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The Calderon problem for variable coefficients
nonlocal elliptic operators
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Abstract

In this paper, we introduce an inverse problem of a Schrodinger type
variable nonlocal elliptic operator (—V - (A(z)V))® + ¢q), for 0 < s < 1.
We determine the unknown bounded potential ¢ from the exterior partial
measurements associated with the nonlocal Dirichlet-to-Neumann map
for any dimension n > 2. Our results generalize the recent initiative
[17] of introducing and solving inverse problem for fractional Schrodinger
operator ((—A)®+¢q) for 0 < s < 1. We also prove some regularity results
of the direct problem corresponding to the variable coefficients fractional
differential operator and the associated degenerate elliptic operator.
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1 Introduction

Let £ be an elliptic partial differential operator. We consider in this paper
an inverse problem associated to the nonlocal fractional operator L£° with the
power s € (0,1). We introduce the corresponding Calderén problem of deter-
mining the unknown bounded potentials ¢(z) from the exterior measurements
on the Dirichlet-to-Neumann (DN) map of the nonlocal Schrédinger equation
(L% +q)u = 0. It intends to generalize the recent study on the Calderén problem
for the fractional Schrodinger equation [I7]. The study of the nonlocal opera-
tors is currently an active research area in mathematics and often covers vivid
problems coming from different fields including mathematical physics, finance,
biology, geology. See the references [4l, [36] for subsequent discussions. The
study of inverse problems remains as a popular field in applied mathematics
since A.P. Calder6n published his pioneering work “On an inverse boundary
value problem” [9] in 1980s. The problem proposed by Calderén is: “Is it possi-
ble to determine the electrical conductivity of a medium by making voltage and
current measurements on its boundary?” It gets its momentum with the semi-
nal work of Sylvester and Uhlmann [44], solving the Calderén problem in space
dimension. Following that, many Calderén’s type inverse problems and related
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questions have been addressed and extensively studied by many authors, mostly
related to the local operators (for example: £). In a very recent progress the
study of Calderén’s type inverse problem is being initiated for nonlocal opera-
tors, in particular the Calderén problem of the fractional Schrédinger operator
(—A)® + g(x) has been addressed in [I7].

In this article, we continue the progress by considering more general non-
local operators (—V - (A(z)V))® + q(z) where A is possibly variable coefficient
anisotropic matrix with standard ellipticity and boundedness assumptions on
it. This work also offers a comparative study between nonlocal inverse prob-
lem of (—=V - (A(z)V))® + ¢(x) for 0 < s < 1, and the local inverse problem of
—V - (A(2)V) 4+ q(x). The solvability of the local inverse problem is fully known
in two dimension, whereas in three and higher dimension it is partially solved
for certain class of anisotropic matrix. We will see such difficulties do not arise
in our non-local analogue.

In this paper, we consider £ to be a second order linear elliptic operator of

the divergence form
L:=-V (A(x)V), (1.1)

which is defined in the entire space R™ for n > 2, where A(z) = (a;j(z)), x € R
is an m X n symmetric matrix satisfying the ellipticity condition, i.e.,

a;; = aj; forall 1 <4,5 <n, and
ATLE)? < szzl a;j ()€€ < AEJ? for all x € R™, for some A > 0.
(1.2)

Our definition of the fractional power £°, with its domain Dom(L£?), initiated
from the spectral theorem. We then extend the operator £°, by applying the
heat kernel and its estimates, as a bounded linear operator

£°: H*(R") —s H™5(R™).

The detailed definition of £° is included in Section
If Q is a bounded open set in R™, let us consider v € H*(R™) a solution to
the Dirichlet problem

(L4 qu=0 inQ, ulg =g, (1.3)
where g = q(z) € L>®(Q2) and €, is the exterior domain denoted by
Q. =R™\Q,

and it is assumed that int(2.) # (. We also assume that 0 is not an eigenvalue
of the operator (L* + ¢), which means

1.4
then w = 0. (1.4)

{ if we H*(R™) solves (£* 4+ ¢)w =0 in Q and w|qg, = 0,
For being ¢ > 0, the condition (L4)) is satisfied. Then for any given g € H*(f.),
there exists a unique solution u € H*(R™) solves the nonlocal problem (L3]) (see
Proposition B3). Next, we are going to define the associated DN map of the
problem (3) in an analogues way introduced in [I7, Lemma 2.4] as

Ag: X — X7, (1.5)



where X is the abstract trace space X = H*(R")/H*(Q) defined by
(Aglgl, [R]) = By(u, h), for g,h € H*(R"), (1.6)
the [-] stands for the equivalence class in X, i.e., for given g € H*(R"),
[9] = g+ g, with § € H*(Q),

and By (-, ) in (I6) is the standard bilinear form associated to the above problem
([T3) explicitly introduced in Section 2.2.

The range of the DN map could be interpreted as infinitesimal amount of
particles migrating to the exterior domain €2, in the steady state free diffusion
process in Q modeled by (I.3]) which gets excited due to some source term in €Q..
Analogue to the diffusion process, similar interpretations might be regarded in
the theory of stochastic analysis. For more details, see [T, [T}, 34].

Furthermore, if the domain 2, the potential ¢ in €2, the source term in €,
and the matrix A(z) in (L)) satisfying (L2) in R™ are sufficiently smooth, the
DN map is more explicit and is given by (see Remark [B.7))

Ay HP(Q) — H=5P(Q,) with Ayg = Loulq, ,
for any § > 0 satisfying 8 € (s— %, %) Heuristically, given an open set W C €.,
we interpret Aqg|w as measuring the cost required to maintain the exterior value
g in W for the fixed inhomogeneity in the system given by A(z) in the whole
space R"™.

The following theorem is the main result in this article. It is a generalization
of the fractional Schrédinger inverse problem studied in [I7] in any dimension
n > 2. This is also a local data result with exterior Dirichlet and Neumann
measurements in arbitrary open (possibly disjoint) sets O1, Oz C Q..

(H) Hypothesis on A(z)
1. A(z) is a bounded matrix-valued function in R™ satisfying (L.2)).
2. Let A(z) € C(R").

Theorem 1.1. Forn > 2, let Q@ C R™ be a bounded domain with Lipschitz
boundary and let q1,q2 € L>=(Q) satisfy condition (L4]). Assume that O1,Os C

Q. are arbitrary open sets and Ay, is the DN map with respect to (L°+q;)u =0
in Q for j=1,2. If

Alhg|(92 = qug|(92 fO’f’ any g € Cgo(ol)a (17)
and A(x) satisfies the hypothesis (H), then one can conclude that
g1 = g2 in Q.

Theorem [Tl can be interpreted as a partial data result for the above nonlocal
inverse problem. Analogues resembles can be made with the study of the partial
data Calderén’s type problem, the richness of such works can be found in [22]
23, 241, 25].

Let us present a comparative study between our non-local inverse problem
and the known local inverse problem. We begin with recalling the following local



inverse problem as: Determining the uniqueness of the potentials qg; = g2 in
from the information on the associated DN maps A4 4, = Aa,q, on 02, where
the Au g, : HY/2(0Q) — H~1/2(0Q) is the DN map defined by A4(ulsn) =
(AVu) - v|gq (where v is the unit outer normal on 992), and u; solves

(L+gj)u; = -V - (A(x)Vu;) + ¢j(z)u; =0in Q for j =1,2,

with A € L*°(Q) satisfying the ellipticity condition (L2)).

It has been answered positively in two dimensional case by using the isother-
mal coordinate. For n > 3, the answer is known for a certain class of anisotropic
matrices A. This problem has been often addressed via geometry settings which
goes as follows: Let (M, g) be a oriented compact Riemannian n-dimensional
manifold with C'°°-smooth boundary OM and let g be a continuous potential
on M. Consider

(—Ag+¢q@u=01in M, (1.8)

where

is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on (M,g) and g = det(g;x) with (gjx) =
(¢7F)~1. If {0} is not an eigenvalue of —A, + ¢, we have the corresponding
DN map on OM defined by

Agg: HY2(OM) — HY2(OM) by Ay 4(ulonr) := Zgjk—yk :

J,k=1 oM

where v = (v1,va, - ,V,) is the unit outer normal on M. The connection
between the matrix A = (a;i) and the metric g/* can be made as

¢F(x) = (det A(z)) "V Dap(z) for n > 3.

In the two-dimensional setting, if Ay 4 = Agq, on OM, then ¢4 = g2 in M
whenever ¢, g2 are continuous potential on M, see [2I]. However in the case
of three and higher dimensions, it has been answered partially. Under special
geometries, for instance, when (M, g) is admissible (see [I6], Definition 1.5] and
¢1, g2 are C*-smooth, then Ay, = Ay 4, on OM implies ¢1 = g2 in M, see [16]
Theorem 1.6].

In our paper, we study the inverse problem associated with the nonlocal
operator L£® + ¢, where L = =V - (A(z)V) and s € (0,1). We can determine
g1 = qo in  C R™ for any n > 2 via the partial information Aq1g|02 = A¢12g|(92
for any g € C2°(0;), with 01, Oz being arbitrary open subsets in €2, for any
matrix-valued function A(x) satisfying the hypothesis (H). Note that we do
not assume any further special structures on A(z) unlike to the case s = 1,
for example, the method (see [10]) consists of considering the limiting Carle-
man weight function for the Laplace-Beltrami operator in M and constructing
the corresponding complex geometrical optics (CGO) solutions based on those
weights of the problem (L8). Whereas, our analysis relies on the Runge type
approximation result (cf. Theorem[I.2]) based on the strong uniqueness property
(cf. Theorem [[3)) of the nonlocal operator L£°.



For A(z) being an n X n identity matrix I,,, then £ becomes the Laplacian
operator (—A) and the associated inverse problem for s = 1 has been studied
extensively. When n > 3, the global uniqueness result is due to [44] for ¢ € L*>®
and the authors [10, [BI] proved it for the case of ¢ € LP. When n = 2, Bukhgeim
[5] proved it for slightly more regular potentials and see [2] for the case of
q € LP. We refer readers to [48] for detailed survey on this inverse problem. For
s € (0,1), the study of this problem has been recently initiated in [I7].

Let us briefly mention the way we prove the uniqueness result g; = g2 in )
as stated in Theorem [[LT1 By having the following integral identity

/(‘h - Q2)U1u2 dx =0,
Q

which we obtain from the assumption on the DN maps (1), in particular, by
taking u; € H*(R™) solving (L% + ¢;)u; = 0 in Q with supp(u;) C QU Oy;
finally we derive for any g € L?(Q)

/(ih —q2)gdx = 0.
Q

The proof of the above integral identity will be completed with subsequent
requirements of the following strong uniqueness property and the Runge ap-
proximation property for the nonlocal operator £°, similar to the results known
(see [I7]) for the fractional Laplacian operator.

