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ON SCHAUDER ESTIMATES FOR A CLASS OF NONLOCAL
FULLY NONLINEAR PARABOLIC EQUATIONS

HONGJIE DONG AND HONG ZHANG

ABSTRACT. We obtain Schauder estimates for a class of concave fully nonlinear
nonlocal parabolic equations of order o € (0, 2) with rough and non-symmetric
kernels. We also prove that the solution to a translation invariant equation
with merely bounded data is C? in z variable and A! in ¢ variable, where Al
is the Zygmund space. From these results, we can derive the corresponding
results for nonlocal elliptic equations with rough and non-symmetric kernels,
which are new even in this case.

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper is devoted to the study of Schauder estimates for a class of concave
fully nonlinear nonlocal parabolic equations. There is a vast literature on Schauder
estimates for classical elliptic and parabolic equations, for instance, see [14 [19]
[4]. Since the work by Caffarelli and Silvestre [T, B} 2], nonlocal equations, which
naturally arise from models in physics, engineering, and finance that involve long
range interactions (for instance, see [I0]), attract an increasing level of interest
recently. An example of nonlocal operators, which is associated with pure jump
processes (see, for instance, [20]), is the following

Lou = / (u(t,z +y) —u(t,z) — y" Du(t,z)) Ka(t,z,y)dy for o € (1,2),
R4

Lou = / (u(t,z+y) —u(t,z) —y" Du(t,z)xp, ) Ka(t,z,y)dy for o =1
R4

with / yKq(t,z,y)ds=0 VYr >0, (1.1)
S

Lou = / (u(t,x +y) — u(t,x))Ka(t,x,y) dy for o € (0,1),
Rd

where
A2 —o0)
ly|d+e

A(2—0)}

Kaeﬁozz{K: Ty

< K(ta,y) <

for some ellipticity constants 0 < A < A, with no regularity assumption imposed
with respect to the y variable. This type of nonlocal operators was first considered
by Komatsu [I7], Mikulevi¢ius and Pragarauskas [20, 2], and later by Dong and
Kim [12} 1], and Schwab and Silvestre [24], to name a few. In particular, the
condition (LI)) appeared in all these references except for [24], where a similar
cancellation condition was imposed. Notice that this class of operators is scaling
invariant.
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The fully nonlinear nonlocal parabolic equation that we are interested in is of
the form

we = of (Lou+ fa), (1.2)

where K, € Ly for a € A and A is an index set. For fully nonlinear second-order
equations with f, = 0, the celebrated C? estimate was established independently
by Evans [I3] and Krylov [I8] in early nineteen-eighties. Nonhomogeneous second-
order equations were considered a bit later by Safonov [23]. Recently, Caffarelli
and Silvestre [2] investigated the nonlocal version of Evans-Krylov theorem with
translation invariant and symmetric kernels, ie., K,(x,y) = K,(y) = Ku.(—vy),
satisfying additional regularity assumptions

[Kalo2gavs,) < A2—o0)p~ 7772 (1.3)

More recently, their result was extended to nonhomogeneous fully nonlinear elliptic
equations by Jin and Xiong [I5] by using a recursive Evans-Krylov theorem. At al-
most the same time, Serra [26] removed the regularity assumption (L3) and proved
the Evans-Krylov theorem and Schauder estimates with symmetric kernels. His
proof relies on a Liouville type theorem and a blow-up analysis. In this paper, we
do not assume that the kernels are symmetric, which is certainly more general than
the kernels considered in [2], [15] [26]. Specifically, when the kernels are symmetric,
(T is satisfied automatically, and

Lou = % /Rd (u(z +y) +ul@ —y) — 2u(x)) Ka(y) dy,

which is the form of the operators considered in [2 [15] [26].

For equations with non-symmetric kernels, Dong and Kim [I1] [I2] proved L, and
Schauder estimates for linear elliptic equations. Chang-Lara and Dévila [7, [§] con-
sidered nonlocal parabolic equations with non-symmetric kernels and critical drift,
and proved the corresponding C% and C1* estimate. Recently in [5], they proved a
version of the Evans-Krylov theorem for concave nonlocal parabolic equations with
critical drift, where they assumed the kernels to be non-symmetric but translation
invariant and smooth ([C3]). We also mention that Schauder estimates for linear
nonlocal parabolic equations were studied in [16] 21].

The objective of this paper is twofold. First we extend the previous results in
[26 51 [15], 16] to include concave nonlocal parabolic equations with non-symmetric
rough kernels. More specifically, for any small «, if f, and K,(t,z,y) are C* in
x and C*/? in t, then we have the following C''*+®/77+® 4 priori estimate of any
smooth solution u to (L2) in (—1,0) x By.

Theorem 1.1. Let o € (0,2), 0 < A < A < o0, and A be an index set. There is
a constant & € (0,1) depending on d,o,\, and A so that the following holds. Let
a € (0,&) such that o + « is not an integer. Assume K, € Lo and satisfies (L))
when o =1, and

A2 —0)

|Ka(t,2,y) — Ka(t', 2, y)| < A(Jo — 2'|* + |t — t'|a/g)Wv

(1.4)

where A > 0 is a constant. Suppose u € C'T¥/7ot(Q) N C/7*((~1,0) x R?) is
a solution of

up = ggi(Lau + fa) inQn, (1.5)
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where f, € C7%(Qy) satisfying

Co := sup|fala/o,a;0, < 00, sup | inf fa(t,x)‘ < 0.
acA (t,x)eQ, | a€A
Then,
[u]lJra/a',aJrcr;Ql/Q < CHuHa/U,a;(fl,O)XRd + CCO7 (16)

where C > 0 is a constant depending only on d,\, A, a, A, and o, and is uniformly
bounded as o — 2.

In the theorem above, || - [4/0.q:0 is the Holder norm of order a/o in ¢ and «
in z with underlying domain 2. We used @, to denote the parabolic cylinder with
radius 7 centered at the origin. For precise definitions, see Section 2. As pointed out
in [26], the C*/® Hélder norm of u on the right-hand side of (L) is necessary and
cannot be replaced by the L., norm or any lower-order Holder norm of u. We also
note that by keeping track of the constants in the proofs below, in the symmetric
case, if o € [09,2) for some oy € (0,1), then the constant C' in (L6l depends on
00, not o. In the non-symmetric case, if 0 < 0g <o <013 <1 (or 1 < o3 <0 < 2),
then the constant C' depends on oy and o (or o3), not o. In particular, C' does
not blow up as o approaches 2.

Roughly speaking, the proof of Theorem [[L1] can be divided into three steps.
First we prove a Liouville type theorem for solutions in (—oo,0) x R%. For the
classical PDEs, we generally apply interpolation and iteration to obtain C™® and
C?2 estimates. One notable feature of nonlocal operators is that the boundary
data is prescribed on the complement of the domain where the equation is satisfied,
which makes it difficult to implement these techniques. However, if we assume that
([C2) is satisfied in (—oc,0) x R, then we do not need to handle boundary data any
more, which is the advantage of considering an equation satisfied in the whole space.
Second, we prove the a priori estimate for equations with translation invariant
kernels by combining the Liouville theorem and a blow-up analysis. Particularly
in this step, the extension from symmetric kernels to non-symmetric kernels is
non-trivial. A key idea in the classical Evans-Krylov theorem for F(D?u) = 0 is
that, since the function F is concave, any second directional derivative D?,u is a
subsolution. It is relatively easy to adapt this idea to the nonlocal equations with
symmetric kernels due to the appearance of centered second order difference in the
definition of the operator. For nonsymmetric kernels, some new ideas are required
to obtain a similar subsolution as in the symmetric case. Moreover, the dependence
of the t variable also makes the proof more involved. Finally, we implement a more
or less standard perturbation argument to treat the general case.

The second objective of this paper is to consider the end-point situation when
« = 0. For second-order elliptic equations, even the Poisson equation Au = f, when
f is merely bounded, it is well known that u may fail to be C'''. However, this is
not the case for nonlocal equations. When o # 1 and the kernels are independent
of t and x, we prove a priori C? estimate in the z variable and A' estimate in the
t variable when f, is merely bounded and measurable, where A' is the Zygmund
space. When ¢ = 1, we obtain a priori A' estimate in both ¢ and x. We assume
that the solution is smooth because the spaces in which estimates are obtained are
not fine enough for the nonlocal operators to be defined pointwise.

Theorem 1.2. (i) Let 0 # 1. Assume that u is a smooth solution to ([L2)) in
(—00,0) x R? with K, independent of t and x. When o € (1,2), we also assume



4 H. DONG AND H. ZHANG

that Du is C'9=V/7 in t. Then there exists a constant C' depending on d,\, A, and
o such that for o > 1,

[uljr + [u]; + [Dul'o—s < Csup||fallL.;

and for o < 1,
[uljr + [u]y < Csup ||fallz...

(ii) Let ¢ = 1. Assume that u is a smooth solution to (L) in (—oo,0) x R® with
K, independent of t and x. Then there exists a constant C depending on d, \, A,
and o such that

fwlas < Csup I full.

Here all the norms are taken in RIT! := (—00,0) x RY.

In the theorem above, [-]*, [-]4, [-]4:, and [-]s1 are the Holder semi-norms in

x, t, the Zygmund semi-norm in ¢, and the Zygmund semi-norm with respect to
(t,x), respectively. See the precise definitions in Section 2.
We localize Theorem to obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 1.3. (i) Let o # 1. Assume that u is a smooth solution to ([L2)) with
K, independent of t and x. Then for o > 1,

[u]5:Q1 /2 + W@y + [PUazs g, , < C(jgg I fallz e (@0 + ||u||Loo<<71,o>de>)?
and for o <1,
W01+ [hs(@uym) < (502 Iallz@n) + Tlicr.0002) )

(i1) Let o = 1. Assume that u is a smooth solution to (LH) with K, independent
of t and x. Then we have

[ularq,,. < C(Slelg [ fallLwo(@u) + ||U||Loo((71,o)de))-

To our best knowledge, such result is new even for nonlocal elliptic equations
with symmetric kernels. A similar result was obtained very recently by Mou [22] for
elliptic equations with symmetric, smooth kernels and Dini continuous data. With
merely bounded and measurable data, the best estimates known in the literature
are the OF regularity of u in t for f < 1 and the C7 regularity of u in x for
v < min{o, 1+ a}, where a > 0 is a small constant. See [25, [0]. Because A* C C”
for any 8 < 1, Theorem [[2] improves these results and is optimal even in the linear
case. See Remark [[.4] below.

The proof of Theorem [[.2]is based on a perturbation type argument using Cam-
panato’s approach. We first refine the estimate in Theorem [[.Tlwhen the operator is
translation invariant. In particular, we replace [|u/|q/q,a;(—1,0)xre ON the right-hand

side of (L) by

[u]a/o,a;(—l,O)XBg + Z 27jg[u]a/a,a;(—170)><(32j\szfl)' (17)

j=2
The advantage of the replacement will be explained below. Another important
ingredient in the proof is the fact that, for example, when o > 1,

[U]Z1(Rd+1) + [U]:Rd+1 + [Du]ta;l.Rd+1 <Csup sup Efu;Qr(t z)], (1.8)
° e o 0 >0 (¢, 2)eRIT?
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where
E 5 Qr t, = .Ilf 1 - I Q x))s
[U, ( ‘T)] 1 Pl ||’LL p” oo( r(tv ))

Py is the set of linear functions in (¢, x), and @, (¢, x) is the parabolic cylinder with
center (t,z); see (2I]). Therefore, instead of directly estimating

[l + [ + (Dl

we estimate Elu; Q(t,x)] for any fixed r and (¢, ). It is worth noting that in view
of the proofs of Lemmas (5.2 5.4 and 5.5 the two quantities on the left and right
hand sides of (L8] are actually equivalent.

