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ON CONCAVITY OF SOLUTION OF DIRICHLET PROBLEM FOR
THE EQUATION (-A)Y/20 =1 IN A CONVEX PLANAR REGION

TADEUSZ KULCZYCKI

ABSTRACT. For a sufficiently regular open bounded set D C R? let us consider the
equation (—A)Y2p(z) = 1, ¢ € D with the Dirichlet exterior condition ¢(z) = 0,
x € D°. ¢ is the expected value of the first exit time from D of the Cauchy process in
R?. We prove that if D C R? is a convex bounded domain then ¢ is concave on D. To
show it we study the Hessian matrix of the harmonic extension of ¢. The key idea of
the proof is based on a deep result of Hans Lewy concerning determinants of Hessian
matrices of harmonic functions.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let D C R? be an open bounded set which satisfies a uniform exterior cone condition on
0D and let us consider the following Dirichlet problem for the square root of the Laplacian

(=A)2p(z) = 1, z € D, (1)
o(z) = 0, x € D¢, (2)

where we understand that ¢ is a continuous function on R2. (—A)Y? in R? is given by

(—A)l/Qf(x) = % lim,_,o+ y—z|>e f(f?_;af‘éy) dy, whenever the limit exists.

It is well known that has a unique solution. It has a natural probabilistic interpre-
tation. Let X; be the Cauchy process in R? (that is a symmetric a-stable process in R? with
a = 1) with a transition density p;(z) = %t(t2+]a:|2)_3/2 andlet 7p =inf{t > 0: X; ¢ D}
be the first exit time of X; from D. Then p(x) = E*(rp) [18], * € R?, where E® is the
expected value of the process X; starting from z. The function E*(7p) plays an important
role in the potential theory of symmetric stable processes (see e.g. [5], [4], [11]).

About 10 years ago R. Banuelos posed a problem of p-concavity of E*(7p) for symmetric
a-stable processes. The problem was inspired by a beautiful result of Ch. Borell about
1/2-concavity of E*(7p) for the Brownian motion.

The main result of this paper is the following theorem. It solves the problem posed by

R. Baiiuelos for the Cauchy process in R?.

Theorem 1.1. If D C R? is a bounded convex domain then the solution of 18 concave
on D.

To the best of author’s knowledge this is the first result concerning concavity of solu-
tions of equations for fractional Laplacians on general convex domains. There is a recent
interesting paper of R. Banuelos and R. D. DeBlassie [I] in which the first eigenfunction of
the Dirichlet eigenvalue problem for fractional Laplacians on Lipschitz domains is studied
but in that paper superharmonicity and not concavity of the first eigenfunction is proved
(similar results were also obtained by M. Kafimann and L. Silvestre [22]). In [3] concavity
of the first eigenfunction for fractional Laplacians was studied but [3] concerns boxes and
not general convex domains.

Now let D € R%, d > 1 be an open bounded set which satisfies a uniform exterior cone
condition on 0D, a € (0,2] and let us consider a more general Dirichlet problem for the
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fractional Laplacian

(-A)Pp(@) = 1,  weD, (3)
p(z) = 0, x € D, (4)
where we understand that ¢ is a continuous function on R?. (—A)*/2 in R for a € (0,2)

is given by (—A)*/2f(x) = Ad—olim,_ g+ ly—a|>e % dy, whenever the limit exists,

Ad—o =2°T((d+a)/2)/(x¥?|T(—a/2)|). For a = 2 the operator (—A)®/2 is simply —A.
It is well known that (3H4]) has a unique solution. It is the expected value of the first
exit time from D of the symmetric a-stable process in R¢.

Remark 1.2. For o = 2 i.e. for the Laplacian, it is well known that if D € R¢ is a bounded
convex domain then the solution of (3{4) is 1/2-concave, that is /¢ is concave. This was
proved for d = 2 in 1969 by L. Makar-Limanov [32]. For d > 3 it was proved in 1983 by
Ch. Borell [§] and independently by A. Kennington [23], [24] using ideas of N. Korevaar
[25].

Remark 1.3. Let o € (0,2] and ¢ be a solution of for D= B(0,r) Cc R, d>1a
ball with centre 0 and radius » > 0. Then ¢ is given by an explicit formula [18] (see also
211, [17]) ¢(z) = Cp(r? — |2|*)*/2, x € B(0,r), where Cp = I'(d/2)(2°T(1 + o/2)T(d/2 +
«/2))~L. In particular ¢ is concave on B(0,7).

Remark 1.4. For any o € (1,2) and d > 2 there exists a bounded convex domain D C R?
(a sufficiently narrow bounded cone) such that ¢ is not concave on D. The justification
of this statement is in Section 7. In particular, this implies that the assertion of Theorem

is not true for the problem (34) for « € (1,2).
For general a € (0,2) and d > 2 we have the following regularity result.

Theorem 1.5. Let a € (0,2), d > 2 and let ¢ be a solution of . IfDcCcRYisa
bounded conver domain then we have
a) for any xg € D, z € D, A € (0,1)

Az + (1= A)zo) = Ap(),
b) for any x,y € D, A € (0,1)

P+ (1= N)y) > 5 (\(w) + (1 - X ()).

The proof of this theorem is in Section 7. It is based on one tricky observation and
is much easier than the proof of Theorem Clearly, Theorem does not imply p-
concavity of ¢ for any p € [—o0, 1]. Some conjectures concerning p-concavity of solutions
of are presented in Section 7.

Below we present the idea of the proof of Theorem The proof is in the spirit of
papers by L. Caffarelli, A. Friedman [9] and N. Korevaar, J. Lewis [26] in which they study
geometric properties of solutions of some PDEs using the constant rank theorem and the
method of continuity. In the proof of Theorem the role of the constant rank theorem
plays the following result of Hans Lewy from 1968.

Theorem 1.6 (Hans Lewy, [31]). Let u(x1,x2,x3) be real and harmonic in a domain
of R®. Suppose the Hessian H(u) i.e. the determinant of the matrix of second derivatives
((8%u/0z;01;)) vanishes at a point zo € Q without vanishing identically in Q. Then H (u)
assumes both positive and negative values near xg.

The use of this result is the key element of the proof of Theorem Note that it is
known the generalization of Theorem to higher dimensions. This generalization is a
remarkable achievement obtained by S. Gleason and T. Wolff in 1991 (see Theorem 1 in
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[20]). It gives some hope that it is possible to extend Theorem to higher dimensions,
see Conjecture in Section 7.

Let us come back to presenting the idea of the proof of Theorem We first show
this result for a sufficiently smooth bounded convex domain D C B(0,1) C R2, which
boundary has a strictly positive curvature. Let us consider the harmonic extension u of
. Namely, let

T3
K2 2 213/2°

(21 + 23 + 23)
where Cx = 1/(27), R} = {& = (z1,22,23) € R® : 23 > 0}. Put u(x1,22,0) = p(z1,22),
(71, 72) € R? and

K(x) = z € RY, (5)

uw(x1, 2, x3) = / K(x1 —y1, 22 — y2,23)0(y1, Y2) dy1 dyo, (x1,72,23) € R3.  (6)
D

Note that K(z1—y1, T2—y2, x3) is the Poisson kernel of Ri for points x = (z1, z2,3) € Ri

and (y1,y2,0) € OR3. By f; we denote %, by fi; we denote 8:22ng' It is well known that
uz(x1,2,0) = —(—=A)Y2p(21,29), (21, 22) € D so u satisfies

Au(z) 0, z € RY, (7)

ug(z) = -1, xz € D x {0}, (8)

u(z) = 0, x € D x {0}, 9)

where Au = uy1 + ugg + uss.

The idea of studying equations for fractional Laplacians via harmonic extensions is well
known. It was used for the first time by F. Spitzer in [35]. Harmonic extensions were
used by many authors e.g. by S. A. Molchanov, E. Ostrovskii [34], R. D. DeBlassie [14],
P. Mendez-Hernandez [33], R. Banuelos, T. Kulczycki [2], A. El Hajj, H. Ibrahim, R.
Monneau [16], L. Caffarelli, L. Silvestre [10].

In the next step of the proof we extend u to R? = {x = (21,22, 73) € R®: 23 < 0} by
putting

u(z1, we,x3) = u(wy, T2, —23) — 223, (z1, 20, 23) € R3. (10)
Note that u is continuous on R3 and for (x1,z2) € D it satisfies

u(l'l, X2, h) - ’U/(l'l,.fﬂQ, 0)

ug- (z1,22,0) = lim

h—0~ h
_ oy Uziwe, —h) = 20—z, 22,0)
h—0~ h

By standard arguments it follows that u is harmonic in R} UR? U (D x {0}) = R?\ (D¢ x
0}).

Since we need to consider different domains D we change our notation ¢, u to o),
uP). Let H(u®)) be the determinant of the Hessian matrix of «(P). Our next aim is
to show that H(uP))(z) > 0 for any 2 € R3\ (D¢ x {0}). Note that (see Lemma
HuP)) (21, 20, —x3) = H(uP) (21,29, 23) so it is sufficient to control H(u(P))(z) for
z € R3 U (D x {0}). Now for technical reasons we need to add an auxiliary function to
uP). Namely, for any ¢ > 0 we consider v&P)(z) = uP)(z) + e(—22/2 — 23/2 + 23).
This is done to control H(v&P))(z) near (intD) x {0} because H(u'?))(x) — 0 when
approaches (intD¢) x {0}. Note that v(5) is harmonic in R?\ (D¢ x {0}). Note also that
(see Lemmal [6.1)) H(v&D)(z1, xo, —x3) = H(v D)) (21, x5, x3) so it is sufficient to control
H(vEP))(z) for € RY U (D x {0}).

Now, on the contrary, assume that there exists xo € R3\ (D¢ x {0}) such that we have
H(u™)(z0) < 0. One can show that H(u'”))(z) is not identically zero in R?\ (D¢ x {0}).
If H(u™)(z0) = 0 and H(uP))(x) > 0 for all z € R?\ (D x{0}) then we get contradiction
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with Theorem So, we may assume that H(u'”))(xg) < 0. Then for sufficiently small
£ > 0 we have H(v®P))(zg) < 0. Recall that D ¢ B(0,1) € R2. For M > 10 we consider
the set W(M,D) = {zx € R® : 22 + 23 < M,x3 € [-M, M]}\ (D¢ x {0}) (it is a large
cylinder without D¢ x {0}). One can take large enough M so that xo € W (M, D).

In the next step of the proof using direct formula of go(B (0:1)) and also using some ” tricks”
we show that H(u(BO1))(z) > 0 for any z € R3\ (B°(0,1) x {0}). This is done in Section
5. Later we show that for sufficiently large M and small € we have H(v&BOD))(z) > 0
for x € W(M, B(0,1)).

Then we use method of continuity (cf. [26, page 20], [9]). Namely, we deform D to
the ball B(0,1). More precisely we consider the family of domains {D(t)},c[o,1) such that
D(0) =D, D(1) = B(0,1), all D(t) are smooth bounded convex domains which boundaries
have strictly positive curvature and 0D(t) — 0D(s) when ¢ — s in the appropriate sense.
One can fix (in the appropriate way) sufficiently large M > 10 and sufficiently small ¢ > 0
so that for all domains {D(t) };¢[0,1] We can control H (v&PO) () for & near the boundary
of "cylinders” W (M, D(t)). For x € OW (M, D(t)) such that |z3| = M or 22 + 23 = M
and x3 > 0 (23 not too small) we have H(vEPM)(z) ~ HuP®))(2) ~ H(K)(z) >
0. The last inequality follows by a direct computation. Showing that H(v&P®))(z) ~
H(uP®))(z) > 0 near dD x {0} is the most technical part of the proof and this is done
in Sections 3, 4 and in the proof of Proposition The fact that H(v&P®))(2) > 0 for
x near D¢ x {0} (when z is not too close to 9D x {0}) is rather easy and here is the place
where the auxiliary function e(—z3/2 — 3/2 + x3) helps.

In fact, one can show that there exists ¢ > 0 such that H(vEP®))(z) > ¢ > 0 for all
t € [0,1] and all  near OW (M, D(t)).

Recall that H(vEPO))(z5) < 0 for some g € W (M, D(0)) and H(vEPM)) () > 0
for all x € W(M, D(1)). Using the method of continuity one can show that there exists
t € (0,1), D = D(t) and & € W(M, D) such that H(v&?)(z) = 0 and H(wED)(z) >0
for all z € W (M, D). Moreover one can show that H(v&))(x) > 0 for  near dW (M, D)
so z € int(W (M, D)). This gives contradiction with Theorem So we finally obtain

HuPH(z) >0, zeR>\ (D°x{0}). (11)

A closer look gives that in fact the Hessian matrix of u has a constant signature (1,2).
It seems that this observation could help in studying the analogous problem in higher
dimensions (cf. Conjecture [7.1]in Section 7 and Theorem 1 in [20]).

Let (z1,z9) € D. By ({8]) we get ug)(wl,xg,()) =0, ué?)(xl, x2,0) =0, ué?)(xl,xg,O) >
0 (see Lemma . Using this and we obtain

WP (21, 20, 000D (21, 29, 0) — (ulE) (21, 29, 0))% > 0. (12)

We also have ug?) (3:1,3?2,0)+u§§) (x1,22,0) = —ué?) (1,x2,0) < 0. This and implies
ug?)(xl,xg,O) <0, uég)(m,xg,O) < 0.

This gives that ¢(P)(z1,z5) = u(P) (21, 22,0) is strictly concave on D. Recall that we
have assumed that D is a sufficiently smooth bounded convex domain, D C B(0,1) and
9D has a strictly positive curvature. The concavity of ¢(P) for arbitrary convex domains
D follows by approximation arguments and scaling.

Of course, this is only the sketch of the proof. In fact one has to be very carefull
with the method of continuity. In particular one has to control H(vEP®))(z) for x near
OW (M, D(t)) in a "uniform way” according to t € [0, 1].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we present notation and collect some

Z(]D) near 0D.

near 0D x {0}. In Section 5 the harmonic extension

known facts needed in the rest of the paper. In Section 3 we estimate ¢
(D)

Section 4 contains estimates of (OF
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for a ball is studied. Section 6 contains the proof of the main theorem. In Section 7 some
extensions and conjectures are presented.

2. PRELIMINARIES

For z € R? and 7 > 0 we let B(z,7) = {y € R?: |y — 2| < r}. By a A b we denote
min(a,b) and by a V b we denote max(a,b) for a,b € R. For a; € R4, D c RY we put
Sp(x) = dist(z,0D). For any 1 : R? — R we denote 9;(x) = ar (), () = aig;j (),
i,j € {1,...,d}. We put R3 = {(21,22,23) € R3: 23 > 0}, R® = {(z1,22,23) € R3:
x3 < 0}. The definition of a uniform exterior cone condition may be found e.g. in [19,
page 195].

Let us define a subclass of bounded, convex C?! domains in R? with strictly positive
curvature, which will be suitable for our purposes.

Definition 2.1. Let C; > 0, R; > 0, k2 > k1 > 0 and let us fix a Cartesian coordinate
system CS in R?. We say that a domain D C R? belongs to the class F(Cy, Ry, k1, K2)
when

1. D is convex. In C'S coordinates we have

{(y1,92) : 7 + 3 <RI} C D C{(y1,92) : ¥ +y3 < 1}.

2. For any z € 9D there exist a Cartesian coordinate system C'S, with origin at x
obtained by translation and rotation of C'S, there exist R > 0, f : [-R,R] — [0,00) (R,
f depend on ), such that f € C*'[-R, R], f(0) =0, f/(0) = 0 and in CS, coordinates

{(91792) Y2 S [_R7 R]ayl € (f(y?)uR]} =Dn {(yluyZ) | € [_Rv R],QQ S [_Ra R]}
3. For any y € 0D we have
k1 < k(y) < ka,

where £(y) denotes the curvature of 9D at y.
4. For any y,z € 0D we have

|k(y) — k(2)| < Cily — 2].
For brevity, we will often use notation A = {C1, Ry, k1, k2} and write D € F(A).

Let C; > 0, Ry > 0, kg > k1 > 0 and put A = {C1, Ry, k1,k2}. Let D € F(A). For
any y € dD by 7i(y) we denote the normal inner unit vector at y and by T'(y) we denote
the tangent unit vector at y which agrees with negative (clockwise) orientation of 9D. We
put e; = (1,0), e2 = (0, 1).

It may be easily shown that there exists R = R(A) such that for any y € D, dp(y) < R
there exists a unique y* € 9D such that |y —y*| = dp(y). For any y € D such that dp(y) <
R we define 7i(y) = @(y*), T(y) = T(y*) For any ¢ € C%(D), y € D, vi(y),v2(y) € R
and ¥(y) = vi(y)e1 +v2(y)es we put %(y) = v1(y)1(y) +v2(y)12(y), (recall that ¥;(y)
g—i(y)). Similarly, for any wi(y),w2(y) € R and @W(y) = wi(y)er + wa(y)ea we put

s (1) = v1(W)w1 ()11 (y) + va(y)wa(¥)Pa(y) + (V1 (Y)W (y) + va(y)wi (1) ra(y).

Lemma 2.2. Let C; > 0, Ry > 0, ko > k1 > 0 put A = {C1, Ri,k1,k2} and let us fix
a Cartesian coordinate system CS in R?. Fiz D € F(A) and xo € 0D. Choose a new
Cartesian coordinate system CSy, with origin at xo obtained by translation and rotation
of C'S such that the positive coordinate halflines yy, yo are in the directions 7i(xo), T(zo)
respectively.

From now on all points and vectors are in this new coordinate system CSy,, in particular
7(0,0) = (1,0) = e1, T(0,0) = (0,1) = ey. For any y € dD define a(y) € (—m, 7] such
that T(y) = sin a(y)e1 + cos a(y)ey (this is an angle between ey and T(y)).
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FiGure 1.

There exists ro = ro(A) < R A (1/2), c1 = c1(A), ca = c2(A), c3 = c3(A), ca = ca(A),
s = c5(A), c6 = c6(A), f: [=ro,m0] = [0,00) such that f € C*'[=ro,70], f(0) = 0,
11(0) =0, cyrg < 1/4 and for any fized r € (0,r9] we have (see Figure 1)

L A{(y1,y2) s (1 —7)* +y3 <r’} C D,

W= {(y17y2) VOIS [_Ta T]7y1 S (f(yZ)ar}} =Dn {(ylva) VS [—T, r]ayQ S [_Ta T]}

2. For anyy € W we have a(y) € [—n/4,7/4] and

cilyz| < |sina(y) < ealyal.
3. For any y2 € [—r,r] we have
csys < flye) < cays-

4. For any y € W we have ey = cosa(y)fi(y) + sin a(y)f(y), ea = —sina(y)i(y) +
cosa(y)T(y). For anyy € C2(D) and y € W we have

Wily) = cosaly >§”’< ) +sinay) 25 (0)
o s

Pay) = —sina(y ()+cosa(y)aff(y),
o) = coa) 2L () +sin? o) 2L () + 25in aly) cosaly) L )
11y on2 ) 972 ) oroT Y)
2 2 2
Unl) = oot aly) (o) +sin aly) 55 (v) ~ 2sinaly) cosaly) - =),
2 2 2
buly) = (eostaly) - sina(y) -1 ) ~sina(y)cosal) (G0 - T2 w).