Theorem 1.2. (Strong uniqueness property) Let uw € H*(R™) be the function
with u = L%u = 0 in some open set O of R™, where s € (0,1) and A(z) satisfies
the hypothesis (1), then uw =0 in R™.

Theorem 1.3. (Runge approxzimation property) Let & C R™ be a bounded open
set and D C R™ be an arbitrary open set containing 2 such that int(D\Q) # (.
If A(x) satisfies the hypothesis (H) and g € L () satisfies (L), then for any
f € L%), for any € > 0, we can find a function u. € H*(R™) which solves

(L% + q)uc = 0 in Q and supp(u.) € D

and
||u€ — f||L2(Q) < €.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we will give a brief review
of the background knowledge required in our paper, including the definition of
the operator £°. Some results for the Dirichlet problem, including the well-
posedness and the definition of the corresponding DN map, associated with the
nonlocal operator £* will be established in Section[3l In Section Hdl we will show
that the nonlocal problem in R™ is related to a extension degenerate local elliptic
problem in R™ x (0, c0), which was first characterized by [43]. We also introduce
suitable regularity results for the nonlocal operator £° in R™, and its extension
operator in R™x (0, 00). These regularity results play the essential role to achieve
our desired results. We hope that this could be of some independent interests.
In Section Bl we will derive the strong unique continuation property (SUCP) for
variable fractional operators and we prove Theorems and [[3] In Section [G]
we prove the nonlocal type Calderén problem, Theorem [[LIl In Appendix, we
offer the proof of the existence, uniqueness, and related properties including the
Almgren type frequency function method and the associated doubling inequality
for the degenerate elliptic problem.



Acknowledgment

The authors would like to thank Professor Gunther Uhlmann for suggesting the
problem, and also to thank Professor Mikko Salo, Professor Gunther Uhlmann
and Doctor Hui Yu for helpful discussions. Y. H. L. is partially supported by
MOST of Taiwan under the project 160-2917-1-564-048.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we will discuss some key properties for the variable coefficients
fractional nonlocal operator £° = (=V - (A(z)V))*. For A(z) being an identity
matrix, the operator £ becomes the well-known fractional Laplacian operator
(=A)*, and the detailed study about the (—A)?® is available in [3] [6] [7 [8l, 37,
38, [40], 4T, [42].

2.1 Spectral Theory

We sketch in this section some basis of the spectral theory which will be used
in this paper. For details, readers can refer to the references [35] 39, [46], etc.

Let £ be a non-negative definite and self-adjoint operator densely defined in a
Hilbert space, say, L?(R™). Let ¢ be a real-valued measurable function defined
on the spectrum of £. Then the following defined ¢(L£) is also a self-adjoint
operator in L?(R™),

o(L) = / o\ dE,

where {E, } is the spectral resolution of £ and each E) is a projection in L?(R™)
(see for instance, [19]). The domain of ¢(L) is given by

Dom(6(£)) = {f e @y [ TP P < oo} |

The linear operator ¢(£) : Dom(¢p(L)) — L?*(R™) is understood, via Riesz
representation theorem, in the following sense,

(O(L)f. g) = / TN dErS,g), | € Dom($(L)), g€ L*(®™),

where (-, -) denotes the (real) inner product in L?(R").

Now we are in a position to define the fractional operator £°. Notice that
A= [ (e = 1)t717%dt /T (—s) for s € (0,1), where I'(—s) := —I'(1 — s)/s,
and T' is the Gamma function. We define, given s € (0,1),

> 1 > dt
5= SdE) = —— L _1d) — 2.1
c /0 N B = S)/O (e~ 1) 0 (2.1)

where e~** given by
e tf ::/ e dE) (2.2)
0



is a bounded self-adjoint operator in L?(R™) for each t > 0. The operator family
{e7*£}4>0 is called the heat semigroup associated with £ (cf. [33]). The domain
of L? is given by

Dom(£*) = {f e ey [Nl < oo} | (2.3)

Notice for any f € Dom(L?) that, £5f € L*(R™) and is given, again in the sense
of Riesz representation theorem, by the formula

(L5f,9) = F(is) /OOO <(e*tt:f _ f) ,g> %, g € L*(R™), (2.4)

when s € (0,1).
Remark 2.1. We remark here that

Dom(L) € Dom(L*), se€ (0,1). (2.5)

In fact, for any f € Dom(L) C L?(R™), one has

[e's] [e3) 1
| dimiE= [ [ e
0 1 0
< [TwamgE [ diEg?
0 0

= [ILf 72 gny + | FIIF2(mny < 00

2.2 Sobolev Spaces

For simplicity, we shall always consider real function spaces in this paper. Our
notations for Sobolev spaces are mainly followed by [29].

Let a € R be a constant. Let H*(R™) = W®»2(R") be the (fractional)
Sobolev space endowed with the norm

||u||H“(]R”') = Hjil{ <§>aju}HL2(Rn)a

where (€) = (1 + [¢?)2. It is known that for s € (0,1), || - | g+ (rny has the
following equivalent form

||U||H5(Rn) = ||u||L2(]Rn) + [U]HS(]Rn) (26)

where )
) [u(@) = u(z)]

s = ——————dxdz,

[U]H (0) /O><O |$—z|"+28 xraz

for any open set O of R™.
Given any open set O of R” and a € R, we denote the following Sobolev
spaces,

HO) :={u]o; u € H*(R™)},

H*(O) := closure of C°(0) in H*(R"),
H{(0O) := closure of C2°(0) in H*(O),



and _
HE = {u € H*(R"); supp(u) C Q}.

The Sobolev space H%(O) is complete under the norm
|ull tra (o) = inf {||v|| gagny;v € HA(R") and v|o = u} .

It is known that H(O) C HZ(0), and that HZ is a closed subspace of H*(R").

Lemma 2.2. ([29]) Let Q2 be a Lipschitz domain in R™. Then
1. For any a € R,

H%(Q) = H: C HH(Q),

2. Fora >0 and a ¢ {%,%,%,%,...},
H*(Q) = H§(9).

2.3 The Operator L*

In this paper, we consider £ to be a linear second order partial differential
operator of the divergence form

L:=—V (A(x)V). (2.7)

We assume that the n-by-n matrix A(z) = (a;;(x))7;—; is symmetric and that
L is uniformly elliptic, namely,

ATHEP < €T A(2)E < AJ¢)? for all € € R™, (2.8)

for some positive constant A. We also assume that the variable coefficients of £
are smooth, i.e.,
Aij = Gj; € Cc>*, 1< i, < n. (29)

It is easy to see that the operator £ introduced in (270)-(2.9) is well-defined
on C§°(R™), which is dense in the Hilbert space L?(R™). However, £ is not
self-adjoint in the domain C§°(R™). In fact, one can verify in this case that, the
adjoint operator admits the domain Dom(L*) = {f € L?*(R"); Lf € L*(R")},
which does not coincide with C§°(R™). In order to define the fractional power
L* by applying the spectral theory we briefly sketched in Section 2], one needs
firstly to extend £ as a self-adjoint operator densely defined in L?(R").

It is known, see for instance [19], that £ with the domain

Dom(L) = H*(R™) (2.10)

is the maximal extension such that £ is self-adjoint and densely defined in
L?(R™). Moreover, it is natural to expect that Dom(£*) is close to the Sobolev
space H?*(R™), which is shown, at least when s = 1/2, that Dom(L®) =
H?(R™) (cf. [12, 19]). Next, we would like to extend the definition of L£?
from its domain Dom(L£?) introduced in [Z3) to H*(R), using heat kernels and
theirs estimates.



It is known that for £ satisfying (Z7)-(23), the bounded operator e ~** given
in (2.2)) admits a symmetric (heat) kernel p;(z, z) (cf. [19]). In other words, one
has for any t € Ry := (0,00) and any f € L*(R") that

n

(eftl:f) (x) = / pi(x,2)f(2)dz, x€R"™. (2.11)
Moreover for any ¢ € Ry, the kernel p;(-, -) is symmetric and admits the following
estimates (cf. [12]) with some positive constants ¢; and b;, j = 1,2,

lz—=|2 lz—=|2

cre T % <pi(zx,z) < e 2T 73 g,z e R (2.12)

By applying similar arguments as in the proof of [8, Theorem 2.4], one has for
f+g € Dom(L#) that

€Cro =g | [ (@)= 1)) - oo, dod

(2.13)
Now we define
1 e dt
Ks(z,2) = m/o pt(x,z)ﬁ. (2.14)
It is seen from (ZI2]) that K enjoys the following pointwise estimate
Cl 02 n
m SICS((E,Z):ICS(Z,.’L')S m, .’I],ZGR 5 (215)

with some positive constants Cy, Cs. Hence it is obtain by recalling the norm
28) of H*(R™) that for any f,g € H*(R"), the right hand side (RHS) of ([2.13)
coincides with

1

3| @) - F) o) ~ g o, 2)dad,

Therefore, it is natural to extend the definition of £° from Dom(L?) to H*(R™)
in the following distributional sense

1

@ro=5 [ (@)= Do) - gEu(e ) dadz (210

Moreover, it is obtained from (ZI%]) that, there exists a positive constant C such
that the operator £° defined in (2.10) satisfies

KL f, 9)| < Cllullgs@ny [0l s Rmy,  w,v € H*(R™). (2.17)
Thus, the definition (2I8) gives a bounded linear operator
£ H*(R") — H*(R").

We observe by using the symmetry Ky (z, z) = Ks(z, z) that £° is also symmet-
ric, namely

(Lf,9) =(L’g,[), fg€HR"). (2.18)



Furthermore, it is obtained that

(L5f,g) == lim /n/ ‘> flx) = f(2)(g(x) — g(2)Ks(z, z)dxdz

2 e—0t

=5 Jim // U6 = Sk )

2 e—0+
‘Ji%h/n/m ICCRNOXCIER T
= [ o i [ @) DK 2

holds for all f,g € H*(R™). Hence one can also write

(£°f) (z) = lim (f(@) = f(2))Ks(2, 2)dz, f € HY(R™).  (2.19)

e—=0+ |lt—z|>e€

3 Dirichlet problems for £° + ¢

In a continuation to the general case, we proceed our discussions by introducing
the state spaces followed by the Dirichlet problem and associated DN map for
for L° + q.