More specifically, without loss of generality, we set (¢,2) = (0,0) and let vx solve
the homogeneous equation

Oy = infaeq Lovk in Q2r
vg = gk = max{—K,min{u — p, K'}} in (—(2R)?,0) x BSp

)

where K is a large constant, p is a carefully chosen linear function, and R > 2r
is a constant to be determined. Now we apply Theorem [[1] to vx and control
[UK]1+a/a,a+o;QR/2 by using scaling argument and replacing [[vr||a/o,o by (L)
It is easily seen that in each cylindrical domain (—R?,0) X (Baig \ Bai-1gr), the
Holder norm of gx is bounded and independent of K, but globally it depends on
K and goes to infinity as K — oo. This is also the advantage of decomposing the
domain into annuli. We then set gx to be the first-order Taylor expansion of vk
and estimate

lu—p—axllo,) <llu—p—veli_ @)+ Ilvk —axllL.)

where the first term is bounded by CR? due to the Aleksandrov-Bakelman-Pucci
estimate and second term is controlled by [vk|ita/0,a+0:Q,- Finally, we are able to
obtain

r 7 lu—p - axlr.@) < CO/R)*([uly + [ulas + [Dules) + C(R/7)7||f| e

By setting R = Mr, using (L8]), and taking M sufficiently large, the terms involving
u on the right-hand side above are absorbed in the left-hand side.

Remark 1.4. We give two simple examples which indicate that the estimates in
Theorem (and thus in corollary [[3)) are optimal even in the linear case. Set
d=1. Let f = f(t,2) = X{t<—M|z|-} for some constant M > 0 and u be a solution
to the equation
Uy + (—A)"/Qu =f in (—00,0) x R%

Then by the explicit representation of solutions, it is easily seen that for sufficiently
large M,

li t,0) = —o0.

lim ue(t, 0) 00

Thus u cannot be Lipschitz in ¢ in this case. Next we set 0 = 1, g = g(t,2) =
X{t<0,z>¢}, and v be a solution to
v+ (=A)Y2u =g in (—o0,0) x RY.
Again by the explicit representation of solutions,
lim v, (0, ) = oo.
x—0

Therefore, v cannot be Lipschitz in z in this case.
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By viewing solutions to elliptic equations as steady state solutions to parabolic
equations, from Theorems [Tl [[.2] and Corollary[[.3] we obtain the corresponding
results for nonlocal elliptic equations with nonsymmetric and rough kernels.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In the next section, we introduce
some notation and preliminary results that are necessary in the proof of our main
results. We prove the Liouville theorem in Section 3 and Theorem [Tl in Section 4.
In Section 5, we apply Theorem [[.1] to prove Theorem [[.2]

Remark added after the proof. After we finished the paper, we learnt that
Chang-Lara and Kriventsov [9] also established a Schauder estimates for fully non-
linear nonlocal parabolic equations with rough kernels, by using a different method.
In their paper, it is assumed that the kernels are time-independent and symmetric.
They also obtained a C? estimate of u in t for 8 < 1 when the data is bounded
and measurable.

2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARY RESULTS

In this section, we introduce some notation which will be used throughout this
paper and some preliminary results which are useful in our proof. We use B,.(z) to
denote the Euclidean ball in R? with center x and radius r. The parabolic cylinder
Q. (t,z) is defined as follows

Qr(t,x) = (t —7r7,t) x B.(z). (2.1)

We simply use @, to denote Q,(0,0) and RIT := (—00,0) x RL Let Q ¢ R4H!
and we define the Holder semi-norm as follows: for any a, 8 € (0,1}, and function

f’

[f(t,2) = f(s:9)l
max(|z —y|*, [t — 5|7)

[fls.cser = sup { (1), (s.9) € D, (62) # (5,9) ]

We denote
[ £lg,050 = I fllLow () + [f]g,0500-

For any nonnegative integers m and n,

[fllnt8mtae = [[fllLe@) + D™ flg.aa + 07 flg.a:0-

The spaces corresponding to || - ||a,g:0 and || - |lm+a.n+:0 are denoted by C*# (1)
and C™Ten+8(Q), respectively. Next, for any «, 3 € (0,1], we define the Holder
semi-norms only with respect to x or ¢

Mz =sup { LEDHEDN 10y, 1) € 0,0 2 ),
(i =sup { LTI 10), (50) e 025},

When o = k + a with some integer k > 1,
[loi = [D* Moo
For « € (0,2), we define the Lipschitz-Zygmund semi-norm and norm by

[u]ae = sup [B["*[Ju(- + ) +u(- — k) = 2u(")| L,
|h|>0

ullae = [lullz. + [u]ae-

We say u € A% if |Ju||pe < oo.
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For simplicity of notation, we denote

u(t,z +y) —u(t,z) —y* Du(t,z) for o € (1,2),
(S’U,(t, Z, y) = u(ta T+ y) - u(tv 'r) - yTDu(ta I)XBI for o = 17
u(t,z +y) —u(t,x) for o € (0,1).

The Pucci extremal operator is defined as follows: for o # 1

g

MTu(t,z) = / (Adu(t,z,y)* — )\5u(t,x,y)7)% dy,
R4 ly|**e

g

M u(t, x) :/ (Nou(t, z,y)* —Aéu(t,x,y)f)%dy.
Rd ly|**e

When o = 1, the extremal operator cannot be written out explicitly, due to the
condition ([[LT]). Nevertheless, we do not use exact representation directly and define
the extremal operator by

Mty =sup Lou and M~ u =inf L,u,

a

where the infimum (or supremum) is taken with respect to all L,’s with kernels K,

satisfying ().
We recall the weak Harnack inequality of [24] Theorem 6.1].

Proposition 2.1. Assume that 0 < g < o < 2 and C > 0 is a constant. Let u be
a function such that

M u>-C in Qi, u>0 in (—1,0)xR%
Then there are constants Cy > 0 and &1 € (0,1) depending only on oo, A\, A, and d,

such that
1/51
(/ ugldxdt) SCl(infu—i—C).
(=1,-279)x B4 Q1/4

From Proposition [Z], we obtain the following corollary for o € (1,2), the proof
of which is provided in the appendix.

Corollary 2.2. Let o5 € (1,2), 0 € (02,2), C > 0 be constants, and u satisfy
~Mu>-C in Qg u>0 in (—(2r)7,0)x R%

Let &1 be the constant in Proposition [Z1. For any 7,6 € (0,1), denote Qs =
(=r?,—(07)?) x B,. Then we have

,r<d+cr>/sl(/~ ust dxdt)1/€1 < Oz( inf U+OTU)’
Qs

Qsr/2

where Cy > 0 is a constant depending only on 6, oo, A, A, and d.
We state the following local boundedness estimate from [6l Corollary 6.2].

Proposition 2.3. Let Q C R?, t; < to, and u satisfy
—~MTu <0 in (ti,ta] x Q.
Then for any (t},12] x Q' CC (t1,t2] x Q,

to
+
sup <C2—0/ / — - drdt,
Q7 x (1) 2] 1+ |9C|dJr

where C' depends on Q, ', t1, ta, and t}.
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Let us point out that the kernels considered in [6] are more general than our
kernels. Specifically, Chang-Lara and Dévila considered when o € [1,2)

Lu=(2-0) [ Sulw,y)K(y)dy+b- Du(z),
Rd
where du(z,y) = u(z + y) — u(z) — Du(z)yxs,, K(y) € Lo, and for some § > 0,
sup 77! ‘b +(2- 0)/ yK(y)dy| < B. (2.2)
re(0,1) Bi\B,
Note that for o > 1, since
u(z,y) = du(z,y) — Du(z)yxss,
we can rewrite our operator and get
b=-(2- U)/ yK(y) dy.
Bf
Obviously, |b| < C, where C depends d, o, and A, and it is easy to check that (Z2))

holds for b and K above.
The next proposition is [24, Theorem 7.1].

Proposition 2.4. Let 0 < 09 < 0 < 2 and u satisfy in Q1
w—Mu<Cy and u— M u>—Cp.

Then there are constants v € (0,1) and C > 0 only depending on d, oo, A\, and A
such that

[u]v/o,v;Ql/z < OHUHLOO((—LO);LI(%)) + CCy.

Here

|u(t, )|
Oy Ia(ey = (2 — e
el L (1,001 (we)) = ( U)tes(%%)l) /Rd T+ [af 7

Note that we replaced [|ul|L__((—1,0)xr?) DY U] Loo((~1,0);L:1 (ws))» Which follows from
a simple localization argument. See, for instance, [0, Corollary 7.1]. In the sequel,
we always assume v < 0.

We finish this section by proving the following global Holder estimate.

Lemma 2.5. Let u satisfy in Q1
u— MVru<Cy and up— M u>—Co,

where Cy is a constant and u = 0 in Rg”l \ Q1. Then there exists a constant
a € (0,1) depending on d, N\, A, and o (uniformly as c — 2), so that

[u]a/a,a;Ql S COOa
where C depends on d, X\, \, and o, which is uniformly bounded as o — 2.

Proof. Thanks to the interior Holder estimate Proposition 2.4 it suffices to prove
the estimate near the parabolic boundary of (J1. We consider the lateral boundary
and bottom separately. Define ¢ : R — R* as

b(z) = {xg for xg >0

0 for zg <0’
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where 8 € (0,1). We claim that for sufficiently small 8 € (0,09) depending on d,
A, A, and o, we have

Mtox) < —CzB7 in {xg >0},
where C depends on d, A\, A, and og. By scaling, it is obvious that
M (a) = w2~ MFo(e),

where e = (0,0, ...,0,1). Therefore, we only need to estimate M™T¢(e).
Case 1: 0 > 1. By definition,

M é(e)

— o)z e — e,y))” 1
(2 ) ’ </{yd>—1} +‘/{yd<—1}> (A((S(b( 7y))+ /\(6¢( 7y)) )|y|d+g dy

= (2—0)z) (I + ).
When y4 > —1, by concavity, it follows that
dle+y)=(1+ya)’ <1+pyas and d¢(e,y) <O0.

Therefore,
1
I S/ Aod(e,y) > dy
{lual<1} [yl
1

:/\/ 1+ ya)® + (1= ya)® - 2) —— dy.
ya€(0,1) ( ) |y|d+0

Notice that for any s € (—1,1),

BB=1),, BB-1(E-2) 4
2 6 '

(1+8) <14 Bs+

which implies that for y4 € (0,1)
(1+ya)" + (1 —ya)” =2 < B(B - Dya.
Therefore,

BB—-1)

2—0

2
I, < \3(B — 1)/ ) |yi1{id+o dy = C,

ya€(0,1
where C depends on d and .
Now we turn to Io. Since ¢(e + y) = 0 when y; < —1, we have

CBur— 1V — N—Bas — 1)
I, — A(—Bys —1)" — M—Bya — 1) d
d+o Y
{ya<—1} vl

A—Bya—1
</ APy 1) o~ cypr,
{ya<-1/8y 1Yl

where C5 depends on A, d, and o, and is uniformly bounded as ¢ — 2. Thanks to
the estimates of I; and Iy above, it follows that
MFpe) < C1B(B —1) + Caf3°.

By choosing 3 sufficiently small depending on A, A, d, and o (but uniformly as
o — 2) so that

Ci(B=1)+CoBf7 1 < =1 /2,
the claim is proved.
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Case 2: 0 < 1. Let I and Iy be defined as before. Since ¢(x) = 0 for x4 < 0, we
get

A
12:—(2—0')/ —Udy:—C'g, (23)
{ya<—1} |y|d+
where ('3 > 0 depends on o, A\, and d. For I, we have
A(1+yq)" -1 ML= (1+yq)?
11:(2_0—)/ «fwdy_(z_g)/ %ﬁ,))dy
{ya>0} vl ya€(—1,0) |
(1+ya)® —

1
§(2—U)A/[Ud>o}7|y|d+a dy—0 as f—0

by the monotone convergence theorem. Therefore, we can choose 8 small depending
on A, \, d, and o so that

M+¢(€) < —C3/2.

