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GRADIENT ESTIMATES FOR PARABOLIC NONLINEAR NONLOCAL
EQUATIONS
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ABSTRACT. The primary objective of this work is to establish pointwise gradient
estimates for solutions to a class of parabolic nonlinear nonlocal measure data problems,
expressed in terms of caloric Riesz potentials of the data. As a consequence of our
pointwise estimates, we obtain that the first-order regularity properties of solutions to
such general parabolic nonlinear nonlocal equations, both in terms of size and oscillations
of the spatial gradient, closely resemble the ones of the fractional heat equation even at
highly refined scales. Along the way, we show that solutions to homogeneous parabolic
nonlinear nonlocal equations have Holder continuous spatial gradients under optimal
assumptions on the nonlocal tails.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Aim and scope. This paper aims to explore the fine pointwise first-order properties
as well as the gradient regularity of solutions to parabolic nonlinear nonlocal equations of
the type

(1.1) Ou+Lu=p inQp CQx(0,T),

where T' > 0, € is an open subset of R™ for some n > 2 and the nonlinear nonlocal operator
L is formally defined by

(1.2) Lu(z,t) = (1— s)P.V. ¢<UWJ)—M%ﬂ> dy
-

|z —yl* |z — y|nts

Here s € (0,1) is a parameter that determines the order of the nonlocal operator £ given
by 2s, while u belongs to the class M(R"*1) of signed Radon measures on R™*! with finite
total mass. In addition, the nonlinearity @ is assumed to satisfy the following Lipschitz
and monotonicity assumptions:
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Assumption 1.1. We assume that @ : R — R is an odd function such that for all t,t’ € R
and some A > 1, we have

(1.3) |B(t) — ()| <At —t'| and (D(t) — D))t —t') > A7t — ']

Studying the regularity of solutions to elliptic and parabolic nonlinear nonlocal equations
has become a highly active research area in recent years, see e.g. [Kas09; CS11; CCV11;
FK13; KMS15a; KMS15b; Serl5; Sch16; IMS16; DKP16; BL17; BLS18; DP19; MSY21;
Now2la; CKW22; BKO22; Now23; GL24; KW23; BDLMS24b; BDLMS24a] for a non-
exhaustive list of fundamental contributions in this direction. This rapid development of
nonlocal regularity theory was largely driven by its wide-ranging applications in both pure
and applied mathematics such as for instance stochastic processes of jump-type (see e.g.
[Ber96; FOT11]), classical harmonic analysis (see e.g. [Lan72]), conformal geometry (see
e.g. [GZ03; CC16]), phase transitions (see e.g. [CF00]), relativistic models (see e.g. [LY88]),
fluid dynamics (see e.g. [KNVO07; CV10]) and kinetic theory (see e.g. [IS22]). Moreover,
nonlocal operators of the particular type (1.2) arise in image processing (see e.g. [GO08]).

1.1.1. Gradient potential estimates for local parabolic equations. A local analogue of the
nonlocal equation (1.1) in the (formal) limit s — 1 is given by nonlinear second-order
parabolic equations of the type

(1.4) Ou —div(a(Vu)) =p in Qpr C Qx(0,7),

where the vector field a satisfies suitable growth and ellipticity assumptions. In the case
of assumptions on a that are similar to ours imposed on @ in Assumption 1.1, inspired
by previous zero-order and first-order potential estimates in the elliptic case provided in
[KM94; TWO02; Min11], Duzaar and Mingione in [DM11] managed to prove that solutions
to nonlinear parabolic equations of the type (1.4) satisfy gradient potential estimates of
the form

(1.5) [Vu(zo)| S I{”l(zo7 R) + lower-order terms

for almost every zo = (xg,t9) € Qr and every R > 0 such that Qr(29) := (to — R?,to) X
Bpr(zo) C Qp. Here I ‘1“ I(zo, R) denotes a truncated version of the classical caloric Riesz
potential of order 1. Indeed, more generally, for any 5 € (0, Npar) = (0,1 + 2), we define

Wl gy [ 1Rl(@r(20)) dr T |ul(Qr(20)) dr
1 (2, R) .7/0 f/

B rNoar=6 o prt2=5 oy’

where Npar := n + 2 denotes the standard parabolic dimension. Moreover, for any

z0 = (w0, to) € R™™! the classical caloric Riesz potential of order 3 € (0, Npar) mentioned
above is defined by

IIMI(Z ) .:/ dlp| (= :/ M
! 0/ Rn+1 dpar(Z,Zo)NP‘“7B Rn+1 dpalr(Z,Z())nJr?*'B7

where the standard parabolic distance dp,, in R™™! is defined by

(2, 20) = dar((,1), (w0, t0)) 1= max { |z — o, [t — to| |

If Qpr = R™ x (0,00), then the estimate (1.5) simplifies to one without lower-order terms
and in terms of the classical, non-truncated potential, namely

(1.6) IVu(zo)| S I (20)-

In addition to capturing the precise pointwise first-order behavior of solutions to (1.4),
a major strength of potential estimates of the type (1.5)-(1.6) is that they imply sharp
Calderéon-Zygmund-type gradient regularity estimates for solutions in a wide range of
function spaces, including those that measure highly refined scales such as Lorentz spaces.
While for linear parabolic equations such regularity estimates can often also be inferred
by means of representation formulas in terms of fundamental solutions/heat kernels, for
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nonlinear equations of the type (1.4) this is no longer feasible due to the lack of suitable
representation formulas, highlighting the importance of the gradient potential estimate
(1.5). Furthermore, variations of the estimate (1.5) can be employed to establish sharp
borderline criteria on the data in order to ensure control also of the oscillations of the
gradient, for instance in the form of VMO regularity or continuity of the gradient of
solutions (see [KM14a]).

Motivated by these powerful implications, in the local setting similar gradient potential
estimates were later obtained also for more general nonlinear elliptic and parabolic equations
and even systems of p-Laplacian-type, see for instance [DM10; KM14b; KM13; CM14;
Barlb; KM18; BCDKS18; BY19; NP23; BCDS22; Fil22; CKW23; DZ24; DZ22] for a
non-exhaustive list of further contributions direction.

1.1.2. Gradient potential estimates for nonlocal parabolic equations. Inspired by zero-order
potential estimates for nonlinear nonlocal elliptic equations due to Kuusi, Mingione and
Sire from [KMS15a] (see e.g. [KLL23; KLL25; DN23; NOS24; KW24] for more results in
this direction), and by the gradient potential estimates for linear elliptic equations with
coefficients due to Kuusi, Sire and the last-named author (see [KNS22]), in [DKLN24b] we
recently managed to establish gradient potential estimates for the elliptic counterpart of
the parabolic nonlinear nonlocal equation (1.1) in the range s € (1/2,1).

Moreover, in [NNSW23] Nguyen, Sire, Weidner and the last-named author obtained
zero-order potential estimates for a class of nonlocal drift-diffusion equations related to
the dissipative quasi-geostrophic (SQG) equation from fluid dynamics, which in view of
linearizing the nonlocal operator (1.2) in particular implies zero-order potential estimates
for the class of parabolic nonlinear nonlocal equations we consider in the present paper.

In light of these recent development and the by now classical parabolic gradient potential
estimates from [DM11], the intriguing question arises whether gradient potential estimates
can also be obtained in our parabolic nonlinear nonlocal setting. And in fact, despite the
already highly demanding technical nature of the proof of the elliptic case as carried out
in [DKLN24b] and the substantial additional difficulties arising due to the non-stationary
nature of the equations we consider, in the present work we establish parabolic first-order
potential estimates analogous to (1.5) also in the nonlocal case.

While due to the technical nature of their precise formalism, for our gradient potential
estimates for solutions to equations posed in bounded domains we refer to Theorem 1.10
below, our main result on the whole space can be stated more easily. Indeed, for any

€ (0,1), denote by Npar s := n + 2s the fractional parabolic dimension of order s. Then
for any zo = (z0,t0) € R"™! and any 8 € (0, Npar,s), we denote by

’ dlul(z) dlpl(z)
1.7 1 (z) = / = /
(1.7) ﬂ’s(zo) Rn+1 dpar,s(Z,ZO)Npar,s_B RA+1 dPar,s(Z,Zo)""'Qs_ﬁ

a version of the caloric Riesz potential of order g suitable for our fractional setting, where
the fractional parabolic distance dpay,s of order s in R™*! is defined by

1
dpar,s(2, 20) = dpar,s (2, 1), (z0,t0)) 1= max{|x — x|, |t — t0|ﬁ} .

We then have the following result.

Theorem 1.2 (Gradient potential estimates on the whole space). Let s € (1/2,1), pu €
MR 1) and let u € L2(0, 00; W2(R™)) N C(0, 00; L*(R™)) be a weak solution of

Ou+ Lu=p  inR™ x (0,00).
Moreover, assume that @ satisfies Assumption 1.1 for some A > 1. Then for almost every
20 = (x0,t0) € R™ x (0,00), we have the pointwise estimate

(1.8) IVu(zo)| < eIl | (20)

s—1,s
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,s,N). In addition, for any fized sy € (1/2,1), the constant ¢
depends only on n, sy and A whenever s € [sg,1).
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For the precise definition of weak solutions to (1.1), we refer to Definition 1.4 below.
Moreover, in Theorem 1.2 and all other of our main results we provide estimates that are
stable as s — 1. Since at least formally nonlocal operators converge to local second-order
ones as the order of the equation approaches two (see e.g. [BBMO1; FKV20] for some
rigorous results in this direction), our gradient potential estimates can indeed be considered
to be nonlocal analogues of the ones obtained in the local parabolic setting in [DM11].

As indicated in the previous section, the gradient potential estimates we obtain imply
fine regularity results in various function spaces, which in our nonlinear setting is no longer
possible by means of estimates on fundamental solutions, see in particular Corollary 1.11
below for such regularity results in Lorentz spaces.

Moreover, in order to further strengthen the analogy of parabolic potential estimates
playing a similar role for nonlinear parabolic equations as heat kernel estimates do in linear
parabolic settings, let us observe that taking p = J,, in Theorem 1.2, where J,, is the
Dirac delta function concentrated at some fixed point z; = (z1,¢1) € R™ x (0, 00), reveals
that any solution u to

(1.9) Bpu+ Lu =6, in R™ x (0,00)

satisfies the pointwise estimate

_n+1
(1.10) [Vu(zo)| < [to — | >
for any zg = (z9,t0) € R™ x (0,00), see Remark 1.17 below. Indeed, the estimate (1.10)
shows that at least in certain regimes, the gradient of solutions to parabolic nonlinear
nonlocal measure data problems of the type (1.9) possesses similar time-decay as provided
by the well-known upper bounds for the gradient of the fractional heat kernel, that is, for
the gradient of the fundamental solution of the fractional heat operator 9; + (—A)®, see
e.g. [BJOT7].

1.1.3. Gradient Hélder reqularity for homogeneous parabolic nonlinear nonlocal equations.
A key step in the proof of the pointwise gradient estimates given by (1.2) and (1.19) below
is to first prove suitable gradient estimates in the homogeneous case when p = 0. In this
case, Holder regularity of the spatial gradient of weak solutions to equations similar to
(1.1) with p = 0 posed on the whole space was first established by Caffarelli, Chan and
Vasseur in [CCV11].

However, in order to be able to deduce our gradient potential estimates, both on the
whole space and in domains, our approach requires localized Holder estimates for the
spatial gradient of solutions to homogeneous equations posed in bounded domains. Due to
the nonlocal and nonlinear nature of the operator (1.2), obtaining a sharp local analogue
of the global gradient estimates from [CCV11] is already a nontrivial task. In particular,
an additional difficulty present in the parabolic nonlocal setting is the appearance of
time-dependent nonlocal tail terms. Handling these tail terms under optimal assumptions
on their integrability in time turns out to be a delicate issue, which was recently resolved
by Kassmann and Weidner in [KW23] in the case of Hélder regularity of solutions to linear
parabolic equations by means of certain localization arguments.

In the present paper, on our way to proving our gradient potential estimates, we show
that despite their nonlinear nature, similar localization arguments can be applied in the
context of parabolic nonlocal equations of the type (1.1), enabling us in particular to prove
localized gradient Holder regularity for homogeneous parabolic nonlinear nonlocal equations
under optimal assumptions on the nonlocal tails on the solution, thereby providing sharp
localized counterparts of the global gradient estimates from [CCV11].

Finally, while in the case of parabolic nonlinear nonlocal equations of the type (1.1)
posed in bounded domains our gradient Holder estimates seem to be the first of their kind,
we want to mention that Holder estimates for the solution itself rather than their spatial
gradients were studied in a substantial amount of previous works, see for instance [FK13;
BLS21; KW23; BKK23a; BKK23b; Tav24; Lia24a; APT24; Lia24b].
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1.2. Setup and further main results. Before being able to state our other main results,
we need to introduce our setup more rigorously. In order to control the growth of solutions
at infinity, we consider the tail space

L%S(Rn) : {g € Lloc Rn ‘ /n 1+ |y‘ n+25 dy < OO}

introduced in [KKP16] and denote for any open interval I C R and any ¢ € [1,00] by
LY(I; Ly (R™)) and L (I; L3, (R™)) the associated Bochner spaces (see Section 2 for more

details). We note that a functlon g € L (R™) belongs to the space L3, (R™) if and only if
the nonlocal tails of g given by

. o 2 l9(y)]
il Do) = (o) [y
are finite for all R > 0 and o € R™.
Moreover, for s € (0,1), zo = (w9,t9) € R*"™ and R > 0, we define the parabolic
cylinder of order s with radius R and center zyp by Q%(z0) := Br(xo) x I (to), where
If%(to) = (to - RQs,to).

Definition 1.3 (Parabolic excess functionals). Fiz s € (0,1), zo = (20,t0) € R"™, R >0
and q € [1,00). For any uw € L] _(I3; L' (Bgr(xo))), we define the local parabolic q-excess by

Q=

(1.11) Bl (u; Qp(20)) = <]£2 ( )|u— (U)Q;(zoﬂqu)

Moreover, for any u € LL _(I; L3 (R™)) we define the nonlocal parabolic q-excess by

loc

Ef(u;Q%(20)) = (]{2 o lu — (u)QSR(Zo)|qu>

+ (][ Tail(u — (u)Qs,(20); Br(20))? dt)
I} (20)
Furthermore, when q = 1, for convenience we write Eioc(u; Q%(20)) = EL .(u; Q% (20)) and
E(u; Q%(20)) = E' (1; Q%(20))-
Next, we define standard energy-type weak solutions to (1.1) as follows.

Definition 1.4. Let Q C R™ be an open set and let p € L1} (0, T; LY2.(2)) with
1+ 1. We say that

u € Lloc(o T WS 2( )) N CIOC(O T LIOC(Q)) N Llloc(O’T; L%S(Rn»

loc

1
q

(1.12)

1
q

2p25+a -

is a weak solution to (1.1), if

—/tQ/uatgpdz
roon [ Lo () S
[ - [wead]

holds for any function o € L2(t1,t2; W52(Q)) N W2(t1,te; L?(Q)) with support in the
spatial direction compactly contained in Q, whenever (t1,t2) € (0,T).

t=t;

Remark 1.5. Under the condition 2p2s + =~ <1+ 4%, the corresponding initial boundary
value problem to (1.1) is uniquely solvable (see [BKK23a, Appendix Al).
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We are now in the position to state our next main result, which is concerned with
Holder estimates for the spatial gradient of weak solutions to parabolic nonlinear nonlocal
equations of the type (1.1) in the homogeneous case when p = 0. It is noteworthy that
in contrast to our gradient potential estimates under general measure data, our Holder
estimates below are valid in the whole range s € (0, 1).

Theorem 1.6 (Gradient Holder regularity). Let s € (0,1) and fix ¢ > 1. Let
u € L2, (0, T; W2 (9)) N Cloc (0, T5 L, () N L

loc loc loc(07 T7 L%s (Rn))
be a weak solution of

Ou+Lu=0 in Q.
Furthermore, assume that ¢ satisfies Assumption 1.1 for some A > 1. Then there exists
some o = a(n, s, A, q) € (0,1) such that Vu € CX_(Qr). Moreover, for any zy = (xo,t) €
Qr and any R > 0 such that Q% (20) € Qr, we have

(1.13) ||VU||L°°(Q;/2(ZO)) + RQ[VU}CQ(Q@'R/Z(m)) < E%u/R; Qr(20)),

where ¢ = ¢(n, s, A, q). In addition, for any fized sy € (0,1), the constants ¢ and o depend
only on n, so, A and g whenever s € [sg,1).

Remark 1.7 (Sharpness). We note that in Theorem 1.6 the tail assumption that u €
LL (0,75 L3 (R™)) for some ¢ > 1 is sharp, since under the slightly weaker assumption

that u € L (0, T; L (R™)), already in the linear case of the fractional heat equation, that

loc
is, for @(t) = ¢, st and p = 0, where ¢, ¢ is some appropriate positive constant such that
L = (—A)? is the fractional Laplacian, weak solutions to (1.1) are in general not locally
Holder continuous in time, see [KW23, Example 5.2].

Since under general measure data weak solutions to (1.1) in the sense of Definition 1.4
might not exist, we are going to state our gradient potential estimates in bounded domains
and their consequences in terms of the following more general solution concept called SOLA
(= solutions obtained by limiting approximations).

Definition 1.8. Let p € M(R™"1), g € L? (0,T; W*=2(Q)) N L' (0, T; L3, (R™)) and go €
LY(Q). We say that a functionw € LP(0,T; WP(Q))NL>(0,T; L*(Q))NL* (0, T; L3, (R™)),
foro € (0,s) and p € {1, ff—fss) is a SOLA of the initial boundary-value problem
O+ Lu = p in Qr,
(1.14) u=g in (R™\ Q) x (0,71,
U(,O) =90 in (2,
if u satisfies
(1.15)
— / upy dz

Qr
. /OT / / 5 (U(x,|i)—;|£y,t)) @(Tg;t);ﬁg,t) dr dy dt = /QT pdu

for any ¢ € C(Qr), u=g a.e. in (R"\ Q) x (0,T) and

1
(1.16) lim

h
tian = [ ) = gl oy e = 0,

Moreover, there exists a sequence of weak solutions

{ui}ien C C([0,T); L*(Q)) N L2 (0, T; W**(R™))
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to the reqularized problems
Opu; + Lu; = iy in Qr,
(1.17) u; = gi in (R™\ Q) x [0,7],
ui(-,0) = g0, in §,
where p; € CX(R™ x (0,T)), g; € L*(0, T; W*2(R™)), and go; € L*(Q) satisfy

uj —u  a.e inR"x (0,T) and in Li (R™ x (0,7))
Wi — 1 in the sense of measures

(1.18) g —g  in L*0,T;W**(Q)) N L' (0,T; Ly, (R™))
goi — go in L*(Q)

and

lim sup |4:|(Q) < [ul(Q)

71— 00

for every Q C R™ x (0,T).

The main advantage of working with SOLA instead of standard weak solutions is that
SOLA always exist even in the presence of general measure data, as our next result shows,
which is a parabolic counterpart of [KMS15a, Theorem 1.1].

loc
L9(0,T; L} (R™)) for some q € [1,00] such that d,g € (L* (0,T; W52(Q)))* and assume
that @ satisfies Assumption 1.1 for some A > 1. Then, for any p € {1, 212;) and any
€ (0,s), there exists a SOLA
w € LP(0,T; WP (Q)) N L>(0,T; L*(Q)) N LI(0, T; Ly (R™))
to (1.14) with go(z) = g(z,0).
For any s € (0,1), B8 € (0,n + 25), 20 = (w9,t9) € R"™, R > 0 and p € M(R"*!), we

define a truncated version of the caloric Riesz-type potential (1.7) by

19 (20, R) = /OR 11(Q3(20)) dr _ /OR 11(Q5 (20)) dr-

- r,«’n+Npar,s*,B 7 rn+25_5 r

Theorem 1.9 (Existence of SOLA). Let s € (0,1), p € M(R"*), g € L? (O,T; WS’Q(R”))O

We are now in the position to state our gradient potential estimates for SOLA of initial
boundary-value problems.

Theorem 1.10 (Gradient potential estimates for SOLA). Let s € (1/2,1) and let u be a
SOLA to (1.14) with u, g and go as in Definition 1.8. Furthermore, assume that @ satisfies
Assumption 1.1 for some A > 1. Then for almost every zo = (zo,t0) € Qr and any R >0
such that Q% (z0) € Qr, we have

Vu(z0)| < cE(u/R; Qi(=0)) + eI | (20, R)

(1.19) ar

R
+ C/ (/ RiQSTail(u — (U)Qfe(zo); BR(JZ())) dt) 5
0 I3(to) r

where ¢ = c¢(n, s,\). In addition, for any fized so € (1/2,1), the constant ¢ depends only
on n, sg and A whenever s € [sg,1).

As mentioned, a key strength of the potential estimate (1.19) is that since the mapping
properties of the caloric Riesz-type potential I5,_1 s can easily be inferred with respect to
many function spaces, as an immediate corollary we obtain gradient regularity estimates
even in function spaces measuring highly refined scales. For instance, recall that the
Lorentz spaces LP'?, p € [1,00], ¢ € (0, 00| refine the scale of LP spaces in the sense that
LPP(Qr) = LP(Qr) and LP%(Qp) C LP7 (Qr) whenever qp < ¢1. For a precise definition
of Lorentz spaces and more relations between them, see e.g. [KNS22, Section 1.3].
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Theorem 1.10 now yields the following gradient regularity estimates of Calderén-
Zygmund-type in Lorentz spaces.

Corollary 1.11 (Calderén-Zygmund estimates in Lorentz spaces). Let s € (1/2,1) and
let w be a SOLA to (1.14) with i, g and go as in Definition 1.8. Moreover, assume that @
satisfies Assumption 1.1 for some A > 1.
o We have the implication
n+2s

pe MR = Vue L7 (Qr).

loc

e Ifpe (1, gjff) and q € (0,00], then we have the implication

p(nt2s)

p € LP(Qr), u € LP(0,T; LY, (R™) = Vu € Lt = 77 (Qq).

loc

In particular, the second implication in Corollary 1.11 yields the slightly coarser implica-

tion in standard LP spaces: For any p € (1, g:ff), we have
p(n+2s)
(1.20) p € LP(Qr), u € LP(0,T; Ly (R™)) = Vu € L7~ ®797 (Qr).

While the gradient potential estimate (1.19) yields precise control of the size of Vu in
terms of the size of the data, we also provide fine control of the oscillations of Vu if the
data and the long-range interactions of u are sufficiently well-behaved. In particular, we
obtain the following gradient continuity criterion via potentials.

