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ON THE NODAL SET OF SOLUTIONS TO DEGENERATE OR SINGULAR ELLIPTIC
EQUATIONS WITH AN APPLICATION TO s—HARMONIC FUNCTIONS

YANNICK SIRE, SUSANNA TERRACINI, AND GIORGIO TORTONE

ABSTRACT. This work is devoted to the geometric-theoretic analysis of the nodal set of solutions to degenerate
or singular equations involving a class of operators including

Lo = div(]y|* V),

with a € (—1, 1) and their perturbations.

As they belong to the Muckenhoupt class Aa, these operators appear in the seminal works of Fabes, Kenig,
Jerison and Serapioni [18, 16, 17] and have recently attracted a lot of attention in the last decade due to their
link to the localization of the fractional Laplacian via the extension in one more dimension [10]. Our goal in
the present paper is to develop a complete theory of the stratification properties for the nodal set of solutions
of such equations in the spirit of the seminal works of Hardt, Simon, Han and Lin [30, 27, 32].
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In the last decades the question of the structure of the nodal set of solutions of elliptic equations has
been brought to the attention of the scientific community (see e.g. [14, 27, 29, 32]), with a special focus
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on the measure theoretical features of its singular part, also in connection with the validity of a strong
unique continuation principle, in order to ensure the existence of a finite vanishing order, as pointed out in
[21, 22, 32]. Recently, major progress have been done on the study of nodal sets of eigenfunctions (or criti-
cal sets of harmonic functions) by Logunov and Malinnikova [34, 33, 35] in connection with conjectures by
Yau and Nadirashvili. It would be a challenge to adapt their techniques to more general equations like ours.

In this paper we consider the nodal set in R" ! of solution of a peculiar class of degenerate-singular
operators which have recently become very popular in the study of the fractional powers of the Laplacian,
and firstly studied in the pioneering works [18, 16, 17]. Given a € (—1,1) and X = (z,y) € R? x R, we
consider a class of operators including

Lo = div(ly|* V),

and their perturbations, where we denote by div and V respectively the divergence and the gradient oper-
ator in R™*!, Our main purpose is to fully understand the local behaviour of L,-harmonic functions near
their nodal set and to develop a geometric analysis of its structure and regularity, in order to comprehend
how the degenerate or singular character of the coefficients can affect the local picture of the nodal set
itself. Thus, we introduce the notion of characteristic manifold 3. associated with the operator L, as the
set of points where the coefficient either vanishes or blows up, and we study the properties of the nodal
set I'(u) of solutions to equation
—Lou=0 in By CR*M

In particular, since the operator L, is locally uniformly elliptic on R™*! \ ¥, we restrict our attention
on the structure of the nodal set neighbouring the characteristic manifold ¥, trying to understand the
structural difference between the whole nodal set I'(u) = {z € By, u(z) = 0} and its restriction on X.

As a further motivation, this analysis will be the starting point of the study of competition-diffusion
systems of populations under an anomalous diffusion. More precisely, we can imagine that the charac-
teristic manifold ¥ is playing a major role in the diffusion phenomenon by penalizing or encouraging the
diffusion across ¥, according with the value of @ € (—1,1). Inspired by [47, 46, 8, 13, 38], in the case of
strong competition, the limiting segregated configurations will satisfy a refection law which represents
the only interaction between the different densities through the common free boundary. Thanks to this
reflection property, the free boundary will be locally described as the nodal set of L,-harmonic function.

As already mentioned, our operators belong to the class introduced in the 8o’s by Fabes, Jerison, Kenig
and Serapioni in [18, 16, 17], where they established Holder continuity of solutions within a general class
of degenerate-singular elliptic operators L = div(A(X)V-) whose coefficient A(X) = (a;;(X)) are
defined starting from a symmetric matrix valued function such that

Mw(X) €7 < (AX)E,€) < Aw(X) |€]?,  for some A, A > 0,

where the weight w may either vanish, or be infinite, or both. In particular, the prototypes of weights
considered in their analysis where in the Muckenhoupt As-class, i.e. such that

2 (i fe00) (g fotoome) <o

Our case correspond to the choice w(X) = |y|* and is Muckenhoupt whenever a € (—1,1). Note
however that this class of A;—weights is not the optimal one to have Hélder regularity as noticed in [17].
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However, it provides a good model with applications for our purposes.

Our approach is based upon the validity of an Almgren and Weiss type monotonicity formulee, the
existence and uniqueness of non trivial tangent maps at every point of the nodal set, and on a complete
classification of the possible homogenous configurations appearing at the blow-up limit. Nevertheless,
the starting point of our analysis relies on the decomposition of an L,-harmonic function with respect
to the orthogonal direction to the characteristic manifold Y. Indeed, denoting by H'*#(B;) the Sobolev
space w.r.t. the measure |y|® dy dz, we have (see also [26, 11])

Proposition 1.1. Givena € (—1, 1) andu an L-harmonic function in By, there exist two unique functions
ud € HY(By),u?~* € H“27%(By) symmetric with respect to > respectively L, and La_, harmonic in
By and locally smooth, such that

w(X) = ul(X)+uZ“(X)ylyl™* inBu.

With this decomposition in mind, we can reduce the classification of the possible blow-up limits to the
symmetric ones and eventually recover all the possible cases. In particular, it is worthwhile introducing a
new notion of tangent field ®X° of u at a nodal point, which takes care of the different behaviour of both
the symmetric and antisymmetric part of an L,-harmonic function. Namely, by the decomposition and
the Definition 5.7 of the notion of tangent map, i.e. the unique nonzero map ¢*° € B¢ (u) such that

u(Xo + rX)

k — (pXO(X)v

U‘XOJ“(X)

r

with k the vanishing order of u at X, we introduce the following concept.

Definition 1.2. Let a € (—1,1),u be an L,-harmonic function in By and Xy € I'y(u) N X, for some
k > min{1,1 — a}. We define as tangent field of u at X the unique nontrivial vector field ®X¢ €
(HL*(R™1))2 such that

% = (90, 05°),
where X0 and X0 are respectively the tangent map of the symmetric part . of u and of the antisym-
metric one u,.

At first, the notion of tangent field allows us to describe the topology of the nodal set by proving in
Proposition 5.19 a vectorial counterpart of the classic result of upper semi-continuity of the vanishing
order. In order to define properly the relevant subsets, we define

5oy — ly|* Oyu ifX¢gy
Y limy 0 |y|* Oyu(z,y) fX €%’

This quantity, as observed already in previous works, is the nontrivial one to be considered as far as the
derivative in y is concerned.

In the light of this observation, it is natural to define the regular part R (u) and the singular part S(u)
of the nodal set as follows:

R(u) = {X €T (w): [Vou(X))? + [02u(X)|* # o} ,

S(u) = {X eT(w): [Vou(X))? + [0u(X)|* = o} ,
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we developed a blow-up analysis in order to fully understand the structure of I'(u) in R"*! and its re-
striction on Y. The following is a summary of our main result describing the stratified structure of both
the regular and singular parts of the nodal set.