The claim is proved.
Case 3: 0 = 1. In this case, we still have ([Z3]). For Iy, we notice that integrand
in the region {—1 < yq < 0} U {]y| < 1} is negative, and

(1+ya)? -1

[+ dy—0 as Bg—0

/[yd>0}ﬁ{y>1}

by the monotone convergence theorem. Thus the claim follows as well.
Now we are ready to consider u near the lateral boundary. By a translation and
rotation of the coordinates, we replace the ball By by Bj(e) and estimate u near

the origin. Define the barrier function ¥ (¢, z) = 2ﬁ€‘;é¢(x). Obviously,

_Co
20-0C
when z € B;(e). On the other hand, ¥ > 0 in R x R%. Since

Ut —M+U S OO

O(t, x) — MTP(t,2) = —

C _
M p(z) > 2[580:6’3 7> Cy

and u = 0 outside @)1, by the comparison principle,

Co g

< = .

u(t,:z:) — 1/)(15735) 25,géxd
Cq

By considering —u instead of u, we have u > — arg. Hence, around the origin

28—oC
lu| < C|x|®. By rotation of the coordinate, we obtain the estimate near the lateral
boundary.

For the bottom, let ¢ = Cy(t+ 1) so that ¢(—1) = 0 and ¢'(t) = Co. This yields
that

o — MTp=Cy.

Moreover, q~5 > 0in (—1,0) x R, By the comparison principle again, u < ¢ in Q;.
In particular, near the bottom u < Cy(t + 1), which further implies |u| < Cy(t 4+ 1)
by symmetry.

Combining the estimates of lateral boundary and bottom with the interior Holder
estimate, we prove the lemma. 1
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3. A LIOUVILLE THEOREM

The aim of this section is to prove the following Liouville theorem for the fully
nonlinear parabolic nonlocal equation with non-symmetric kernels. The elliptic
version for symmetric kernels was established in [26].

Theorem 3.1. Let o € (0,2). There is a constant & € (0,1/2) depending on d,
A, A, and o (but is uniform as o — 2) such that the following statement holds.
Let o € (0,&) be such that [0 + &] < 0 + o and suppose that u € C’llot%’a+a(Rg+1)
satisfies the following properties:

(i) For any B € [0,0 + o] and R > 1, we have

[Ws/0p:0r < NoR7T77; (3.1)

(i) For any (s,h) € R, we have
O (u(-+s,-4+h)—u) =M™ (u(- +s,-+h) —u) >0, (3.2)
O (u(-+s,-+h) —u) = M* (u(-+ s, + h) —u) <0; (3.3)

(iii) If o > 1, for any nonnegative measure p in R? with compact support,
Opuy — MTuy, <0, where w,(t,z) = /d ou(t,x, h)du(h).
R

Then u is a polynomial of degree v in x and 1 in t, where v is the integer part of
o+ .

Remark 3.2. As in [26], it is possible to relax Condition (z) in Theorem Bl by
assuming that (3] is satisfied for any 8 € [0,0 + o'] and R > 1, where o/ € (0, «)
is a constant satisfying o + o’ > v. A simple computation reveals that in the case
we also require that 0 > 1+« — o’ when o > 1 and v = 1; and ¢ > o — &/ when
oc<landv=0.

To prove Theorem [3.I] we first present a few lemmas. Define

2—0
P(t,.’[]) = / ((S’U,(t, x, y) — (S’U,(O, O,y))+W dy,
Rd
_2—-0
N(t,xz) = / (6u(t,x,y) — 6u(0,0,y)) W dy.
R Yy

Lemma 3.3. Let & € (0,1/2) be a constant satisfying & < o /2. Under the condi-
tions (1) and (it) of Theorem[31, for any k > 2 and | € NU{0}, we have

sup (P + N + |us — u(0,0)]) < CNos™ < CNor® (3.4)
Q.1

and A
[’U/t].y/gﬁ;Ql/Q S CN()Iia, (35)
where C' depends only on d, \, A, and o, and is uniformly bounded as o — 2.

Proof. We first estimate P and N assuming that v = 2. Fix (¢, z), (t/,2') € Q1 and
set | = |z — 2’| + |t — ¢'|*/?. By Condition (), when |y| < I,

|5U(t, €, y) - 5u(tlv .I/, y)|
1
- ‘ / y[Du(t, x + sy) — Du(t, ) — (Du(t', 2" + sy) — Du(t',x'))} ds‘
0

S O|y|zla+a_2[u]l-i-a/a,a-l-oz;Qg S C1]\70|y|2l(7+01_2' (36)
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Similarly, when |y| > 1,
[bu(t, z,y) — du(t’, 2", y)| < Clyl" *uli4aso0t0i@iy, < CNollyl7F*7h (3.7)
Combining (3:6) and ([B7), we have

2 —
|Su(t, @, y) — Su(t', 2’ y)| ——= dy
R [yl +
|<7+a—1

< CNlote? / Q=M 4, 1 e / 2ol
By ] R4\ B, |yl

< CNpl®. (3.8)

dy

Hence P, N € C*/?(Q,). Because P(0,0) = N(0,0) = 0, we have
P(t,z)+ N(t,z) < CNy in Q.

By modifying the estimate above, we can prove the same estimate for P when v = 0
or 1.

We then use a scaling argument. Define 4(t, z) =7 u(n?t,nx) for any n > 1.
It is easily seen that @ satisfies all the conditions in this lemma. Hence, we know
that

—a—0

2 — o)|dalt — 5a
/ (2 — o)|da(t, z,y) 5u(0’0’y>’dy§CN0 n 0L,
Rd

|y|d+a
Therefore,
P(n7t,nz) + N(n7t,nz) < CNon™ in Q,

which together with (82)) and (33]) implies (B4).

To prove [B.3]), we take h = 0 in (B2]) and (B3), and then multiply them by 1/s.
By letting s — 0, we know that u; as well as u; —u(0, 0) are sub and super-solutions
at the same time. By Proposition 2.4, we obtain that u; € CV/U’V(Ql/z) for some
~v > 0 depending on d, A\, A, and oy, and

|’U,t — ut(O, 0)|
. = —u¢(0,0 <C —— " d
[ut]'Y/Uv'Y»Ql/Q [ut ut( )]'Y/U'YQl/Q ?U.lfo) ~/]Rd 1+ |$|U+d €L

Using (3.4), for any ¢t € (—1,0),
/ |ut — ut(O, 0)| da di
R4

1+ |z|dte
|ut — ’U,t 0 0 / |ut — ut(O, 0)|
< d dt + ————dzdt
/B1 1t [zl Z Byi\B. 1+ 2|9
d(i-l-l)
< CN, dx dt + CN, / 7dxdt
= / |a:|d+ff "Z Bi\p, L 2T
witl d 1
a(i+1)
SCNO—FCNQ;K /M 71+Td+a
& 1—k©° R
< ONp + ONg"o L= E70) st

I
where C depends only on d, A\, A, and 0y. Here we used the fact & < /2 and k > 2
in the last inequality. Therefore, the lemma is proved. (I
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Dividing u by a C'Ny, where C is the constant in (4]), and using Lemma [33]
we have that for any x > 2 and [ € NU {0},
supP < k%, supN < k. (3.9)
Q.1 Q.1
We are going to prove inductively that there exists a sufficiently large x > 2 and
sufficiently small & € (0,1/2) such that
sup P<k %, sup N<k ¥ foranyleN.
Q.1 Q.1
For a fixed r € (0,1), assume that P attains its maximum in Q, at (to,zo).
Denote

A= {y : du(to, z0,y) — 6u(0,0,y) > 0}.

Then
2—0
P(to,x0) = / (ulto, o, y) — 5“(07073/))W dy,
A
Nitoran) = [ (Gulto,z0,) — 5u(0.0.9) 22 d.
RI\A ly|d+e
We define

2_
oltee) = [ (Guttz.) = 6u(0.0.9)) S d.

Notice that v < P, and in particular v < 1 in Q1. Moreover, P(tg,zo) = v(to, xo).
We denote v = (1 —v)™.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that & € (0,1/2) satisfying & < 0/2 and k > 2. Then we
have

b= M 0> —C(k*—1) in Qs (3.10)
where C' is a positive constant depending only on d, X\, A, and o, and is uniformly
bounded as o — 2.

Proof. Since v <1 in @1, for any (¢,x) € Q1 we have v(t,2) = 1 — v(t, x), thus
oo(t,z,y) =v(t,z+y) —v(t,z) — Do(t,x)y
=1 -v)"(t,z+y)— (1 —v)(t,z) + Dv(t,z)y
=@w-1%tz+y)—ovt,z,vy).
Therefore, we have
(do(t,z,y) " > (dv(t.z,y)) " — (v —DF(tz+y),
(oo(t,z,9)) " < (Bu(t,2,)) " + (- D)t (t,a +y).
These imply

z,y))t — z,y))”
0 — M-b = —vy — (2— 0) /Rd A(0v(t, ,y))|y|d+/(§(5n(t, Y)) dy
> v+ Mto—(2-0)(A+ ) /]Rd Gl 1|>yj|Ld(f_’Ux +y) dy. (3.11)

From Condition (#i7) and an approximation (see, for instance, the proof of Lemma
LA below), v satisfies
v — MTv <0. (3.12)



14 H. DONG AND H. ZHANG

On the other hand, we have

— 1)t P—-1)T(¢
PR Py ST P Py
Rd |y|d+e Rd |y|d+eo

Since P satisfies [3.9), for (t,x) € Q3/4, we have P(t,r +y) < 1 when y € By 4,
and thus the right-hand side above is equal to

S (P—1D)*(t,x +y)
Z/B y|dte dy,
i=0

M’+173/4\BM’73/4

which by (339)) is bounded by

2,

< Ci(ﬁ(iJrl)d _ 1)1%71'0' _ C(
1=0

Ii(i+1)d -1

——dy
d+o
~i+173/4\B~i73/4 |y|

K& 1

1—KG0 11—k

) <C(k*—1), (3.13)

where C only depends on d, A\, A, and 0y. Here we used the fact & < /2 and k > 2
in the last inequality. Combining (B12)-(BI3) with [B.I1]), we prove the lemma.
O

Let § = \/(4A) and ~ be the constant in Proposition24l For any r1 > 0, define
the set

D,, = {(t,z) € Q,, :v>1—6}.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that & € (0,1/2) satisfying & < o/2 and k > 2. There exist
somen € (0,1) sufficiently close to 1 and ¢ € (0,1) sufficiently small, both depending
only on d, \, A, and o (and is uniform as o — 2), such that for ri = ck=%/7,

Dry| < 0l@r |- (3.14)

Proof. By contradiction we assume that |D,, | > n|@y, |, and consider

2—0
w = ou(t,z,y) — ou(0,0,y)) —— dy.
/ . (0utt) = 0u(0.0.9) Py

By Condition (7i7) and an approximation argument, w is a subsolution, i.e.,

wy — MTw <0 in RIT (3.15)
From ([32) and 3F3), we know that in R
A Ut — ut(O, 0) A Ut — ut(O, 0)
—-P—-——F < NL<_-P—-——"~ 3.16
A A - T A A ’ (8.16)

implying that in /2

A [ut]y/ov:Qu, o A [wily/o i, 7
KP - %(lev +]t/7) <N < XP‘F %(le” +[t/7).