Theorem 1.12 (Gradient continuity via potentials). Let s € (1/2,1) and let u be a
SOLA to (1.14) with u, g and go as in Definition 1.8. Moreover, assume that ® satisfies
Assumption 1.1 for some A > 1. Let us fix zo = (xg,t0) € Qr and R > 0 such that

Q%(20) € Qr. If

¢ d
(1.21) lim  sup [12‘;1’5(21, 0) —|—/ / Tail(u — (u)qs,(z1); Br(21)) dtr—g =0,
0 JIx(t1)

270 2,€Q%(20)

then Vu is continuous in Q5 (20).

Combining Theorem 1.12 with Lemma 2.11 below, we directly obtain the following
borderline criterion for gradient continuity in terms of Lorentz spaces.

Corollary 1.13 (Lorentz spaces criterion for gradient continuity). Let s € (1/2,1) and
let w be a SOLA to (1.14) with pu, g and go as in Definition 1.8. Moreover, assume that @
satisfies Assumption 1.1 for some A > 1. If

peLF1Y Q) and we LFT1(0,T; Ly (R™)),
then Vu is continuous in Q.

Remark 1.14. The assumptions u € LP9(0,7T; L3, (R™")) in Corollary 1.11 and u €
L%’l(O,T; L (R™)) from Corollary 1.13 only restrict the global behavior of u, since

under the assumptions on g in the mentioned corollaries, [NNSW23, Corollary 1.1] already
implies that u € L%(0,T; L () in the second part of Corollary 1.11 and that u €

loc loc

_2s
L?s—l’l(o,T;Ll (Q)) in Corollary 1.13.

loc loc

Remark 1.15. Note that for 4 = 0, Theorem 1.6 yields gradient continuity under the weaker
assumption that u € L?(0,T; L3 (R™)) for some ¢ > 1 in comparison to the assumption
u € L%’l((), T; L1 (R™)) made in Corollary 1.13. The reason for this discrepancy might
be technical: While in the homogeneous setting of Theorem 1.6 we are able to reduce
the tail assumption to an optimal one by means of a bootstrap argument that involves
differentiating the equation, this is no longer possible in the setting of Corollary 1.13 due
to the presence of the non-differentiable data p. Thus, investigating whether it is possible
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to reduce the assumptions on the tails of © made in Corollary 1.13 and also in the other
consequences of Theorem 1.10 represents an interesting open problem.

Nevertheless, to the best of our knowledge, the tail assumptions in all of our results
are already considerably weaker than in the previous literature concerned with the higher
regularity of solutions to parabolic nonlocal problems. Indeed, while the recent works
[KW23; BK24] provide Holder regularity of u for some in general very small Holder exponent
under sharp tail assumptions, all contributions that provide more regularity seem to assume
that at least u € L>(0,T; L, (R™)) (see e.g. [BLS21; BKK23a; BKK23b; Tav24]), which is
a significantly stronger assumption than any of our assumptions on the tails of .

Finally, we also provide the following criterion for VMO gradient regularity, which yields
slightly weaker control on the oscillations of Vu than gradient continuity under slightly
weaker assumptions on the data.

Theorem 1.16 (VMO gradient regularity via potentials). Let s € (1/2,1) and let u be a
SOLA to (1.14) with u, g and go as in Definition 1.8. Moreover, assume that ® satisfies
Assumption 1.1 for some A > 1. If for some zg = (xo,to) € Qr and R > 0 such that
Q% (20) € Qr we have

¢ dr
(1.22) sup Ié‘;tl,s(zl7g)+/ / Tail(u — (u)@s,(z1); Br(z1)) dt— | < o0
21€Q}(20) 0 JIx(t1) "
and
(1.23) lim sup
070 21 €Q%(20)

then Vu € VMO(Q% /5(20))-

lu|(Qg(z1)) 1 :
[mi; + E /Ig(tl) Tail(u — (U)Q;(Zlﬁ Br(1)) dt] =0,

Before concluding this section, let us shed some light on the connection of parabolic
potential estimates and heat kernel estimates that we already mentioned in Section 1.1.2.

Remark 1.17 (Potential estimates and heat kernel estimates). In view of the gradient
potential estimate (1.8) from Theorem 1.2, any solution u to

(1.24) Oru+ Lu = §,, in R™ x (0, 00),
where 0., is the Dirac delta function concentrated at some fixed point z; = (x1,¢1) €

R™ x (0, 00), satisfies the pointwise estimate

. — _ntl
[Vu(z0)| S 1Ly (20) S min {Jog — |00, oo — 1|5 |

< fto — ta| 775

(1.25)

for any zo = (zo,%0) € R™ x (0, 00).

In the linear case when &(t) = ¢, st for some appropriate positive constant ¢, s so that
L = (—A)? is the fractional Laplacian, the fractional heat kernel p(¢,z,y), that is, the
fundamental solution of dyu + (—A)*u in R™, has the property that for any z; = (x1,t1) €
R™ x (0,00) with ¢ > ¢y,

(1.26) wat)= [ [ P70 d8 07 = P(E 1,200
0 n
is a solution to
(1.27) Ov + (—A)°v =4, in R™ x (0, 00),
so that (1.25) implies the heat kernel gradient estimate
_ntl
IVP(to — t1,2z0,21)| = [Vv(20)| < [to — t1|™ 2=

for all zg = (xo,%0),21 = (x1,t1) € R™ x (0,00) with g > t;. At least in the regime
ﬁ, this corresponds to the known optimal time-decay for the gradient

|£L'0 7I1| ~ |t0 7251
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of the fractional heat kernel, since in this regime the sharp gradient estimates for the
fractional heat kernel given e.g. in [BJ07, Lemma 5] yield

. to—t _ n+42 1
|VP(to—t1,$07$1)3$0—$1|mln{|xooxlwig+gs»(to—t1) 2s };(to—tl) 25

1
2s .

whenever |zg — z1| = [to — t1
Therefore, in the above sense our potential estimates can indeed be considered to be
nonlinear analogues of corresponding heat kernel estimates in the linear setting.

1.3. Technical approach. Let us now briefly outline the approach we take to prove our
main results in a heuristic manner, with a particular focus on the novelties compared to
previous approaches for obtaining gradient potential estimates.

In the local parabolic setting considered in [DM11], the authors establish the gradient
potential estimate (1.5) by means of a potential-theoretic Campanato-type iteration below
the natural duality exponent in terms of the local excess functional given by (1.11) with
the choice ¢ = s = 1 and with u replaced by Vu. Roughly speaking, this approach is
predicated on establishing decay estimates for the gradient of solutions to the corresponding
equations with zero right-hand side by means of De Giorgi-Nash-Moser theory along with
differentiating the equation. These gradient excess decay estimates are then transferred to
solutions of the associated measure data problem through gradient comparison estimates,
which eventually leads to the desired gradient potential estimates.

In our nonlocal setting, there arise several additional difficulties in comparison to the
local second-order case:

e The presence of non-differentiable tail terms due to the nonlocality of the equation.
e The lack of obvious energy estimates at the gradient level due to the lower order of
the equation.

In the elliptic nonlocal case treated in [DKLN24b], we overcame the mentioned difficulties
by combining the Campanato-type methods introduced in [DM11; KMS15a] with certain
localization arguments and difference quotient techniques based on a nonlinear atomic
decomposition originally introduced in [KMO05] in the study of variational problems, which
was later utilized as a tool to differentiate measure data problems in [Min07], see also
[KMO06; Minll; AKM18; DM23; DM24] for further applications of such methods.

While this general philosophy established in [DKL.N24b] can also be put into practice in
the parabolic nonlinear nonlocal setting studied in the present work, a number of additional
intricacies present in our parabolic setting nevertheless lead to severe complications in
comparison to the elliptic case studied in [DKLN24b], which require new ideas to be dealt
with. Indeed, as already indicated, in [DKLN24b] the appearance of non-differentiable
tail terms was surmounted by means of cutoff arguments that essentially enabled us to
treat the nonlocal tails as a right-hand side, which turns out to be suitably regular. In
our parabolic setting, not only differentiability issues, but also integrability issues of the
nonlocal tails with respect to the time variable arise. In the case of our Holder regularity
result for equations with zero right-hand side given by Theorem 1.6, we address this issue
by combining the cutoff arguments developed in the elliptic nonlinear nonlocal setting in
[DKLN24b] with further localization arguments recently introduced in the linear parabolic
nonlocal setting in [KW23], which allows to establish gradient Holder regularity under
optimal tail assumptions, as noted in Remark 1.5.

In addition to being interesting for their own sake, the estimates in the homogeneous case
given by Theorem 1.6 form the base in order to establish our gradient potential estimates
under general measure data. However, in the process of transferring the information
obtained in the homogeneous case to the setting of measure data, more severe difficulties
in comparison to the elliptic case arise. Most of these complications find their root in the
absence of suitable Poincaré-type inequalities on the parabolic cylinders that respect the
natural space-time scaling exhibited by the type of equations we study.
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Let us make this point more precise. Indeed, as indicated above, in the elliptic case
treated in [DKLN24b] we apply nonlinear atomic decomposition methods for the following
multitude of purposes. First of all, in [DKLN24b] we use such difference quotient methods
to prove that the gradient of solutions to elliptic nonlinear nonlocal measure data problems
is locally integrable and belongs to a certain range of fractional Sobolev spaces, which in
contrast to the local setting is a priori not known in the nonlocal case. Secondly, similar
methods are applied to provide suitable first-order excess decay estimates that respect both
the nonlocality of the equation as well as the lack of boundary regularity estimates for
solutions. Thirdly, the obtained estimates are then combined in order to upgrade known
zero-order comparison estimates to suitable first-order comparison estimates, enabling us
to conclude the proof in the elliptic case by nonlocal adaptations of the Campanato-type
methods from [DM11]. In contrast, in our parabolic setting, due to the mentioned lack of
suitable Poincaré-type inequalities on parabolic cylinders, we cannot use such nonlinear
atomic decomposition methods in order to prove suitable higher differentiability estimates
for the spatial gradient in space and time simultaneously. Instead, in sharp contrast to the
local setting, space and time differentiability need to be treated separately, leading to a
propagation of technical issues throughout most of the remaining paper.

In particular, the separate differentiability estimates for the spatial gradient of the
solution in space and time need to be interpolated in a suitable fashion, which requires
the additional use of affine functions in order to be able to utilize time differentiability
estimates of order strictly smaller than one in our first-order setting. Such affine function
techniques were not used in the elliptic nonlinear nonlocal case treated in [DKLN24b],
however, they were successfully used in order to establish gradient potential estimates for
linear elliptic nonlocal equations in [KNS22].

The different treatments of space and time eventually lead to the necessity of carrying
out the concluding Campanato-type iteration with respect to a more complicated nonlocal
excess functional than in the previous literature. Indeed, while in the local parabolic case
simply a local excess functional of the type (1.11) was used in [DM11] and in the nonlocal
elliptic setting a stationary version of the nonlocal excess functional (1.12) was utilized, we
are forced to work with the following modified parabolic nonlocal excess functional

(1.28) E(u, V; Qi(20)) = EP (Vu; Qg (20)) + E(u; Q(20)),

where p € (1 "*25) is fixed and for some sufficiently large ¢ > 1,

? n+1

o = (Vs ey - (& = 20) — (@ pnany®] . \* L\
E(u; Q(20)) = (]{R(tg) (J{BR(%) 7 dx) dt)

. U — (vu)Qﬁa(zo) ' (y - .230) - (u)BR(xo)(t) . - g
+ (iR(to)Tall( 7 ; Br( 0)) dt)

Q|-

Here the first term on the right-hand side of (1.28) originates from our differentiability
estimates in space analogous to the elliptic setting, while the additional second term
originates from our differentiability estimates in time involving affine functions. In view
of gradient estimates in space and time for the corresponding homogeneous problem and
suitable first-order comparison estimates that follow by interpolation, we are then able to
prove excess decay estimates in the presence of measure data, which take the form

B(u, Vi Qpr(20)) < p"E(u, V; Qi(0)
ST 1T[(2 1) A RN
(1.29) +p Tl (u, Vi Qr(20))

—(n+2s+1) [u[(Q%(20))
+ P RnJrl

for any p € (0,1] and some exponents a, 6 € (0,1).
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These excess decay estimates can then be iterated in a similar way as in the local
parabolic setting treated in [DM11] in order to obtain our pointwise gradient potential
estimates in bounded domains given by Theorem 1.10. Finally, the corresponding gradient
potential estimates on the whole space given by Theorem 1.2 then simply follow by letting
R — o0 in Theorem 1.10.

1.4. Outline. The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we gather some basic
notation as well as some definitions, embeddings and functional inequalities that will be
used frequently throughout the paper. In Section 3 we then proceed to establish our
localization lemma for parabolic nonlinear nonlocal equations and apply it in order to
deduce our gradient Holder regularity result in the homogeneous case given by Theorem 1.6
along with some further useful decay estimates that turn out to be crucial in the proof of our
gradient potential estimates. In Section 4, we establish comparison estimates that enable us
to transfer information from the homogeneous case to the case of general measure data. As
a first application, we then use these comparison estimates to establish Theorem 1.9, that
is, the existence of SOLA to parabolic nonlinear nonlocal initial boundary value problems.
In Section 5 we combine the results obtained in the homogeneous setting in Section 3 with
the comparison estimates obtained in Section 4 to prove higher differentiability results in
fractional Sobolev spaces under general measure data as well as suitable decay estimates
for homogeneous problems and first-order comparison estimates. Finally, in Section 6 we
then utilize the estimates inferred in Section 5 to obtain our pointwise gradient potential
estimates and the associated fine regularity results.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Some notation. 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,s,A) indicates that the constant ¢
depends only on n, s and A.

For U C R"™, we define the indicator function of U as

(2) 1 ifzeU
xTr) .=
Xu 0 ifzeR\U.

Given a measurable function g : R**! — R, we use the notation
g+ (x) := max{£g(x),0}.

If g is integrable over a measurable set U C R"*! with positive measure, i.e., 0 < |U| < oo,
then we denote by the integral average of g over U

1
g :z][gdxz—/gdx.
W= 1,04 =1 ),

In addition, given a signed Radon measure pu on R™*!, as usual we define the variation
of p as the measure defined by

\u|(E) :== u™(E) + = (E), E C R""™ measurable,

where u and g~ are the positive and negative parts of p, respectively. In the case when
|u|(R™+1) < 0o, then we say that p has finite total mass.

Finally, given a domain Q C R"*!, throughout the paper we conceptualize functions
g € LY() as signed Radon measures of class M(R"!) by extending g by 0 to R**! if
necessary and denoting

g(E) = / gdz, E c R""! measurable.
E
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Note that in this case for any measurable set £ C R™t!, we have

9l(E / lgldz.

Next, we turn to some geometric notation and function spaces which will be used in this
paper. First of all, occasionally we are going to write the spatial variable as x, the time
variable as t, the space-time variable as z and its variants, i.e., z = (z,t), z0 = (0, t0), 21 =
(1,t1), 22 = (w2,t2) € R® x R = R"™! and so on. Also, as indicated in the introduction, for
any radius R > 0, any zg = (79,t9) € R*™! and any s € (0, 1], let us define the parabolic
cylinder

Q% (20) == Br(2o) x If(to),
where we write

If%(to) = (to - R257t0).

2.2. Function spaces. In this subsection, let us define various function spaces tailored
to our parabolic fractional setting. First of all, let us define a notion of parabolic Holder
spaces that is appropriate for our setting.

Definition 2.1. For any o € (0,1], we say that g = g(z,t) € C¥(Q%(20)) if g is
continuous in Qx(z0) with

sup l9(21) — g(22)] < oo,

«
21,22€Q%(20) <|1~1 — LE2| + ‘tl i)
Next, we introduce fractional Sobolev spaces suitable for our parabolic setting, which

are defined via the Bochner integral. Let us denote by X a Banach space and I a time
interval. We say that if g € LI(I; X) for some ¢ > 1, then

1

lgllLacr;x) = (/I lg(-, )% dt) < 00

and if g € W4(I; X) for some o € (0,1), then

1
g 1 A i a
@1 lgllwesin = ||g||mx>+( J = dtdr> < oo.
1J1 |t — 7[ttoa

In addition, we denote

1
lg(z,t) — g(y, )| ‘

9]La(r;wea(B)) = <// / |x— |n+aq dx dy dt
l9(@,1) = 9@, 7)1 :

[glweoa(rLa(B)) = (/// |t—7’\1+”‘1 dxdtdr

lgllwe.arwa(m))

and

Observe that

1

<////| g(z,1) |xyn)+)7;t(g(y;li);qg(yﬁ))lq ddeth)"

glra(weay) + [9lwearpasy) + 19l Lar;zaB))

and

HgHW"vq(l;WH%q(B)) ~ Hv9||W"=‘1(I;W"f='1(B)) + ||g||W"v‘1(I;WW(B))~

We refer [Sim90; Sim87] for various embedding and interpolation results concerning these
function spaces.
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2.3. Parabolic fractional Sobolev spaces and difference quotients. Let us denote
Sng(x,t) = gz +h,t) — g(x.t), Ghg(x,t) = 6n(dng)(z,1)

for any h € R™\ {0}, and

(2:2) Opg(x,t) = glx,t — h*) — g(x,t)

for any h > 0. We now provide various embedding inequalities in terms of difference
quotients.

Lemma 2.2. Let g € [1,00) and v € (0,1). If g € LY(Q% 1, (20)) satisfies

Ong

|h‘7 <0

L1(Q%(20))
for some constant hg € (0, R/4), then for every 7 € (0,7),

g € LI} 5(to); Wﬁ’q(BR/z(i?o)))-

sup
0<|h|<ho

Moreover, we have

Chg('v—ﬁ) q

l9)7 ; U
LT o)Wt Bry2(wo)) = (3 =) ocinjan | 17 Nl Loz, 20

hg(lfﬁ) hg:Vq .
~ ~ - k s
N = 5 ) 9= Fliagson

for any k € R with some constant ¢ = ¢(n, q).

Proof. By [DKLN24a, Lemma 2.3], we observe that

6hg('7t)
||

chg(w—?) q

q
[g(‘»t)}ww(BRﬂ(xo)) =

Y =77 o<|h|<ho L9(Br(wo))

hg(l—%’) haﬁq
tc + 5 ||(g—k)(-,t)|\%q(BR(zo))

Ri(y — 7)1
holds a.e. t € I}(to), where ¢ = ¢(n, ¢). By integrating both sides of the above inequality
with respect to the time variable, we deduce the desired estimate. O

Lemma 2.3. Let q € [1,00) and g € LY Q% ¢p,(20)) for some ho € (0, R/4). If

_ Ong|? 62gl?
hy?  sup / |}ZL€?"Y dz+ sup / leﬂﬂ dz < M4
0<Ihl<ho Q5 4ny (z0) | 0<Ihl<ho J Q5 4y (20) 1P

for some constants M > 0 and v € (0,1), then we have g € LI(I3(to); Wh4(Br(z0))) with
the estimate

—(+
IV9llLa(qs,z0)) < M + clhg " + DlgllLa(@s,, an, o))
for some constant ¢ = c¢(n,q,7).

Proof. We note that the corresponding elliptic version of this lemma with ¢ = 1 is given in
[DKLN24b, Lemma 2.10]. In addition, a careful inspection of Lemma 2.10 in [DKLN24b]
yields the corresponding elliptic version of this lemma for every ¢ > 1. The desired estimate
in the parabolic setting can now be deduced from its elliptic counterpart in a similar fashion
as in the proof of Lemma 2.2. O

In addition, the following embedding result is a direct consequence of [DKLN24b, Lemma
2.9].
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Lemma 2.4. Let g € [1,00) and g € LY(I} g, (to); W9(Bryen, (o)) with ho € (0, R/4).

If
52g|
sup / % dz < M1

q(1+~
0<Ihl<ho @iy ung (20) [BI7FY)

for some constants M > 0 and v € (0,1), then we have

q
[VQ]LQ([IS%(tO);W'NY‘q(BR(QZO)))

- Chg(W*W)Mq Chg(vf“wf) (R+4h0)q+”
Ty == (v =)yl ) pgtty

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,q), where 5 € (0,7).

Elqoc (vg; QSR+4h0 (zo))q

Next, we establish an embedding result in terms of the function 4} g. Since h is only
allowed to be a positive number, in this case we cannot directly use the results given in the
above lemmas. However, with aid of the even extension with respect to the time direction,
we are able to prove the following.

Lemma 2.5. Let g € LY(Q%,,, (20)) satisfy
019

s <M

L4(@Q(20)
for some constant hg € (0, 525 R/100). Then we have for any 7 € (0,7),
Chg(v—v)

[g](II/VW/%ﬁ 15, (to);L9(B z =y _~\q
(I (t0);L9(BR/2(20))) (ry_fy)q

hgsq(l—ﬁ/%) aﬁq
_ q
T\ Ry TS g = Bl (s, (20

for any k € R with some constant ¢ = ¢(n, Sg, q).

sup
0<h<ho

q

Proof. We may assume zg = 0. Let us fix s € (0,1) and s € [sg,1). Define
t if t € (—(R+ ho)**,0
R iy

g(z, —t) if t € [0, (R + ho)?).
We are going to prove that
G(z,t —h) — G(x,1)

Rp7 =i

L(Brx(~R2* R2))

(2.3) sup
0<|h|<hZ*/3

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg,y). We first observe that

G(z,t —h) — G(x,1)
A

Ohg

(2.4) sup i

0<h<h2*/3
and note that

< sup
L1(Q%) 0<h<hg

)

L1(Q%)

G(z,t—h) — G(z,1)
O

sup
—h2®/3<h<0

G(z,t —h) — G(z,1)
77

LUQ%)

< sup
t<h<0

L(Q%)
G(z,t —h) — G(x,t)
7

+ sup
—h3®/3<h<t

Since t — h € (—R?%,0) if t < h <0, it follows that
99
|h|Y

Ji < sup
0<h<hg

L1(Q%)
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On the other hand, we observe
12t — h| < 3|h| ift€ (—R?**,0] and h e (—h3°/3,t).

Therefore, we deduce

h—t)— t
e sp [fERo0—sten
—h2s/3<h<t |h|7/2 L9(Q3)
t) — t—(2t—h ot
S c sup g(:c, ) g(d?, /2(8 )) S ¢ sup hg
0<2t—h<h2® |2t - h|’Y L1(Q%) 0<h<hg ‘h|’7 L1(Q%,)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s9). Combining (2.4) and the estimates .J; and Ja, we obtain

G(z,t — h) — G(z,1)

|h|7/25 < cM.

La(Brx(—-R?*,0))

sup
0<|h|<h2®/3

Similarly, we also obtain

G(z,t — h) — G(z,1)
DR

< cM.