Theorem 1.3. Leta € (—1,1),a # 0 and u be an L,-harmonic function in By. Then the regular set R(u)
is locally a C*" hypersurface on R" 1 in the variable (z,y |y|~ ") with

k= 2 and r = 2 — 2 .
1—a 1—a 1—a

On the other hand, there holds

Su)NE =8"(u) US*(u)
where S* (u) is contained in a countable union of (n — 2)-dimensional C* manifolds and S®(u) is contained
in a countable union of (n — 1)-dimensional C* manifolds. Moreover

n—2 n—1
S = 8w and S'u)= ] Sf(u),
j=0 §=0

where both S; (u) and S (u) are contained in a countable union of j-dimensional C' manifolds.

A key step will be the complete classification of the spectrum of the tangent field. Recently, in [4] the
authors studied the geometry of sets that admit arbitrarily good local approximations by zero sets of har-
monic polynomials. In the light of the previous Theorem, it would be interesting to adapt their strategies
to our degenerate-singular framework.

In the last Section of this paper, we provide applications of our theory in the context of nonlocal el-
liptic equations. In particular, inspired by [10, 11, 43], we exploit the local realisation of the fractional
Laplacian, and more generally of fractional power of divergence form operator L with Lipschitz leading
coefficient, in order to study the structure and the regularity of the nodal set of (—L)*-harmonic functions,
for s € (0,1). More precisely, we combine the extension technique with a geometric reduction introduced
in [2] and exploited in the seminal papers [21, 22]. This will allow us to extend our analysis to fractional
powers (—A,)® of the Laplace-Beltrami operator on a Riemannian manifold M, also for the case of Lip-
schitz metrics g. Our techniques are quite robust and, we believe, can apply to a wider class of operators
on manifolds like the conformally covariant ones of fractional order introduced via the scattering work in
[26] and reformulated in [11] via a suitable extension property on some asymptotic hyperbolic manifolds.
However, the equations under consideration in [11] involve curvature terms that are to be controlled and
this is probably not a completely trivial adaptation of our techniques in this context. Finally, in [3] the
authors developed a similar analysis in the context of solutions to a class of nonlocal parabolic equations
involving fractional powers of the Heat operator.

Our results show some genuinely nonlocal features in the Taylor expansion of (— L)*-harmonic func-
tions near their zero set and their deep impact on the structure of the nodal set itself. We prove that the
first term of the Taylor expansion of an (—L)®-harmonic function is either an homogeneous harmonic
polynomial or any possible homogeneous polynomial. In particular, this implies

Theorem 1.4. Given L, a divergence form operator with Lipschitz leading coefficients, and s € (0,1), let u
be (—L)*-harmonic in B;. Then there holds

S(u) = §*(u) U S*(u)
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where S* (u) is contained in a countable union of (n — 2)-dimensional C' manifolds and S*(u) is contained
in a countable union of (n — 1)-dimensional C* manifolds. Moreover

n—2 n—1
S*(u) = U Si(u) and S°(u) = U S; (u),
j=0 3=0

where both S (u) and 8§ (u) are contained in a countable union of j-dimensional C'' manifolds.

Finally, we prove what can be seen as the nonlocal counterpart of a conjecture that Lin proposed in
[32]. Following his strategy, we give an explicit estimate on the (n — 1)-Hausdorff measure of the nodal
set I'(u) of s-harmonic functions in terms of the Almgren frequency previously introduced. We have

Theorem 1.5. Given s € (0, 1), let w be an s-harmonic function in By and 0 € I'(u). Then
T (r(u) N B%) < C(n, s)N,

where v is the L,-harmonic extension of u in B and N = N(0,v, 1) is the frequency defined by

[ ol vep ax
B
N="2

| it
oBf

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we prove some preliminary result about L,-harmonic

functions. Next, in Section 3, we prove the validity of an Almgren’s type monotonicity formula which
allows in Section 4 to prove the existence of blow-up limit in every point of the nodal set T'(u).
Finally, in Section 5 we prove a Weiss type monotonicity formula, which allows to introduce the notion of
tangent map and tangent field at every point of the nodal set. In Section 6 we present some useful result
on the stratification of the nodal set and finally in Section 7 we prove a general result on the regularity of
the whole nodal set I'(u) and on its restriction on the characteristic manifold 3. The last two Sections are
devoted to the applications of the previous results to solutions of fractional powers of divergence form
operator, with Lipschitz leading coefficient. In particular, in Section 8 we apply our technique in order
to study the nodal set of s-harmonic function and, more generally, of solutions of (—L)*® operators and
more general nonlocal equations, and in Section 10 we give a new estimate of the Hausdorff measure of
the nodal set of s-harmonic functions.

2. DECOMPOSITION OF La-HARMONIC FUNCTIONS

In this Section we state some general results on L,-harmonic function and we introduce some basic
auxiliary concepts that will be often use through the paper in order to describe the structure of the nodal
set I'(u). In particular, given the definition of characteristic manifold ¥ for a degenerate-singular oper-
ator, we consider the decomposition of L,-harmonic function with respect to the orthogonal direction
to 3, which will turn out to be crucial in proving regularity of L,-harmonic functions. It is worthwhile
pointing put here that our theory is linear in nature because of this decomposition between symmetric
and anti-symmetric solutions w.r.t. the characteristic manifold. Even though this can be seen as a major
drawback, it still provides us a complete picture of the nodal set for our equation. We refer also to the work
[12] where the authors consider also linear equations, introducing a quantitative stratification technique.
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To start with, we need recalling the already cited pioneering works [18, 17], where the authors intro-
duced a class of degenerate-singular operator strictly correlated to some weighted Sobolev spaces with
Muckenhoupt A,-weights. In [17, Section 2] they gave six general properties that the weight must satisfy
in order to have existence of weak solutions, Sobolev embeddings, Poincaré inequality, Harnack inequal-
ity, local solvability in Holder spaces and estimates on the Green’s function and in particular they found a
sufficient condition in the definition of the Muckenhoupt A;-class. Hence, they introduced fora € (—1,1)
the weighted Sobolev spaces H!+%(B;) as the closure of C*°(B7) functions under the norm

2 a a 2
lullbiepy = [ |yl*w?dX + [ |y|* [Vl dX.
Bl Bl

Anyway, as the authors in [17] pointed out in the study of a special classes of elliptic problem associated
with quasi-conformal maps, properties as the Sobolev embeddings, Poincaré inequality, Harnack inequal-
ity and local solvability in Holder spaces still hold for every a € (—1, +00). Thus, the following definition
is consistent for every a € (—1, +00).

Definition 2.1 ([17]). Given F' = (f1, -+, f,) on Bj such that |F| € L?~%(B), we say that u €
H1Y%(By) is a (energy) solution of L,u = divF if for every p € C°(B;) we have

/|y|“<Vu7Vso>dX= (F,V)dX.
By By

Similarly, a function u € H*(B) is said to be L,-harmonic in B if for every ¢ € C2°(B;) we have
[ it (uvax =o.
B

Since the operator L, is uniformly elliptic on every compact subset of R" ™1 \ ¥, we shall concentrate
on the study of the nodal set near the characteristic manifold ¥ associated with L. This remark explains
why, throughout the paper, we will focus on the case Xy € 3 and we will simply compare the result on
> with the case R*t1 \ %, avoiding all the technical details.