From B33, 39), and the above inequality, we obtain
w=P—-v—N<(1-NA)P—v+Cr(|z|" + [t]/7)
<1=MA—(1—-0)+Cr*(jz” +1t]7/°)
< —MA+0+Cr(lz]" +[t]7)  in D,
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where C' only depends on d, A\, A, and o, and is uniformly bounded as o — 2. Now
we choose ¢ sufficiently small depending only on d, A\, A, and o (uniformly as o — 2),
such that

— MA+ 0+ Cre (] + [t/7)
< =30+ Cr%(ck™ %) < =30+ Cc" < —0 in Qy,, (3.17)
which implies w < —0 in D,.,. Since w is a subsolution (IH), it follows immediately

that for any e € (0,71), we(t,x) := (w + 6)*(7t,ex) is a subsolution as well.
Moreover,

‘{ws < O} N er/a

We estimate w. by applying Proposition 23 with t; = —1, t, = 0, and Q = R?

w(OO)<C/O/ _ " gt
T re 1+ [z]?Ho
We
=C dedt+C — = dxdt. 3.19
//T/51—|—||d+ax + // 1+||d+g$ ( )

We first consider the second term on the r1ght—hand side of the inequality above

// 1+||d+vd””dt
/ / da:dt+/ / [wi(e7t.e2) o 4y
TR .. T[T

|w|(t, x)
< Ch(e da dt. 3.20
e[ 7o o 220

Since |w| < max{P, N}, from B3), for any [ > 0,

> W‘er/a : (3.18)

sup |w| < £

rl

Therefore,

|w|(t, x)
dx dt
/s“/BC Ed+a’+| |d+a’
/ / vl d:cdt—i—i/o / ol a
—eo JBi\B,, R - B i1 \B

< C((g/r1)” +£7K%), (3.21)

where C only depends on d, A\, A, and o, and is uniformly bounded as ¢ — 2. We
combine ([B20) and (3ZI) to obtain that

0 _
We o o &
- - < .
r1/e

Recall that r; = ¢x~%/7. For the right-hand side of the inequality above, we want to
choose ¢ sufficiently small such that Ce?(r; 7 + k%) < 6/4. Indeed, since ¢ € (0,1)
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and o > 7, we have r; 7 > k% It is sufficient to fix ¢ such that 2Cer; 7 = 5/4,
ie.,

e/r = (é/(SC))l/U = e,

where ¢; only depends on d, A\, A, and o, and is uniformly bounded as ¢ — 2. In
other words, by taking € = ¢y we have

0 _
We A
—_— 1 <0/4. 22
O/_l/c/1+|$|d+o_dxd_/ (3.22)

Next we estimate the first term on the right-hand side of [B.I9) using [BI8):

dx dt
/ /BW 1+| I‘”"
We  gudt

((—=1,0)x By e, )n{w.>0} 1+ |z|dte

< C(l _77)|Q1/01| sup We
(7110)><Bl/c1

CL—=n)Qie| sup (w+0)t <0/4 (3.23)

—1,0)X Byy

upon taking n sufficiently close to 1 depending only on d, A\, A, and ¢ (uniformly as
o—2).

Combining :23) and B22) with BI9), we have w.(0,0) < /2 indicating
that w(0,0) < —60/2, which contradicts with w(0,0) = 0 by the definition of w.
Therefore, the lemma is proved. O

Now we are ready to prove Theorem [3.11

Proof of Theorem [31]. Below we first elaborate on the case when o > 1. At the
end, we briefly discuss the case when ¢ = 1. The proof of the case when o < 1 is
omitted due to similarity to the first case.

Let 77 and ¢ be the constants in Lemma B3 and r; = ck~%/7. From B.14),

{1-v>60}NQs| > 1 -1)|Qn]

Recall that Qs,, = (=17, —(671)7) x B,,. For § sufficiently small depending on 1,
we have

N
{1 =020} N Qs | = 57| Qs

We set r = dr1/2 and apply the weak Harnack inequality Corollary 22to (1 —v)™
in Q374 with (3.I0) to obtain
inf(1 —v) + C(k® — 1)r§
ot N —(d+0)/e1
>C0)|[(1—w) ||L51(Q5r1)7°1
N ~ 1 _ o
> CO)((1 =)l Qar,|/2) /7y HH/

= C(0)0((1—n)(1 —67)/2)"" =: 20, (3.24)
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where 0 is a small constant depending only on d, A\, A, and o, and is uniformly
bounded as o — 2. We fix k = 4/(cd)?, where ¢ is chosen according to (B.17),
which guarantees that
k< ed/2- k7O
for any & € (0,7/2). Since r = dr1/2 and r; = cx~%/7, the inequality above can
be written as k=1 < 7.
Next, we choose &1 = log(1 + 0/C)/log k such that for any & € (0, &1),

Ok —1)r§ < C(k* —1) < 6.

Therefore, from ([B:24]) and the inequality above we obtain that supg. v < 1—46.
Since k™ < 7,

sup P <sup P = P(tg,z0) = v(tp,x0) =supv < 1 —6. (3.25)
Q-1 Qr Qr
Similarly,
sup N <1-6. (3.26)
Q-1
Set
& =min { —log(1 — 6)/log k, &1,7v/2}.
Then B25) and (B20) imply
sup k%P <1, sup k®N < 1. (3.27)
Q-1 Q-1
Let
P(t,x) = k*P(k 'z, k7°t), N(t,z) = k*N(k 'z, k1),
and

a(t,z) = k7% (k e, k).
From ([BI0), we have
A~y —w(0,0) -
Ap_ D)) o N <
A A - -
Since k > 2 and & < v, we get

a; — u(0,0)

A -
“p-
A A

[ﬂt]'y/ole/z < ’ia_w[ut]'y/ole/z < [Ut]'v/m'v;Ql/z'

On the other hand, for any [ > 0,

sup]5 =rY sup P< rORUITDE = gl supN < Kl

3

Q.1 Q-1 Q.1

ThereforeLP and~]\~f satisfy all the conditions that P and N satisfied. Applying
B27) to P and N, we have

sup P < /@7‘5‘, sup N < ffd,
Q-1 Q,.—1

which further implies that
sup P < k2% sup N < k™29,

)

Q.2 Q-2
By induction, for any [ € N,

sup P < Ii_ld, sup N < Pl
Q.1 Q.1
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Therefore, we have in @
P(t,x) < O(Je* +181*/7),  N(t,z) < C(|a|® + [t]*/7).

Since for any n > 1, 4(t, ) = n~ 7 “u(n’t, nx) satisfies the same condition as u,
replacing u by @ in the definition of P and denoting it as Py, we obtain

Pa(t,x) < C(l2[* +[t1*7)  in Qi
Returning to P, we have
N~ POyt nz) < O(|z|* + [¢|*/7)

in @1, which further implies that
P(t -
sup a(ix)a/g = Ot
Q, |zl 4]
Let n — oo yields
P(t,x)
SUb A paje
(t,z)ERET |z + |¢]
which gives P = 0. Similarly, N = 0.
From the definition of P and N, we have
u(t,z +y) —u(t,z) — Du(t, z)y = u(0,y) — u(0,0) — Du(0,0)y.
Taking derivative in y, we have, for any ¢ € (—00,0) and z,y € R?
Du(t,x +y) — Du(t, z) = Du(0,y) — Du(0,0),
which implies for fixed ¢, w is a polynomial in z of order at most two. Using
Condition (i) with 8 = 0, we infer that this order is at most v. Condition (1),
together with P = N = 0, yields u; = ¢ for some constant ¢. The proof is completed
for o > 1.
Finally, we sketch the proof for ¢ = 1. From Condition (ii), we know that

u(-+s,-+ h) —u, and thus Du and u, are both sub and supersolutions, and are in
CV/U’V(Ql/z). By Proposition 2.4] we have

|Du| 4 |
oy D o <(C —— dx.
[Ut]'v/ V3Q1/2 + [ u]’}’/ Y3Q1y2 = t:}érx)l] ~/]Rd 1+ |;p|d+1 z

From Condition (7), the right-hand side of the inequality above is less than

1 S C2ie C
.+ / dz <
/B1 L+ |zt ; By \By,_, 1+ [zt 1207t

for any « € (0,1). By taking & < ~ and scaling as before, we can prove that

[u]1+7;1+’Y§QR <CR*7,

i.e., u must be a linear function by sending R — oco. The theorem is proved. O

4. SCHAUDER ESTIMATE FOR NONLOCAL PARABOLIC EQUATIONS

In this section, we prove Theorem [[.11 by applying the Liouville theorem, a blow-
up analysis, and a localization procedure. In the rest of the paper, we do not specify
the domain associated with the norm when it is R4 = (—o0,0) x R%.
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4.1. Equations with translation invariant kernels. In this subsection, we con-
sider equations with translation invariant kernels, i.e., K = K(y). The main result
of the subsection is the following theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Let o € (0,2) be a constant and A be an index set. There exists
a constant & > 0 depending on d, \, A, and o (uniformly as o — 2), such that
given 0 < o < a < & satisfying [0 + o] < 0+ o’ < o+ « the following holds. Let
u e Cl+e/oa' o ((1,0) x RY) N CHe/7eto(Qy) satisfy
= inf L, a ‘ ;
Uy 12A( u+f) in Q1

a

where Ly € Lo(o, N\, A) with K, = Kq(y) for any a € A. Assume that

sup
(tvz)te

;g&fa(t,x)‘ < 0.

Then

[u]1+a/a,a+a;Q1/2 < C[u]l—i-a’/a,a’-i-o;(—l,O)><Rd +C sug[fa]a/o,a;Qla
ac

where C only depends on d,\, A, o, a, and o/, and is uniformly bounded as o — 2.
We denote

QF = (—1+2"" /(1 -277),0) x By_5«(0) (4.1)

for all sufficiently large integers k such that 2=(**1 < 1 —2-9 We shall prove a

stronger result:

k(afa’)[

Sl]ip 2- u]l-i—a/o,a-i—a;Q"

< C[u]l-i-a//a,a/-i-o’;(—l,O)XRd +C sug[fa]a/a,a;Qy (42)
ac
The conclusion of the theorem is a particular case for k large only depending

on ¢ (uniformly as ¢ — 2) so that Qi C Q". Since we assume that u €
C'te/oata(Q), there exists an integer k such that

2—k(o¢—a )[U]lJra/a,aJro;Qk — Slllp 2—l(a—a )[u]1+a/g,a+g;Ql'

Next, we prove ([@2)) by contradiction. Assume that we can find solutions u; and
index sets A; such that

Owu; = inf (Lqu; + f,) in , su inf f,(t,x)] < oo,
tU; aeAj( i+ fa) Q1 (t,z)ele aeAjf( )

[uj]1+a’/o’,cr+a’;(fl,0)><Rd + SU-E [fa]a/a',a;Ql < 17
a J

and sup 2_]“(0‘_0‘/)[uj]Ha/g’gjLa;Qk > 7, (4.3)
k

where for any a € Ay, L, € Lo with K, = K,(y). As explained above, for each j
there exists an integer k; so that

27kj (a—a )[uj]1+a/cr,a+a';ij = S%p 2716(0‘70‘ )[uj]l-i-a/a,a-i-a';Qk .
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Lemma 4.2. For any j > 1, we have

[uj]1+a/a'7a+g;ij < sup sup Tﬁ(aia )[uj]1+o¢’/o’,a’+o;QT(t,m)ﬂ{t>fl}
>0 (t,2)eQ"i

S L (7 (4.4)
Moreover, we can find (t;,z;) € Q¥ and r; such that
1 —(a—a’)
3l asmatot <75 [uili+ar /0,00 +0:Qn, (1) N {E>—1} (4.5)
and
2kir; 50 asj— oo (4.6)

Proof. The first inequality in (£4) follows from the fact that for any (¢,z), (s,y) €
Q% with t > s, we have (s,y) € Q.(t,r) N {t > —1}, where r = max(|z — y|, [t —
s|1/7). See, for instance, Claim 3.2 of [26]. For the second inequality, if r < 2~ *s+1),
for any (¢,z) € Q*, we have Q,(t,r) C Q¥*! and

T,(a—a ) [Uj]1+a’/o’,a/+0'§QT(t>w)ﬂ{t>_1}

a—a’ a—a’
S 2 [uj]1+a/a',a+cr;Qkf+l S 4 [uj]lJra/a',aJrcr;ij’

where the last inequality is due to the choice of k;. On the other hand, if r >
2=+ for any (t,z) € Q%

7«—(0‘_0‘ ) [Uj]1+a’/o,a’+U;Qr(tvz)m{t>71}

k_ 1 . ’ . ’
< 2( ith)(e—a )[uj]lJra’/a,a’JrU;(fl,O)><]Rd <2¢7 [uj]l-‘,-a/o')a-‘,-g';ij’

where the last inequality follows from (&3]). Thus, we obtain the second inequality
in ([@A4).

Due to @A), we can find (tj,z;) € Q% and r; such that (LX) is satisfied and
thus by @3)),

o 2wl oo 4@, (4w )n{t>—1)

(257" < — o
! P (]

—0 asj— oo,
1+a/o,o¢+a’;Qki

which further implies ([@G]). The lemma is proved. (]

Let T; be the Taylor expansion of u; at X; = (¢j,x;) of order v = [0 + o] in z
and 1 in £. Now we consider the blow-up sequence
uj(t; + r7t, v + rjz) — Ti(t; + r7t, xj + T;T)
vi(t,z) = T .

