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REGULARITY FOR NONLOCAL EQUATIONS WITH LOCAL NEUMANN
BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

XAVIER ROS-OTON AND MARVIN WEIDNER

ABSTRACT. In this article we establish fine results on the boundary behavior of solutions to nonlocal
equations in C*7 domains which satisfy local Neumann conditions on the boundary. Such solutions
typically blow up at the boundary like v =< dist®~! and are sometimes called large solutions. In this
setup we prove optimal regularity results for the quotients v/ dist® !, depending on the regularity of the
domain and on the data of the problem. The results of this article will be important in a forthcoming
work on nonlocal free boundary problems.

1. INTRODUCTION

The study of nonlocal operators of the form

Lv(z) = p.v. / (v(z) —v(z + h)) K (h) dh, (1.1)
where K : R" — [0, 00] is a kernel satisfying for some s € (0, 1)
K(h) = % 0<A<K@) <A VIcS" !  K(h)=K(-h) (1.2)

has been an important area of research in analysis and probability for the past 30 years. Operators
L of the type (LI)-(L2) arise naturally as generators of 2s-stable Lévy processes, and are used to
model different kinds of real-world phenomena involving long range interactions, e.g. in mathematical
finance and in physics. From a PDE perspective, it is of particular interest to study the effect of the
nonlocality of L on the regularity of solutions to nonlocal equations. By now, the question of interior
regularity of solutions is fairly well-understood, and there are several important works in this context,

such as [CaSi09, [CaSi11b, [CaSillal, [Sil06], [BaLe02], [Kas09], [DKP14, DKP16], [BEV14], [RoSel6h].

A much more delicate question is the one of boundary regularity of solutions to nonlocal problems.
Previous works have mostly focused on nonlocal Poisson problems, given as follows

{Lv = f inQ,

v = 0 inR"\Q. (1.3)
The nonlocal Poisson problem (3] arises naturally as the Euler-Lagrange equation of a nonlocal
energy minimization problem and can therefore be studied via variational methods, but also via
non-variational methods. For (L3) it was proved (see [RoSeld], [Grul5]) that weak solutions satisfy
v € C%(Q), once N € C17 and f € L*>(Q). The C* regularity of solutions is optimal, as one can see

from the following explicit example (see [Get61], [Lan72], [Dyd12]):
(CA) (U~ [2P)} = e >0 in By, 14)

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 47G20, 35B65, 31B05, 35R53, 35B44.

Key words and phrases. nonlocal, regularity, boundary, large solution, Neumann condition.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2403.17723v1

2 XAVIER ROS-OTON AND MARVIN WEIDNER

However, it turns out that once the domain, the kernel, and the data are regular enough, also the
quotient v/d® will be regular, yielding a fine description of the behavior of the solution v at the
boundary. The best known result in the literature, establishing optimal boundary regularity of weak
solutions of (I.3]) in terms of the regularity of the domain and the data was shown in [RoSel7,[AbR020),
Grul5] (see also [RoSel6al, RoSel6b, [AbGr23]) and reads as follows:

a0 e k1 feck@) = —

= € C*(Q) VYkeNuU{0}, ve(0,1). (1.5)

All the previously mentioned results on the nonlocal Poisson problem (I3]) address weak solutions for
which one can prove that they must remain bounded in Q (see [SeVald, KKP16]). However, explicit
computations reveal that there also exist pointwise solutions of (I.3]), which explode at the boundary
of the domain behaving asymptotically like d*~!. The following most prominent example goes back to
a work by Hmissi [Hmi94] (see also [Bog99, Example 1, p.239], [BBKRSV09, Example 3.3], [Dyd12]):

(=AP(1 =25t =0 in B. (1.6)

The example (L6) has initiated the conceptual study of boundary blow-up for solutions to nonlocal
equations (see [Gruldl, [Grulf, [Grul8l [Gru23], [Abal5l [Abal7, [AGV23], [CGV21]). In this theory,
solutions such as (L.6]) are sometimes called “large solutions”. Note that due to the explosion at the
boundary, the above function cannot be a weak solution, and clearly violates (L.H]).

In order to have a unified framework which also allows for singular behavior at the boundary, it
is necessary to keep track of the boundary behavior of the solution, or more precisely to prescribe
somehow the behavior of the quotient v/d*~!. In this spirit, the following Neumann problem, which
was introduced in [Gruld] (see also [GrulS§|, [Gru23]), can be seen as a generalization of (L.3])

Lv = f inQ,
v = 0 inR"\Q, (1.7)

oy <%) = g on 09,

where v(z9) € S"~! denotes the unit normal at xg € Q. The problem (7)) is a natural nonlocal
Neumann problem with inhomogeneous Neumann data g, and one can show that the problem is well-
posed in suitable function spaces, at least if the domain is C* (see [Gruld]). Moreover, the solutions
blow up at every boundary point where v/d*~! does not vanish.

Remark 1.1. The functions in (I4) and (L.G)), are both solutions to (I7)), with g =1 and f = ¢, ¢
and with ¢ = s — 1 and f = 0, respectively, in case 2 = Bj.

Note that the Neumann condition in (I.7]) is purely local in nature in the sense that it is imposed only
on the topological boundary 99). Therefore, (I.7)) is conceptually completely different from the nonlocal
Neumann problem introduced in [DGLZ12], [DRV17] (see also [AlIT020], [Von21], [AFR23], [FoKa24],
[GrHe24]). It is also of entirely different nature than [BCGJ14l BGJ14], and [BBCO03| [ChKi02|, where
local boundary conditions are imposed, but instead the operator is changed, depending on the domain.

1.1. Main result. The aforementioned regularity results (IL3]) from [RoSel7,[AbRo020] do not apply to
([L7) since solutions are in general not continuous and might even explode at the boundary. However,
it is natural to expect fine regularity results for the quotients v/d*~! depending on the regularity of
the domain and the data.

When Q is C*° and Klgn-1 is C®°, the regularity theory for (7)) was developed by Grubb in [Grul4]
using an approach via pseudodifferential operators.
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Our goal in this work is twofold: to establish sharp boundary regularity estimates for (I7) in C*"
domains, and at the same time to prove them for the first time as localized estimates in {2 N By. This
is new even for C'*° domains, and it is crucial for our application to free boundary problems.

Our main result is the following:

Theorem 1.2. Let L, K, s, A\, A be as in (LI)-(L2). Let k € N, v € (0,1) with v # s, and Q@ C R"
be a C*t17 domain, and K € C’2ki27+3(8"_1).
Let v € L (R™) with v/d*~! € C(Q) be a viscosity solution to

Lv = f in QN By,
v = 0 inBy\Q,

8,,(%) = g ondQN By,

where v : 02 — S"1 is the normal vector of Q, and f € C(Q) NX(QN By), g € CF 11700 N By),

dBIL®(QNBy), ifk+<2s,

1.8
CrF=25t7(Q N By), if k4~ > 2s. (18)

X(QQBQ):{

Then, it holds v/d*~' € CF™(Q1N By) and

loc
‘ Ck7(QNBy) s <‘

for some ¢ > 0, which only depends on n,s,\, A, k,~v,Q, and ”KH021¢+27+3(S7L71).

,F [0l Ly me\ o) + 1f L (20 Bs) + H9||ck1+v(amBz)> ;

v
ds—l

ds—1 HLoo(QmBQ

For the definition of L} (R™) and the notion of viscosity solutions, we refer to Section [2I

Note that the regularity we obtain for v/d*~! depending on the regularity of the domain 2 and the
data f,g is optimal. For f and g, this is an immediate consequence of interior Schauder theory (see
[RoSel6b]), and the order of the equation. For the regularity of the domain, we observe that our
results are in align with the ones in [AbR020] once v € C(2 N By). What concerns the regularity of
K, we obtain optimal results in case  is a half-space (see [Theorem 1.7)).

Another key advantage of our approach is that it allows for localized results in Q N By. Nonetheless,
if Q C Bs, and v is a solution to (L), by application of the maximum principle (see [Lemma 3.4]) to
the estimate in [Theorem 1.21we can obtain a bound that is purely in terms of f and g. Thus, we have
the following generalization of (L)) to solutions of ([L.7]):

v

00 € CHI, feCtITH(@), g CHTIT09) = -

e C*(Q) VkeN, ye (0,1). (1.9)

1.2. A weak maximum principle and nonlocal problems with local Dirichlet conditions.
The example (L)) of a non-trivial harmonic function that vanishes outside B; implies that the Poisson
problem (3] for the fractional Laplacian is ill-posed even in the homogeneous case. Therefore,
maximum principles are usually established under an additional assumption on the boundary behavior
of the solution, ruling out “large” solutions such as (6] (see [Sil07], [SeVald], [FKV15], [JaWel9],
[FeJa23|, [FeRo24a]). Note that a similar phenomenon occurs for local equations, where any constant
function is a pointwise solution inside the solution domain.

In this paper, we prove the following nonlocal weak maximum principle, which allows for solutions
that blow up at the boundary.
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Proposition 1.3. Let L, K, s, A, A be as in (LI)-({L.2). Let v > 0 and Q@ C R" be a CY domain.
Let v € L (R™) with v/d*~! € C(Q) be a viscosity solution to

Lv > 0 inQQ,
v 0 imR™\Q,

Y 0 on 0N

>
ds—l =

Then, v > 0.

The condition v/d*~! > 0 in [Proposition 1.3| includes solutions that blow up at the boundary, such
as (LLG). Previously, maximum principles including large solutions have been established in [Abal5],
and [GrHe23|, [LiZh22l [Lili23]. [Proposition 1.3] extends these results to general 2s-stable integro-
differential operators, and to C'*7 domains, respectively.

Recall, that a natural way to make the nonlocal Poisson problem (L.3]) well-posed is to impose Neumann
boundary conditions as in ((L7). Another way would be to prescribe the limit of the quotient v/d*~!
directly, which leads to the following nonlocal problem with local Dirichlet data, which was introduced
independently in [Grul4], [Abal5]:

Lv = f in{,

= 0 inR"\Q,
Y - in 69\ (1.10)
i on 0.

The weak maximum principle in [Proposition 1.3]implies that the problems (I.I0) and (L3]) are equiv-
alent, when h = 0. Thus, (II0) can be seen as an inhomogeneous nonlocal Dirichlet problem.

Another contribution of this article is the following Schauder-type boundary regularity estimate for
solutions to nonlocal equations with local Dirichlet data:

Theorem 1.4. Let L, K, s, A\, A be as in (LI)-(L2). Let k € N, v € (0,1) with v # s, and Q@ C R"
be a C**17 domain, and K € C?F+2v+3(sn—1),
Let v € LI, (R™) with v/d*~ € C(Q) be a viscosity solution to (LIO) with f € C(Q) N X(Q) and

h e CFH1(09), where X is as in (LR). Then, it holds v/d*~' € C/7(Q), and

loc

for some ¢ > 0, which only depends on n,s,\, A, k,~v,Q, and ”KH021¢+27+3(S7L—1).

v
ds—l

vy < € (Ml +Ihlcwom)

We refer to [Grul5l [Gru23| for similar results in the framework of pseudodifferential operators.

Note that (ILI0) can always be reduced to the homogeneous problem (L3]). In fact, if Q and h are
regular enough, one can extend h to a smooth function in Q and consider w := v — d*~'h. Then, w
solves the homogeneous problem ([3) with a new right hand side f = f — L(d*~'h). Since L(d*~'h)

has good regularity properties (see [Corollary 2.5)), we can prove [Theorem 1.4l by application of the
results in [RoSel7) [AbR020].

1.3. Strategy of the proof: regularity for nonlocal problems with local Neumann data.
Since the nonlocal problem with inhomogeneous local Dirichlet data (LI0]) can always be reduced to
the homogeneous problem (I.3]) for which the boundary regularity theory was already established (see
[RoSelT], [AbR020]), the proof of [Theorem 1.4 is rather simple.
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In sharp contrast to that, for the Neumann problem (I.7)) there is no cheap way to obtain the boundary
regularity results in [Theorem 1.6 from the existing theory. In fact, it is already highly non-trivial to
establish Holder continuity of the quotient v/d*~! up to the boundary.

Our proof of [Theorem 1.6 goes in three main steps.
First, we establish a weak maximum principle for solutions to the Neumann problem (L.7]).

Proposition 1.5. Let L, K, s, \, A be as in (LI)-(L2). Let v > 0 and Q C R™ be a CY7 domain.
Let v € L (R™) with v/d*~! € C(Q) be a viscosity solution to

Lv > 0 inQ,
0 nR™\Q,
0 on 0.

>
<
Then, v > 0.

Note that this result seems to be the first maximum principle for nonlocal problems with local Neu-

mann boundary conditions in the literature. We believe it to be of independent interest and refer to
[Cemma 3.4] for a corresponding L* bound in the case of inhomogeneous data.

The proof of [Proposition 1.5| follows from a nonlocal Hopf-type lemma for solutions to the inhomo-
geneous Dirichlet problem (II0) (see Lemma 3.3), which in turn follows from the weak maximum
principle in [Proposition 1.3, All of these results rely heavily on explicit barriers for (LI0) in C'Y
domains that are adapted to the geometry of the domain and blow up at the boundary like d71.
These barriers can be seen as perturbations of ([IL6]), or rather of 1D solutions such as

L(z,)5 =0 in {z, > 0}. (1.11)
Note that (LII) follows simply by differentiating the equation

L(zp)§ =0 in {z, > 0}.
The previous identity is a classical fact for nonlocal operators (LI)-(L2) (see [FeRo24al Lemma 2.6.2]).

The second main step in the proof of [Theorem 1.6] is to establish Holder continuity of order «, for
a € (0,1) small enough, up to the boundary of v/d*~! for solutions to (I7)) in C'7 domains.

Theorem 1.6. Let L, K, 5, \, A be as in (LI)-([L2). Let v € (0,1), and Q C R™ be a CY7 domain.
Let v € L (R™) with v/d*~! € C(Q) be a viscosity solution to

Lv = f in QN By,
v = 0 inBy\Q,

8,,(%) = g ondQN By,

with f € C(Q2N By) and g € C(0Q N By). Then, there exists ag > 0, such that when d*T17f €

L>®(Q2N By) for some a € (0, ), then it holds v/d*~' € C2_(QN By), and
=

— <
‘ ds=1llea@npy) — ¢ <‘

where ¢ > 0 and oy depend only on n,s,\,\,v, and the CYY radius of Q.

FHmemBz) +vllzy @nmy) + 1477 fll L @nms) + Hg”LOO((’)QﬂB2)> :

The proof of [Theorem 1.6] uses the weak maximum principle in [Proposition 1.5| and the interior
weak Harnack inequality, to establish a weak Harnack inequality for v/d*~! at the boundary (see

Cemma 4.1)). This allows us to deduce a so called “growth lemma” for v/d*~!, stating that v/d*~!
must be large pointwise in a ball centered at the boundary, if v/d*~! was large in a measure-theoretic
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sense in a ball away from the boundary. Such growth lemma allows to establish oscillation decay for
v/d*~! at the boundary, and to deduce the Holder estimate in [Theorem 1.6l A similar proof for the
classical Laplacian can be found in [LiZh23].

Once the boundary Holder estimate is shown, we can establish the higher order boundary regularity
in [Theorem 1.2] via a blow-up argument. This is the third, and last step of the proof. [Theorem 1.6l is
crucial in order to deduce uniform convergence of the blow-up sequence.

The blow-up argument follows the scheme in [AbR020] and relies on a Liouville theorem in the half-
space with local Neumann data (see [Theorem 5.1)). However, major modifications have to be made
in most of the steps due to the boundary blow-up of solutions. For instance, we need to show the
following new result (see [Corollary 2.5):

N ety = L@ e ck Q) if k+~>1+s.