In order to better understand the structure of the nodal set and the local behaviour of L,-harmonic
functions, it is convenient to decompose them into their symmetric and antisymmetric parts with respect
to the orthogonal direction to 3. For the sake of precision, u is said to be symmetric with respect to X if

u(z, —y) = u(z,y) inR"TL
Conversely, the function w is said to be antisymmetric with respect to X if
u(z, —y) = —u(z,y) inR"TL
We shall denote

w(@,y) — u(z, —y)
2

w(z,y) + ulz, —y)
2
the symmetric and antisymmetric (with respect to X) parts of u such that

w(X) = ue(X) 4 up(X).

Note that, u is Ly-harmonic if and only if so are u,. and .

te(2,y) = and  uo(z,y) =

At first sight, the previous decomposition seems to be harmless and disconnected from the degenerate-
singular character of the operator, but with the following Propositions it would be clear the complete
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picture of how the presence of a set where the coefficients take value zero of infinite affect the local
behaviour of the solutions. Next proposition shows that it is enough to characterise only the blow-up
limits of the symmetric L,-harmonic functions.

Proposition 2.2. Leta € (—1,1) and u be an L,-harmonic function in By antisymmetric with respect to
3. Thus, there exists a unique Lo_,-harmonic function v symmetric with respect to X such that

u(z,y) =v(z,y)y |y "¢ inR"TL

Proof. Given v(x,y) = u(z,y) |y|” y~1, let us first prove that v € H'27%(By), where 2 — a € (1,3). By
direct computations we obtain

) / > 02X = / " u2dX,
Bl Bl

and similarly

/ W Vo2 dX = [ |yl Va2 dX + (@ - 1)° / y* L ax
B B, B )

sc(/ plwax + [ |y|“|w|2dx),
Bl Bl

where in the last inequality we used the validity of an Hardy type inequality (see [15]). Next, let us prove
that v is La_,-harmonic in Bj in the sense of Definition 2.1. At first, observe that, for X € By \ X, we
have

(2) Lo_qv = div(|y[*™* Vo) = (a — 1)d,u + div(yVu) = y |y|~* Lau.

For every ¢ € C°(By) and 0 < § < 1, let ns € C°°(By) be a family of compactly supported cut-off
functions such that 0 < 75 < 1 and

0 on{(a:,y)eBlz |y|§5}7

né(xay) = {1 on {(I,y) € By |y| > 25}7

with |Vns| < 1/6. Thus, by testing (2) with ¢ns we obtain, for every § € (0, 1),

/ W7 (Yo, V(s0))dX = — / nsp Lo avd X
Bl Bl

= —/ (y lyl ™" ns@) LoudX =0,
B
where in the last equality we used that y [y|~“ ns¢ € C°(By). Now, integration by parts yields
@ [ WO Tise)dX = [ (Ve Todx + [ (7o, Tasax,
B B B
whereas by the the Dominated convergence we obtain that

lim [ |y* s (Vo, Ve)dX = [ |y[*"*(Vv, Vp)dX
§—0t Bl Bl
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and by Holder inequality

1/2 1/2
[ o0 Tuax| < oy ([ 1 woax) ™ ([ i ivnsax)
By B, By

1 2% 1/2
< Ol olmoqo 5 | [ 10"y

237(1_1 1/2 a
< 1ol Wl (gt ) 82"

a

which imply, passing through 6 — 0 in (3), that
|l (70, 9p0x =0 forg e C2(By)
B,
since we are dealing with a < 1. 0

As a straightforward consequence, for a € (—1,1) and every L,-harmonic function u € H»%(B)
there exist u? € HY%(B;) and u?~% € HY?7%(B;) two symmetric function with respect to X respec-
tively L, and Ls_, harmonic in B; such that

(4) u(X) = ug(X) +ug*(X)yly|™* inBy.

Thus, through the following Sections we will restrict the classification of the blow-up limit, i.e. the entire
homogenous L,-harmonic functions, to the symmetric with respect to ¥ and in the final part of the work
we will collect all the result for a generic L,-harmonic function.

Secondly, the previous decomposition combined with the following result gives a complete picture of the
regularity of an L,-harmonic function.

Proposition 2.3 ([49]). Leta € (—1,1) and u be an L,-harmonic function in By. Then there holds:

o ifu is symmetric with respect to X, we have u € C,})L’,O‘ (B1), forany a € (0,1);
o ifu is antisymmetric with respect to ¥, we have u € ij;“(Bl), for any a € (0,a*) with a* =
min{1,1 — a}.

Moreover, ifa € (—1,+00) and u is symmetric with respect to ¥, we have that u € C;0(B1).

Proposition 2.4 ([49]). Leta € (—1,1) and u be L,-harmonic in By. Then, for everyi = 1,...,n, we
have that 0, u is Lo-harmonic in By, while 85“ is L_,-harmonic in By, where

9%y = |7J|a8yu le gz
Y limy 0 |y|* Oyu(z,y) ifX €%’

These results have been recently obtained in [49, 42] using some new approximation technique and
Liouville type theorem for a class of degenerate-singular elliptic problems.
We recall here some general result about L,-harmonic functions. First we introduce the following Cac-
cioppoli inequality, which enables us to give a priori estimates of the L% norm of the derivatives of the
solution v in terms of the L?%-norm of u.



ON THE NODAL SET OF SOLUTIONS TO DEGENERATE-SINGULAR ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS 9

Proposition 2.5 ([17]). Leta € (—1,1) andu an L,-harmonic function in By. Then, foreach Xy € BiNY
and0 < r < R <1 —|Xo| we have

a C a

® [owrvetax s S | ol" u— A X,
B, (Xo) (R—r) Br(Xo)\Br(Xo)
for every A € R.
Now, for a € (—1,1) let us fix
S, = [l do,
0B
which implies
,r.n-l-a-l—l
Sl =r"""[S"], and [BITY| = ——0—|S"|,.
@ n+a+1l

Lemma 2.6 ([50, Lemma A.1]). Leta € (—1,1) ad u be an L,-harmonic function in B;y. Then, for each
ball B.(Xy), with Xg € ¥ andr € (0,1 — | Xo|), we have

1 / a 1 a
= ly|" udo = —/ ly|* udX.
1S™], 7T Jop, (x0) | Bt et Jpox)

We remark that in the case of L,-subharmonic function, i.e. —L,u < 0, the previous result holds true
in the form of inequality. Finally, by standard Moser’s iteration technique, the following bound holds true.

u(Xo)

Lemma 2.7 ([50, Lemma A.2.]). Let a € (—1,1) and u be a L,-subharmonic function in By. Then, for
Xo e BiNXandr € (0,1 —|Xo|) we obtain

1/2
1
ol e < Cm,a) | -2 / 2dx )
L°° (B, /2(Xo)) rnt+l+ta Br(Xo)

where C(n, a) is a constant depending only onn and a.