La(Bgrx(0,R2%))

sup
0<|h|<hZ®/3

The above estimates imply (2.3). By following the same lines as in the proof [DKLN24a,
Lemma 2.3] with n, R,p and ¢(x) replaced by 1, R?*,q and n(t), respectively, where
n(t) € C(—(3R/4)%%, (3R/4)%*) with n =1 on (—(R/2)%%, (R/2)**), we observe

(G Wi r2ea(—ry2y2e ry2720)

5hG({E, )
|h"y/25

Chgsq('v—i) q

S = sup
(v =7 0<h<h2®/3
Chgsq(lf?/%) haﬁq
e ) 1660 Bl e

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s, q). By integrating both sides of the above inequality on the
spatial direction and by using (2.3), we get

Lq(—R257R2S)

Chg(vfﬁ)

q _
WW?S"’(I;/z;Lq(BRm)) - ("}’ — ﬁ)q

(Q)SQ(lf“N//QS) aiq
q
te RQSQ(rYfﬁ)q + i Hg_kHLq(Q)})

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, ¢). Since G(-,t) = g(-,t) on I}, the desired result follows
from the above estimate. O

q

[G]

2.4. Fractional Poincaré-type inequalities. The following two lemmas yield certain
Poincaré-type inequalities, which can be considered to be replacements for standard
fractional (Sobolev-)Poincaré inequalities in our parabolic setting.

Lemma 2.6. Let g € W7/2%4(3,; LY(Bg))NLI(I; WY4(Bg)) for some constant y € (0,1)
and q € [1,00). Then we have

(]{25 lg — (9)qs

R

1

n+42s

qu> <cRT T ([Q]W‘//25>‘7(I§;L‘7(BR))+[9]LQ(IE;W7"1(BR)))

for some constant ¢ = c(n).

Proof. We first note that

(Jé% l9 = (9)s qu)

Q=

<<é§m—@mwaW>q
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¥ (é 95 (0) ~ (9

R

qu) = Jl +J2

Next, we estimate J; as

J1g<][5]{3R|g<x,t> 9yt )qdydzy“m(][ ]{9 |:v— ngyw’qt)%dz);

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n), where we have used Holder’s inequality and a few algebraic
inequalities. Similarly, we deduce

t q
Jo < ]l ]l (x,t) — g(x T)\dadz <CR7 ]l / 9, t) T x;—)‘ drdz
Qs /s s s = 7'\ +ya/2s

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n). Combining the above estimates for J; and J; yields the desired
estimate. 0

Lemma 2.7. Fiz p € [1,2] and o € (0,1). If g € LP(I%; WoP(Bag)) N L% (I%; L' (Bar))
with g(x,-) =0 on Bag \ Br, then we have

“gwl o\
p(nto 1 —0 dydz
”g”L¥(B2RXIS) - ( / /BzR /BzR |‘T - ‘n+o‘p Y
e
X <Sllp ||g('7t)|L1(BzR)>
tels,

for some constant ¢ = c¢(n, o,p), where the constant ¢ depends only on n,cq and p whenever
o € [oo, 1).

Proof. Using an interpolation argument, we get

nte
L (I;%;Ll (BQR)) :

n+o

n+o < C =
||g||L¥(BQR><IR) ”g Lp| I%;Ln— 1‘7’1’(3212))”9

We note from [Cozl7, Corollary 4.9] that
Hp
||g||2 <c 1-o0) / / / = ni%r,p)‘ dy dz
<IS L" pU (B2R) Bagr J Bagr ‘x y|

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg,p). The desired result follows by combining the above two
inequalities. U

2.5. Embeddings and interpolation in parabolic fractional Sobolev spaces. We
now prove a simple embedding result in the parabolic fractional Sobolev spaces defined in
(2.1).

Lemma 2.8. Assume s € (1/2,1). Let g € C7(Q3) for some v € (0,1). Then
g € WYL w/ta(By))
with the estimate
gl sor.a(zsswrsasry) < cRglev @) + cllgllnasn
for some constant ¢ = c¢(n, so,q,7)-

Proof. We observe that for any z,y € By and t,7 € I3,

[(g(z,t) —g(z,7)) — (9(y,t) — g(y,7))|*
|1‘ — y|n+'ﬂ1/4‘t — 7"1""7‘1/(85)

< (g, t) = g, 7)| + 19y, 1) — gy, 1D (g(x. 1) — gy, )| + lg(x, 7) — gy, )])*/
- |t — T|1+"/‘I/(85) |x — y|n+"/fI/4
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/2 /2
91 (ai) 916 (@)

= = r[lva/6) [ — y[nva/aT

Using this, we obtain

9(x,7)) = (9(y.t) — 9(y, 7))|
/s /s ‘/Bl /B1 ‘x_ |n+'yq/4|t_7_|1+,yq/(8s) dfl:dydtd’r

C"’(Q)
/s / /Bl /Bl [t — 7| vq/(BS)sz |n—a/4 dz dydtdr < clg ]C”(Q)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, g, q,y). Similarly, we have

[Q]Lq(zf;Wv/M(Bl)) + [glwrso. a(I3;L9(By)) < C[g]?ﬁ@;y

Therefore, combining all the estimates yields the desired result. O

We will also utilize the following interpolation lemma between parabolic fractional
Sobolev spaces.

Lemma 2.9. Let g € W50:4(I5; W30:4(By)) N WsL4(I5; WiT514(By)) for some constants
$:,8; € (0,1), where i = 1,2. Let us fix © € (0,1) and choose

s =00 +51(1-0) and S =350+(1+31)(1—-06).
Then if So # 1, then we have
(2.5) ”g”W*“’eﬂ(If;W?@"I(Bl)) < CHQHGWSM(] W0, q(Bl))”g”Wsl (15, WIHF1.9(B)))
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, So, $1, 51, 9, q).

Proof. By the standard extension lemma, it suffices to prove (2.5) with By replaced by R™.
We first note from [RS96, Proposition in 2.5.1] that

(IRo1 (R, WA (R o, = W1 (RY).
Using this and [Sim87, Lemma 7], we have
-e
19llwee.a(r;;wee a(mn)) < CHg”IC:I)/Sov‘Z(IlS;Wfovq(]R"))”gH%/VSlvq(lf;W1+?1,q(Rn))
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, $1, S0, 51, ©), which completes the proof. O

2.6. A parabolic Campanato-type embedding. The following Campanato-type em-
bedding can be deduced in a standard way, for instance by following the proof of [BKK23a,
Lemma 2.1].

Lemma 2.10. Let g € LY(Q5z(20)). Suppose that there exist constants M > 0 and
€ (0,1) such that

][ 19— (9)qs(2)l dz < MpY
Q3s(z1)

whenever Q5(z1) € Q% (20). Then g € C’"(Q%m(zo)) with the estimate

(2.6) [9lco Qs 4 (z0)) S BT

M +]1Q 19 = (9)Qs 4200 | 42

s
3R/4

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg,7).
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2.7. A Riesz potential estimate via Lorentz spaces. We next prove the following Riesz
potential estimates in terms of Lorentz spaces that are crucial to deduce local boundedness
and gradient continuity later in the paper. The proof follows the arguments given in [Ciall].

Lemma 2.11. Let s > 1/2 and let g € L%}f"l(Q;R). Then we have

7 20, R) <c nt2s
Bla(eo.B) < llal gz o

for any zg € Q%, where ¢ = ¢(n, s).
Proof. We first note that Q% (20) € Q5p, as s > 1/2. Let us define
g"(r) =sup{r 2 0 : {z € Qx(20) : l9(2)| > 7} > [},

which is called the decreasing rearrangement of g on Q%(z0). Next, we define g**(7) =
1 OT g* (&) d¢ (see [Ciall] for more details of the function ¢g*). Then we note from [Ciall,
Equation (2.19)] that
Rn+2s

(2.7) g () dr = gl e .

0 L2 Q4 (20)
Therefore, using [Ciall, Equation (2.18)] with 0 = 1 and p = 1, and Fubini’s theorem, we
get

R
19 (20, R) = / 191(Q3 (20))r~ D) dir
Tn+25

R
:/ r_(”+1)/ (QXQ;i(zo))*(T)deT
0 0
R
(2.8) - / P25 (gxon o))" (720 d

R
S / r25—1g**(rn+23) dr
0
Rn+25

= (n+2s) / g**(r)r%_l dr,
0
where we have also used (gx@s (z0))*(7) = 0 if 7 > 7% and the fact that

917 (r) < g37(r) if |g1(2)] < [ga2(2)].
Plugging (2.7) into the last line in (2.8), we obtain the desired result. O

2.8. A covering lemma. Next, we prove the following simple covering lemma which will
be a crucial tool to establish higher differentiability results for parabolic nonlinear nonlocal
measure data problems.

Lemma 2.12. Let R > 0 be fized. Let us choose r € (0, siR/2). Then there is a constant
c = c(n), finite index sets T and J and sequences {x;}icr C Br and {t;}jes C I}, such
that for any k € N,

n

R
(2.9) Br C U B, (z;) C Bar, stelﬂgn ZXszr(xi)(x) <™ 7| < e

i€T g i€l
and
RQs
(2.10) Iy | B(t) C g, sup Y xpe 1y(1) <2, |T| < e—;
jes ti€Rjeg 7 "

where we denote by |Z| and |J| the number of elements in the sets T and J, respectively.
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Proof. For the proof of (2.9), we refer [DKLN24b, Lemma 2.11]. Now, we are going to
prove (2.10). We note that there is a mutually disjoint covering {I:(¢;)}ics of I} such
that

tj S IE and Ii(tj) - I2SR,
as r < siR/Z Therefore, we have
(2.11) T =D 17 = D0 ()] < 13l
JjeTg JjeJ
which gives the third inequality given in (2.10). We are now in the position to prove
2sk+1
(2.12) sup DXy, (o (1) < 2
JjET
Suppose there is a point ¢ € R such that >, ; XI;k,.(tj)(i) > 22sk+1 We now denote by
Jo the set {j € J : Xxys (1,)(t) = 1}. Then we observe
PLEN
U Bty € Iy @+ (25)%),
i€Jo

which implies

(P03, < 30 )] < 2% YD 130 < 24, (@4 (250)%)]
J€Jo Jj€Jo
S 22Sk+1|128k'r|7

where for the third inequality we have used the fact that {I(¢;)},cs is a mutually disjoint
set. This is a contradiction. Thus we show (2.10), which completes the proof. 0

2.9. Parabolic tails and affine function. We now conclude Section 2 with a tail estimate
that will be play a crucial role for obtaining our gradient potential estimates (see Lemma
6.3 below).

Lemma 2.13. Suppose s > so > 1/2. Let
u € L(I3:5(to); W (Baig(20)))

for some constant q € [1,00) and for some positive integer i. Then we have

<][ Tail (u - (vu)Qﬁz(zo) : (y - xO) - (U)BR(wo)(t) . BR(,To))q dt) !
I%(to)

R b
<c ][
I3 (to)

q 1
i q

1(1—2s
Z 9 ) ][ |Vu — (Vu)Q;R(ZOﬂ dr | dt
0 szk(xo)

j=

T+ 202 ][ Vu— (Vu)gs, (o)l d2
7=0 szR(zO)
4 u— (Vu)q:, (z) (Y —0) = (U)B,; ,(20)(1) TN
4+ 2i0-29) <][ Tail( Qii50) - @m0 g (zo) | dt
IR(t(J)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, g, q).

Proof. We may assume R = 1 and zp = 0 in view of the scaling invariance of the desired
estimate. We denote

le(y,t) = (Vu)qg, -y + (w)B,, (1)
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for any k£ > 0. We first note from

][A-ydy:O
B

for any A € R™ and any ball B C R™ centered at the origin that

T T A L
By, By—k

(2.13) ? °
< c2*’“][ Vu(z,t) = (Vu)gs_, |dx
By_k ’

and
Tail (u — lo; Bl) = Tail (u — lo — (u — ZO)Bl (t); Bl) = J,

where we have also used the Poincaré inequality in (2.13). We next observe from [DKLN24b,
Lemma 2.1] with g replaced by u — [y that

J< CZ][ lu —lo — (u—1lo)B,, ()| dy
k=0 Bak
+ 272510l (’LL —lo— (u— lO)B22si (t); 327) = J1 + Ja,

where ¢ = ¢(n, sg). We first estimate J; as

BZe Lt - )y, ()] dy
k=0 Bo

(2.14) 1, A
+ey 27k Z]é [(Vu)gs, -y — (Vu)gs, , -yldy = Jia+ Jiz.
k=0 j 2k

We now estimate Jy 2 as

Ji,2 SCZZ( 2S+1)kz |Vu — Vu)Qs dz
Jj=0 Q5
<CZ][ |Vu — ( Vu)Qs dzZZ(_2S+1)k
=07 @3, k=j

< CZ 2(_25+1)j][ [Vu — (Vu)Q;j |dz,
3=0

s

where we have used Fubini’s theorem along with a few simple calculations. Plugging the
estimate Ji 2 into (2.14), we get

Jp < CZ 9—2s] ][ |u - (VU)Q; Y- (U)sz (t)| dy
Jj=

27

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,sp). We next estimate J, as
Jp <2 ZSzTall(u _ (Vu)Qb cY — (U)B2i (t)7 B21)
< 9725l (u — (VU)Q; Yy — (u)B,, (t); Bai)

[
(1—25)j o .
+202 ][ [Vu — (Vu)g:,

iz

s

dz,
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where we have used the fact that 2(1=29)% < 200=2%)j for any j < i for the last inequality.
Combining all the estimates J; and J5, we get

Tail (u — (Vu)qs -y — (u) B, (1); Bl)

< czy%j][ lu—(Vu)qs, -y — (u)B,, ()| dy
§=0 Byj

(2.15)
dz

ey 2j<1—2s)][ [Vu — (Vu)gs,
7=0 Q;j
+ 62—231'Taﬂ(u _ (VU)Q; “y — (’U,)B ) (t), BQl)

21

Applying (2.13) into the first term in the right-hand side of (2.15) and integrating both
sides of (2.15) with respect to the time variable, we obtain the desired estimate. ]
3. LOCALIZATION AND GRADIENT HOLDER REGULARITY

Throughout this section, we fix a parameter so € (0,1) and some
(3.1 s € [s0,1)
to describe estimates that are stable as s — 1.

3.1. Localization. In this subsection, we prove the parabolic version of the localization
argument given in [DKLN24b, Lemma 3.2]. Before providing this localization argument,
we first observe the following straightforward scaling invariance of our equation (1.1).

Lemma 3.1. Let
w e LA(L(to); W*2(Br(20))) N C (Ii(to); L (Br(xo))) N L' (Li(to); LL,(R™)
be a weak solution to
du+ Lu=p in Qx(20),

with p as in Definition 1./. Then ugr(x,t) = u(Rx + x¢, R**t + to)/R® is a weak solution
to

Owur + Lur = pr  in QF,
where pg(z,t) = R*p(Rx + xo, R*5t + to).
We now prove the following lemma.
Lemma 3.2 (Localization lemma). For some ¢ > 1, let
u € L*(I35(to); W**(Bsr(0))) N C (I3x(to); L*(Bsr(z0))) N L (I35(to); Loy (R™))
be a weak solution to
(3.2) Ou+ Lu=p  in Qigr(zo).

Let us fix £ € C°(Byg(xo)) with £ =1 on Bsg(xg) and |VE| < ¢/R for some constant c.
Then we have that

w = u€ € O (I§g(to); L*(R™)) N L*(Iix(to); W2 (R™))
s a weak solution to
(3.3) Ow+ Lw=p+f inQ5r(20),
where f € LY (IgR/2(t0);L‘X’(B5R/2(xo))) satisfies that for any r € [0,5R/2]

1
a

1
(3.4) <][ ||f(-,t)qu(BSR/2(x0))dt> < cR™%* <][ Tail(u;BgR(xo))th> ,
I (to) I3 (to)
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where ¢ = c¢(n, A). In addition, if u € LY(IEg(to); C%P(Bsr(wo))) for some B € (0,1], then
w = ut € C (Iinlto); 2(R™) 1 L(Iin(to); WH2(RM) 1 L (Iip(to); % (R™))

is a weak solution to (3.3), where f € L1 (15812/2

(to); Co’ﬂ(Bg,R/g(xo))) with the estimate

1

()], w0y @
]{R(tn) CO# (B (w0))

2
q

—2s
(3.5) <cR ]l (to)[u(-7 t)](é'oﬁ(BsR(Io)) dt

Q=

+cR™ (G40 ][ ( [ T o0 (B o () T Tail (s Bar(x0)) dt

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, ).

Proof. We may assume zg = (z9,t9) = 0 by Lemma 3.1. We first prove that w = u€ is a
weak solution to (3.3) with

_ — g u(xvt) — (u£)(yvt) dy
fla.1) =201 )/Rn\BSf< FmE )|x—y|n+s

_ 2(1 _ 8)/ & <U(l‘,t) — ugyvt)> dyn+s
R”\BgR |(E_y‘ |x_y|

for any z = (2,1) € Q3 g/, Let us fix ¢ € L?(I55; W**(B2r)) N W2 (155; L?(Bzr)) where
the support of ¢ is compactly contained in Bog. By testing the function v to (3.2), after a
few simple manipulations, we obtain

e
(1—s) /// (uf xé)_y('i:a(y,t))w(T;Zlfg,w 1y
//B 1/1652—/BZRuwdxt t
o [ L (™ chny“”) ”(Tj)yﬁis Dy

rnf | o)

for any I = [t1,t2] € I5;. Using the facts £ =1 on Bzg and ¢(z,-) = 0 in R™ \ Bag, we
observe

] () e

i o) w0} S8y, ,
1 ° //BQR/"\BsR ( |$7y|S |x7y‘n+s ves /I B2Rf’(/) -

Using this along with the facts that

/IS /B2R udpp dz = /1 /BZR(ug)aﬂpdz
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and
t=to

)

t=t1

J1+J2=/I[92Ruwdz—/]32R(u£>wdx

we verify that w = ug is a weak solution to (3.3). Now, using (1.3) and the relation

|yl

|z —y| > 3 for any = € Bsgr/p and y € B3p,

we obtain that for any x € Bsg/s,

faol<ei-s) [ LY

R"\BgR |y

holds for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A), which implies (3.4). We now suppose
u € L>®(I$R; C*P(Bsr))
for some 8 € (0,1]. As in the estimate of [DKLN24b, Equation (3.4) in Lemma 3.2], we get
(5 D]c0s(Bsr) < cR™%u(-, )] cos (Byp)
+ RO [||u(-, t)|| Lo (Byn) + Tail(u; B3g)]
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A). From this, we deduce (3.5). O

3.2. Holder regularity. In this subsection, we discuss some Hélder regularity results for
nonlocal parabolic equations that concern the regularity of the solution itself rather than
its gradient.

Before that, for convenience of notation, for any g € LY(Q%(z0)) N LI(I5(to); L3 (R™))
with ¢ > 1, we write

1
q

(36) Bl (g5 Qil20) = (f@ ) )glqdz> 7

Q=

E(g; Q%(20)) ¢=Eﬂc(g;Q%(20))+<J€ Taﬂ(g;BR(xo))th> ,

& (to)
By recalling the notation (1.12), we observe that
E9(g; Qr(20)) < cEl. (93 QR (20))

1
a

3.7
( ) + (][ Tall(g - (g)BR(xo)(t); BR(xO))q dt) )
I3 (to)

where ¢ = ¢(n,sg). When ¢ = 1, for convenience we simply write Eloc(g;sz(zo)) =
Bl (9; Q% (20)) and E(g; Q% (20)) = E'(g; Q(20))-
The first result we state in this section is a known Holder regularity result for solutions

to nonlocal linear parabolic equations, see [KW23, Theorem 1.5].
Lemma 3.3. Let g € L' (I3,(to); L°°(Br(z0))) and
v € L*(I(to); W**(Br(x0))) N C(Ig(to); L*(Br(x0))) N L' (I (to); Ly (R™))

be a weak solution to

(3.8) dw—+Lrxv=g inQ%z),
where
(39) ZKU(J:’ t) =P.V. (1}(33, t) - U(ya t)) K(JJ, Y, t) dy

R”
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for some measurable function K : R™ x R™ x I},(to) such that

(3.10) K(z,y,t) = K(y,z,1)
and

(1—-s)A?t (1—-s)A
(3.11) W < K(z,y,t) < W

for any z,y € R", x #y and t € I}(ty). Then we have

[l o= (@3, (o)) < €E(v; QR (20)) + cR*[lgll L2 (1, (t0):L (Br(wo)))
for some constant ¢ = c(n, so, A). In addition, if v € LI(I}(to); L°(Br(xo))) and g =0
with ¢ > 1, then there is a constant v = y(n, so, A, q) such that
RY [U]CO”Y(Q%/Q(Z())) < CEq(v; Qf%(zo))
for some constant ¢ = c(n, so, A, q).

With slight modifications, we obtain a corresponding result for nonlinear nonlocal
parabolic equations.

Lemma 3.4. Let
v € L(I}(to); W*2(Br(20))) N C(Ii(to); L2(Br(w0))) N L (I (to); LL(R™))
be a weak solution to
(3.12) v+ Lv=g inQx(%0),
where g € L'(I3(to); L (Br(z0))). Then we have
(3.13) [vll 2= 2/2(20)) S CE(v; Q% (20)) + CRzS||9||L1(I;(to);Lw(BR(mo)))

for some constant ¢ = c(n,so,A). In addition, if v € LY(I}(to); L3,(R™)) and g €
LI(I5(to); L (Br(xo))) for some constant ¢ > 1, then there is a constant v = v(n, s, A, q)
such that

1

q

(3.14)  R'[]con Qs 00 < B (v; Qf(20)) + cR* <]{ : g€ DN L0 (Ba(w0)) dt)

r(to
for some constant ¢ = c(n, so, A, q).
Proof. We first remark that if v is a weak solution to (3.12), then v is also a weak solution

to (3.8) with a measurable kernel K satisfying (3.10) and (3.11). Indeed, by following the
same lines as in [DKLN24b, Remark 4.1], we deduce that if

K(z,y,t) = (1 - 5) <W> (v(z,t) — vy, 1)) o —y|~ ),

then v is a weak solution to (3.8) with (3.10) and (3.11). By Lemma 3.3, we obtain (3.13).