Moreover, the presence of a Neumann boundary condition complicates some of the arguments, such as
the proof of a stability result for viscosity solutions (see[Lemma 2.13]). Finally, as in [AbR020] we need
to make use of a suitable notion of nonlocal equations up to a polynomial (see [DSV19], [DDV22]) in
order to account for solutions that grow too fast at infinity (see

1.4. Applications to free-boundary problems. We end the discussion of the main results of this
article by shedding some light on a, perhaps unexpected, connection between nonlocal problems with
local Neumann boundary data and free boundary problems. This connection is a main motivation for
us to study (L7)). Let us explain this phenomenon in the particular case of the fractional Laplacian.
The nonlocal one-phase free boundary problem, which was introduced in [CRS10] (see also [RoWe24al ),
deals with the minimization of the following functional
9o dydx
TZ(w) == // (w(z) — w(y)) yin”s + M{w > 0} N By | (1.12)
(B§xBf)e [z =y

for some M > 0 and with prescribed values of w in R™ \ B;. One can show (see [CRS10| [FeRo24bl)
that local minimizers of (LI2]) are C*(B;) and that they are viscosity solutions to

(=A)Pw = 0 in QN By,
w = 0 in Bl \Q, (1‘13)
w

i cn,sM on 00N By,

where ¢, s > 0is a constant and 2 := {w > 0}. An important question in the theory is to determine the

regularity of the free boundary 92 near so called “regular points”. These are the points zg € QN By

for which blow-ups of w are half-space solutions, i.e., (up to rotations and multiplicative constants)
w(zg + rx)

TS
One can show using the extension for (—A)® (see [DeRol2, DeSal2l [DSS14]) that once a sequence
(we) of viscosity solutions (I.I3]) is “e-close” to the half-space solution wy in the sense that

(T — E)i < we(w) < (zn + E)iv

— wo(z) := (x,)% locally uniformly.

then it holds, as € \ 0:

where u solves the so called “linearized problem”

{ (—A)s((azn)i_lu) 0 in {z, >0} N By,
Opu = 0 on{z, =0}NDB.

(1.14)
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Hence, (xn)i_lu is a solution to a nonlocal problem with local Neumann data (I7) in the half-space,

and it explodes at the boundary {x,, = 0} N By.

In order to establish regularity results for the free boundary 2 = {w > 0} near regular points, it is
an important step to establish boundary regularity results for the solution to the linearized problem.
For (L.I4) this was done in [DeRo12], [DeSal2], [DSS14], using the Caffarelli-Silvestre extension.

In the light of this connection, our main result [Theorem 1.2] also makes a contribution to the theory
of the nonlocal one-phase problem ([L12]), and provides a completely new proof of the regularity for
(L14]), even in the case of the fractional Laplacian.

We end this discussion by stating a variant of [Theorem 1.2l in the special case Q = {z,, > 0}. This
result holds true under optimal assumptions on K, and it will be helpful in the study of the nonlocal
one-phase free boundary problem ([I3]) with respect to general nonlocal operators (II))-(L2]), which
we plan to investigate in a future work (see [RoWe24b]).

Theorem 1.7. Let L, K, s, A, A be as in (LI)-(L2). Let k € N, v € (0,1) with v # s.
Let u € C({zy, > 0} N Bs) with (z,,)5" 'u € LI, (R™) be a viscosity solution to

L((zp)5 ') = f in{z, >0}N By,
Opu = g ond{x,=0}NBs.

with f € C({x, >0} NB)NX({x, > 0}NBy), g € C*1+7({x,, =0} N By), and K € Ck2s+7(sn—1)
if k+~ > 2s, where X is as in (L8]). Then, it holds

ltllono (ganzopmn) < (Il o (gans0ynm) + @05 ull iy, o)

1S Wt >0305) + N9llcrron (mamnjrs) )
for some ¢ > 0, which only depends on n, s, A\, A, k,v, and (if k +~ > 2s) also on || K||ck—2s4vgn-1y-

Finally, we make the following remark.

Remark 1.8. Note that the following two problems are equivalent if v € C (2N By), i.e., if solutions
do not blow up on 92 N Bsy:

Lv = f in QN By, Lv = f in QN By,
; v = 0 inBy\Q, N Uv = 0 inBy\Q,
0y <F) = g on 00N By, s = 9 on 02N Bs.

Indeed, since v = 0 in By \ 2, it holds for any xg € 0 N Ba:

v . %(l’) - limz—>:c0 %(Z)
8,/ — V= d d
<d3_1> :cLH;o d(m) z—zo d°

Recall that the second problem is satisfied by minimizers to the nonlocal one-phase problem (LI3]).
Moreover, the above problem is the nonlocal counterpart of the over-determined Serrin’s problem
whenever 2 C By (see for instance [FaJalbl [SoVal9l BiJa20, DPTV23]).
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Excellence in R&D (CEX2020-001084-M).
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1.6. Organization of the paper. This paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we introduce the
notion of viscosity solutions to (L7]) and give some preliminary lemmas. Among them are already
several new results of independent interest, such as the construction of explicit barriers exploding at
the boundary (see Subsection [Z.3), an analysis of the regularity of L(d*~!) in terms of the regularity
of the domain (see [Corollary 2.5]), and a stability result for viscosity solutions (see [Lemma 2.13]). In
Section [B] we prove maximum principles for solutions to nonlocal problems with local Dirichlet- and
Neumann data (see [Proposition 1.3] and [Proposition 1.5)). Section [ is devoted to the proof of the
Holder estimate up to the boundary (see [Theorem 1.6). In Section [l we prove a Liouville theorem
in the half-space (see [Theorem 5.11), and in Section [6] we carry out a blow-up argument to prove our
main result, [Theorem 1.2l Finally, Section [7] contains the proof of the regularity for the inhomogeneous

Dirichlet problem (see [Theorem 1.4)).

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we give several important definitions, such as the definitions of viscosity solutions to
(CT). In Subsection we establish the regularity of L(d*~!) depending on the regularity of the
domain and in Subsection 23] we use these results to construct barrier functions. In Subsection 2.4]
we introduce the notion of nonlocal equations satisfied up to a polynomial, and in Subsection we
establish stability of viscosity solutions and prove that the sum of two viscosity solutions is again a
viscosity solution.

From now on, we denote by £2°™ (), A) the class of operators (ILT)) with kernels satisfying (I.2). More-
over, whenever we say K € C%(S"!) for some o > 0, we mean that [ K||co@gn-1) < A. Sometimes,

we denote the class of operators ([LI)) satisfying (I2) and K € C*(S"™1) by £hom(\ A, ).

Moreover, given an open, bounded domain  C R™ with 9Q € C? for some 8 > 1, d := dq : R® —
[0,00) will denote the regularized distance which satisfies d € C*(2) N C#(Q2) and d = 0 in R™\ Q.
Crucially, we have dist(-,Q) < d < Cdist(-,2) in R", i.e., the topological distance and the regularized
distance are pointwise comparable. We will often use the fact that |D*d| < cd’~* (see [FeRo24al
Definition 2.7.5]). Throughout this article, we will define d*~! =0 in R\ Q.

In the following, whenever zy € 9Q, we write v/d*~!(z¢) = limos—z, v/dE (7).

2.1. Function spaces and solution concepts. Let us introduce the following function space
LA = s fullzgguoy = [ a0+ )"y < f a0
Typically, we will use the previous definition with o = 2s. We are now in a position to give the notion
of viscosity solution to (L.7]).
Definition 2.1 (Viscosity solution). Let 2 C R” be an open, bounded domain with 99 € C'7.
(i) We say that v € C(Q) N Li,(R") is a viscosity subsolution to

Lv=f in QnNBy, (2.1)
where f € C(2N By), if for any x € QN By and any neighborhood N, C € of x it holds
Lo(z) < f(x) Vo € CEH(N,) NLL(R™) st. v(z) = d(z), ¢ > 0. (2.2)

We say that v is a viscosity supersolution to ([2.2]) if (2:2)) holds true for —v and —f instead
of v and f. Moreover, v is a viscosity solution to (2.2)), if it is a viscosity subsolution and a
viscosity supersolution.
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(ii) We say that v € L1 (R") with v/d*~! € C(Q) is a viscosity subsolution to
dy(v/d* 1) =g on QN B,
where g € C(0QN By), if for any x € QN By and any neighborhood N, C QN By of z it holds
dp(z) < glx) Yo € C3*(N)NL>®(Q) s.t. v/d* (z) = ¢(x), ¢ <wv/d*L. (2.3)

We say that v is a viscosity supersolution to (2.3) if (2.3 holds true for —v and —g instead
of v and g. Moreover, v is a viscosity solution to (23], if it is a viscosity subsolution and a
viscosity supersolution.

Note that clearly, if in (i) Lv(z), or if in (ii) 9, (v/d*~1)(x) = limosy—4(v/d*~1)(y) exists in the strong
sense, then the notions of viscosity solutions coincide with the ones for strong solutions (see [FeRo24a),
Lemma 3.4.13]).

2.2. Nonlocal operators and the distance function. The goal of this subsection is to establish
several lemmas on the regularity of L(d*~!) depending on the regularity of Q. [Lemma 2.3| will help us
to establish barriers in C'7 domains and is crucial for domains that are more regular.

The following lemma is a slight modification of [FeRo24al Lemma B.2.4].
Lemma 2.2. Let L € LM™(\ A). Let Q C R™ be a bounded Lipschitz domain with Lipschitz constant
L and C%' radius pg > 0. Let xg € Q with p := dq(xg), v > —1 and v < 3. Then,

/Q (o + )y P dy < C(L+ 57

By/a

for some constant C > 0, depending only on n,~, 3, po, L, and, if v >0 or <0 also on diam(Q2).

Proof. We assume that xo = 0. There exists £ > 0 such that for any ¢ € (0, x):

H" ({d =t} N (Bys+1, \ Bas,)) < C(27p)" 1, (2.4)
(we refer to [FeRo24al, Lemma B.2.4] for a reference of this fact). Note that
/ TN dy < G @) Lz + K Lpsoy) | Py < c
(Q\B,/2)N{d>r} (\B,/2)n{d>r}

for some constant ¢ > 0 depending on « and, if ¥ > 0 or § < 0 also on diam(f2), but independent of
p. The independence of p is trivial if x < 2p since then Q\ B, ;5 C Q\ B, /4, and otherwise, it follows
from the fact that B, N{d > k} = () once r < k/2 < k — p (recall that d(0) = p), so also in this case,
we can replace the domain of integration by Q\ By, /5. Moreover, using (2.4) and the co-area formula:

/ D) dy < ey <<2jp>—"—ﬂ / O ()| Vi(y) dy>
(Q\B,2)N{d<r} i>1 (Byjit+1,\Bgj ,)N{d<x}
) min{27p,x}
<c (2’,0)_"_5/ t7 / dH" H(y)| dt
i>1 0 (B2j+1p\szp)n{d:t}
<c). ((2j p)"””) <cp™?
Jj>1
for some ¢ > 0, where we used that v — 5 < 0. O

The following lemma will be of central importance for the proof of [Lemma 2.6] and [Lemma 2.7
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Lemma 2.3. Let L € £LI°™(\,A). Let Q C R™ be an open, bounded domain with 0Q € C™Y for some
v > 0. Then, for any § € (0,5s), there exists c; > 0, depending only on n,s,\,A,Q,~,8, and the C17
radius of €, such that

IL(d*™Y| < e1d™™*71 in Q.

Moreover, for any e € (0,s), there exist ca,c3 > 0 depending only on n, s, \, A, v, e, and the C*7 radius
of Q, such that

L(d*™17) < —cod 5L c3 in Q.
Proof. The first part follows as in the proof of [FeRo24al Proposition B.2.1]. Indeed, we let 2y € Q
and denote p = d(zp). Then, we denote

I(z) = (d(zo) + Vd(xo) - (z — x0))+
and observe that

LI¥YH =0 in {l >0},
as a consequence of L(1*) = 0 and VI* = sl*"'VI = sVd(x()l*~!. Next, we claim that
Cp 7 2y[? in B,
Cly|IF0|ds =170 (zg + y) + 1571 %2 + )| in R™\ B, .
Note that from here, we can compute
|L(d* 1) (wo)| = |L(d*™F = 157 ) (o)

< Cps+'y—3/ ‘y’2—n—2s dy

Bp2

151 — 157 (2o + y) < { (2.5)

+C |y 72N g0 (g 4y + 15710 (g + y) | dy
(20+\B, 2

< C(l _|_p'y—s—1 +p~/5—s—1)’

where we applied [Lemma 2.2/to d and to | with s—1—0 =: v < 8 :=2s— (1++)d (choosing v € (0, s)
so small that § > 0), in order to estimate the third integral. Since this estimate implies the first
result, it remain to verify the claim (2.5]). In case x € B, /5(wo), we estimate
@ (@) < [d— U@ 4+ 2 1 atany) < Dl o5 oo |20 — 2572
< Cp Py,

where we used that [ > cp in B,/5(x0), which follows by the same argument as in [FeRo24a], the
estimates for D?d from [FeRo24al Lemma B.0.1], and the fact that d(xg) = I(xg) and Vd(zo) = V(o)

by construction.
Moreover, for x € R™ \ B, /3(0), we make use of the following algebraic inequality

@t — b < Ja — @t =10 4 b5 1Y),
for 6 € (0,s), which allows us to estimate
j@° = (z) = 7 (2)] < Jd(2) = U(2) |~ (2) + 15710 ()]
< clag — 2| TP NETI0 (@) + 170 (),
where we used
|d(z) = I(2)] < Clag — x|+
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by [FeRo24al, Lemma B.2.2]. This proves the first claim.

Now, we turn to to proof of the second result. First, we observe that by similar arguments as in the
first part of the proof, we obtain

Cpe+s+~/—3’y‘2 in Bp/27

da—i—s—l _ lE-i-s—l <
| [(x0 +y) < Cly| 8| de+5"10 (2 + y) + 15+~ (39 + )| in R™\ B,/a-

and therefore
|L(de+s—1 _ l€+s_1)(l‘0)| < 0(1 _|_p€+“/—s—1 _|_p€+'y5—s—1)‘
We claim that for any e € S*~! it holds

{L((m €)Y = —ce(w-e)T 7t i {z-e >0},

(x- e)i—l—i-a -0 in {z-e<0) (2.6)

for some ¢, € [c_,cy], for some ¢y > c_ > 0, depending only on n, s, A\, A. Note that once we have
shown the claim (2.6]), we can conclude the proof, since it implies

L(d€+s_1)($0) < L(l€+s_1)(l‘0) + |L(d€+s—1 _ l€+s—1)($0)|
< _cps—s—l + C(l _|_p€+’y—s—1 + ps—l—'y&—s—l) < _cpe—s—l +C.
Hence, it remains to prove (2.6]). By the 2s-homogeneity of L, we have
L((z-e)T ) = ci(=A)j(z - )T = crea(a - )7

for some constant ¢; > 0 and ¢o € R, so it remains to prove that —cice € [c—, ¢y ] for some ¢y > ¢ > 0.
This will follow immediately, once we show co < 0. To see this, we slide the function ti‘l from the

left until we touch tfs_l. Indeed, note that for h > 0 large enough, it holds (¢ + h)ﬁ:1 < tf:rs_l for
any t > 0. Then, let us take hg > 0 to be the smallest positive number such that there exists some
to > 0 at which the two functions touch, i.e. (to + ho) ' = (to)"* . Then, it holds

ea(to)3° 7 = (AR (f0) < (=A)R((E+ ho)3 ) (to) = 0,
which implies ¢y < 0, as desired. This concludes the proof. O
The following lemma is crucial in the proofs of [Lemma 2.13] and in Section [6l It follows by differen-
tiating the corresponding results in [AbR020].

Lemma 2.4. Let L € L™\, A). Let k € N, and Q C R" be an open, bounded domain with
o0 € C*1Y for some v € (0,1) with v # s, and 0 € Q. Assume that K € C*+27+3(SP=1), Let
n € CPY(QNB)) NC®(QN By). Then, there exists ¢ > 0, depending only on n,s,\,A,Q,~,k, such
that the following holds true:

(i) If k=1 and v < s, then
L@~ (Vd)n)| < |- [+ [n(0)] +[Vn(0))d"™*  in N By
(ii) If k> 2 ory > s, then
(L@ (VA0 chr-sir @y o) < € (I T+ O]+ [V0(0)]) -
(iii) If k +~ > 2s, then we have for any xo € QN By /o

L@ (V)] 2oy ey < (- [+ O] + [V0(0)]) d* (o).
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Proof. By [AbRo020, Corollary 2.3] (see also [Kuk21l, Corollary 3.9] for i > k + 1), we deduce that
ID'L(dn)| < c(| - |+ n(0))d"™ =" in QN By VieN. (2.7)

Note that by [AbR020, Theorem 2.2] and the choice of ¥ in the proof of [AbR020), Corollary 2.3], it
can be seen that the assumption € C*7(Q N B1)NC> (2N By) is sufficient for 7)) to hold true. Let

us now prove (i) and assume that k = 1 and v < s. Then, since D’y € C°°(R"), another application
of [AbR020, Corollary 2.3] yields

HL(dsDi??)Hclﬂfs(ﬁmBl/g) <C forie{l,2}.
Since V(d*n) = sd*~1(Vd)n + d*Vn, a combination of the previous two estimates with i = 1 implies
L@ (V)| < sTHVL(d )| + s L@ V)| < e(| - |+ [n(0)] + [Vn(0))d’ ™ in &N By,

which yields the result in (i).
To see (ii) and (iii), we observe first that by application of (2.7]), we have for any i € N

ID'L(@* (V)| < e(| - |+ [Vn())d* 7> in QN By .
Next, by differentiation, we obtain
D"Y(d*n) = sD'(d*~ ! (Vd)n) + D'(d*Vn).
Thus, altogether for every i € N
|DYL(@*=H (Vd)n))| < s7HD™L(d*n)| + s7HD'L(d* (V)|
< |-+ () )T fe(| - |+ [V (0)|)d" T (2.8)
< |- [+ O] + [Vn(O))d" 1 in QN By .