3. ALMGREN MONOTONICITY FORMULA

In this Section, following [10], we introduce the degenerate-singular counterpart of the classical Alm-
gren monotonicity formula for harmonic functions (cfr [1]). Since we intend to investigate the structure
and regularity of the nodal set of L,-harmonic function near the characteristic manifold ¥, let us fix
Xo = (20,0) € X. Hence, for every r € (0, R), where R > 0 will be defined later, consider

1 2
E(Xo,ur) = —or [ ol [Vl ax
rnta—1 B, (Xo)

1
H(Xo,u,7) = n+a/ ly|* udo
r 9B, (Xo)

and the Almgren quotient (also called frequency),

r/ | [Vul? dX
E(XQ,U,T) B (Xo)

(6) N(Xo,u,r) = =
/ ly|* udo
9B, (Xo)

H(X07 Uu, T)
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Since u € H,.»*(By), both the functions r — E(Xg,u,r) and r — H(Xo,u,r) are locally absolutely

loc

continuous on (0, +00), that is that both their derivatives are in L} ((0, +00)).

loc

Proposition 3.1 ([10]). Leta € (—1,1) and u be an L,-harmonic function on By. Then, for every Xy €
By N'Y we have that the map r — N(Xo,u,r) is absolutely continuous and monotone nondecreasing on
(0,1 — | Xol).

Hence, there always exists finite the limit
N(Xo,u,0") = lim N(Xo,u,r) = inf N(Xo,u,r),
r—0+ r>0
to which we will refer as the (Almgren) limiting frequency. Moreover,
d 2
(7) %logH(Xo,u,T) = ;N(Xo,u,’l’).

As a direct consequence of the monotonicity formula, we infer that the Almgren limiting frequency map
X — N(X,u,0%) on X is upper semi-continuous since it is defined as the infimum of a continuous family
of functions. Another simple consequence of the monotonicity result and (7) is the following comparison
property (which, with ro = 2r1, is the so called doubling property, which is classical).

Corollary 3.2. Leta € (—1,1) and u be L,-harmonic on By. Hence, there given N = N (Xo, u, 1 — |Xo|)
such that for every Xo € B N %,

2N
H(Xo,u,’l’g) S H(Xo,U,Tl) <2>
8]
for0O<ry <re <1—1Xol

In other words, for every Xo € B N X

1 / . R\ 1 o o
S ly|* u*do < (—) / ly|" u*do
R 5B (x0) r T 9B, (Xo)

with0 <r < R<1-—|Xp|and N = N(Xo,u,1 — |Xo
obtain

1 R 2N—-1 1
(8) 7/ ly[* u?dX < (—) —/ ly|* u?dX.
Rn+a+1 BR(XO) r Tn+a+1 Br(Xo)

In order to justify the analysis of the local behaviour of L,-harmonic functions, we prove the validity of
the strong unique continuation property for the degenerate-singular operator L,. In general, a function
u, is said to vanish of infinite order at a point Xy € I'(u) if

), and integrating the previous inequality we

/ uw?dX = O(r¥), forevery k € N,
|X—X0‘<T‘

as r — 0. Given an elliptic operator L, L is said to have the strong unique continuation property in By if
the only solution of Lu = 0 in H (B;) which vanishes of infinite order at a point Xy € I'(u) is u = 0.
Moreover, L is said to have the unique continuation property in Bj if the solution of Lu = 0 in H} (B)
which can vanish in an open subset of By is u = 0. (see [21, 22] for more details for the uniformly elliptic
case).

Corollary 3.3 ([22, Theorem 1.4]). Leta € (—1,1) and u be L,-harmonic in By. Then u cannot vanish of
infinite order at Xy € I'(u) N By unlessu = 0 in By.
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In [22] the authors stated the proof for analytic nonnegative weights and pointed out the validity for
more general, even degenerate, weighted elliptic equations.
The previous result implies that the nodal set I'(u) has empty interior in R"*!. Hence, as a consequence
of our blow-up analysis, we will prove a posteriori unique continuation property for the restriction of
I'(u) on X. Using (7) and integrating fro 0 to R, one easily obtains

Corollary 3.4. Leta € (—1,1) and u be an L, -harmonic function on B;. Then, for every Xo € B1NX
given R =1 — | X| we have
1 1
oW ly|* u?do < / [yl u?dX < 7/ ly|* ude,
nt+a+1+2N Jopg(xo) Br(Xo) nt+a+1l/opn(xy)
where N = N (Xo,u, R).

The following result can be viewed as the degenerate-singular counterpart of [28, Theorem 1.6], which
gives us a sufficient condition for the presence of the nodal set in the unitary ball.

Proposition 3.5. Leta € (—1,1) and u be an Lq-harmonic function on By. Then, for any R € (0, 1) there
exists Nog = No(R) < 1 such that the following holds:

(1) if N(0,u,1) < Ny, then u does not vanish in Bg;

(z) if N(0,u,1) > Ny, then

N <X0,u, > <CN(0,u,1) foranyXo€ BrNX,

where C' is a positive constant depending only onn, a and R.
Moreover, the vanishing order, i.e. the Almgren frequency formula, of u at any point of Br never exceeds
CN(0,u,1).

This proof follows directly from the one in [28, 32], so we omit it.

Corollary 3.6. Letu be L,-harmonic on By, then for every Xy € T'(u) N X we have
(9) N(Xo,u,0") >min{1,1 - a}.
More precisely

e ifu is symmetric with respect to 33, we have N (X, u,07) > 1,

e ifu is antisymmetric with respect to > we have N (Xg,u,07) > 1 — a.

Proof. This result follows by Proposition 2.3. More precisely, et a* = min{1, 1 — a} be the coefficient of
optimal Holder regularity for L,-harmonic function, and suppose by contradiction that (9) is not satisfied.
Since the limit N (X, u, 0") exists, we obtain the existence of R > 0 and & > 0 such that N (X, u,r) <
a* — e forall 0 < r < R. By (7), up to consider a smaller interval of (0, R), we have

d 2
d—logH(Xo,u,r) = —N(Xop,u,r) < =(a* —¢).
r r

I
Integrating this inequality between r and R yields
H(XO,U,R) - E 2(04*_8)
H(X07 u, T) N
which, together with the fact that u is a*-Holder continuous and u(Xy) = 0, implies

Cyr2e™ =9 < H(Xo,u,r) < Cor®®”.

r
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The contradiction follows for small value of » > 0. If an addition we suppose that u is symmetric or
antisymmetric with respect to X, we obtain respectively that u is Lipschitz continuous or (1 — a)-Hélder
continuous, and the lower bound on the Almgren frequency formula follows immediately. O

Now we focus our attention to the balls centred outside the characteristic manifold; for Xy € B1 \ %,
ie. yo # 0,and r € (0, |yo|), let us consider, as usual,

1 a
BXo,wr) =y [ it 9w ax,
i 0

1
H(Xo,U,T) :’f'_n /BB (X0) |y|a uzda,
™ 0

and consequently the associated Almgren frequency

r/ | [Vul? dX
E(Xo,u,T) B(X0)

(10) N(X07 u, T) = =
/ ly]“ w?do
9B, (Xo)

H(Xo,u,r)
Now we prove the validity of a perturbed monotonicity formula also in the case of balls centred outside
3. Note that, by the results in [21, 22] we already know the validity of an Almgren type monotonicity
formula associated with uniformly elliptic operator with Lipschitz leading coefficients. For completeness,
we provide below a slightly different monotonicity result which holds for every X, € R™*1, bypassing
the change of coordinates introduced in [21, 22].