We now prove (3.14). Let us fix Q5,.(21) € @%(20). By the localization argument given
in Lemma 3.2 below, we observe that

w = wE € C(I5,(t1); L*(R™)) N L* (I3, (to); WH*(R™))

is a weak solution to
(3.15) Ow+Lw=g+f in@Q5.(z1)
for some f € Lq(l'gr/2 (t1); L°(Bsy2(21))), where & is the function determined in Lemma
3.2 with R = r and z9 = z1. Therefore, using perturbation arguments as in [BKK23a,
Lemma 3.3-3.5] along with Lemma 3.3 and carefully tracking the factor 1 — s in the
constants, we get

rwlcor Qs < ellwlloe@s, z1)) +¢ sup )Tail(w(-»t);Bzr(m))
te ‘ZST t1
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Lo <]{S(t | 19+ DN (@) dt)
(1

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, A, ), where v = v(n, so, A, ¢) € (0,1). Using the fact that
w = vE, (3.4) and (3.13), we have

q

q

T’Y[U]CUW(Qi(Zl)) < CH’UHL“’(QgT,(Zl)) +c <][ Tail(v(-, t); B5T(J;1))q dt)
IS

-(t1)

2s
i <£S (t1) Hg(.’t)”qLoc(BSr(Il)) dt)
5r

< CEq(U; Q5o,(21)) + er®s (%
I

Q=

Q=

||9('7t)||qLoo(er(m1))dt) ’

where ¢ = ¢(n, so, A, q). By standard covering arguments along with the fact that v —
(0)Qs,(z0) I8 @ also weak solution to (3.12), we finally obtain (3.14). O

Tor(t1)

Remark 3.5. We point out that if v is a weak solution to (3.8), then we observe from the
proof of Lemma 3.2 that w = v is a weak solution to

Ow+ Lgw=p+f in @3ry5(20)

with f satisfying (3.4) and with R replaced by R/5. Therefore, the weak solution v also
satisfies (3.14) by following the same lines as in the proof of Lemma 3.4.

3.3. A parabolic Poincaré-type inequality. We next give a version of the classical
parabolic Poincaré inequality that holds for solutions to linear nonlocal parabolic equations.

Lemma 3.6. Let
v € L*(Ij(to); W**(Br(w0))) N C(Ij(to); L*(Br(w0))) N L' (I}(to); Lis(R™))

be a weak solution to

(3.16) Ov+Lxv =0 in Q%(20),
where the nonlocal operator L is defined in (3.9). If Vo € LY (Q%(20)), then we have
EL (i Qo) R [Velds
QgR/4(ZO)

te ][ Tail(v = (0) B, 4 (a0) (£); Byrya(o)) dt
EEYACH))

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, ) and for any g > 1.

Proof. We may assume zyp = 0 and R = 1 in view of the scaling invariance of the desired
estimate. Using (3.13) together with the fact that v — (U)Qi/2 is also a weak solution to

(3.16) with R =1 and zp = 0, we have
Eloo(v; @1 /2) < cE(v; Q54)

< cEloc(v; Q§/4) + c][ Tail(v — (v)B,,, (t); Bs/a) dt
3/4

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A). We now observe

Lo rdzsef o

3/4 Q§/4

+C][ ‘(U)Q§/4 - (0)33/4(75)|th =Ji+ Jo
13

3/4
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for some constant ¢ = c(n, so, A). Let us choose a cutoff function ¢ € C°(By/s) with ¢ =1
on Bs/y and |[V¢| < c. We next observe from the proof of [BKK23b, Lemma A.1] that

RZef 1@y @, 0 dre s (0,0 - 0, O

374 tT€I§/4

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, ¢), where we denote

v 4 = ! v X X.
500 = 7, (90

By following the same lines as in the proof of the gluing lemma given by [BKK23a, Lemma
4.5] and taking into account the factor 1 — s in front of the nonlocal operator, we get

[u(z,t) = oy, 1)| !
Jo<eclit+ecl(1—-53) ey dz dy
Bsys J Qs Cz— |l

3/4
q
|v(z,t) —v(y,t)|
(1—-13s) / ][ dz dy
"\ B 0s |J? _ y|n+29
(3.17) R .
<CJ1+C / ][ |Uxt n+2(s 1)|d dy
Bssa JQ3,, |1’*Z/|
q
te <][ Tail(v — (v)33/4(t);33/4)dt> ,
3/4

where ¢ = c(n s0,A). As in the proof of [DPV12, Proposition 2.2] with u replaced by
v — (v)B,,,(t), we deduce

t)
][ / vz, +2( 1)| dydz < —][ |Vo|dz
Q354 /Basa |z — y|nt2e—

vef - @0l
Q34

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg). We now combine the above two inequalities and the estimate

J1 with Holder’s inequality and Poincaré’s inequality to conclude that

J1+J2§c][ |Vv|dz+c]Z Tail(v — (v)B,,, (t); B3ja) dt
Q34 134
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A), which completes the proof. O

3.4. Gradient Hoélder regularity. In this subsection, we establish the Holder continuity
of the gradient of weak solutions to (1.1) with s € (0,1) and u = 0.
Let us fix 8 € (0,1]. We first prove that a given regular and localized solution w, fﬁ—ﬁ; is
a weak solution of a nonhomogeneous weighted fractional heat equation.
Lemma 3.7. Let
w € C (I3g(to); L*(R™)) N L*(I35(to); W**(Bar(o))) N LY(I3k(t); Loy (R™))

be a weak solution to

(318) 6t’LU + Lw = f m QQR(ZO)7
where f € L9 (I35(to); L (Bar(x0))) for some q > 1. Let us fiv h € Bgrjigo \ {0} and
B € (0,1]. Then w = ﬁ is a weak solution to
onf . s
(3.19) oW+ L = e in Q% (20)

for some symmetric measurable kernel K satisfying (3.10) and (3.11).
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Proof. We now fix |h| < R/100. We next choose
p e Lz(tl,tg; WS’Q(BR(.’L‘Q))) N W1’2(t1,t2; LQ(BR(.’L‘Q)))

with the support compactly contained in the spatial direction, where [t1,ts] € I} (to). By
testing d_po to (3.18), we get

/t t /| L dipds
ol LR )

(3.20) .
K P@t) = ey t) ‘Pi ) do dy dt
|.’E _ y|n s
' t=to
:/ / 5hfgodz—/ dpw pdx
t1 J Bar(zo) Bar (o) =t

We now write

@ (wh(r‘yt)—zrh(yyt)) _ ¢ (w(fﬂit)—vr(yi))
T—y|° Tz—y|*
K(@y,t)={1-s) B (@) 0wy |
lz—yl®
to see that the coefficient function K satisfies (3.10) and (3.11). Dividing both sides of
(3.20) by |h|? along with the fact that ¢(-, ) = 0 on Bag(wo) \ Br(zo) yields

tz 5hw
— ——=Oppdz
/ \/]BR(JL’() |h/|B !

to —_
(1—s) / / / dpw(z, t) — dpw(y,t) o(z,1) w(y’t)K(x,yj) du dy dt
t1 n n

|—n—23

|h|ﬁlx—y|§ |z —y[ts
t t=to
L] e
g Par )
o Jnten) HPY Br(xo) 11I° s
which implies f;;—‘%’ is a weak solution to (3.19). O

Using Lemma 3.7, we obtain the following Holder estimates for the difference quotients
of solutions to (3.18).

Lemma 3.8. Let w be a weak solution to (3.18) with f € Li(I5x(to); C*P(Bar(wo))) with
q>1and B € (0,1]. Let us fix h € Bryioo \ {0}. Then we have

5hw < E <6h
Lo9(Q3 /5 (20))

[nl?

Qo))

el ]{ (t )[f(.’ )08 (Br(xo)) dt
0

for some constant ¢ = c(n,sg, ). Morevoer, if ¢ > 1, then there is a constant v =
~v(n, so, A, q) € (0,1) such that

5
dEa < e (2 Qi)
A7 S o (@3, 0 i

2s q
el <]{ (to)[f(.7 Dlco.s (Ba(wo)) dt) ’
R

where ¢ = ¢(n, so, A, q).
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Proof. By Lemma 3.7, ?}’L‘ﬁj is a weak solution to (3.19). Then by Lemma 3.3 and Remark

3.5, we obtain

Onw
||

dpw
< CE (73 Q3 ya(20)
(02 |hl
L (QR/Q(ZO))

+ c¢R* ]Z Onf
IS

— dt
3R/4(t0) |h|B

L°°(Bsr/4(z0))

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A), and
5hw] <5hw
| < B (0 Q54 (20)
1817 Jcorn(@s (o)) |h)?

+ CRQS f
Is

3R/4 (to)

(3.22)

dt
|h|’3  (Bsnya(z0) )

for some constant v = 7y(n,so,A,q) € (0,1), where ¢ = ¢(n, sg,A,q). Applying the
inequality

6hf('a t)
‘ BE < [ D]eos (Br(o))
L*>*(Bsg/4(0))
to the second terms in the right-hand side of (3.21) and (3.22), respectively, we obtain the
desired estimates. O

Using Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.8, we now prove our first main theorem.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Let us fix the constant v = v(n, so, A, q) = min{v1,y2} € (0,1),
where the constants 'yl and 2 are determined in Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 3.4, respectively.
Then we have u € CY7 (Qp) with the estimate

loc
RW[U}COW(Q}/Q(ZQ) < cEq(u/R; Q%(zl))

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, A, q), whenever Q% (z1) € Qp. Let us assume that QZp(z1) €
Qp. Then ug(z) = u(x1 + Rz, t; + R**t)/R® is a weak solution to

Oiugp + Lug =0 in Qg
By the localization argument given in Lemma 3.2, we obtain that
w = uRré
is a weak solution to
ow+ Lw=f in Q3,
where f € L9(I5 5 (to); C%7(Bs2(x0))) and the cutoff function ¢ is determined in Lemma
3.2 with R =1 and 29 = 0. By Lemma 3.8, we get

i) () +< (£ E
T~ S ck1 aQ [f(?t)}q 0,~v dt =J
th COv(Q3,,) || s or(B)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s, A, q), where h € By /100 \ {0}. We first observe

(5hw
E (vm’Ql) = ’

< clur|pa(rs;c0m () + E(ug; Q3).

dpur
|hl

+ BY(ug; Q3)
La(I{;L°°(By))

Using this and (3.5) with zp = 0 and R = 1, we further estimate J as

[
(A7 ] oo 12

1/2’

5h’LU ~ s
+ [Vﬂ} < C||URHLG(If;CO>v(B4)) + cEY(ur; Q})
;G0 (B1/2)) co(Qf,,)
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for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, ¢). We now fix a positive integer ig = io(n, so, A, ¢) such
that

i0y <1< (ip+1)y.
If ig = 1, then by [DKLN24b, Lemma 3.7], we get
[WLeer; 300181 2)) < cllurllLosiconsay) + cE(ug; Q})
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, ¢). Using a scaling argument,
R[Vulr(qs,(21)) < B (u; Qi (21))
holds. A standard covering argument yields
(3.23) R[Vu] (@3, ,(20)) < B (u; Q% (20)),

where ¢ = ¢(n, so, A, q¢) whenever Q%(z0) € Qr.
Suppose if ig > 1, then by [DKLN24b, Lemma 3.7], we obtain

[w]Loe 1 30027(By ) < cllurllLogicon(Bay) + B (ur; QF)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, q). In light of standard scaling and covering arguments,
we arrive at the estimate

R*Mu] 1o (13, (10050027 (B ja(wo))) < B (15 Q(20)),

where ¢ = ¢(n, so, A, q), whenever Q%(z0) € Qr. By iterating the above procedure 39 — 1
times, we deduce (3.23).
We are now ready to prove the Hélder continuity of Vu. By Lemma 3.8, we first observe

§hw %
|: |h| :|CO’Y (@ /2) < cE1 ( |h‘ ,Q1> (]lf[f( t)}co 1(By) dt)

for any h € By/100 \ {0}, where ¢ = ¢(n, s0,A,q). As in the estimate of .J, we further
estimate the right-hand side of the above inequality as

Opw ~ R
[ L } < clur]pa(rs;c0n () + B (ur; Q1)
|h| Co, ’Y /2)

for some constant ¢ = c(n, so, A, q), where we have used (3.5). Let us now choose h = he;,
where h € (0,1/100) and e; (i = 1,2,...,n) are the canonical unit vectors in R". By taking
h — 0, we deduce

[Vw]cor(qs,,) < clurlLausicon sy + cE(up; Q).
By a scaling argument together with (3.23), we see that
RY[Vuloon(Qs, (1) < cEY(u/R; Q3p(z1)).

By standard covering arguments and the fact that u — (u)QsR (z0) 18 also a weak solution to
(1.1) with g = 0, we get

R” [VU]CO,W(Q%/2(ZO)) < cEq(u/R; Q;(Zo))
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, A, q), whenever Q%(z0) € Q. This completes the proof. O

We end this section with two lemmas. The first one yields oscillation estimates for the

difference quotients (SI;LLT where v is a weak solution to (1.1) with u = 0.
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Lemma 3.9. Let v be a weak solution to
(3.24) o+ Lv=0 inQ3r(%0).
For any 0 < |h| < R/100, we have

v <5hv>

n ) g
for some constant ¢ = c(n,so, ). If v € LU(I3(to); L3, (R™)) with ¢ > 1, then there is a
constant v = y(n, so, A, q) such that

opv
< B (|’;1|; QSR%))
L(Q3,5(20))

(5h’U

< cE? (hQQ%’,(ZO))
(20) I

M}
|h‘ C“V(Qf%

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, A, q).

I [
/2

’ W -
with f = 0, the desired estimates follow from Lemma 3.3. O

Proof. Since in view of Lemma 3.7, 322 (‘S"‘TT’)Q ) is a weak solution to (3.19) in Q% (2o)
s (20

Next, we provide a lemma which yields Holder estimates involving affine functions and
will be an essential tool to obtain fractional Sobolev regularity of the gradient of weak
solutions to (3.24) with respect to the time variable.

Lemma 3.10. Let so > 1/2, s € [so,1), and v be a weak solution to (3.24). For any affine
functionl = A-xz+b with A € R" and b € R, we have

(3.25) [0 = UL (@g o)) < B (v =1 QR(20)),

where ¢ = c(n,so,A). If v € LI(I5(to); L3, (R™)) with ¢ > 1, then there is constant
v =~(n,so, A, q) such that

(3.26) RYo =l (@s, 500 < B (0 = 1 QR(20))
for some constant ¢ = c(n, so, A, q).

Proof. Let us fix a affine function I(z) = A -z + b. Since s € (1/2,1), in view of [KNS22,
Remark 3.4] we have [ € W;>(R") N L}, (R™). In addition,

loc
Ol+Ll=0 in Q5xr(%0)

holds weakly, as @ in (1.2) is an odd function. As in the proof of Lemma 3.4, we obtain
v — [ is a weak solution to

(3.27) O —1)+Lx(w—1)=0,
where

& <v(x|,t>fv‘<y,t>> 5 (l(z"t%zl(y’t))
_ z—y|* z—yl|* —n—2s
K(@,y.t) = —— oo wo-ign ¢ Yl
lz—yl® |z—yl®

satisfies (3.10) and (3.11). In light of Lemma 3.3, we obtain (3.26). O

4. COMPARISON ESTIMATES AND EXISTENCE OF SOLA

In this section, we establish zero-order comparison estimates that will be used crucially
in the remainder of the paper. As a first application, we will use them to deduce the
existence of SOLA to parabolic nonlinear nonlocal initial boundary value problems, that is,
to prove Theorem 1.9.
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4.1. Zero-order comparison estimates. We now prove robust comparison estimates
which are stable as s — 1.

Lemma 4.1. Let sp € (0,1), s € [so,1), fixp € {1 "*25") and let

» nts
u € L*(I35(to); W**(Bar(0))) N C(I3g(to); L*(Bar(0))) N LP (I35 (x0); Lys(R™))
be a weak solution to
du+ Lu=p in Q3x(20)
with p € LY(I5g(to); L°°(Bar(x0))). Then there exists a unique weak solution

v € L*(Ig(to); W**(Br(x0))) N C(Ii(to); L*(Br(zo))) N LP(If(z0); Ly (R™))

to
O+ Lv=0 in Qx(20),
(4.1) v=u in (R™\ Bgr(zo)) % I5(to),
(-, to — R*) = u(-to — R*) in Bg(xo)
such that

sup ][ (4 — v) (@, 1) dz < R ul(Q(20))
tel; (to) Y Br(wo)

holds for some constant ¢ = c(n, so, A). In addition, we have

1

(f |u—vpdz> < Rl @(0)
Q% (20)

for some constant ¢ = c¢(n, s, A, p).

Remark 4.2. We remark that the existence of the weak solution v to (4.1) is obtained in
[BKK23a, Lemma A.1] when p = 2. Nevertheless, an inspection of the proof reveals that
this existence result remains valid for p € [1, o0].

Proof. We may assume R =1 and 29 =0. Let us fix p € [1, ’:ffo) By Remark 4.2, there

is a unique weak solution
v € C(I{; L*(By)) N L*(I§; W*?(Bz)) N LP(I7; Ly, (R™))
to (4.1) with R =1 and zp = 0. Let us denote w = u — v and consider
cpfs =+ min{l,wy /e}.
Since
| min{1, g+ } () — min{1, g+ }(y)| < |g+(2) — 94 (v)]

holds, we have (pfs € L2(I$;W*2(By)). By following the same lines as in the proof of
[NNSW23, Lemma 3.1] along with the standard mollification, we deduce

(42) sup [ ol dz < clul(@3)

tel;

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,A). In addition, we obtain

7t - :té: 7t ]
(4.3) (1-s) //n/n — o(d ) @1’5(Tx)y|ﬁ;(y )dydzéc\ul(Qi)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A), where we denote

t) —u(y,t t) — v(y, t
a2 0= u(z,t) —uly,t) a5, = v(z,t) —v(y,t)
’ |z —yl* ’ |z —y|*
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Let us fix the constant o € (0, s) satisfying
n+ 20
n+o

(4.4) > p.

We are now going to prove

1-o) WO g
s JB,y JB, |$ - |n+‘7p

(4.5) ( 2(nto)
1 _ 0_) n+2o0 .
<c % )P
< ((1_8)5(8_0) : ) (1nl(@1)

with some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A). For m > 1, let us write

Pre=F(d"" = (d+w)' ™) i

Since
= (0 = (d o we)' T e € L(QE) N LA(IT WA (By)),

we get gogfa € L?(I;;W*2(By)). Using a standard mollification argument (see [KM14b,
Lemma 4.1]), we deduce

_/iwatapgfa dz :/ O, (/Owi (™ = (d+7)'"") min{1, 7/e} dT) d

s
1

Using (4.2), we obtain

- [ wougk.dz| < sup [ fuld < et ul(Q5).
Q tel; B
‘We next observe that
+ +
902A5($7t) — P2 5(y7 t)
—&(d, : : dy dz
/s/n/n ( )) |x — y|nts

_ + (.
:/ / / (@(d; u) —Qj(d; 'U)) (C(l’,t) C(yﬂf))@l,e( at) dde
If " n Y Y |.’L‘ _ y|n+s

s s (@%E(x,t) - (pis(y’t))C(:%t)
+ /f / /n (B(d u) — B(d5 ) —— |x_ ;I"“ dy dz
= J; + Jo,

where we denote

(=+(d"™ = (d+ws)"™).

By letting ¢ — 0, we obtain gplis = 1. By following the same lines as in the proof of
[KMS15a, Lemma 3.1], we then get

N e e e o

// / lw(z,t) —w(y,t)? dy dz
i )y By (A [w(@)] + lw(y) )™ |2 — y[t2s

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A). We next observe from (4.3) that

[ 2| < e(1 =)~ ™l (@7).

Combining all the above estimates for J; and J, yields

lw(z, t) —w(y, t)* dy dz o
(1=s / /B2 /32 (d+ [w(z |+|w( ™ e = gt < cd " pl(QF)
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for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A). Using Holder’s inequality, we obtain

1_0-/ z;/;, Ix— nfw)vlwdz
([ e )
x (//B B2(d+|w(x,t)|+|w(y’t)|);”;%)2
=) (le%Qi)f <Sig/f /Bz(d+|w<z>);ii dz>’

where ¢ = ¢(n, A). We now choose

m=-p)"7 and d= (/

2

n
p(nto) p(n+o)
jw(z)| = dz

to see that

P e e
d<c|(l-o / / / nfi’) ) dydz sup/ |w| dx
s JBy J By \m - y| tel; JB,

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, o, p), where we have used Lemma 2.7. In addition, by (4.4), we
see that m > 1. Combining the above two inequalities with (4.2), we obtain

e(1 - o) (Jul(@7) 5577 w(y. D) )
b= (1-s)5(s—0)7" ( J/S/QQ/QZ Ix«— I"+”P dydz) '

Thus, we have proved (4.5) and

2(n+o)

P s ¢ (170—) e S\p
(4.6) IREE ((1_8),2,(8_0)2?> Qi)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, 0, p), where we have used the fractional Poincaré-type inequality
from [Coz17, Corollary 4.9]. In addition, the constant ¢ depends only on n,cq and p,
whenever ¢ € [0g,1). By choosing ¢ in a suitable way, we now provide stable estimates
with respect to the parameter s. We first consider the case when p = 1. In this case we
choose 0 = 2s — 1 to see that

(1-0)

(4.7) — ¢
(1-s)5(s—0)="
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so).
Let us consider p > 1 and choose
—1
%_n@ )
2-p
to see that
_ n+2s,
 n+s,
As
2
fla) = ntca for any a € [0, o)

n+a
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is an increasing function, we conclude that

sptso ] Sptsotl
{ 5 if s <s< 3

(48) . sp+so+1
(3s—1)/2 if s > 20—

satisfies (4.4). Moreover, we conclude that (4.7) holds with respect to some constant
¢ = ¢(n, sg,p). Since o > (3sg —1)/2, plugging (4.7) into (4.6) now yields the desired stable
estimates, completing the proof. O

4.2. Existence of SOLA.

Proof of Theorem 1.9. Since f(a) = ’f—fé‘ for a > 0 is an increasing function, we find
constants oy € (o, s) such that
n + 209

4.9 < )
(4.9) bo n+ oy
where we denote

1 n+ 2s
4.10 == > 1.
(1.10) = (r+2E2)

We now divide the proof into the three steps.
Step 1: Regularizing the given data. By a standard approximation via mollifiers,
there are sequences {g;} C C° (R™ x [0,T]) and {u;} € C (R™ x [0,T1]) such that

gi —g in L? (0 T Wls{)cz(Rn)) ML (0,T; L3y (R™)
(4.11) dgi = g in (L2 (0,T;W*2(2))),
gi(-,0) = go in L*(Q)
and
i — p in M(R™ x (0, 7)),
(4.12) {liﬁgp il (Q) < [1l(Q)

for all @ C R™ x (0,7T). By following the same lines as in the proof of [BKK23a, Lemma
A 1], there exists a solution u; € C([0,T]; L*(Q2)) N L? (0, T; W*2(R™)) to (1.17) and
v; € C([0,T]; L*()) N L? (0, T; W*2(R™)) to (1.17) with p; = 0, respectively. As in the
estimate of I given in [BKK24, Equation (4.9)] with w; = v; ignoring the gradient term,
we have

sup / lv; — gi|2 dz + [v; — gi]LQ(O,T;W&?(R"))
te(0,T) JQ

(4.13) < cllOugillrzo.rsw= 20
+/// 9:(.0) = 00Ol = 0.0 = (g = 0) O]
() n n

|z — gyt

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,A). Moreover, by the estimate of J determined in [BKK24,
Equation (4.9)], we estimate L as