To conclude the proof of (ii) let zo € QN By/s, and note that if k > 2 or v > s, then (2.8) applied
with ¢ = k — 1+ [y — s] implies

| DRI = T(L(d =1 (Vd)n)) | 1 (Bateg)/2(0))
|ZE — y|'Y_5_ [v—s]

(L@ VA cr-1-s47 By, pwo)) S SUP
(Ba( 0)/2( 0)) Inydeo/z(mo)

o - |+ InO)] + [Vn(O))d" =~ (2g)d* 7175 ()
c(| -1+ In(O)] +[Vn(0))),
where we used that v < 1. From here, a standard covering argument (see [FeRo24al, Lemma A.1.4])
yields the desired regularity estimate in QN By /2-
To prove (iii), note that if £+ v > 2s, then (2.8) applied with i = k 4 [y — s]| implies
| D4 = (L@ (V) o (o)
‘x — y"Y‘25— [v—s]

IA A

IN

sup
w7y€Bd(zo)/2(m0))

< ol |+ [n(0)] + V)" (2g)d> =741 ()
< |- [+ ()] + [Vn(0))d*~" (zo),

[L(&* (VA2 By, 2 w0)

where we used that 4 < 1. This implies (iii), and we conclude the proof. O

As a corollary, we obtain the following result:
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Corollary 2.5. Let L € LI\ A). Let k € N, and Q C R" be an open, bounded domain with
o0 € CF1Y for some v € (0,1) with v # s, and 0 € Q. Assume that K € C?*+273(SP=1). Let
n € C*Y(QNB)NC®(QN By). Then, there exists ¢ > 0, depending only on n,s,\,A,Q,~,k, such
that the following holds true:
(i) If k=1 and v < s, then
|L(ds_177)| é CHUHCI(W%/Q)dW_S mﬁﬂBlp
(ii) If k> 2 ory > s, then

[L(d" )] crmr—ssr @, ) < € (HTIHcl(m) + Hn”C’“*HS*V(QﬂBl)) :
(iii) If k +~ > 2s, then we have for any xo € QN By /o
[L(ds_ln)]ck+w—2s(Bd(zo)/z(mo)) <c (”77”01(m) + H77||ck+v(mBl)) d* ! (o).

Proof. Note that there exist N € Nand § > 0, v; € S" !, x; € 00N By, depending only on 2, such
that d,,d > 1/2 in QN Bs(z;), for i € {1,..., N}, and such that

N
{z € QN By« d(x) < 6/2} C | Bs(@y).
i=1
Then, by application of Cemma 2.4(i) to 1 := (d,,d)"'n € C*Y(Q N Bs(x;)) N C®(Q N Bs(z;)), we
deduce that for any i € {1,..., N}
L@ )] < o] - |+ In(aa)| + [Vn(z) )™ in Q0 Byja ().

Thus, we have proved (i) in QN By ;sN{d(z) < §/2}. The result in QN By ,N{d(x) > §/2} is immediate
from the regularity of K (see [FeRo24al Lemma 2.2.6]).
The proofs of (ii) and (iii) follow from [Lemma 2.4]is an analogous way. O

2.3. Barriers with boundary blow-up. Let us construct barrier functions that are suitable for es-
tablishing maximum principles for solutions that blow up at the boundary. We establish a subsolution
and a supersolution in the following two lemmas.

Lemma 2.6. Let L € £LI°™(\,A). Let Q C R™ be an open, bounded domain with 0Q € C™Y for some
v > 0. Then, for anyl € R, ¢ € (0,min{s,1 — s}), and M > 0 there exists ¢; € C*°(QQ) such that

Loy < —d="'—M inQ,

& = 0 inR"\ Q,
G fdst =1 on 09,
O (¢y/d*1) = +oo on 0f).

Moreover, if | > 0, then there exists 6 € (0,1), depending only on n,s, A\, A,diam(2),e, M, such that
&1 >0in QN{d <6} And if | <0, then for M large enough, depending on n,s,\, A, diam(Q), e, it
holds ¢; < 0 in €.
Proof. Let ¢ € (0,s) and N > 1 to be chosen small and large, respectively, later. We set
di(x) = 1d°" 1 (2) + d°*71F5(z) — Nlg(x).
Then, by [Lemma 2.3]
Ly < eyld =571 — ¢od®™* ' 4¢3 — NL1q.
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Note that since L1g > 0, by taking any ¢ € (0,s) and then ¢ < 07, we see that there exists n > 0,
depending on s,l, e, M, d,~, such that

Loy < —d**1—M inQn{d<n}

Moreover, note that there exists ¢4 > 0, depending on diam(2), such that L1g > ¢4 in QN {d > n}.
Thus, choosing N = M CZI, we deduce that

Loy < —dF*'—M inQ,
as desired. Next, we observe that since (¢;/d*~!)(xg) = [ for any zq € QN By:

—¢£(x) -1 e 1—s
By (&) d* V) (o) = lim L@ — i i\ L (1 = Nd™*) = oo,

r—xQ d(m) T—xQ d(w) T—x0
if we choose € < 1 — s. The remaining properties of ¢; follow immediately from its construction. [

Lemma 2.7. Let L € L'™(\,A). Let Q C R™ be an open, bounded domain with 0Q € CY7 for
some v > 0. Then, there is ¢1 > 0, depending only on n,s, A\, A, such that for any |l € R, ¢ €
(0,min{sv,1 — s}), and M > 0 there exists iy € C*°(QQ) such that

Ly > ad '+ M inQ,

Y = 0 in R™\ Q,
Y /d5 =1 on 09,
O, (P /d*~Y) = —o0 on 0NQ.

Moreover, for any M > 0, if | > 0 is large enough, depending only on n,s, A\, A, diam(2), e, it holds
Y >0 in Q.
Proof. The proof is similar to the one of [Lemma 2.6l We set
Y(z) = 1d°" ! (z) — d* 714 (2) + Colg(a)
for some € < §v and [,Cs > 0 to be chosen later. Note that by [Lemma 2.3
Ly > —cld™ ™5 4 epd™ 7 —e3 +eaCo in Q,

for some constants ci, ¢, c3,c4 > 0, depending only on n,s, A\, A, and the C™ radius of Q. Thus, if
we choose Cy > 0 large enough, depending on M, [, 1, co, c3,cq,e,diam(Q2), then we deduce

Ly > ed "1+ M in Q.
Moreover, note that for any zo € 99 it holds since ¥/d*~! =1 on 9Q:
()

] 5 1-s
1)) = tim T gy L @) 4 O ()
Oy (/") (o) = lim d(x) = Jm d(r)
= lim (—d"!(z) + Cod*(x)) = —ox,

T—rT0

if we choose € < 1 — s. Finally, we observe that upon choosing [ > 0 large enough, depending only on
e,diam(€2), we have

Y > 1d* —d*1E >0 in Q.
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2.4. Nonlocal equations up to a polynomial. We will need the following definition of nonlocal
equations that hold true up to a polynomial. It was introduced in [DSV19| for the fractional Laplacian
and the theory was extended in [DDV22] to general nonlocal operators (see also [AbR020]).

Definition 2.8. For k € N, a bounded domain Q C R”, f € C(Q), and K € C*¥~1%9(S"~1) for some
6 > 0, we say that a function u € C(Q) N L3, . (R™) solves in the viscosity sense

LuZ [ in Q,
if there exist polynomials (pr)r>1 € Px_1 of degree k — 1, and functions (fr)gr>1 such that
L(ulp,) = fr+pr inQ, VR > diam(Q),
Ifr = fllze@) — 0 as R — oo.
Remark 2.9. e Lu =" f is equivalent to Lu = f (see [DDV22, Corollary 2.13]).
e Instead of K € C*(S™1), here we only assume K € C*~1+9(S"~1) for some § > 0. It is easy to
see that all the arguments in [DDV22] remain valid under this weaker assumption. We decided
to make this change in order to have optimal assumptions on K in [I'heorem 1.7]

e As in [AbR020], we assume uniform convergence fr — f. This is slightly different from
[DSV19], where pointwise convergence was assumed.

The following lemma is a slight improvement of [AbR020, Lemma 3.6] (see also [RTW23| Lemma 8.1])
in the sense that the estimate involves a weighted L' norm instead of a weighted L norm.
Lemma 2.10. Let L € LM™(\ A). Let u € C(By) be a viscosity solution to
Then, the following holds true:

(i) Let B € (0,2s] if s # 1/2 and B € (0,1) if s = 1/2. If f € C(B1) and u € L3 (R"), then it

holds u € Clﬁoc(Bl) and
lullossn < e (Tl + [ ALy 1y
1/2 rRe\B, Y"1

for some ¢ > 0, depending only on n,s,\, A, S.
(i) If f € C*(By) for some a > 0 such that 2s+a ¢ N, K € C*(S"™"), and u € L}, ,(R™) then
u € C*(By) and

loc

|u(y)|
[ullg2sta(m, ) < ¢ <HU”L°°(B1) + /}RH\B1 y[2ra dy + [floa(m)

for some ¢ > 0, depending only on n,s, \, A, a.
Remark 2.11. From the proof it is apparent, that [Lemma 2.10(ii) remains true if Lu L4 f for k < a.

Proof. Statement (i) was proved in [FeRo24al, Theorem 2.4.3]. The L* norm can be replaced by the
L, (R™) norm by a standard truncation argument. Let us now show (ii). We restrict ourselves to
proving the result in case a < 1. The case a > 1 goes in the same way by considering higher order
incremental quotients in the arguments below. Let us define v = ulp,. We claim that v solves Lv = f
in By, for some fe C?51%(Bg ) with

7 |u(y)]
[fllca(Bs) <€ (HUHLM(&) + /Rn\Bl Wdﬁ [fleas,, | - (2.9)
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Note that this claim is a slight improvement of [AbR020, Lemma 3.6] (see also [RTW23|, Lemma 8.1])
in the sense that the second term in the estimate is an L' norm instead of an L> norm. This can be
achieved a follows. First, observe that for any h € Bg/4 and x € B%—\hl’ using that K € C%(S"~1):

| L(ulgm g, ) () — L(ulgm p,)(z + h)| < [B]* /Rn\B () K (z —y) —Uf'(a(x +h—1y)|

u(y)|
< c|h|* / |7 dy
Al Re\B; |y|nt2ste

Therefore, since we can add and subtract constants to f without affecting the left hand side of the
next estimate, for any h € By it holds:

dy

r r a |u(y)| ]
Hf f( + h)HL (B%*\h\) S C <gSC f + |h| /n\ 1 | |n+2s+a Y (2 10)

3/4

From here, proceeding as in the proof of [AbR020, Lemma 3.6] (see also [RTW23, Lemma 8.1]), we
deduce that we can write f = g+p for some g € L>°(B3/,) and a polynomial p. By the same arguments
as in [AbR020, Lemma 3.6], [RTW23| Lemma 8.1] we deduce suitable estimates for p yielding after
combination with (2.10):

P lu(y)|
oo < oo .
(haiv (By/a) = C (HUHL (B1) T /}W\B1 [y [2sta dy + gsc f

3/4

Finally, as a direct consequence of (210, we deduce

Re\B, ||t

[flee (B, < C <||U\|L°°(Bl) +/ Md@ﬂr [f]ca(B3/4)> ,

which yields the claim (2.9]).
Thus, by application of the interior regularity estimate [FeRo24al, Theorem 2.4.1] to v, we obtain

lulgassa By ) = olloasse sy ) < € (ol + 1 Fllon sy )

[u(y)|
<c <||UHL°°(Bl) + /Rn\Bl Ty[rera dy + [flce(Bs,) | >
as desired. O

Next, we provide a lemma stating that equations up to a polynomial can be differentiated in the same
way as classical nonlocal equations. This lemma will be used in the proof of [Lemma 5.3

Lemma 2.12. Let L € LM™(\,A). Let k € N, f € CY(By), and K € C*TO(S"™1) for some § > 0.

Let u € C(B1) N Ly, s(R™) with dyu € Ly, s(R™). Then, it holds

Lu *L! f in By,
and O;fr — O;f, if and only if



REGULARITY FOR NONLOCAL EQUATIONS WITH LOCAL NEUMANN BOUNDARY CONDITIONS 17

Proof. Let us assume first that d;u € L} +i—145(R™), and assume that Lu = f in Bj. Then, there

exist polynomials pr € Py, and functions fr € L*°(B;) with fr — f such that

L(ulp,) = fr+pr in Bi.

Let us now consider difference quotients Dlu(x) = W and compute

L(D}ulp,) = L(D{(ulpy,)) — L(uD!1g,) = D} fr + D!'pr — L(uD]'13,),
where, by carefully following the proof of [DDV22, Theorem 2.1], we can decompose
LD @) = [ DL (K ) dy = diae) + gma)
"\ B3
for functions ggp such that
()= [ DI )it dy = = [ (DL, v) +uw) DLtz 0) dy
for some function ¥ : By x (R™\ Bs) — R such that

sup ¥(z,y) < C sup (1 4 |z — y|)~"F2H=19) 1 qup |V, (, y)| < O sup (1 + |z — y|)~ T2tk
r€B] reB1 reB1 r€B]

and polynomials dg } € Pr—1 with
dR,h(x) = Z ﬁa,hxaa Ra,h = Ca Dz—h[u(y)agK(‘T - y)] d?/y Cq € R.
ol <k—1 Br
Clearly, it holds gr, — gr, and dr, — dgr, as R — oo, where
or@) = [ oy dr@)= Ykt ke=co [ OMu@oLK( - y)dy.
R R
Note that for the convergence grj — gr we are using that for any = € B
L5, () (DL u(y)y (2, y) + L, (y)uly) DLy (e, y))]

< Closu(y)| sup (14 |z —y) =210 4 Clu(y))| sup (14 |z —y) =274+ e LYR™)
reED] reb]

and dominated convergence. Moreover, from integrating by parts, we see that it holds for any = € By
o o
1, (2 _ _ _ _
[ R @lars [B [ e -y g dr < [ a0 ay < o,
2 2 dBr BS
which implies that gr(z) — 0, as R — oo, uniformly in x.
Altogether, we have shown
L(Oulpy) lim Di'fr + lim Di'pp + lim dg + lim gr, = 0ifr + Oipr + dr + gr,
which implies that
L(c‘)iu]lBR) i f in Bl,

as desired.
Let us now show the other implication, i.e., assume that L(0;u) s 0;f in B;. Then, by [DDV22] we
observe that there are Fr : R™ — R, and Pr € Pj, such that

L(u]lBR) =Fr+ Pr in Bj.
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Clearly, by the same arguments as above, we have
L((Du)1p,) = D L(ulp,) — L(uD}1p,) = D{ Fg + D} Pr + dg s, + g

with D?PR +drp € Pr—1 and grp — gr, as h — 0 with g — 0, as R — oo. Thus, by the stability
for viscosity solutions up to a polynomial (see [AbR020]), we have that

fr+pr = L(0julp,) = 0;Fr + 0;Pp + dr + g,

where dg, pr, 0; Pr € Pr_1. Hence, after integrating the previous identity in z; and denoting FR(x) =
fféo(fR —gr)(2',y;) dy, we can deduce:

Fp=Fr+ P in By,

where P € Py, is such that 0;Pp = pr — dp — 0;Pr. Then, since fr— fand gg — 0, as R — o0, we
deduce that Fr — F, where 0;F = f, and the proof is complete. ([

2.5. Two lemmas on viscosity solutions. In this section, we prove two auxiliary lemmas for
viscosity solutions to nonlocal equations with local Neumann boundary data, namely a stability result,
and that sums of viscosity subsolutions are again viscosity subsolutions. Both results are standard for
nonlocal equations in the interior of the solution domain (see [FeRo24a]). However, since we consider
equations at the boundary, where solutions satisfy a Neumann condition in the viscosity sense, both
results require a proof. Both proofs heavily rely on the interaction of nonlocal operators with the
distance function and the results in Subsection

First, we prove a stability result, which will be crucial in the blow-up argument of our proof of the
higher boundary regularity.