3.1 Well-Posedness

Throughout this section, we shall always let 2 C R™ be a bounded Lipschitz
domain, ¢ be a potential in L>°(£2) and s € (0,1) be a constant. We consider
the following nonlocal Dirichlet problem for the nonlocal operator £,

(3.1)

(L°+qu=f inQ,
u=g in Q.

Define the bilinear form Bg(-,-) by
By(v,w) == (L%v, w) Jr/ q(z)v(x)w(z)dz, v,we H¥(R™) (3.2)
Q

with £° given by the form (ZI6). It is seen from ([2I8) that B, is symmetric,
and from (ZI7) that By is a bounded in H*(R™) x H*(R"), i.e.,

1By(v,w)| < Cllolleany ey, vow € HUEY).  (33)

It is further obtained that B, can be also regarded as a symmetric bounded
bilinear form in the space H*(f2). In fact, by using (B3) and the fact that
C§°(Q) is dense in H*(Q2), one can define for any v € H*(Q)) that,

By(v,9) = (L°0, ) +/Q q(z)v(z)p(x) dr, ¢ € C5o(Q), (3-4)

where © € H*(R"™) is an extension of v such that 9|q = v.

10



Definition 3.1. Let €2 be a bounded Lipschitz domain in R". Given f €
H~°(Q) and g € H*(R"), we say that u € H*(R") is a (weak) solution of (3.
ifug:=u—ge H*(Q) and

By(u,¢) = (f,¢) for any ¢ € C5°(2), (3.5)

or equivalently

By(tg, ) = (f = (£° +q)g,¢) for any ¢ € C5°(2). (3.6)

Remark 3.2. Tt is noticed that the space C§°(f2) of test functions in (3.5) and
B8) can be replaced by H*().

The well-posedness of the Dirichlet problem (1)) is shown by the following
more general result.

Proposition 3.3. Let Q be a bounded Lipschitz domain in R™ and ¢ € L*>°(Q).
The following results hold.

(1) There is a countable set 3 = {\;}32; of real numbers Ay < Ap < ... —
00, such that given A € R\ X, for any f € H *(Q) and any g € H*(R™), there
is a unique u € H*(R™) satisfying u — g € f[s(Q) and

By(u,v) — Au,v) 2 = (f,v) for anyv e H*(Q). (3.7)

Moreover,
[l 2o my < Co (I flr-s(0) + gl a2 m)) - (3.8)

or some constant Cp > 0 independent o and g.
f Co > 0 ind d f f and
(2) The condition (L) holds if and only if 0 ¢ 3.
(8) If ¢ > 0 a.e. in Q, then ¥ C Ry, and hence (L4) always holds.

Proof. Tt is obtained from (ZT5]) and 2I0) that

1

(LPv,v) = 3 /RTLXW |v(x) — U(z:)|2 Ks(x, z)dxdz > col|v| gs mny, (3.9)

for any v € H*(R™) with some constant ¢o > 0 independent of v. As a conse-
quence,

By(v,v) + Ao(v,v) 2 > col|v]|% (3.10)

H#(Q)’

for any v € H*(), where g is a constant such that Ay < llg—ll o) with

g—(z) := —min{0,¢(z)}. On the other hand, it is easy to see from ([B3) that
By (w, 0) + Ao(w, v) 2| < (C + Ao)l[wll g o 1/l 7 (2 (3.11)
holds for any w,v € H*(€2). Hence, we know that the bilinear form By(-,-) +
Ao(+, )2 is bounded and coercive. Therefore, given any f € H~ ( )
there is a unique u € H*(Q) such that
By (u,v) + Xo(u,v) 2 = (f,v) for any v € H(S), (3.12)
and that
[ull 7o) < Cllf (2 (3.13)
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with some constant C' independent of f. Denote by Gy the operator mapping f
to the solution u of [BI2). Then Gy is bounded from H~%(Q) to H*(Q) with a
bounded inverse. _

Now, suppose u, € H*(Q) satisfying (3.7]) with u = u,. Then one has

g = Go (f + (A + Xo)iy) ,

which implies

(/\iAOId—QO) g =Gof, (3.14)
where Id denotes the identity map in Hs (©). By compact Sobolev embedding,
it is observed that Gy is compact in H 5(2). Thus by the spectral properties
of compact operators, G, ! has discrete spectrum {ﬁ 521 consisting only
eigenvalues with A\; — oo as j increases. Denote ¥ = {);}52,. Then by the
Fredholm alternative one has for any A ¢ X, the operator

1 ~S ~S
<)\+)\Oldgo> L HA Q) — H5(Q),

is injective and has a bounded inverse. Therefore, the equation (3.I4]) is uniquely
solvable, providing A ¢ X, with the following estimate of the solution g,

gl 72y < Cllf -2 (3.15)

for some constant C' > 0 independent of 4, and f.

The rest of the proof for the statement (1) is completed by considering
Ug = u — g. The result in (2) is a direct consequence of (1). Finally, by taking
Ao = 0 in the previous arguments, one already sees (3). O

Next we consider the Dirichlet problem ([B.1]) with a zero RHS, namely,

{(,cs +qu=0 inQ, (316)

u=gq in Q..

In the rest of the paper, we shall always assume that ¢ € L>(Q) satisfies (L4),
or equivalently, 0 ¢ X with the set ¥ given in Proposition Under this
assumption, it is shown in Proposition B3] that given any g € H*(R"), the
Dirichlet problem (BI6]) admits a unique solution v € H*(R™) such that

lull e mny < Cllgll e @ny- (3.17)

Recall that u € H*(R") is called a solution of @I6) if u—g € H*(Q) and
Bg(u,v) =0 for any v € H* ().

Remark 3.4. We emphasize here that the solution v of [BI6]) does not depends
on the value of g in Q. To be more precise, let g1,92 € H*(R™) be such that
91— g2 € H¥(Q) = H§. Denote u; € H*(R"™) as the solution of (£I0) with the
Dirichlet data g; for each j = 1,2. It is observed that

i =1 —up = (w1 — g1) — (uz — g2) + (91 — g) € H*(Q)
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and By(@,v) = 0 for any v € H*(). Thus by the unique solvability of (3.10)
with ¢ = 0 one has u = 0. Therefore, one can actually consider the nonlocal
problem ([B.I6) with Dirichlet data in the quotient space

X = H*(R")/HE = H*(Q,), (3.18)

provided that €2 is Lipschitz.

3.2 The DN Map

We define in this section the associated DN map for £° 4 ¢ via the bilinear form
By in (35).

Proposition 3.5. (DN map) Let Q be a bounded Lipschitz domain in R™ for
n>2,s€(0,1) and ¢ € L>®(Q) satisfy the eigenvalue condition (L4). Let X
be the quotient space given in ([BI8). Define

<Aq[g]ﬂ [h]> = BQ(u’ﬂ h)v [g]ﬂ [h] € Xv (319)

where g,h € H*(R™) are representatives of the classes [g],[h] € X respectively,
and v € H*(R™) is the solution of [BI6) with the Dirichlet data g. Then,

Ay X — X7,
which is bounded. Moreover, we have the following symmetry property for A4,

(Aqlgl, [P]) = (Ag[R], [g]),  [g],[h] € X, (3.20)

Proof. We first show that A, given in (BI9) is well-defined. Recall from Re-
mark [34] that, the solution to (BI0) with Dirichlet data g € H*(R™) is the
same as the solution with data g, as long as g — g € I;S(Q) Thus the RHS of
BI39) is invariant under the different choices of the representative g € H*(R")
for [g] € X. In addition, one has

By (u, h) = By(u, h) + By(u, h — h) = By(u, h),

for any h € H*(R™) such that h — h € H*(2). Therefore, the RHS of FIJ) is
well determined by [g], [h] € X.
From the boundedness ([B.3) of B, one has

[(Aqlgl, [R))] < Cligoll zs ey 1ol 12 e
< Cilllglllx 1A x,

by properly choosing representatives go, hg € H*(R™) for [g],[h] € X. The
symmetry of X is a direct consequence of the symmetry of the bilinear form B3,.
The proof is completed. O

Recall that the quotient space X is isometric to H*(,), since Q@ C R"™ is
a Lipschitz domain. Hence one can always regard the operator A, defined in
Proposition as

gt HH(Q0) = (H(Q0))" = H® = H*(Q0).

13



In general, for any h € H*(R™) we have

(Aq[g]a [h])X*XX = Bq(ug;%)

:/ TLESugdsz/qugEd:c
n Q

= / ﬁﬁsugd:c
Qe

= / hLug dx. (3.21)
Qe

We must note that, the above integral becomes zero whenever h € H*(€,), (i.e.
whenever h has support only in Q.):

(Aglgl, [h]) x+xx =0, for any h € ﬁs(Qe).

Then from (B.2I) we have

(Aqlgl, [h])Hgs(R")st(Qe) = /Q hLug dx, for any h € H*(.).
This implies that
Aglg] = £5u9|Qe : (3:22)

Let us continue to give another representation of A4[g] involving the Neumann
operator N;. We introduce the anisotropic nonlocal Neumann operator N
analogues to the Neumann operator which is initiated in [14] for the fractional

Laplacian operator (—A)®. Here we define the anisotropic nonlocal Neumann

operator N, for £% over the exterior domain 2. as follows:
) = / Ks(z, 2)(u(z) —u(z))dz, for x € Q. and u € H*(R") (3.23)
Q

where Ks(z, z) (cf. (ZI4)) is the kernel of £ introduced in (ZI9I).

Lemma 3.6. Let Q C R"™ as mentioned above. Then
Aglg] = Nsug —mg + L5 (Eog))lg, - (3.24)

where m € C*(8.) is given by m( fQ (x,2)dz and Ey is extension by
zero, i.e. Eog = xq.g.

Proof. Since € is a Lipschitz domain, from ([B22]) we have:
Aglg] = (L7ug) [o. = (L (xaug) + L° (Xﬂeug))lge )

as we know if g € H*(£2.), then g € H*(,) for some o € (—1/2,1/2) and hence
Eog,ug € H*(R™). Recall also that xo and (1 — xq) are pointwise multipliers
on H*(R™) (see [17]). Now from the pointwise definition of £* given in (219,
and the Neumann operator in (323) it simply follows that :

(L% (xaug)) lo. = Nsug —mg) o,

where m € C*°(£2,) is given by m(z) = [, Ks(z, 2) dz. O
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Hence, we have two representation of A4[g] are given by (322) and (B24).

Remark 3.7. Let  C R™ be a bounded open set with C°*°-smooth boundary.
Suppose the matrix A(x) given in (Z7) satisfying ([2)), potential ¢(z) and the
source term g(z) are C*°-smooth functions in R™, Q, and . , respectively.