L<1/2 sup / v = gil? daz + 1/2[vi — gilF2 (0 7.2 (R
te(0,7) JQ
+ cHgiHQL?(O,T;WSv?(BR)) +cllg: H%I(O,T;L;S(Rn))

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s, A, 2, R), where we choose a sufficiently large ball Br such
that Q € Bg/,. Therefore, plugging this into (4.13) together with a few calculations, we
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have

sup / v da + [vi]%2 0.T:W2(B
(4.14) te(0,T) JQ ( (Br))

< CHatgiH%LQ(O,T;WS=2(Q)))* + C||giH%2(O,T;WS=2(BR)) + 0H9i||%1(0,T;L;S(Rn))v

where ¢ = ¢(n, s, A, Q).
Step 2: A priori estimates for approximating solutions. By Lemma 4.1, (4.5)
together with (4.9), Holder’s inequality and (4.14), we have

sup / |us| d =+ [w;] Lro (0,7;W 070 (BR))
te(0,7) JQ

< sup / [vi| dzz + [v;] Lro (0,7,W o070 (BR)) + €liti| ()
te(0,T)

< ( sup /|Uz| dx) + [vil 2 (0,75 w 2 (Br)) + clpil (1)

t€(0,T)
< cl|Ogill (2 0,mws2@)))* + cllgillLz0.mws 2 (Br)) + cllgill i oL, ®ny)
+ il (r)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s, A, p,0,), R). We next note

/ / iz, )] iy < /| \d gl
Z S Ssup u;| axr + ¢ gillrt 0,T;LL (R™))-
o (L [z])n+2 "+2§ e Jo I OTsE (7))

In addition, by the Sobolev inequality given in [Cozl7, Corollary 4.9], we have
l[ui = gill Lro 0, 0:w o070 (BR)) < (i = Gil Lro (0,17;w =0 20 (BR))-
Thus, combining the above three estimates along with (4.11) and (4.12) yields
(4.15) l[will o< (0,7521 (2)) + |tillLro 0, 75w o0 w0 (BR)) + [[willLr 0,721, ®ny) < €
where ¢ depends only on the given data. Let us consider the space
(4.16) Xg7TO0P(Q, BR) = {f € W08 (BR) | f =0 on R"\ Q},
which was introduced in [BLS21, Appendix A]. We also define a norm on ng_go’pé’(Q, Br)

as follows

170 gm0t gy = I hy—e ot sy

We now observe that for any smooth function ¢ with ||<,0||LOC(0 Tx270P 0B )) <1,
»DR

. |:c—y|S |x_y|n+s

(uz z,t) Ui(yat)) pla,t) - SOJ(r )‘ dx dy dt
|z —y|* |z —y|mte

(ul ) t) ui(y,t)) o(z,1)

|z —yl*

n

///BR

+c

"\Bgr

< [uz LPo (0.75W70- po(BR»[ e 0,12 (B )
te [|\ui||Lpo(o,T;Lm<BR>> + HUZ'”Ll(O,T;LéS(R"))] M e 0.7, 27% (1))

< ¢ ([idzroqo,aweomo 5y + luillro 0 13000 5y + il 210 72y, 2y ) -
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Since for any ¢ € C§(Qr), we have

/ w;Opp dz
Qr
T . J— . —
_ 0 _S)/ / / o (uz(m,t) uz(y,t)) p(z,1) wiyﬂt) dxdde/ iz,
o Jrn Jrn lz —yl* |z —y[mts Qr
we get
Opui = fi + i

in the distributional sense, where {f;} C L! (O,T; (ng_oo’pé(Q,BR» ) and {u;} C
LY(0,T; L*(R™)) are uniformly bounded in each space, respectively. We now define

mind — " ! = ma n /
= = max

Y41 n_ (25_0_0),270 y P 28—0’0’1)0
to see that in view of the fractional Sobolev embedding we have

X25700/20 (), Br) € L°(Bg),

which implies
pi € L' (07T; (ng—oo/zp; (QvBR)) ) :

By [Now21b, Proposition 2.1], we also see ngfgo/lp,l (Q,Bgr) C ngfgo’pg’ (Q, Bgr). There-

fore, the sequence {0;u;} is uniformly bounded in L! (07T; (X02570°/2’p/1 (Q,BR)> )7 as

Q C Br. We now use a compactness result given in [Sim87, Section 8] with ¢ = py,

X = WP (Bg), B=LY(Bg) and Y = (ngfUO/z’pll(Q,BR)) to see that

(417) w; —u in LY(0,T;L*(Bgr)) and lim u;(2) = u(z) for a.e. z € Br x (0,T).
71— 00

Applying Fatou’s lemma to (4.15), we have
u € L*(0,T; LY(Q)) N LPo(0, T; WP (BR)).

In addition, since u € L>(0,T; L'(Q)) and g € L4(0,T; L3, (R™)), we obtain that u €
L9(0,T; L3, (R™)). By following the same lines as in Step 3 of the proof of [KMS15a,
Theorem 1.1] along with (4.17) and (4.12), we deduce that u satisfies (1.15). In addition,
(4.17) along with (4.11) and (4.12) yields (1.18).

Step 3: Initial data. In essentially the same way as in Step 3 of the proof of [BKK24,
Theorem 4.2], we obtain (1.16). Therefore, by [Now21b, Proposition 2.1] together with the
facts that o < op and p < pg, we have

u € L>®(0,T; LY(Q)) N LP(0, T; WP (Bg)) N L9(0,T; Ly (R™)),
which completes the proof. O
We end this section with the following remark.

Remark 4.3. We now show that any weak solution

u € Lie (0, T WisZ (2)) 1 Cuoc(0, T5 Lie () N Lige (0, T; Ly (R™))

loc loc

to (1.1) is also a SOLA in every parabolic cylinder Q%(z0) € Qr such that Q5x(z0) € Q.
We may assume = 0 on R" T\ Qp. By the standard approximation, there are sequences

gi € C(Qr) and p; € C(Qr)
such that
gi = u in L*(Iag(to); W2 (Bar(z0))) N L' (I2r(to); Lss(R™))
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and (4.12). Then by [BKK23a, Lemma A.1], there exists a solution
u; € C(Ig(to); L*(Br(w0))) N L*(Ir(to); W**(R™))
to
Opu; + Lu; = p; in Qr(20),
U; = G; m (Rn \ BR(,T())) X IR(to),
u;(+,0) = go,i in Br(xo).
By following the same lines as in the proof of Theorem 1.9, (1.18) holds with 2 and (0,T)

replaced by Br(xo) and Ir(ty), respectively. Therefore, we get that u is SOLA to (1.14)
with 2, (0,T), g and go replaced by Br(xo), Ir(to), u and u(-, ty — R%), respectively.

5. HIGHER DIFFERENTIABILITY

In this section, we prove various higher differentiability estimates for parabolic nonlinear
nonlocal measure data problems, which will serve as crucial tools in order to prove our
pointwise gradient potential estimates later. For the remainder of this paper, let us fix a
parameter so € (1/2,1) and some

(5.1) s € [s0,1).
5.1. Gradient differentiability. Using the above comparison estimate together with a

parabolic and nonlocal version of the nonlinear atomic decomposition methods pioneered
in [KMO05; Min07], we now prove various gradient estimates for solutions u to (1.1).

Lemma 5.1. Let us fix p € (1, ":fi") and let

u € L*(I3p(to); W**(Bar(20))) N C(I3g(to); L*(Bar(w0))) N L (I35 (x0); Ly, (R™))
be a weak solution to (1.1) in Q5x(20) with p € L' (I35(to); L°°(Bar(wo)). Then we have

1

(J[Q e dz) < eB” (u/ R; Q3p(20)) + eR™" D |ul(Q3r(20))

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, A, p).

Proof. In view of a scaling argument based on Lemma 3.1, we may assume R = 1/2 and
2 = 0. Fix h € R™ such that 0 < |h| < 527 /1000. Let us fix 8 € (0,1) to be determined
later. By Lemma 2.12 with R = 1/2, there are mutually disjoint coverings {Bjs (%) }iez
of Bs,s and {I\h\B( i) }ieq of Ig/s such that for any k € N, we have (z;,t;) € Qg/sa

(5.2) IZ||R["P + | TIh* < e,
(5.3) ms;lﬂg ZXBQMMB () (@) < 2"k
and

5.4 su ) < 2%k
( ) teﬂg Z 2k\h\ﬁ

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n). Moreover, this implies

(5.5) sup (W)EZIXJXsz,L|B<z7)x14lhﬁ<t )(2) < 2™,

as for each z € R" !
{(i,7) €I x T : z € Borjpye(@i) X Ij 6 (t5)}
<SWi€Z:x€Borps(z)} x {J €T : t € Ljs ()}



GRADIENT ESTIMATES FOR PARABOLIC NONLINEAR NONLOCAL EQUATIONS 39

We now fix a positive integer mg such that
(5.6) 525 /8 < 2moH|p|P < 525 /4,

By Lemma 4.1, there is the weak solution v; ; to (4.1) with zg = (z4,t;) and R = 4|h|’
such that
(5.7) ‘ lu— v de | < elh[ 7"l (Qfye (i 1))

QF s (Fists)

(I5; WP (Bg)) for any ¢ € (0,1)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s, A, p). We first show v € L} e

loc
with the estimate
(5.8) (U] Lo (15 (1) Wew (B, (20))) < B (43 Q3,.(20)) + er™ " |ul(@3,.(20)),

where ¢ = ¢(n, so, A, p,s), whenever Q3,.(z0) € Q5.
To do this, let us fix ¢ € (0,1). We first consider

][ [O0pulP dz < c][ \5h(ufv¢7j)|pdz+c][ |0nv; ;P dz
Qs (@its) s (@it Tist;)

s
\hIB(

By (5.7), we have

(5.9) Ji < e (11l (@3ps (r0s13)))

where ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p). Using Theorem 1.6 with ¢ = p and (3.7), we have

1
Jy < \h|||V’Uz'J||Lw(Q;|MB(rnt1)>

< c|B" I EP (0,53 Q3 (2, 1)
< ch|'PEL (vi; Q3 ps (zis t5))
+ || " Tail(vij — (vij) By, 4 (2:) (8); Byynj (€:))” dt
I;Mﬁ (t5)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, A,p). We now use (3.13) along with the fact that v; ; —
(Ui,j)Qsl 5 (@its) is also a weak solution to (4.1) with 29 = (z,¢;) and R = 4[h|?, (3.7) and
4|h "

[DKLN24b, Lemma 2.2], in order to see that

1
I3 < b P Eroe(vi j; Qippys (i 5))

v
Ll 00 = (003)my, e (D7 d
Qz‘h‘[j(xivtj)
1
+ C|h|l_ﬂ , t) T&ﬂ(UiJ - (Ui’j)B4\h|ﬁ(mi)(t); B4|h\5 (xl))p dt
s t
a|h|BNT

= |h|17ﬁ(<]271 + Jao + Jg,g)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p).
Let us recall the constant o > 2s — 1 determined in (4.8) to see that

(5.10) (1-s)/1-0)<c
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for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, p). As in the estimate of Jy given in (3.17) with ¢ = 1, we
obtain

Jo1<c vig = (Vig)B,, @) (O] dz + cJas
QF s (Fists)

(1) — v
+c(1— S)|h|(25*1)5 / |Uw (z,t) (e (y,t)] dy da
inis @iti) Y Byypys (i)

|{,C _ y|n+2sfl

<c Vi = (vij)B,, 5 (@) (B) dz 4+ cas
Q3 e @irts)

v, (,t) — iy, D[P

of
+C|h‘ (170) |x_y‘n+op

/ dydz
Qs @irts) /By (@4)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p), where we have used Holder’s inequality for the last
inequality, (4.8) and (5.10). We next use Holder’s inequality and a non-scaled version of
(4.5) to estimate J31 as

J2q1 < ey +cdoz + C|h|_nﬂ|ﬂ|(Qi|h|6(%ﬂfj))

t) — t)|P
+ c|h|‘75 (1- J)][ / [u(z,?) :_(i’p ) dy dz
Qijnis @irta) I Byypys (@) v =yl

<clap+claz+ C|h|_n5|ﬂ|(QZ|h|ﬁ(%ﬂfj))

— p
[ Medwor,,
‘5(wi7tj) B4‘h‘5(w¢)

(5.11)

clh|P7 1—0
+eln | ( >]{2

; [~y
a|h

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p), where we have also used [DKLN24a, Equation (2.6)]
for the last inequality. We now estimate J o as

(5.12)
Jao <c ][ lvi; —ulPdz| +c¢ ][ |u — (u)B4|h‘5(in)(t)|p dz
QF 8 (@ists) Q58 @ists)
1
< |l (@3 (it + e | = (W), 0oy (D7 d2
Qs (ists)

1
P

< C|h‘—n6|m(Qi‘h|B(azi,tj)) +e| (1- 7)][ |h|PCP=m) [u]gw,p(Bwﬁ(m)) di

I;I\h\ﬁ(tj)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sp, A,p) and v € (0,1), where we have used Lemma 4.1 and
[DKLN24a, Lemma 2.2]. On the other hand, we note that in view of [DKLN24b, Lemma



GRADIENT ESTIMATES FOR PARABOLIC NONLINEAR NONLOCAL EQUATIONS 41

2.2] we have

1
P

' P
][ Tail (u - (u)34\h\f’ (z:) ()3 B4\h\5($i)) dt
I° /3(tj)

4[h|

mo+2 P %
<c ][ D ok ][ lu— (u)p (zi)(t)dx> dt
(5.13) 12t ( P Bosappys () 2k+25 (B
1
p
+e S 9—2smopyi] (u — (U)B2m'0+4‘h‘6 (1) (t); B2m0+4|h|6 (l’l)) dt

14‘h|5(tj)

= Jos1+ Ja32

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,sp). Using Holder’s inequality and the fractional Poincaré
inequality from [DKLN24a, Lemma 2.3], we further estimate Ja 31 as

mo+2
maszelf > = () By o ) ()P 2

4\h\ﬁ(tj) k=0 Boks2y, 8 (2i)
mo-+2

—2sk ok —-n
<c|(1-7) ][ E 9—2 (2 |h‘5)'yp [u]ng,p(ggk”‘h‘ﬂ(wi))dt )
1 e ) k=0

=

where ¢ = c(n, so,p). Since Bomg+ajps (i) C Bsyq and x; € Bs/g by (5.6), we have

p
Jaga2 <c ][ 27 2smop <][ |u—(U)BS/4(t)|d$> dt
I:Wﬁ(tj) B34

=

‘e ][ 9—25mopTyi] (u — (u)33/4 (t); B3/4)p dt
Iilh\ﬁ(tj)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, A, p). In light of the above estimates of Jo 31 and Jz 39, we
now estimate Jp 3 as

Joz < ¢ ][ [vij — ul|P dz
QZUL\B(W’W)
. P
+c g Tail (u — (U)B4\h\5(xi)(t); B4‘h|g(:ni)> dt
(5.14) Laina (49)
< el Bl |l (Qf s (s 1))
mo+2 P
—2sk ok —n
+e (1—v)][ > o7k (R |p)P)r (U308 2 (i) B

IZ“L\B(tj) k=0
. 1
2 2smgo I

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p), where we have used Lemma 4.1 and (5.13) along with
the estimates of Jy 31 and Js 32. Moreover, we have denoted

(5.15)  Ji= ][ [ ][ ot — () 3y (£)[P e+ Tail (u — (), , (1): Bya)” | .
Islh‘g(tj) B34

4
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Combining all the estimates (5.9), (5.11), (5.12) and (5.14), we obtain
T+ T2 < el APl (Q3 s (24, £5)))”

mo+2

_|_C|h|P(1—B)(1 —0) Z 9—2sk 2k|h‘5)'yp "u ]W’y p(BQk“‘hﬂ(wi))dt
4|h\B(t) k=0 |

+ ¢|p|PO-Pg=2smop | —; ZLk(i,j)
k=1

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p), where we have also used the fact that o < ~. Using
this, we get

iz e SIS s
QS

1/2 JET €T |h\5(x7"
< [B|r 2PN ZZLk(i,j)
JET €T k=1

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p). We first use (5.5) with & = 2 and the inequality

P
S 1l (Qfpye (35 t5))P < S>> l1l(Qpye (zi:t5)) |
JET €T JET €T
which holds since p > 1, in order to see that
[R|C 28NN " Ly (i, )
JEJT €T
P
5.16 s+n(l—
( ) < c\h|(2 +n(1-p))B Z / s L“tj)(z)Mdz
(4,J)€ETxT
< cfhCHrOTPR (|| (@354))7-
We observe from (5.5) and a few algebraic inequalities that
h|(nt2s)B
SR D WA
JET €T
mo+2
B+p(1—5) (—=2s+vyp—n)k P
LD ) 30 Dk sl RRNN0 ST
JET €T k=0 18 ()
mo+2
<C|h|wﬁ+p(1 B) Z Z 9(=2s+vyp— n)k/ / |U,Y\pdydz
(5.17) k=0 (i,j)€IxJT Bs/a
mo+2
< ¢|p|PPtr(=p) Z Z 2(72s+vpfn)k/y XQk(Z)/ UL |P dy dz
k=0 (i,j)€IxT @34 Bs/a
mo+2
< ¢|h|PA+P-F) Z 2(—2S+w)k/ / U |P dy d=
k=0 Q3/4 7/ Bs/a
+p(1—
< c[p[ PP [WlZoa, won (300)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, A, p,y), where we denote Q. = Bar+t2 s () X I4|h|,3( ;) and

|z —y|m P

— p
|U’y|p(z) :/B ‘u(xﬂf) u(yat)| dy c Ll(Q§/4),
3/4
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and we have used the fact that yp < 2s by the assumptions that p < 2% and s > 1/2.

n+1

We next estimate

P28 "N " La (i, §)

JET €T

< ¢|n|"BHPA=B)|T| | h|2sB Z/ Tail (u — (u)p,,, (t); Bsa)" dt

(5.18) jeg Mamns (t)
C|h|n5+p (1-8) |I||h|25ﬁ Z/ / 33/4( )|P dx dt
jeg M ams (ti) /B2

< elpP ORI B (u; Q5,)"

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s, A, p), where we have used the fact that |Z||h|™® < ¢, (5.4),

(5.6) and
EP(u— (u)y,,(1); Q3 /a) < cE”(15.Q5 ).
Combining all the estimates (5.16), (5.17) and (5.18) yields

/ ol dz < clh O (@5 0))
5/8
(5.19) +c(1 — o)|h|eBP=R)y ]Lp(

+ c|h|p((1—ﬂ)+2sﬂ)Ep(u; Q§/4)

3/4!‘/1/’Y p(B3/4))

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, A, p,y). We are ready to prove (5.8). We first choose the
constant 8 such that

p(1+5)
2(2s0 +n(1 —p))

to see that (2s9 + n(l —p))s =p(1 +¢)/2. Since p < (n+2sp)/(n+ 1), 8 € (0,1) holds.
Let us define a sequence

B = >0

e
|
—

(5.20) =0 and =8 1+Y (1-p-¢)p ifk>1,

i

Il
=)

where the constant o is determined in (4.8) and
=(1=81-¢)/4
to see that klim Y = (3 +¢)/4. Thus, there is a positive number ic such that
—00
(5.21) v > (14¢)/2.
We first apply Lemma 2.2 into (5.19) with v = 7o to see that
[u ]LP(If/Q,W’Yl:P(BUQ)) < C(|M|(Q§/4))p +e(l- ’70)[u]ip(]§/4;W’YOvP(B3/4))
+ cEP(u;Q3)4)"

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p,s). To estimate the second term in the right-hand side
of (5.22), we consider the weak solution v to (4.1) with Q% (20) replaced by @7 to see that

]. — ’yo / / |u n—f’yﬂp” dy dZ
Q3/4 Bs/a |$ o | ’

v(y, )P
< c(|pl(QF))F + (1 — o) / / dy dz
' Q34 7/ Bs/a |x - y|n+%p

(5.22)
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for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A), where we have used (5.20), (4.5) and (4.7). Using Holder’s

inequality and the standard energy inequality given in the proof of [KW23, Theorem 1.8]
along with (3.13), we get

v(y, O
(I —7 / / dy dz
Q34 /' Bs/a |x - |n+%p

t
c(1—5)(s — ) % (/ / ns-y27s I dydz)
Q34 /' Bs/a |$ —yl

< cEf(v; Q13/16) + C/S Tail(v — (U)Qi,/w% Bizji6) dt < cE(v; Q% g),

13/16

Nl

where we have used (4.7) to see that (1 — s)(s —0)~2 < ¢(1 — s)2 for some constant
¢ = ¢(n, sp,p). By Lemma 4.1 and Hélder’s inequality, we deduce

E(v;Q7/8) < cE(u; Q7 ) + c|pul(QF) < cEP(u; @15 16) + clul(Q1),

where ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A).
Combining the above three inequalities with (5.22), we get

[WlLo (s swno(B,y ) < CEP(u;Q1516)F + c(|p|(Q1))?

1/2

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p). By standard covering arguments, we deduce

(5.23) P U] 1z (10w (B, (20))) < CBP(45,Q3,.(20))7 4 er ™" (|1l (@5, (20)))"

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, A, p, <), whenever @3, (z0) € Q5. We now use Lemma 2.2,
(5.19) with v = ~; and (5.23) to see that

[WlLe(rs s waze (B, ) < cBP(u; Q1) + c(|u[(Q1))”

1/2°
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p,<). By standard covering arguments, we obtain
P2 [l e 12 (t0); W2 2 (B, (20))) < CEP (15 Q5,.(20))7 4 er ™" (|1l (@5,.(20)))"

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, A, p,<), whenever Q5,.(z9) € Q3. By iterating the above
procedure i. — 2 times, we obtain

1Y 1] (12 (00)W 50 P (B (1)) < CEP (45,Q5,(20))7 + er™ ™ (|1l (@5, (20)))?
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s, A, p,s), whenever Q3,(20) € Q5. By [DKLN24a, Equation
(2.6)], we arrive at
Ul L (3 t0)we (B, (20)) < B (15 Q3,.(20))P + er ™" (| (@5,.(20))),

which completes the proof of (5.8).
Using (5.8), we now prove our desired gradient estimate, which requires the use of
second-order difference quotients. Similar to the proof of (5.8), we observe that

A

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s, A, p). We now use Theorem 1.6 to see that there is a constant
a = a(n, s, A, p) such that

p
|67uP dz < ¢ (|h|—nﬁ|ﬂ|(QZ|h|ﬁ(xi,tj))) + c][ 670 ;|7 dz

ne (@ints) o (@it

620, ;[P dz < |R[POF) [y ]
Qi\ﬁ(xiij)‘ " ZJ' || [ ZJ]CﬂY (QZUwﬁ(wiJj»

< | hPUH ORI EP (v 53 Q3 s (i, )P
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Therefore, as in the estimate of (5.19), we have

/ [Sul? dz < ¢TI () (Q5))”
@35

+c¢(1— g)‘h|wﬁ+p(1+a)(1fﬁ) [u]?