Lemma 2.13. Let k € NU {0}, v € (0,1) with v # s, and Q; C R™ be open, bounded domains
with 0Q; € C?*7 such that 0 € 09, vy = ey for any j € N, and such that the C?7 radii of Q; and
diam(€2;) are uniformly bounded. Given a sequence r; \, 0, we set §1; = rj_le and dj = de. Let

v; € L, (R™) with vj/cij_l € C(Q;) be viscosity solutions to

Ljv; k fi in Qj N ~Bl,
. 11)j = 0 nR"\Qy
O(vj/di™") = g; ondQ;N By,

where f; € C(Q; N By), g; € C(0Q N By), and (Lj); C LA Ak — 1+ a) for some o > 0.
Moreover, assume that there are v € L} (R™) with v/(zn)t € C({zn, > 0}), f € C({zy, > 0}NBY),

g€ CH{x, =0}NBy), L €LI™NAK—1+a), andej \,0, g; € Py such that

vi/di Tt = v/ (2a) T in L(By),

vj v in Ly x(R"),
\fi—pi—fl—=0 in L,.(B1 N {x, > 0}),
l9; —aj — gl(z) < cg5 — 0 Va € 9Q, N By,
K; —» K in CF=1re(gn—h,
Then, there exists q € Py, such that v is a viscosity solution to
Lo £ f  inBin{z, >0},
v = 0 in R™\ {z, > 0},

an(v/(xn)i_l) = g+gq on ByN{z, =0}
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If k =0, the same result holds with J;_ij € L>®(Q; N By) and (z,)7 7 f € L®({x,, > 0} N By).

Proof. Let us define u; := vj/dj_l and u := v/(z,)% . Note that since u; — u in L2 (By) it follows

that v; = dN;_luj — (zn)'u=v in LS

> (B1 N {x, > 0}). This property is enough to apply the proof
of the stability of viscosity solutions in [FeRo24al, Proposition 3.2.12] to v; and v. The higher order
version which we require here follows in the same way as in [AbR020, Lemma 3.5]. Since v; — v
in L1 (R"), we also have that v = 0 in By \ {z, > 0}. Consequently, it only remains to prove the
convergence of the Neumann boundary condition.
To do so, let 29 € By N{z,, = 0}. In case k > 1, we first truncate v and v; in Bs(zo) and apply
[AbR020, Lemma 3.6] to obtain the equations satisfied by v1p,(z¢) and v;1p,(zg). In order not to
over-complicate the notation, let us denote the truncations still by v and v; and the corresponding
source terms by f and fj. Then, let ¢ € C?*(B,(z0)) for some r € (0,1) with ¢ < w in B, (x0),

(o) = u(xp), and ¢ = w in R™\ B,(z0) be a test function. Given ¢ € (0,1), n € (0,7), we define now

5 -
PO (@) = =01p, (o) (@) (@) = (@) 7], U7 (@) = =01, o) (@) | dj(@) = ()| -
Note that there exist C' > 0 and ¢ € (0,7/2), independent of 4, j, such that
Ly wl”) < —~Codl™*  in ;N Bx(x0). (2.11)

This is due to [FeRo24al Proposition B.2.1, Lemma B.2.6, Corollary B.2.8], and since Qj N Br(zo)
and the respective C?7-radii of (1; are uniformly bounded. Indeed, the aforementioned results yield
the existence of g > 0 such that

—OL;(di " dy — ;") < —e1dd] ™ in Q; N Bey (o).

Moreover, one computes by scaling from Qj to ©;, denoting d; = dg;, and applying [Lemma 2.2]

—0L;(d5 7 dj — d; ") Lam B, (ay)) < € / (d5(y) + & (y)) |yl "2 dy

€\ Br(z0)
< b (r3d5(y) + 757" )y 2y (212)
Q\Brr; (w0)
<ed(1+7r7%4r177%) in Q; N B, j2(x0),
where ¢z > 0 might depend on diam(§2;), which we assumed to be bounded, but not on j. Thus, by

combination of the previous two computations, we deduce (ZII) upon choosing € < g¢ if necessary.
Moreover, it is immediate by construction that

Y@ <o in R". (2.13)
Next, we set ¢ = ¢ + (. Note that for any & > 0, it still holds ¢® < u by @I3), and

¢ (20) = u(zo), however u — ¢¥) has a strict minimum at zq in B, (z).
It suffices to prove for any § > 0 small enough

00 () < g(@0) + q(@0), (2.14)

since then it follows that 0,¢(z0) = 9,0 (z9) +J < g(x0) + q(20) + 6, and we obtain the desired
result upon taking the limit § 0.

5)

Let us now construct test functions ¢§- for any j € N as follows

{‘155'5) = wj=u;+¢ inR"\ B, (o),

60 = G+e+u? i B(a),
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where

cj:min{ceR:¢+c+1p§5) <wuj in Br(xo)}.

Since 1/)§5) — 9 (lower half-relaxed limits) in B, (o), we obtain that c¢; — 0, and that there exist

xj € By(x9) with x; — x¢ such that ¢§-5) (xj) = uj(zx;) and ¢§-5) < u; by [FeRo24al Lemma 3.2.10 and
Proof of Proposition 3.2.12].

Next, we argue that x; € 8(2]- N Bj. Withou‘E loss of generality, we can assume that x; € B.(zg) upon
taking j € N large enough. In fact, if x; € Q; N B.(x(), then we can compute using i),
and (2.11])
Li(d;™ 6" (w) = Li(dy™ 8, (o)) (@) + €L (05 L o)) ()
+ Lj (v Lgm 5, (20)) (27) + L (d5 ™97 ()
< Li(di ) + ¢ L(ds )
+ Lj(d5 ™ ulge g, (a0)) + ¢ L (45 g\ B, (20)
+ cllvjll Ly, gy — COd) " ()
< Cpd) ™" (w5) — Cod " ()

(2.15)

for some constant Cy > 0, depending also on ||vj[z1 @n) and |[v]|z1 (). Note that to estimate the
fourth term in the last estimate, we used an argument similar to ([2.12]).
Let us now recall that n < . Hence, upon making € > 0 even smaller, we can have in €; N Bc(zo):

C&Zg_ﬁ/ > (Cr + ]l{k:O}||J§_ﬁ/fj||Loo(Qijl) + l{kzl}HfjHLoo(Qijl))-
Then it holds
75— 4 Y—s 75—
Li(ds™ ) (w)) < —Lj—oyd] " ()| il @0m) — L lfill Lo @,0m,) < filzs). (2.16)

However, note that by construction, Jj_lqbg-é) is a valid test function for the equation that is satisfied
for Jj_luj = v; at x;. Since we assumed that z; € Q; N By, it must hold Lj((fj_lqbg-é))(:nj) > fi(zy),
which contradicts (2.16]).
Therefore, it must be z; € 9€2; N By, as we claimed before. Thus, by the boundary condition
é
O, ) (25) < g5(ay).

Passing this inequality to the limit, and using the uniform convergence |g; —¢;—g| — 0, vy ; Vo = én,
and Q; — {x, > 0}, we obtain

9n (6 (20) — qlw0)) < g(z0),

where ¢ € Py, is the limit of the sequence of polynomials (g;);. Thus, we have 0 (z0) < g(z0) +
q(xg), i.e., (214)), as desired. This concludes the proof. O
Second, we prove that the difference of two viscosity solutions is again a viscosity subsolution.

Lemma 2.14. Let k € NU{0}, Q C R" be an open, bounded domain with OQ € C%7 for some v > 0.
Let L € LM\, Ak — 1+ a) for some a > 0. Let v,w € L3 (R") with v/d*~ " w/d*~! € C(Q) be
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viscosity solutions to

v & fiin €, Lw £ fo in €,
v = 0 mR"\Q, w = 0 nR"\Q,
v/d*7' = g on 09, w/d*~t = go on 09,

for some f1, fo € C(2) and g1,g2 € C(0Q). Then, v — w is a viscosity solution to

L(v—w) L fi—f2 inQ,
v—w = 0 in R™\ Q,
(v—w)/d*"t = g —fo on O

Proof. We will only demonstrate the proof in case k = 0. The general case follows immediately by
combining the arguments with the definition [Definition 2.8l For the nonlocal equation, the result
follows for instance from [FeRo24al Lemma 3.4.14]. For the boundary condition, one can proceed
as follows. First, we define the sup- and inf-convolutions (v/d*~!). and (w/d*~1)¢ (see [FeRo24al,
Lemma 3.2.16]) with D C Q open, bounded such that D N9 # (). Then, by adapting the arguments
in [FeRo24al Proposition 3.2.17], one can show that for any z € 92N D it holds in the viscosity sense

0, (v/d* Ne(2) < g1(@) + 0, B(w/dT) > ga() + 67, (2.17)

where 6,6 — 0, as ¢ — 0. Note that once (2I7)) is proven, since (v/d*~1). and —(w/d*~1) are both
semi-concave, we have that at any point z € 9Q N D, where (v/d*~1). — (w/d*~1)¢ can be touched
by a paraboloid from below, the functions (v/d*~!). and —(w/d*~1)° must be in C!. Hence, by the
linearity of d,,, and due to [2.17) it must hold 9, ((v/d* 1) —(w/d*1)*)(z) < g1(x)—g2(z)+5.—6° — 0,
as € — 0. Thus, by the stability for viscosity solutions (which was provided in a significantly more
general framework in [Cemma 2.13)), we deduce that 0, ((v —w)/d*~!) < (g1 — ¢2) in the viscosity sense.
In a similar way, one can prove d,((v — w)/d*~') > (g1 — g2), and thus, we obtain the desired result.
Thus, it remains to give a proof of (ZIT). To see it, for any test function ¢ € C?(B,(xg)) touching
(v/d*~1). from below at zg € 92N D, we define

O (z) = =61 p, () (x) [d(z) — d"T(2)]

for some 7 € (0,7) and observe that ¢(® = ¢ + () is still a valid test function, touching (v/d*~!).
(strictly) from below, at xg. Then, by the same arguments as in [FeRo24al, Proposition 3.2.17], there
exists . € D with z. € Be.(x¢) for some ¢ > 0, depending only on the oscillation of v/d*~!, such
that ¢ (- + 29 — ¢+ €) — e !|zg — z.|? touches v/d*~! from below at z.. We observe that z, ¢
since otherwise one would get a contradiction with the nonlocal equation satisfied by v, in the exact
same way as in the proof of ([ZIG)), if ¢ > 0 is small enough. Thus, z. € 92 N D, and from the
boundary condition satisfied by v, it follows 8,6 (z¢) < g1(z.). Thus, by the definition of ¢, we
have 0, ¢(x0) = 9,0 (x0) + 6 < gi(z.) + 6 for any 6 > 0. Thus, sending § — 0 and recalling that
xe — g, as € — 0, this proves the first statement in (ZI7) with 0. = g1(x.) — g1(z¢). Analogously,
one proves the second claim in (2.17]). O

3. NONLOCAL MAXIMUM PRINCIPLES WITH LOCAL DIRICHLET- AND NEUMANN CONDITIONS

In this section, we establish weak maximum principles for nonlocal equations with local Dirichlet- and
Neumann data (see [Proposition 1.3 and [Proposition 1.5)).

First, we establish a weak maximum principle for solutions to the inhomogeneous Dirichlet problem
in (LI0) (see [Proposition 1.3)). Its proof goes by sliding the barrier subsolution ¢ from [Lemma 2.6l
underneath v from below.
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Proof of [Proposition. 1.3, By assumption on v, we have that v/d*~! € C(Q) with v/d*~! > 0 on 9.
Let z € 0Q be such that mingg v/d*~' = v/d*"1(z) =:1 > 0. Let € € (0,s) and M > 1 to be chosen
later, and recall the subsolution ¢; € C(2) from [Lemma 2.6l We define

co:=inf{fceR: ¢/d* ' —c <wv/d*1in Q}.

Since also ¢;/d*~! € C(Q), the above set is nonempty and cg < co. In fact, recalling the definition of
¢, it must be

co < H”/ds_lumo(ﬁ) + H(¢l)+/d8_1HLoo(ﬁ) = Hv/dS_IHLoo(ﬁ) + 1+ ¢| diam(Q)|*, (3.1)
which is independent of M. Moreover, since ¢;/d*~1(z) =1 = v/d*~'(z), we have that ¢y > 0. Then,
in particular, we have

¢r/d* —cy <w/d*7! in R, and ¢1/d* (o) — co = v/d* " (29) for some zq € Q.
In case xg € €2, we have
& —cod* P —v<0 inR" and (¢ — cod® ™t — v)(xg) =0,
so it must be
0 < L(¢y — cod® ' —v)(20) < Loy () — coL(d* ) (o) < —dF 5 Hao) — M + (1 + co)ed® 571 (x),
where we used [Lemma 2.6 and that |L(d*~!)| < ¢d® =~ for any § € (0, s) by Lemma 2.3 Next, we

fix any 0 € (0, s), and take ¢ < 6y and M so large, depending only on ¢y, [, diam(£2) (but not on zg),
such that

—d* " Nag) — M + (I 4 co)ed® =5 (x0) < 0.
Since ¢y is independent of M (see ([3.1])), we obtain a contradiction. Thus, it must be z¢ € 02, which
by construction yields that ¢y = 0, and therefore ¢; < v in . Since [ > 0, by [Lemma 2.6 there exists
d > 0 such that ¢; > 0 in QN {d < ¢}. Therefore, v is a viscosity solution to
Lv >0 inQn{d>d},
v >0 ImR"\(Qn{d>d}).

Since v € C(Q N {d > ¢}), we can apply the standard maximum principle for viscosity solutions to v
(see [FeRo24al Lemma 3.2.19]) and deduce that v > 0 in R™, as desired. O

In particular, we have the following comparison principle:

Lemma 3.1. Let L € £!™(\,A). Let Q C R™ be an open, bounded domain with 9Q € CY7 for some
v > 0. Let v,b € LY (R™) with v/d*~',b/d*~! € C(Q) be viscosity solutions to

Lb < in Q
Lv > f in Q, </ m ;L
v/d*~t >0 on 0Q b sv inR*\Q,
- ’ b/d*=1 <0 on 09

for some f € C(Q). Then, v >b in R™.

Proof. Since by [FeRo24al, Lemma 3.4.13] w = v — b is a viscosity solution to Lw > 0 in € such that
w/d*~1 > 0on 9Q, and w > 0 in R™\ Q, it satisfies the assumptions of [Proposition 1.3} An application
of this result concludes the proof. O

As an application, we have the following version of a nonlocal Hopf lemma for viscosity solutions:
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Lemma 3.2. Let L € LI°™(\,A). Let Q2 C R" be an open, bounded domain with oQ € CYY for some
v > 0. Let v € LI, (R™) with v/d*~1 € C(Q) satisfy in the viscosity sense:

Lv=f >0 inQ,
v >0 nR"\Q,
v/d*=t >0 on 0Q

for some f € C(2). Then, either v =0 in §, or
o) inQ

v(w)2C<

for some C,6 > 0, which depend only on n,s, \, A,~,diam(Q2), and the C*7 radius of .

inf v) d
{zeQ:dist(z,00)>6}

Proof. The proof follows in the same way as [FeRo24al Proposition 2.6.6]. First, by the weak maximum
principle for viscosity solutions with boundary blow-up (see [Proposition 1.3)), we have v > 0 in R™.
In order to deduce v > 0 in case v # 0, one uses the nonlocal weak Harnack inequality (see [FeRo24al,
Theorem 3.3.1]). An appropriate comparison principle for our framework is stated in [Lemma 3.1
Apart from these observations, the proof follows precisely along the lines of [FeRo24a. Proposition
2.6.6]. O

As a corollary of the previous results, we obtain the following pointwise formulation of a nonlocal Hopf
lemma for solutions with boundary blow-up.