T [uj]l-i-a/o,a-i-a;ij

Here (t;j,z;) and r; are from Lemma Note that v; is well defined on
(—R7,0) x R?, where by Lemma 2]

R; = 2_(kj+1)7“;1 —+00 as j — oo.

Observe that from (EH) and (Z8)), for sufficiently large j such that r; < 2~ (ki1

U—i—o/

T [uj]lJFal/UvO‘,ﬂLU;er(tjymj)
[vj]l+a//0',a/+U;Q1 = o'-i—a[ ]
Tj U 1+a/o’,a+o;Qki

>1/2. (4.7)
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Lemma 4.3. For any R > 0 and 8 € [0,0 + &/], we have
[v]8/0.8:Qnnit>— oy < CRTTOF, (4.8)

where C' depends only on « and o'. Moreover, for any 0 < R < R; and 8 €
[0,0 + ], we have

[v518/0,8:00 < CR7T*7F, (4.9)

where C' depends only on o and o/ . Thus, we can find v € C1Te/7o+(RITLY sych
that v satisfies @) for any R > 0 and B € [0,0 + o], and along a subsequence
v; = v in CP/7B locally uniformly for any § € 0,0+ ).

We remark that (£8) will be used below to prove that v satisfies Condition (4i%)
in Theorem Bl and ([@3) will be used to show that v satisfies Condition (4).

Proof of Lemma[].3 For any R >0 and 8 € [0,0 + /],

(Wil /o.8:Qrn{t>—R7)

[ujt; + 7§ @ +r5) = Ti(t; + 7505 +75°)]p/0,8:Qun{t>- R}
+
T; a[uj]lJra/a',aJrU;ij

8
ri[ui = Tilg/0.8:Qr., (40N {t>—1}

—_ o+t .
T [uﬂ]l-l-a/a,a-‘ro;ij

3 -
0 (Rr)7* P luglitar fo,aroi@ue, (6,25)0{t> 1}
— o+t

T [uj]l-l-a/a,a-‘ro;ij

< CRT7,

where we used ([{4) in the last inequality.
For any R < Rj, by the choice of k; we have

[uj (tj + T?'a i+ Tj')]l-i—a/o,a-i—a;QR

o+a .
Tj [uﬂ]lJra/cr,aJra';ij

[Uj]lJra/a',aJrU;QR =

[uj]l-i-a/a,a-i-U;Qmj (tj,z;) [uj]1+a/g7a+g;ij+1 ga—a’

[uj]lJra/a',aJrU;ij [uj]lJrOt/U,OtJrU;ij

Using the interpolation inequality, we reach ([{3]). The last statement of the lemma
follows from the Arzela-Ascoli theorem and the Cauchy diagonal method. O

Lemma 4.4. The function v in Lemma [{.3 satisfies the conditions in Theorem

(21

Proof. By Lemma 3] Condition (7) is satisfied. Next we verify Condition (zi7) for
o € (1,2). For any measure p with compact support and 6 € (0, 1), we define

vi(t,x) —vi(t,xz — dh)
4

Vj(t,x):/Rdvj(t,x—i-h)—vj(t,x)— du(h).
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Since T} is linear in ¢, from the definition of v;, we have

r.

o Vj(t,x) = =
t J( 5517) [uj]l-‘,-a/o')a-"-g';ij

. / [0y (15 + 778,25 7+ 1) = Buay 8 + 751, + 752)
Rd

B Oru; (tj + T;Tt, r; + T‘jiC) — 8t(;¢j(tj + T‘?t, T+ (,T — (WL))} du(h),
which is equal to
T
[ Bru;(t; + 1t x; +r;(x + h)) du(h)
[uj]l-l-a/a,oz-l-a;ij R

n / Oru; (tj + T;—Tt, T+ (,T — 6]7,)) du(h)
e 5
= (U4 1/8) |l aBress (15 + 75t 5+ 753)] (4.10)

For any a € A;, define K,(y) = T?JrgKa(rjy), which satisfies

A2 —0)
T fylite

and L, be the corresponding operator with kernel K,.

Clearly,
. . La(vi(t,z) — v;(t,x — 6h
£aVi = [ [Batosttia+ 1) = vy(e,) - D=2 =S gy
o
= o J / {(Lauj)(tj +rit,xj +rjx+rih)
J 1+o¢/o’,a+o;Qkﬂ' R4

— (Lauj)(t; +rit, x5 +157)

B (Lan)(tj + T?t, r; + T‘jCL') - (LQUj)(tj + T‘?t, T+ (,T — 5h)) } d/j,(h)
6 b)

where in the second equality, we used the definitions of f)a, v; and the fact that T
is at most second-order in x variable, so that for ¢ > 1 and any y € R?

0T (t,x + h,y) — 6T;(t, z,y) = 0.

Therefore, for any (¢,z) € (—R7,0) x R?,

ro ¢

sup Lo (V) = } J sup {/ ((Lauj)(tj+rjt,a:j+rja:+rjh)
acA; [uj]1+a/a'7a+0';ij acA; R4

N (Lquj)(t; + rit,xj + ;) (x —dh))
)

Yau(h) — (14 ) (L)1 + 525 +ry2)
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—Q

r
- [ujl; /J toiQk SEUE {/Rd(LauJ‘)(tj +rit, x4+ +rih)
ao,a+0;Q% @ j

((L uj)(t; +rit,z; +1r;(x — 6h))

o,|>—~

+ fa(t; + T;-T’I”, xj +rijx+rih) +
+ fa(tj + T?t, T;+ Ty (:E — 5h))) (h)

1
— (L4 ) (Lauy)(tj + it 2 +152) + folty + 17tz +152)) - [[pllL,

0
_ / (fa(tj —+ ’I”?t,.fj —+ ;T —+ ’I”jh) — fa(tj —+ ’I”?t,.fj + TjiE)
R4

+ %(fa(tj + 1tz +ri(z —0h)) — falt; +rit,z; + zj)> du(h)}.

Note that for sufficiently large j such that max((—t)'/?,|z| 4+ |h|) < R; whenever
h € suppu, we have
|f¢l(tj + T;'Tt’ Tj+rjr+ Tjh) - fa(tj + T;'Tt’ zj + TJ'I)| < [fa]a/a,a;Ql |Tjh|aa
[fa(ty + 77t 2 +1i(x — 6h)) — faty +r7t, x5 +1r52)| < [falayjo.aqql0mih]™.
Therefore, by the inequality
sup{f+g—h} >inf f +inf g —inf h,
we have that for (£, ) € RE™ and h € supp pu so that max((—t)"/7, |z| + |h|) < R;
sup Lq(V;)(t, )
aEAj

7
> J [ ienff\ / (Lauj)(ty +rit, x5 + iz +15h)
J 1+a/o,a+o;QkJ' a i JRA

+ fa(ty +rir,xj +rje+rih) du(h)

. 1 o
+ alenjj o ((Lauj)(tj +rit,xj +ri(x—oh))

+ falty + 17t 2 + 1y — 5h))) dp(h)
d+1 o
=~ el inf{(Lawy) (5 + 77t @5 + rjw) + falty + 17t 25 + 752)]
—(1+ (50‘_1) & sup [fala/o,a:0, / |h|* du(h (4.11)
ac€A;
Since each u; satisfies

Oruj = inf (Lqu;j + fo) in Qu, (4.12)
IIEA]'

it follows from (@I0) and @II) that in any bounded subset of RI*, for sufficiently
large j,

R 1 504 1
0V, — sup LaV; < a sup [fa] a/m/ 1B dpu(h (4.13)
a€A; [U’J]l-i-a/o' a+o; Q j a€A;
We denote

du(h).

viie) = /Rd [’U(t, T+ h) - U(t,.%') — U(t,x) _ ’U(S(t, - 6h)}



24 H. DONG AND H. ZHANG

For fixed (t,z) € RS by @) in Lemma3 and using the fact that y has compact
support, we have

lim 0,V; (¢, z) = 0, im V; (¢, z) = 0,V (¢, x), (4.14)
J J
for [y <1,
0V;(t, 2, y)| < Clyl7™ oV (t,2,y)] < Cly|7™, (4.15)
and for |y| > 1,
Vit )l [V (£ y)] < Clyl*, (4.16)

where C depends on p. Clearly,
sup [Lo(V; = V)(t.0)] <C [ 1505 = V)(t.z,0)]ol -7 dy
aEAj Rd

It follows from Lemma that 6(V; — V) — 0 locally uniformly. Therefore, by
(#13), @I4), and the dominated convergence theorem, we have

lim sup |(La(V; = V)(t,2))| =0,
A

J acA;
ie.,
lim sup L,V;(t,z) = sup L,V (¢,z). (4.17)
J acAg ac€Ayg

Since p has compact support, by Lemma [£.2] and ([@3)), we have R; — oo and

> 27kj(a7a/)[uj]Ha/mMij 0.
For fixed § € (0,1), we send j to infinity to get from ([@I3)), (414), and [@IT) that
oV —MV <0 inRIT

By sending § to 0 and using the dominated convergence theorem, we conclude that
/ (v(t,z+h) —ov(t,x) — hY Du(t, ) du(h)
R4

is a subsolution as well. Therefore, for o > 1, v satisfies Condition (7).
It remains to verify that v satisfies Condition (iz). Clearly, for fixed (¢, ), (s, h) €
Rg“, when j is sufficiently large,
O (Uj (t +s,r+ h) —Uj (t’ CL‘)) = T;a[uj];ia/a,aJrU;ij
. (Btuj (tj +r] (t+s),x; +rij(x+h))—Owu;(t; + rit, xj + zj)). (4.18)
On the other hand,
M~ (Uj (t+ s,z + h) —v;(t, !E)) = Tj_a[uj]l_ia/a,aJrU;ij
- M™ (uj(tj + T?(t +5s),x; +rj(x+h)) —u(t; + r}’t, xj + TjI)). (4.19)
Combining [12), (II8), and [@I9), we obtain that for j sufficiently large,
O (vj(t+ s, 4+ h) —v;(t,x)) — M~ (v;(t + s,z + h) — v;(t,z))

-1
= _[uJ]1+a/U,a+a;Q

[uj] 1+a/o’,a+o;Qki

k su [fa]a/a,a;Q1 .

By sending j to infinity, we get for any (¢,2) € R4,
O (v(t+s,z+h)—vt,x)) — M (v(t+s,2+h)—v(tz) >0.
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Similarly,
O (v(t+s,z+h)—vt,z) — M (v(t+s,2+h)—ov(tz)) <O0.
The lemma is proved. O

Now we are ready to finish

Proof of Theorem[{.1] By Lemma .4 and Theorem 3] v is a polynomial of order
vin x and 1 in ¢. Since at the origin v; along with its first derivative in ¢ and up to
v-th order derivatives in x are 0, by Lemma 3] the same is true for v. Therefore,
v = 0. This gives us a contradiction with ([@7) and Lemma The proof is
completed. O

4.2. Equations with (¢, z)-dependent kernels. In this subsection, we consider
the case that kernels also depend on (¢, 2) and Holder continuous in (¢, ), i.e., there
exists A > 0 such that for any a € A, (4] is satisfied. We only prove Theorem
[[Tin the case when o + « > 2 and the proof of the cases o + a < 2 is similar and
actually simpler. Below we divide the proof into several steps.

Let n be a nonnegative smooth cutoff function with n = 1 in @; and vanishes
outside (—(5/4)7,(5/4)7) x Bs,4. Set v := nu and note that in Q,

vy = Nug + Neu = igﬁl(nLau +nfa + nu)

ini(Lgv + (La — LY)v + nLau — Lav + nfa + )
ac

where

Lg’u = 6U(t,$,y)Ka(0707y) dy
R4

We further define
he :==nLou — Lgv

= /Rd ((n(t, ) = n(t,x +y))ult,x +y) + y" Dn(t, z)u(t, z)) Ka(t, 2,y) dy
and
Ga = (Lg — L) = / ov(t, z,y) (Ka(t, x,y) — K, (0, O,y)) dy.
Rd

Here in order to apply the argument of freezing the coeflicients, we subtracted and
added K,(0,0,y) in the formula above.