5. For any y € {(y1,y2) € W : y2 > 0} we have
es(f7Hy1) —y2)f " w) < dp(y) < eo(f (1) —w2) f (),
where f=1: [0, f(r)] = [0,7].
This lemma follows by elementary geometry and its proof is omitted.

In the sequel we will use the method of continuity (cf. [26, page 20], [9]). Roughly
speaking, we will deform a convex bounded domain D to a ball B(0,1). To do this we
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will consider the following construction. Let C; > 0, Ry > 0, ko > k1 > 0. For any
D € F(Cy, Ry, k1, Kk2) and t € [0,1] we define

D(t) = (1 - t)D +tB(0,1). (13)

Lemma 2.3. For any C; > 0, Ry > 0, ko > k1 > 0 there exists C; > 0, R} > 0,
Kby > Ky > 0 such that for any D € F(C1, R1,k1,k2) and any t € [0,1] we have D(t) €
F(C1, Ry, 5, Rp).

Proof. This lemma seems to be standard, similar results are well known (cf. [9, proof
of Theorem 3.1]). Notation and most of the arguments are taken from Appendix in D.
Gilbarg and N. Trudinger’s book [19], pages 381-384.

Clearly, D(t) is a convex domain satisfying B(0, R1) C D(t) C B(0,1). Fix ¢t € [0,1].
Put E(t) = (1 —t)D, we have D(t) = E(t) U{z € E(t)°: dg«)(z) < t}. In particular

OD(t) = {x € E(t)°: dgu(z) =t} (14)
By scaling for any x € 0FE(t) we have
K1 R2
11 < ’QE(t)(x) < 1—¢
where kg (7) > 0 denotes the curvature of JE(t) at = (see the definition on page 381 in
[19]).

We will now use [19, Appendix] (mainly we will use arguments used in the proofs of
Lemmas 1, 2 and not necessarily assertions of these lemmas). We will use arguments for
the set E(t)°. Fix xy € E(t)° such that dist(zo,0E(t)) = t. Let yo € OE(t) be a point
such that |zg — yo| = . By the arguments in Lemmas 1, 2 [19, Appendix] dp)(z) is a C
function on int(E(t)¢). Choose Cartesian coordinate system (x1, z2) such that zo-axis lies
in the direction xg—yo and the origin is g (i.e. o has coordinates (0,0)). This coordinate
system is obtained by translation and rotation of the original coordinate system.

By arguments as in Lemma 2 [19, Appendix] Vigy(wo) = (0,1), D126 (7o) = 0,

(15)

D226 ) (0) = 0, D11dg 1) (20) = 1+HE$)'E((;;§§Z)(t)(xD) (in the assertion of Lemma 2 there are

minuses in front of curvatures, here we do not have minuses because we consider E(t)¢
and the curvature kp;) was chosen to be positive).

Put F(ZEl,Jig) = (SE(t)(l‘l,l‘Q) — t. We have Fl(0,0) = 0, FQ(0,0) = 1, F11(0,0) =
1+EE$;E((;3§§?E)M(%), F15(0,0) = 0, F»(0,0) = 0. By the implicit function theorem there
exists a C2 function ¢ : (—n,n) — R, n > 0 such that F(x1,1(z1)) = 0. Hence by
OD(t) is locally C2.

We have ¢/ = —F/Fy, ¢ = (2F1FaF1a — (F2)?Fiy — (F1)*Fa)(F2) ™2, s0 ¢/(0) = 0,

_ —HE(t)(yO) _ —KRE(®t) (%0)
14+ kg (W0)de@w (o) 1+ kpe(vo)t

Hence the curvature of 0D(t) at z( satisfies

P"(0) = —F11(0)

pie (0) = Ke@w(Yo) 1
D 0) — -
(t) 1+ KE(t) (yo)t 7/@3(; o)
By (15) X X '
' < <
K2 KE(t) (%0) K1
SO .
KA1 < =% < i < = < ko V1.
m ~E(t) (Yo) Tt Tt

K
Hence the curvature of 9D(t) at z¢ is between k1 A1 and k2 V 1.
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Now we will show that the curvature xp)(z) is Lipschitz. For any z € int(E(t)¢) there
exists a unique point y = y(r) € JE(t) such that |z — y| = dpy)(x). By [19, Appendix]
the function y(z) is C* on int(E(t)¢). Let v(y) be the unit inner normal vector of E(t)¢
at y. We have z = y(z) + v(y(x))dg) (v).

Let zp € int(E(t)°), let yo = y(20) i-e. yo is a unique point such that yo € OF(t) and
Y0 — 20| = dp)(20). We use a Cartesian coordinate system (z1,72) as above with the
origin zp and such that xs-axis lies in the direction zp — yo (this coordinate system is
obtained by translation and rotation of the original coordinate system).

Using the same notation as in [19, Appendix] note that for y = (y1,y2) € E(t) near yo
we have v(y1,y2) = P(y1). Let us denote 7(y) = (71(y), 72(y)). We have (y1(z0),y2(20)) =

y(20) = Yo = (Yo1,Y02) = (0,%02), 71(yo1) = 0, ¥2(yo1) = 1.
For x € int(E(t)¢) near zy we have

z=y(@) +v(y1(2))dp) ().
In particular
r1 = yi(z) +71(y1(7))0pe (), (16)
zy = 1ya2(x) + V2(y1(2))0pq (2) (17)
By computing D; derivative of we get
1 = Dyy1(x) + Dv1(y1(2)) Dry1 (#)0 ey (#) + 71(y1 (@) D1dp ().
Putting = = zg (recall that y(z9) = yp) we obtain
1 = D1y1(20) + Dv1(yo1) D1y1(20) (1) (20) + P1(yo1) D10 g 1) (20)-
By [19, (A6), page 382] we get Dv1(yo1) = k@) (yo). We also have 71 (yo1) = 0. Hence

Dyy1(20) = (1 + kg (40)0p @) (20)
By computing Dy derivative of we get
0 = Dayi1(x) + Dv1(y1(z)) Day1 (2)0p ) () + Vi (y1(2)) D20 p(r) (2).
Putting x = zp we obtain
0 = Dayi1(z0) + Dv1(yo1) D2y1(20)0 ) (20) + V1(y01) D20 g (20)-

Hence Dayi(29) = 0.
By computing D; derivative of we get

0 = D1y2(x) + D2 (y1(x)) D1y1(2) 0y (z) + P2(y1(2)) D16 gy ().
Putting x = 2y we obtain

0 = D1y2(20) + Dv2(yo1) D1y1(20)d 1) (20) + V2(y01) D10 g (20)-
By [19, line 6, page 383] we have D1dg)(20) = 0. From the formula for 72(y1) = v2(y) in
[19, (A5), page 382] it follows that Dva(yo1) = 0. Hence Di1ya(z9) = 0. By computing Do
derivative of we get

1 = Daya(z) + Dva(y1(2)) D2y (%) pry (z) + D2(y1(x)) D2d g ().
Putting x = 2y we obtain

1 = Day2(20) + DV2(yo1) Day1(20)0 ) (20) + P2(yo1) D20 (1) (20)-

We have 72(yo1) = 1. By [19, line 6, page 383] we have D2dp ;) (20) = 1. Hence Daya(20) =
0.
Finally we get

|D1y1(20) < 1, Day1(20) =0, |Vya(20)| = 0. (18)
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Let zp € E(t)¢ be such that dist(zo,0E(t)) =t i.e. g € 9D(t). Choose zy = xg, we
have y(z0) = y(x0) = yo. For any = € dD(t) which are sufficiently close to o we get

kew(o) ke (@) ’

K Zg) — K )= .
| D(t)( 0) D(t)( )| ‘ 1+ thp (yo) 1+ lKE®) (y(z))

Using kg (y(z)) = Lkp (%) this is equal to
(=1 |sp (1) = 5o (V)] _ -0 vo—y(z)
)1—t+mD w.) ‘1—t+mD<%>‘ - (k1 A1)
Cy
m@o y(@)|.
We estimate now |y(xo) — y(z)| for x € dD(t) which are sufficiently close to xg. We
have
y(@o) —y(x) = (y1(xo) — y1(2), y2(x0) — y2()),
yi(zo) —w(@)] = [V (§)llx — o,
ly2(20) — v2(2)| = [Vya(E)l|z — o,

where &, € are points between z and zg. For x € 0D(t) which are sufficiently close to zg
we have 0 (€) > t/2, 5p()(€) > t/2. Tt follows that & € int(E(t)°), € € int(E(t)). Using
in the appropriate way we get |Vy;(§)] < 1, |Vy2(£)| < 1 (this follows by translation
and rotation of a coordinate system). Hence |y(zq) — y(x)| < V/2|z — 2¢|. Therefore

o3

(K1 /\1)2|

This holds for 2z € 9D(t) which are sufficiently close to xg but by simple geometric argu-
ments it can be extended to any x € dD(t) (with a different constant). O

kD) (20) = K@) (2)] <

)Iyo y()] <

(k1 A1)2

Now we state some properties of the solution of and its harmonic extension which
will be needed in the rest of the paper.

Let D C R? be an open bounded set and ¢(P) be the solution of for D. Then the
following scaling property is well known [4, (1.61)]:

o Pazx) = apP)(z), zeD,a>0. (19)

For any open bounded sets D, Dy C R? put d(Dy, Dy) = [sup{dist(z,0D3) : = €
OD1}] A [sup{dist(xz,0D1) : © € OD>}].

Lemma 2.4. Let {D,}°, be a sequence of bounded convex domains in R? and (D) pe
the solution of (I—.) for Dy. If d(Dy, Dy) — 0 as n — oo then for any x € Dy we have
P (z) = ©Po)(z) as n — oo.

This lemma seems to be well known and follows easily from so we omit its proof
(in fact it holds not only for convex domains but we need it only in this case).

Lemma 2.5. Let C; >0, Ry >0, ke > k1 > 0, D € F(Cy, Ry, k1, k2), ¢ be the solution of
for D and u the harmonic extension of ¢ given by (@-@) For any (x1,x9,x3) € Ri
we have H(u)(x1, e, —x3) = H(u)(x1,x2,23).

Proof. For © = (z1,22,23) put & = (z1,22,—x3). For x € R3 we have u;; (%) = u;(z
for i = 1,2,3, u12(2) = uia(z), u13(z) = —uis(x), uss () = —UQg( ). Hence H(u )( )
H(u)(z).

onsE
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We will need the following formulas of derivatives of K(z) = Crag(x? + 23 + 23)~3/2:

Ki(z) = —3Ckwszi(2}+ a3+ 23) "2,

KQ(x) = —3CK3331'2(33% + .%'% + 1'%)75/27

K3(z) = Ox(a]+ 25— 223)(a} + 23 +23) 2.
Kll x = CK;L‘g(12$% — 3$% — 3$§)($% + ZE% + x?’))_’?/Q?

(z)

(¢) = Crgas(1223 — 30} — 3a3)(af + 23 + 23) /%,
Kas(z) = Cguxs(622 — 927 — 922)(2? + 22 + 22)77/2.

(z) 15CKz3x 2022 + 23 + 23)77/2,

(2) = Cga1(1223 - 30} — 3a3)(a + 23 + 23) 7"/,
Kys(z) = Cgag(1222 — 322 — 322)(2? + 22 + 22)77/2,

Remark 2.6. All constants appearing in this paper are positive and finite. We write
C =C(a,...,z) to emphasize that C' depends only on a,...,z. We adopt the convention
that constants denoted by ¢ (or ci, c2, etc.) may change their value from one use to the
next.

Remark 2.7. In Sections 3, 4 and in the proof of Proposition we use the following
convention. Constants denoted by ¢ (or cj, c2, etc. ) depend on A = {C1, R1, k1, K2},
where A = {C1, Ry, k1, K2} appear in Definition [2.1) We write f(z) ~ g(z) for z € A C R?
to indicate that there exist constants ¢; = ¢1(A), ca = c2(A) such that for any x € A we
have ¢1g(x) < f(x) < cag(x) (in particular, it may happen that both f, g are positive on
A or both f, g are negative on A).

3. ESTIMATES OF DERIVATIVES OF ¢ NEAR 0D

In this section the behaviour of ¢;; near 0D is studied. The section contains quite
complicated and technical estimates. Some new methods are used see e.g. the proof
of Lemma [3.6] Nevertheless, most of the technics used in this section are similar to
the technics used in the papers by T. Kulczycki [28] and Z.-Q. Chen, R. Song [12]. It
should be mentioned that similar estimates of derivatives of a-harmonic functions were
simultancously obtained by the author’s student G. Zurek in his Master Thesis [36].

In the whole section we fix C1 > 0, Ry > 0, ko > k1 > 0, D € F(C1, Ry, k1, k2) and
xo € 0D. We put A = {C4, Ry, k1,K1}. ¢ is the solution of (1}2)) for D. Unless it is stated
otherwise we fix the coordinate system CS,, and notation as in Lemma (see Figure
1). In particular z¢ is (0,0) in C'S,, coordinates. Let us recall that in the whole section
we use convention stated in Remark 2.7

Let r € (0,79}, z = (r,0), s € (0,r], B = B(z,s) (where rg is the constant from Lemma
2.2). It is well known (see e.g. [4, (1.50), (1.56), (1.57)]) that

ple) =hz)+ | Plr.y)ely)dy, @B, (20)
where h(z) = Cp(s® — |z — 2|>)V/2, z € B,
(82 _ |x _ Z|2)1/2
(g~ =~ 2)1/2fz — g

P(x,y) = Cp zeB, ye (B, (21)

Cgp = 2/7T, Cp = T2,
We have hy(z) = Cp(r — z1)(s> — |z — 2|?)"Y/2, 2 € B. Put Py(z,y) = 8%iP(:r:,y),

i =1,2. For any = € B, y € (B)¢ we have Pi(x,y) = A(z,y) + E(x,y) where
(s* = |z = 2*) P (21 — 1)
(ly = 22 = sH)12|x —y|?

Alz,y) = —Cp (22)
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(s = o = ) V2(21 = 1n)
(v = =P = )Pl —yf*

It is also well known (see e.g. [13]) that ¢(y) < 051/2( )

E(z,y) = —2Cp (23)

Lemma 3.1. There exists r1 € (0,79/4], r1 = r1(A) such that for any x; € (0,r1] we have
1(x1,0) = -~

Proof. Put r = ro. We will use ) for s = r, in particular B = B(z,r). We have
hi(z1,0) = Cp(r —x1)(2r —x1)~ 1/2 1/2 ~ cxl_l/2 for z1 € (0,r/4]. Put

k(x) = 1p(x) . P(x,y)p(y) dy + 1ge(z)p(z), =€ R2

We have k(z) > 0 on R2, by k(x) < ¢(z) on B and k is 1-harmonic on B. For
the definition and basic properties of a-harmonic functions see [4, pages 20-21, 61]. The
fact that k is 1-harmonic follows from [4, page 61]. By [6, Lemma 3.2] (cf. also [30])
ki(x1,0) < ca:l_l/2 for 1 € (0,7]. Hence ¢i(x1,0) = hi(x1,0) + k1(x1,0) < cml_l/z for
x1 € (0,7/4].

What remains is to show that ¢;(x1,0) > cxl_l/Q. For z; € (0,r] we have ¢1(z1,0) =
Jge Pr((21,0),9)0(y) dy + hi(z1,0). We will estimate [5. Pie.

Let 21 € (0, f(r/2) A f(=7/2)]. Note that f(r/2) A f(—r/2) > csr?/4, where c3 and
r = ro are constants from Lemma c3r?/4 depends only on A. Let p; € (0,7/2] be
such that f(p1) = x1, p2 € [-r/2,0) be such that f(p2) = z1 (recall that f is defined in
Lemma . By Lemma flx1) < eyt < (1/2)a1, f(—= ) (1/2)x1, so p1 > z1 and
Ip2| > x1. Let f1 : [—7,7] — R be defined by fi(y2) = r — (12 — y3)"/2. Put

Dy = {(y1,y2): y2 € [—21, 1), 51 € (f(y2), f1(y2))}.
Dy {1, y2) : y2 € (@1, p1] U [p2, —21), 51 € (f(y2), fi(y2) Az1)},
Dy = D\(DlUDQUB).

Note that fD\B A((21,0), y)p(y) dy > 0 and [, E((x1,0),y)¢(y) dy > 0.

Since p(y) < 651D/2(y) we get ¢(y) < cx; for y € Dy and ¢(y) < cys for y € Dy. Note
that for y € D1 U Dy we have |y — 2|?> — r? &~ f1(y2) — y1. Hence

—3/2 dy
.’El, ) dy‘ < cx /
[ E@0.000) T

B f1(y2)
o dy2 / (fily2) —y1) 2 dyy
—x1 fy2)

Q

1/2
LITl .

~
~

Note that p1 < ¢\/x1 A (r/2), |p2| < ey/z1 A (1/2) so

e\/Z1N(r/2) J1(y2)Az1
[ dyoys? /f (Frlye) — 1)~ dyy

z1 (y2)

IN

E((21,0), 9)e(y) dy'
Do

1/
~ ﬂ’jl 5

(we omit here fp;xl ... because it can be estimated in the same way).
It follows that

01(z1,0) = hi(z1,0) + Ap + Ep+ Eo+ Ey
D\B D1 D Ds

-1/2 1/2 —1/2
> cxy / —clccl/ Zcxl/
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for sufficiently small x; (recall that we use convention from Remark that a constant c
may change its value from one use to the next). O
Lemma 3.2. There exists r1 € (0,79/4], r1 = r1(A) such that for any x1 € (0,r;] we have
[a(1,0)] < cay? | logan |

Proof. Put r = ry. We will use for s = r, in particular B = B(z,r). Let x; € (0,r/4].
We have 902(1‘1; 0) = ch PQ((xla 0)73/)90(3/) dy + h?(xlv 0)’ hg(fEl, 0) = 07 P?((xla 0)7y) =

(r?—z—=2[?)'2ys e .
2OP(\y—z|2—r2)1/2|x—y|4’ y € (B)°. Let f1 be such as in the proof of Lemma |3.1} Put

Dy = {(y1,y2) : y2 € [—x1, 1), 51 € (f(y2), f1(y2))},
Ds {(1,92) © y2 € (z1,7/21U [=1/2, —21), 31 € (f(y2), f1(y2))}
D3 = D\(D1UD2UB).