Lemma 3.3. Let L € LI™(\,A). Let Q C R™ be an open, bounded domain with 9Q € CY7 for some
v > 0. Let v € LI, (R™) with v/d*~1 € C(Q) satisfy in the viscosity sense:

Lv >0 in$,
v >0 inR"\Q,
v/d*71 =g on 09

for some g € C(0Q). Let xg € 02 be such that mings g = g(xg) < 0. Then, either v =0, or we have
oQ
that in the viscosity sense

A, (v/d*~1)(xg) > 0.
Proof. Let ¢ = ¢_1 be the barrier function from [Lemma 2.6] with respect to € for some ¢ € (0, s) and
M > 0 so large that ¢ < 0 in Q. Note that since g(zp) < 0 we have
L(v + g(w0)$) > —g(wo)(d "'+ M) >0 inQ,
v+ g(xo)p >0 inR"\Q,
(v + g(x0)¢)/d* ™ = g — g(xo) >0 on IQ.

Thus, an application of [Lemma 3.2 to v + g(xo)¢ yields that either v 4+ g(z¢)¢ = 0 in £, or

v+ g(xo)p > cd® near zg. (3.2)

Note that we cannot have v + g(xg)¢ = 0, unless g(zp) = 0 (in which case v = v + g(x¢)¢ = 0), since
then

Lv = —g(wo)Le < g(x0)(d** "1 + M) <0 near 05,



24 XAVIER ROS-OTON AND MARVIN WEIDNER

a contradiction. Thus, unless v = 0, we have (3.2, and we compute, using that ¢/d*~!(xg) = —1
v(z) v(@) | glzo)é(z)
S— - g($0) S—1 d5—1 ’U([]j) + g(w )(Zﬁ(x)
, s—1 — d>=T(x) — (z) — 0 >
Q) = 0 ey T T W) 2T w270

which concludes the proof. Note that if the limit in the previous estimate does not exist, we need
to interpret the boundary condition in the viscosity sense, i.e., take any smooth ¢ with ¥(xz) =
(v/d*~ 1) (o) = g(z0) and ¥ > v/d*~1. Then, the limit 9,1 (xg) exists, and an analogous computation
as above yields 9,9 (z¢) > ¢ > 0, i.e., 9, (v/d* 1) (xg) > 0 in the viscosity sense. O

Finally, we are in a position to prove the main result of this section, a maximum principle for nonlocal
equations with local Neumann conditions.

Lemma 3.4. Let L € £LI°™(\,A). Let Q2 C R" be an open, bounded domain with oQ € CYY for some
v > 0. Let v € LI, (R™) with v/d*~1 € C(Q) satisfy in the viscosity sense:

Lv >f inQ,

v >0 mR"\Q,

O,(v/d*~Y) <g on 0N

for some f € C(Q) with d*T'=¢f € L>®(Q) for some € € (0,1 + 5], and g € C(0Q). Then, there ewists
¢ > 0, depending only on n,s,\,\,v,e, and the CY7 radius of Q and diam(Q), such that

v/d* Tt > —c||dT 0 fl| o) — cllgll o o) in Q.
Proof. The case f > 0 and g < 0 follows from the Hopf lemma (see[Lemma 3.3). In fact, by [Lemma 3.3

we deduce that either v = 0, in which case we are done, or that v/d*~! > 0 on Q. However, by the
weak maximum principle (see [Proposition 1.3]), this implies v > 0, as desired.

Now, we explain how to get the result with general f,g. To do so, we apply the previous argument
with v replaced by

w= v+ (47 oy + 19 e where  9(z) = 141 (z) — &40 (2) + Colig(x)

for some g9 < min{y, 1—s,¢}, and [, Cy > 0 to be chosen later, as in[Cemma 2.7 Note that ¢ € L3 (R")
and 1/d*~! € C(Q), and from the proof of we deduce that for any M > 0

Ly > cpd®0 T 4+ M in €,
0,(/d5™1) = —oc0 <1, on 01},
(0 >0 in R"

for some ¢y > 0, if we choose [ > 0 large enough, depending on &y, and diam(f2), and then Cy > 0,
large enough, depending on [, g9, M. Let us choose M so large that

cod TN M > a7 in Q.
Then, altogether, we have that in the viscosity sense:
Lw > f+ (cod® 51+ M) ([|d*T 7 fl| oo ) + 9]l Lo 9)) =0 in €,
w > v >0 inR™\Q,
0, (w/d1) < g — (a1 fll ey + o) <0 on 90

Altogether, by the same argument as at the beginning of the proof, we have w > 0 in Q2. Let us now
observe that by construction

Y <A Cy < (14 Co)d*™ in Q.
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Therefore, we obtain

v > = ([|[dTE fl o) + 9llzea0)) = =+ Co)d (A7 fll o) + 9l e on)  in ©Q,
as desired. O

Proof of [Proposition 1.5, [Proposition 1.5|is a special case of [Lemma. 3.4l O

4. HOLDER ESTIMATES UP TO THE BOUNDARY

The previous maximum principle for nonlocal equations with local Neumann conditions (see[Lemma 3.4))
puts us in a position to establish a Harnack inequality for solutions to (7)) at the boundary, which
will eventually lead to the Holder regularity estimate in [Theorem 1.6

To prove it, we adapt some of the ideas in [LiZh23] to the framework of solutions to nonlocal problems
which blow up at the boundary.

For § > 0, let us define Q5 = {x € Q : dist(x,0Q) > §}.

Lemma 4.1. Let L € L£!™(\,A). Let Q C R™ be an open, bounded domain with 9Q € CY7 for some
v > 0. Let v € LI (R™) with v/d*~1 € C(Q) be a viscosity solution to

Lv Z f m QﬂBl,
v >0 inR",
o,(v/d*~Y) <g ondQN B

for some f € C(QN By) with d*™172f € L>®(Q N By) for some a € (0,1 + s], and g € C(Q N By).
Assume that 0 € 0. Then, there exist n > 1 and ¢ > 0, depending only on n,s,\, A, and the C17
radius of €, such that

][ (v/d* ") dz < ¢, nf (w/d* ") + ¢ (14T |l oo npy) + 19+l L= 00nB) »
Ql/QﬂBl mBn*1
where ¢ > 0 depends only on n,s, A\, A, v, «.

Proof. The interior weak Harnack inequality for viscosity supersolutions (see [FeRo24al, Theorem
3.3.1]) applied with v implies

v(ir)der <c¢ inf w(x)+c o
f o VA S e @) el 0, 0

where ¢ > 0 depends on n,s,\,A,n,«a. Moreover, since 1/2 < d < 1 in Q42 N By, it follows for
u = v/d* 1

w(z)dz <ec¢ inf  wu(z)+cl|d*T 0o .
AR L T R L TS

Thus, it remains to show

. . +1—
xeﬂllI/lmel u(z) < Cxeglrrwlfgn,l w(@) + (|7 fll Lo angy) + 91l (9ans,)) - (4.1)

Note that since v > 0, by the weak Harnack inequality, either v = 0, or infonp, v > 0. Therefore,
without loss of generality, we can assume that info, 2nB U= 1.

To prove (A1), let us take a set D C R™ with D € C7 such that
QﬂBl/g cDcCQnNBy,
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and take w = ¢ = d‘z)_l + dsD_Ha — N1p from [Lemma 2.6] where o < 1 — s is chosen small enough
and N > 0 is chosen large enough. Then, we have

Lw<0 inDnNBy, (4.2)

w<0 inR"\ (DnNB), (4.3)

Oy (w/d5 ') >0 ondDN By, (4.4)
w/dsyt > e in (2 Q1) N By s (4.

= e
S SN SO JUR Y

)

for some constants 1 > 4, and ¢; > 0, depending only on n,s, A, A,v, and the C'7 radius of Q (but
not on diam(f2), since we can assume without loss of generality that QN B, -1 # ). Note that (&3]
relies on the fact that 9D N By = 00N By 5.

Moreover, note that for any zg € (9D \ ) N By it holds (v/d5 ) (z¢) = 0 on (recall that v € C(R)
and therefore |v(zg)| < co0). Thus, and using also that w/d*~! =1 on dD by construction:

v(@)—w(z) _ (1)

. d571($)
8V((U - )/d 1)(‘T0) - xlina}o = dD(x)
d—}% — (1 +d%(x) — Nd5*(z)) + 1 (4.6)
= lim -2
T—T0 dp(x)
= lim (~d55™ (@) + (N + o@))d(x)) = —o0 <0,
T—T0

since a < 1 — s. Thus, altogether, extending g by zero on (0D \ 92) N By, we have that v — w satisfies

L(v—w) > f in DN By,
v—w >0 inR™\ (DnNBy),
Oy ((v—w)/d5;t) <g indDNB;.

While the first property is an easy consequence of D N By C QN By and ([4.2)), for the second one we
used (43 and the fact that v > 0 in R™ by assumption. The third property is immediate from the
assumption on v combined with (£4) and (4.0]).

Thus, we are in a position to apply the maximum principle for the Neumann problem (see [Lemma 3.4)):

(v —w)/dy " > —e| & fo || oo By — €llgs Le@pnB)  n DN B
Since by [@H) we also have that w/d5, " > ¢; = ¢ info, ,np, win (2\ Q,-1) N By 4, we deduce
v/dt = (w4 v —w)/d?

>cp inf u—clldy T fo |l Lo (prsy) — cllgt Lo (opny)
Q1/2"131

> c ;HgBlu el f Iz @nBy) = cllg+ e @anpy) i (2\ Q1) N By g,
1 2

where we used DN By C QN By. Since QN B, -1 C (2\Q,-1)N By /4, and moreover in this set dp = dgo
by construction, we obtain (4.1]), as desired. O
As a corollary of the previous weak Harnack inequality at the boundary, we obtain a growth lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Let L € £LI°™(\,A). Let Q C R™ be an open, bounded domain with 0Q € C™Y for some
v > 0. Let p > 1 be as in[Lemma 4.1, Assume that xo € OQ and let 0 < R < 1. Let v € L1 (R™) with
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v/d*~1 € C(Q) be a viscosity solution to

( Lv > f in QN Br(xo),
o,(v/ds~h) < ¢ on 092 N Br(xo),
v > 0 in Br(xo),
v > dH1 - P in Byip(zo) NQ Vj>1,
v > (1-7P) in Byip(zo) \ Q Vj =1,
QR4 0 Brya(zo) N {v/d*" > 3} > 5[Qr4 N Brya(xo)]

for some f € C(Q N Bgr(zo)) with d*T1=2f € L>®(Q N Bgr(xg)) for some o € (0,1 + s], and g €
C(0Q N Br(xg)). Then, there exist 6 > 0, and § € (0,1), depending only on n,s,\,A,v,«, and the
CY7 radius of Q, such that

inf  (v/d*) 4+ R fo || oo (anBr(zo)) + BllG+ Nl Lo 000 B (20)) = 6-
QﬁBn—lR(Z'O)

Proof. Let us assume without loss of generality that xyp = 0. The proof follows from a standard
application of the weak Harnack inequality (see [Lemma 4.1]) to v;. The only deviation of this proof
from standard arguments comes from the more involved argument to estimate the tail term.

Indeed, we have

Los(a) > fa) - /R g K ) dy = ),

where we used that by assumption, v > 0 in Br. Then, we obtain from [Lemma 4.] (after scaling),
using the last assumption and setting u := v/d*~!

. —aF €o
inf u+ R || Lo (nBrp) + Bllg+ Lo 00nBr,5) = 0 ][ ude 2 2, (4.7)
n—1lR QR/4OBR/2

where c¢o > 0 is the constant from the weak Harnack inequality.

Next, we estimate |d*T1=f]|| L=(QnBg)- Lo do so, we apply a similar reasoning as in the proof of

[Lemma 2.2l First, we recall that for any = € Bp/s, there exists £ > 0 such that for any ¢ € (0, k):
Hn_l({d = t} N Br]jR \ anflR) < O(an)n_17

where C' > 0 depends only on n and the C17 radius of Q (we refer to [FeRo24al, Lemma B.2.4] for a
reference of this fact). Next, we observe that by the co-area formula:

R [ K-y < ey - wRe [ &yl dy
Q\BR j>1 Qﬂ(anR\an*lR)
<) (1 -pP)RYE [ ( - 25/ &°(y)|Vd(y)| dy + Hs‘l(an)_25>
j>1 (Byi p\Byi—1p){d<r}
min{n’ R,x} .
<> a—pr (@ [T e (] M) | de+ (P R)
j>1 0 (B, r\B,i—15){d=t}
<> Q=P )RF (PR H (P R)TE) <0 (1 — Py
i>1 i>1

for some ¢ > 0, depending only on n, s, A, A, k, C,n, where we also used that R < 1. Similarly,

R1+S/ v ( )K dy<CZ jﬁ R1+s/ ‘y’—n—2sdy
(RMQ)\Br RrO(B,jp\B

i>1 Wi—1R)
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<ed (=g )R R)> <) (1 —nP)y¥e,
Jj=1 Jj=1
where we used that R'=* < 1, and ¢ > 0 depends only on n, s, A. Therefore, we obtain
R”S/ M yo-()E(x —y)dy < e (1 —n/P)m .
R™\Br i1

Since this quantity vanishes as 3 > 0 goes to zero, we can make the whole expression smaller than
¢p/16, which implies by recalling the definition of f

Ra”ds—i-l—af_”Loo(QmBR/z) < RaHds—i-l—af_HLoo(QnBR/z) + Rl—i—s

/ o WK ( —y)dy
Q\Bg

L>°(Bry2)
< Rd1 0 F e ) + 15
and therefore by the estimate (4.7])
it ut B L s + Rlglieoonsn 2 = 15 = 15
as desired. (]

We are now in a position to prove the boundary Holder regularity.

Lemma 4.3. Let L € L£I™(\,A). Let Q C R™ be an open, bounded domain with 9Q € CY7 for some
v > 0. Assume that Tg € O and let 0 < R < 1. Let v € L (R") with v/d*~! € C(Q) be a viscosity
solution to

Lv :f inQﬂBR(xo),

v =0 in Br(zo) \ Q,

o,(v/d*~1) =g on QN Br(zo)
for some f € C(2N Bgr(xg)) and g € C(0Q2N Br(xo)). Then, there exist ¢ > 0, and ag € (0,1),
depending only on n,s,\,\,v, and the C*7 radius of Q, such that if d**1=%f € L>°(Q N Br(xg)) for
some « € (0, ], then it holds:

[0/d° Noa(Br st < R (l0/d° | () + [0l Le @m0
+ R f|l oo (0nBr(ae)) + BRIl L 0008 (20)) -

Proof. Let us assume without loss of generality that g = 0. We will prove the desired result in two
steps. Let us denote by 1 > 1 the constant from [Lemma 4.2
Step 1: We claim that for any k € N:

;08¢ (v/d*) < en* (Jlo/d* oo @) + 0]l Lo @m0y + RNl noonpg) + B + Rllgllze@0nsm)) -

n~kR
for some constant ¢ > 0, depending only on n,s, \,A,v, and the C*7 radius of Q. To prove it, we
set ap := min{f3,vs,1 — s[—log, (1 — %)]}, and 0 := 1 —n~* where ¢, 3,n are the constants from

[Lemma 4.20 This yields

(1=6)=n"2, ap < min{f,vs,1 — s}, § <82 (4.8)
Let us set u = v/d*~ !, take a € (0, ag], and
M =457 ey (|v/d* I poo @) + [Vl zoo@ma) + RN fll L (@nBr(zo)) + B + RlI9l L (000 BR (o)) »
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where ¢; > 0 denotes the constant ¢; from [Lemma 2.3
The claim of Step 1 will follow immediately, once we construct an increasing sequence (my); and a
decreasing sequence (M) such that for any k € N:

mr < u< M, in ankR, (4.9)
My, —my, = Mn~°*. (4.10)
We prove (4.9) and (£I0) by induction. Setting my = —%M , My = %M , we obtain the desired

results for k£ = 0. Let us now assume that (£9) and (ZI0) hold true for any j < k — 1.
We will now prove it for k. Clearly, one of the following two options always holds true:

My_1+mp_1 }‘ > ‘Qn*(kfl)R/4 N Br;f(k*l)R/z\

i 2 )

an(kfl)R/zl N an(k—l)R/Q N {u >

M1+ mp_1 ‘Q —(k=1)R/4 N B (k=D R 2‘
Qn—(k—l)R/4 N an(k—l)R/2 N {u > < 1 / 5 1 / .
In the first case, and in the second case, we define
v— (&1 4+ Igmol M d* 1+ Ign\ ol M1 —v
w ( r\QL{m,_, <0}) 17 W — ( roli,>0) ! , respectively.