1 1
Then for any 8 > 0 with s — 3 <pB< 3 the DN map is given by

Ag: HP(Q0) — H*P(Q0), Agg = Lougla,,
where u, € H**#(R") is a solution of (£* + ¢)u = 0 in Q with u = g in Q..

Proof. Since A(z) € C°°(R™) and L? is the fractional operator with C*°-smooth
coeflicients of order 2s, it bounds to satisfy the s-transmission eigenvalue condi-
tion given in [20]. Then the proof becomes analogues to the proof of [I7, Lemma
3.1] and we omit here. O

We end this section by deriving couple of results regarding the integral iden-
tity in our case.

Lemma 3.8. (Integral identity) Let Q@ CR™ as mentioned above, s € (0,1) and
q1,q2 € L*°(Q) satisfy (LA). For any g1, 92 € H*(Qe) one has

((Aqy = Ag)lgnls [92]) = (@1 — @2)rur, rus)re (3.25)
where u; € H*(R™) solves (L® + g;j)u; = 0 in Q with ujlo, = g; for j =1,2.
Proof. By [320), we have

(Agy = Ago)[91], [92]) = (Agi 1] [92]) — ([91], Ags [92])
= By, (u1,u2) — By, (u1, uz2)

= ((q1 — g2)roui, rou2)rn.

4 Extension Problems for L°

In this section, we introduce an extension problem, which characterize the non-
local operator L£°. For convenience, we introduce the following notations.

Notations in R™t!

We shall always, unless otherwise specified, refer the notation (z,y) € R**! with
x € R" and y € R. Let RZ_H be the (open) upper half space of R"™1, namely,

R = {(z,y); ¥ € R",y > 0} and its boundary OR}™" := {(z,0); z € R"}.
Given any zg € R", (z9,70) € R"™ and R > 0, we denote the balls

B (zg,R) :={zx € R": |z — 29| < R} CR",
B" ((z0,90), R) := {(z,y) eER™ ]z — o2 + |y — wol? < R},
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and as yg = 0, we set

B (20, R) := B"*! ((20,0), R) ,
B (20, R) := B"™! (z9, R) N {y > 0},
B* (20, R) := B" " (20, R) N {y = 0}.
Let s € (0,1) and D be a bounded Lipschitz domain in R"™!. Let w be an
arbitrary A Muchenhoupt weight function (cf. [15,[30]) and we denote L?(D, w)

to be the weighted Sobolev space containing all functions U which are defined
a.e. in D such that

1/2
U L2(D,w) := </ w|U|2d:cdy> < 0.
D

Define
HY(D,w) :={U € L*(D,w); V.,U € L*(D,w)},

where V, , = (V,9,) = (V,d,) is the total derivative in R"*1. In this work,
the weight function w might be y* =24, |y|* 2%, 4?*~! and |y|?*~! and it is known
(cf. [26]) that y1=2¢ € Ay for s € (0,1). It is easy to see that L?(D,w) and
H'(D,w) are Banach spaces with respect to the norms | - || .2(p,.,) and

1/2
10l @ = (108 20,0) + IVasUlRz00))

respectively. We shall also make use of the weighted Sobolev space H}(D,w)
which is the closure of C§°(D) under the H!(D,w) norm.
Let us consider the following extension problem in R"*!

(4.1)

LU + 22U, + Uy =0 in Ry,
U(-,0) = u(x) on OR”H1.

The extension problem is related to the nonlocal equation (L3)), where the non-
local operator £° has been regarded as a Dirichlet-to-Neumann map of the
above degenerate local problem (ZI]). For convenience, we introduce an auxil-
iary matrix-valued function A: R — RvDx(nt1) by

Alr) = ( 4 ¢ ) . (4.2)

We introduce the following degenerate local operator by

12 =V, (52 A(2) V). (4.3)

It can be seen that y_1+25,$%_25 is nothing but the above degenerate local
operator introduced in ([@1]) as

1-—2s

g};% = yl=2s {V (A(x)V) + Oy + 65} .
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4.1 Basic properties for the extension problem

Let us begin with the following solvability result of the extension for £, where £
is a second order elliptic operator £ = —V - (A(2)V). Recall that the fractional
Sobolev space H*(R™) can be realized as a trace space of the weighted Sobolev
space HY (R, y1=2) for s € (0,1) (see [47]), i.e., for a given u € H*(R"),
there exists Up(z,y) € H'(RTT,y'=2%) such that Uy(z,0) = u(x) € H*(R"™)
with

100l 1 s iy < Cllualszogany. (4.4)
For given u € H*(R") and define H} (R}, y1=2) := {U € HY(R}T, y1=2) .
U = 0on dRT™}, then we say U(z,y) € H'(RTT,y'72%) is a weak solu-

tion of the Dirichlet boundary value problem (@Il) whenever % :=U — Uy €
HY(RI 1 2)

/Rnﬂ Y B AV U - Vi ypdrdy (4.5)
+
= /]R"*l 9172Sg($)vm,yU0 : vm,y(bdxdya
it

for all ¢ € CX(R). The solution U(z,y) € HY(R}™, y'=2%) can be also
characterized as a unique minimizer of the Dirichlet functional

min {/ ylf?gg(z)vzﬁylll Vo Vdady : U(z,0) = u(z)} .
Ry

Ve H! (RiJrl,yl—Zs)

The existence and the uniqueness for the Dirichlet problem with zero exterior
data is given in the Appendix. First, we have the following uniqueness result.

Lemma 4.1. (Unique extension) Let s € (0,1) and let A be given by @) with
A(x) satisfying (L2). Given any u € H*(R™), there exists a unique solution
Uc Hl(Riﬁ-l,ylf%) Of

1—2s . . n+1
{zg U=0 inRM 46)

U(-,0)=u in R™.
Proof. Tt is known from [32] [47] that H*(R™) can be regarded as the trace space
of HY(R™!,y'=2%) on OR'*'. Therefore, one can find a function V in the
space H'(R"! y1=2%) such that V(z,0) = u(x) for z € R™. It is then verified
by [15, Theorem 2.2] that there is a unique solution U € H'(R}H!, y1=2%) of
fAlf%U = 0 such that U — V € H}(R}T,y'=2%). Thus, the existence of

solution to () has been proven. The uniqueness is then a simple consequence
of [I5, Theorem 2.2]. O

Next, we demonstrate the following stability estimate.

Lemma 4.2. (Stability estimate) Let u and U be the same as in Lemma (@),
then the stability estimate is given by

U g1 g+t 120y < Cllulls n)- (4.7)

for some C > 0 independent of u and U.
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Proof. Given u € H*(R"), there exists Up(z,y) € H (R}, y172°) such that
Uo(2,0) = u(z). Since U € H'(RTT,y'72%) is a weak solution of (&), let
V :=U — Uy, then V € HY(R}™,y172%) is a weak solution of

V-(y'"2AVV) =V -G in R,
V(z,0)=0 in R,

where G := fy1*25/~1(z)vzﬁyU0. It is easy to see that y>*~1G € L3R}, y1=2)

and
/ y1725|y2571G|2d$dy — / y172s
RO RHL
+ +

0/ y' 72|V, Uo |2 dzdy,
Rfl

~ 2
sz,yUO‘ dedy

IN

for some universal constant C' > 0. Thus, from (Z.2) in Appendix, we know

HUHHl(Ri“,ylds) < C||y71+25GHLZ(]R1+1,y1*23)
< Ol e 209
S CHUHHs(Rn),

for some constant C' > 0 and the last inequality comes the trace estimate (£.4).
O

We observe that since A(x) satisfies the hypothesis (H), from the standard
elliptic regularity theory, we get that U is C*°-smooth in R’fr"’l. Consequently,
by using the standard weak formulation method, we can obtain that y'~2¢9,U
converges to some function h € H~*(R") as y — 0 in H*(R") as

(haqﬁ(xao))H*S(R")xHS(]R") = /]Rn+l yl_ng(:E)Vm,yU : vz,y(bdxdya (48)
+

for all ¢ € HY(R}T,y1=2%). In other words, U € HY (R, y1=2%) is a weak
solution of the Neumann boundary value problem

(4.9)

Vo ("2 A(@)V,,U) =0 in R,
lim, o y'~2*0,U = h in R"® x {0}.

The following proposition characterizes lim,_,0 y'~2*0,U = h as dsh = Lu, for
some constant ds depending on s, which connects the nonlocal problem and the
extension problem.

Proposition 4.3. Given u € H*(R"), define

U(z,y) :== /n Pj(x, z)u(z)dz, (4.10)

where Pj is the Poisson kernel given by

2s

y 2 dt n
5)/0 e 4tpt(x,z)m, z,z € R" y >0, (4.11)

Pj(x,2) = ()
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with the heat kernel p; introduced in Section [2.3. Then U € Hl(RT'l,kaS)
and is the weak solution of ([A8) and

. U(vy) - U(,O) _ 1 1—-2s F(*S) s
y1_1>%1+ y2s - 2s yli%ler U (oY) = 45 F(S)E “ (412)
in H=5(R"™).

Remark 4.4. Note that Stinga and Torrea [43] proved the equality (@I2]) for
u € Dom(L®). Here we extend such results for all u € H*(R™).

Proof. From [43] Theorem 2.1], we know that
Ulz,y) := / Pj(x, z)u(z)dz

solves the equation (&6). From Lemma[@I] we know that U € H (R}, y1=2°)
due to u € H*(R™). It remains to demonstrate that [LI2]) for v € H*(R™).
U(,y) = U(-0 T

( ,y)yzs (,0) _ 4S(F( ))E‘Su for any v € H*(R").
By using (.0) in Appendix, we can deduce

<hm wv>

Firstly, we prove lim,,_,o+

y—0 y3s H—s(R")x H® (R")
~ [ i [fR” By 2)ulz)dz - “(“] v(z)dz
Rn Y0 y=s
/ iy Jrn B (@ 2) (U(Z) — u(z)) v(z)dz
= im
Rn ¥—0
1 i _y_ dt
:431"( 7 L y%%h 6141)%1+ . I>€/ z) (u(z) — u(x)) v(x)—t1+s dzdzx

S

/n el—i>%1+ /Z_I>€ (/0 pt(:z:,z)tld%) (u(z) —u(z)) v(z)dzdx

R
. E£%1+ /z o Ks(z, 2) (u(z) — u(z)) v(z)dzdx
L?