Proposition 3.7. Let a € (—1,1) and u be an L, -harmonic function on By. Then, for every Xg € B1 \ ¥
there exists C' > 0 such that r — e“" N (Xo, u, 1) is absolutely continuous and monotone nondecreasing on

(0, [yol).

Hence, there always exists finite the limit

N(X07u70+) = lim N(Xo,U,T),

r—0t+

which we will call as the Almgren type frequency formula.

Proof. The strategy of the proof is similar to the one for the case Xo € B1NX. By (??) and (??), we already
know that passing to the logarithmic derivatives we obtain from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

d a d .

p R N o N
—-log N(Xo,u,r) =~ + Br(Xo) _ 4r JoB.(x0)

' " / |y|a|Vu|2dX / |y|au2d0,
Br(Xo) 8B, (Xo)

a a
ayo/ MquU ayo/ Wyl \Vu|® do
> 8B,(Xo) Y B.(Xo) Y

- T/ ly|* w?do 7’/ |y|a|Vu|2 do
0B (Xo) B, (Xo)
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for r € (ry,72). This remainders reflect the presence of the weight w(X) = |y|” and its homogeneity
with respect to X. Now, for every r € (r1,72)

a . .

# (mmaBT(XO) % — Maxp, (X,) %) ifa-yo>0

_% (minBr(Xo) i — MaXyp, (Xo) %) ifa- 7o < 0

d
% 1OgN(X07 Uu, T) >
which is equivalent to

2 |a 2la
_2|yo|22_ Iyol2
Yo — T

d
a log N (Xo,u,r) > forr € (r1,72),
”

2
Yo — T2
from which we learn that necessary 72 < |yo|. Consider now

1
H(Xo,u,r) = — / ly|* u*do
r 8B, (Xo)

a
/ Muzda
8B, (Xo) Y
Yo

/ ly|“ w?do
9B,(Xo)

Let us prove the existence of the limit of the Almgren frequency formula as » — 07, so suppose by
contradiction that = inf{r > 0 : H(Xo,u,r) > 0on (r,|yo|)} > 0 and consider r € (r1, |yo|). By the
previous inequality, we have that there exists a positive constant C' > 0 such that

such that

d 2
glogH(Xo,u,r) = ;N(Xo,u,r) —l—% 1-—

r = e“"N(Xo, u,r)

is monotone nondecreasing on (71, |yo|). Then, let r1 < r < 27y < |yo|, since

| a

ayo/ |y—u2da 1 ay i

(11) 9B, (Xo) Y > {F—M_ o fa-yo> 0
=1 1__ayo ifa-
T/ |y|au2do, T“yo——2r_1 if a 1]0<O
0B, (Xo)
we have
d 2 207"1

(12) % IOgH(Xo, U,T) S ;8 N(XOa u, 2T1)

By integrating (12), it follows

r

H(Xo,u,2r1) < 2n 2657 N (Xo,u,2r1)
H(X07 u, T)

and since 7 — H(Xy, u, r) is continuous, H (Xg,u, 1) > 0 and we seek the contradiction.

O

As before, a simple consequence of the monotonicity result is the following comparison property
(which, with r9 = 27y, is the so called doubling property).
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Corollary 3.8. Let u be an L,-harmonic function in By. For every Xy € By \ X, there exists C > 0 and
R > 0 such that
o\ 2
H(Xo,u,r2) < H(Xo,u,71) <—2)

1

forevery) <r; <ro <R.

Moreover, since the operator L, is uniformly elliptic outside ¥, we can apply the same reasoning using
the Lipschitz optimal regularity in R \ ¥ and prove

Corollary 3.9. Letu be an L,-harmonic function in By. For every Xy € T'(u)\ 2 we have N (Xg,u,0") >
1.

4. COMPACTNESS OF BLOW-UP SEQUENCES

All the arguments exposed in the following Sections involve a local analysis of the solutions, which
will be performed via a blow-up procedure. Fix a € (—1,1) and u an L,-harmonic function in By; let
us consider now X € I'(u) a point on the nodal set of u, and define, for any ry, | 07", the normalized
blow-up sequence as

X X B - X
uXo+meX) for X € X € By, = ———2,

up(X) =
k( ) H(X07uark) Tk

such that Lou, = 0 and [[ug||j2.05p,) = 1. We stress that we will always apply a blow-up analysis
centered at point of the nodal set I'(u) on the characteristic manifold ¥, since as we already remarked the
local behaviour of L,-harmonic function is known outside the characteristic manifold.

In this Section we will prove the convergence of the blow-up sequence and we provide the classification
of the blow-up limits, starting from the following general convergence result.

Theorem 4.1. Leta € (—1,1) and o* = min{1,1—a}. Given X € I'(u) N X and a blow-up sequence uy,
centered in Xo and associated with some 1, | 0T, there exists p € H,‘lx’,a (R™) such that, up to a subsequence,
ug — p in CO*(R™) for every a € (0, o) and strongly in HY*(R™). In particular, the blow-up limit is an

entire L,-harmonic function, i.e.
Lyp=0 inR",

In particular, the previous result can be easily improved in the case of L,-harmonic function purely
symmetric with respect to 3. More precisely, as suggested by Proposition 2.3, in the first case the con-

vergence holds in Olf,;o‘ for every o € (0,1), and this difference relies on the Liouville type theorems

introduced in [49, 42].

The proof will be presented in a series of lemmata.
Lemma 4.2. Let Xy € I'(u) N X. For any given R > 0, we have
HukHHl,a(BR) <C and ”uk”Loo(B_R) <C,

where C' > 0 is a constant independent on k > 0.
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Proof. Let us consider p? = H(Xy,u, ), then by definition of the blow-up sequence u, and Corollary
3.2 we obtain

1
| wltddo = [l et + rX)do
dBp Pk JoBr
1 / o 2
- ly|” u*do
pIrpte 9By, (Xo)

H(X07 u, R’I’k)

— RnJra
H(Xo,u,ry)

which gives us HukHi%a(aBR) < C(R)R™*. Similarly

a 1 a
/ |y |Vuk|2d0':N(O,uk,R)_/ ly|* updo
Bn R Jopy,
(13) < C(R)R"""*N(Xo,u, Rry)
< C(R)R" ' N(Xo,u, R)

where in the last inequality we used the monotonicity result of Proposition 3.1. Since the map wuy is Lq-
harmonic, by [50, Lemma A.2] we obtain

] 1/2
sup uy, < C(n, s) (W/ lyl* UidX)
Br/2 Br

H(o,uk,m)m

SC(n,s)< n+a+1

where in the second inequality we used the monotonicity of r — H(0,ug,r) in (0, R). Finally, the
estimate follows directly from the one the L?%(0Bg)-norm. O

So far we have proved the existence of a nontrivial function p € H*(R"1) 0 L2 (R™ 1) such that,
up to a subsequence, we have u — p weakly in H*(R") and L,p = 0 in D'(R"*1). The next step
is to prove that for Xy € I'(u) N X the convergence uy — p is indeed strong in Hlic’a and in C&a for

a € (0, ). This is a standard argument based on testing the weak formulation and using the fact that p
belongs to Hllog (R™).