Note that ¢(y) < cxq for y € Dy and p(y) < cys for y € Dy. Similarly like in Lemma
we obtain

_ dy 1/2
Pr((x1,0), d <cx3/2/ ~a",
/131 »((71,0), ) (y) y‘ > Ty b (‘y_z‘Q_r2)1/2 1

1/2 r/2 L f1(y2) 172
Pz((fﬂl,o),y)so(y)dy’ < el [ g /f (F1(y2) — 1)~ /2 dyy
T

Do (y2)
~ x}/2|logx1|.
dy 1/2
Py((21,0),y)p(y dy'écxl/Z/ <cxy".
[, P 0ty < el [ o <l
It follows that |p2(x1,0)| < cxi/zl log z1]. O

By Lemmas [3.1] [3:2] and [2:2] we obtain

Corollary 3.3. There existsry € (0,79/4], 11 = r1(A) such that for anyy € D, 0p(y) < r1
we have

W~ 5, 29
2;’;@)' < e52()] logp(y)]. (25)
Vo) < oop (). (26)

Lemma 3.4. @1, @2 are singular 1-harmonic on D.

Remark 3.5. @11, @22 are not 1-harmonic on D because they are not locally integrable on

R? (see Corollary .

For the definition of singular a-harmonic functions a reader is referred to [4, page 61].
The definition of a-harmonic functions on an open set U C R? demands that the function
is defined on the whole R%. 1, o are well defined on D and also on D¢\ dD. @1, @2
are not well defined on D but dD has Lebesgue measure zero. One may formally defined
w1 =2 =0o0n adD.

Proof of Lemma[3.7). Tt is enough to show the Lemma for ;. Fix z € D, put dp(z) = 2s.
For any z € B(z,s/2) (see [4, page 9]) we have

800 = [ (o) = ) =y Ve Lo (1) L) s

where v(y) = (27)~Yy| 3.
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Put Fi(z,y) = ¢(z +y) — p(2) = yVe(2), F2(2,9) = ¢(z + y) — ¢(2),
Dy, = {yeR%: dp(y) <2h},
Ui = {yeR?*: y+xc Dy},
Usp = {ye€R?*: y+aecD\Dy}\ B(0,s),
Usp = {yeR?: y+axe D\ Dy}
For any h € (0, s/2) define
—(=A)2p(x + e1h) + (=A)2p(x)

By (1H2) for any h € (0, s/2) we have L(h) = 0. On the other hand we have
1
L) = 3 [ (R+ehy) - R vy
B(0,s)
1
s [ (Bt aty) - By v dy
Uin
1
[ R+ ehiy) - Falo) viy) dy
Ua.n
1
s [ (Bt aty) - By ) dy
Us,n
= T4+ T4+ I00 41V,

=en ™ [ (et agy) - et ad) -y (Te) @+ ad) s dy,
B(0,s)
where £ € (0,h). We have
lp1(z +e1€ +y) — p1(z +e1€) —y (Vr) (x + eré)| < Clyl*.

In this proof C' denotes a constant which depends on z and ¢ but not on h (we use the
convention that it may change its value from one use to the next). It follows that

h—0+

lim I = / (p1(x+y) —p1(x) —y (V1) (2)) v(y) dy.
B(0,s)

We also have

1 _
I = o (p(z+erth+y)—elx+y)) |yl S dy
™ JUy
1 —
_ (p(z + e1h) — () [y| > dy
21rh Ui,
= IV-V.

Note that |¢(z + y)| < Ch'?, |p(z 4+ eth + y)| < ChY/? and fUlh ly| =2 dy < Ch for

<
h € (0,5/2), y € Upy so [IV| < Ch/2. Note also that |p(z + erh) — p(x)| < Ch for
h e (0,s/2) so |[V| < Ch, |II| < Chl'/2.
We also have

= 2m) [ 10,00 Goale + a6+ 9) = or(a -+ ea€)) ol do

where £ € (0,h). Note that for h € (0,5/2), y € U, and £ € (0, h) we have dp(z +y +
e1€) = dp(z +y) so

Loy, (1) |1 (x + e1é + 1) — 1 (x + e16)| < C (6, (@ +y) + 1).
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It follows that

lim IIT =

- [ (p1(o+9) = 1(2)) vly) dy
h=0 {y:y+z€D}\B(0,s)

We also get

IV = (27T)1/ —o1(z +e1f)ly| P dy
Us n

= 7 [ (@t -t ad) i d

where £ € (0, h), because ¢ (xz +y) =0 for y € Usj,. Hence

h—0t

i 1V = [ (01(2 +1) — 01(2)) (o) dy.
{y:y+zeDe}
It follows that 0 = limy,_,o+ L(h) = —(—A) "2y (x). O
Lemma 3.6. There exists ro € (0,79/4], ro = ra(A) such that for any x1 € (0,r2] we have
(pgg(&?l, 0) ~ _x1—1/2.
Proof. Put v = rp. Let r; be the constant from Corollary In this proof we take
s € (r— (r1/2)%r), ie. 0 <r—s < (r/2)% Recall that z = (r,0), B = B(z,s)
and P is given by (2I). For any z1 € (r — s,r] by Lemma we have pa(x1,0) =
Jovg P((21,0),9)¢2(y) dy. 1t follows that @s3(21,0) = [, g Po((21,0),y)p2(y) dy. We
have Po((21,0),y) = QCP(Iy(il_Q‘f;Z)‘lz/)gll/;gzyl“' Take 21 = \/r — s (we have /7T — s < r1/2).
Let fi:[—s,s] = R be defined by fi(y2) =r — /s — y3. Put

D1 = {(y1,92) : w2 € [=xn, 2] 01 € (f(y2), [1(y2))}

Dy = {(y1,y2) : y2 € (w1,71/2] U [-11/2, —21), 51 € (f(y2), [1(y2))},

Dy = D\(D1UD2UB).
By Lemma we have for y € Dy U Dy

9o

p2(y) = cos a(y) e y) — sin a(y)%(y)-

Note that by definition of s we have dp(y) < r; for y € Dy U Dsy. By Corollary we get
for y € D1 U Dy

ggwﬂgc@y—ﬂm»”ﬂmgm—f@gn
and 9
SE() ~ (= f2)
Hence 3
C%a@%;@ﬂde—f@ﬂﬂﬂbdw—f@ﬁﬂ
and

—sina() 2 () ~ —pnlr — F(32) >

Note also that for y € Dy U Dy we have (|y — z|?> — s2)/2 = (—=y1 + f1(y2))"/%. Recall that
we have chosen z1 = +/r — s. It follows that

- / Py((x1,0),y) sin a(y)gf(y) dy
Dy "

3 z1 fi(y2)
~ dyoy3 /f( : dyi (=1 + f1(y2) "2 (0 — fy2)) "2 ~ =),
—Z1 Y2
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because ff(az —a)"Y2(b - 2)~Y/? dz = const.

Similarly,
. 0
= | Ballan, 0),9)sinay) 5Z () dy
2
r1/2 f1(y2)
~ i dyZy;Q/f() Ays (—gn + Fr ()21 — F(2) V2~ —al2
1 Y2

On the other hand we have

Po((a1,0).9) cos o) 220 dy]

Dy
_ 1 Ji(y2)
< ey dyzysz( ) dy1(—y1 + fi(y2)) "2 (y1 — F(y2)) 2 log(y1 — f(y2))]
—T1 Y2
< cm}/Q\logacl\,
(%
Py((1,0),y) cos a(y) —=(y) dy
Do oT
r1/2 f1(y2)
< el [ dys /f e i) ) loa(yn — S )
1 Y2

cx}m\ log 1|2,

IN

1/2 —1/2 —1/2 1/2
[ Pi(e1.010)00) dy\ <l [ 5055 ) dy < el
3 3
It follows that

1/2 1/

- 1/2 —1/2 1/2
—eray P = cpw)Plog a1 [? < paa(1,0) < —czay P+ eazy?|log a2,

where x1 = +/r — s. It is very important that ¢y, ¢, c3, c4 do not depend on s. Hence
there exists ro € (0,7/4], ro = ra(A) such that for any x; € (0,r2] we have pa2(z1,0) ~
—:cl_l/z. O
Lemma 3.7. There exists ro € (0,70/4], 72 = r2(A) such that for any x1 € (0, r2] we have
11 (x1,0) = —a, 2.

Proof. First we show that |p11(x1,0)] < c:cl_g/Q, x1 € (0,72]. We will use similar notation
as in Lemma [3.6f Put r = rg. Let 71 be the constant from Corollary We take
s€ (r—(r1/2)%r), z=(r,0), B= B(z,s) and P is given by . For any x; € (r — s,7]
by Lemma we have p1(x1,0) = fD\B P((x1,0),y)p1(y) dy. Tt follows that

e11(z1,0) = s Pi((21,0),y)p1(y) dy

- [ A@0wamd+ [ B0 d,
D\B D\B

where A, E are given by , .
Take z1 = \/r — s (we have \/r —s < r;/2 <r/8). By lo1(y)| < céBI/Q(y), y e D.
We have
r—=x

[ A@oewi= 5" [ P0.wa)
D\B s (x1—7) D\B

= |1(21,0)] < cay

/ P((21,0), )1 (y) dy
D\B
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md et~ s
—3/2
[ 0.0t ) < ea
D\B
for 1 = /1 — s.

Let f1, D1, Dy, D3 be such as in the proof of Lemma Using |¢1(y)| < 0551/2(3/)
and similar arguments as in the proof of Lemma [3.6] we get the following estimates

[ B@0.0a0) dy] (27)

T
N /f
.

f1(y2) _
(42) dy1 (=1 + f1(y2) "2 (g = fy2)) V2 < ca P2,
Y2

' [ B0 ) dy (28)

IN

r1/2 f1(y2)
cw}ﬂ/ dya vy * /f( ) dyi (=1 + fr(y2) Y2 (1 — fy2)) Y2 (21 + 1)
1 Y2

—3/2
< CIq /7

(here we used the estimate y; < cy3).

E((1,0),y)¢1(y) dy’ <eay”” [ 6565 (y) dy < cay””.

Ds D3

It follows that |p11(z1,0)] < cxIS/Q, where ¢ does not depend on s and x1 = /r — s. Since
s € (r—(r1/2)%,r) we get |p11(z1,0)| < cxy /2, 21 € (0,71/2).

Now we will show that ¢1;(x1,0) < —ca:IS/Q for z; € (0,r3]. Here we will use notation
similar to the notation used in the proof of Lemma We will use for s = r, in

particular B = B(z,r). By we get for x1 € (0, 7]

e11(21,0) =h11(x170)+/D\B Pr1((21,0), y)e(y) dy

OF

04 (1,00, ) (y) dy + /D e (@0 0p) o

= hi1(21,0) +/

D\B Oxq
One easily gets hi1(z1,0) =~ —xl_g/Q for x1 € (0,7/4]. For x € B, y € (B)¢ we have
%(w ) = —Cp(r® — |z — 2*) 3z — ) n —Cp(r? — |z — 2|*)7'/2
on T Ty =P = Py (g =P =) e — P
—20p(r* — |z — 2*) "2 (r —a1) (21 — 1)
(ly =22 = r2)1/2|z — y*
= AW(z,y) + AP (2,y) + AP (z,y),

aﬂ(w ) —QCP(TQ — |$ - 2‘2),1/2(71 — xl)(xl — yl) . _2CP(7’2 _ ‘x B 2‘2)1/2
Zh (ly = 2> = )2z — y/* (Jly — 2|2 = r2)1 2|z — y|*
8CP(r? — |z = 2) (1 — y)?

(ly— 212 = )12z — g
= EW(zy) + ED(z,y) + BV (a,y).

Let 21 € (0,7/8], y € (B)*. We have AW (z,y) < 0, A®(z,y) < 0. We also have
AB) (z,y) > 0iff y1 > 1. Let fi be such as in the proof of Lemma Let p} > 0 be
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such that f1(p}) = z1, p) < 0 be such that fi(py) = z1 (we have p,, = —p}). Note that

/
1
~ /71, [Py| = /Z1. Note also that f1(r/2) = r(1—+/3/2) > r/8 and f1(p}) = x1 <r/8
so pl <r/2. Put

Dy = {(y1,92) : y2 € [p2, 1)1 € (F(v2), f(y2))},

Dy = {(y1,92) : y2 € (p1,7/2] U [=1/2,p5), 51 € (f(y2), fr(y2))},
Dy = D\ (DjuDjUB).

We have fDi AB)((21,0),9)¢(y) dy < 0. Note that for y € D} we have y; < fi(y2) < cy3,
1/2
oly) < e (y) < c(y3)V/? = cyp. Hence

3) 12 /2 . fi(y2) 172
//A ((1,0),9)e(y)dy < cx; / dyayg/ dy1 (y1 — f1(y2)) ™ “yre(y)

2 wﬁff f(yZ)
1o [P ~1/2
< cx / dys < cx; ",

c\/z1

< cxl_l/2 (51_31/2(34) dy < ca:l_l/Q.
Dy

A® ((21,0), y)p(y) dy
Dj

Note that EM(z,y) = A®)(z,y) and E®)(z,y) < 0. To estimate fD\B E®) o we put

DY = {(y1,92): y2 € [-z1,21), 1 € (f(v2), f1(y2))}
Dy = {(y1,92) : y2 € (w1,7/2] U [=1/2,—x1), 51 € (f(y2), fr(y2))},
D = D\ (D{uDjuUB).

Note that for y € DY we have (v1 —y1)? < 93%, o(y) < 061/2( ) < cxq so

(3) 7/ filv2) —1/2
EY((21,0), y)e(y)dy < dy2 dy1 (y1 — fi(y2))” "“e(y)
DY —z1 Iy

< cx;1/2.
Note that for y € DY we have (z1 — y1)? < 22 + 97 < 22 + cyj and ¢(y) < cégQ(y) < cys
S0

EB)((21,0),y)0(y) dy
Dy

r/2 fi(y2)
090}/2/ dyz y3 °(aF + y%)/ dy1 (y1 — f1(y2)) " 20(y)
x1 fly2)

r/2 r/2
c:z:i)/Q/ y2_4 dys + cm}/z/ dys < cxfl/z.
1 x1

We also have ng E®((21,0),y)¢(y) dy < Cxi/Q-

IN

IN

It follows that for sufficiently small 21 we have p11(z1,0) < —cx;3/2. O

Lemma 3.8. There exists ro € (0,79/4], ro = ra(A) such that for any x1 € (0,r2] we have
[p12(21,0)] < exy /? log 1.

Proof. We will use similar notation as in Lemma Put r = ry. Let r1 be the constant
from Corollary We take s € (r — (r1/2)%,7). Recall that z = (r,0), B = B(z,s)
and P is given by . For any x; € (r — s,r] by Lemma we have p9(x1,0) =
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fD\B P((x1,0),y)p2(y) dy. It follows that

p12(21,0) = s Pi((21,0),y)p2(y) dy

=/ A((1,0),y)p2(y) dy + E((1,0),y)e2(y) dy.
D\B D\B

Take z1 = \/r — s (we have \/r —s <r1/2 <r/8). We have

T — T

[ A0y = T [P0, 96w

By Lemma [3.2] we get

= |p2(z1,0)| < CI}/2|logx1|.

| P@.0.e)dy
D\B
Since (r —x1)(s% — (z1 — r)?)~! ~ 27! we obtain

A((21,0), y)pa(y) dy| < cay?|log ],

D\B

for 1 = /r — s.
Let fi, D1, Dy, D3 be such as in the proof of Lemma [3.6] By Lemma [2.2] we have for
y € D1 UDy

0
pa2(y) = cos a(y)g;i(y) — sin a(y)afg(y)-
By the arguments from the proof of Lemma [3.6] we have for y € D U Dy

cosa<y>§;’;<y>\ < oy — F(2)"2|log(ur — F(u2))

1/2
< cyl/ | log y1],

~1/2.

. Oy
sin a(y)aﬁ(y)‘ < cya(y1 — f(y2))
Similarly like in the proofs of Lemmas [3.6] and [3.7] we obtain the following estimates

B(1,0).9) cosals) 22 (0 dy\

fi(y2)

Dy
z1

< 0961_5/ 2 dys /

—x1 f

Here we used the following facts yi/2| logyi| < cys|logya| < cxq|loga], ff(l;f)z)(—yl +

_ 1/2
Fiy2) 2 dys < ef (o) < eys < car.
Using similar arguments we get

(y2) dy1(—y1 + f1(y2)) 291" log y1| < cxy/*|log a1 .
Y2

] A E<<x1,0>,y>cosa<y>§;i<y>dy‘

r/2 J1(y2)
1/2 _ _ 1/2
< @l [t [T dn(on o+ £ g+ )
1 f(y2)
< cw}/2|logac1\.
By the same arguments as in , one can easily obtain

E((%1,0),y)y2(y1 — f(y2)) "2 dy 2

-1
<cxy ',

Dy
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| B((w1,0), )yl - Fy2)) 12 dy] < cay? 4 oy log 2],
2

We also have

E((21,0),y)¢2(y) dy‘ <exy? | 65 )65 ) dy < exy””.

D3 D3

It follows that |p12(2z1,0)| < cxl_l/2| log 1|, where ¢ does not depend on s and x1 = /1 — s.
Since s € (r — (r1/2)%,7) we get |p12(21,0)| < cxl_l/g\ log z1]|, z1 € (0,71/2]. O

By Lemmas and Corollary [3.3] we obtain
Corollary 3.9. There existsro € (0,79/4], 72 = r2(A) such that for anyy € D, dp(y) < ro
we have , , (@) and
Py —3/2
W(y) ~ —dp / (y),
3290 -1/2
i ~ —§ 7
772 W) p' ()
0% ’ ~1/2
S(y)| < b y)|log(dp(y))|-
MaT( ) p " (W)|log(dn(y))]
The coordinate system and notation in the following lemma is the same as in the whole
section.

Lemma 3.10. There exists rs € (0,r0/4], 3 = r3(A) such that for any y = (y1,y2) €
B((rs,0),73) we have

o) < ey’ logyi| + lyalyr /), (29)
pr2(y)| < elyy P logyi| + lyalyr ), (30)
paa(y)] ~ —y (31)
and for any y = (y1,y2) € Wy, we have
o1(y) ~ 85 (), (32)

where Wiy = {(y1,v2) : Y2 € [=73,73],91 € (f(y2),73]}

Proof. We may assume that yo > 0. Let r € (0, 73] where 7 is the constant from Corollary
3.9 (recall that ro < rg/4). Let y = (y1,y2) € B((r,0),r) with y» > 0. By Lemma [2.2] we
have sin a(y) ~ y2, cos a(y) ~ c¢. We also have 6p(y) ~ y; and y3 < cy1.