\—/v

Cln

\—/v

{

=4SF(S U V) o ) 72 )

~—

I'(-s)
45T ()
density argument. It is known that for u € Dom(L?), then (£I2) holds in
L?(R™). Consider a sequence {uy }reny € Dom(L£*) N H*((R™) such that ux — u
in H*(R") as k — oo. Let Uy € H'(R}™,y'=2%) be the solution to (&I)
with the boundary data uy for each k& € N. Recall from (Z3) and (2I0) that
C5°(R™) C Dom(£L?). Thus by [43] Theorem 1.1] and Lemma [L1] Uy (z,y) can
be uniquely represented by

Secondly, we prove 5 limy o4 y'"20,U (-, y) = L%u by utilizing the

Ui(z,y) = i Pj(z,2)uk(2)dz, for z € R" and y € R (4.13)
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Moreover, the following relation

)y, (4.14)

1
— lim y'7?*0,U(-,y) = T (s)

25 y—0+
holds in L?(R™) by [43, Theorem 1.1] again. Following that, from (8] or (@9),
we conclude for being U € HY(RY, y'=2), L limy 04 y'72°0,U(z,y) = h
exists in H*(R™). For convenience, we set hy := zfs(r ss)) L%u. Note that U, —U
solves the equation X%fQS(Uk —U) =0 in R with (Uy — U)(2,0) = (uy, —

u)(x), by the stability estimate ([@1), we get

0% = Ul gt yn-2ey < Cllue =l oy

for some constant C' > 0 independent of Uy, U, ur and u. Hence, U, — U
in HY(R}™, y172) due to uy — u in H*(R") as k — oo. On the other hand,
by using the weak formulation (8], for any ¢ € H'(R}T, y172%) (recall that
¢(x,0) € H*(R™) by the trace characterization), Uy, — U satisfies

[ o8 AV U= U)oy = (i = 1,00 0) - a5

From Uy — U in H} (R, y'72%) as k — oo, we conclude that hy — h in
H—*(R™) as k — oo. Finally, by the integral representation ([2.I6]) for £° and
up — u in H3(R™) as k — oo, we can derive that

hk;¢

—~

2,0)) gr—s (meyx 1= (R

—
—~
|
»
~ ~—

= (ﬁsuk,qﬁ(.’ﬂ 0)) s(Rm)x Hs (R™)

2T (s)
- %f( Z)) /R%n ) — up(2))(p(x,0) — ¢(2,0))Ks(z, 2)dxdz
> S L () w60, — 9 0o, 2
S (R P

as k — oo. By using the uniqueness limit of hj, then we can conclude that
h= L(I?(ss)) L5uin H~*(R™). Therefore we have verified ({.12]) and thus completes
the proof. O

Next, we recall the well-known reflection extension for the extension problem.

4.2 Even reflection extension and its related regularity
properties

Similar to the fractional Laplacian case, we also have the following reflection
property for fractional variable operators. Let us consider BT‘l (xo,R) C R’}FH ,
where lim,_,o y*72*9,U = 0 in B(zo, R) C Q. Now by using the even reflection,

we define
~ U ify>0
O(a,y) = (z,9) ify >0, (4.15)
U(z,—y) ify<0,
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where U(z,y) solves (@I). Then U(z,y) is a solution of the following problem
Ve (y' "2 A(z)V,,,U) = 0 in B" (20, R). (4.16)
In general, for
Ve - ([y' "2 A(@)V4yV) = Vo, - G in B" (20, R),

where G is a vector-valued function satisfies y ~'+2%|G| € L?(B" " (zo, R), |y|* ~2*),
then we say V to be a weak solution of the above equation if

/ ' "2 A(2) V.,V - Vo yodody = / G - Vg yddady,
Bnt1(zo,R) Bnt1(zo,R)
for all ¢ € C°(B" (29, R)).

We have the following regularity results.

Proposition 4.5. (a) (Solvability) Let D C R"*! be a bounded domain with
C*>-smooth boundary and G is a vector-valued function satisfies |y|=1t2%|G| €
L3(D,|y|*=2%). Let g € HY(D,|y|'*=2%), then there is a unique solution V €
HY(D, ') of

Ve (y' "2 A(2)VeyV) = Vay - G in D, (4.17)

with V — g € HY(D, y|*=%*).

(b) (Interior Hélder’s reqularity) Let D C R be a bounded domain with
C*-smooth boundary and let V be a weak solution to {{.17) where h is a vector-
valued function satisfies y~'72%|G| € L2"*t)(D, |y|'=2). Then V € C%8(D")
for some 8 € (0,1) depending on n and s, where D' € D is an arbitrary open
set.

(c) (Higher regularity in the x-direction) Let D C R™" "1 be a bounded domain
with C*-smooth boundary and let V€ HY(D,|y|*=2%) be a weak solution of

Vo - (/"> A(2)V,,,V) = 0 in D. (4.18)

Then for each fixed y = yo with (x,y0) € D', we have V(x,yo) € C*(D' N
{y = yo}) in any open subset D' € D, whenever the matriz A(x) satisfies the
hypothesis (H ).

Proof. The proof of (a) has been established in [I5] for |y|!=2% being an A
function and the proof of (b) is a direct consequence of [I5, Theorem 2.3.12].
We move into showing (c). Set A” to be the classical differential quotient
operator, which means

Viz +hei,y) = V(z,y)

Al =

forany i =1,2,--- ,n,

where we have fixed y > 0. From straightforward calculation, if V(x) solves
[@I]), we get A V(z) solves

Ve ('3 Az + he)) Ve W (AR V) =V, - G in Dy, (4.19)

where the function G = —|y|!72¢ (AZiZ)Vz,yV(x, y) and Dy, € D is an arbitrary
subset such that the Hausdorff distance between D and Dj greater than h.
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Note that in the right hand side of {@I9J) satisfies the condition |y|~1T2G €
L?(Dy, |y|*=2¢) since V. € HY(D,|y|*~2%). Hence, from (a) and the standard
cutoff techniques, we know that A" V' € H'(Dy, |y|'=2*) and

HAZiV”Hl(D’JyP*?S) < K < oo, (4.20)

for any subset D’ € Dj, and it is easy to see that the constant K > 0 inde-
pendent of h since A(x) satisfies the hypothesis (#) such that ’Agg(x)’ <

H(?Ii;lHLoo(D) < C < oo. Recall that HY(D, |y|*=2°) is a reflexive Banach space,
by using the same argument as in [18, Lemma 7.24], then 9.,V € HY(D', |y|'~2%)
fori=1,2,--- ,nwith |V (92, V)|l 12D |y —2s) < K < 00, where K > 0 is the
same constant as in (£20). Continue this process, we can apply the differential
quotient with respect to the z-direction for any order, then one can derive that
V € H(D',|y|*=2%), where

HX (D' |y|'=2) = {U € H'(D',[y['™*) : 0pU € H'(D', |y|'*)}, (4.21)

for any multi-index o € (NU {0})". Now, since 0%V (z,y) € HY(D', |y|}~2*),
by using the trace theorem for the weighted Sobolev space again, we have
0%V (x,0) € H*(D'N{y = 0}) for any o € N or V(z,0) € H™5(D'N{y = 0})
for any m € NU {0}. Now, apply the fractional Sobolev embedding theorem
(see [13] for instance), we derive V(z,0) € C*>°(D' N {y = 0}). For each fixed
y = yo # 0, the equation ([@I8) can be regarded as a standard second order
elliptic equation with C'*°°-smooth coefficients, by the standard elliptic theory it
is easy to see that V(z,yo) is C*°-smooth in D’ N {y = yo} with respect to z.
This finishes the proof. (|

In the end of this section, we introduce the conjugate equation, which is
associated to the degenerate operator 02”%_25 given by ([@3)).

4.3 Conjugate equation and odd reflection

As in [7, Section 2] and [43| Section 2], it is known that if U € H* (R, y1=29)
is a weak solution to ‘,2”%_25U =01in Riﬂ then the function

W(:L'a y) = y172sa’yU(‘T’ y)

is a solution to the conjugate equation

1-—2s

X,Z_H_QSW =—L W+ Wy + Wy, =0, in RT_I' (4.22)

If we assume that W(x,0) = 0 for € B(zg, R) C 2 and use the odd reflection,
we define

N {W(z,y), ity >0, (4.23)

Wi(z,y) :=
(.9) -W(x,—y), ify<O0.

Then we will prove that that W € H(|y|='+2%, B"*1 (0, R)) is a weak solution
of
Vay - ([y| 7T A(2)VeyW) = 0 in B"* (20, R).

By using Proposition I8 we say W € CYB(B" (g, R)) for some 3 € (0,1)
depending on n and 1 — 2s.
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Lemma 4.6. (The Conjugate Equation) Let U € Hl(RT'l,yl’Qs) be a weak
solution offAlf%U =0 in R and lim,_,0 y*=2°0,U = 0 in B*(v0, R). Then
for any r < R, the function W = y*=259,U € Hl(BTrl(xo,T),yQS*l) solves the
conjugate equation XAQ-S_lW = 0 weakly in B_’ﬁ“(mo,r) with W (z,0) = 0 for
x € B(xg,T).

Proof. As previous discussions, we define g and W to be even and odd extension
by (@I3) and ([£23), respectively. Then U solves

V- (9" A(@)V,,,U) = 0 in B (2, R),

where we know the fact that U € C%#(B" (x4, R)) and U(-,y) € C*(B(zo, R))

for y > 0. We will show that W € HE (B (z0, R), |y|>*~?) as a weak solution
of
Vo ([y* ' A(2) VW) = 0in B €B"* (20, R), (4.24)

First, it is easy to see that W € L2(B"+!(x0, R), |y|>*~1). Second, for 0 <

h < 1, we consider the differential quotient for U, then Aglﬁ € HY(B""(zo, R), |y|*~2%)
is a weak solution of

Ve - (Y2 A(@) Ve y (AL U)) = Vs - G in B"+ (20, R), (4.25)

for any h > 0, where the function G = f|y|1’25(A’;i/T)VLyﬁ and it is easy
to see that |y|>*~'H € L*(B""!(zo, R), |y|*72%)) for i = 1,2,--- ,n. Let n €
C°(B" Y (z0, R)) be a standard cutoff function such that 0 <7 <1 and

1 for x € B"(zo, 2R), c
, = s VI oo n+l(gp S ey
n(z,y) {0 for = ¢ B (z0, R), IVaynllLo i @o,r) < 5

for some constant C' > 0. Now, consider nQAZiﬁ € HY(B""(z0, R), |y|*~2%) as
a test function and multiply it on the both sides of ([{.25) and do the integration
by parts over B"*1(xq, R), then we have

/B +1(z0,R) |y|1_26Z($)Vm,y(AZIﬁ) : vz,y(n2Aglij)d$dy
nri(wo,

-/ 2 (A8 D)9, 0 - oy (225, D). (4.26)
Bntl(zo,R)
From a direct computation, it is not hard to see that
Vay (P A2, 0) = 0°Va y (AL T) + 2(0AL U) Va1
and ([£26) becomes

~ 12
/ 22 [V (AL,0)| oy
Brt1(zo,R)

SC |y|1—2s
Bnt1(zg,R)

+C [y =202 |V, O] | V2 (A2, 0)| dody

Brtl(zo,R)

4 C/ |y|172s
Bn+1(zg,R)

Voo (AL 0)| 10l [ALT| V| dady

Voo U| 11l [Va il | AL, 0| dady. — (4.27)
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Apply the Young’s inequality on (£27) and absorb the highest order term of U
to the left hand side of (£.27), then we can derive

/ |y|172s
B”'+1(acg,%R)

<C / ly[* >
B"+1(zg,R)

SCNU | gt (Br+1 (w0, R), Jy| 127

~ |12
mey(AZiU)‘ dzdy

~ 2
sl [

~12
vz,yU’ dxdy
B"+1(zg,R)

where the constant C' > 0 is independent of U and h. This implies that
~ 3
AL (Ve ) € LB (29, R, ') and

HAZI (vxyyU)HL2(Bn+1(I07%R)7|y|1—2s) < C, for i = 1, 2, N,

for some constant C' > 0 is independent of U and h. Then use the same technique
as in Proposition (@X), then one can conclude [|0z,(Va,yU)ll 25041 (20,2 ),y 20

~ 3
which means 9,,U € H*(B" ! (xo, ZR)’ ly|'=2%) for i = 1,2,--- ,n.