M1 —mp—1 M1 —mp_—

Let us assume that we are in the first case. The proof of the second case goes via the same arguments,
and we will skip it. Let us verify that w satisfies the assumptions of [Lemma 4.2l First, note that if
u(z) > w for some z € (2, it follows that

Mo+
w ooy _ouE) —me (@) - me e

1

:U fr— pa—

ds_l( My —mp_y — Mp_1 —mp_1 — My —my_; 2’
Thus, as an immediate consequence of being in the first case, we get

w 1 ’Qn*(kfl)R/zl N By]*(kfl)R/Ql
an(k71)R/4 N an(kq)R/z N {F > 5}‘ > 3 .

Moreover, by (£9]) (for k& — 1), we have

v A mp_q

w >0 in Bn—(k—l)R N Q.

- My —my_y
Non-negativity of w in B, -1 1\ follows by assumption and construction. Note that by [Lemma 2.3]
(applied with § € (0, s) such that v = «, which is possible by the choice of ag), we obtain

IL(d* ' + Igmo)| € 1 (d* 71 +d7>°) < d® 7 in Q,
and therefore d**1=*L(d*™! + Ign\o) € L°(2 N Bg). Then, by @IQ) (for k — 1) we have
_ = L(d¥ 4+ 1pmoLim, ,<0})Mi—1 f- c1d® 5"y

Lw > in QN Bp. 4.11
Mp_1 —mp_1 My_1 —mp_q ( )
Moreover, clearly
— Oy (&1 /& ymyy g
Iy (w/ds1 9% = on JQ) N Bp.
v(w/ ) M1 —mp_1 My_1 —mp_1

It remains to verify the fourth and fifth assumption of [Lemma 4.2l Let us first consider 7 < k — 1. In
that case, for any x € B, —x-1)+;p N 2 it holds by (49) and (4.10):

w (2) = u(x) — mp_1 U R
ds—t M1 —my_4 M1 —my_4
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Mgy — My_j 1 +mg_j1—mg_1 1 My_j_1—mp_j_1

=1-—n,
M1 —mp— M1 —mp_—1

Clearly, for any = € B, -x-v+ip \ © and in case myp_; < 0, by the same arguments as above, using

(49), we have

w(z) = v(x) — my_1 > MEg—j—1 — Mk-1 >1_ naj‘

Mgy — ey My — myy
If however my_; > 0, then we can use that v = 0 in Br \ . Moreover, if j > k — 1 we compute for
z € B, —¢-1ntig N Q:

w : (z) = u(z) — mp—q > mo — Mp_1
ds— Mgy —mp1 = M1 —my_1
S (M1 —mg_1) — (Mo — myg)

—1— na(k—l) >1— T,aj.

My_1 —myp_1

Finally, for = € B, -t-1tip \ 2, again by the same arguments as above, and using that v > mg by
construction, we have

v(x) = Mp—11{m, <0} LMo — My

> >1—nY.
M1 —mp_1 M1 —mp_1

w(zr) =

Consequently, all assumptions of [Cemma 4.2] are satisfied for w with R := n~*~YR. Thus, we deduce
from [Lemma 4.2] and the choice of d:

w
u—mp_1=(Mg_1 — mk_l)F
> 26(My—1 —my_1) — (n~ k"D R)e (Hd5+1_af||L°°(mBn,(k71>R) + Cl)

_ (n_(k_l)R)||g||Loo(aQan*(k*1)R) in QN Bn*kR'

Moreover, by (@.8)), the choice of M, ([10)), and the estimate |my_1| < My = %M we estimate

of*k—llRyl(Hd8+l—afuLx%QmBn7w7UR)—kclhnk_lo + (VR gl 00, )
< UGN = §(My—1 — my_1).
Therefore, we deduce
my = 0(Mg—1 —mpg—1) +mp—1 <u< Mgy =t My inQNB, g,
which proves (£9) for k. ([@I0) for k follows from (4.8]). The proof of Step 1 is complete.

Step 2: Now that we have established the claim of Step 1, let us show how to conclude the proof. Let
us take z,y € Brjp. We define k € N as

inf{k e N: |z —y| >n"(R/2)}.
Then, |z — y| < n~**1(R/2) and by Step 1, it holds
|u(z) — u(y)|
|z —yl* By—k+1(ry2)
<cR™“ (”UHLOO(Q) + [Jv]| oo\ ) + Ra”dsH_QfHLoo(QnBR) + R* + RHQ”Lw(anBR)) .
Note that we can omit the additional summand + R by an additional scaling and normalization argu-

ment, i.e., by assuming that R = 1 and ||UHLO<>(Q)+H'UHL0<>(R7L\Q)+||d8+1_afHLoo(QnB1)+Hg||Loo(anBl) =
1, applying the previous estimate, and rescaling to general R. This concludes the proof.

<nF(R/2)™*  osc  w
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We are now in a position to deduce the boundary Holder regularity estimate in C'7 domains.

Proof of [Theorem 1.6. The proof follows immediately by combination of [Lemma 4.3 (with R = 1/2
and varying zo € 02), the interior regularity results from [FeRo24a, Theorem 2.4.3], and a cover-
ing argument. In order to produce the tail-term in the estimate, we employ a standard truncation

argument (see also the proof of [Corollary 4.4]). O

We end this section with a boundary Hélder regularity estimate for solutions that are defined up to a
polynomial and might grow fast at infinity.

Corollary 4.4. Let L € £I°™(\,A). Let k € NU{0}. Let Q C R™ be an open, bounded domain with
00 € CY for some v > 0. Let f € C(QN By), g € C(IQN By), and v with v/d*~* € C(Q) be a
viscosity solution to

Lv L3 f in QN By,
v =0 in Bs\Q,
0,(v/d*~Y) =g on 00N By.

Then, there exists ap > 0 such that if for some o € (0, ag] we have d*T1=%f € L>®(Q N By), then the
following holds true: If k =0, and v € L3 (R™), it holds v/d*~! € C2 (N By), and
v
7=
IfkeN, K e CF1H(§n1 o e L%Hk_l”(R") for some & > 0, it holds v/d*~' € C (2N By), and
v ‘ v

‘ ds—l ds—l
where ¢ > 0 and o, depend only on n,s,\,\,7,k, 6, and the CYY radius of Q.

v

gz + 1470 ansy + I9llz<@erm) )-

Co(QNB1) = C(‘ ds—1 HLoo(QmB4

+ llvll

23+k71+6(Rn

\8a) + 187 fll Lo npa) + H9||Lo<>(amB4)) :

<
ce(QNB1) C( ‘ ‘LOO(QOB@

Proof. In case k = 0, the proof follows by a standard truncation argument. Indeed, let us define
w = vlp, and observe that

Lw = f — L(vign\p,) =t f in QN Bs.
Moreover, we can estimate

1d° = Fll Lo anpy) < elld®™H fll oo anms) + clloll Ly, @ by)-

Thus, the desired result follows immediately by application of [Theorem 1.6l to w, using that v = 0 in
By \ Q, by assumption.

Let now k£ € N. Again, we define w = vlp,, but this time, since the equation only holds up to a
polynomial, we obtain for any R > 4

Lw:fR_L(U]lBR\B4)+pR ::f ianB?ﬂ

where fp — f in d*T17L>®°(Q2N Bs), as R — oo, and pr € Pi_1. As in the proof of Lemma 2.10] (see
also [AbR020), Lemma 3.6] and [Kuk21l, Lemma 4.8]), taking difference quotients of order k — 1+ 6 of
the equation for w, and using crucially that K € C*~1+9(S"~1), we can find a polynomial p € Plr—1+6]
and h with d**1=%h € L>°(Q2 N Bs) such that

Lw =h+p in QN B3,
w =0 in R™\ (2N By),
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and moreover, h satisfies the estimate

||d582+1_ah||L°°(QnB3) < C <||d58)+1_af||L°°(QﬂB3) + HU| . |—n—2s—(k—1+5)‘ (4‘12)

Ll(Rn\B@) '

Next, let us take a bounded domain D C R"™ with 0D 6_0177 such that QN By, € D C QN Bs.
Moreover, we find wy,wsy such that wl/dSD_l, wl/dj)_1 € C(D) and w = wy + wq satisfying

Lwn =h in D, Lwo =p in D,
w1 =w inR"\ D, and Wy =0 inR"™\D,
wy/d5t =v/d5;t on 0D, we/d5 =0 on dD.

Note that the existence of wy € L (R") follows by standard arguments, and we obtain w/d3, € C7(D)
from [FeRo24al Theorem 2.7.1], which yields wo/d5 ! = dp(w2/d5,) € C7(D) since D € C7. Then,
we can define w; := w — wa. We claim that

w1 /d ooy < ¢ ([v/d& e @npy + 145 | L (nBy)) - (4.13)

To see this, let us recall the function 1 (with respect to D) from [Lemma 2.7l and observe that by
[Cemma 2.3] we can take it in such a way that

Ly +dih) > codl*™ in D (4.14)
for some ¢y > 0. Moreover, recall 11/ dj)_l =1 on 0D. Then, let us define
U(z) = c1n (@) (o/dh oo opy + 5 Pllpoe oy + [lw/dg | oo npy) + c1dey " (@)l[w/dgy | e (@nsy)s
where ¢; := max{c; ", 1}, and observe that by [@I4]) we have

Lwn <LV in D,
w1 <wv in R\ D,
wy /syt < V/dst on D,

which, recalling that ¥ < cld‘(”D_1 in D, and dp < dg, as well as the definition of D, imply that

s—1
w1 5— s+1—a S— 5—
71 < caer ([[v/dy  Ipe(apy + A5 Rl oo (py + lw/dg | oo @npy)) + 6261—;_1 lw/dg | oo (ona)
D D

< e (lo/dg e (p0nBs) + 114G hll oo (nms) + I10/de oo @nmy) -
which yields our claim in (4I3]). As a direct consequence of (£13]), we deduce

lwa/d3y oo oy < llw/d3y HIzoe oy + llwi/d5 | oo ()

o o (4.15)
< c(Ilv/dg Moo @@npy) + 145 %Rl L (onpy) ) -

Finally, we claim that

12l Lo (py < cllwz/d3 | oo (p)- (4.16)

Note that once we show (A.I6]), then the proof is complete after combination of (@16, ([AI5]), (£I12]),
and application of the boundary Holder regularity estimate (see [Theorem 1.6) to w in €, as in the
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case k = 0. We prove ([.I6]) by contradiction. Suppose there are sequences (L;);, (wj);, (p;); with

ijj =Dj in D,
"y =0 inR"\D
y oo — 1, d ! 7
Pl (D) an wj/dg—l =0 ondD,
limj oo lwj/dp L)y = 0.

Then, up to subsequences, it holds L;, — L, wjm/dsD_1 — wg in L*°(D) for some uyg € L*(D),
Pj — Do in L°(D). While the first convergence statement follows from [AbR020, Lemma 3.7], the
second convergence statement follows from [Theorem 1.6land the Arzela-Ascoli theorem, and the third
one is immediate from the boundedness of (pj,,) in a finite dimensional space.

We can now make use of the stability result in [FeRo24al Proposition 2.2.36], and deduce that for
woy = dsD_luo, it holds

Lwyg =pg in D,
wo =0 inR"\D,
~(p) = 1, and
Ipoll oo (D) wo 55 ~0 ondD,
lwo/dy || e(py = 0.
Clearly, wo = 0 is not a solution to Lwg = pg in D, so we have obtained a contradiction, and conclude
the proof of ([AIG]). O

5. LIOUVILLE THEOREM IN THE HALF-SPACE

The proof of our main result (see [Theorem 1.2) is based on a blow-up argument. A crucial ingredient
in such proof is a suitable Liouville theorem in the half-space. In this section, we will establish such
result for nonlocal problems with local Neumann boundary conditions:

Theorem 5.1. Let L € LI°™(\,A). Let k € N, v € (0,1) with v # 5, and K € C*=1H7=sHo(sn=1) for
some 6 > 0. Let u € C(R™) be a viscosity solution to

L)) " in {xn > 0},
Onu =p in {x, =0},
|u(x)| <C+ |z Vo e {z, > 0}

for some C' >0, p € Py_1. Then, there exist ag € R for any B € (NU{0})" with || < k such that
u(z) = Z agxfl xPh o Yooe {z, >0}
1BI<k

In order to prove [Theorem 5.1l we first establish the following one-dimensional version, which can be
proved by combination of the arguments in [RoSel6al Lemma 6.2] and [AbR020, Lemma 3.3].

Lemma 5.2. Let k € N, v € (0,1) with v # s, and u € C(R) satisfying

(~A) () ) g in (0,00),
|u(z)] <COA+ |z Vo >0
for some C > 0. Then, the exist ag,a,...,ar € R such that

k
u(x) = Zajxj Va > 0.

J=0
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Proof. In case k = 1 and v < s, the proof is an application of [RoSel6al Lemma 6.2] with u(z) :=
(x1)*tu(z), and § =5 >0, B =5+ € (0,2s).

In case k > 1 or v > s, we have k — 1 + [y — s|] > 1, and we combine the ideas from |[AbRo020),
Proposition 3.11] with the ones from [RoSel6al, Lemma 6.2]. Indeed, let us define v(z) = (24 )* 'u(z),
let V : R x [0,00) — R be the harmonic extension of v in the sense of [AbR020, Lemma 3.3], and
finally define V(z,y) = [*.. V(z,y)dz. Note that V satisfies (see [AbR020), Lemma 3.3])

div(y'=2VV(z,y)) =0 in R x (0, 00),
‘Z(‘Tay) = v(x) on R x {0},
|V(x,y)| < 0(1 + |x|2(k—1+f’y—s])+l+’y+s + |y|(k—l+f’y—s])+l+’y+s) in R x (0’ OO)

Next, by the proof of [RoSel6al Lemma 6.2], we have the representation formula

V(z,y) = V(rcosh,rsinf) = Z a;0;(0)r’ s, vz e R, y € [0,00),
=0

where a; € R, and (©;); is a complete orthogonal system in the subspace of even functions in
L?((0, ), (sin )1 =2 d@). By the arguments in [RoSel6al Lemma 6.2], the bounds on |V| imply

ZG§R2+2J - / Ve, y)2y' 2 do < O RAME=1+[y=sD)+2+27+2 _ o palk+[y—s))+2v
Therefore, it must be a; = 0 for any j > jo, where jo = min{j € N: 2425 > 4(k + [y — s]) + 27},
which implies

jo
V(z,y) = Zaj@j(H)rj+s Vr e R, y € [0,00).
=0

Upon recalling the definition of V and V, this implies

jo—1

o) = (@) 3 by
§=0

for some b; € R, and since |[v(z)| < C(1 + |z|)¥™~1*% and v € (0,1) by assumption, it must be
bj = 0 for any j > k. Recalling that by definition u(z) = v(z)(z+)' ™%, we deduce that u must be a
polynomial of degree at most k in {x > 0}, as desired. O

Moreover, we will need the following lemma (see also [Kuk21l, Proposition 4.3]):

Lemma 5.3. Let L € LM™(\ A). Let k € N, K € C*=2¥9(S"=1) for some § > 0. Let f € Py,. Then,

L((z)S )™= 0 in {w, > 0}

Proof. Let us first give a simple proof in case k = 1. Then, it suffices to prove that for any i € {1,...,n}
L((xy)5 ') =0 in {z, > 0}.
s s—1

First, by integrating = + (z,,)% " in z;, and using that L((z,)5 ") = 0, we deduce

L((zn)S 7)) = ¢ in {z, > 0}
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for some constant ¢ € R. Then, since z — (mn)i_lzni is homogeneous of degree s, we deduce that for
any A > 0 and z € {z, > 0}:

¢ = L{(wn)5 M) (Az) = A2 L((Axp) 5 Az () = A L((z)5 ) (2) = AP
This implies that ¢ = 0, as desired.
For k > 2, we prove the result by induction. Assume that we know already
L((2n)"'p) =20 in {z, > 0} (5.1)

for every p € Px_1. Now, let ¢ € Px. Then, by integrating (5.I) with p := 9;q for i € {1,...,n}, by
Lemma 2.12 we find that there exists a constant ¢ € R such that

L((zn)5q) *Z'e in {z, > 0}.

Since ¢ *=' 0 for any k > 2, we conclude the proof. O

Finally, we state a Holder regularity estimate in the half-space, which follows from

Corollary 5.4. Let L € LM™(\ A). Let k € NU{0}, v >0, and K € C*~1+9(S"1) for some 6 > 0.
Let f € C({z, >0} N By), g € C({x, =0} N Bs), and u € C({x, > 0}) be a viscosity solution to

L((zn)S ) £ in {z, > 0} N By,
Onu =g on{z,=0}NDBs.