Lr(I3,,sW7P(Bsya))

+ | h [P+ A=B)+258) pp (4. Q34)"
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p). We now choose the constant [ as
P 1
= + =
p 2(2sp+n(l—p)) 2
to see that (2so +n(l —p))5 >pand B € (1/2,1),as p < (n+2sp)/(n+1). We next select
the constant + such that

(5.24)

S CUELTE NE
to see that v8 + (1 + a)(1 — 8) > 1. We now choose

7 =min{(2s + n(1—p))B/p, 78+ (1 +a)(1-H)} —1>0
to obtain

/Q 62ul? dz < | AP0+ (1) (@Q3))?
(5.25)

5/8
+ [P+ [u]ip(1§/4;W%P(Bg/4)) + e h|PUH) BP (4 Q3/4)"

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p). Using Lemma 2.3, (5.25), (5.19) and (5.8) with v = 7,
we arrive at

IVullLr(qs,,) < cBP(u;QF) + c|pul(QF)
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p), completing the proof. O

To obtain estimates of the gradient in fractional Sobolev spaces that are suitable to prove
gradient potential estimates, we need the following estimate for solutions to homogeneous
parabolic nonlinear nonlocal equations.

Lemma 5.2. Let us fit h € B 1 \ {0} and 8 € (0,1). Let

525 /1000
v € L2(I3j0 (t0); W2 (Byjnys (20))) N LP (I35 (0); L (R™))
be a weak solution to
O+ Lo =0 inQfys(20)

Then we have

][ \5iv|p dx < c|h|5p(1_ﬁ)E((5hv; leh‘g(zo))p
Q‘Sh‘ﬁ(zo

for some constant ¢ = c(n, so, A, p).

Proof. In view of a scaling argument, we may assume zg = 0. We first observe from Holder’s
inequality and [BL17, Proposition 2.6] that

O— p
][ |620|P dx < |h|*P  sup ][ ,hs (5hv — (0pv) s ﬁ) z
thlg 0<h<|h]| Q‘Shlﬁ |h‘ 2
i %% (50— Gro)ay )|
< |h]*?  sup ][ ! <5hv — (0pv)g ) dz
0<h<|h|®/Q® |hs 21n1?

|n|B
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< |h|*? ][ sup ][
Ifhlﬁ 0<h<|h|# Y B}, s

< c|h|*® ((1 _ S)|h_("+28)B[5hv}%2u§lh5?W‘9’2(32hB)))

ViS]

2

57
TTS (cm - (5,LU)Q;WB) dz dt

|h

P
2

P
— 2
el (|02 B (0nvs Q3pye)?) =7
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sp,p). We note from Lemma 3.7 that J,v is a weak solution to
8t(5hv + EAhéh'U = 0 ln leh‘ﬁ

for some coefficient Ay, satisfying (3.10) and (3.11). Thus, by the standard energy inequali-
ties given in the proof of [KW23, Theorem 1.8], we get

(11— 3)|h|7(n+28)ﬂ[5hv]2L2(I§w|ﬂ9WS’2(B2|M5))

< C‘h|72SﬁE12()c(6hv;Q§|h|ﬁ)2 —|—C|h‘725ﬁ . Tail(éhv — (5hU)Q§‘h|ﬁ§B3|h\/*)dt
3|h|8

Plugging this inequality into the term J along with Lemma 3.9 yields

L kel el (72 B s @)
|18 120

4 C|h|sp(1*ﬂ) Tail(dhv - (5hv)Q;\h\/3 ; B3|h\/3) dt
Is
3|h|B

< b PO E(84,0; Qe )"
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p), which completes the proof. O

Next, we prove higher differentiability of the gradient with an explicit estimate.

Lemma 5.3. Fizp € (17 %), let pe LY (I55(to); L*°(Bar(wo)) and assume that

u € L*(I35(to); W**(Bar(0))) N C(I3g(to); L*(Bar(0))) N LY (I3g(to); Ly, (R™))

is a weak solution to (1.1) in Q5 (20) with Vu € LP(R"x 15, (to)) and p € L* (I35 (to); L (Bagr(wo)))-
Then there is a constant oo = oo(n, so, A, p) € (0,1) such that Vu € LP(I3(to); W*P(Br(x0)))

with the estimate
1

_ P »
({0 Siwor,,
%(z0) Y Br(zo) |3j - yln oop

< cEP(Vu; Q3p(20)) + R~ || (Q3 2 (20))

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, A, p).

Remark 5.4. The assumption that Vu € LP(R™ x I35(t9)) is not restrictive for our
purposes, since in view of Lemma 5.1 and the localization argument given in Lemma 3.2
this assumption can always be removed in the end.

Proof. We may assume R = 1/2 and zg = 0. First fix 8 determined in (5.24). We now
choose h € R such that

0 < || < 525 /1000.
Then by Lemma 2.12, there is a covering {th‘ﬁ(xi, tj)}i.jyezxg of Q3 g such that (z;,t;) €
Q5,5 (5-2), (5.3) and (5.4). In addition, there is a positive integer mq such that (5.6) holds.
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Let v; ; be a weak solution given in (4.1) with zo = (z;,¢;) and R = 4|h|’. We first observe
from Lemma 5.2 that

Fo vl ds < TP B0 Qi (i)
QP8 (@ists)
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s, A, p). Using this and Lemma 4.1, we next observe

2 ) |Gl dz < c|h| 7" (|l (QF s (i 15))”
(5.26) + c|h[PC D E (S, 55 Qijnye (Tis t5))”
< BTl Qs (s )P
+ el [P B(8hu; Qs (s £5))P
where ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p). We note from Hoélder’s inequality and (3.7) that
E0nu; Qe (i, t5))"
< Bl (0nu; Qs (s t5))”

+c ][
IS

4|h‘3(t9‘)

P

p
Tail ((5hu — ((Shu)Bth (x,_-)(t)§ B4\h\5(xi)) dt =J1+ Jo

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s9). As in (5.13) with u replaced by dpu, we deduce that

mo+2 p %
J2<c ][ ) < Z 2728}6][ |onu — (5hu)sz+2\hlﬁ(mi)(t)‘ dx) dt
s ¢

218 k=0 Boktzypp(2i)
1
P
p
+ 2—2smo Tail <5hu — (5hu)B2m0+4|h‘B(zi)(t); B27n0+4|h‘5 (.Z‘z)) dt
Lins (t5)
= Jo1 + Jo o,

where ¢ = ¢(n, sp). We now use Holder’s inequality and a few algebraic inequalities to see
that

mo+2 %
Joq <c Z 2_2Sk][ ][ [0nu — (5hU)Q§/4|p dz
k=0 Laine (t3) Y Bantzyp 6 (w4)
and
%
J2’2 S C2—2s7ﬂ0 Tail (6hu - (5hU)Q§/4; B3/4)p dt

I:Hh‘/s(tj)

+ 2 —25m0 ]Z ][ |5hu — (5hU)Q‘§/4|p dz
1308 (ti) / Bs/a

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg).
Combining all the estimates J2 1 and Js 2, we obtain

=

mo+2
B(0nu; Qs (s t))P < Y 272k ][ ][ |6nu — (Opu)qy, |P dz
k=0 158 E5) Y Boktayy 8 (i)

4|h|B

+ 62_25"‘0”][ ][ [Opu — (5hu)Q§/4|p dz
I? 5(t;) JBasa

4lh|
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p
1 2~ 2smop Tail (6hu — (dpu) I 33/4) dt.

s ()
4|h|BNT
Using this, (5.26), (5.3), (5.4) and (5.6) along with (5.16) and (5.18), we deduce
PR S O Oral” dz
5/8 i€Z jeT ¥ Qps (Firts)
< | EP (G Q5 4)7 + | PRI (1| (7))

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, o, A, p). As in the proof of [DKLN24b, Lemma 2.6], we further
estimate

][ [hul? dz < c|h[PTPADEP(Vu; Q3 5)P + b+ P (1) (Q3))7
Q38
Using Lemma 2.4 along with the choice of the constant 5 given in (5.24), we get
weor(B, ) < CEP(Vu; Q1) + c|p|(Q7)
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p) by taking

200 = min{(2s8 + (1 —p)nB)/p,s(1 — B) + 1} — 1.
This completes the proof. [l

[VU] Lp(Is

1/2°

5.2. Gradient oscillation decay for homogeneous initial boundary value problems.
The aim of this subsection is to establish decay estimates for nonlinear nonlocal homogeneous
initial boundary value problems that are suitable for obtaining gradient potential estimates
in the presence of general measure data. We accomplish this by first proving suitable higher
differentiability estimates for the spatial gradient with respect to the spatial and temporal
variables separately and then interpolating between these estimates. We begin with a such
higher differentiability estimate with respect to the spatial direction.

Lemma 5.5. Fizp € (17 ":fi“), let pe LY (I55(to); L*°(Bar(o)) and assume that

u € L2 (I3(to); W*2(Ban(x0))) N (U p(to); I (Bar(ao))) N L7 (I p(to); L, (R™))
is a weak solution to (1.1) in Q3x(20) with Vu € LP(R™ x I55(to)). Let
v € L(Ty(to); W*3(Br(x0))) N C(Ti(to); L2 (Ba(zo))) 1 P (T (to); L, (R™))
be the unique weak solution to
v+ Lv=0 in Q% (20),

(5.27) v=u in (R™\ Br(wo)) x If(to),

v(-,to — R*) = u(-,tg — R*) in Br(xo).
Then there is a constant k = k(n, so, A, p) € (0,1) such that

—(n+2s)
#4’_,@

R (VO] La(1s (o)W a (B, (20)))

cRn+4s
< oy Blac(VUiQ3(20)) + B (Vi Q3 z0))]
cR™ (@ (20))
(p — f)n+4s Rn+1

holds for any q € [p,0) and all R/2 <r < p < 3R/4, where ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p,q).

(5.28)

Proof. Let us assume zp = 0 and R = 1. By the assumption that sg > 1/2, we observe
(5.29) 2508 —1 >0,
where = %ﬁl < 1. We now choose h € R™ \ {0} such that

(5.30) |h| < s2: (p — 1) /1000
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to see that

Q@351 (2) C Qgpypya i 2 € Q7
Then by Lemma 2.12, there is a covering {thlﬂ(mi7tj)}(i7j)ezxj of Q7,4 ,)s such that
(@istj) € Qfrrypyss> (5:2), (5.3) and (5.4) hold. In addition, there is a constant mo > 1
such that

(5.31) 52 (p—1)/8 < 2™ p|P < 535 (p— 1) /4.
We first note that by Lemma 3.9, we have

5ol dz < BT Bnfaigr o,
]éshﬁ(””“tf)| s < IH Pnele (@},8 (@i:t5))

< | b U EP (65,03 Q4o (i 15))"

(5.32)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A,p,q). As in (5.13) with u replaced by d,v along with
Hoélder’s inequality, we deduce

EP(0nv; Qiypys (25 t5))

Q=

mo+2

<ol S ][ ][ (0w — (Gnv)gs, |7 d>
k=0 IZ\h\ﬁ(tj) Bkt 8 (i) —a
P
P
+ 272 ][ Tail (850~ (010) 5y ) (0 Bamaapya () i
s ()
= Ja1+ Jo2

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p), where we have also used that

I(Shv - (6’1”)3 k218 (Il)(t)|q dx
B2k+2|h‘ﬁ(.’lﬁi) 2 k|

1
<c <][ 0nu — (Opu)qs, ., |4 dx) .
Bokt2y, 8 (zi) E

As in the estimate of the term I given in [DKLN24b, Equation (4.18)], we estimate Js o as

J - c2—28m0 ][
2= = |y
62725777,0

+ P —
(p—r)m

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s, A, p), where we have used Holder’s inequality. After a few
calculations along with (5.31) and Lemma 4.1, we estimate Jz 21 as

q

1

p

p
Tail (5hv — (5hv)33,,,+p (t); BSTZ—/}) dt
I

:UL\B (tj)
1
q

]l ]l |0nv — (0nV) B3, , (1)]? dz =t Ja21+J222
Lingp () Bareo ’

1

02—28m0 P P

J2’2’1 S 7+2 Tall 5hu — (6hu)BSHP (t); Bw dt
(p—r)"*2 \ Js ) E 1
4|h|BNY
c|h|?*8 / | d
—————  sup u—ov|ldr
(p—r)ntds tels, () /B

D=

c2—2sm0 ) p
S m f;s ﬁ(tj) Tail ((5hu — (6hu)3%3 (t), BST)) dt

4|h|
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C‘h|255
(p—r)ntas

ul(@F)
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p). Combining all the estimates (5.32), Jo1 and J o, we
get

|620|? dz
Q?7T+p)/8

< c|h|( 208 Z Z ][ |6v] dz
i€Z jeg Qs (@iti)
q

hlaa(1=8)
clhl d

< G [, | G,

3rtp
1

3r+p
3

2sfq
qa1i-)__clh]
+ C|h| (P — r)q(n+4s) f

c|h|?sPataa(1=F) ong
W(WKQl))

a
P

p
Tail <5hu — (5hu)3w (t); Bs‘j—p> dt)

s
P

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p, q), where we have also used (5.3), (5.4) and (5.5). As in
the proof of [DKLN24b, Lemma 2.6] along with a few simple calculations, we deduce

/ |67v]?dz < W/ Vo —(Vv)gs, [Tdz
Q (p - T) Q3 =5

(rr40)/8 Tip
c|h|ae(=A)+a

(o =y

. C|h|2s/3q+qa(1*5) s
EP(Vu; Q#)q + W(W(Ql))q

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, A, p,q). With the choice of 5 given in (5.29), we now apply
Lemma 2.4 into the above inequality to see that

C S S S
(V] La(rswea(B,)) < =t (Bl (Vu;Q5) + cEP(Vu; Q) + |ul(QF)]
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, A, p, ¢), where the constant

k=a(l-0)/2
depends only on n, s, A and p. This completes the proof. ]
Next, we establish an estimate of the Hélder seminorm of solutions to homogeneous initial

boundary value problems that involves affine functions, making it suitable for executing
iteration prodedures in our first-order setting.

Lemma 5.6. Let us fix p € (1, ":fio) Let v be a weak solution to (5.27). For any affine

functionl = A-xz+b with A € R" and b € R, we have
R v = oo @y, o)
< cBoe(v = Q3 )4(20)

1
P

+e < ][ Tail(u — 1 — (u — 1) gy 4 (w0) (1); Barya(@o))” dt) + eRMpl(Q%(20))
I§R/4(t0)

for some o1 = o1(n, sg, A, p) € (0,1) and some ¢ = ¢(n, so, A, p).
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Proof. We may assume R = 1 and zyg = 0. We are first going to prove that for any
q € [p,00),

v - Z]W%’q(Ig/m;Lq(Bg/la)) +lv Z]Lq(le/lﬁ’w201’q(B9/16))
< B (0~ 1Q3))
(5.33) : o 1
+ec <][ Tail(u — 1 — (u —1)B,,, (t); B3/s)” dt) + cpl(Q7),
3/4

holds for some constants o1 = o1(n,so,A,p) € (0,1) and ¢ = ¢(n, so, A,p,q). Let us fix
h < si/lo()O and 8 = 1/2. As in Lemma 5.1, there are mutually disjoint coverings
{Byns (i) }iez of Bs/g and {Ilsh‘ﬁ(tj)}jej of I3 ¢ such that (z;,1;) € Q5 5, (5.3), (5.4) and
(5.5) hold. In addition, there is a positive integer mq satisfying (5.6). We observe from
(2.2) and (3.26) that

Bz L e pps
(534) 5/8 0,J Q.‘hlﬁ (wist;)

< c| b H2) e (1=0) ZEP = LQ% s (205 15))7,

4,J

where ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p). We first note from (3.7) that
EP (v =1 Q8 (24, t5))P

<c [v—1—(v—1) %16
Q3 nis @irts)

+ ][ Tail(v - - (’U — Z)B4‘h‘ﬂ($i)(t); B4\h|ﬁ(zi))p dt = J; + Ja
' ()
4|h|B

[P dz

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sp, p). In light of [DKLN24b, Lemma 2.2] along with Holder’s
inequality, we next estimate Jo as
mo

sisey 2 /. ][ o= U= (0= Dy oo (D d
BZk\h\ﬂ(wi

|h ‘B(tj
+ C272Sm0p Tall(’U -1 - (U — Z)Bn/w (t), Bll/lﬁ)p dt
I3 5(ts)
4|n|B
mo
<CZZ QSk]Z ][ \v—l—(v—l)Qn/mV”dz
|k \ﬁ 2k\h\/3(m1
+c - Tail(u — 1 — (v =) B,, 15 (t); Bi1/16)" dt + c|u[(Q7)
i
4|”[-I 3J

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, A, p), where we have used (5.6) and Lemma 4.1 for the last
inequality. Combining the above two inequalities with (5.3), (5.4), (5.5), Holder’s inequality
and the fact that

D aigl? < D lail (¢>1),
,J .5
we get

DD B Qe (i ty))

€L jeT
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mo
=599 D) SRl SN SR T BN (R PN
i€ZL jET k=2 fhlg(tj) ngmﬁ (z4)

+ CZ Z Tail(u — I = (u = 1) By, 16 (1); Buijie)"dt |+ CZ Z(|H|(Q§))q

iz \jeg i et ieT jeg

< ¢|n|m(n+29)8 lv—1—(v—1)gs

11/16
+ c\h|_”ﬁ </
I

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p).
On the other hand, we note from Lemma 3.10, (3.7) and Lemma 4.1 that

(1 |

q
. lv—1— (vl)Qi1/16|qdz>
11/16

< cEP(v—1;Q3,,)

|7dz
11/16
Tail(u — 1 — (u =) B,, 16 (t); Bi1/16)" dt) + R T 2B (14)(Q5))1

s
11/16

v
< cEf (v—1; Q§/4) +clp|(Q3) + ¢ </ Tail(u — | — (u — 1)33/4(t); By )P dt)
154
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p, q). Using the above two inequalities together with (5.34),
we obtain

J

q

P

|61, (v = )| dz < ¢[n| P ( /Q lo—1—(v— l>cz;/4|”dz>

s
3/4

+ c|p|T (=5 </
IS

3/4
+ R (| (@)%
We now use the embedding result given by Lemma 2.5 to see

L4(Byg/16)) = CEIIf)c(U -1 Q§/4)

s
5/8

SIS

Tail(u — 1 — (u — 1), ,,(t); Bs/a)? dt)

[v— Z]Wﬂ/swqug/w;

(5.35) te ( ]{ S
5

+ c|ul(Q7)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, A, p, q), where o1 = y(1 — 8)/4 depends only on n, sg, A and
p. Similarly, by replacing 6}, (v — ) with é,(v — ) and following the same lines as in the
proof of (5.35), we deduce

P

Tail(u — 1 — (u — 1), ,, (t); B3/a)? dt)

[U - l]Lq(IS/w?W%l’q(Bg/m)) < CE{Z}C(U -1 Q§/4)

+c <][ Tail(u — 1 — (ul)33/4(t);B3/4)pdt) »

3/4
+ c|p|(Q7).
Therefore, the proof of (5.33) is complete. We now fix ¢ = %125 to see that if Q%(z1) C Qg/lﬁ’
then

]és(z 1= = (0= Dy d < ™ 0 = g,
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e v —lpags wrera(B, 2))

holds for some constant ¢ = ¢(n), where we have used Holder’s inequality and Lemma 2.6.
By combining Lemma 2.10 with the above inequality and (5.33), we obtain the desired
estimate. O

Using the previous lemma along with fractional Gagliardo-Nirenberg-type inequalities
given in [BM18] yields the following reverse Holder-type inequality.

Lemma 5.7. Let v be a weak solution to (5.27). Then for any q € [p,00), we have
(5.36)
Eloe(Vv; QR /9(20))

< B}, (Vv Q3/4(20)) + cEP(Vu; Q35 /4(20))

3£

3R/4(t0)

1 (Q&(20))

RnJrl

=

Tail(u — (VU)QgR/4(zo) (¥ —20) — (W) By 4 (20) (1) Bapyal(®o))” dt)

+c
for some constant ¢ = c(n, s0, A, p, q).

Proof. We may assume zp = 0 and R = 1. Recall the constant k = k(n, so, A, p) € (0,1)
determined in Lemma 5.5. We fix the constant

1+ k/2
5.37 0 = .
( ) 14+~
We next choose ¢ := 7(1_9)/(12(1”0/(1 —q > 0 to see that
1-6 6 1
(5.38) — 4t -=

2q g q+¢

Let us also choose

(5.39) g1 =min{e, k/(2n)} > £/(16n).
Then there is a positive integer ig = ip(n, so, A, p, q) such that
(5.40) P+ ioe1 = g

We define a sequence by

(5.41) ri=1/2+1/(32(i0 +2)), 0<i<ig+2

and observe that ;12 = 17/32. We note from [BM18, Theorem 1] that
(5.42) lgC, t)llwrsnrzacs,,) < cllaC Ollzalp,  19CDIeras,,)

for some ¢ = ¢(n, so, A, p), where g := v —1 with | := (Vv)gs -z +(v)gs . Applying Holder’s
inequality together with (5.38) into (5.42) yields

1

q+e
(/ 9GO >dt)

1—-6

1-6 [
(5.43) <c (/ ||9('at)‘|i€1(3”) dt) (/ llg(-, )”(IJ/VHW(B”) dt)

T

2q A
g(/ ol ) (/ o >||‘¢V1+N,q(37‘i)dt> ,

where ¢ = ¢(n, so, A, p, q).