—1/2 ~1/2 1/2

By Corollary [3.9 we get §2(y) ~ —0,"/* () ~ —y; /%, | 22(y)]| < 3 (v) | 10g(6n(v))] <
cyi/ 2\ log y1|. Using this and the formula for ¢o from Lemma [2.2| we get .

By Corollary [3.9 we have
0%p
oioT
0% 0%
ﬁ(y) - ﬁ(y)

Using this and the formula for 19 from Lemma we get (30]).
9%y =12, o —1/2 825, N L <=3/2, N .  —3/2
By Corollary|3.9|we have ﬁ(y) ~=0p )~ -y T G (y) R 0 (y) Ay

2a(y) = y3 < ey,

<y>] < 635Y2(y)] log(Gn(y))] < ey Y log ],

<, (y) < e *?.

sin
82@

onoT

sin a(y) cos a(y)

—1/2
(y)' < cyayy | logy1| < c|log |-
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T3

T2

FIGURE 2.

Using this and the formula for 9o from Lemma we get for sufficiently small r.
By , and the formula for ¢; from Lemma we get for sufficiently small

T. g
We have (—A)Y/2p(z) = 1 for € D. We need to estimate (—A)Y2p(x) for z € (D)°.

For such = we have (—A)1/2<,0(1:) = —(2m)7! fD |f,(i)|3 dy.

Lemma 3.11. Let x = (—x1,0), 21 > 0. We have
~1/2 _
|(=2) (@) ~ (@) (1 + Jal) 2,

Proof. Put r = ry. When z1 € (—o0, —r/2) we have
¢(y) -3 —1/2 —5/2
dy ~ |x| "~ z)(1+ |z .
/Dy_x’:; ] p (@) (1 +|z[)
When z; € [-r/2,0) we have

[ 2~ [ 5 @)+ [ 7 dy
ply— DAB(0,5p(x)) DB, /2\B(0,5p(z)))

—i—/ \y|75/2 dy ~ 51_)1/2(3:).
DNBe(0,r/2)

By Lemma |3.11] we obtain immediately

Corollary 3.12. For any z € (D)€ we have
|(=2) ()| ~ (@) (1 + lal) 2,

4. ESTIMATES OF DERIVATIVES OF u NEAR 0D x {0}

In this section we study the behaviour of w;; near D x {0}.

In the whole section we fix C1 > 0, Ry > 0, ko > k1 > 0, D € F(C1, Ry, k1, K2)
and 9 € 0D. We put A = {C1, R1,k1,k1}. ¢ is the solution of for D and u
is the harmonic extension of ¢ given by (6H10). Unless it is otherwise stated we fix
a 2-dimensional coordinate system C'S;, and notation as in Lemma (see Figure 1).
In particular xo is (0,0) in C'Sg, coordinates. To study u we also use a 3-dimensional
Cartesian coordinate system Oxjzoxs, see Figure 2, which is formed (roughly speaking)
by adding Oz3 axis to the above 2-dimensional coordinate system. Let us recall that in
the whole section we use convention stated in Remark 2.7

Put r = ro Ars A f(ro/4) A f(—ro/4), where rg, ra, r3 are the constant from Lemma
Corollary and Lemma Note that f(ro/4) A f(—ro/4) > c3rd/16, where c3 is
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T3
Sy(h) h| S3(h)
Sy(h) Sy (h)
Sy(h) sy D 7
—h h
FIGURE 3.

a constant from Lemma csré/16 depends only on A. For any h € (0,7] we put (see
Figure 3):

Si(h) = {(x1,x2,23): ®1 = —h,x9 = 0,23 € (0,h/4]},
Sa(h) = {(x1,x2,23): ®1 = —h,x9 = 0,23 € (h/4,h]}
U {(z1,22,23) : 1 € (—h,0],22 = 0,23 = h},
S3(h) = {(z1,72,23): 1 € (0,h],x2 = 0,23 = h}
U {(z1,z2,23) : 1 = h,x9 = 0,23 € (h/4,h]},
Sy(h) = {(x1,22,23): w1 = h,x9 = 0,23 € (0, h/4]}.
The main result of this section is the following proposition.

Proposition 4.1. There exists hy € (0,7/4], ho = ho(A) such that for any h € (0, hy] we
have

uga () = —x3h ™2 for x € S1(h) U Sy(h) U S3(h), uga(z) =~ —h™Y? for x € Sy(h),
wyi (x) ~ W32 for x € So(h), wi(z)~ —h~3? for x € S4(h)

luii(z)] < ca:gh*S/2 for x € Si(h) U S3(h),

ugs(x) =~ —h=3% for x € Sy(h), wusz(x)~h~>? for x e Sy(h),

luss(z)| < cash™? for x € S1(h) U Ss(h),

wis(z) ~ h=3% for x € S1(h), wis(z) ~ —h~3? for x € S3(h),

lurs(z)| < ch™/2 for x € Sy(h) U Sy(h), u13(x) < —cash™? for x € S4(h),
luia(z)] < cxsh™ 3/2\log h| for x € Si(h),

lua(z)| < ch™Y?|log h| for = € Sa(h) U Ss(h) U Sy(h),

lugs(z)| < ch™Y2|logh| for x € Sy(h) U Sa(h) U Ss(h),

lugg ()| < ch™3/*|log h| for x € Si(h).

Proof. Let h € (0,r/8]. Let us define fi : [—r,r] — R by fi(y2) = r — /72 —y3 and
gr: [=rr] = Rby gi(y1) = v/r* = (51 — 1)%

Step 1. Estimate uoy(z) ~ —23h~3/2 for x € S1(h) U Sa(h) U S3(h).
We have

uga(x / Ko(x1 — y1, —y2, x3)p2(y1, y2) dy1 dys. (33)
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Put
D, {(w1.y2) 1 € [f1(R), h],y2 € [—g1(v1), 1 (1)1},
Dy = {(y1,y2) s v1 € (h,7],92 € [=g1(y1), 91 (y1)]},
D3 = {(y1,y2) : y2 € [=h,hl,y1 € (f(y2), f1(h))},
Dy = {(y1,y2): y2 €[~ 7"/2 —hlUlh,r/2],y1 € (f(y2), f1(y2))},

Dy = D\(D1UD2UD3UD4).

For i =1,2,3,4 we also put D;+ = {(y1,y2) € D; : y2 >0, D;— = {(y1,y2) € D; : y2 < 0}.
Note that fi(h) < h?/r < h/4.
We will estimate . The most important is [, , Kops. By Lemma for y €

D1y U Doy we have a(y1, 1) — 2(y1, —y2) = 20000 (y1,€) =~ —yay; /*, where £ €
(—y2,y2). It follows that
/ Ko (21 — y1, —y2, 23)p2(y1, y2) dy1 dy2
D1UDo
Y2
= 0333/ (p2(y1,y2) — 2(y1, —y2)) dy1 dya
DisUDyy (1 —y1)% + 43 + 23)%/2
~1/2
~ cmg/ ~U30, / dyy dys.
D14UDoy ((331 - yl) + y +x )5/2
We have
y y71/2
—Y3Y
dy1 dy
/Dl+ (1 — )% +y3 +23)°/?

%

1 [h —12 [T " Cijp [T 3
-5 dy1 y; / dys (—y3) + / dy1 vy / dys —=2
fi(h) 0 fi(h) h Y

~ —h732

We also have

/2
Y29,
dyy d
/M (1 -+ B+ )5/2 ey

T Y1 _ g1( yl) 1/2
/ iy, dys y2y1 / dy, / y yl
h 0 Y1 2

~ —h32,

%

It follows that fDluDg Kopo ~ —xgh™3/2,
Now we will estimate | Dyup, K22 Tt is sufficient to estimate i) Dy Dy, 202, The

estimate fD3,uD4, Kops is the same. By Lemma and Corollary we get for y €
D3y UDy,

%( i

lp2(y)| cos a(y) o y) —sin a(y)aﬁ(y)‘

ed ()| log op ()| + cy20p,"2 (y)
(£ (1) — )2 (F 7 ) P og (£ (n) — w2) £~ ()
cya(f ) — o) 20 ) T,

+ IN A
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It follows that

Ko(x1 — y1, —y2, 3)p2(y1, y2) dy dya

D3y
S
= i?/ofl(h) dy /Of " dy2y2|p2(y1, y2)|
1
< C}%S /Ofl(h) dy1 /Of Y dya(f~ (1) — y2) V2 (F (1)) Y2
1 x[log((f~ (y1) —y2) f " (1)) |2
N %3 Ofl(h) - /Of (1) dyo (£ (1) — o)~ V2 (F (1))~ 242.

By substituting w = f~(y1) — y2 and using yo = f~1(y1) —w < f ), ) & yi/Z,

f1(h) < ch? this is bounded from above by

cr fi(h) =t y) B B
S [ w2 ) ogwr ™ )

f1(h) =)

cr

b G [ dwe e )
h°Jo 0

< cas|logh| + cxzh L.

In the same way we get

Ky (z1 — y1, —y2, 23)p2(y1, y2) dy1 dyo
Das

r/2 fi(y2) Yo
cxs / dya / dy1 =% |p2(y1, y2)|
h fy2) Y2

fi(r/2) =)
< 0963/ dyl/ ’ dyays *(F ) — y2) Y2 (F ()2
F(h) 91(y1)
x|log((f (1) — w2) f (1))

fi1(r/2) ) a1 12, e 12
+ ens / dy, / Ay (F ) — ) V20 () V2.
f(h) g1(y1)

Similarly like in the estimate |, Dy Koy using substitution w = f~1(y;) — y2 we obtain

IN

that it is bounded from above by cx3|log h|? + cx3h™!. We also have

< cx3 i 51_)1/2(;(;) dy < cxs.
5

Ko (z1 — y1, —y2, 23)02(y1, y2) dy1 dyo
Ds

It follows that ugs(z) = [, Koo ~ —x3h=3/2 for x € S1(h)US2(h)USs(h) and sufficiently
small h.

Step 2. Estimate ugs(z) ~ —h~Y2 for x € Sy(h).
We have

ug2(z) = / Ky (z1 — y1, —y2, 3)02(y1, y2) dy1 dyo.
D

Put A = B((h,0),h/2), Ay ={y € A: yo > 0}, A1+ = {y € B((h,0),z3) : y2 > 0},
Aoy = AL\ Aj4. By the same argument as in Step 1 we obtain fD\A Koy =~ —x3h™3/2.

Similarly like in Step 1 for y € A we obtain @a(y1,y2) — w2(y1, —y2) ~ —y2y1_1/2 ~
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—yoh™1/2. Note that for = € Sy(h) we have x = (h,0,z3), where x3 € (0, h/4]. Tt follows
that

/ Ko(x1 — y1, —y2, x3)p2(y1, y2) dy1 dy2
A

= Ko(z1 — y1, —y2, x3) (w2(y1, y2) — p2(y1, —y2)) dy1 dy2

Ay
1/2 y%
~ —x3h” / dyy dy2
A UAgy ((h—=y1)? 4 y3 + a3)>/?
_p1l/2 s h/2
~ - / p3d,0—l'3h_1/2/ p—de% —h_1/2.
L3 0 3

Step 3. Estimate |u(2)] < cash™2, [uga(a)] < cash™2, Jusg(@)] < ch~%2 for
x € S1(h) U Sa(h) U S3(h).
We have

ui(z) = / Ki1(x1 — y1, —y2, 23)0(y1, y2) dy1 dys,
D

Put D; = DN B(0,h). For y € D; we have ¢(y) < ch'/?, for y € D\ D; we have
o(y) < c(dist(0,y))/2. Tt follows that

/ Kiip
D1

/ K
D\D;

Since u11(x) + ue(x) + usz(x) = 0 and by Step 1 ugs(z) ~ —x3h=3/2 for 2 € Si(h) U
So(h) U S3(h) we get |uss(x)| < cxzh™5/2.
Similarly we have

h2
< ca;3h7h1/2/ dy%cwgh*‘r’/Q,
D,

oo 2
< ca:3/ %plﬂpdp R~ cw3h75/2.
h

uiz(z) = / Kiz(x1 — y1, —y2, 23)0(y1, y2) dyi dys,
D

/ Kizp
Dy

/ Kizp
D\D;

Step 4. Estimate u;3(z) ~ h=%/2 for z € Si(h).
We have

h2
h1/2/ dy = ch_?’/Q,
Dy

< chh7

oo 3
< c/ %pl/zpdp%ch_?’/?
h P

uiz(z) = / Ks(z1 — y1, —y2, 3)01(y1, y2) dy1 dyo,
D

(1 —y1)® +y5 — 223
(21 —y1)? + 3 +23)5/2
Put D1 = {(y1,%2) : y2 € (—r,7), 11 € (f(y2),7)}. By Lemmawe get v1(y) =~
651/2(3/) for y € Dy. We also have K3(x1 —y1, —y2,x3) > 0 for y € Dy and = € Sy(h). Let
B(y) be the acute angle between Oy and y; axis. Put D2 = {(y1,v2) : |y| € (h,7),5(y) €
[0,7/6)}. Clearly, Do C D;. For y € Dy we have ¢1(y) ~ (551/2(31) ~ |y|~%/? and
Ks(z1 — y1, —y2,23) > cly| 3. It follows that

K3zp1 > / ly| 772 dy =~ W32
D1 D2

Ks3(x1 —y1,—y2,23) = Ck
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We also have

/ K3p1| < C/ 551/2(24) dy <c.
D\D1 D\Dl

Hence u13(z) > ch=%/2 for z € S;(h) and sufficiently small h. By Step 3 |u3(x)| < ch™3/2
so uy3(z) ~ h=3/2,

Step 5. Estimates uy1(z) ~ h=%/2, uss(z) =~ —h=3/? for = € Sy(h).
Step 5 is similar to Step 4. We have
uy1( / Ki(z1 — y1, —y2, 23)¢1(y1, y2) dy1 dyz,

z3(y1 — 1)
Ki(z1 —y1, —y2,23) = 3Ck
( )= o g+ B+ T
Let Dy, D2 be such as in Step 4. We have Kq(x1 — y1,—y2,23) > 0 for y € Dy and
x € Sa(h). For y € Dy and z € Sa(h) we have Ki(z1 — y1, —yo,x3) > ch|y|~*. It follows
that

Kipy > ch/ ly| %2 dy ~ h™3/2.
Do

Dy
We also have ‘fD\Dl K1g01’ < c¢. Hence uq1(x) > ch™3/2 forx € Sa(h) and sufficiently small
h. By Step 3 |uii(z)| < ch=3/2 so uil(x) =~ h=3/2. Since u11(x) + uga(x) + usgz(z) = 0 and
by Step 1 ugs(x) ~ —h~1/2 for x € So(h) we get ugs(z) ~ —h=3/2.

Step 6. Estimates |uiz(z)| < ch=3/2 for x € Sy(h), uiz(x) ~ —h=3/? for z € S3(h),
uys(z) < —cxzh™=5/2 for x € Sy(h).
We have

ui3(w / Ki(w1 — y1, —y2, ¥3)u3(y1, Y2, 0) dy1 dyz,
r3(y1 — 1)

(21 = 91)* + 3 +23)°/%

For y € D we have u3(y1,92,0) = —1 and for y € (D)¢ by Corollary -

us (1, 92,0) = —(—A)20(y) ~ (1+ [y] 25,2 (y).

Ki(x1 —y1,—y2,23) = 3Ck

Put

A1 = {yeB(0,h): y1 <0},
Ay = {yeB(0,r)\B(0,h): y1 <O, y2| < [an]},
Az = {y€B(0,r)\B(0,h): y1 <0, y2| > [11]},
Ay = {y: y2€[-hhl,y1 € (0, f(yz)]}
As = {y:y2 € (hr]U[=r,h),y1 € (0, f(y2)]},
Ag = DC\(A1UA2UA3UA4UA5)

Clearly Ay, Ag, A3, Ay, A5, Ag C D°. We also put Dy = B((0,h),h/2).

Let o € S3(h) U S4(h). We have

/ K1U3
Aq

Kiuz = —1’3/ ly|? dy ~ —x3h ™2,
A2 A2

r 0
/ Kius| < ch/ dyg/ dy |y1|71/2y2_4 < ch™3/2,
As h/\/i —Y2

<ch™ / 05 (y) dy < ch ™32,
Aq
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For x € S3(h)US4(h) and y € Ay we estimate |y — 21| < y1 +h < ch, f(y2) < cy3. Hence

/ Kiug
Ay

For # € S3(h) U S4(h) and y € As we estimate |y; — z1| < y1 + h < clyal], f(y2) < cya.
Hence

—4 h F(v2) —1/2 —2
< cxs3h / dyg/ dyr (—y1 + f(y2)) 12 < cxsh™".
—h 0

r fy2)
< CCCS/h dy2/0 dyy (—y1 + f(y2)) "y * < eagh™2.

/ K1U3
Ag

For x € S3(h) we have

/ K1U3
Dy

Kiug
As

We also have

<oy [ 28,1 ) dy < can
6

/
D]
y _h

Kiuz| =cx /
/Dl B RN (R D R R
For x € S3(h) U S4(h) we also have

/ K1U3
D\D;

It follows that for x € S3(h) U S4(h)

‘ulg(fﬁ)‘ = ‘/ K1U3
R2

(for = € S3(h) such estimate follows also from Step 3).
Now note that Kj(x1 — y1, —y2,23) < 0 and us(y1,y2,0) > 0 for x € Sg(h) U Sy(h) and
y € A1UA;. So [, 4, Kiuz < 0. It follows that for z € S3(h) U Si(h) we have

< cazgh_4/ dy = x3h 2.
Dy

dy1 dyz =0.

< C.TU3/ ((y1 — h)2 + y%)_2 dy < cxsh™2.
D\D;

< ch™32

u13(:r) = Kiug < / Kiug < —C$3h_5/2 + Clwgh_z.
R2 AsUALUA5UAgUD

Hence for z € S3(h) and sufficiently small h we have u13(z) =~ —h~3/2. For z € Sy(h) and
sufficiently small h we have uj3(x) < —cxsh™5/2.