Then, there exists ag > 0 such that if (:En)fl_o‘f € L>®{x, > 0} N By) for some o € (0, ), then the
following holds true: If k =0 and (z,)% 'u € L (R™) it holds u € C& ({z, > 0} N By), and

[ullca(gans0ynmy) < €l oo (ron>0ynms) + H(xn)i_luHL;S(Rn\&)
+ (@) Fll oo ({an >03nB2) + 1911 L0 (n=0}82))
and if k € N and (v,) 'u € L%s—i—(k—l—l—é) (R™) it holds uw € CX .({z, > 0} N By), and

HUHCO‘({anO}ﬂBl) < C( ||u||L°°({xn>0}ﬂB4) + H[(x”)i_l ” ’ |—n—2s—(k—1+6)HLl({xn>0}\B4)
@) T Fll e ((wn>03nBs) + 191200 ((znm010B2) )+

where ¢ > 0 and ag depend only on n, s, A\, A,v, k,§.

Proof. The result follows directly from [Corollary 4.4]applied to some domain  C R™ with 9Q € C17,
which satisfies {z,, >0} N By C Q C {z,, > 0} N By. O

With the help of the one-dimensional Liouville theorem in the half-space and the Holder regularity
estimate up to the boundary (see [Corollary 5.4)), the proof of [Theorem 5.1] follows by a standard

procedure, which is explained in detail for instance in [AbR020, Proof of Theorem 3.10].

Proof of [Theorem 5.1l First, we observe that by scaling we obtain that for any R > 1:
[lca sy < R [lull Lo () + RN @n)3 ul - 17772 1 o\ Bag) Li=1 and y<s}

| Reth—14[7=sl+n H[(xn)i—lu” : ‘—"—23—(’f—2+h_s]+’7)‘ Lik>2 or y>s}

L ({xn>0}\Bar)

+ Rl|pl| oo ({2 =0yBa) ] < cRFTTT,
(5.2)
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where we take n =14+ ~v — s — [y — s] + 0 and used in the last estimate the growth condition on u,
the fact that ||p|| Lo ({z,—01nBR) < cRF=1, and the following computation using polar coordinates with
yn = 7 cos  for some 0 € [0,27) (similar to the proof of [Lemma 4.2)), which is slightly different in case
(k=1and vy < s)and (k>2ory>s). Incase k =1 and v < s, we obtain:

Rl oy < OB [ o )
"\Bar

2 00
< CR1+8/ cos(0)5* </ psTp 2y dr) do (5.3
0 4R

2
< cR™WIRYTS </ cos(0)5? d0> < cRY™.
0

In case (k > 2 or v > s), we obtain, using that n > 1+~v—s— [y — s]:

R0 () ha] - [T L

< CRs—i—k—l—i—H—s]—i—n/ (yn)i—l’y‘—n—2s—(k—2+f’y—s]+n)+k+~/ dy
R™\Byg

2 00
< cReTh-IH sl / cos(0)5! ( / o~ lpm 1= 242y =sl 4y dr> e
0 4R

2
< cRFts R </ cos(@)i‘1 d9> < cRFY,
0

Next, let us take any 7 € S"~! such that 7, = 0 and 0 < h < R/2. We consider the difference quotient

u(x + ht) —u(x x+ ht) —p(x
ol = WD D) ) plathn) )
and deduce from (5.2)) (after applying the estimate to smaller balls of radius comparable to R inside
B R) that

k —
w1l poe () < cR*T™* VR > 1.
Clearly, since 7, = 0, w1~ satisfies in the viscosity sense

s— k-1 —s .
{L((xn>+ ) 0 i fa > 0, (5.4)

Opwi + =p1r on{x, =0}
Here, we are using that sums of viscosity solutions are again viscosity solutions by [Lemma 2.14l Using
(5-4) and also that |p1 ()| < ¢|z[¥~17% since p € Py_1, we can apply the previous arguments to wy ;.
Eventually, this implies that ws r(z) = wl’f(erh}:g_wl’T(x) satisfies ||wa.r||foo(pp) < cRFTYT2* This
way, we obtain higher order difference quotients w; -, j € N, and they satisfy

k—14[v—s]

L((2n) M wjr) = 0 in {z, > 0},
Onwjr = Pjr on {z, = 0},
W) rll Lo (BR) < eRFYTI® YR > 1,
5.7 oo (BR) < cRF-1-7i2 YR > 1.

Then, taking jo € N as the smallest number such that joa > k++, and upon taking the limit R — oo,
we deduce that

:  kty—joa _
i wsy ol o (Bg) < € lim BT =0,
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ie., wj > = 0 in R". Thus, wj,—1,+ is a function that is constant in the 7-direction. Clearly, we
can also take difference quotients of wj,_1 r in other directions 7/ € S~ with 7/, = 0, and the same
arguments as before apply. Therefore, wj,—1 () = wj,—1,-(xy,) is one-dimensional for any 7 € Sn—1
with 7, = 0.

Unraveling the higher order difference quotients, we get that wj,—2,(z) = (Vi(zy),2’) + Va(zy) for
some one-dimensional functions V; : R — R"*~! and V5 : R — R, and continuing this argument j, — 1
times, we deduce that u must be a polynomial in x’ with coefficients that are one-dimensional functions
from R — R in z,,.

Then, by the growth condition on u, for any multi-index 8 € (NU {0})*~! with || < k, we obtain
functions Ag in x,, such that

u(z) = Y (2')P Ag(xn).

181<k

In particular, this implies that Df,u(a:) = c(p)As(zy) for any |B| = k and some constant ¢(5) > 0,

where Df, denotes an incremental quotient approximating the partial derivative 85, in the 2’-variables.
Therefore, discretely differentiating the equation for u, we deduce

(B L(0) Ap) () = L{(wa) 5 D) (@) = LD ()5 ) (@) ™ 0 in {ay > 0},

Z‘l

By the growth condition on wu, it must be |Ag(x,)| < ¢(1 + |z,])F 1P+ = ¢(1 + |2|)7, and since
Ap was also one-dimensional, i.e., LAg = (—A)xAg, we can apply [Lemma 5.2 to Ag, which yields
Ap(zn) = pg(z,) for some polynomial pg € Py_ |5 = Po. Next, we recall from [Lemma 5.3

L((w) ™ @) psea))

Thus, repeating the arguments from above, we deduce that, for every g with |3| < k it holds

L((xn)i_lAﬁ) 0 in {z, > 0},
|Ap(z)]| < C(1+ a1+ ve e {z, > 0},

0 in {x, > 0}.

k—14[v—s]

and hence Ag(zn) = pg(zn) for some polynomial ps € Pj_j5. This implies u(z) = p(z) for some
polynomial p, and by the growth condition on w, it must be p € Py, as desired. O

6. HIGHER ORDER BOUNDARY REGULARITY

The goal of this section is to prove the desired higher order boundary regularity for nonlocal equations
with local Neumann conditions (see [Theorem 1.2)). The proof goes by a blow-up argument and heavily
uses the Liouville theorem in the half-space (see[Theorem 5.1]), as well as the boundary Holder estimate

(see [Theorem 1.6]).
Lemma 6.1. Let L € L™\ A). Let k € N and Q C R™ be an open, bounded domain with 0 €

C*H17 for some v € (0,1) with v # s, and K € C?**+20+3(Sn=1). Let v € L, (R™) with v/d*~' € C(Q)
be a viscosity solution to

Lv =f inQNDBy,

v =0 inB1\Q,
O,(v/d*"Y) =g on 00N B.
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(i) Ifk=1andy<s, feCQNBy) withd*7f € L*(QNBy), g€ CN(INN By), then for any
xo € 02N Byjp and x € QN Byy it holds

Eﬁﬂ@—(iL@@—Au@«x—mD‘

ds—l
<c <‘

for some ¢ > 0, which only depends on n,s, \,\,~, and the C*>" radius of Q. If in addition, it
holds g = 0, then A(xg) - Vg, = 0.

(i) Ifk > 2 ory > s, f € CkD=t7(QNBy), g € C* 17 (0QNBy), then for any xy € ONN By s,
there is Q(+;w0) € Py such that for any x € QN By, it holds

fHWMwmwm+Hﬁﬂﬂhwmwn+ﬂﬂowwmn>W—dew

ds—1 HLoo(Q

v

F(x) — Q(x;70)

§c<‘

for some ¢ > 0, which only depends on n,s,\,A,v,k, and the C**17 radius of Q.

kty

)+mmﬂwmﬁwmam>Wmmn+w%kwwm&0u—m

ds—1 HLOO(Q

Proof. Let us assume without loss of generality that zo = 0 € 9Q with 0, = e,,. We set u := v/d*~L.
We will prove the desired result by a blow-up argument. To do so, we assume by contradiction that
for any j € N there exist C**17 domains Q; C R", f; € C¥~1(Q; N By), g; € CE1H7(0Q; N By),
r; > 0, operators L; with ellipticity constants A, A, and v; € C(Q;) N L3 (R™) viscosity solutions to
Lj'Uj = fj in Qj N Bl,
vy =0 in Bl \ Qj,
al,(vj/dj_l) =g; on dQ;N DBy,
such that
| diam ;] + ||Uj||L°<>(Qj) + ||Uj||L°°(R"\Qj) + Lir=1 ana 'y<s}||d§_ﬁ/fj||L°°(QjﬂBl)
+ L2 or v>stlfillc-n-stv @ nmy) + 195llcr-14v(@,nmy) + Idjllortia,n) < €

for some C' > 0, denoted dg; = dj, and used that d; € C*+1:7 by [FeRo24al, Definition 2.7.5]. Finally,
we assume by contradiction

Supsupr_k_'YHuj — QHLOO(Q],QBT) =0 VQ € Pg.

jeN r>0

Observe that up to a rotation, 7,,'Q; N B,-1 = {zn, > 0}. Moreover, we will write dj,, Lo =
d;, =:ritd;, (rm-) for the (regularized) distance with respect to r;,'Q;, .

We consider the L?(£2; N B,)-projections of u; over P, and denote them by Q;, € Pg. They satisfy
the following properties:

luj = Qjrllrz;ns,) < luj — Qllrz;ns,) Y@ € Pk,
| ) - Q) Q) de =0 vQ € Py,
QjﬂBr

Next, we introduce

0(r) == supsup p~* " u; — Qj pll oo (y15,)-
JEN p=r
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Observe that 0(r) oo, as r N\, 0. This follows in the same way as the proof of [AbR020, Lemma
4.3].
As a consequence, there exist sequences (), and (jm)m such that

”u]m - Qjmﬂ"m ”LOO(Q

TIZ;WH(Tm)

mB"“m)

j m

> - VmeN. (6.1)

1
2

Let us define for any m € N,

wm(x) = Wjm (me) _ Qjmﬂ“m(me)

rE0 (1) 7
and observe that by construction, we have
1
Il ety 00 2 5 / oy PnPIQ) r =0 YMEN, VQEPL (62
Next, we claim that
lwmll ot rpgy < R VR 21, YmeN. (6.3)

To see this, we estimate for any R > 1, using the definition of 0(Rry,):

||U) || | ||u,]m - Qjm,R'f‘mHLoo(QjmmBRf'nl) + HQjm,R’f‘m - Qjm’rmHLOO(QjmmBer)
mll oo (r=10). <
E Gy NBR) Tfrj_ve(rm) Tfrj_ve(’f'm)
(lzrm)k—i_ﬁfe(lzrm) + ||Qjm,er - Qjm,"mHLOO(QjmﬂBRTm)

rfn+70(rm) Tfn+79(7"m)

Moreover, by the same argument as in the proof of [AbR020, Proposition 4.1], it follows that for any
j€N,r>0,and R > 1:

1Qj,rr — QjrllL(@,nBry) < cf(r)(Rr)"*7.
Thus, combining the previous two estimates,

(Rrp)*70(Rr,,) N C(er)k*'w(rm)

TIZ;WH(Tm) T’ﬁf”@(rm)

< cRFY,

|wmllLe (@, nBR) <

j m

where we used in the last step that ¢ — 6(r) is monotone decreasing, proving (6.3)).

Next, using (6.3]), we will estimate the L%S +(kt [y—s]—1) Dorm of w,,. We have the following estimate:

d;;l(y)’y‘—n—2s—ﬁ—s]+1+ﬁf dy < Ks—l/ ’y‘—n—s+ﬁf— [v—s] ’y‘l—s dy
(Qjm \BRT'm )

< et diam(Qjm)l_s/ |7 < (R )7
Rn\BRTm

/(\Qjm \BR"“m )n{djm ZK}

where we used that always v < s+ [y — s] < 0. Moreover, by a similar computation as in [Lemma 2.21
(with y:=s—1<2s+ [y—s] —1—v=:f), we have

&5 (y)ly| 2 y < o R,

/(VQ]m \BR"“m )m{d]m <’L€}
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Thus, altogether, using (6.3]) and v € (0,1) we obtain:

”ds Lo ‘ . ’—n—2s—(k+H—s]—1)”Ll(Rn\BR)

<e / Tl g
Tm Qﬂm\ R
<ol / M )l g
Tm Q]m\BR

= ey, 1] / a5 (y)ly[ P s gy (6.4)
Jm\BRTm

< argrti] a5 (y)lyl 2P gy
(2 \Br)"{dj,,, >}

+ crfn—’y+h—s]/ djml( )‘y’—n—2s—['y—s]+1+’y dy
(QJm\BR)m{d]m <R}

Now, we investigate the equation that is satisfied by wy,. Clearly, upon writing

B8 n
Qi () = > al?  aft ol

18I<k

and by the same arguments as in [AbR020, Proposition 4.1], we get

P

.7m77"m <
W) =0, asm — oo V|G| <k. (6.5)

Let us now distinguish between the cases (k =1 and v < s) and (k> 2 or v > s). In case k = 1 and
v < s, we find that it holds in the viscosity sense

d; L;,, (&5 twm) = T”‘sdj;”(Tm’)Tﬂn_sij(dj-;l(Tm’)wm)

_ dS—V(T )L]m (dj;lujm (T‘m)) (ds 1Q]m7rm (T‘m ))

S m S r,%f@(rm) (6.6)
() = L (57YQi o V(e

_ djmﬁ/( )f]m( ) Jm( Im Q]WL7 m)( ) ’I";llem N Br;Ll.

0(rm)
Moreover, by [Corollary 2.5(i), it holds
ld5 "Ly, (d5 . YQiv ) (P Miepata,., nB_1)

1
||djm’YL (djm Q‘]m,rm)HLO@ QjmnBl < ¢ Z | .7m77"m
181<1

(6.7)

Therefore, recalling ||d; 7 fj,,||L~(q,, nB,) < C, and combining (6.6), [6.7), and (6.5), we obtain

Hds PYf]m”L °°(£2,,, N\B1) +Z|B\<1‘ ]m,rm’

0rm) —0 asm — oo.

(6.8)

75— 7s—1
dem ij(dj'm wm)HLw(TflejmﬂBrfﬂ <c
m
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In case k > 2 or v > s, we first deduce by an argument analogous to (6.6])

. Fim ) = L (A5 Qj ) (rme)
Ly, (d5 - wp) = r(’“‘”‘s*ﬁw( ) in r,,'Q, N B,_1. (6.9)

'm
Next, using again [Corollary 2.5(ii), we obtain

r_(k_l)—‘_s_ﬁ/[ij (dj,;lem,Tm)(rm')]C’k*1*S+W(r,;L1QjmﬂBT71)

_ 6.10
= (L3 @5 Qi ety < ¢ 3 a2, [, 10
1BI<k
in analogy to (6.7). Finally, recalling
T_(k_l)—‘_s_ﬁ/[fj(Tm’)]c(kfl)fww(r;llgjmnBFl) = [fj]C(kfl)fw'v(QjmmBl) <,
and combining (6.9), ([€I0), and ([6.5]), we obtain
B)
. [filot—n-stv(q, + 3 < oS |
—1 (8),,NB1) 1BI<1 1% jm,rm
[ij(d;m wm)]CkflfﬁL"/(T’flejmﬂBr,l) <c : 0(rm) —0 asm — oo.
Thus, there exists a polynomial p,, € Py_g4[,—s such that
|Lj,. (Jj;lwm) —pm| — 0, asm — oo in Ljy.({x, >0}). (6.11)

Next, considering again all values for v, k at the same time, we treat the Neumann boundary condition:

Oy, (Tm) = Oy (Qjr) (rm) _ Yjm (rm) = Ou(Qjm ) (Tm)

O, Wy, = on dr'Q; NB. 1.
—1 k—1 m >%jm m
7‘7(71 )+79(rm) r,(n )+79(rm) "
We obtain
—(k—1)— B
rm( 1) ﬁ/[aVQjmyrm (Tm')]c(kfl)‘F"/(ar;llemﬂB 71) = [8VQjm77‘m]C(k*1)+'y(8Qj7nﬂBl) S C Z |a'_§,,n)77“m|7
" |B<k
and using also that g;,, € C’k_HV(Qjm N B1) by the boundary condition, we deduce
B8)
(93] o200, 080 T jatck |8,
[aywm]c(k71)+'y(6rflﬂ_ NB 1) <ec (0% OB1) Ik T gm < cH(rm)_l — 0, asm — oo.
m =%m r 1 H(Tm)
Consequently, for any m € N there exists a polynomial ¢, € Pr_1 such that
gl
|0y Wi () — gm| < ¢ 2 —0 Yz eor,'Q;, NB 1. (6.12)
0(rm) m

Finally, we are in a position to apply the stability theorem (see [Lemma 2.13]) to w,,. The convergence
results in (6.8]), (61I) and (GI2]) establish the required convergence of the source terms and the
Neumann boundary data.