Lemma 4.5. Assume that u € C11/7:7F2(Qyy 5) N CY/72((—(11/8)7,0) x RY).
Let hg and g, be functions defined above. Then for any o € A, we have

[ga]a/a,a;Ql S CA([”]I—i—a/o’,a—i—a + [v]a/a,a)a (420)
[ha]a/o,a;Ql <C(A+ 1)(”u”a/o,a;(f(ll/s)",o)><]Rd + ||D2u||Loo(Q11/8))- (4.21)
Moreover,
[u]lJroc/U,aJra';Ql/g < C([u]1+a//o,a/+o;Q5/4 + CO + A[u]1+a/a',a+o;Q5/4
+ (A + D ([[tllafoas—a1/8)7,0)xre + DUl L (@11 6))) - (4.22)

Here the constant C depends only on d, \, A, «, and o, and is uniformly bounded
as o — 2.
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Proof. For (t,z),(t',2') € Q1, set | = max(|z — /|, |t — t'|*/?). Without loss of
generality, we may assume that [ < 1/4.
Estimates of g,: From the definition and the triangle inequality,

}ga(ta I) - ga(t/a I/)}

=| [ dottsm ) (Kalt,2,9) ~ Kal0,0.9)) dy

= [l ) (Kalt' ) = Ka(0,0,3)) dy|

< ’ / (5v(t7$7y) - 5U(t/,$/,y)) (Ka(ta €, y) - Ka(oa Ovy)) dy‘
Rd

| [ et y) (Kalt,y) - Kalt' 2!, y)) dy
Rd
=I+1IL

Then we estimate I and II separately. First, similar to (3.8)), I is less than

/B |(Bu(t,2,9) — 60 (¢ ' ) (Kalt, ) — Ka(0,0,9)) dy

“,
R\ B

Applying [(B.6), we have

I1 S C[U]1+Q/U,Q+U€Q5/4 / la+a_2|y|2(Ka(t7x7y) - Ka(07 07 y)) dy
B

1

(5U(t,$,y) - 5U(t/,$/, y)) (Ka(ta €T, y) - Ka(oa Ovy))‘ dy = Il + 12'

< CAQ = 0)Wlirajoatal® 2 (J2]* +[£]°/7) /B lylly| == dy
I
= OAla[v]l-‘ra/a',aJ,-o--
For Iy, we have
I < O[U]l-i-a/o,a—i-al/ |y|U+o¢—1 |Ka(t, x, y) — Ka(O, O7 y)| dy
R\ B,
< CA(2 - 0)[”]1+a/o,a+ala(|$|a + |t|a/0) < CAZO[[’U]lJra/U’aJrU,

Next, we bound

U2 [ (Wlagealsl® + 100 ) Kot 2.9) — Kalt' 2’ )] dy
R4\ By

b [ 1Pl P |t 2) — Kot )] dy
B,
< CAI*(Wajo,0 + [1Dv]loo + D201, )-
Combining the estimates of I, I, and the interpolation inequality, we get
|ga(ta I) - ga(t/a I/)| < CAZQ([U]1+a/a,a+U =+ [v]a/a,a)v

which implies ([20).
Estimates of h,: For simplicity of notation, we denote

E(tymyy) = (n(t, x) —n(t,z+ y))u(t, x4y + yTDn(t, x)u(t, x). (4.23)
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By the Leibniz rule, we have
1
£t 2) =y / (Dn(t,)ult, 2) — Dn(t,z + sy)ult,z + y)) ds

// twsyTDn(t:E—i—ssy)

+y " Dn(t,x + sy)y" Du(t,z + s'y)) ds’ ds, (4.24)
which implies that when |y| < 1/8,
€t 2, 9)| < ClyP* ([ull Loc@uyye) T 1PUNLoc(@11/0))- (4.25)
On the other hand, clearly when |y| > 1/8,
€t 2, 9)| < Cllullpo((-1,0)xra) + WlllullLoi@n))- (4.26)

Note that
|ha(t,I) - ha(tl5xl)| S /]Rd ‘g(tv'rvy) - f(tl,zl7y)|Ka(t,I,y) dy
+/ ' )| Ka(t, 2,y) — Ka(t', 2, y)| dy = TIT+ 1V. (4.27)
Rd

Estimate of IIT: By ([@24]) when |y| < 1/8, we have
&t m,y) — £t y)\

= / / t', 2"y  D*n(t' 2 + ss'y)y — u(t, x)y" D*n(t,x + ss'y)y) dzvds’

+ / / yTDn(t’,x’ +sy)y" Du(t', 2" + 5'y)
o Jo
—yTDn(t,z + sy)y” Du(t, z + s’y)} ds ds'|
< ClyP1*([ula/o,aeu + [ullLa@n) + CluPHID*ull L (@1 )s) + 1Dl L (@11 s))

< OlyP1([ull c(@iae) + 1P%ll L (@11))

where we used the interpolation inequalities in the last inequality. On the other
hand, when |y| > 1/8,

ly" Dn(t, x)u(t, ) —y" Dyt 2" Yu(t', )| < [yl |ulla/oa0.
and
|(n(t, ) = n(t,x +y)ut,z +y) — (0t 2") = nt',2" +y))ut',2’ +y)|
= }’U/(t’ T+ y) (n(tv JI) - n(t/7 JJ/) - n(tu r+ y) + n(tlu :EI + y))
+ (n(t,2") = (', 2" + ) (wt,z +y) —ult', 2’ +y))|
< O(l”u”Lm((—l,O)XRd) + la”””a/o,a;(—l,O)XRd)v
which imply that when |y| > 1/8,
‘g(tvxvy) - é‘(t/7$/7y)|
< C(ZHUHLK,((fLO)XRd) + la”””a/o,a;(fl,O)XRd) + C|y|la”u”a/a,a;Q1'
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Now with the above estimates, we obtain

I < ; ClYP1 (1l L (@11 5) F 1Dl L (@11 ) Kat, 7, ) dy
1/8

+cwwmwmwh/‘ I Ka(t,2,y) dy

c
1/8

+ C(l”u”Loo((fl,O)X]Rd) + la”u”a/o,a;(fl,O)de) / Ka(ta xz, y) dy

Bi/s
< Cla(||D2u||Loo(Q11/8) + ||u||a/o,a;(f(11/8)",0)><]Rd)-
Estimate of IV: By ([£25]) and ([£24), we have
IV < Cl*A([[ull L (- 11/8)7.0 ey + (DUl L (s s)) -

The estimates of III and IV with the interpolation inequalities give [@ZI]).
Now we apply Theorem [4.1] to v with the estimates of g, and h, in Lemma [4.5]
to obtain

[U]1+Q/U,Q+U;Q1/2 S C([U]1+a//0,a’+o + A[U]1+a/o,a+o + A[U]a/o,a

+ (A + 1)(HuHa/o,a;(—(ll/S)f’,O)XRd + ||D2u||Loo(Q11/s)) + sup[nfa]a/a,a;Ql)-

Since n = 1 in @ and has compact support in (—(5/4)7,(5/4)7) x Bs,4, we get
(EZ1). The lemma is proved. O

Proof of Theorem [L1l. We first use a scaling argument. For any € > 0, set 4u(t, z) :=
e %u(e%t, ex). Since u satisfies ([L3)), we have

wn(tw) =inf { [ da(t 0, y) Kt 2,9) dy + faleTen) }in Qe
Rd

a

where
Ki(t,,y) = e K, (et ex, ey).
Clearly,

A

}Ki(taﬂﬁay) - KZ(tlaxlay)| < A(2 - O')Ea(l,’b - x/|a + |t - tl|a/0) |y|d+o'

Then we apply (£22]) to @ and get

[U)14+a/0,040:Q1/2 < C([ﬂ]1+a//a,a+a;625/4 + Coe® + Ae[i)1+a/0,0+0:Q5 )4
+ (A + D (|t afo,a-1/8)7,0yxr + 1D*U Lo (Qu1/5))) -
Returning back to u, we have
[uli+a/0,0+0:Q., < C(Ea " uhtar/os0r40iQse,s T Co+ A U1 va 0,04 05Qs0

+ (Ae® + 1) (77 ulla/o,a:(—(11/8)7,0) xR + 52_U_a||D2“||Loo(¢2us/s>)>'
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By a translation of the coordinates, the inequality above holds for any (¢,z) € Q1
for sufficiently small ¢ > 0

[U]l-i-a/a,o-i-a;Qs/z(t@)
< C(Ea _a[u]1+a’/o,a’+o;Q55/4(t,1) + Co + Ae” [u]1+0¢/‘7»0‘+‘7%Q56/4(t’m)

+ (Ae® + 1) (™7l a/oa: (t—(116/8)7 1) xR + 52_a_a||D2U||Loo(Qua/s(t@))))'
(4.28)

Let QF be defined in (@I)). It is obvious that Q* monotonically increases to Q.
Then for any (t, ), (s,y) € Q¥ such that t > s, we set | := max(|t — s|'/7, |z — y]).
When [ > ¢/2,

|[Dult, 2) = DPuls,y)| | |uelt, 2) = uils,y)|
la’+a72 la’+a72

<27 e (ue @iy + 1Dl L @i )5
when [ < /2,

|D2u(t, ) — D?u(s, y)| | |ue(t,z) — uels, y)l
Jo+a—2 + Jo+a—2 < 2[“’]1+0¢/U,a+0;Q5/2(t,m)-

Now we choose ¢ = 2772 5o that for any (¢,z) € QF, Q11c/5(t,z) C Q! and
(t — (11/8)7,t) C (—1,0). Combining the two inequalities above with (L28), we
obtain

[W1a/o.atogr < 2FFCFD (gL o) + 1D%ul| Ly gr))
+ 0(2(k+2)(a_a/)[u]1+a’/o,a/+a;Q’“+1 +Co + 2_(k+2)aA[u]1+a/o,a+a;Qk+1

+ (27(k+2)aA + 1) (2(k+2)(0+0¢) ||u||a/a,a;(—l,O)XRd

+ 2(k+2)(0+a_2)||D2u||Lm(Qk+1))>- (4_29)
By the interpolation inequalities
[u]1+a’/0,a’+a;Qk+1 < 272(k+2)(°‘70‘1)[u]1+a/07a+U;Qk+1 + C22(k+2)(g+a,)”u||lzoov

ID?ull L gr+1) + lluell Lo qrer)
< 9—2(k+1)(o+a—2) [U]1+a/a,a+a;c2k+1 + C24<k+1)||u||Loo(Qk+1)a

we reorganize the right-hand side of ([€.29) to get
W1 +a/om0toiqr < O((z*(k+1)(o+a—2) B O
+ 25k(0+a) ||u||a/o,a;(71,0)><]Rd + CO);

where C' depends on A. Obviously, o+« < 3 and there exists a constant kg depends
on d, og, @, A, A, and A such that @/, C Q%0 and for any k > ko,

O(2—(k+1)(0’+0¢—2) _'_2—2(743"1‘1)((1—01/)) < 2—16'
Therefore, we have for any k > ko,

[u]1+a/o,a+a’;Qk S 2_16[u]1+a/0,a+a;Qk+1 + O215k”u”a/a,a + COO
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We multiply both sides above by 27 16(k=%0) and then sum from k = kg to infinity
and obtain that
[u]l-l-a/a,a-i-o;QkU < C215k0 ”u”a/a,a;(—l,O)de + CCO

In particular,
[u]l-l-oz/d,a-‘rU;Ql/z < C(”u”a/o,a;(—l,O)XRd + CO)
The proof is completed. 1

4.3. An improved estimate. By a more careful analysis, we obtain the following
corollary when the kernels depend only on y.