54 DIENING, KIM, LEE, AND NOWAK
Using the fact that v — [ is a solution to (3.27) and Lemma 3.6, we deduce that

B2 (0 Q) < ][ |V(v—l)|dz—|—c][ Tail(o — 1 — (v — U)p,.__ () dt

Qi,;_H Iﬁi+l
(544) < CEIOC(V’U; Q§/4)
+ c][s Tail(v — (Vv)Qi P A (v)s,,,, (1) dt

Ti+1
holds, where ¢ = ¢(n, s9, A,p,q), as 7,41 — r; depends only on n, sg, A, p,¢. In addition,
using Lemma 2.13 together with a few simple calculations, we obtain

Tail(v — (Vo)qs, -y — (v)m,,,, (t)dt

Is Tit1
Ti4+1
(5.45) < C][ \Vv—Vu|dz+c][ |v —u|dz
Q§/8 Qg/s

+ c][ Tail(u — (VU)Qg/8 Y — (u)B,,(t); Bs/s) dt,

5/8

where ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A,p,q). Combining (5.44) and (5.45) with Lemma 4.1, Lemma 5.10,
Lemma 2.13 and Holder’s inequality, we obtain

Eje(v = Q)

< B (V3 Q34) + clul(QF) + cEP (Vu; Q3 4)
(5.46)

P

+c <][ Tail(u — (Vu)Q§/4 Y — (u)B,,, (t); B3ya)® dt) ,

s
3/4

where ¢ = ¢(n, s, A, p,q,4). Using (5.43) and (5.46) along with Holder’s inequality, we

obtain
(f o =1 W<>dt>

(5.47) < eBL(VQL,) + clul(@)) + cEP (Vs Q) + BV (Vs Q3)

P

+c (][q Ta’ll(u — (VU)Q§/4 Sy — (u)33/4 (t)7 33/4)17 dt)

3/4

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, A, p, ¢), where we have also used (5.28) with R =1, r = ry,
p = rit1 and 2o = 0. By the fractional Sobolev embedding as in e.g. [DPV12, Theorem
6.7] together with (5.39) and (5.47), we get

TFer
Bl (Vo; Q) < (][ V(v =0, )||3;f/12q3 dt)

< cE (Vo Q7)) + clul(QF) + B (Vs @3 4) + cE” (Vs Q5 4)

(f

3/4

1

P

Tail(u — (Vu) R (u)33/4 (t); Baya)? dt)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p, q,1). Therefore, we have

B (Vo1 Qy,) < B (VoiQy, ) + clul(@Q1) + cER (Vv; Q54) + cEP (VU Q3 4)

1

(5.48) v
+ec <][ Tail(u — (VU)Q§/4 Yy — (u)B,,,(t); B3ja)? dt)
154
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for some constant ¢ = c(n7 so, A, p, q, i), where we denote
qx =p+ key for any k> 0.
By Hélder’s inequality, (5.48), (5.40) and (5.41), we arrive at
By (Vo Qi/Q) < Egg“(vw Qi/2)

< Bt (Vs Q) + clul(Q3) + Bl (Vu; Q54) + cEP (Vs Q3 4)

loc

wo(f

Tail(u — (VU)Q§/4 Yy — (U)BS/4 (t); Bga)? dt)
3/4

< B} (Vv Q3,4) + c|ul(Q1) + cE, (Vv Q3 4) + cEP (Vu; Q3 4)

wo(f

3/4

P

P

Tail(u — (Vu)Q§/4 -y — (u)B,,,(t); B3a)? dt)
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, A, p, q), as we iterate ig + 1 times and the positive integer ig

depends only on n, sg, A, p and ¢. This completes the proof. O

Using Lemma 5.6 and Lemma 5.7 in conjunction with Lemma 2.8 and Lemma 2.9, we
now prove higher differentiability with respect to the time variable of the spatial gradient
of solutions to homogeneous problems.

Lemma 5.8. Fiz p € (1, LQSO), let v be a weak solution to (5.27) and let q € [p,0).

n+1
Then there is a constant s = »(n, so, A, p) € (0,1) independent of q such that
(5.49)
R*[Vv]

W 259(13, )5 (t0);L9(Bry2(20))

< D (V0 Qia(0) + B (Vs Qi) + el 2 )

P
c .
t5 <][ Tail(u — (Vu)qs, ,(z0) - (U = %0) = (W) By a (o) (1); Barya(wo))? dt)
I§R/4(t0)
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p, q).

Proof. We may assume zg = 0 and R = 1. We are going to prove that there is a constant
» = x(n, sp, A,p) € (0,1) such that

IVOllwsrsar; ,ipa(B,2))

< B (Vs Q) + cEP(Vu; Q3 ) + ¢l ul(QF)

(]

3/4

(5.50)

p

Tail(u — (VU)Q§/4 y — (u)B,,,(t); B3ja)? dt)

holds for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, A, p,q). We divide the proof into two parts depending
on the range of q.

Step 1: In case of ¢ < 2. Let us fix some ¢ € C?(Qg/g) with ¢ =1 on Qi/z' In view
of Lemma 5.5 and Lemma 5.6, we have

(5.51) w = (v—1)p € WF22(R; L2(R")) N L3(R; WHR2(R™)),
where
(5.52) % =min{k,01/2} and [:= (V0)Qs, 1o ¥+ (U)Qil/w.

We point out that the constants x and o7 are determined in Lemma 5.5 and Lemma 5.6,
respectively. In addition, using Lemma 5.6, (5.46), Lemma 5.5 and Lemma 5.7 along with
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a few simple calculations, we obtain

||w||WE/2s,2(R;L2(Rn)) < CH’U — lHL?(Qg/s) + C[U - l]CUl (@3,6)
< cBf (v —1Q71/16) + clul(Q1)

=

(5.53)
+c <][ Tail(u — 1 — (“_Z)Bu/le(t)§311/16)p dt)

11/16

<cM

and

[wll 2 wra+meny) < cllv =1llL2qs 4 + v = oo g, + el V(v = D21z w2 (Bs )
< cM,

where ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p) and

M = E}, .(Vv; Q§/4) + |u[(QF) + cEP (Vu; Q§/4)

(4

s
3/4

3 =

Tail(u — (Vu)Q§/4 y — (u)B,,,(t); B3a)? dt)

By using the Fourier transform, we observe that

£ lwes2s 2 gezz@ny) = (7] + 12 F F(&,7) L2 @nr)

and
11l 2 swinz@ny = (€] + D)HEF FE, )| n2gns),

where fis the Fourier transform with respect to the spatial variables and F f is the Fourier
transform with respect to the time variable. We next observe from (5.51) and Holder’s
inequality that

Hai’w||Wn0/s,2(Rn;L2(Rn))

= (7] + 17/ (F @) (&, )| L2 ey

<71+ D2 (F @) E ) pa sy 16| + 1) FH(F @)(E T2 oty

—v
S c||wH%}VE/2s,2(R;L2(Rn)) ||w||1l912(]R;W1+R=2(]R"))7

where

(5.54) R and 9= L
. rny = —————- 1 = —.
O 2(1+5R) 1+7

Combining the above three estimates along with the fact that w = (v — {)¢ yields

L2(B5)) < IVWllwoorsz@p2@ny) + Bl (VU5 Q3 4)
<cM

190 = Dllwnorezrg

(5.55)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p), where we write

l(y’ t) = (VU)Q§/4 Y+ (U)Q;,/z;'
If ¢ < 2, then by Holder’s inequality, we deduce
(5'56) HV(U - Z)||W"O/25vq(]5

¢ piL(Biy) < [VUlwrorea(y iL2(B, ) < M

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p,q). Thus, by taking s < s, we obtain (5.50).
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Step 2: In case of ¢ > 2. We now use the fractional Gagliardo-Nirenberg-type
inequality given by [BM18, Theorem 1] and Hélder’s inequality to see that

IV (0 = Dllworco.aqs ,imacs )

= (/31/2 ||V(U—l)( )HW%()/(qe)q(Is/ )d.’lf>

<</B 19 =D, Yleo ez, ) IV = DM ey >d>
1/2

7\l 1)
<V =Dl areagy o, IV @ = DIl )

(5.57)

Q=

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,k,q). By (5.55) and Lemma 5.7, we further estimate the
right-hand side of (5.57) as

(5.58) IV (v = Dllwosco. (13 5L (Byy2)) = M,
where ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p,q). We now choose

5.59 = ——".

( ) qo %g(l — %0)

Then by taking

(5.60) » < 50/ qo,

we obtain (5.49) in the case when ¢ < go. Therefore, we may assume that g > qo. First, we
are going to prove that

(561) HU - Z”W"0/4Sv‘1(If/2;W"0/2‘q(Bl/2)) + H'U - ||W;{0/29q a(rs i) W1+%2/4 (B 3)) <cM

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, A, p, q). Using the same reasoning as in (5.53) along with
(5.52), (5.54), Lemma 2.8 and Lemma 5.6, we obtain
(562) ||’U - iHW}ro/4s,q(1f/2;W%0/2,q(31/2)) S [’U - 1]02”0(Qf + ||U — l”Lq 1/2 S cM.

Combining [DKLN24a, Equation (2.6)], Lemma 5.5, Lemma 5.7, and (5.58) yields

10 = Wy nars s,y 190 = Dlzacos,

+[V(v- l)]Lq(lf/2§WK(2)/4’q(31/2)) +[V(v- l)]WKO/@SQ) (175319 (B1/2))

(563) < CH’U - ZHW”0/45’q(11§/2;WKU/Z’(I(Bl/z)) + CElqOC(VU; Q§/4)

+c[V(v— l)]Lq(I
< cM.

W =0:4(By /5)) + C[V(’U — l)]W;{O/(sq) a(13,,:L9(By 2))

1/2° 1/2}

Next, we estimate the follwing quantity

/ / / / - G(a,1) = (Gly.) =Gl "
_ yy|ntarg /A4 |10/ (25) ’
B2 J B2 |33 y["ta 8/ [t — 7|

where we write

G=V(w—1) and dZ = dxdydtdr.
We now choose

/s

T a—
0721+ s4/s)

so that
(14 520/(25))/(1 = o) =1+ 50/s.



58 DIENING, KIM, LEE, AND NOWAK

By (5.59), we see
(n +qo5 /4) /Y0 < n+ 4.

Thus, Holder’s inequality along with a few simple calculations and (5.63) yields

( G(x,t) — Gy, )quzy‘)( G(z,t) — G(, )| dZ)l_%

|z — y|(n+q%§/4)/190 [t — 7-|(1+%0/(28)/(1—190)

Gl Dl )" ([ 166 =Gl N
|x_y|(n+qzo t_T‘1+;40/s

9
l)]L?z(I § /W0 Q(B1/2))[v(v - l)]W"‘U/(“J) (17,53 L1(B1y2)) s eM

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s, A, p,q). Therefore, combining the previous display with
(5.62) and (5.63) yields (5.61).

Using [DKLN24a, Equation (2.6)] and combining the interpolation inequality given by
Lemma 2.9 with (5.61), we obtain

v — ZHW“f a(Is

1/2 W1+K1 q(B1/2))

1-©
< CHU - lHW%o/(4s),r1(If/z;w%o/Zq(Bl/Q))”U ”WKO/QSQ q(IS W1+%3/4,q(31/2)) <cM

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p, q), where we write

2 3 2
Ll /16 33 /8 »; 20 (8 + )
= 0= d v:=
TR T T 1452/ M T T 85t 152) T dsq(d+ 2)
We now use [DKLN24a, Equation (2.6)] to see that if
(5.64) 3 < 53 /64,

then we have

(5.65) [Volwear; yina(my ) < cllo = Ulwnrar

190 sWit=1.4(By /5)) < cM,

1/2

where ¢ = ¢(n, so, A, p,q). This completes the proof of (5.50) when ¢ > ¢o and (5.64)
holds. Therefore, if we take » = min{sq/qo, 53 /32}, where s = s5(n,so, A, p) and
do = qo(n, so, A, p) are determined in (5.54) and (5.59), respectively, then the estimate
(5.50) follows by combining (5.56), (5.58), (5.60), (5.64) and (5.65). O

Combining Lemma 5.5, Lemma 5.6 and Lemma 5.7, we are finally able to deduce suitable
decay estimates for homogeneous problems at the gradient level.

Lemma 5.9. Fizp € <1, ”:fi”) and let

u € L*(I35(to); W**(Bar(wo))) N LP (I3 (to); WP (R™)).
Let v € L*>(I3(to); W*2(Bagr(wo))) N LP (I (t0); L3 (R™)) be a unique solution to (5.27).
There is a constant oy = ap(n, so, A,p) € (0,1) such that if p € (0,1/4], then

osc Vv < ep™ | R (Vo3 Qipya(20)) + B (Vs Qi (20))]

Q;R(ZO)

(5.66) L opeo ( ]{ 1

—1 P i
Tail < ; BsR/a (xo)) dt)
3R/4(t0) R

oo [1(@R(20))

+ cp Rn+1

holds for any q € [1,00), where ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p,q) and
Wy, t) = (Vu)gs . (o) - (¥ = 20) + () By o) (B)-
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Proof. The proof relies on Campanato’s characterization of Holder spaces. We are first
going to prove that there are constants ¢ = ¢(n, s, A, p) and ag = ag(n, so, A,p) € (0,1)
such that

(5.67)

r @o S S
Vo = (Vo)gsenld S ¢ (%) [Bo(T05 Qinyal20)) + B (Vi Qi yal20))]

) <][ (tO)Taﬂ( RlBgR/4(x0)>pdt>;

3R/4

+e(n
( )ao 1ul(@r(=0) _, C(g)aoM
We

Q3.(=1)

Rrl R

holds whenever Q7(z1) C Q% /5(20). We now choose

® = min{k, s},

where the constants x and s are determined in Lemma 5.8 and Lemma 5.6, respectively.
Let us fix the constant ¢ such that

q=(n+2s)/2E

to see that

2
(5.68) g ntze

=E/2.

By Holder’s inequality and Lemma 2.6 along with the fact that Q2(z1) C Q‘E/z (20), we
have

][ Vo — (Vo)gsen| dz < Bl (Vo @5(=1)
Qs (z1)

nt2s [VU]

< erfo
scer W 1(I3,5(t0);L(Bry2(x0)))

+er® [Vv]mus/ (t0);W™9(Br2(x0))

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n). In addition, by (5.68) and applying the estimates given in
Lemma 5.8 and Lemma 5.6 into the right-hand side of the above inequality, we obtain
(5.67) with ap = %/2. Finally, we deduce from Lemma 2.10 and (5.67) that

R0 [V’U]Cao (Q;"«/AL(ZU)) <c (M + Eloc(Vv; Q;R/4(Z0)))

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, A, p). Together with an application of Holder’s inequality,
the desired estimate follows, finishing the proof. O

5.3. First-order comparison estimates. By combining Lemma 4.1, Lemma 5.3 and
Lemma 5.5 with an interpolation argument, we are able to upgrade our zero-order compari-
son estimates from Lemma 4.1 to the gradient level.

Lemma 5.10. Fizp € ( , ”:f‘f“) let pe LY (I55(t0); L>°(Bar(zo)) and assume that

u € L*(I3g(to); W**(Bar(w0))) N C(I35(t); L*(B2r(w0))) N LP (I3 (to); Lys (R™))
is a weak solution to (1.1) in Q3x(z0) with Vu € LP(R™ x I55(to)). Let
v € L*(Ig(to); W**(Br(20))) N C(I;(to); L*(Br(x0))) N LP (I (to); Lo (R™))

be the unique solution to (5.27). Then we have the comparison estimate

<][ Wu_de) _ (@0
Q%/Q(ZO) Rn+1
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Q5 (= 1-0 .
+c (W EP(Vu; Q%(20))°,
where 6 = 0(n, so, A, p) € (0,1) and ¢ = ¢(n, s, A, p).
Proof. Let us fix 1/2 <r < p < 3/4 and choose
k = min{og, k},

where the constants g and x are determined in Lemma 5.3 and Lemma 5.5, respectively.
We next select § = 1/(1 4+ &). By [BM18, Theorem 1], we obtain

19 (=) Dllzos,)
< (=) 050, (1 = ) Ollans,) + IV =) O,
+ell(w = ) (DI [V (= 0) G Dy

a.e. t € I, where ¢ = ¢(n, so, A,p), as & depends only on n, sg, A and p. After a few simple
calculations together with integrating both sides of the above inequality with respect to
the time variables and Holder’s inequality, we obtain

19— Volliogs) < llu— vl 5l (lu = llio@ + Ve~ Vollan)’
+ellu -}, Qs)[Vu - Vv]?:p(lf;wg,p(Br)).
Using Young’s inequality, we have
190 = Vollzagas) < ellu = vllzags + ella = V5l [Vt = Vollrepmn(s, -
We further estimate the above right-hand side as

[Vu = Vvl Lo (qs)

0
< cfpl(@7) + C(|N|(Qi))1 0 [[VU]LF(I,ﬁ;WK’P(BVr)) + [VU}LP(I,ﬁ;WEvP(Br))]
s\\1—6
< clul(Q]) + W (Bl (Vo;Q3) + EP(Vu; QF) + |“|(Q‘i)]9
ce(lpl(@)°

s 6
< elpl(@D) + = [V = Vellzep) + B (Vs Q1) + 14l(QD)

_ V=Vl | e[lnl(@1) + (nl(@) " E? (Vu; Q5)°]
= 9 (p— ,’,,)(n+4s)/(1—9) ’

where we have used Lemma 5.5 and Young’s inequality. By employing a classical iteration
lemma given in [Giu03, Lemma 6.1], we arrive at the desired estimate. (]
6. GRADIENT POTENTIAL ESTIMATES

In this section, we finally establish our pointwise gradient estimates in terms of caloric
Riesz potentials. Let us recall (5.1). First, we fix some

n + 2sg
6.1 €|, .
(6.1) P < n+1 )
Next, we select
480

6.2 =
(6.2) o
to see that ¢ depends only on n, sg and

2 259 — 1
(6.3) 25— 1 2> 2077

q 2
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6.1. Excess decay. We now introduce the functional

= s _ [u— (V) gz, (z0) - (T — 20) = (W) By (x0) (1) T\
E(u; Qr(20)) = (J{E(to) <]{BR(zo) Ia dx) dt)

. U — (VU)Q‘%(ZO) ' (y - .230) - (u)BR(zo)(t) . - g
+ (J{;%(to)Taﬂ( 7 ; Br( 0)> dt) ,

Q|-

which will be used to handle the parabolic tail that appears in the second line of the
right-hand side in (5.66).

Remark 6.1. We point out that in light of the localization argument given in Lemma 3.2,
it is not restrictive for our purposes to always assume that w € LI(I5(to); L3 (R™)) for any
q € [1,00].

We also define the following modified parabolic nonlocal excess functional

(6.4) E(u, V; Qi(20)) = EP (Vu; Qg (20)) + E(u; Q(20))-
Remark 6.2. Let us show that the following basic inequality
(6.5) E(u, Vi Qpp(20) < cp™ "2 E(u, V; Q5 (20))

holds for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so,p) and any p € (0,1]. We first note that in view of
simple calculations, we have

(6.6) EP(Vu; Q5 p(20)) < ep™ "2 EP(Vu; Q% (20))

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg,p). On the other hand, we observe that

_ w1 — (=D ® N\
E(u; Q% (2)) < ][ ][ £ de | dt
(u; Qpr(20)) ( o) < (o) oR

1

S T\

+ <]€ . )Tail(u C pR)B"R( o );BpR(l'O)) dt)
prAtO

+l(Vu)gs ,(z0) = (V) @i 0|
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg), where we denote

Uy, t) = (Vu)Qs,(z0) - (¥ — T0) + () B (ao) ()

After a few calculations, we arrive at
(6.7) E(u; Qpp(20)) < cp™ ") [E(w; Q(20)) + E(Vi; Qi (20))]
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s, p). Thus, by (6.6) and (6.7), we have (6.5).