3
It remains to show 9, W € L2(B" " (o, ZR), y**71). Note that

1-—2s

ayW — ay(yl—QsayU) — y1—23 ( ayU 4 a;U) — yl_QsﬁzU.

~ 3
Via the fact that 95 , U € L*(B"!(xo, ZR)’ ly|1=2%), this implies the lemma
holds and completes the proof. O

5 Strong unique continuation principle and the
Runge approximation property

In order to prove Theorem [[.2] we will be using the strong unique continuation
principle (SUCP) for the extension operator 02”%725. Our strategy in proving
Theorem is decomposed into two parts. First, we will prove under the
condition of Theorem [[L2] the solution of the extension problem will vanish to
infinite order, which is inspired by the proof of [40, Proposition 2.2]. Second,
we apply the SUCP for degenerate differential equation, which was introduced
by [49, Corollary 3.9]. Combine these two steps, then we can prove the SUCP

for the operator f%_%.

5.1 Strong unique continuation principle

We begin with the definition of the vanishing to infinity order for the degenerate
case.

Definition 5.1. (Vanishing to infinite order) A function ¥ € L2 (R’ y1=2)
is vanishing to infinite order at a point (xg,0) € Riﬂ if for every m € N, we

have

r—0

lim r—m/ ly|'*=2W?(z,y) dedy = 0. (5.1)
Bnt1(zg,r)
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We begin with the first step: Vanishing to infinite order.

Theorem 5.2. Given u € H*(R"), let U € H(R"™,y'=2%) be the unique
solution of the extension problem ([&I]). Suppose that u = L%u = 0 in B(xg,2R).
Then U vanishes to infinite order on B*(xo, R).

Proof. We will follow ideas of proof of [40, Proposition 2.2].
1. We know from Proposition that U = lim,oy'=20,U = 0 in
B*(x9,2R). Define W := y*=2*9,U. Then by Lemma 6 we know that W €

3 3
HY (B} (20, §R), y172%) solves XA%S_lW =0 in B} (zo, §R) with W(z,0) =

0. We define U and W given by even reflection (#I5) and odd reflection (23],
respectively. It is straightforwardly verified that U € H' (B" (20, 2R), |y|'~2*)

satisfies _ _
Ve (ly' 2 A(2)V,,U) = 0 in B"(z0,2R), (5.2)

~ 3
and W € H! (B"+1(:I:0, §R), |y|_1+28> is a solution to

Ve (I~ 2 A@) V., W) = 0 in B (a0, 3 B). (5.3)

Hence recalling by Proposition[£3] the functions U and W are Hélder continuous

in B""(z, R). As a consequence U and W are both Holder continuous in
Bz, R).

2. It can be seen by using the mean value theorem and the fundamental

theorem of calculus, for all h € C'((0,1)) N C([0,1]) and any a € (—o0,1) if

d
h(0) = 0 and lim,_,¢ yad—h(y) = 0 then
Y

lim y*~'h(y) = 0. 4
Jim 4*"h(y) =0 (5.4)
The remaining proof of this theorem follows the proof of [40, Proposition 2.2].
We divided it into the following three steps arguments.

Step 1. One-step improvement _

As a solution to (5.2), we know from Lemma that U is C%? in any
direction in R"*! and C*° in the z-direction since A(z) is C°°-smooth. Thus,
we can differentiate ([B.2]) with respect to all 2;-direction up to an arbitrary order
for i = 1,2,--- ,n, due to the C*°-smoothness. By using the continuity of U,
we know that

lim y'~2%9, (V. - (A(x)V,U)) = 0. (5.5)

y—0+

Then (54) will imply that

lim y%*V, - (A(z)V,U) = 0. (5.6)

y—0t
Recall that U satisfies the equation

Ve 472 A(2)V,,U) = 0 in BI (20, R), (5.7)
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or equivalently, U fulfills
0y (Y ~*0,U) = —y' 7V, - (A(z)V,U).
By using (&.3)), we have

lim 0, (y'~%%0,U) = 0.

y—0+

Next, recall that lim,_,0y'=2*0,U = dsL%u = 0 for some constant ds and use
(B4) again, then we obtain

lim y~*0,U = ylinO1+ y~ 27U =o0.

y—0t

Step 2. Iteration
Let us differentiate (57]) with respect to y and consider U to be a weak
solution of

R *0,U) = —(1—25)y >V, (A(x)V,U) (5.8)
—y' %0,V - (A(x)V,U) in BY (2, R)

with
lim 9,(y'~**9,U) = 0 on B’ (9, R).
y—0t

Plug (55) and (5.6) into (B.8), we have
lim 02(y*~%0,U) = lim y 72U = 0.

y—ot Y y—0t
As previous arguments, let us take the function W (z,y) = y' =249, U (z,y) with
lim,_,o+ W(z,y) = 0, then we can reflect the function W to be W (x,y) into a
whole ball in R"*!(see 5.3). Since U(z,y) is C*-smooth in the z-direction, so
is W(x,y). Therefore, we can differentiate W (x,y) with respect to z-variables

with arbitrary order. Then by repeating Step 1, we will obtain the continuity
of 9y (V- (A(x)VW)) and

1}13%) Oy (Vaz - (A(x)VW)) = 0.
To sum up, after these iterate procedures and use the z-direction derivatives,
then we can get
lim 8, (y'"*°0,(Vs - (A(z)V,0))) = lim y *0,(V, - (A(z)V,U))
y—0t y—0t
= lim y (V. (A(z)V,U)) = 0.

y—0+
Note that the right hand sides of these terms is obtained by differentiating (B.8])
with y direction (in the weak sense) and they may involve higher order deriva-

tives with respect to x-variables, hence, we can use the bootstrap arguments to
proceed previous arguments.

Step 3. Conclusion
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By using the bootstrap arguments, we can get

lim y~"U(z,y) =0 for all m € N and = € B*(zo, R), (5.9)

y—0t

which implies that U vanishes to infinite order in the y-direction on the plane
GRTA, and in the tangential x-direction it is zero on the plane GRTJFH and this
proves the theorem. O

Corollary 5.3. Let U be the same function as in Theorem [5.2 and U be the
even reflection of U given by ([{.10), then the function U vanishes to infinite
order on B*(xo, R).

Proof. Since U is an even reflection of U, then we can repeat the same proof as
in Theorem in the lower half space R"™ N {y < 0}, then we have

lim (—y)~"U(xz,—y) =0 for all m € N and z € B*(x0, R). (5.10)

y—0—
Combining (59) and (BI0), we obtain that

lim0 ly|~™U(z,y) =0 for all m € N and & € B*(z0, R), (5.11)
Yy—

which completes the proof. O

Proposition 5.4. [{9, Corollary 3.9] Let U € HY(B"*!(xz0,1),|y[*~2%) be a
solution to _ _
Ve (ly'*A(2)V,,U) =0 in B"T(0,1). (5.12)

Then the equation (BI2) possesses the SUCP, whenever A(x) satisfies the hy-
pothesis (H).

Recall that the equation (5I2) has the SUCP if U € H(B"(0,1), |y|*~2*)

is a weak solution of (5.12) and U vanishes to infinite order, then U = 0 in
B0, 1).

Proof of Proposition [5.4 Firstly, the condition of vanishing to infinite order
(5.I00) shows that U € L?(B*(xzo, R) x (=70, 70), |y|*~2%) for R,79 < 1, since

/ y|' |02 dady < / ly|~™|U 2 dzdy < 1
B*(IO,R)X(7T[)7TO) B*(IO,R)X(7T[)7TO)
(5.13)

for y < rg < 1 being sufficiently small enough and for any m € N with m > 2.
On the other hand, by using the doubling inequality (23] in Appendix, we
have

/ ly|* 25| U2 dady < c/ ly|* 25| U2 dady (5.14)
Bnt1(zg,1) Bnt1(zg, 1)

Zo,35

where the constant C' same as in (Z.23). Now, by iterating (B.14]), then we have
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/ |y|1725|l7|2d:13dy
B+l (zg,1)

<o~ [ 91"\ P dady
Bn+1($0,2+v)

1 — —25—m |77
<cNgvey | 2720 Pdady

B"+1(I072+\;)

1 i .
<cN vy [ |0 Py,
B(zo,R)x(—70,70)

1
for N large such that oN < min{R,ro} and for any m € N with m > 2. Now,
since U has vanishing order at xg, by using (5.13) fB(IU ) x(—ro.r0) ly| =™ U |*dxdy

1 ~
remains bounded and CN(§)N’" — 0 as m — oo. This implies U = 0 in

B"1(z0, 1), which completes the proof. O

Lemma 5.5. Let u € H*(R"™), if u = L% = 0 in any ball B(xzg, R) C R, then
U=0in Bf_”'l(:co, R), where U is the function in Theorem [52.