Step 7. Estimates usz(x) ~ h™3/2, uyy(x) = —h=3/2 for z € Sy(h).
We have

uzz(zr) = /2 K3(z1 — y1, —y2, 23)us(y1, y2, 0) dy1 dysz,
R

(z1 —y1)* + 5 — 223
(@1 —31)? + 5 +23)5/2
For x € S4(h) and y € D¢ we have Ks(x1 — y1,—y2,23) > 0, us(y1,92,0) =~ (1 +
|y|*5/2)551/2(y). For y € D we have usg(y1,y2,0) = —1. Let Ay, Ag, A3, Ay, As, Ag, D1
be such as in Step 6. We have

/ K3us
A1UA4

K3(x1 —y1, —y2,23) = Ck

c —-1/2
— 0 y) dy
h3 ALUAL D ( )

c [h f(y2) B 3
hg/o dy2/h dyr (—y1 + f(y2)) "2 = h73/2,

IN

IN
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Ksus ~ / ly| " dy ~ b3,
Ay As

T J(y2) _ —-1/2
< c/ dyQ/ s (-1 + fgy2)) ~ B2,
h/V2

—Y2 y2
<c /A 2652 gy dy < e,
6

/ K3us
AsUA5

Ksus
Ag

/ Kius
D\D;

The integral over D; we compute directly. Recall that D1 = B((h,0),h/2) and z =
(x1,m2,23) € S4(h) so x1 = h, zo =0, z3 € (0,h/4]. We have

< 0/ (y1 — h)* +y3) 32 dy < ch™ .
D\D,

(h—y1)* + 45 — 213
h—y1)? 4+ y3 + a3)>/2

dy1 dys.

(34)
Let us introduce polar coordinates h — y; = pcosl, yo = psinf. Then equals
h? /4 2x§

K3(x1 — y1, —y2, 3)u3(y1, y2,0) dy1 dy2 = CK/ G
Dy

2rCx fh/2 %p dp. By substitution t = p? this is equal to WCKf ey dt.
By elementary calculations this is equal to W. Hence | [ D, K3U3’ < c/h.

It follows that |uss(z)| < ch=3/2. Since for z € S4(h) and y € (D)® we have K3(z1 —
Y1, —y2,z3) > 0 and uz(y1,y2,0) > 0 we get

uzz(z) = Ksuz > / Ksuz > Ksugz —
R2 AsUD Az

/ K3U3 > Ch_3/2 — Clh_l.
D

It follows that usz(z) ~ h=%/2 for 2 € Sy(h) and sufficiently small h. Since up(z) +
o () +us3(z) = 0 and by Step 2 ug(x) =~ —h~ /2 for x € Sy(h) we get u1y(x) =~ —h=3/2,

Step 8. Estimate |uj2(z)| < cxsh™3/%|log h| for = € Sy(h) U Sy(h) U Ss(h).
We have

ui2(z / Kia(x1 — y1, —y2, 23)0(y1, y2) dy1 dys, (35)
$3($1 - yl)yz

(21 —y1)? +y5 +23)7/2
Let D1, D2, D3, Dy, D5 and D;y, D;_ for i = 1,2,3,4 be such as in Step 1. We have

Kia(x1 — y1, —y2,23) = —15Ck

(131 - yl)yz
Kiop = —C$3/ (e(y1,y2) — ¢(y1, —y2)) dyr dysa.
/DluDz DisUDss (#1 —91)2 + 93 + )7/2

For y € D1y U Doy by Lemma we get [o(y1,92) — (Y1, —v2)| = [2y202(y1,&)| <
cyz(yayfl/z +y1"?[log 1]), where & € (—ya,12). Hence

|=T1—y1| 3 1/2 |, 9 1/2
Kus@‘ < cms/ (vay, " +yayy " logya|) dyr dyo
/D1 D1+ 1‘1 - yl +y2 + x3)7/2 ! !

1/2
< cxgh” /dyl/ dya(y3y; +y2y1/\logy1|)

cay’? 4 —1/2  _5 1/2
+ Ciﬂzh/ dyl/h dya (y5 / + Yo 53/1/ | log y1])
0

< cxsh™?|1loghl.
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Note that for y € Dy we have |x; — y1| < cy1. We obtain

71— w1 3, —1/2 2 1/2
KlZSO‘ < ca:3/ Wy 2 log i) dys dys
/D2 Doy (1 —91)% + Y3 + 1;3)7/2( 291 YR )

r Y1
—13/2 —11/2
< cwg/h dyl/ dys (3, " + g3y P log w1 |)
0
" " 4 1/2 5 3/2
+ carg/h dy1/ dya2(yy "y’ " + v "y | log y|)
Y1
< cxsh™?|loghl.

Note that for y € D3 U Dy we have ¢(y) < célD/z(y) < cys. Note also that |z; — y1| < 2h
for y € D3 and |21 — y1| < h+y; for y € Dy. We get

h f1(h)
/ Kiop| < C$3h_5/ dyz/ dyrya < cxzh™,
Ds 0 0

r c1y§
Klggo‘ < cazg/ dyg/ dyy (h + yl)y2‘5 < cmglrl.
h 0

’ Dy+

The estimate of ‘fDr K12g0‘ is the same so ‘fD4 Klggo) < cx3h~!. Note that for y € D5
we have |z; —y1| < cyp and ¢(y) < c. Hence

y1]y2|
K1290’ < Cﬂ73/ s Ay1 dye < cx3.
/D5 Be(0,c172) (y% + y%)7/2

Step 9. Estimate |uio(x)| < ch™Y?|loghl for = € Sy(h).
We have

uiz(z) = / Kia(z1 — y1, —y2, 3) (Y1, y2) dy1 dys.
D

Put A = B((h,0),h/2). By the same argument as in Step 8 we obtain ’fD\A K12<p’ <
cxzh=3/2|log h|. We have

’/ KlZSO‘ =
A

By substitution z; = y1 — h, 29 = ys this is equal to

(Y1 = h)ys
yY2) dyr d
C$3/A ((yl _ h)Q _|_y% +$§)7/2@(y1 y2) Y1 ay2

Y

2122
CI3 / (,0(2’1 + h, 2’2) le dZQ
B(O,h/2) (23 + 25 + 23)7/2

21229(217 22)
cr3 dz1 dzo
/W (7 + 23 +a3)7/2

(36)
where g(z1,22) = @(21 + h, 22) — (=21 + h, 22) — (21 + h, —22) + p(—21 + h, —22) and
W = {z € B(0,h/2) : 21 > 0,29 > 0}. Note that for z € W we have g(z1,22) =
dz129012(&1 + h,&2), where & € (—z1,21), & € (—22,22). By Lemma we have for
z € W and &1, & as above

lp12(&1 + h, &2)| < Ch71/2| log h| + czoh /2,
It follows that is bounded from above by

cx / 233 (hY/? log h| + 20h—%/2)
v BB+

dZ1 dZQ. (37)
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Put Wi ={z: z1 € [0,x3],22 € [0, 23]}, Wo = {2z € B(0,h/2)\ B(0,x3) : z1 > 0, 20 > 0}.
We have W C W7 U Wa. is bounded from above by

2.2(h=1/21 100 h h_3/2
c$3/ 21725 |log h| + 29 )dZ1d22
Wi

7
L3

+ cx3/ zfzg(hflﬁl loghl + 25h™/%) dz1 dzo
Wa (Z% + Z%)7/2

< ch™Y?|loghl.

Step 10. Estimate |ugz(z)| < ch~1/2|log h| for z € Sy (h)USs(h)US3(h) and |ugs(z)| <
ch=3/4log h| for = € Sy(h).
For x € S1(h) U S2(h) U S3(h) we have

ugs(z /K23 r1 — Y1, —y2,3)(y1, y2) dy1 dys.

The proof of the estimate UD KQg(,O‘ < ch*1/2] log h| is very similar to the proof of the
estimate UD K12g0’ < cx3h=3/2|log h| in Step 8 and it is omitted.
Now we estimate |ua3(z)| for z € Sy(h). Put p = (—r,0), recall that z = (r,0). We have

ug(z) = , Ko (x1 — y1, —y2, 23)us(y1, y2, 0) dy1 dy2
R

/ Kousz + / Koug
B(0,r/4)NB(p,r) (DNB(0,r/4))\(B(p,r)UB(z,r))

/ Kous + / Koug
(DenB(0,r/4))\(B(p,r)UB(z,r)) B(0,r/4)NB(z,r)

+ / Kouz =I1+4+1I4+1II4+1IV 4+ V.
Be(0,r/4)

Note that uz(y1,y2,0) = —(=A)Y20(y1, yo) for (y1,12) € R? GD
Put A = B(0,7/4) N B(p,r). For y € A by Corollary we get |(—A)Y2p(y)| <

0551/2@) < ¢lyy|7V/2. 1t follows that
‘ 1/2

y2!y1
I < c:r/ dy dy
! CJa((h =y + g a2

f1(y2) 1/2 r/4 —f1(y2) 1/2
< ng/ dyg/ dun y2|y111|5 +cx3/ dyg/ du yQ|y1\
—r/4 h —r/2 yQ

< cxsh™3.

We also have

h J1(y2) 5 /2 f1(y2) 5 L
I} < ca:3/ dyo / dyy yoh™> + carg/ dys / dy1 Yoys ° < cxzh™ .
0 0

For y € (D°N B(0,7/4)) \ (B(p,r) U B(z,7)) by Corollary we get |(—=A)Y2p(y)| <
6551/2(.@) ~ (f(y2) — y1)_1/2. Hence

[II1| < cxg/ dyo / dyr (f(y2) — 3/1)71/2
f1(y2)

For y2 € (0,7/4) we have

f(y2) J1(y2)+f(y2)
/ (f(y2) —y1) 2 dys = / 22 dz < eys.
—f1(y2) 0

ho Vg3
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It follows that
h ,2 r/4 2
Y2 Y2 cr3
‘III’ S Cx3 ) ﬁdy2 +C.’E3/h ;gdyg < ﬁ

Clearly
IV — / —CL3Y2
BOr/4nB(zr) ((h—y1)? + y3 + 23)%/?
Using Corollary we get

dyy dyz = 0.

Sply)~'/?
< —_ <
V| < cmg/D dy+cx3/DC A+ [y dy < cxs.

It follows that for x € Sy(h) we have
CI3

’U23(ZU)| < ‘I+II+III+IV+V| < 3

. (38)

On the other hand we have for = € Sy(h)

ugs(z) = / Kos(z1 — y1, —y2, 23)p(y1, y2) dy1 dys.
D
Put W = B((h,0),h/2), Wy = {y € W : yo > 0}. For z € Sy(h) one may show
‘fD\W Kgg(p‘ < ch=/?|1og h|. The proof of this inequality is omitted. It is very similar to

the proof of the estimate ‘fD\W K12g0’ < c:cgh*?’/Q\ log h| see Step 9 and Step 8.
We have

1223 — 3(y1 — h)? — 3y3
Kaozp = —C/ 2 y20(y1, y2) dyr dya
/w w (g1 — h)? +y3 + 23)7/2

123:% —3(y1 — h)2 — 3y%
= —C y2(p(y1,y2) — ©(y1, —y2)) dy1 dy2.(39
/W+ (o — P+ g+ a2 2 (Pl e) = & ) (39

For y € Wy we have ¢(y1,y2) — ¢(y1, —y2) = 2y202(y1,&2) where §& € (—y2,y2) and
02(y1,&2) = a(h,0)+ (y1 — h, &) o Vipa(£'), where £ is a point between (h,0) and (y1,&2).
It follows that equals

1223 — 3(y1 — h)? — 3y3
cpa(h, O)/ 3
wy (g1 = h)? +y3 + 23)7/2
B c/ 1222 — 3(y1 — h)? — 343 .
Wi

293 dyy dys

((y1 — h)? + g2 + 23)7/2 2y5(y1 — h, &) 0 Vipa(€') dyr dyo = T+ 1L

Put V= B(0,h/2), Vi = {z € V : 29 > 0}. By substitution z; = y; — h, 22 = y2 we
obtain
1203 — 322 — 323
I = —cpa(h,0 3 L 2922 dy, d
v [ gt an

1222 — 322 — 322
= —cpa(h,0 3 1 2 22 dyy dys.
0 [, G

By symmetry of z1, zo the above integral equals
1/ 1223 — 322 — 323
2 Jy (2 + 2 + 23)7/?
Let us introduce polar coordinates z; = pcosf, zo = psinf. Then the above expression
h/2 12z3—3p?
equals 7Tf0 Wﬂ
h?/4)~%/2. By Lemma [3.2] p2(h, 0) < ch'/?|log h|. Hence |I| < ch~/?|logh|.

(27 + 23) dy1 dys.

3dp. By elementary calculation this is equal to (37/16)h*(z3 +
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Now we estimate II. For y € W, and &, £ as above we have
(y1 = h,&) 0 Vo (&) = (y1 — h)p12(€) + apaa(€). (40)

For any w € W by Lemma [3.10{ we get |o12(w)| < ch='/2|log hl, |@az(w)| < ch~1/2 so
is bounded from above by ¢|y; — h|h=1/2|log h| + c|y2|h=/2. Put By ((h, ) 3) ={y €
B((h,0),x3) : y2 > 0}. It follows that

o< = ly — (h, 0)Ph™"/2| log h| dy
$3 B+((h70)7$3)

+ c/ ly — (h,0)|2hY2|log h| dy < ch™'/?|log h||log z3].
W\B((h,0),3)

Hence for z € S4(h) we have

/ Koaszp
D\W

For any > 0 and = € Sy(h) we get by 8) [uaz(2)|? < 01 h 36 Using this and
we get |ugz(z)[ P < ccfx§|logac3\h 38-1/2|1og h|. Putting B = 1/9 we obtain |ugs(z )\ S
ch=3/41og h|/10 < ch=3/4|log h). O

lugs ()| < + |1 + |1I] < ch™'/?]1og hl|log x3]. (41)

Lemma 4.2. For any (z1,z2) € D we have ui3(x1,x2,0) = ugz(x1,22,0) = 0 and
U33(:E1,$2,0) > 0.

Proof. The equalities uiz(x1, z2,0) = uog(z1,22,0) = 0 for (z1,z2) € D follows easily from
(8). For (z1,22) € int(D°) we have

'LL3(:E1,£2,0) = _(_A)1/2¢(x) - 2177' /D ‘yso_( ;’3 d >0

By Corollary we have f(z1,22) = uz(x1,r2,0) € L'(R?). By the normal derivative
lemma ([I5, Lemma 2.33]) we get uss(x1,x2,0) > 0 for (z1,22) € D. O

5. HARMONIC EXTENSION FOR A BALL
The aim of this section is to show the following result.

Proposition 5.1. Let ¢ be the solution of for the ball B(0,1) C R? and u be the
harmonic extension of ¢ given by (@-@ We have

H(u)(x) >0, z¢€R3\{B%0,1) x {0}}. (42)

Let us recall that H(u)(x) is the determinant of the Hessian matrix of u in . Recall
also that the solution of for the ball B(0,1) is given by an explicit formula ¢(z) =
Cp(1—|z))'/?, Cp = 2/7r Hence for ac = (:L‘l,xg, x3), where x3 > 0 the function u is given
by an explicit formula u(z) = [ B(0.1) —y1, 22— Y2, x3)p(y1,y2) dy1 dya. Applying this
it is easy to check numerlcally that l.) holds (e.g. using Mathematica). Unfortunately,
it seems very hard to prove formally using directly the explicit formula for u.

Instead, to show we use a “trick”: we add an auxiliary function w to the function
u and we use H. Lewy’s Theorem First, we briefly present the idea of the proof. We
define

U (z) = (1 — b)u(z) + bw(z), bel0,1],

where w is an appropriately chosen auxiliary function given by

w(z) = K(x1,z2,23 +1/3/2). (43)
Note that for any ¢ > 0 the set {(z1,z2,23) : Ks3(z1,22,23 + ¢) = 0,23 > —q} =
{(z1,72,23) : 22 + 23 = (2/3)(z3 + q)*, 73 > —q}. The function w is chosen so that
ws3(z) = 0 for x € IB(0,1) x {0} i.e. for z = (x1,x2,0) where 22 + 23 = 1. Such a choice
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helps to control H(¥U®))(z) near dB(0,1) x {0}. One can directly check that ¥() =
satisfies H(\ll(l))(a:) >0 for z € R3 U B(0,1) x {0} (recall that R3 = {(x1,x2,73) : x5 >
0}). If ¥ = 4 does not satisfy H(¥()(x) > 0 for x € R} U B(0,1) x {0} one can
show that there exists b € [0, 1) for which H(¥®))(z) > 0 for z € R3 U B(0,1) x {0} and
such that there ex1sts zo € R3 for which H(¥®))(z¢) = 0. This gives contradiction with

Theorem [1.6, If U(*) = 4 does not satisfy H(¥())(x) > 0 for z € R? one can use Lemma
and again obtain contradiction. This finishes the presentation of the idea of the proof.

Lemma 5.2. Let w be given by and v =u+ aw, a > 0. There exists M1 > 10 and
hi € (0,1/2] such that for any a > 0 we have

H('U)(:L‘)>0, € A1 UAs U A3 U Ay,

where
A {(z1,9,23) : ] + a3 € [(1—h1)?, (1 + h1)?), 23 € (0, ]},
Ay = {(w1,@2,25) 0 ot + a3 € [(1+h)?, M7, 23 € (0, M},
Az = {(x1,22,0): 27 +23 < 1},
Ay = {(x1,m9,23) € Ri : x% —i—:c% > M12 or xg > Mi}.

Proof. First note that for any fixed x5 > 0 the function (z1, z2) — v(x1, x2, x3) is radial so
it is enough to show the assertion for z € (A; UA3UA3UAy) N L, where L = {(x1,x2,x3) :
zy = 0,21 < 0}. Put A, = A;,NL,i=1,23,4. Forxz € A} UA,U Ay U A} we have
vi2(x) = vaz(x) = 0 and vea(z) < 0. Hence H (v)(z) = va2(z) f(a, ), where

u11 +awyr U3 + awis
u13 + awiz u33z + awss

V11 V13
a,r) =
flaz) =\, e

and it is enough to show f(a,z) < 0 for x € A U A, U A5 U A).
We will consider 4 cases: © € A}, v € A, v € A, v € A).

Case 1. z € A].

Put ¢p = m and zp = (—1,0,0). Note that wss(z9) = 0, wi1(20) = Crqo(12 —
3¢3)(14+q2) "7/ = 9.185CK (14+3)~7/2, wiz(20) = —Cr (123 —3)(1+¢3)~7/? = —15Ck (1+
)72, Let us denote wiy(x) = pi(x), wiz(z) = pa(z). Tt is clear that for sufficiently

small h; and = € A| we have
9
\/ 1g/P2(@)] > Ip1(2)]. (45)

Let hg be the constant from Proposition For any h € (0, ho] put

Ti(h) = {(-1+4+h,0,23): x5 € (0,h/4]},

(h) = {(-14h,0,23): x5 € (h/4,h|} U {(azl,O,h) cmx € [-1,-1+h)},

Tg(h) = {(1’1 O h I E —4/2 h— 1

Ty(h) = {(1’1 0,h): x; E —1 — h,—\/ h -1 }U {(—1 — h,0,23) : x5 € (O,h)}
Note that the value —y/2/3h — 1 in the definition of T5(h), Ty(h) is chosen so that
wgg(*\/2/3h — 1,0, h) = 0. Note also that w33(x) > 0 for x € Tl(h) U Tg(h) U Tg(h)

and wsz(x) < 0 for x € Ty(h).
We will consider 4 subcases: x € T1(h), x € Ta(h), © € T3(h), x € Ta(h).