Lemma 4.3. Forevery R > 0, up to a subsequence, ur, — p strongly in HY%(Bg).
Lemma 4.4. For every R > 0 there exists C > 0, independent of k, such that

[u(Xy) —u(Xa)] _

[uk]co*a(BR) = s | X7 — Xo|  —

X1,X2€Br
for every a € (0, a*).

Proof. The proof follows essentially the ideas of the similar results in [47, 46]: the critical exponent o* =
min{1,1 — a} is related to a Liouville type theorem for L,-harmonic function as given in [49, 42]. O
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If instead we consider the general case X € I'(u) we can prove, as a direct consequence of the blow-up
analysis of [44, Theorem 3.3], the following general result

Theorem 4.5. Let u be an L,-harmonic function in By and X, € I'(u) a point on its nodal set. Given the
blow-up sequence uy, centered in X and associated withry, | 0T we have these two cases:
(1) if Xo € %, there exists p € HL*(R™) such that uj, — p in Co*(R™) for every a € (0, a*) and
strongly in Hl’“(R"). In particular the blow-up limit solves

loc
—Lsp=0 in R".
(R™) such that uj, — p in Cox®(R™) for every a € (0,1) and

loc

(2) if Xo € X, there existsp € H.

loc
strongly in H},(R™). In particular the blow-up limit solves

—Ap=0 in R".

Next we focus our attention on the blow-up limit itself in the more challenging case Xy € I'(u) N X
and we investigate the connection between the value of the limiting frequency and the local behaviour of
the solution. More precisely, we have

Proposition 4.6. Let X € T'(u) N'X and p be a blow-up limit of u centered in X, as previously defined.
Then N (0,p,r) = N(Xo,u,0") =: k for everyr > 0 and p is k-homogeneous, i.e.

p(X)=|X|"p (%) for every X € R",
Proof. First of all we prove thatr — N (0, p, r') is constant. Let us observe that N (0, ug, r) = N(Xo, u, rry)
and that Theorem 4.1 yields that N (0, p,r) = limg N (0, uy, 7). Similarly, for the right hand side we ob-
tain limg, N (Xo, u, rri) = N(Xo,u,0") by Proposition 3.1.

We now compute the derivative of » — N (0, p,r), in order to prove that p is k-homogeneous, where
obviously k¥ = N(Xg,u,07") is the Almgren frequency formula. As in the proof of Proposition 3.1, we
know that

d 2 .
%H(Oapﬂ”) = a1 /8& ly|* pO,pdo

and by integration by parts that

d 1 a 2
JE(OJ%T)— W/BB ly|” (Orp)” do.

o

Hence, these two equalities imply

— d _ 2 1 a 2 a 2 a 2
0= EN(O,]D,T) - r2n+2a—2 HQ(O,p,’I”) [/88T |y| p do /i?BT |y| |67‘p| do — (/BBT |y| parpda>

for r > 0. This equality yields the existence of C = C(r) > 0 such that 9,p = C(r)p for every r > 0.
Using this fact in (7) we infer

faB |y|ap8rpd0' d
2C(r)=——"——F——=—10ogH(O,p,r) =

and thus C(r) = k/r and p is k-homogenous as we claimed. O

2 2
N(O,p,7) = -k
r

r
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In the final part of this Section we classify the possible values of the Almgren limiting frequencies on
the restriction I'(u) MY and consequently the possible blow-up limits. This classification will be the key to
understand the structure and the stratification of the nodal set of u. A crucial consequence of our analysis
is that the blow-up process discriminates between the symmetric and antisymmetric cases (with respect

to X).

At this point, we already know that given an L,-harmonic function « on By, for every X € T'(u) N X
and r, | 01 we have, up to a subsequence, that

up(X) = u(Xo + e X)

— p(X),
H(X07uark) p( )

where p € Hlj‘,;a (R"*1) is a nonconstant entire L,-harmonic function homogenous of order k € R with
[Pl z2.(o5,) = 1. In particular, by Proposition 4.6 we already know that k = N (Xo, u, 0h).

Inspired by Proposition 2.2, let us consider separately the case when u is symmetric with respect to 3 and
the antisymmetric one.

Lemma 4.7. Leta € (—1,1) and u be an L,-harmonic function symmetric with respect to ¥. Then, for
every Xo € I'(u) N 3, we have

N(Xo,u,07) € 1+N.

Proof. Let Xy € T'(u)NX and k = N(Xj, u,0") be the limiting frequency at Xy. For every r;, — 07 we
already know that, up to a subsequence, by Theorem 4.1 and Proposition 4.6 that

u(Xo + reX) s p(X)

uk(X) = H(Xo,u,rg)

where p is an L,-harmonic k-homogenous function symmetric with respect to 3.

Since, by Corollary 3.6 we already know that k£ > 1, let us suppose by contradiction that there exists an
homogenous L,-harmonic function of order k¥ > 1 such that k¥ ¢ N. Since for every i = 1,...,n, we
have

L, (azip) = 8961'Lap =0,

fixed & = | k|, by Euler’s homogeneous function Theorem, we already know that any k-order partial
derivative of p with respect to the variables 1, ..., x, must be an homogenous L,-harmonic of order
a = k — |k] € (0,1). The contradiction follows from Proposition 3.6, since the homogeneity of an
homogenous function is equal to the Almgren frequency formula evaluated in the origin, hence in the
symmetric case it must be greater or equal to 1. g

Lemma 4.8. Leta € (—1,1) and u be an L,-harmonic function antisymmetric with respect to .. Then, for
every Xo € I'(u) N 3, we have

N(Xg,u,0") €1 —a+N.

Proof. As in the previous Lemma, let Xy € I'(u) N X and k = N(Xo, u,0") be the limiting frequency
at Xo. For every r, — 01 we already know that, up to a subsequence, we have by Theorem 4.1 and
Proposition 4.6 that uy, — p where p is an L,-harmonic k-homogenous function antisymmetric with
respect to X.

By Proposition 2.2, there exists ¢ € H, 1’27G(R"+1) and Lo_,-harmonic function symmetric with respect

loc
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to X, such that p = qy|y|™“. Since p is k-homogenous, we already know that ¢ must be (kK — 1 + a)-
homogenous, i.e.

— a k—1+a X yil |y|a k—1+a X
2(X) = p(X)y " Iyl = X p(m)mﬁﬂm (S

for every X € R™*1.