Proof. As u € H*(R") satisfying u|p(z,,r) = L£°U|B(z0,r) = 0, 50 from Theorem
(.2 we have U vanishes infinite order on GRTJFH so does 17, where U is the even
reflection of U defined by ([@IH]). Therefore, by using Proposition 54 we have
SUCP for (BI12)). Consequently it follows U=0in B" (2, R) so U = 0 in
B (20, R). O

5.2 Proof of Theorem
Let us begin to prove Theorem by using Lemma

Proof of Theorem[LZ We have already shown that U = 0 in B7™'(zo, R).
Now, we will show U = 0 in R\ BY™ (20, R) also. Let us divide the case in
two parts:

1

C 1. > —.
ase 5_2

R™ and e < y < 1/¢} for any € > 0. Since the weight y'72% is smooth and
positive in D, thus U can be realized as a solution of a uniformly elliptic equa-
tion

Let us consider the the region D. = {(z,y) : « €

Vey - 2 A(2)V,,U) = 0 in R (5.15)

in H'(D,). Since U also vanishes in B! (z9, R) N D, where € > 0 is chosen so
small that this set is nonempty, it follows by standard weak unique continuation
property for the uniform elliptic equation in a strip domain that U has to vanish
in entire D.. Since this is true for any € > 0 small, one has U = 0 in R’j_“ as
required. Hence as a trace of U € HY(R} ™, y'=2%), U(2,0) = u(z) = 0 in R™.
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1
Case 2. s < 5 In order to establish our claim, U = 0 in RT‘l in this case,

we write

/ Yy AV, U -V, Uds dy

Ry

= lim Y "B AV, U -V, Udzdy
R—oo Bi+1(O,R) 4 4

= lim Y "B (AV, U - v)UdS (2, ), (5.16)
R=00 JoB1+1(0:1,R)

where 9B771(0; 1, R) = 9B} (0, R)U0B(0,1)UB°(0; 1, R) and B°(0; 1, R) =

{(z,0) € R"1;1 < |z| < R}. Then using the fact w = 0 on dB}"'(0,1) and
1

s<g gives the integrand in (5.16) to be 0 on BY(0;1, R). Hence,

/ y' "2 AV, U -V, Uds dy

Ry

= lim ylfQS(ZmeyU -)UdS (z,y)
R—o00 6B$+1(0,R)

= lim Y "2 AV, U -V, Udz dy = 0 (5.17)

R—o00 R1+1\Bz+1(O,R)

since U € HY(R}™,y'=2). Thus, it follows from (5.15) and (5I7), U = 0 in
R7! and consequently, as a trace of U € HY (R}, y172%), U(z,0) = u(x) =0
in R™. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.2 for H*(R™) class of functions.

O

5.3 Runge approximation property

We will utilize the Runge approximation property for solutions of variable co-
efficients fractional operators. Recall that

X = B(R")/H*(Q)

be a quotient space and if ¢ € L°°(Q) satisfies the eigenvalue condition (L),
we define the operator P, by

P, : H5(Q.) — H*(R™), f — u, (5.18)

where u € H?(R™) is the unique solution of (£* + ¢)u = 0 in Q with u — f €
H(Q).

Lemma 5.6. Let Q C R™ be bounded open set with Lipschitz boundary and A(x)
be matriz-valued function defined in R™ satisfying the hypothesis (H). Assume
that s € (0,1) and g € L*(Q) satisfy the eigenvalue condition (L4). Let O be
any open subset of Q.. Consider the set

D={ulo;u=P,f, feC(O)}.
Then D is dense in L?(2).
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Proof. By the Hahn-Banach theorem, it is only need to show that for any v €
L?(Q) satisfying (v,w)q = 0 for any w € D, then v = 0. Let v be a such
function, which means v satisfies

(v,roPyf) =0, for any f € C°(0O). (5.19)

Now, let ¢ € I;T/S(Q) be the solution of (L* + ¢)¢ = v in Q. We want to show
that for any f € C°(0), the following relation

By(o, f) = —(v,raPyf)a (5.20)
holds. In other words, By(¢, w) = (v, rqw) for any w € I;T/S(Q) To prove ([B:20),
we denote uy = P,f € H*(R™) with f € C°(O) such that f —uy € H5(Q),
then we have

By(o, f) = By(¢, f —ug) = (v,ra(f —ug))o = —(v,r0 Py f)a,
where we have used the facts that u; is a solution and ¢ € Efs(Q) Note that
(5I9) and (5:20) imply that
By(p, f) =0 for any f € C(0O).
Moreover, we know that rqf = 0 because f € C°(0O) and we can derive
(L3¢, [)un = 0 for any f € C2(0),
In the end, we know that ¢ € H®(R™) which satisfies

¢lo =L¢lo =0.
By Theorem [[.2] we obtain ¢ = 0 and then v = 0. O

Remark 5.7. We also refer readers to [27] for more details of the Runge approx-
imation property for the (local) differential equations.

6 Proof of Theorem [1.1]

Now, we are ready to prove the global uniqueness result for variable coefficients
fractional operators. Even though the proof is similar as the proof in [I7], we
still give a proof for the completeness.

Proof of Theorem (L1). If Ag, glo, = Ag,9lo, for any g € C°(01), where Oy
and Oy are open subsets of €2, by the integral identity in Lemma [3.8, we have

/((h — @2)urugdzr =0
Q

where uy,us € H*(R™) solve (L° 4+ ¢1)uy = 0 and (£° + ¢2)us = 0 in Q with uy,
ug having exterior values g; € C2°(0;), for j =1,2.
Let f € L*(9), and use the approximation lemma [5.6] then there exist two

sequences (uj), (u3) of functions in H*(R") that satisfy

(L° + q1)uj = (L° + g2)u; =0 in €,
supp(uj) C Q1 and supp(u3) C Oy,

1_ 1 2 _ 2
rou; = f+r;, rouj =1+r;],
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where 1, Q are two open subsets of R containing 2, and r},75 — 0 in L*(Q)
as j — oo. Plug these solutions into the integral identity and pass the limit as
7 — oo, then we infer that

/(ih —q2)fdx = 0.
Q

Since f € L%(Q) was arbitrary, we conclude that q; = go. O

7 Appendix

At the end of this paper, we present some required materials to complete our
paper.

7.1 Stability result for the degenerate problem

In general, we have the following result.

Lemma 7.1. Let h be a vector-valued function satisfying € LQ(RT'I, yl=29),

1-2s
then the following Dirichlet boundary value problem

Vaoy: (yl_ng(x)VLyV) =Vey G in R, (7.1)

V(z,0) =0 on R" '
has a unique weak solution in Hl(RTrl, y1=2%) satisfying

HVHHl(]RiJrl,yl*zs) < CHyilJﬂSGHL2(]R1+1,y1725)a (7.2)

where the constant C > 0 is independent of G and V.

By the weak solution of (7)) we mean V € H* (R, y1=2%) solves

/Rnﬂ yl_ng(x)Vm,yV-Vm,y\Ifdxdy:/ y TGy TV dady, (7.3)
+

Ry
for all U € Hg (R, y1=29).
Proof of Lemma[71} Let us consider the Dirichlet functional J : H} (R, y1=2%) —

R, as

J(0) ;:/ +1yl—%ﬁ(:c)vwxp-vgg,y\pd:cdyf/ Yy HBG Y mBVE, (7.4)
R}

n+1
RY

If Ve HY(RY y172%) is an extremum of J(¥) in H¢ (R}, y1=2%), then for
any U € C® (RT‘I), as a function of 7,

F(n) == J(V +n¥)
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attains its extremum at 7 = 0 and hence F'(0) =0 as

J(V +n®) — J(V)

F'(0) = lim
n—0 n
=2 /RM y' T A(2) Ve,V - VU dady
+

— 2/ y 125 h Lyl T BV dady
Rn+1

=0,

which gives the definition of the weak solution. As we can see from the definition

(reey)

1 1
JW 25 [ ey -5 [ dedy
2 R+ 2 R+
+ +
1
> 75/ y~ R dady
Ry

that means J(¥) is bounded from below in Hg (R, y1=2%).
Therefore, inf BN+ y1-2e) J() is a finite number. Hence, there exists a

minimizing sequence {¥;}2°, C HL(R}T, y'=2%) such that

lim J(¥y) = inf J (D).
k—o0

Hé (Ri+1,y172s)

Next we observe that, the functional turns out to be weakly lower semi-continuous
over its domain of definition, i.e.

J(U) < liminf J(¥y), if U — ¥ weakly in Hy (R, y'72%).

k—o0

This simply follows as if U, — ¥ weakly in H} (erfl, y172%) then

/ Y B A(2) VeV - Vo, U dady
M“

<lim inf/ yl_ng(w)vz,y‘I’k Vi Vi dedy.
k— oo R1+1
Thus, if {T%}%2, is a minimizing sequence, i.e. , if

J(Ug) — inf J(V)

Hé (Ri+1,y172s)

then there exists a subsequence { Wy, }52; such that Uy, — V weakly in Hg (R™, 4! =2%)
and hence

inf J(¥) < J(V) < liminf J(¥;,) = inf J(),
— 00

HE(RT! y1=29) HY (R y1=2e)

Therefore, J(V) = inf 7y (B yi-2) J(¥) and we achieve our goal.
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Next, we claim that V € H¢ (R, y'=2%) is the unique minimizer of J().
Assume that V4, Vo € H (R’ffl,yl_%) are weak solutions of (1), then V; —
Vo € HY (R, y1=2%) satisfies the following integral identity

/]R"*l ylizs;{(x)vm,y(‘/l - ‘/2) : vx,y(‘/l - ‘/2) d'rdy = 07
4

which implies that V; = V5. This shows that (TI]) has a unique weak solution
in H} (R, y'=2%). The remaining stability estimate (Z.I)) simply follows from
([C3) by taking ¥ =V there, to have

HVHHI(RTRyIf%) < C||?/_1+2SGHLZ(RTI,st)

for some constant C' > 0. O

Lemma 7.2. Let P; be the Poisson kernel given by (&I1). Then

yl_i}l%l+ . Pj(x,z)dz=1, = e€R", (7.5)
and
. Pj(x,z)dz=1, xe€R" y>0. (7.6)

Proof. The limit (7X)) is verified in [43] Theorem 2.1]. We only need to show
[8). The following identity holds

/°° 67% e~blz=z*/t gy _ c(n, s,b)
- n+2s 9
0 N
such that
2s 2s
c1y 2y
nt2s < Pys(xa Z) < nt2s ) (77)

(b1l = 2> +42) > (bal — 2> +y2) 2

with some positive constant b;, c;, for j = 1,2. It is obtained by applying the
estimate (7.7)) that

2s e e}
. . Y _2 dt
1 Pi(z,2)dz = 1 % po(z, 2)——d
i, e > (x, z)dz lim /|ZI|>E 451“(3)/0 et py(z Z)t1+s 2
0 2s 2
= 1 at dz——
533#/0 /z_we £T(s)° pul@, 2) dz g
ee} 2s o
= Y —g dt 78
/0 £T(s)C s (78)
0 2s 2
— 1 At , d -
0t J, /z_mge FrG)C P ) des
1
= I — —— lim I(y),

4‘5F(S) e—0t

where we have used the fact that the heat kernel py(z, z) satisfies [, p(z, 2)dz =
1. We have from the Gamma function that the integral I; = 1, providing
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s € (0,1). We claim that lim._,¢+ I.(y) = 0 for any y > 0. In fact, by ([ZI2)

one has
oo , p
- 4”0/000 yQSe’% /0E e b dr tlj%/z
€ 2s
= 471'01/0 W dr.
Therefore, one can pass the limit ¢ — 07 in (T.8]) and thus obtain (Z.]). -

7.2 Almgren’s type frequency function and the doubling
inequality for the degenerate problem

Here we mention the strong unique continuation property for the degenerate
problem V, , - (Jy|'"**A(2)V, ,U) = 0 in B"*1(0,1). The proof relies on the
technique in using the Almgren’s frequency function method, which was intro-
duced by Yu [49].