Subcase la. x € T1(h).
By , Proposition and definition of w we have

—b1(2)h =32 + py(x)a —by(z)h =32 — py(x)a
—by(2)h ™32 — po(x)a  e(x)a+ by (x)h=3/% + by(x)h= /2 |

(44)

f(a,x) =
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where 0 < Bi < bl(ﬂf) < B, 0 < bg(ﬂj) < By, 0 < Bé < bg(.’E) < B3, 0 < P{ <
pi(z) < P, 0 < Py < pax) < Py, 0 <e(x) < E(h) < E(hy), limy,_,o+ E(h) = 0. More
precisely, estimates of bi(x), ba(x) follow from estimates of u11(z), wig(x) for Ss(h) in
Proposition estimates of b3(z) follow from wuss(z) = —ui1(z) — uze(x) and estimates
of uii(x), uge(z) for Sy(h) in Proposition Estimates of pi(z), p2(x) follow from
formulas of wi1(20), w13(20) and continuity of wii(x), wiz(x) near zp. Estimates of e(x)
and limy,_,q+ E(h) = 0 follow from equality w3s3(z9) = 0 and continuity of ws3(z) near zo.
Hence

fla,z) = —e(z)by(x)ah™/? — b3 (x)h ™% — by (2)bs(x)h ™% + (z)p1(z)a®
+by (2)p1 (2)ah ™32 + pi(x)bs(x)ah ™2 — b3(z)h ™3 — p2(x)a® — 2by(x)pa(x)ah /2.
Note that for sufficiently small h we have
p1(x)bs(z)ah™? < pi(x)bi (x)ah™3/2.
For sufficiently small h, using this and we get
(9/10)p3(@)a? + (@)™ > pi(a)a® + BA(a)h
> 2by(x)p1(z)ah”??
> by(x)p1(z)ah ™ 4 by(x)py (x)ah~ /2.

For sufficiently small h we also have pi(z)e(x)a® < (1/10)p3(x)a®. Tt follows that for
sufficiently small h; > 0 and for all 0 < h < hy, a > 0, x € T1(h) we have f(a,z) < 0.

Subcase 1b. = € Th(h).
By , Proposition and definition of w we have
b1(x)h %% + pi(x)a —by(2)h 3% — py(x)a
fla,z) = _ -3/2 _ _ —3/2 -1/2 |
ba(x)h p2(z)a e(x)a —bi(x)h + bz(z)h

where —Bl < bl(l') < Bl, 0< Bé < bg(l’) < BQ, 0< Bé < bg(l') < Bg, 0< Pll < pl(l’) <
P1,0< Py <pax) < P, 0<e(x) < E(h) < E(hg), limy_,q+ E(h) = 0. More precisely,
estimates of by(x), ba(x) follow from estimates of u11(x), ui3(z) for S3(h) in Proposition
estimates of b3(z) follow from wgs(x) = —uii(x) — uge(z) and estimates of uqp(x),
us2(z) for S3(h) in Proposition [4.1] Estimates of pi(z), p2(z), £(z) and limy, o+ E(h) =0
follow by the same arguments as in Subcase la. Hence

F(a,) = e(@)by (2)ah =2 — B(@)h™ + by (2)by(2)h 2 + (2)pi ()

—by (2)p1(x)ah ™2 + py(x)bs(x)ah™? — b2(x)h ™3 — p3(2)a® — 2by(z)pa(x)ah™>/2,
Let us first assume that b;(x) > 0. Then for sufficiently small » we have

e(z)by (an)aifg/2 < 52($)P2($)Gh73/2,

pl(x)bg(ac)ah_lﬂ < bg(x)pz(x)ah_?’/Q,
bi(z)bz(x)h™2 < b3(z)h 3,
e(x)p1(z)a® < pi(x)a?,

which implies f(a,z) < 0.

Now let us assume that by (z) < 0. By for sufficiently small h we get
(9/10)p3(2)a® + b3 (2)h > > pi(x)a® + b (2)h ™ = |2b1(2)pr(x)ah >,
p1(x)e(x)a® < (1/10)p2(x)a?,
p1(2)bs(z)ah ™% < 2by(x)pa(z)ah~3/2,

which implies f(a,x) < 0.

It follows that for sufficiently small h; > 0 and for all 0 < h < hy, a > 0, x € Ta(h) we
have f(a,x) < 0.
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Subcase 1c. x € T5(h).
By , Proposition and definition of w we have

f(a x) _ b1($)h—3/2 +p1(x)a —bz(x)h_3/2 —pz(x)a
’ —by(2)h =32 — py(x)a  e(x)a — by (x)h=3/% + bg(x)h= /2 |

where 0 < Bi < bl({L') < Bl, —By < bg(l‘) < BQ, 0< Bé < bg(.’L') < Bg, 0< Pl/ < pl({L') <
P, 0 < P} <ps(x) <P, 0<e(x) < E(h) < E(hy), limy,_,g+ E(h) = 0. More precisely,
estimates of by(x), be(x) follow from estimates of u11(z), ui3(z) for Sa(h) in Proposition
estimates of bs(x) follow from wuss(x) = —uii(x) — uga(z) and estimates of wuj;(x),
uga(z) for Sy(h) in Proposition [4.1] Estimates of pi(x), p2(z), £(z) and lim, o+ E(h) =0
follow by the same arguments as in Subcase 1a.

For sufficiently small A we have

b3(x)h Y2 < by(x)h3?)2, (46)
2B, P
pi(x)
e(@)(pi(z) +2¢(2)) < = (48)
If e(x)a — by (z)h =32 4 bg(x)h~ Y2 < 0 then clearly f(a,z) < 0. So we may assume
e(x)a — by (x)h=3/% 4 b3(z)h='/? > 0 which implies (see (46))
e(x)a > by(z)h ™32 — by (2)h ™2 > (b (z)h /%) /2, (49)
e(x)a > e(z)a — by (x)h ™3/ + by(x)h Y2 > 0. (50)
By and we get
_ 2|bo(z)| by(x)h=3/2 2By Pja  pa(x)a
3/2 _ 2 2
|ba(z)|h b1 (2) 5 < B e(r)a < 5 <, (51)

By 7 a , we get
2
fla,z) < (pi(x)a+ bl(x)h_3/2)8(x)a _ (pg(ﬂ:)&)

p3(x)a?

4

It follows that for sufficiently small h; > 0 and for all 0 < h < hy, a > 0, x € T3(h) we
have f(a,x) < 0.

Subcase 1d. x € Ty(h).

Note that for = = (21,0, x3) € T4(h) we have wsz(x) < 0. We also have

< (pi(z)a+ 2e(x)a)e(z)a — < 0.

uzz(x) = /B(O 5 Ks3(x1 — y1, 22 — Y2, 23) (Y1, y2) dyr dys.

Recall that Ks3(x1 —y1, 22 —y2,23) = Cras((z1 —v1)? + (22— y2)? +x§)*7/2(6x§ —9(x1 —
y1)? — 9(z2 — y2)?). Hence to have Ks3(z1 — y1, —y2,23) < 0 for all (y1,42) € B(0,1) and
z1 < —1 it is sufficient to have 623 — 9(z; + 1)? < 0. Note that for z = (x1,0,x3) € Ty(h)
we have 0 < z3 < —+/3/2(z1 + 1), 21 < —1. It follows that 6x3 — 9(z1 + 1)* < 0
and ugs(z) < 0. Hence uss(x) + awssz(x) < 0. Note that uga(z) + awsa(z) < 0 so
u1(x) + awq1 () = —uge () — awss () — usz(x) — awss(x) > 0. This and implies that
f(a,z) <0 for any a > 0 and x € Ty(h).

Case 2. z € AY,.

This case follows from the same arguments as in subcase 1d.

Case 3. z € Aj.
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Note that ws3(x) > 0 for z € Aj. Put T3 = z3 + m We have
w1 () = CxTs(x? +72)"/2(122% — 372).
Note that
{(x1,0,23) : wy1(x1,0,23) = 0,21 < 0,23 > —/3/2} = {(x1,0,23) : £3+/3/2 = —221}.

Put T} = {(xl,(),()) D1 € [;—g,O} }, T = {(ml,0,0) D1 € <—1, ;—\‘}g)} We have Af, =
Ty UTs. Note that wi1(—+v/3/(2v/2),0,0)) =0, wi1(z) < 0 for x € T1 and wy1(z) > 0 for
z € Ty. Note also that for = = (x1,0,0) € A} we have u(z) = ¢(x1,0) = Cp(1 — 2)1/? so
un(x) < 0.

We will consider 2 subcases: © € T, © € Th.

Subcase 3a. x € T;.

Note that wi1(z) < 0, u11(z) < 0 so up(z) + awii(x) < 0 for @ > 0. It follows that
uss(x)+awss(z) > 0 (because ugs+awss = —(u11+awis+uge+awsr)). Hence f(a,z) < 0.

Subcase 3b. x € T5.

For (y1,y2) € B(0,1) and y = (y1,¥2,0) we have u(y) = ¢(y1,42) = Cp(1 -y —

y%)l/Z. Therefore for € Ty we obtain u11(z) = ¢11(21,0) = —Cp(1 — x%)*3/2, uss(z) =
—11(21,0) — @a2(21,0) = Cp(1 — x%)_3/2(2 — z?%). Hence
U33(33) < 2|U11(I)’. (52)

For x € T5 we also have —waa(z) — wi1(x) = wsg(z) > 0 so
lwaa ()| > [wi1(z)]. (53)

Note that for 2 = (x1,z2,23) = (21,0,0) € Ty we have Z3 = ¥ 32 and € < %,2).

1] |z1]

For z € T5 we have

lwiz(@)] || (1223 — 32])  |aa| 4 5 2|z
= o9 oo — — — 5 > — > 1,
‘wgg(x” T3 (33:‘1 + 3.%'3) T3 (%) 11 T3
SO
lwis(z)| > [waz(z)]. (54)
If @ = 0 then by explicit formulas f(a,z) < 0. If @ > 0 and u11(x) + aw;yi(z) < 0 then
uss(x) + awss(x) = —(u11(z) + awi1(z) + ue(z) + awsa(x)) > 0 and uis(z) + awiz(x) =

awz(z) # 0 (see (54)) so f(a,z) < 0. So we may assume a > 0 and u1q(z) + awir(z) > 0.
Again by and , we get
’U,H({B) + awn(a:) a‘w22($)‘
, <

f(a,z) dlwn(@)|  2un(@)] — awi (@) — awns(z)
Hence

fla,z) < =2un (@) 4 3fun (z)|wir (x)a — |uir (2)]|w(z)|a

—wy (2)a® + wi () lwaa(x)]a® — |waa(x)[*a”.

By this is bounded from above by

—2|ur1(2)]* + 2ur1 (@)||wi (2)|a — wi) (2)a® 4+ w1 (z)|wee(z)|a® — [waa(x

- = (Vamer -] - (g - ) (M)

|2a2

< 0.

Case 4. z € A).



36 T. KULCZYCKI

Recall that T3 = z3 + 1/3/2 and put T = (z1,x2,73). Recall also that w(z) = K(7).
We have

K (T) = CgTs(a? + a2 +72)7 7?1202 — 322 — 322),
Ki3(T) = Cgaxi(a? + 23 +72) 7721272 — 322 — 323),
K33(T) = CgTs(al+ 23 +73) /2673 — 927 — 923).
For any M > 10 put
T (M) = {(x1,0,23): T3 = M,x; <0,7T3 > 3|z1]},

TQ(M) = {(1‘1,0,1‘3) X3 =M,x1 <0, \/3/2|$1| <ZT3< 3|I‘1|},
Tg(M) = {(1‘1,0,1‘3) X3 =M,x1 <0, |.’E1‘ < T3 </ 3/2’1‘1”
U{(x1,0,$3) 1 =—-M,0< 73 < M}

We will consider 3 subcases: z € T1(M), x € To(M), x € T3(M).
Subcase 4a. x € T (M).

Put B = B(0,1) C R?. We have
uin(z) = / (K11(z1 — y1, —y2, 23) — K11(T))e(y1, y2) dyr dya
B

+K11(5'3)/ ©(y1,y2) dy1 dyz,
B

. Ogm3(1223 —373)  Ck73 (¥ -3)  —c
KH(.%') = — < — < —=. (55)
(22 +73)7/2 (23 +73)7/2 T

For (y1,y2) € B we also have
| K11 (21 — y1, —y2, 23) — K11 (@) < (Jya] + |ya| + |23 — T3]) [ VK11 (§)] < 4[VK11(§)],

where ¢ is a point between (z1 — y1, —y2,z3) and T = (z1,0,T3). For such £ we have

VKL ()] < 3 (56)

By (55), for sufficiently large M and all x € T1 (M) we have uq1(z) < 0. We also have
awyi(z) = aK11(T) < 0 for a > 0, x € T1(M). Hence u11(z) + awii(z) < 0 which implies
f(a,z) < 0. Tt follows that for sufficiently large M; > 10 and for all M > M, a > 0,
x € T1(M) we have f(a,z) <O0.

Subcase 4b. z € Ty(M).

First we need the following auxiliary lemma.

Lemma 5.3. Let f(y1,y3) = —6y; — 3yiys + 24y1y3 — 3y5. For any ys > 0 and y1 €
[y3/3,ys] we have f(y1,y3) > 4y3.

Proof. The proof is elementary. Fix y3 > 0 and put g(y1) = f(y1,y3). We have ¢'(y1) =
—18y? — 6y1ys + 2493, ¢'(y1) = 0 for y1 = (—=8/6)ys and y1 = y3 so g is increasing for
y1 € [(—8/6)ys,y3]. We also have g(y3/3) = (40/9)y3 so for any y; € [y3/3,ys] we have
9(y) > 4y3. 0

Put b = [5¢(y1,y2) dyr dyz. For x € To(M) we have

. KH(E)(a + b) + 611(1') Klg(f)(a + b) + 613(21?)

fla,z) = Ki3(Z)(a+b) +e13(x) Ks3(T)(a+0b) +es3(z) |’

where

gij(r) = /B(Kz'j(fﬂl — Y1, —Yy2,73) — Kij(T))p(y1,y2) dy1 dyo
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for (i,7) = (1,1) or (1,3) or (3,3). For (y1,y2) € B we have
|Kij(z1 — y1, —y2, 73) — Kij(@)| < (ly1] + |ya| + |3 — T3]) [ VK5 (§)] < 4|VK;;(€)],

where ¢ is a point between (z1—y1, —y2, 73) and T = (21, 0,T3). We have |VK;;(£)| < cx3?,
S0
cb

leij(z)] < (57)

Put
f (CL .’I]) _ Kll(f)((l-f-b) K13(f)(a_’_b)
1(a, Ki3(Z)(a+b) Ks3(Z)(a+Db)

We have |K;(%)| < ca3* so by we obtain
|f(a,z) = fila,2)| < ea+b)bay”. (58)
On the other hand we have
[fila,2)] = (a+0)* (K@) — K11 (7) Ks33(7))

_ K (7) + K33(7) \
> b)? | Ki3(z) —
> (ath) ( ) - (1
2 2 Ko (@)])?
= farv? (1@ - (F5) ). (59)
We have
Koo (x 1 _ _ _ _
@)~ EZOL L2 4 )72l P — 342 + 24( 153 - 3.
By Lemma [5.3] we obtain
Koy (T 1
@)~ EZO S Loy 4 77203 > e
Using this and we obtain
Ko@)\’ _
o) 2 (a4 07 (K@) - F2E) > cfat oy

It follows that fi(a,z) < —c(a+b)%z3®. Using this and we obtain that for sufficiently
large My > 10 and for all M > Mj, a > 0, z € T>(M) we have f(a,x) < 0.

Subcase 4c. = € T3(M).
This subcase follows from the same arguments as in subcase 1d. O

proof of Proposition[5.1. On the contrary assume that there exists z = (21, 22,23) € R?\
(B€(0,1) x {0}) such that H(u)(z) < 0. By Lemma 2.5 we may assume that z; > 0. By
an explicit formula for ¢ and Lemma [d.2] we may assume that z; > 0. Define

O (z) = (1 - bu(z) +bw(z),  belo,1],

where w is given by . By direct computation for any = = (z1,29,73) € R? with

x3 > —+/3/2 we have

5 27(z3 + /3/2)(x3 + 23 + 2(z3 + /3/2)?)
H(w)(z) = C
(22 + 23 + (z3 +1/3/2)2)15/2
Recall that ]R“j’r = {(x1,22,73) € R3: 23 > 0} and put Q = ]Ri\(Al UAsUAy), where Ay,
Ag, Ay are sets from Lemma By this lemma we obtain that z € Q and H(¥®))(z) > 0
for all b € [0,1] and = € 9Q. Note that ¥ = 4 and V) = w, HWO)(2) < 0,

> 0.
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H(@W)(z) > 0 for all z € Q. Clearly, all second partial derivatives of U() are uniformly
Lipschitz continuos on  that is

Jevbe[0,1] Yo,y € QVi,je{1,2,3} |w¥

v

It follows that there exists by € [0,1) such that H(¥®0))(zy) = 0 for some zy € Q and
H(W®)(z) >0 for all z € Q. This gives contradiction with Theorem . O

(2) = W0 (@)| < el — yl.

6. CONCAVITY OF ¢

In this section we prove the main result of this paper Theorem This is done by
using the method of continuity, H. Lewy’s Theorem and results from Sections 3, 4, 5.
For any € > 0 we define

CL'Q fl?z
0O () = u() + <_2} Sy 3> Lz eR\ (D° x {0}), (60)

where u is the harmonic extension of ¢ given by (6H10)) and ¢ is the solution of ((1{2|) for
an open bounded set D C R2. When D is not fixed we will sometimes write v(6?) instead

of v,

Lemma 6.1. Let C; > 0, Ry > 0, ke > k1 > 0, D € F(C1,R1,k1,Kk2), ¢ be the
solution of for D and w the harmonic extension of ¢ given by (@-@ For any
£ >0 let v be given by @) For any (1,22, 23) € R we have H(v®))(x1, 29, —23) =
H(v®))(zy, 29, x3).

The proof of this lemma is similar to the proof of Lemma [2.5] and it is omitted.