Obviously if ¢(0) # 0, then k = 1 — a and ¢ is zero-homogenous, i.e. ¢ = ¢(0) on R™"!, instead, if
q(0) = 0, by Lemma 4.7 we know that N (0,¢,0") € 1 + N and consequently k£ € 2 — a + N. Similarly,
since these two cases correspond to N (0,¢,0") = 0 and N(0,¢,0") € 1 + N, the final result on k can
be formulated as N (Xo,u,0") € 1 —a + N. a

The proof is a direct consequence of the previous Lemmas and we leave it to the readers.

Proposition 4.9. Leta € (—1,1) and u be an L,-harmonic function. Given Xy € I'(u) N'X and a blow-up
sequence uy, centered in X and associated with some i, | 0". Then the blow-up limitp € Hli",a (R"1) s
either symmetric or antisymmetric with respect to > and

N(Xo,u,04) e 4 L TN ifpis symmetric,
1 —a+ N, ifpisantisymmetric.

In order to understand the local behaviour of our solution, let’s now proceed with the explicit con-
struction of homogeneous L,-harmonic functions, first examining the symmetric ones.

Lemma 4.10. Let p € Hli",a (R"*1) be a nonconstant homogeneous L,-harmonic function, symmetric

with respect to X.. Then p does not depend on the variable y if and only if it is harmonic in the variable
(1,...,2n) € R™

The proof is trivial and the main consequence is that for every &k € 1 4+ N an homogenous harmonic
function in the variable x4, . .., z, of order k is an admissible blow-up limit. For this reason, let us con-
centrate our attention on the case of blow-up limits that depend on the variable y.

Lemma 4.11. [9, Lemma 2.7] Let p € H,},;“(R"“) be an entire L,-harmonic function symmetric with
respect to X, such that

pCOI < € (1+1X]") R
for some k € N. Then p is a polynomial.

In order to give an explicit expression of the blow-up limits, we start with the case n + 1 = 2, and
we remark that if p is a k-homogenous L,-harmonic function, then for every ¢ = 1, ..., n the functions
x,u are (k — 1)-homogeneous L,-harmonic function and 9;,u + ay~'d,u is a (k — 2)-homogenous
Lg-harmonic function. More precisely a straightforward computation leads to

Lemma 4.12. Letp € H,},;“(R”“) be an L,-harmonic homogenous polynomial of degree k > 2 symmetric

with respect to .. Then p is Lo -harmonic if and only if 0., p and 8§yp+ ay~'0,p are L,-harmonic, for every
t=1,...,n.

The following Proposition gives a complete picture of the possible entire configurations in R2. This
profiles will be useful in the stratification result of Section 7.
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,a

Proposition 4.13. Letp € Hloc (R?) be a nonconstant entire L,-harmonic function symmetric with respect
to X such that N(0,p,r) = k for every r > 0. Suppose that p depends on the variable y, then if k € 2N we

have
k 1 a
D=+ 2
(=1)= <2+2> 22\
7_? Yy,

(14) p(z,y) = 2 F1 (-
2kr(1+§)r(1+9+5)
and if k € 2N + 1 we obtain

(i)

(15) p(x,y):_2k71r (1 k>1—\(a+k) 2F1 (5_57
2 2

o |

NS
N | =
N —

[\)

where o F is the hypergeometric function.

Proof. The proof is based on the properties related to the derivatives of homogenous L,-harmonic func-
tions and proceeds by induction. By Lemma 4.11, we already know that every homogenous L,-harmonic
function symmetric with respect to ¥ is a polynomial p(z,y) such that, for every x € X the map
y — p(z,y) is a polynomial of even degree.

Fix k = 2m with m € N, consider

(=1)m—t 1 = (=T <% + g)

(16) c(m,a,1) = | _
201 2m—t(m — o AL 971 1
(m =)l i 2i+a 2t(m — t)122m 2] (m AR g)

and consequently

2m

m—1
p2y2m=2t,
p(z,y) = Qm'—l—;cmat

which is equivalent to (14). By a direct computation, it is easy to see that L,p(x,y) = 0 for every (z,y) €
R2. Now, let us prove by induction on k > 2 that every homogenous L,-harmonic function is of the form
(14). Since the case k = 0 is trivial, let us take £ = 2. Since p must be of degree 2 and even in the variable
y, the polynomial must be like p(z,y) = a12? + a2y? and consequently

1
l1+a

Lip=0 <+— ao=— ay,

and for a1 = 1/2 we obtain the formula in (16).
Suppose (16) are true for k € 2N, and consider a L,-harmonic polynomial p of degree k + 2, i.e.

m

2 2 2t, 2 2t
p(2,9) = ami1a®™ 2+ 3 aga®ly?m
t=0

Since 92p is a L,-harmonic polynomial of degree k, we must have by the inductive hypothesis

am+1(2m+2)2m+1) = 2t(2t — Day = ¢(m,a,t — 1) fort =1,...,m

2m!’
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which imply, by definition (16), that

1 c(m,a,t—1) (m+1,0,1)
Umpt1 = —————, Gt = —————=¢(m ,Qa,
T @mr2)” T 22— 1)

fort =1,...,m. Finally, let w = —Bsyp — ay~19,p be a polynomial of degree k. By Lemma 4.12 w is
L,-harmonic and, by the inductive hypothesi, we obtain by linearity that

=0y, (aoy™™**) = ay™' 9, (agy™**) = c(m, 0, 0)y™",
or in other words that —(2m + 2)(2m 4+ 1 4+ a)ag = ¢(m, a, 0), which implies that

c(m, a,0)
= == 1 O .
ST )emiita mthal)

ao

We have already proved the formula for the case k € 2N, while the other one is obtained via an integration
respect to the variable x. O

Before considering the general case n > 3, we complete the Section with some concrete examples
of blow-up profiles in 2-dimensional case. This example, and more generally the class of homogeneous
function described by the previous Proposition, will summarize all the possible behaviour of the (n — 2)-
dimensional singular set, as we will see in Section 7. For n > 3, we can not give an explicit formula for
the blow- up limits which depend on the variable y, but we can prove that every polynomial in R™ admits
a unique L,-harmonic extension symmetric with respect to . Since we want to classify the possible
blow-up limit of s-harmonic functions on the nodal set, this result suggests that s-harmonic functions can
vanish like any polynomial. We will discuss in the following Sections the implication of this classification.

Lemma 4.14. [24, Lemma 5.2] Let p(x) be an homogeneous polynomial of degree d in R™.Then, there exists
a unique polynomial ¢(X) = q(x,vy) of degree d in R"*! such that

Log=0 inR*+!
q(z,y) = q(x,~y) inR"*!
q(z,0) = p(x) onR™.

In particular, it can proved that this extension is obtained by

a2 2o g2k k91
= —1keg AR L = —
g(w,y) =Y (—1)*ea, PRI | S
£>0 i=1
where a = (ay, ..., a,) € N4, 2@ =tz and ol = aq!- -l

Inspired by the previous results, let us introduce the following classes of blow-up limit.