We now prove decay estimates of E(u, V;-) defined in (6.4).
Lemma 6.3. Let
u € L*(I(to); W**(Br(0))) N L (I (to); WP (R™)) N L(I5(t0); Ly, (R™))
be a weak solution to (1.1) in Q% (z0), where the constants p and g are determined in (6.1)
and (6.2), respectively. For any p € (0, 1], we have
E(u, V; Qpr(20)) < cp™ E(u, V; Qg (20))

s 1-6
65) prnezen (R o, v, g3 o))

—(n+2s+1) |H’|(QL}9%(ZO))
+ Cp Rn+1 )

where oy = ai(n,sg, A,p) € (0,1) and ¢ = ¢(n,s0,A,p). In particular, the constant
0 = 6(n, so,A,p) € (0,1) is determined in Lemma 5.10.
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Proof. We may assume R =1 and zy = 0. Let us fix
(6.9) aq = min{2s¢(p — 1)/p, ap, (280 — 1)/4,250 — 1 — 2s09/q} > 0,

where the constant «y is determined in Lemma 5.9. If p € [276, 1], (6.8) directly follows by
(6.5). Let v be a weak solution to (4.1) with R and z replaced by 1/2 and 0, respectively.
We now assume p < 27%. Note that there exists a natural number N, such that

(6.10) 275 < olNep <274,

In view of (3.7) and [DKLN24b, Lemma 2.2] together with a simple calculation, we have

N, p g
EP(Vu; Q3) < c ][ > 2*2“'][ Vu— (Vu)gs, |dx | di
I3 \izo Byi, g

+e <][ (Q’QSNPTail (w - (Vulgs,, ; BQNPP)>p dt) . Ty + o

I

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg). Using (6.10), (6.6) and the fact that by (6.9) we have
a1 < 2s9(p—1)/p, we observe

Jo < epP PTIIPEN (Vs QF) < ep™ B (Vs Q3),

where ¢ = ¢(n, sg). We next observe that

N, p
J1<ec ][ Z272Si][ |Vu — Vo|dz | dt
13 \i=o0 2ip
1
N, p >
—2s1
te ][ 2.2 ][ (Vu)g;, —(Vo)oy, |de | di
p \i=0 By,
N, P 3
—2s1
+e ][ > 2 ][ Vo~ (Vo)gy, [de | dt
p \i=0 B,i,
N, 1
(2s0)(p+1)
=¢ 22_+][ ][ |Vu — VolP dz dt
i=0 5V Byi,
NP
+ CZ 9~ 2st osc Vo= Ji1+J12
i=0 2ip
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, p), where we have used the fact that
p o1

N, N, N,

_ 94 _ @si)(p+1) _si
E 2 2szai < § 2 > af § 9=si
=0 =0 =0
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By Lemma 5.10 and (6.4), we further estimate J; 1 as

Ny
_ 2si(p—1) i\ —(n+2s
Jia<ed 27 g (20p) (02 >/p||v(ufu)|\Lp(Q;p)
1=0

Ny o )
< CZ 2_%‘;1) (sz)*(TH*QS)/pHV(u — /U)HLP(QT/;;)
=0

(6.11)

N,
—(n+2s . — 2silp=1) s 1=0 s s
<l S0 (@) BTl + @)

=0
< ep™ 2 [(|ul(@D)' " B, Vi QD' + elul(Q1)] = My,

where ¢ = ¢(n, so,p). In light of Lemma 5.9, (6.3) and the fact that oy < ag by (6.9) and
Lemma 5.10, we obtain

N,

Jio < e 222 (BL(Ve Q) + (Vs Q3 e) + 1l (Q12))

=0
1
P

N, :
+c Z 27251 (2 ) <]{ Tail(u — (Vu)Qg/s Y — (u)B,,(t); Bas)” dt>
i=0

3/8

(6.12)

< cp® [EP(Vu; QF) + B(w; Q7)] + eMy
for some ¢ = ¢(n, sg, p). Combining all the estimates J; and J; along with (6.4), we arrive
at the estimate
(6.13) EP(Vu; Qp) < cp™ E(u, V; Q7) + cMy

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p), where the M; is defined in (6.11).
Using a non-scaled version of (2.15), we next observe that

N, a a
E(u;Q3) < cpt ][ Z 9 2st ][ |lu—1;|dy | dt
IS 1=0 Bz'ip
Np
+e> 20 B (Vs Q3:,)
=0

Q=

+cp 272N <][ Tail(u — Iy, ; Byw, ) dt) =Ly + Ly + L3

7

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg), where we write
L 1) = (Valgs, -y + (), (1)
p

We first estimate Lq as

N,

’
< ep 3027 sup ][ Ju—1; — (u—1)p,, ()] de
i=0 tels; J By,
Ny,
< Cp—l 22_2Si sup ][ |U — Z,L — (U — Zi)By‘,p(t)‘ dz
i=0 tell; JByi,
Np
+cpflz2725i l(2ip)f |V (u—wv)|dz + sup ][ |uvdx]
i=0 @3, telyi, /By,
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Ny,
< 022(1—29)1‘ [ sup ][ Vv — (Vv)g:, |dx —l—][ IV (u—v)| dz]
i—0 te];p B,i, 2tp ;Lp
NP
+cp7122725i sup ]l |lu — v| dx
= tely, By,

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A), where we denote
Li(y,t) = (Vu)gs, ~y+ (v)p,, (1)
P

Observe that we have also used the Poincaré inequality for the last inequality. As in the
estimate of Jy 1 and Jp 2 given in (6.11) and using the third condition in (6.9) as well as
(6.12), we further estimate L; as

N, N,
L; < CZ o(1=28)i osc Vv + CZ 2(1=28)i(9i )= (nt2s) / |V(u—wv)|dz
i=0 Qi i=0 Q14
Nﬂ
Fep™t Y0 27 (2) Ml Q)
i=0

< cp™ [EP(Vu; QF) + E(u; QF)] 4 cMy,

where ¢ = ¢(n, so, A, p) and the constant M; is determined in (6.11). Since

NP
Ly < 022(1_23)i [ sup ][
i=0 B

E
tel;,

Vo — (Vo)gs, |do +][

2t p 2ip

[V (u—v)| dz]
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s, A, p), as in the estimate of L1, we have
Ly < cp™t [Ep(Vu; Q3) + E(u; Q{)] + cMj.
By (6.10), the fourth condition given in (6.9) and (6.7), we now estimate L3 as
é

Ls < Cp257172s/q <][ Tail (uf (Vu)gs

s 2No
3/8

Y= W, (1 Bave, ) dt)

< cp™ [EP(Vu; QF) + E(u; Q3)]
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p). Therefore, combining all the estimates Ly, Lo and L3
with (6.4), we arrive at the estimate

(6.14) B(u;Q3) < ep™ Eu, Vi Q3) + My
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p). Finally, the estimate (6.8) follows by combining (6.11),
(6.13) and (6.14). O

6.2. Pointwise gradient estimates. We are now able to prove that the averages of Vu
on any small cylinder can be uniformly controlled by the Riesz potential of p.

Lemma 6.4. Under the same assumptions as in Lemma 6.3, there is a positive integer
m = m(n, so, A, p) such that for any positive integer j, we have

(6.15) (VW)g: . (z0) — (Vt)gs, ()| < B, Vi Qi (20)) + eIl (20; R)
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p) which is independent of j.

Proof. We may assume R = 1 and zp = 0. Let us fix a positive integer m which will be
determined later. We observe from Lemma 6.3 that for any non-negative integer k, we have

E(u, V; Q5 (rivym) < 27" E(u, V; Q5 m )

s 1-0
| g—onm(n+2s+1) (M) E(u,V; Q‘;fkm)a
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—aam(n+2s+1) (@3- km)
+c2 ' 2— km(n+1)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p), where the constant oy = «ay(n, sg, A, p) is determined
in Lemma 6.3. We now choose m = m(n, sg, A, p) sufficiently large so that ¢27*™ < 1/4.
Then summing over k yields

J J
1
I;)E u, V Q2 (k+1)m < Z;) u, V; Qz km)

—0
i |/’L‘ 2 km) ! E( VQS Z |,LL| Q2 km
2— 9—km(n+1) u, Vi 27’“" 2— 9—km(n+1)

k=0

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p). Applying Young’s inequality on the second term on
the right-hand side of the above inequality gives

J

1< 1@k
Z u, v QQ (k+1)m < §ZE u, V;QS_“’L Z 92— kmz(nJrl) ’
k=0 k=0
which implies
J
(6.16) ST B, Vi Q5 erm) < cB(u, Vi Q5) + eI, (0:1)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, p). Since

M-

(Vugs ., — (Vu)os

<> EP(Vu;Q5—xm) + EP(Vu; Q1)

S
I
— =

<

(]

E(ua V; C2;7(1&‘+1)m) + E(U, V; Qi)a
k=0

(6.15) follows by combining the above inequality and (6.16). This completes the proof. O

Lemma 6.5. Let 2 C R” be a domain and let T > 0. Moreover, assume that p €
LY(0,T; L%°(2)) and let

u € L2(0,T; W*2(Q)) N C(0,T; L2(Q)) N L3, (0,T; L3 (R™))

be a weak solution to
Ou+ Lu=p in Qp.

Then for any positive integer j, any zo € Qr and any R > 0 such that Q%(20) € Qr, we
have

(Vu)as .. ()] < eB(u/ R Qi(z0)) + el (20, R)
(6.17) R d
+ c/ / R™?*Tail(u — (“)Q;(ZO)? Br(x)) dt —2
0 I3(to) r

for some ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A) and some positive integer m = m(n, sg, A).
Proof. Fix some zy € Qp and some R > 0 such that Q%(z0) € Qp. Then
ug(z,t) = u((R/5)x + xo, (R/5)*t +t9)/(R/5)*
is a weak solution to
Owup + Lup = pp  in QF,
where

pr(@,t) = (R/5) u((R/5)x + xo, (R/5)*° + to).
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We note that in view of Lemma 4.1, there exists a unique weak solution vg to (4.1) with R
and zp replaced by 5 and 0, respectively, such that

sup [ |(un~ vr)(a, )] do < elurl(@3)
tels JBs

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg). In addition, using the previous display along with the
standard energy inequality for vg given in the proof of [KW23, Theorem 1.8], we obtain

sup/ |uR(x,t)|dx§csup/ lvr(x,t)| dz + c|pr|(QF)
B4 B4

tel; tel;

6.18 E : :

(6.18) < cE(vg; Q3) + clurl(Q3)

< cE(uR; Q3) + clpr|(Q3)

for some constant ¢ = c(n, so, A), where the functional E(-) is defined in (3.6). Let us fix

a cutoff function & € C°(By) with & =1 on Bs and |V¢&;| < ¢ for some constant ¢. By
Lemma 3.2 with R = 1 and zg = 0, we obtain that

(6.19) ur = upés € L¥(I§; L, (R™))
is a weak solution to
Opuy + Luy = pr+ fL  in Q3,

where fy € L' (1§ ,; L°°(Bs5)) with

5/25
(6.20) [ fillor (rs;moe By 0)) < c/ls Tail(ug; By /2) dt
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,A) and any r € (0, 5/2T] In addition, from (6.18) we deduce
(6.21) sup JJur (- t)]|pr ey < sup [ur( )|z, < eB(ur; Q3) + clurl(@3)-
tel;, tel;

We now fix

1 n+ 2sq n —+ 2sq
6.22 =—(1 1 .
(6:22) P 2(+n+1)e<’n+1)

By Lemma 5.1, we have Vu; € LP(Q3) with the estimate

1

(029 <]{25( )lVW'de) < cEP(uy/r;Q5,.(21)) + er ™" ( fi] + |])(Q3,(21))

for some ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A) whenever (J3,(z1) C Q5. Next, let us fix another cutoff function
§2 € OF(Bg)5) with & =1 on Bg/s and |V&y| < ¢ for some constant c. We now employ
our localization lemma given by Lemma 3.2 once more, this time with R =2/5 and z9 = 0
to obtain that

(6.24) uy = w1y € LP(I3/5 WP (R™)) N L (I3 55 Ly (R™))
is a weak solution to
(625) 5‘tu2 —+ ,C’U,Q = ,uR —+ fl —+ f2 iIl Qi/f’)’
where fo € L*(I5; L>(By)) with
(626) HfQHLl(Iﬁ;Loo(Bl)) S C/ Tail(u1;36/5) dt
Iz

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, A) and any r € (0, 1]. In addition, we observe from (6.23), (6.18)
and (6.20) that

(6.27) luallze (g gwre@ny) < clluallie g wreag,,)) < ¢B(ur; @5) + clurl(Q5)

8/5
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and

(6.28) Sup luz(, Dl @ny < ¢ sup flua (s )l Lr@ny < cE(ur; Q) + clurl(Q3)

4/5 te 4/5
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A). We now apply Lemma 6.4 to see that for any j > 1

(Vuz)gs . = (Vua)gs, | < cB(ua, Vi Qi) + cly 1 ((054/5),

2—Jima4/s
where m = m(n, sg, A), the constant ¢ is determined in (6.2) and we write

V] = [fi] 4 [f2| + |1r].
After a few simple calculations together with (6.4), (6.27) and (6.28), we obtain

|(VU2)QZ/5| + E(u2, V; Qi/g,) < C||U2||LP([§/5;WLP(RH)) + Ctsusp ||u2(.7 t)”Ll(]Rn)

1/5
< cE(uR; Q3) + c|lpr|(Q3)

for some ¢ = ¢(n, sp, A). In addition, by (6.18), we get

4/5 4
Iéél,‘ir‘f2l(0§4/5) < c/ r—g/ [Tail(ur; Bs) + Tail(uy; Bgs)] dt dr
0 :
4/5 1
< c/ —2/ Tail(ug; Bs) dt dr

o T JIs

4/5 ~
o [ [BlunsQ3) + nnl@9)] dr

0

4/5 4 _
<c [ 5 [ Mailtuns B dedr + cE(uri @3) + clurl(@3)
0 .

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A). Therefore, combining the above two inequalities, we
arrive at

[(Vur)gs

2—jm

5
- 1
< cE(ug; Qi) + c/ 72/ Tail(ug; Bs) dt dr + clg’;fllvs(O; 5)
0 s

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sp,A). Using a scaling argument along with the fact that
u — (1)@, (z) 18 also a weak solution to (1.1), we obtain the desired result. O

We are now ready to prove our gradient potential estimates for SOLA to initial boundary
value problems.

Proof of Theorem 1.10. We first fix the constant p determined in (6.22). By the definition
of SOLA, there is a weak solution u; to (1.17) with (1.18). Let us fix a parabolic cylinder
Q5 r(20) € Qp. Then we first prove

(6.29) HuiHLP(Ig/s(to);W1+”0»P(BR/5(mU))) < cB(ui; Q3p(20)) + clpil(Q5r(20))

for some constants oy = og(n, so, A) € (0,1) and ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A, R) which are independent
of i. As in the proof of Lemma 6.5 with u replaced by wu;, we get

R ][ |[Vu;|Pdz | <c ][ luilP dz |+ cTail(u;; Q@ (20))
(6-30) Q35 (0) Q3 (20)
+ cR7"pi| (@R (20)),

where ¢ = ¢(n, sp, A) and the constant p is given in (6.22). Indeed, we have also used (6.20),
(6.21) and the fact that & = 0 on R™ \ By, where &; is given as in (6.19). We now use
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Lemma 4.1 with Q%(20) replaced by Q3z(20) and (3.13) to see that

(][ . ;[P dZ) < cR7"pil(Q3r(20)) + [[villLee (@3, (20))
Rr\?0

< R il (Q3r(20)) + ¢E(vi; Q5 (20))
< cB(ui; Q3p(20)) + cR™" |1l (Q3R(20))
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A). Combining (6.31) with (6.30) yields
R4l 1o (3, (20)) < B (s Q3 (20)) + R3] (Q3 5 (20))-

Similarly, using (6.27) with u replaced by w; and Lemma 5.3, we obtain

(6.31)

R1+aofn/p[Vui}Lp(];/5(t0);w1+ao,p(BR/s(xo))) < cE(ui; Q5r(20))
+ R il (Q3r(20)),

where ¢ = ¢(n, sg,A) and gy = op(n,s A) € (0,1). Using (6.30), (6.31) and (6.32) now
yields (6.29). Together with (1.18), this implies that the sequence {u;} is uniformly bounded
in the space LP (I 5(to); Wtoo(Bp 5(x0))).

Next, we observe from Step 2 in the proof of Theorem 1.9 that the sequence {d;u;}
is uniformly bounded in L' (Ifg/5(t0); (ngioo/z’pl (BR/5(J;0),BQR/5(x0))> ), where the

associated space ng_oo/2’p/1(BR/5(xo), Byp/s(g)) is defined in (4.16). Thus, employing

a compactness result from [Sim87, Section 8] with ¢ = p, X = W1+"0’1(BR/5(x0)), B =
WY (Bgs(z)) and Y = (ngiaop’p,l (Brys(zo), BQR/5(:I;O))) yields the convergence

(6.32)

U; — U in Ll(I;{/{)(tO); Wl’l(BR/E)(xO)))

up to passing to a subsequence if necessary. Therefore, by standard covering arguments,
we conclude that

Vu, — Vuin LNQfys(20)),

whenever Q%(z0) € Qr. Using this convergence along with (1.18), (6.17) and the Lebesgue
differentiation theorem as j — oo now yields the desired estimate, finishing the proof. [

We are now able to also deduce our gradient potential estimates on the whole space.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We first note from Remark 4.3 and Theorem 1.10 that

Vu(zo)| < cE(u/R; Q(20)) + cI¥ | (20, R)

u(y,t) — (u)os (»
+cR7Y sup ][ 4yt n(+2)s il O)‘dy
telg, (to) JR™\Br(zo) |yl

holds for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A). Indeed, we have used that u € C(0,T; L?(R™)) for
the last term in the right-hand side of the above inequality. We next observe that

u(y,t) — (u)os. (
B(u/Ri Qi) + R sup [ w0~ Wayeol
tel}(to) JR™\Br(wo) [yl

<cR™M sup u(, )] 2@,
t€(0,00)

where ¢ = ¢(n, sg, A). The desired estimate follows by combining the above two inequalities
and letting R — oo. O
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6.3. Borderline gradient regularity via potentials. We conclude by proving the
various fine regularity results that follow from our gradient potential estimates.

Proof of Theorem 1.12 and Theorem 1.16. Since the general case of SOLA can always be
obtained by essentially the same approximation procedure as in the proof of Theorem 1.10,
we only prove Theorem 1.12 and Theorem 1.16 in the case when u is a weak solution to (1.1)
under the additional assumption that u € L1(0,7; L>(2)). We first prove Theorem 1.16.
Assume that (1.22) and (1.23) hold. By Theorem 1.10, this implies that Vu € L™ (Q%(20)).
Let us consider the function us which is specified in (6.24) and is a weak solution to (6.25).
Taking into account the fact that

us(x,t) = u((R/5)x + xo, (R/5)*t + t0)/(R/5)* on Q3 s,

we observe that

(6.33) Vuy € L>(Q5)-

We are now going to prove

(6.34) lim sup FE(uz,V;Q(z2)) =0.
r—0 ZzEQi/%

For convenience of notation, for the remainder of the proof all constants ¢ will depend only
on n, sg, A and R. We may assume that r < 1/1000. We first prove that

(6.35) E(uz, V; Q}(22)) < M,
where we denote

M = ||V (@3 (0)) + B (15 Q3 (20)) + [l (Q(20))-
To do this, we recall

E(uz, V; Q3 (22)) = EP(Vug; Q7 (22)) + E(uz; Q;(22)),
where p is determined in (6.22). By (6.33), we have

P

EP(VuQ; Q:(Zg)) < C”VUQ HLoo (QZ/5) + (][ Taﬂ(VUQ; B, (xQ))p dt)
I

2(t2)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg). We further estimate

1

P
]l Tail(Vug; By (z2))P dt
I3 (t2)
Ve ol ,\
u2Y,
< ¢||Vua| g (s ,.) + ][ 7"25/ ———dy | dt
(@i/5) I3(t2) Re\B, 5 |Y["T?

< el VusllL= s, + cllVuellLr@n 1) < M,

where we have used (6.27) to obtain the last inequality. Combining the previous two
displays yields

(6.36) EP(Vug; Q) (22)) < cM.
In light of (2.15), we have
rE(u2; Q;(22))

SC ][ 2—25j][
I3 (t2) Z

=0 Byj(z2)
+ory 200729 ]{2 Vu— (Vu)gs, (2] dz
j=0

B
2jr(z2)

ug = (Vu2)qs, (z0) - (¥ = 22) = (W)B,; (oo (D) dz | dt
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1
a

+c ][ 272 Tail(uz — (Vuz)gs, (s) - (¥ — 22) — (u2) B, (20)(t); Bair (x2))" dt
I:(t2) "
= Jl + JQ + J3,
where ¢ > 1 is determined in (6.2) and we choose the positive integer ¢ such that
(6.37) 1/100 < 2% < 1/50.

By Poincaré’s inequality, we have

J1 S C ][
I:(t2)

< Cz2_(28_1)jr||vu2”LOC(QZ/r) <crM.
§=0
Similarly, we have Jy < ¢rM. Using (6.2), (6.37) and (6.28), we estimate J3 as

q

2_(23_1)j7“][ |Vus — (Vuz)gs (2l dx | dt
BQjT(x2) 27 r

Q=

i

=0

Q=

Js <er (/ Tail(ug — (v“2)Q;T(22) (Y —x2) = (U2)B,; (22)(1); Bair(2))? dt) < ecrM.

4/5

Combining all the estimates of J; for each ¢ = 1,2, 3 leads to the estimate

(6.38) E(u2; Q7 (22)) < cM.
Combining (6.36) and (6.38) now yields (6.35). Next, we use (6.8) and Young’s inequality
to obtain

E(uz,V; Q7. (22)) < cp™ E(ua, V; Q7 (22))

~(n42s+1+a10/(1—0)) Upr| + [fi] +1f2]) (@7 (22))
Tn+1 ’

+cp

where the constants «; and 6 are determined in Lemma 6.3. In view of (6.35), (6.20),
(6.26) and (6.21), we have

E(ug, V; Q5. (22))

_~ 1l(Q7r(22 + 20))
,rn-&-l

C —_N . .
+-p / Tail(ug; B )dt+/ Tail(uy; Bgs) dt
(6.39) , [ (o) 5/2 T2(ta) 15 Pe/5

_n 1@ (22 + 20))
(rR)ntt

/ Tail(u — (4)Qs, , (22+20); Bry2 (2 + 0)) dt,
I3, (ta+to)

<ep™M +cp

< ep M +cp Nr®TIM 4 ep
L
rRpN
where we write N :=n+2s+ 1+ a10/(1—0). For any € > 0, we choose p sufficiently small
so that
p*t < g(4eM).
We next choose r sufficiently small so that
7,23—1 < EpN/(4CM)

and
¢ |p[(Q7p(22 + 20))
N rR n+1
(6.40) r ) (1 ) )
—~ 5o Tail(v — s B dt < =.
* pN Rr /Iér(tﬁto) Bil(u (U)QR/Q(Z#ZO)’ R/Q(x2 o)) dt < 4
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Here we have used the assumption (1.23) to find some r satisfying (6.40). Thus, for any
given € > 0, there are constants p and r which are independent of the point zo such that

E(uz, Vi Q,(22)) < .
This implies (6.34) holds and that Vus is VMO-regular in Qi/%. Thus Vu is also VMO-
regular in Qf%/125 (20), which completes the proof of Theorem 1.16.
It remains to prove Theorem 1.12. We now assume (1.21). Then (1.22) and (1.23) are

true, which implies (6.34). Therefore, after a few calculations together with (6.15) and
(6.39), we obtain

[(Vu2) s (z0) — Vua(22)]|
< cB(us, Vi Q3 (20)) + eIy E P i)
< cE(ug, V; QS (22)) + er® "M + eI 1.s(20 + 2257 R)

+ c/ / Tail(u — (u)gs Q4o (z0+22)5 Brya(wo + 2)) dt do.
s (to+t2)

Thus, using (6.34) and (1.21), we conclude that Vus is continuous on Qf /257 which implies
that Vu is continuous on Q% /125(20) and therefore also in Q. In view of a standard
covering argument, the proof is complete. O

Proof of Corollary 1.11. Fix Q5r(20) € Qp and z1 € Q%(20). Then by Theorem 1.10,
Vu(z1)| < eBu/R; Q3n(20)) + el ((21: R) + ey, (215 R),

where we denote
V) / / u(y, ) — (2f§§<zo)| dy -
R2s "\BQR(QIQ) |y - J"Ol

Therefore, if u € LP9(0,T; L}, (R™)), then also

v e LP1Q5xr(%0))-

Setting N = Npar,s = n + 2s, we deduce from [DM11, Equations (1.19), (1.20), (6.11),
(6.12)] that for any f € M(R""!), we have

(6.41)

” ﬁsHLN (Rn+l) ||f||LP a(Rn+1)

whenever p > 1 and ¢ < N, and

(6.42) 1Ll ety e gy < €l e

whenever f < N. By the same reasoning as in [DM11, Equation (6.13)] together with
(6.41), (6.42), we obtain

v € M(Q3p(20) = Vu € L5 (Qj(20))
and
v € DP(Q3p(x0) = Vu € L5007 9(Q5(20))
by taking 8 = 2s — 1. This completes the proof. O
Proof of Corollary 1.13. We first define

V(13(t)) = / T (0 B

which yields a measure defined in one dimension. Then we observe

Roy(Is(t R 2srs dr
/ % dr = / / R™**Tail(u — (u)qs (0); Br(zo)) dt g
0 0 I3 (to)
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By following the same lines as in the proof of Lemma 2.11, we have

(6.43)

R I8
R
0 r

L2 (I (t0)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s). Therefore, using Theorem 1.10 and Lemma 2.11 together

with (6.43), we obtain the desired result. O
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