Proposition 6.2. Fiz C; >0, R; >0, kg > k1 > 0 and D € F(C1, R1,k1,k2). Denote
A ={C1, Ry, k1,k1}. Let o be the solution of for D, u the harmonic extension of
and v'®) given by . For M > 10, h € (0,1/2], n € (0,1/2] we define
U(M) = {zeR3: 2?42 < M?* 23=M orzz3=—M}
U{z € R?: 2% + 23 = M? 23 € [-M, M]\ {0}},
UQ(h) = {33 S R : (.%'1,.@2) S D,(SD((m‘l,Q?Q)) < h,z3 € [—h, h]}
U{CIJ eR?: ($1,$2) §é D,(SD((.CCl,CCQ)) < h,z3 € [—h,h] \ {0}},
Us(M,h,n) = {zeR3: (z1,22) ¢ D,0p((x1,22)) > h,z3 + 23 < M?,
3 € [-n,m) \ {0}}.
Then we have
Jep = c1(A) € (0,1] IMy > 10 3hy = hy(A) € (0,1/2] VM > My Ve € (0, M7
dn = 77(A, M,E) € (0, 1/2] 1C = C(A, M, 6) >0Vrx e Ul(M) U Ug(hl) U Us(M, hl,n)
H(v¥)(z) > C.
Proof. In the whole proof we use convention stated in Remark We have H(v®))(z) =
Wi (z) + Wa(z) + Ws(x), where
Wi(e) = o) (v @0 @) — off @i (@)
Wa@) = —ui(@) (v @l @) - ol @0l (@)
Ws(z) = U22 (a;)f( z),
flea) = v @) @) - @ (@)
The proof consists of 3 parts.

Part 1. Estimates on U;(M).
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We may assume in this part that zo =0, z3 > 0, 21 < 0.

By formulas u;;(z) = fD Kij(z1—y1, x2—y2, 3)¢(y1, y2) dy1 dy2 and explicit formulas for
K;; (see Section 2), there exist M7 > 10 and ¢ such that for any M > M; and x € Uy (M)
we have |u11(z)] < cxsM =2, ugo(x) =~ —x3M >, |ugs(z)| < cosM >, |uiz(x)| < eM 4,
lugsg ()| < eM =, |uga(z)] < cosM 5.

Let us fix arbitrary M > Mj.

Let x € U1 (M) (recall that we assume that zo = 0, z3 > 0, 21 < 0). We have

Wi(z)] < casMS(M™AM™ + 3MC(x3M 5 + 2¢)) < casM~*° + ceM 10, (61)
Wo(z)] < eM5(x3M > +e)M > + M YazM %) < casM ™ fccM™10  (62)
Now we estimate W3(x). We have

véz) (z) = ugo(x) —e =~ —cxsM > —¢. (63)

The most important is the estimate of f(e,z). To obtain this estimate we will consider 6
cases.

Case 1.1. z3 = M, |z1] < x3/3.
Put m(z) = Cx (23 + 23)~7/2. We have

2
upy () = K1 (z) = m(z)rs(1223 — 323) < cM "3 <12 (%) - 33:%) ,

so uy1(z) < —eM~*. We also have

2
uzs(z) = Ks3(z) = m(z)x3(623 — 923) > cM x5 <6:L‘§ -9 (%) > ,

so ugz(r) > cM~*. Therefore for any € > 0 we have vﬁ) (r) < —cM~4, v:(g? () > M2,
Hence f(g,7) < —cM 8,

Case 1.2. x3 = M, |z1] € [z3/3,23/+/3/2].

By the arguments from Subcase 4b in the proof of Lemma [5.2| we have w1 (x)uss(z) —
(u13(x))? < —cM~8 for sufficiently large M. For any € > 0 we have

| f(e,2) — (unn(@)uss(x) — (ur3(x))?)| < 26% + 2e|uss (x)] + eluss(x)].

For any ¢; € (0,1] and all ¢ € (0,¢; M ~7] this is bounded from above by cc; M. Tt
follows that for sufficiently small ¢; € (0, 1], for sufficiently large M and all € € (0,c1 M 7]
we have f(e,z) < —eM 5.

Case 1.3. 3= M, \xll S [xg/\/3/2,$3].

We have
2
upy (z) = K1 (z) = m(z)x3(1223 — 323) ~ M~ a3 <12;/32 - 3:1:%) ~ M,

For y € D C B(0,1) we also have

Ksg(x1 — y1, —y2, w3) < Cras((v1 — y1)* + 3 +23)7/2(623 — 9(21 — 1))
= Cras((z1 —y1)? + 12 +22) /%622 — 922 + 18z1y; — 9y?) < M2,

so usz(z) < eM~5. For sufficiently small ¢; € (0,1] and all € € (0,c;M~7] we obtain
vﬁ)(m) ~ M4, vé‘?(w) < ecM75. We also have ui3(r) ~ Kiz(z) = m(z)r1(122% —
322) > eM~%. Tt follows that for sufficiently small c;, for sufficiently large M and all
e € (0,e1M~7] we have f(e,z) < —eM 8.
Case 1.4. z3 € [M/4,M], x1 = —M.
We have
upy (z) ~ Ki1(z) = m(z)xs3 (1227 — 323),
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so uy1(z) > eM~*. We also have
uzs(z) = Ks3(z) = m(z)z3(623 — 927),
so ug3(x) < —cM~*. Therefore for sufficiently small ¢; € (0,1] and all € € (0,c1 M ~7] we
have vﬁ) () > M4, vé? (r) < —cM~*. Hence f(e,z) < —cM 8.
Case 1.5. x3 € [1,M/4], x1 = —M.
We have
uis(z) ~ Ki3(z) = m(z)x (1225 — 327),
so uiz(x) < —cM~*. We also have

upy (z) ~ K1 (z) = m(z)xs3 (1223 — 323),

uss (@) ~ Ka(x) = m(z)zs(625 — 927),
so uj1(x) > eM >, uzz(x) < —cM . Therefore for sufficiently small ¢; € (0,1] and all
£ € (0,e1M~7] we have vﬁ) () > cM~>, vé? () < —cM~>. Hence f(e,z) < —cM 8.

Case 1.6. z3 € (0,1], z; = —M.

By similar arguments as in Case 1.5 we get uiz(z) < —eM ™4, |uji(z)| < eM 73,
lusz(x)] < cM~>. Therefore for sufficiently small ¢; € (0,1] and all ¢ € (0,¢;M~7] we
have ‘Uﬁ)((ﬂ)’ < eM~5, ]vé?(wﬂ < ¢M~5. Hence for sufficiently small ¢; € (0,1], for
sufficiently large M and all € € (0,c; M 7] we have f(e,x) < —cM 8.

Finally in all 6 cases we get that for sufficiently small ¢; € (0, 1], for sufficiently large M
and all ¢ € (0,c1 M~ 7] we have f(e,7) < —cM 8. By we get W3(z) = véz) (x)f(e,x) >
cx3M 1 +ceM~8. By , we have |[Wy(z) + Wa(z)| < cwsM 1 + ce M 10, Recall
that H(v)(x) = Wi(z) + Wa(z) + Wa(z). It follows that there exists sufficiently small
cy = i (A) € (0,1] and sufficiently large My > M; > 10 such that for any M > M, and
e € (0,¢4M~" and all 2 € U; (M) we have H(v®))(x) > ceM 8.

Let us fix the above My and M > My in the rest of the proof of this proposition.

Part 2. Estimates on Ua(h).

We will use notation and results from Section 4. In particular we choose a point on 9D
and choose a Cartesian coordinate system with origin at that point in the same way as
in Section 4 (see Figures 1, 2, 3). Let h € (0, hg], where hg is from Proposition By
Lemma we may assume x3 > 0, by continuity we may assume x3 > 0. It follows that
it is enough to estimate H (v(®)(x) for z € S1(h)USa(h) U S3(h)USs(h). We will consider
2 cases. Assume that ¢ € (0, 1].

Case 2.1. z € S1(h) U Sa(h)U 3(h

If 2 € Sy (h)US3(h) we have ('3 (2))2 = uZy(2) > ch=3, v\ (2)0l) (2) = w1 ()uss () +
2eu11(z) — cuss(x) — 22, ]25u11( )| < ceh™3/? | — cusg(x)| < csh™3/2,

If uii(z) < 0 or wss(x) < 0 then wuii(x)uss(xz) < 0 (recall that uii(x) + uss(x) =
—uga(x) > 0). If ugi(z) > 0 and uss(x) > 0 then

win (z)uss(z) < <u11(m) —;—uszz(;r))z _ <u222(a:))2 ——

Hence f(e,z) = —(vi?(:ﬂ))Q + vﬁ)(x)vé?(:v) < —ch™3 for sufficiently small h and all
e €(0,1].

If # € Sy(h) we have upy(z) ~ h™3/2, U33( ) ~ —h~3/2. Hence for sufficiently small h
and all € € (0,1] we have Uﬁ) (z) ~ h=3/2, ’U33 (ac) —h32 and f(e,x) < —ch™3.

Hence for any x € Si(h) U Sa(h) U Sg( ) for sufficiently small h and all ¢ € (0, 1]
we have f(e,2) < —ch™3. We have vég)( ) ~ —a3h™%2 —¢. Tt follows that W3(z) =
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o) (z)f(e, ) > cxzh™/? + cch™3. By Pr iti u Iso h
59 ,T) > cx3 . By Proposition 4.1 we also have

Wi(z)] < cxsh™/?|loghl (h_3/2h_1/2] log h| + (2¢ + x3h~%/*)x3h~%/2| log h[)

IN

cxsh™ /% log h|? + csh ™| log h|?,

(Wa(z)| < ch~ 2| loghl ((g + ash ™5/ V2| log h| + h%/223h~3/2| log h])

< cash™"?|logh|? + ceh ™| log h|%.

Hence there exists sufficiently small i} such that for all h € (0, k)] and € € (0,1] we have
Hw®))(z) > cash™? + ceh=3.
Case 2.2. x € S4(h).

By Propositionfor sufficiently small h and all € € (0, 1] we have W3(z) > ch~Y/2h=3 =
ch—14/4,

Wi(z)| < ch~Y2|loghl (h*3/2h*3/4|1oghy+h*3/2h*1/2|1ogh|)
< ch™ "4 log h?,
Walz)| < ch~34loghl (h*3/2h*3/4|1oghy+h*1/2\1ogh|h*3/2)

< ch 24 log h.

So there exists sufficiently small hY such that for all b € (0,A]] and € € (0, 1] we have
H(v®))(z) > ch™ /4,
Let us fix hy = k) A R} in the rest of the proof of this proposition.

Part 3. Estimates on Us(M, hi,7).

Let us choose arbitrary point on 9D and choose a Cartesian coordinate system in the
same way as in Part 2. Note that it is enough to estimate H(v(®))(z) for € U5(M, hy,n) =
{(x1,22,23) : 2 =0,21 € [-M, —hi],2z3 € (0,1]} and sufficiently small n = n(A, M,¢).

Let « € U3(M, h1,1/2). Note that dist(z, dD) > hy. By formulas u;j(x) = [, Kj(z1 —
Y1, T2 — Y2, 23)¢(y1,y2) dy1 dy2 and explicit formulas for Kj;; (see Section 2) we have
w1 ()] < cxzhy®, [uga(x)| < cazhy®, Jugs(w)| < cxshy®, luis(x)| < chi?, |ugs()| < chi?,
lu12(z)| < Cl’ghl_s. Note also that by our choice of coordinate system for any y = (y1,42) €
D we have y; > 0. From now on let us assume additionally that z = (x1,z9,23) €
U4(M, h1,1/2) is such that 23 < |z1|/+/6 (this condition implies 1222 < 2x2). For such
x = (z1,22,23) and any y = (y1,y2) € D we have 1223 — 3(x1 — y1)* — 3(z2 — y2)* <
—(x1 —y1)? < —xf < —hi.

It follows that

_ (21 — y1)(1223 — 3(x1 — y1)* — 3(x2 — y2)?)
rrs(=)] = ‘CK /D ((x1 —91)? + (22 — y2)? + 23)7/2 Py, 1) dyn dy
Ch3
> —M;. (64)

The constant C will play an important role in the rest of the proof and this is the reason
why it is not as usual denoted by c. Clearly, C depends only on A.

Let us recall that in Parts 1 and 2 of this proof we have fixed constants My, M > My,
hi. At the end of Part 1 we have chosen a constant ¢} € (0,1]. Let us choose a constant
c1 to be

1~
c1=c) A ZCh:f, (65)
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where C is a constant from . In the rest of the proof let us fix this constant ¢; and
e € (0, clM_7]. The reason to define ¢; by is so that 2e2 < 2C%M_14 < %C2h?M_14
which implies
1e ~
23 < ch%?M*M, (66)
which will be crucial in the sequel.

Note that for sufficiently small n = n(A,M,e) and x € Us(M, h1,n) we have z3 <
|z1]/v/6 and

_ €

vé?(w) = —e+4up(r) < —e+caghy 5 < —5
€

vﬁ)(x) = —e+tun(r) < —e+ cxghl_5 < —5

We have

H(©®)(2) = vl ()05 (2)053) (x) + 203 (2)08) (2)0') (2)

2 2 2
—3(@) (17 @) oD@ (@) - @) (F @),

2 e C2nb
- vé? (z) (Ug? (@) > §M7141’ (67)
2
—of (@) (i (@) >0,

2
sy (@) (vg)(x))’ < (cwshy®)(2e + cushi®), (68)
03 ()05 (2)03 (@) < cashPhynY, (69)
013 ()03 ()03 (@) < (e + cashy®)?(2¢ + cazhy®). (70)

Note that the right hand sides of , , are bounded by 2¢® + 23C(A, h1) (note
that h; depends only on A so C(A,h1) = C(A)). By and (67) we have 2¢3 <

2 2
—%vé‘;)(x) (v%?(m)) . We also have z3C(A,hy) < —%1}562)(:(}) <v§?(x)> for sufficiently
small n = n(A, M, ¢e) and « € U5(M, h1,n). For such n and = we have

L@ (&) > £ C°0
H(v)(2) > —5u3) (@) (v (@) = =

O
Lemma 6.3. Let ¢ be the solution of for B(0,1), u the harmonic extension of ¢
and v'®) given by (@/ For M > 10, h € (0,1/2], n € (0,1/2] we define
U(M) = {zeR3: 2t +22<M? 23=M orxzz3=—M}
U{z € R3: 2% + 23 = M? 23 € [-M, M]\ {0}},
Us(h) = {xeR>: 2? +a23¢c[(1—h)?1),23€[-h,hl}
Wz e R3: 22 + 22 € [1,(1 4+ h)?,z3 € [=h, h]\ {0}},
Us(M,h,) = {z€R’: af +a3 € [(1+h)*, M%), 2] + a3 < M? 23 € [-n,9) \ {0}}.
Then we have
dey € (0,1] IMy > 10 3hy € (0,1/2] VM > My In =n(M) € (0,1/2]
Ve € (0, M~ Vo € Uy (M) U Us(hy) UUs(M, hy,n)
Hw®)(z) > 0.
Remark 6.4. Tt is important here that 1 does not depend on €.
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Proof. Existence of ¢;, My, hy and the estimate H(v(®))(z) > 0 for z € Uy (M) U Uy (hy)
(where M > My, e € (0,c1M~7]) follow from the arguments from the proof of Proposition
0.2

Let € € (0,1]. Fix M > My and let « € Us(M, hy,1/2). We may assume that x5 = 0,
z3 > 0, z; < 0. We have H(v®))(z) = véz)(x)f(e,x), where f(e,2) = Uﬁ)(x)vé?(x) -
(v%) (x))2. We have uga(z) < 0so véz) () = uga(2)—e < 0. We also have |u1q ()| < cwsh]?,
luss(z)| < czghy® which gives

vﬁ) ($)U§? () = (u11(x) — €)(uss(z) + 2¢) < cmghflo + cxghf“r’.

Let us additionally assume that x3 is sufficiently small so that x3 < %. For such x by

the arguments from the proof of Propositionﬁwe have |uy3(x)| > ch3M ™7 so ]vg (2)]? =

luiz(x)|? > ch§ M. Hence for sufficiently small n = (M) and x € Us(M, hq,7n) we have
f(e,z) <0, which implies H(v(®))(z) > 0. O

Proposition 6.5. Let ¢ be the solution of for B(0,1), u the harmonic extension of
w and v given by (@/ For M > 10 put
Qu={zeR>: 2+ 22 < M* z3¢€[-M, M|} \ {z €R>: 23+ 23 € [1, M?], 25 = 0}.
Let ¢; and My be the constants from Lemma[6.53 Then we have
VM > My Ve € (0, M ™| Vo € Qp Hw®)(z) > 0.

Proof. On the contrary assume that there exists M; > My, €1 € (0, clMl_7], z € Qp, such
that H(v*))(2) <0. By Lemmathere exists hy € (0,1/2] and n; = n1 (M) € (0,1/2]
such that Ve € (0,¢;M; ], Vo € Uy (My) U Us(hy) U Us(My, hy,m1) H(@w®)(z) > 0.

Note that by v(9) =« and by Proposition |5.1| we have H(v(®)(z) > 0 for all 2 € Qyy,.
It follows that there exists €3 € (0,¢;1] and 2 € Qpy, \ (Ur(M1) U Uz (h1) U Us(My, hi,m))
such that H(v(®2))(2) = 0 and H(v(2))(z) > 0 for all x € Qy,. This gives contradiction
with Theorem [L.6 O

As a direct conlusion of Propositions [6.2] and [6.5] we obtain

Corollary 6.6. Fiz C1; > 0, Ry > 0, ko > k1 > 0 and D € F(C1, Ry,k1,k2). Denote
A={C1,Ry,K1,K1}. Let go(D) be the solution of for D, u'P) the harmonic extension
of go(D) given by é@ and vEP) given by . Then we have
Jep = e1(A) € (0,1] Mo > 10 3hy = hy(A) € (0,1/2] VM > My Ve € (0,¢; M ™7]
In=n(A,M,e) € (0,(1/2) Ne] Fea = ca(A, M,e) >0
VeeQ(M,D,e)  HwE)(z) > e,
Vo € Q(M,B(0,1),¢) H(vEBOD) (2) > ¢,
where Q(M,D,e) = Q1(M) U Qa(M,D,e) UQs(M, D,e),
QM) = {zeR3: 22+ <M’ 23=M orazs=—M}
U{z € R®: 2% + 2% = M? x5 € [-M, M]\ {0}},
Q2(M,D,e) = {zeR3: (z1,22) € D,6p((x1,22)) < hy, 3 € [-1,1]},
Qs3(M,D,¢) {x € R3: (21,29) € D, 23 + 23 < M? x3 € [-n,n] \ {0}},
Q'(M,D,e) = {xeR3: 22 +23<M? a3¢c[-M M)}
\(Q2(M, D,e) UQs(M, D, ¢)),

Q(M,D,e) = Q(M,D,e).
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proof of Theorem [1.1]
Step 1.