Corollary 4.6. Let 0 € (0,2) and 0 < A < A. Assume that for any a € A,
K, only depends on y. There is a constant & € (0,1) depending on d, o, A\, and
A (uniformly as o — 2) so that the following holds. Let o € (0,&). Suppose

u € CHalmota(Q)n Cgéa’a([—l, 0] x R%) is a solution of
(Lou+ fo) in Q1.

uy = inf
acA

Then,

[u]lJra/cr,ocha',Ql/g
< Clula/oai(-1.00x8: + C D 277 [Ulajo.ai(~1.0)x (B, \By 1) + CCo,  (4.30)
j=2
where Co = sup,[fala/o,a;0, and C > 0 depends only on d, A\, A, a, and o, and is

uniformly bounded as o — 2.

Proof. Since the proof is quite similar to the proof of Theorem [[LT] we only provide
a sketch here. By a standard scaling and covering argument, we may assume that
u e Cl+a/ao+e(Q,) N O 7 ([=2,0] x RY) and the equation is satisfied in Qs. Let

loc

n be a cutoff function such that n € C§°((—27,27) x Bs) and n = 1 in Q5/4. Let
v = nu, which satisfies

Ve = i{llf(La’U + ha + nfa + ntu)v
where
he = / §(t,:v,y)Ka(y) dy
Rd

and ¢ is defined in @23). It is sufficient to estimate [hq]a/o,a:q,- Since K, only
depends on y, it follows that

|ha(t,z) — ho(t',2")| = 111,

where I1T is defined in ([{27). The estimate is similar to the one in the proof of
Lemma[L3l For any (¢, z), (t',2") € Q, since n = 1in Q5,4, Dn(t,x) = Dn(t',2") =
0. When |y| < 1/4, £(t,z,y) = 0; When |y| > 1/4, we have

|&(t,2,y) — &(t, 2, y)]

= |(n(t,z) = n(t,z +y)ult,z +y) + y" Di(t, x)u(t,z)

= (n(t",2") = n(t', " +y))ult’, 2" +y) +y" Dn(t', " )u(t’, ')
< |n(t,x +y)ult,z +y) —nt', 2’ +y)ut’, 2’ +y)| + [ult, 2 +y) — (', 2" +y)|.
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Recall that | = max{|z — 2’|, |t —#'|'/?}. Combining the estimate above, we obtain

= [ et - 60 )|l

1/4
< Cla”u”a/a,a;(—l,O)ng +/ |u(t,x + y) - U(t/,:E/ + y)}Ka(y) dy
By,
Ol + D [ Tl ult ! )G dy
j=—1 zJ\Bzﬂ 1

< Olullajo,or(~1,0)x B, + CL* Z 2777 (U] o for,5(=1,0) % By

j=—1
<Cla(||u||a/a'a,( 1,0)% Bs 22 17 () o /o5 (— 1,o)x(32j\32j,1)),
=1

which implies that

(Palajo,a;0, < O(||u||a/a a;(~1,0)x B +ZQ 17 ]y 7y 05— 1,0)x(32j\32j,1))-
Jj=1

Then we apply Theorem [Tl to v and obtain

[v]l-i-a/a o+a;Q1/2 < C(””Ha/o,a;(—l,O)XRd + ”u”a/o,a;(—l,O)XBg

+ZQ 77 [l ,04(~1,0) X (B \Byy 1) +00)

Combining the fact that n = 1 in Q5,4 and replacing u by u — u(0,0), we reach
(@30). Therefore, the proof is completed. O

5. EQUATIONS WITH BOUNDED INHOMOGENEOUS TERMS

In this section, we present an application of Corollary .6l to nonlocal parabolic
equations with merely bounded nonhomogeneous terms:

— inf (Lou + f.), 5.1
ur = inf (Lau+ fa) (5.1)
where sup, || fallL., < oo and
Lou(z) = ou(t, z,y)Ka(y) dy.
R4

Before proving Theorem [[.2] we first present an interpolation inequality involving
the Zygmund semi-norm. The proof can be found in the appendix

Lemma 5.1. Let o € (0,1) and f € A'((—1,0)) N Loo((—1,0)). Then we have
feC*(-1,0)) and
[Flai-1,00 £ Clf L =10 + ClAar(-1,00); (5.2)

where C' depends only on .

In the sequel, we set

_ *

[ufjs = [u]j\l(Rgﬂ)v [ulg = [U]Z;Rgﬂv and [Du]t(,%l =: [DU]Z%;RSH-
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Let n be a smooth even nonnegative function in R with unit integral and van-
ishing outside (—1,1). For R > 0, we define the mollification of u with respect to ¢
as

uB(t, ) = /]R (2u(t — R%s,x) — u(t — 2R%s,z))n(s — 1) ds.

The following lemmas will also be used in our proof. We present their proofs in
the appendix.

Lemma 5.2. Let § € (0,1] and R > 0. Then we have
[0 ), s < C(B)R™ [ul (5.3)

Lemma 5.3. Let 0 € (1,2), a € (0,1), and R > 0 be constants. Assume that u
defined on Rg“ is C% in x, A' int, and Du is C“~V/7 in t. Let p = p(t,z) be
the first-order Taylor expansion of u'™) at the origin. Then for any integer j > 0,
we have

[u — P]Z;(va,o)xBy-R
< CR)T s + 020 RT=[ Dy, + C279*R*[u]yy  (5.4)
and
0= Bl oo 0y, < C2T DRI 4 OV R [Du,
+ /DRIy, (5.5)
where C > 0 is a constant depending only on d, o, and «.
In the case when o = 1, we define uf differently. Let ¢ € C§°(B;) be a radial
nonnegative function with unit integral. For R > 0, we define

u B (t,z) = /Rdﬂ (2u(t — Rs,z — Ry) — u(t — 2Rs,x — Ry))n(s — 1){(y) dy ds.

Lemma 5.4. Let a € (0,1), and R > 0 be constants. Assume that v defined on
Rg“ is AY in (t,x). Let p = p(t,z) be the first-order Taylor expansion of u™® at
the origin. Then for any integer j > 0, we have

[u — p]a,a;(—R,O)XszR < 6123‘(1—04/2)]%1704[u]Al7 (56)

where C' > 0 is a constant depending only on d and «.

Define Py to be the set of first-order polynomials of ¢, and P; to be the set of
first-order polynomials of (¢, ).

Lemma 5.5. (i) When o € (0,1), we have

[uljs + [u]; < Csup  sup 777 inf [lu—pllL_(q, (to))
>0 (¢ z)eRIT! pPEPo

where C' > 0 is a constant depending only on d and o.

(11) When o € (1,2), we have

[uljs + [u]s + [Du]os <Csup  sup =7 inf |Ju—pllL_(q, )
3 >0 (¢ z)eREH! pEP1

where C' > 0 is a constant depending only on d and o.
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(i11) We have

ujpr < C'su su r~ ! inf |lu — ,
bilar < 7‘>1:0) (t,w)eﬂzgﬂ pEP1 | Plrs@wan

where C' > 0 is a constant depending only on d.

Proof. The estimates of [u]: and [Du]),_, are standard. See, for instance, [19,

Section 3.3]. We only consider [ul,. Fordany polynomial p which is linear in ¢, by
the triangle inequality,

|u(t +s,2) + u(t — s,x) — 2u(t, z)|
= |u(t+s,2) —p(t+ s,2) + u(t — s,z) — p(t — s,x) — 2(u(t,x) — p(t,z))|
< Allu—=pllro@, (t+s2))

where 77 = 2s. Since p is arbitrary, the inequality above implies that

‘u(t +s,2) +u(t — s,x) — 2u(t, x)‘ < 8sr™7inf [|u — pllL_ (0, (t+s,2))-
P
Similarly, we can prove Assertion (iii). The lemma is proved. 0

Proof of Theorem[I.4. We only treat the case when o > 1. For the case when
o < 1, the proof is almost the same with minor modifications.

First we assume o > 1. Let & be the constant in Corollary L6l and « € (0, &) be
such that o + o < 2. Let R > 0 be a constant, p be defined as in Lemma [5.3], and
co = Ogp. Let K > 2[|u — pl|L_(0.x) be a constant to be specified later and denote

gk = max (min(u — p, K), —K).

Clearly, gx € C*/%* and any C*/%® norm (or semi-norm) of gx is less than or
equal to that of u — p.
Let vi be the solution to

{&vK =inf,(Lovk — ¢o) in Q2r, (5.7)

VK = JK in R\ Qap.

Noting that g is Holder continuous in both ¢ and x, the solvability follows from
Theorem [[.T] and a regularization argument; see [2, 26]. We apply Corollary .Gl to
v with a scaling to get

['UK]l-i-a/U,a-i-(T;QR/z

< C(Rig[’UK]a/cr,a;(fR”,O)><B2R, + Z 27ngig[UK]0‘/U»0‘§(*R"vO)X(szR\szflR))

=2
< C(R_U [UK]a/o,a;(fR",O) X Ba2r

+ D 2R [0 = Pla o B 0)x (B \ By 1) ) (5.8)
j=2

where in the last equality we used the fact that vx = gx in (—(2R)7,0) x BS, and
the Holder norm of g is less than the Holder norm of u — p.



34 H. DONG AND H. ZHANG

By Lemma 53]
[t = Plajoai(—re.0)xB,, , < C27 DRI u]},
+ 02T/ Iy )% 4 02j<°'+1—a>/2RU—a[Du];+l, (5.9)
which together with (B8] gives
[orhitasoatoi@n,
< C(R™[vKla/oas—Ro 0y xBar + B [uljs + R™[ul; + R™*[Dulb ). (5.10)

Next we estimate wyx := gx — vk, which is equal to u — p — vk in Q2 by the
choice of K. By (&) and (&), wx satisfies

wg < MTwg + hig +supge g || fallLo in Q2r,

wr > M~ wi + hi — supge || foll Lo in Q2nr,

wrg =0 in Rg+1\QzR,
where

hic == M (u—p—gxk), hx=M (u—p-—gk).
By the dominated convergence theorem, it is not hard to see that
1Bkl Lo (@an)s 1B llL o (@ary = 0 as K — oo

We then fix K large enough so that

IAKNL o (@or) + IPE Lo (Qor) < SlelngaHLoo-

From Lemma 25 we have

lorllz@an) < CRSU fallzwe,  [WKajo0i0un < CRT™ SUD [ fallre, (5:11)

where C' depends on d, o, A, and A.
Now let gx be the first-order Taylor expansion of vk at the origin. Then by

(&I0), for any r € (0, R/2),
lu=p—axllie@) <llu—p=v&lio@) + vk —axllLa@.)
<lu—p—villr_@.) +Cr'"* R ko o.0:(— k7 ,0)x Bar
+ O R ([ufj + [ulf + [Dul'oos ). (5.12)

Since wxg =u — p — vk in Qar, we plug (BA) with j =0, and (EI1) to (ZIZ) and
obtain

lu—p—akll.q.,) < CR? sup I fallLow + Cr *R™*([uljs + [ul} + [Dufe—).
ac

Dividing both sides of the inequality above by 77, we have
7w —p—qxllL.Q.
< C(R/r)° sup [ fallLw + C(r/R)* ([uljs + [u]; + [Du]ls).
a€c “
Set r = R/M, where M > 2 is a constant to be determined. Note that the center
of the cylinder can be replaced by any point (¢, z) in Rg“, ie.,

7w —p—ax L. (t,2)
< CM7 sup || fall o, + CM ™ ([ulls + [u]} + [Du]’ . ), (5.13)
acA °
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which together with Lemma implies
[ulhs + [l + [Dules

< (Csu su r~ % inf |[u—
o r>18 (t,:c)ellzgﬂ pEP1 H p”Loo(Qr(t’z))

< OM sup |l + CM 2 (i + [y + [Dul's). (514)
acA 7

By taking M sufficiently large in (5I4) so that CM ~* < 1/2, we obtain
[uar + [u]; + [Du]e_s < Csup | fallz.. -
o acA

In the case when o = 1, by Lemma 54 and (5.8,
il 14a1ta@rs < C(R™ [vkla/o.ai(—Rr7.0)xBar + B “t]ar).
Then by the same proof, similar to (513)), we get
rHlu = p = gkl L@ ta)y < OM sup | fallpow + CM ™ [ups,

which together with Lemma gives
[u]ar < Csup || fall Lo
acA
by taking M sufficiently large. The theorem is proved. O

Next, we provide a sketched proof of Corollary [L3]

Proof of Corollary L3, We only consider the case o > 1 and divide the proof into
three steps.