To simplify the notation, let us denote B"*! := B"+1(0,r) and 2z = (x,y) €
R"™*1, For z # 0, we define

pu(z) = T € R and ﬁ(z) = Alz)z € R+

1(z) ’

then from the ellipticity condition (L2]), it is easy to see that
Al < u(2) <A and | B (2)] < AJz| for all z € R

for some universal constant A > 0. In addition, by the standard coordinates
transformation technique, we may assume that A(0) = I,,41, which is an (n +
1) X (n 4 1) identity matrix, then we have the following estimates hold for u(2)

and B () = (B1(2), Ba(2), -+, Bus1(2)):

< C for r >0 and 0B
sz

(2) = 6i5 + O(|2]), (7.9)

0
‘Eu(m)
where §;; is the Kronecker delta and the constant C' > 0 depends on Z(z) =

(@ (z));",'gil The estimates ([Z.9]) were proved in [45] [49], so we skip the details.
Let U € HY(R™, |y['=2%) and consider

1w = [ TR, (7.10)

-
~
-
2
|

/BM |yt =2 (Z(z)vﬁ) - VUdz, (7.11)
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where V :=V, =V, , in R"™! and it is easy to see that H(r) exists for almost
every r > 0 as a surface integral, since the volume integral ( fOR H(r)dr < o)
exists due to U € HY(R™, |y|'=2%)). Next, similar to [28, 45, 49], we define
the corresponding Almgren’s frequency function by

rD(r)

N(r):= i)

and we have the following lemmas.
Lemma 7.3. For any r € (0,1), H(r) = 0 whenever U = 0 in B,

Proof. If H(r) = 0, it implies that U=0on OB, Hence, by the uniqueness
of the solution of the degenerate problem (for example, see[I5]), we conclude
U=0in B!, O

Lemma 7.4. The function H(r) is differentiable and
H'(r) = (M + 0(1)) H(r) + 2D(r). (7.12)

Proof. By change of variables, we have
B = [ W Eue)Oe)Pas
aBptt

= e [ ) O Pas,

then
d
H() = SH
) = SHe)
= rr-zn [ )T Pas
aBytt

0 ~
n+1-2s 1-2s ¥ U 248
w0

4opnti=2s /{)‘B?+1 |y|1_2sﬂ(m)U(m)EU(rz)dS,

~ 0
Note that H'(r) exists for a.e. 7 > 0 due to U € HY(R'}™, |y[*~2%) and a—u(rz)
r

is bounded by constant C' > 0 (see (Z9)) and after change of variables back, we
obtain

I ) O OITE

r

e / 2T () PdS
oBnt?t

~9U
1-2s -~
2 WIS
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where v is a unit outer normal on 8B?+1. By using the regularity assumption
for A(z) and U € HY(R, |y[*~2%), we have C’f‘z‘:T ly|1=25|U (2)|?dS bounded
for a.e. r > 0. Therefore, we have

H(r) = (MH)@)) Hr)

r

- 9U
1-2s
+2 /632“ |yl ,u(z)U(z)—ay (2)dS.

Finally, we will show that

[ T (s = D)+ 0. (113

By using the equation V - (Jy|*~2*AVU) = 0, we can rewrite D(r) in terms of

D(r) :/BTLHV-(|y|1_2‘SI7ZVI7)dz:/ W' =20 (Av) - VT ds.

oBnrt?t
We define T(2) := Av — pu(z)v € R™ and note that
T-v=(Av—u(z)v) - v =0 on dB"*1,

which means 7(2) is a tangential vector of 9B" 1. From the divergence theorem
on OB we can derive that

U

D _ 1-2s e
0= [ TG s

:/a . ly|*=2*UVU - (Av — p(2)v)dS
Brtt

1

~ 1 ~
1-2s 2 2 1—-2s
== Y20 V-TdS——/ U (Vly - TdS.
2/é)BWII U| 2aB:+1| * (VIyl'=)

From direct computation, we have |V, - T| < Cj, 4 for some constant C,, 4 > 0
depending on n and A(z) and then

/ 2|0V, - TdS = O(1)H(r). (7.14)
oBntt
On the other hand, it is not hard to see that

~ 9 1 — iy
’/&WIIUI2 (VIyl* 2)-TdS’ < —/aBn+l|U|2|(1—23)y|y| 2 (1 — p(2))| dS

r

and by using |1 — u(z)| < C4lz|, for some constant C4 > 0, then we can derive

}/é)BnH U2 (V]y|'~2) .TdS} < C/aBn+1 ly|1=2°|T7[2dS = O(1)H (r).

This proves the lemma. [l
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Lemma 7.5. The function D(r) is differentiable with

D'(r) = (” 2 +0(1)) D(r) + 2/6

r

1 ~ ~12
1-2
f—|(Av) - ‘ . 1
o 1 u‘( v)-vO| ds. (7.15)
Proof. Tt is easy to see that
D= [ WAV Vs
oBnrt?t

By straightforward calculation, we have the following Rellich type identity

[ 7 (B ave - v0)) - 29 ('3 - v Aver) | as

n+1 ~ e e
) o~ daj, OU oU
_ . 1—2s AVU - U E 1-2s J d
/B;H»l v (|y| ﬁ)( v v ) + ik l:ly Bl 821 82] 82}6 :
o= 0B, oU oU
—2 125 ZPLEZ 22 42, 1
/Bn+1 Z lv a]kazk 0zj Oz, dz (7.16)
T gk l=1
Note that 8,411 = L, so we have
1(2)

/Bm V- (y' > B)(AVD - VO)d

|1—2$

:/HI(V'F)@Vﬁ'Vﬁ)dH/ -2 " A95 . Gde. (r17)

prtt w(z)

First, for the left hand sides in (ZI6]), we use the relations 7 v =

ﬁ Vi = r(Av) - VU
1(2)

3

on B! and integrate them over B! so we get

/63;’*1 '~ (A(2) VU - ﬁ)(ﬁ v)dS — 2/ (|y|1725(ﬁy : Vﬁ) (B-VU)dS

oBnt!
~ 2
e ~ ~ Av - VU’
:r/ |y|1*25(A(1')VU . U)dS _ 2r/ |y|1725 s
oBn Tt oBntl ,U/(Z)
~ 2
1-2 AV'VU‘
=rD(r) - QT/ T S R 7.18
R N e a1s)

Second, we evaluate the right hand side of (ZI6) as follows. For the first
term in the right hand side (RHS) of (ZI6) can be rewritten as (ZI7) and we
estimate them separately. By using ([Z9), we have V-8 = n+ 1+ O(r) for
z € B which implies

/Bnﬂ (V- B)y'2*(A(x)VU - VU) = (n+ 1+ O(r))D(r), (7.19)
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1
and we know that 3,11 = v y+ (1 — —) y =y+0(|z])y, with |z] <,
p(z) 1(z)

hence

/‘ Bria (1= 29)|y| "2 (A(2)VT - VT)d=
Bt

= [ 0w~ 25) (@)D - VO)i:

=(1 — 25+ O(r)) D(r). (7.20)
For the second term in the RHS of ([ZIG), we have |f; aaajk < Clz] < Crso
21
that
n+1 86%76ﬁ'ai}
gy s = OD 21
Z /B;L+1 |y| /Bl 821 32:] 8Zk O(T) (7")7 (7 )

Jikl=1
For the last term in the RHS of (I6]), Now, for the last term in the RHS of
0
([C19), from a—ﬁl = 01 + O(r) in a bounded region, it is easy to see that
2k

n+1 ad =~
_oer 0B O0U OU
1-2s
r=——————dz= (14 0O(r))D(r). 7.22
/. 3 Wt = 0 0)D0) (7.22)
Finally, by plugging (ZI8), (Z19), (Z20), (Z21) and [C22]) into (ZI6), we finish
the proof of this lemma. O

Now, it is ready to prove the doubling inequality.

Lemma 7.6. (Doubling inequality) Let U € HY(R™"! |y[*=2%) be a weak so-
lution of V- (|y|'"2*A(z)V,,,U) = 0 in B, then there exists a constant
C > 0 such that

1-2s
/BM ly]
2R

whenever Byt C Bt

~ 12
U‘ dzdy, (7.23)

|2
U‘ dady < C/ |y|t 2
B+t

Proof. Since H(r) and D(r) are differentiable, so we can differentiate N (r) with
respect to r, then we get

N'(r) = N(r) {% + ]g((:)) - Ié/((:)) } . (7.24)

If we plug (CI0), (CII), (TI2) and (ZIH) into (C24) and use the Cauchy-

Schwartz inequality, then we can deduce that

1 D(r) H(r)

r  D(r) H(r)

1+ ~ |2 ~ ~
Jowpes WP [ v VU a8 f, =0 (Av- VD) as

~ [~ ~ - —2
faB;L“ |y|1—28U (Az/ . VU) ds faB?“ |y|172s‘u ‘U‘ ds

>0(1)

>92 +0(1)
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which implies
N'(r) > —CN(r)

for some constant C' > 0. Moreover, for R < 1, we integrate the above inequality
over R to 1, then we have

1
d
/ —log N(r)dr > —C(1 - R) > —-C
R dr
or
N(R) < e N(1). (7.25)
Note that (TI2) is equivalent to

d H(r)
% lOg Tn+172s

N(r)

=2 + O(1),

where O(1) is independent of r. After integrating over (r,2r) and use (.25,
it is easy to see H(2r) < CH(r) and integrate this quantity over (0, R), which
proves the doubling inequality (23)). O
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