In this step we will use the notation from Corollary [6.6] We will show that for any
A ={C1,Ry,k1,k2}, D€ F(A) and z € R3\ (D x {0}) we have H(uP))(z) > 0.

Fix A = {C1, R1,k1,k2} where C; > 0, Ry > 0, ko > k1 > 0 and fix Dy € F(A).
Let {D(t) }+ejo,1], D(0) = Do, D(1) = B(0,1) be the family of domains defined by .
By Lemma there exists A’ = {C], R}, K}, rL} where C] > 0, R} > 0, kb, > k] >0
such that V¢ € [0,1] D(t) € F(A'). Note that H(uP0))(z) does not vanish identically in
R3\ (D§ x {0}) because it does not vanish near 9Dy x {0}.

On the contrary assume that there exists zo € R3\ (D§ x {0}) such that H (u(P0))(zg) <
0. If H(uP0))(20) = 0 and Vo € R3\ (D§x{0}) H(uP0))(z) > 0 then we get contradiction
with Theorem So we may assume that H(u(DO))( 0) <O0.

By Corollary [6.6| applied to A" = {C1, R}, ), ]} there exist M > My > 10, ¢ €
(0,1 M~7] such that xg € Q(M, Dy, ) and H( (&:00))(29) < 0. Let us fix such M and e.
By Corollary [6.6{Vt € [0,1] Vz € Q(M, D(t),e) H(vEY)(x) > ¢ = ¢(N, M, ) > 0, where
U(s,t) — ,U(E,D(t

By the construction in Lemma [2.3]there exist n € N and 0 = ¢(0) < t(1) < ... < t(n) =
1 such that Vi € {0,...,n — 1} Vt € [t(i), t(i + 1)]

d(D(t(i)), D(t)) < ha1/3, (71)
where d(D1, Dy) = [sup,cpp, dist(z,0D2)|A[sup,ecop, dist(xz, 0D1)] and hy = hi(A') is the
constant from Corollary Let us note that by our assumption inf{H (v&*O))(z) : z €
Q(M, D(t(0)),e)} < 0. By Corollary inf{H (v&M))(z) : & € Q(M, D(t(n)),e)} > 0.
Hence there exists j € {0, ...,n—1} such that inf{ H (v(&t0))(z) : = € Q(M, D(t(j)),e)} <
0 and inf{ H (v &+ (z) : & € Q(M, D(t(j + 1)),€)} > 0. Let us fix such j.

Let us define

A = {zecR>: 2? +23 < M?* z3€[-M, M|}

\{z € R?: dist((z1, 22), D°(t(j))) < 2h1/3, 23 € (=n,m)},

b= {zeQi(M): |xs| =n},

Py, = {xzcR3: dist((z1,29), D(t(§))) < 2h1/3,2% + 23 < M?, 23 = —n or n},

Py = {zeR’: (x1,22) € D(t())), dist((21,22),0D(t(j))) = 2h1/3, 23 € [=n, 7]}
Note that A = Py UP,UPs. By (71) (applied for i = j) for any ¢ € [t(j),t(j +1)] we have
Q(M,D(t),e) C A, P,U Py C Qo(M,D(t),e) UQs(M,D(t),e) so 0A C Q(M, D(t),e).
By Corollary for any t € [t(j),t(j + 1)] and € OA we have H(v®))(x) > ¢, where
c=c(N,M,e).

Now we will justify uniform Lipschitz property of U(Z’t) Note that v(&) are harmonic on
R3\ (D(t) x {0}). Note also that for any t € [t(5),t(j+1)] dist(D(t) x {0}, A) > hy/3An.

This implies that for ¢ € [t(j),¢(j + 1)] all second derivatives vl(,i ") are uniformly Lipschitz
continuous on A. That is there exists ¢ > 0 such that for any t € [t(f),t(j +1)], =,y € A,
i,k € {1,2,3} we have

T— O~

o @) = o )] < ele — gl (72)
Now we will show that if [t(j),¢(j + 1)] © t — s then for any z € A
H@wE) (z) = H®E))(x). (73)

Denote o®) = o@P®) 4O = 4(P®) By Lemma for any y € D(s) if t — s then
oW (y) = &) (y). If z € A and x3 > 0 then we have UEZ)( ) = Jro Kir(z1 — y1, w2 —

Y2, £3)®) (41, y2) dy1 dys which implies . Using this and Lemmak- 6.1) we get ( . for
r € A with z3 < 0. for x € A with 3 = 0 follows from
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By the fact that Q(M, D(t),e) C A for t € [t(j),t(j + 1)] and our assumptions on j we
have inf{ H (v&*0))(z) : z € A} < 0 and inf{H(vEU+H))(z) : 2 € A} > 0. Put

s=inf{t € [t(j),t(j +1)]: Ix € A Hw®Y)(z) < 0}.
There exist a sequence {s(n)}>2; C [t(j),t(j +1)] and {z(n)}>>; C A such that
H(vE))(2(n)) <0

and s(n) — s. Since A is compact we may assume that x(n) — z € A. By pointwise
convergence and uniform Lipschitz continuity H(v(®®))(z) = 0. Since for any = € dA
H(v®))(z) > 0 we have z € intA. On the other hand, by pointwise convergence, we have
H(v(®#))(x) > 0 for any = € A. This gives contradiction with Theorem

Step 2.

By sign(Hess(u(y))) we denote a signature of the Hessian matrix of u(y). In this step
we will show that for arbitrary A = {C1, Ry, k1,k1}, D € F(A) and y € R3\ (D¢ x {0})
we have sign(Hess(u(y))) = (1,2) and ¢ is strictly concave on D.

Fix A = {C1,Ry1,k1,k1} where C; > 0, Ry > 0, ko > k1 > 0 and fix D € F(A). Let
@ be the solution of for D, u the harmonic extension of ¢. Let (z1,29) € D, put
x = (71,22,0). Denote f(x) = uy1(z)uge(x) —uly(x). By Lemmaulg(:c) = ug3(z) =0,
ugz(x) > 0. By Step 1 H(u)(z) > 0. Hence f(z) > 0. We have uii(x) + ug(x) + uss(x) =
0 so u11(z) + uga(z) < 0. This and f(z) > 0 implies that uj1(z) < 0, uge(z) < 0.
Hence sign(Hess(u(x))) = (1,2). Since H(u)(y) > 0 for any y € R?\ (D¢ x {0}) we get
sign(Hess(u(y))) = (1,2).

Inequalities f(x) > 0, uii(x) < 0, ug2(z) < 0 give that p(x1,x2) = u(x1, x2,0) is strictly
concave on D.

Step 3.

In this step we will show that for any open bounded convex set D C R? ¢ is concave
on D.

Fix an open bounded convex set D C B(0,1) C R2. Tt is well known (see e.g. [9]
page 451]) that there exists a sequence of sets D,, such that D,, € F(A,,) for some A,, =
{Cin, Rin,Kin, k2n} and U~y Dn = D, Dy, C Dypq1, n € N, d(Dy,, D) — 0 as n — oo
(where C1,, > 0, Ry, > 0, Koy > K1,n > 0). Let <p(”),  denote solutions of for D,
and D. By Step 2 ¢(™ are concave on D,,. By Lemmawe have lim,,_,o0 0™ () = ¢(x)
for x € D. So ¢ is concave on D.

By scaling we may relax the assumption D C B(0,1). O

7. EXTENSIONS AND CONJECTURES

proof of Theorem[1.5, a) It is well known that if ¢, (x) = ¢(rz), for some r > 0 and all
z € RY then (—A) 2. (x) = r*(=A)*?(rz) (see e.g. [, page 9]). Fix zq € dD and
A€ (0,1). Put f(z) = oAz + (1 — N)xg) — A*p(z). We have (—A)*/2f(x) =0 for z € D
and f(x) >0 for x € D°. Hence f(x) >0 for x € D.

b) Fix z,y € D and A € (0,1). Put z = Az + (1 — A)y. Let [ be the line which contains
x and y. Let x¢g € 9D be the point on [ which is closer to x than to y and yg € 0D be the
point on ! which is closer to y than to x. We have

z—y|z*$0| + x9 <1— |zx0|>’

7y — o ly — o

By a) we get

p(z) 2 ('Z — x(]')a%(y) > (‘Z — x’>a<p(y) = (1= N)%(y).

ly — o] ly — x|
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szl (e
|z — yol |z — yol
Again by a) we get

@@)2(V_”m>a¢@)z(p_y»a¢@)zk%%@-

| = ol |z —y|

We also have

Now we present some conjectures concerning solutions of (314)).

Conjecture 7.1. Let « = 1, d > 3. If D C R? is an arbitrary bounded convex set then
the solution of (314)) is concave on D.

It seems that using the generalization of H. Lewy’s result obtained by S. Gleason and
T. Wolff [20, Theorem 1] one can show this conjecture. Let o = 1, d > 3 and D C RY be
a sufficiently smooth bounded convex set such that 0D has a strictly positive curvature,
@ the solution of and v its harmonic extension in R%!. Tt seems that using the
method of continuity, in the similar way as in this paper, one can show that the Hessian
matrix of u has a constant signature (1,d—1). This implies concavity of ¢ on D. Anyway,
Conjecture remains an open challenging problem.

Conjecture 7.2. Let d > 2, D C R? be an arbitrary bounded convex set and ¢ be the
solution of .

a) If o € (1,2) then ¢ is 1/a-concave on D.

b) If o € (0,1) then ¢ is concave on D.

Remark 7.3. For any o € (1,2), 7 € (0,1 —1/a) and d > 2 there exists a bounded convex
set D C R? (a sufficiently narrow bounded cone) such that the solution of (3{4)) is not
1/a + n concave on D.

Justification of Remarks and[7.3 1t is clear that it is sufficient to show Remark
For any 0 € (0,7/2), d > 2 let

D(0) ={(z1,...,2q) : \/m < zptan,|z| < 1}.

Let a € (0,2) and ¢ be the solution of for D(0).
By [29, Theorem 3.13, Lemma 3.7] for any ¢ > 0 there exists § € (0,7/2) and ¢ > 0
such that
o(x) < clz|*F, x € D(6). (74)
Theorem 3.13 and Lemma 3.7 in [29] are formulated only for d > 3 but small modifications
of proofs in [29] give these results also for d = 2. for any d > 2 also follows from the
recent paper [7].

Fix d > 2, ae(1,2),n€ (0,1 -1/a) and € € (0’ 1‘j‘r27;7a), There exists 6§ € (0,7/2)

and ¢ > 0 such that the solution ¢ of (34) for D(0) satisfies p(x) < c|x|* ¢, Fix zg =
(a,0,...,0) € D(0). If ¢ is 1/a + n concave on D() then for any A € (0,1) we have

a2n

p(Azo) > AT (o) = X7 T ().
On the other hand p(Axg) < cAY ¢ |xg|* ¢, so

o2
c)\a—a|x0‘a—a > A\*T 1+nna 90(300)7
which gives
a2
)\1+an > gp(xg)cfl|xo|€7a

for any A € (0,1), contradiction. O
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We finish this section with an open problem concerning p-concavity of the first eigen-
function for the fractional Laplacian with Dirichlet boundary condition.
Let a« € (0,2),d>1, D C R be a bounded open set and let us consider the following

Dirichlet eigenvalue problem for (—A)®/2
(=N 20, (z) = Anpn(z), x €D, (75)
on(x) = 0, x € D°. (76)

It is well known (see e.g. [13], [27]) that there exists a sequence of eigenvalues 0 < \; <
A2 < A3 < ..., A\, — oo and corresponding eigenfunctions ¢, € L*(D). {¢,}5°; form an
orthonormal basis in L?(D), all ¢, are continuous and bounded on D, one may assume
that o1 > 0 on D.

Open problem. For any a € (0,2), d > 2 find p = p(d, ) € [—o0, 1] such that for
arbitrary open bounded convex set D C R? the first eigenfunction of (75{76|) is p-concave
on D. It is not clear whether such p = p(d, a) € [—o0, 1] exists.

Any results, even numerical, concerning this problem would be very interesting.

Acknowledgements. I thank R. Banuelos for posing the problem of p-concavity of
E*(1p) for symmetric a-stable processes. I also thank K.-A. Lee for interesting discussions.
I am grateful for the hospitality of the Institute of Mathematics, Polish Academy of
Sciences, the branch in Wroctaw, where a part of this paper was written.

REFERENCES

[1] R. Banuelos, R. D. DeBlassie, On the First Eigenfunction of the Symmetric Stable Process in a
Bounded Lipschitz Domain, [arXiv:1310.7869 (2013).

[2] R. Bafiuelos, T. Kulczycki, The Cauchy process and the Steklov problem, J. Funct. Anal. 211 (2004),
355-423.

[3] R. Bafiuelos, T. Kulczycki, P. J. Méndez-Herndndez, On the shape of the ground state eigenfunction
for stable processes, Potential Anal. 24 (2006), 205-221.

[4] K. Bogdan, T. Byczkowski, T. Kulczycki, M. Ryznar, R. Song, Z. Vondracek, Potential analysis
of stable processes and its extensions, Lecture Notes in Mathematics 1980, Springer-Verlag, Berlin,
(2009).

[5] K. Bogdan, T. Kulczycki, M. Kwasnicki, Estimates and structure of a-harmonic functions, Probab.
Theory Related Fields 140 (2008), 345-381.

[6] K. Bogdan, T. Kulczycki, A. Nowak, Gradient estimates for harmonic and q-harmonic functions of
symmetric stable processes, Illinois J. Math. 46 (2002), 541-556.

[7] K. Bogdan, B. Siudeja, A. Stos, Martin kernel for fractional Laplacian in narrow cones,
arXiv:1403.6581 (2014).

[8] Ch. Borell, Greenian potentials and concavity, Math. Anal. 272, (1985), 155-160.

[9] L. A. Caffarelli, A. Friedman, Convezity of solutions of semilinear elliptic equations, Duke Math. J.
52 (1985), 431-456.

[10] L. A. Caffarelli, L. Silvestre, An extension problem related to the fractional Laplacian, Comm. Partial
Differential Equations 32 (2007), 1245-1260.

[11] Z.-Q. Chen, P. Kim, R. Song, Heat kernel estimates for the Dirichlet fractional Laplacian, J. Eur.
Math. Soc. (JEMS) 12 (2010), 1307-1329.

[12] Z.-Q. Chen, R. Song, Estimates on Green functions and Poisson kernels for symmetric stable processes,
Math. Ann. 312 (1998), 465-501.

[13] Z.-Q. Chen, R. Song, Intrinsic ultracontractivity and conditional gauge for symmetric stable processes,
J. Funct. Anal. 150 (1997), 204-239.

[14] R. D. DeBlassie, The first exit time of a two-dimensional symmetric stable process from a wedge, Ann.
Probab. 18 (1990), 1034-1070.

[15] Yu. V. Egorov, M. A. Shubin, Linear partial differential equations. Foundations of the classical theory.
Partial differential equations I, Encyclopaedia Math. Sci. 30, Springer, Berlin (1992).

[16] A. El Hajj, H. Ibrahim, R. Monneau, Dislocation dynamics: from microscopic models to macroscopic
crystal plasticity, Contin. Mech. Thermodyn. 21 (2009), 109-123.

[17] J. Elliot, Absorbing barrier processes connected with the symmetric stable densities, Illinois J. Math.
vol. 3 (1959), 200-216.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1310.7869
http://arxiv.org/abs/1403.6581

48

T. KULCZYCKI

[18] R. K. Getoor, First passage times for symmetric stable processes in space, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.

101 (1961), 75-90.

[19] D. Gilbarg, N. S. Trudinger, Elliptic partial differential equations of second order, Grundlehren der

Mathematischen Wissenschaften, Vol. 224. Springer-Verlag, Berlin-New York, (1977).

[20] S. Gleason, T. H. Wolff, Lewy’s harmonic gradient maps in higher dimensions, Comm. Partial Differ-

ential Equations 16 (1991), 1925-1968.

[21] M. Kac, H. Pollard, Partial sums of independent random variables, Canad. J. Mat. vol. 11 (1950),

375-384.

[22] M. Kafimann, L. Silvestre, private communication.
[23] A. U. Kennington, Power concavity and boundary value problems, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 34 (1985),

687-704.

[24] A. U. Kennington, Power concavity of solutions of Dirichlet problems, Miniconference on nonlinear

analysis (Canberra, 1983), 133-136, Proc. Centre Math. Anal. Austral. Nat. Univ., 8, Austral. Nat.
Univ., Canberra, (1984).

[25] N. Korevaar, Capillary surface convezity above conver domains, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 32 (1983),

73-81.

[26] N. Korevaar, J. L. Lewis, Convez solutions of certain elliptic equations have constant rank Hessians,

Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 97 (1987), 19-32.

[27] T. Kulczycki, Intrinsic ultracontractivity for symmetric stable processes, Bull. Polish Acad. Sci. Math.

46 (1998), 325-334.

[28] T. Kulczycki Properties of Green function of symmetric stable processes, Probab. Math. Statist. (1997),

339-364.

[29] T. Kulczycki, Fzit time and Green function of cone for symmetric stable processes, Probab. Math.

Statist. 19 (1999), 337-374.

T. Kulezycki, M. Ryznar, Gradient estimates of harmonic functions and transition densities for Levy
processes, arXiv:1307.7158| to appear in Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.

H. Lewy, On the non-vanishing of the jacobian of a homeomorphism by harmonic gradients, Ann. of
Math. (2) 88, (1968), 518-529.

[32] L. G. Makar-Limanov, Solution of Dirichlets problem for the equation Au = —1 in a convez region,

Math. Notes Acad. Sci. USSR 9 (1971), 52-53.

[33] P. J. Méndez-Herndndez, Exit times from cones in R"™ of symmetric stable processes, Illinois J. Math.

46 (2002), 155-163.

[34] S. A. Molchanov, E. Ostrovskii, Symmetric stable processes as traces of degenerate diffusion processes,

Theory Probab. Appl. 14 (1969), 128-131.

[35] F. Spitzer, Some theorems concerning 2-dimensional Brownian motion, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 87

(1958), 187-197.

[36] G. Zurek, Concavity of a-harmonic functions (in Polish), Master Thesis, Institute of Mathematics

and Computer Science, Wroctaw University of Technology (2014).

INSTITUTE OF MATHEMATICS AND COMPUTER SCIENCE, WROCLAW UNIVERSITY OF TECHNOLOGY,

WYB. WYSPIANSKIEGO 27, 50-370 WROCLAW, POLAND.

E-mail address: Tadeusz.Kulczycki@pwr.edu.pl


http://arxiv.org/abs/1307.7158

	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	3. Estimates of derivatives of  near D
	4. Estimates of derivatives of u near D {0}
	5. Harmonic extension for a ball
	6. Concavity of 
	7. Extensions and conjectures
	References