Step 1. For k = 1,2,..., denote Q% := Qi_o». Let g € C(Q*!) be a
sequence of nonnegative smooth cutoff functions satisfying n = 1 in QF Inl <1
in Q1 (|0 Ding|| . < C2F0+9) for each i, j > 0. Set vy := umy to be a smooth
function and notice that in RI!,

Qv = Oy + Ognu = aigg(nkLau + Mk fa + Opmru)
= inf (Lavk + hga + Mk fo + Onru),
acA

where
hra = mpLau — Lavi, = /d Er(t, 2, y) Kaly) dy,
R
and

&tz y) = ult,z +y) (e (t, z + y) — ni(t, 2)) — y" Dy (t, 2)u(t, ).

Obviously, we have
sup [|ne fall Lo < sup |fall @i and  [[Ovmwullr., < C2¥(ullr (qu)-
acA acA

Step 2. We estimate the Lo, norm of hy,. By the fundamental theorem of
calculus,

1
&t z,y) = yT/ u(t,z + y) Dy (t, x + sy) — u(t, 2) Dng(t, ) ds.
0

For |y| > 27F3
€k (t, 2, y)| < C2¥[ylllull £ou(—1,0)xm0)-
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For |y| < 27573 we can further write

1
&e(t,z,y) = yT/O (u(t,z +y) —u(t,z))Dn(t, x + sy)
+ u(t,x)(Dni(t, z + sy) — Dng(t,x)) ds,

where the second term on the right-hand side is bounded by C22*|y|?|u(t,z)|. To
estimate the first term, we consider two cases: when |z| > 1 — 27572 because
ly| < 27%=3 & (¢, 7,y) = 0; when |z| <1 — 27572 we have

1
’yT / (u(t, 2z +y) — u(t, ) D (t, & + sy) ds| < C2¥|y*|| Dul,__ qr+s)-
0

Hence for |y| < 27F73,
6t 9)] < Iyl (2 u(t, )] + 21 Dul_qusoy)-
Combining with the case when |y| > 27573, we see that
IhkallLe < C27F|ullp((—1,0)xra) + C2 || Dul|p_(qr+s).

Step 3. We apply Theorem to v and use the bounds in the previous steps
to obtain

[vR]As + [or]} + [Uk]ta%l < nggnfaHLm(Ql) +C2"|lul L)
+ C27"|lull 1 ((—1,0)xra)y + C2 V| Dull;_grts),

where C depends on d, \, A, and o, but independent of k. Since 7, = 1 in Q*, it
follows that

[U]RI(Qk) + [u]}.or + [Du]t”%l;Qk
< C22k||u||Lm((—1,0)><Rd) + C2k||Du||Loo(Qk+3) +C 81613 ”fa”Loo(Ql)' (5.15)

By the interpolation inequality, for any ¢ € (0, 1)
. 1
IDullquss) < elullygues + Ce= ull_(guso) (5.16)

Set N = 1/(c — 1) and notice N > 1. Combining (B.I5) and (EI6) with ¢ =
C~127k=10N "we obtain

[u]f\l(Q’“) + [u];;Qk + [Du]‘%;m < 022k+(k+10N)N||u||Lm((—1,0)x1Rd)

+ 27 [l ques + O 5w fallz @)

Then we multiply 273* to both sides of the inequality above and get

ulhsgr) + [ullge + (DUl 1)

< C22 Ml (—roperey + 27 NI ks + C27 N sup | fall Lo (@u)-

273kN([



NONLOCAL PARABOLIC EQUATIONS 37

We sum up the both sides of the inequality above and obtain

oo

> 2 N ([l gry + [ulgr + Dulems 1)
k=1 0
< OZ 22(1 N)kHuHLOO 1 O)XRd + 022 kN Sup ||fa||Loo Ql)

k=1 k=1
+ = 22 SkN Al Qk)+[ ] Qk+[Du]a I,Q")

which further implies that

oo

22 3kN([ ]Al(Qk) + [u];;Qk + [Du]i;%vak)
k=1

< COllullp o ((=1,0)xray + Csup || fall Lo (1)

where C' depends on d, A\, A, and o. In particular, by taking k = 1, the corollary is
proved. 0

APPENDIX
In the appendix, we first provide a sketch of the proof of Corollary 2.2
Proof. By a scaling argument, we assume that » = 1. Let £ > 1 be a constant to
be determined later. Set 6 = 0/k. Let (to,70) € Qs/2 be such that u(ty, o) =

infq,,, u. Since o € (1,2), we have 277 <1—477. By a scaling and translation of
the coordinates, we apply Proposition ZIlto u in Q;(to, o) and obtain

5t d/e |y, <Cl( inf u+050)7

Q5 (to,z0)

<(Q1)
where Q; = Qs(t1, o) and t; =tg — (47 — 1)5". For any x; € BS/Q(,T()),

lullp @) = el (i—s7.t0)xB; (@0

> 025(0+d)/5 inf u > 028(0+d)/6 inf wu,
(t175a,t1)XBS/2(I1) Qj(tlyml)

where Co > 0 depending only on d. Therefore,

inf ugcl/cz( inf u+c$f’).

Qs(ti,x1) Qs (to,zo)
Applying Proposition 2.I] again, we have
5 (o+d)/€||u|| ) < Cl( inf w4 050)7
Qg(t1,w1)

where Qo = Qs(t2, 1) and ty = tg — 2(47 — 1)5", and for any x5 € BS/Q(;vl),

inf ugcl/cz( inf u+c$f’).
Q;(t2,x2) Qs (ty,z1)



38 H. DONG AND H. ZHANG
By induction, or any x,,_1 € B(n_1)5/2 (zo) N By,

Sl g, < o[ ot w €57)

5(to,0)

< s (ulto, m) + C57) = 03( inf u + 050),
Qs/2
where Q,, = Qs(tn,Tp_1), tn =to —n(47 — 1)5", and Cj3 is a constant depending
only on A\, A, d, and n. Notice that |zo| < 6/2, to € [—(6/2)7,0], and o > 1.
We can choose £ > 1 in a suitable range depending only on o2 and ¢, and then
n < [2k/6] + 1, such that Q,, runs through (—6%, —6% + (4° —1)§?) x By. Finally,
by applying Proposition 2] again and using a simple covering argument, we prove
the corollary. 0

Finally, we give the proofs of Lemmas [5.1] [5.2] and

Proof of Lemma[21l By mollification, it suffices to prove (0.2 assuming that f €
C*((—1,0)). Let x,y € (—=1,0), y < x, and h:=x —y. When h > 1/3,

f(z) = f(y)|
he
When h < 1/3, either x < —1/3 or y > —2/3. If & < —1/3, then 2z — y € («,0)
and

<23l e c(-1.0-

[f@) = f@)l _ 1[fCz —y) + fly) = 2f(2)| +}|f(2$—y)—f(y)|
he =3 he 2 he
3o-1 1
< =5 o) + gz flas-10)-

The case when y > —2/3 is similar. Therefore,

N 1 3a—1
(flas=1,00 £ 2- 3% fll L ((=1,0) + 21—_(1[f]a;(—1,o) +— 1At ((=1,0))

which yields (52)). O

Proof of Lemmal[22 First we consider the case when 3 = 1. Integrating by part
and noting that 7" is an even function and [ 7” = 0, we obtain

‘8t2u(R)| = ‘ / (20fu(t — R%s,z) — Ofu(t — 2R%s,x))n(s — 1) ds‘
R

- ‘ /RR_2" (2u(t — R%s,x) — iu(t ~ 2R, I))n"(s ~1)ds
= ‘ /RR_2" (u(t —R%s,z)+u(t—R°(2—s),z) —2u(t — R, x)
. é(u(t —2R%s,x) + u(t — 2R°(2 — s),x) — 2u(t — 2R°, I)))n”(s ~1) ds‘
< CR™[ul}:.
For 8 € (0,1), when r > R°,

r P B (it z) + u B (= 2r, ) — 20 (0 — vy 2)| < P[]l < Rl
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When r € (0, R?), by (53) with =1,

r Pl (4 x) + u D (¢ = 2r, ) — 20 (8 —r x)| < Tl_B[atU(R)]i.RdH
0
<COr' PR™u]\y < CRP7[u]}:.
From the above two inequalities, we immediately get ([B.3]). O

Proof of Lemmal[Zd We first estimate the Holder semi-norm in z. By the inter-
polation inequality,

[u — p]z;(fR“,O) xByj p

< @ R)™u = pllpa(—r0)x By ) T (TR u = Pl o 0)x,,

2JR

(5.17)
Because p is linear,

[u — p]:;(—Ra,o)szjR = [U]:;(—Ra,o)szjR- (5.18)

Since 7 has unit integral, we have
‘u(R) (t,x) — u(t,z)|
= } / (2u(t — R7s,z) —u(t — 2R%s,x) — u(t,z))n(s — 1) ds} < CR[ul}..
. (5.19)
Furthermore, for any (¢,z) € (—R?,0) X Byjg,
‘u(R) (t,xz) — p(t, x)‘ = |u(R) (t,x) — u(R)(O, 0) — Oyu) (0,0)t — 2T Duy®) (0, O)|
< |uB(t,z) — u B (2,0) — 2" Du (1, 0)|
+ [u®(t,0) — u(0,0) — u™(0,0)t| + |z" Du™(0,0) — 2" DulP(¢,0)|
< @Rl + R707u P, e oy, T CYRI[Du]

) X B2j o
Using Lemma 5.2, we have
||u(R)

oo,y S CRRP I + CH R Doy + CROull,

which together with (519]) implies that
4 = Dl b~ o 0)x By ) < C(27R)7[ul; + C2R7[Dul'oy + CR[ulj. (5.20)

We plug (5I8) and (520) in (BI7) and get (GA).

Next we estimate the Holder semi-norm in ¢. Obviously,

t t
[u — P]a/g;(va,o)szjR <lu-— p]a/o;(72jv/2R5,O)xB2jR'

From Lemma [5.1] and scaling, we have
t
[u— p]a/a';(—2j°'/2R°',0)><szR
< C(2R)"||u-— Plio((—2i7/2R7 0)x B

< C(2?R)™||u— Plio((—2i7/2R7 0)x B

o @R - plf
)+ C(272R)"u]},.

2/ R
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We follow the proof of (B20) to estimate
flu — p||Lco((f2J"’/2R",0)><B2jR)

< lu— U(R)”Loo((—zja/mv,o)x]s y ||U(R) - P||Lm((72ja/2Rv,o)szjR)
< CR?[ul’y + C(2'R)%[u]: + C277 R% [u]},, + C27TV/2R?[Dult, . .

2J R

Therefore, we reach (.5). The lemma is proved. O
Proof of Lemma[5.7] We modify the proof of Lemma Similar to Lemma [511

we have
[ = Plaas(—R0)x By, < [U = Plasas@yi
< (@ R) ™ u = pllpw(@y ) + (R T u—plasa, ,
< (2'R)™u =Dl L@y + (27R) T [ula, - (5.21)
Since n and ¢ have unit integral and ( is radial, we have
’u(R) (t,x) — u(t, x)‘

= | [, (20t = Rco = Fy) = u(t = 2Rs.z = Ry) = ut.2))n(s = 1)) dy s
- ‘ /}Rd+l (2u(t — Rs,x — Ry) — u(t — 2Rs,x — Ry) — u(t,z — Ry))

+ %(u(t, x4+ Ry) + u(t,z — Ry) — 2u(t,z))n(s — 1)¢(y) dy ds‘
< CR[u]a:. (5.22)
For any (t,z) € Qs g, similar to Lemma B2 with § = «/2,
‘U(R) (t,r) —p(t,x)‘ < (2jR)1+a/2[“(R)]1+a/2,1+a/2;Q2jR < 2j(1+a/2)R[U]A1,

which together with (522]) implies that

= pllr(—2r0yxB,, ) <202 Rluj. (5.23)
We plug (523) in (521)) and get (5.6). The lemma is proved. O
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