo = f i Hg,(Wap 4,00 (to, 20) X Bsyya(vo))-
Thus, we have fi, € C®°(W,. 4, (to, o) X By(vp)) and

Je = f in Hﬁin(Wr,vo(thmO) x B(vo)).

Thus, (A.3) follows.
Using (A.3), we are now able to prove that if f € H} (W x V) is a weak solution to
(1.1) with g € L*(W x V) and G € L*(W x V,R"), then

(A.4) f € L>®(I; LU, x Uy)),
whenever I x U, x U, @ W x V. To do this, we will prove that for any Qa,.(z0) C W x V,

(A5)  sup (|20t )| (B, wot (t—to)vo) x By (v)) < C/ Vo f [P+ |12+ |l + |G| dz
tel,.(to) Qr(20)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A), where we choose g = min{m, 1000} Let us choose a
smooth function ¢ = ¢(t) > 0 and a cutoff function ¢ = (2) € C2°(Qs3,/4(20)) with ¢ =1
on Q;/2(20). Then we have

/ (00 + -1, fio) dadt
Wi v (to,2o0)
= lim <(8t + - Vx)fk, fk(plm drdt = lim Jj,
k— o0 Wr,vo (tD7IO) k— oo
where fi, € CY (W, 4 (to, 20) X Br(v0)) N C(W,., (to, o) X By(vg)) satisfies
fk - f € Hllin(Wr,vo (t07x0) X BT(UO))-
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By standard properties of the dual operator (-,-) ;-1 g1, We get

Wi vg (to,z0) J Br(vo)
1
-1 / / (0 + v Vo) (fRot) dz
By (vo) Y Wi g (to,z0)

1
5[ P00+ v- V) () d = T + Ty
By (vo) J Wi wg (to,zo0)
Since ¥ € C(Q3,/4(20)), we have

1
Tt = 7/ / F2ow(1,0) - Nio dS,.0 do
B (’Uo oW,

00 (£0,20)

/ /fk(pw Nta:]dStde>0
B,-(vo)

where we write A = {(tg, )

|
lim Jj > _7/ / 20 + v - Vo) () dz
k—o0 (v0) J Wi v toﬂﬂo)

In addition, by using the equation, we obtain
— 1
Tmg [ [ Pogvdsse | VuPIE £ IGR
vo) Y Wi v (to,xo) Qr(20)

Let us fix t; € (to — (2e0)?, to) and choose & < 1 min{t; — (to — (r/2)?),to —t1}. Then there
is a smooth function ¢(t) such that ¢(t) = 1 ont<ti—e/2and p(t)=0ont >t +¢
and, ¢'(t) >0, ¢'(t) = —e on t1 — /2 < t < t1 + /2. In this setting, we have

J>/ / / f?/edxdvdt
t1—e/2 J B, (vo) J Br(xo+vo(t—to))

whenever £ < gy. By using Lemma A.1 which will be proved below, we obtain (A.5). Since
we have proved that for any zp € W x V such that Q2,(20) € W x V, (A.5) holds, standard
covering arguments yield (A.4).

We end this appendix by mentioning a generalized Lebesgue differentiation theorem.

Lemma A.1. Let f € L'(Qr(20)). Then we have for a.e. t € Ig(to),
¢
Ly \ 1 (7, 2, 0) | L1 (Br(wo+(t—to)vo) x Br(vo)) AT = [Lf (2, V)| L1 (Br (o -+(t—to)vo) x Br(v0)) -
—c
Proof. We may assume f € L'(Ir(tg); L'(R™)) by taking f =0 on Ir(tg) x R*™\ Qr(20).
Then by [Sho97, Theorem 1.6] or [Hil48, Equation (3.8.4) in Corollary 2], we have

lim t flryz,v) — f(t,z,v)dr

e—0 J, .

x| = (3/4)3}. Therefore, we have

=0 ae. te IR(t()).
L1(R2n)

Therefore, we have

t
][ ILf(m,2,0) || L1 @ny dT — [| f(E, 2, ) || L1 (mr)
t—e

t

t
][ If(m, 2, 0) || L @ny — L f(E 2,0) || 1 (mny dT f(rx,v) — f(t,x,v)dr
t—e

t—e

x |
L1(R27)

Using this together with the fact that f = 0 on Ir(ty) x R*"\ Qr(20), we obtain the desired
estimate. O
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