Moreover, the operators L;  converge to an operator L with the same ellipticity constants. By the
boundary Holder regularity estimate for solutions to the nonlocal Neumann problem (see
applied with k := k + [y —s], § := 0, Q := r;)}Q;, ., v = de;lwm, f = Lj7n(d§;1wm), and g =
Oywn,), together with the Arzela-Ascoli theorem, the sequence (wy,),, converges in LS ({z,, > 0})

loc

to some w € C({z, > 0}). Note that all the quantities on the right hand side of the estimate in
[Corollary 4.4 will be bounded uniformly in k, due to ([6.4)), (6.8]), (6.11), and (6.12]). Thus, in particular

dj;l(rm')wm — (2)%'w locally uniformly in {z,, > 0}. Finally, in order to apply the stability result
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in [Cemma 2.13 it remains to establish (Zj-;l(rm-)wm — (:En)i_lw in L%s+(k+ﬁ—s]—1)(Rn)' To see this,
we also observe that by (6.3]),
lw(z)| < C(1+ |z)** va e {x, > 0}. (6.13)

Therefore, using also (6.4]), and a computation based on polar coordinates (along the lines of (5.3)))
we obtain since v < 1:

/ A5 () win (y) — (yn) T w(y)[Jy] "2 B0 gy
R™"\Bpr

<C (yn)i—l’y‘—n—2s—('\/—s]+1+'\/ dy+C » dj;l(y)‘y’—n—2s—['y—s]+1+’y dy
R™\Br (rm” Qjm )\Br

<CR* sl 50 as R — .

This implies J;;lwm — (:En)j__lw in L%s k +H—s]—1)(Rn)’ by combining it with the locally uniform

convergence in LS ({x, > 0}).

Thus, by stability of viscosity solutions (see [Lemma 2.13]), we deduce that in the viscosity sense
ke _
L((z)5  w) Mty in {z, > 0},
Opw =p on {z, =0},

where p € Pi_1 is a polynomial, and moreover, by ([6.2), it must be

1
lwll oo (81 gn>01) 2 5- (6.14)
An application of the Liouville theorem (see [Theorem 5.1 using (6.13)) yields now that w € Py. Thus,
we can choose Q(x) = w(r,'z) in (62). This implies that
0= lim Wi (2)Q(rpx) dz = lim Wi (x)w(x) de = / w?(z) du,
m—00 Bl ﬂT‘fnl Qjm m—00 B1 ﬂT‘fnl Qjm B1 ﬂ{$n>0}

where we used in the last step wy, — w and r,,'Q;, — {z, > 0}. This yields w = 0, which however
contradicts (6.14)), and thus, we conclude the proof of (ii).

Finally, note that if £ = 1 and v < s, then by the Liouville theorem (see [Theorem 5.1]), there exist
a € R" and b € R such that

w(z) = (a,z) +b.
Moreover, if g; = 0, then also g = 0. Thus, it must be ,w = 0 in {x,, = 0}, which implies a,, =0. O

We are now in a position to prove our main result.

Proof of [Theorem 1.2, We define u := v/d*~!. Let us assume that

lull oo mry + 1@ £l oo (@nBy) L{14y<25) + ||f||Ck72s+"/(QmB2)]]-{1+~/>2s} + ||9||Ck71+w(aQnt) <1
First, we claim that for any o € QN By, with z € 9Q N By such that [zg — 2| = d(zg) =: 7 < 1,
there exists a polynomial @ € Py of degree k such that
[u— Q]CkH(BT./Q(zO)) <c (6.15)

for some constant ¢ > 0, depending only on n, s, A, A, 7y, 2, k, where we assume without loss of generality
that v, = e,. Note that this estimate already yields the desired result since it implies

[ulcriv(B, jy(z0)) < U= Qlortv (B, (o)) F [Qlertv(B, ja(z0)) < €
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From here, a standard covering argument (see [FeRo24al Lemma A.1.4]) together with Holder in-
terpolation (recall that ||ul|fec@ny < 1) yields the desired regularity estimate in 2N B;. Note that
improving the global L> norm to the L} (R™) norm, or the L} _M(R" \ B2) norm, respectively, in the

estimate goes by the exact same arguments as in the proofs of [Lemma 2.10l and [Corollary 4.4]

To see ([B.15), let us take z € 9Q N By y such that |z — z| = d(z¢) = r, and apply Lemma 6.1 to see
that there exists a polynomial ) € Py such that the function

up(z) = ulzo + rx)r;r?(% 1) satisfies  ||u || oo (By) < CR* VYR e [1,r71].

Moreover, since [|u|ge®n) < 1, and Q € Py, we deduce
trl| Lo (BR) < C'r_k_'y(l + (TR)k) < CR* VR >r L.
Together, this implies
as—1 ds—1 ds—1
/ (xO _7:+Tki)|ur(x)| dz < C/ ($0n+ 7"33‘) dzr — C/ ($(:2+ iL‘) dr < C(l—l—’r’s_l),
R\By,  |z["TEEY R\Byy |7 R™\By, /s |7

where we used [Lemma 2.2] with v := s — 1 < 0 =: 8. Moreover, we have by the definition of r
s—1

1= (o + 1Yol oo, ) < v

Now, we apply the interior regularity theory for nonlocal problems (see [Lemma 2.10). To do so, we
distinguish between the cases (i) k=1 and k+~v =1+~ < 2s and (ii) k + v > 2s. In case (i), we
apply [Lemma 2.10(i) with S = 1 + v, observe that automatically v < s, and obtain

[ds_l(u - Q)]CH”/(BT/Z(QEO)) = [ds_l(ﬂfo + T')UT]CH”/(BUQ)

d*Hxo + r)u,
’x‘n-i—l-f—’y

<c||d* (@o + )y,

HL (B3/4) ' L1(R"\Bg/4)

+ | L(d (o + 7 )ur) | oo (B,)

< CT’S_l + C?"28_(1+’Y) ||L,U||LOO(BST-/4(Z‘O))
+ er?em () I~ Q) Loe (B4, (o))

< CTS_l + CTS_I”ds_ﬁ/fHLOO(BT("Eo)) —I—CTS_I < crs_l,

where we used [Corollary 2.5(i) and that d > r/4 in Bs, 4(x0) by construction, and r < 1.
In case (ii), we apply [Lemma 2.70(ii) with o := k + v — 2s > 0 and obtain
[~ (u — Q)ler+1(B, a(@0)) = [~ (wo + )] okt (B, 1)

d*~Yxo +r)u,
|z [n Ry

<c Hds_l(xo + 7 )uy

I, +c‘
L>°(Bg/4) L1\ By )

+ e[ L@ (o + 7 )ur )l crer-25(5y,)

< ersTl 4 C[LU]CHV*ZS(B:’,T/AL(:CO)) + C[L(ds_lQ)]CH“’*ZS(BST/4(5‘30))

<ertl Crs_lHf“ck«kw—2s(BT(xO)) +oertT < et

where we used [Corollary 2.5(iii) in the second to last step.

Moreover, using again the L™ estimate for u, with R = 1, we have

145 (u = @)l Loe(B, s @0y < Ml = QllLoe(s, p(woy) < ™ E T || poo(,) < er*TEI,
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and hence by Holder interpolation, we obtain that for any ¢ € (0,k + ) it holds

[ds—l(u _ Q)]CS(BT/Q(Z'O)) < Crs—l—l—k-f—’y—é‘

Therefore, altogether by the product rule
[(u_Q)]CkH(BTM(IO)) - [Dk(dl_sds_l(u - Q))]C”(Br/z(xo))
< D0 [0%d )07 (= Q) (8, a0

|Bl=k a<p

< D0 D (1% o, o 074 (1 = Q) 8, st
8=k a<p 6.16)
S A (R Q)HL‘X’(BT/Q(mo))[8ad1_s]CV(Br/2(wo)))

<e Z Z (,r,l—s—|a\,r,s—1+k+'y—(k—|oe\+'y) _|_rs—l-l—k-l—’y—(k—\a|)r1—s—\a|—'y)
|B|=k a<pB

SCZZSC,

|Bl=k a<f

where we used that r < 1, and the following observation based on the fact that d € C*+17(Q) together
with corresponding estimates |D7d| < ¢;d'™7, resp. |Did'™*| < ¢;d'=*77 in Q for every j < k (see
[FeRo24al, Lemma B.0.1]):

[0°d ) o (B, (o)) < 1D A5 oo sup |z —y[" < e ol <k (6.17)

r/2(%0))
/ z,Yy€B, /5(x0)

/2 (SC()
This proves our claim (6.I5]). Note that we can replace the L™ norm of u in R" \ By by the L3 (R")
norm via a standard truncation argument, as in the proof of We conclude the proof. [

Finally, we explain how to prove [Theorem 1.7

Proof of [Theorem 1.7 The result follows immediately from [Theorem 1.2 however it remains to prove
that the result only requires K € Ck=25%7(S"~1) if O = {x,, = 0}. First of all, we recall the Holder

estimate (see [Corollary 5.4), which holds true without any regularity assumption on K if & = 0.
Note that for the Liouville theorem (see [Theorem 5.1)), we only require K € Ck~1=5¥7+9(Sn=1) for an
arbitrarily small 6 > 0 and kK — 1 — s+ < k — 2s + . In[Lemma 6.1, additional regularity for K is

assumed in order to apply However, if Q = {z,, > 0}, we have

L@ 'Q) = L((z,)'Q) =" 0 in {xp > 0}

for any @) € Pr. Hence, in case k = 1 and vy < s, the proof goes through exactly as before, without
any restrictions on K. If £ > 2 or v > s, (6.9) needs to be interpreted as an equation up to a
polynomial, but the rest of the proof remains the same. Moreover, we apply the Holder estimate (see
[Corollary 5.4)), which would force us to impose K € C*~1(S"~!) in case k > 2 or v > s. Therefore,
in this case, we need to proceed a little different. Indeed, we replace the computation in (6.4]) by the
following estimate, based on polar coordinates (see also (5.3])) for n =14~ —s— [y —s]| + ¢ for some
very small § > 0:

||(xn)i_1wm| . |—n—2s—(k—2+h—s]+n)HLl(Rn\BR) < C/ (xn)i—l|$|—n—2s—[~/—s]+2+v+n dax
R™\Bpr
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2m o) 2m 00
< c/ cos(0)5* </ 7‘8_17‘_1_23_(“’_31+2+7+’7dr> df = c/ cos(@)i_1</ T_l_‘;dr> df < ¢cR™° — 0,
0 R 0 R

as R — oo. Then, we can apply [Corollary 5.4 with k := k—1 and § := 1 and only need to assume that
K € C*=2t1(S"~1), which is fine by the same reasoning as for the Liouville theorem above. Moreover,
the stability theorem (see[Lemma 2.173)) can still be applied since k—2+n < k—1 if we choose § < s—.
Finally, the proof of [Theorem 1.2]relies on an application of the interior regularity result (see[Lemma 2.10]).
In case k =1 and 1+ v < 2s, we apply [Lemma 2.70(i), so in this case, no regularity assumption on
K is required, at all. In case 14~ > 2s, we apply [Lemma 2.70(ii) with a := k+~ — 2s (and interpret
the equation up to a polynomial of degree k — 1, which is possible due to [Remark 2.T7]), so in this
case, we need to assume only that K € C*=2577(S"~1)  as desired. O

7. NONLOCAL EQUATIONS WITH LOCAL DIRICHLET BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

Finally, we give the proof of the boundary regularity for nonlocal equations with Dirichlet boundary

conditions (see [Theorem 1.4)).

Proof of [Theorem 1.4} Let us first extend h in such a way that h € C¥*7(R"). Then, we define
w:=v — d*1h and observe that w solves

Lw =f inQ,

w =0 inR"\Q,

w/d*~! =0 on 09,

where f := f — L(d* 'h). Moreover, for 2o € Q an application of [Corollary 2.5 yields |f(zo)| <

1d* 7V (zp) in case k + v < 1+ s, as well as [f]ck,l,sﬂ(ﬁ) < c¢p in case k+ v > 1+ s, and also
[f]ck72s+"/(Bd(gc0)/2(x0)) < c3d*Y(xp) in case k + v > 2s. Note that since w/d*~! = 0 on 9, by the

maximum principle (see [Proposition 1.3)) and a standard barrier argument (see for instance the proof
of [FeRo24a, Lemma 2.3.9]) it holds w € L*>°(2) and

[wll ooy < C|I fll Lo - (7.1)
Thus w is a solution in the setting of [RoSel7, [AbR020]. We assume without loss of generality

]l ooy + 1° 77 Fll oo @y Lipay<tst + 1 Fllom—1-ss (@) Lpys14sy < 1.
Then, [RoSel7), [AbR020] imply that for any z € 92 there exists a polynomial @), € Py_1 such that
lw(z) — Q. (x)d*| < clz — 2/* 1T < clo — 2*Vd* Y (x) Vo € Bi(2).

By adjusting the proof of [RoSel7), Proposition 3.2] in case k47 < 1+s, or the second part of the proof
of [AbR020, Proposition 4.1] in case k + v > 1 + s, respectively, according to the slight modification
of the upper bound in the previous estimate, we get that for any xg € QN Bi(z), denoting r := d(xg),

s—1

Fyts—1 [w — des]ck+7(Br/2(IE0)) <er®T. (7.2)

lw — Q:d®|| Lo (B, y(xo)) < €T

Indeed, while the first estimate is immediate from the expansion, the second result follows by denoting
vp(x) = 17K (u(wo 4 rz) — Q.(zo + r)d* (z0 + 7)),
and observing that by the previous estimate and the properties of f it holds

[orl|Loe (BR) < e(1+ Ts_l) VR >0, [JE]Ckﬂfzs(Br/z(xo))]l{k+’y>2s} <ertTh
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Plugging these findings into the remainder of [RoSel7, Proof of Theorem 1.2], [AbR020, Proof of
Theorem_1.4], we obtain (Z.2)). From there we can show, using Hélder interpolation, and also d €
Ck+1%7(Q) that for any & € (0, % ++] it holds:

[w = Qd’cs(B, () < CT

k+y+s—1-6 1—s—§
, )

”ds_l”Loo(Br/Q(l'O)) < CTl_Sa [ds_l]c‘s(Br-/?(xO)) ser

Thus, proceeding in a similar way as in the proof of [Theorem 1.2] and using (7.2)) as well as the
previous estimate, we obtain

-

_ k(jl—s _ S
de] C’k+“/(BT,/2(x0)) = |:D (d (w de )):| CV (B, ja(0))
o jl—s LB—a . S
< MZ:kZB (@O w = Q]
a jl—s B—a _ S
- BZI=:kaZ<:5(H8 ety (970 = Qe
+ [8ad1_S]C’Y(Br/2($O)) Haﬁ_a(w —Q:) LOO(BT/Q(-'EO)))
<ec Z Z (rl—s—\a|r5—1+\a| +T1—s—|a\—'yr'y+s—1+|a\) <ec.
|8|=k a<p

From here, by a standard covering argument, and using the continuity of the extension operator,

[Abals]
[Abal7]
[AGV23]
[AbRo20]
[AbGr23]
[AlT020]
[AFR23]
[BCGJ14]
[BGJ14]
[BFV14]

[BaLe02]
[BiJa20]

|

v
=l

s—1
(@) <c(|jv—d hHLoo(Rn) + [ fllor-1-s+v) + [1Bllor+va0))

< c(|[fller—1-stv() + 1Pllcrva0))-
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