Definition 4.15. Givena € (—1,1) and k € R, we define the set of all possible blow-up limit of order k,
i.e. the set of all L,-harmonic symmetric polynomials of degree k, as

Lop = 0in R

X\ . .
p(X) = |X|"p (m) in R

%Z(Rn+1) ={pe Hl,a(Rn-i-l)

loc
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Similarly, the set of blow-up limit of order k respectively symmetric or antisymmetric with respect to 3
are defined as

sBE(RT) = {p € B¢(R"™) | p symmetric with respect to ¥ },
aBf (R = {p € BL(R™) | p antisymmetric with respect to % }

By Proposition 2.2 and Lemma 4.10 we can classify even more the structure of the previous classes
emphasizing two subclasses of blow-up limit.

Definition 4.16. Given a € (—1,1) and k € R, let us define sB (R"™!) = BY(R") the set of functions
p € BL(R") such that A,p = 0, namely p(z,y) = p(z) in R"™! = R? x R,

By the previous Section, we already know that for a € (—1, 1) we have B¢(R" 1) = B%(R"*!) and
for k > 2 we have sB7(R" 1)\ B (R"!) # () and it consists of all blow-up limit which depends on the
variable y. Finally

Corollary 4.17. Fora € (—1,1), let w be an L,-harmonic function in By and Xo € T'y(u), for some
k €1+ Nork € 1—a+ N. Then, every blow-up limit p centered in Xy € T'y(u) is either in sB} (R" 1)
or in aB§,(R"1). Moreover, for every a € (—1,1) we have

aBE (R =B (R" )y |yl "

5. UNIQUENESS AND CONTINUITY OF TANGENT MAPS AND TANGENT FIELDS

In this Section we start introducing a Weiss type monotonicity formula, which is a fundamental tool
for the blow-up analysis at the nodal points X € I'(u) where N (X, u,0") = k. Starting from this, we
will improve our knowledge of the blow-up convergence by proving the existence of a unique non trivial
blow-up limit at every point of the nodal set I'(u), which will be called the tangent map ¢X° of u at X. In
particular, driven by the decomposition in (4), we introduce the notion of tangent field at the nodal point
®Xo, which have a major role in our blow-up analysis.

Definition 5.1. Given u, an L,-harmonic function in By, for a real number & > min{1,1—a}, we define
Tp(u) = {Xo € T(u): N(Xo,u,0") = k}.

One has to point out that the sets I'y(u) may be nonempty only for k in a certain range of values,
depending on v and k itself. Indeed, by Proposition 4.9, we already know that I'y.(u) N ¥ # () implies
k €1+ Nork € 1—a+ N. Notice that the Weiss formula used for the uniformly elliptic case is usually
different. We remark that all the following results are well known for the case Xy € I'y(u) \ X since the
L, operator is uniformly elliptic outside 3. A direct computation gives

Proposition 5.2. Letu be a nontrivial L,-harmonic function in By. For X € I'y(u) 0%, we introduce the
k-Weiss function
Wi (Xo,u,r) = ﬁ/ ly|* |Vul? dX — %/ ly|* [u)? do.
r B, (Xo) r 8B, (Xo)
Forr € (0,1 — | Xo|) we have

d 2 a 2
— Wi (X, = — X — Xo) — ku)" do.
(17 Vo) = e [ (VX X)) do
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which implies that r — Wy, (Xo,u,r) is monotone nondecreasing in (0,1 — | Xo|). Furthermore, the map
r = Wi (Xo,u,r) is constant if and only if u is homogeneous of degree k.

By a integration by parts, we can rewrite the k-Weiss function as
1
Wi (Xo,u,r) = 7/ ly|“ v ((Vu, X — Xo) — u)do.
pn+a+2k 9B,.(Xo)

Proposition 5.3. Leta € (—1,1) andu be an L,-harmonic function in By and Xy € T'y(u) NX. For every
homogenous L-harmonic polynomial p € B¢ (R"*1), the map

H(X07u_pX07r) 1 / a 9
= — d
r2k rntat2k BB, (Xo) |y| (u pXo) o

T =

is monotone non decreasing in (0,1 — | Xg|), where px,(X) = p(X — Xo).

Through the following Section, we will use the notation r — M (Xy, u, px,,r) for the previous map.

Proof. Since Xy € T'y(u) N X and p is a k-homogenous L,-harmonic function, we already know that
Wi (Xo,u,r) > 0and Wy(Xo,px,,r) = 0 for every r € (0,1 — | Xo|). Let w = u — px,, then

Wk(XOa U,T) = Wk(X07ua T) + Wk(XOapXoaT)

1 / a 2 a k a 2 a
= —F y|” |Vw|”" + 2y Vw,Vde——/ y|" w® + 2 y|” wpdo
( vl 2l (Ve pax = 2 [yl 42

= Wk(X(vavT) + |y|aw(<vaouX - X0> - kp)do

2 /
Tn+a+2k aBT(Xo)
= Wi(Xo,u — pxy,T)-

Hence, by (??), we finally obtain

d H(XQ,U _pX()aT) _ 2H(X0,’LL _pXour)
dr r2k N r2k+1

2
- ;Wk(XO,U _pX()ur) Z 0

(N(Xo,u—px,,7) — k)

O

Now, we apply the previous monotonicity formuleto study the vanishing order of the L,-harmonic
function at the points of the nodal set. In particular, we prove a nondegeneracy and uniqueness result of
the blow-up limit, for every points of the nodal set.

Lemma 5.4. Leta € (—1,1) and u be an L,-harmonic function in By. Then, for every Xy € Ty (u) N Y,
there exists C > 0 such that

[u(X)| < C|X — Xo|*  in Bpya(Xo).
where R = 1 — dist(Xo, 0B1).

Proof. Since whenever X € I'y(u) we have N (Xo,u,r) > N(Xo,u,0") = k, then for every r € (0, R)
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and similarly

H(XOa U, R) 1

— "7 >92klog -

H(Xo,u,r) — 08

which implies H(Xo,u,r) < H(Xo,u, R)r**. Now, by [50, Lemma A.2.] and the previous estimate, we
obtain for every r € (0, R)

log

1 1/2
sup u < C(n,a) (m/B ly|® u2dX>

Br/g
H(0,u,R)\"/*
< C(n,a) (M) 7
n+a-+1
where in the second inequality we used the monotonicity of  — H (0, ug,r) in (0, R). 0

Lemma 5.5 (Nondegeneracy). Let a € (—1,1) and u be an L,-harmonic function in By. Then, for every
Xo € I'r(u) N X there exists C > 0 such that

sup |u(X)| >CrF for0<r<R
8B, (Xo)

where R = 1 — dist(Xg, 0B1).

Proof. Fix Xy € I';,(v) and suppose by contradiction, given a decreasing sequence 7; |, 0, that

H(Xo,u,r;)"/? 1 12
hm % = hm <m/ |y|a U2 dO') =0.
j—o0 Tj J—00 Tj BBT]_ (Xo)
Consider now the blow-up sequence
X i X
ui(X) = W where p; = H(Xg,u,r;)'/?
J

constructed starting from r; and centered in Xy € I'y(u). By Theorem 4.1, up to a subsequence u; — p
uniformly, where p is a nontrivial L,-harmonic homogenous polynomial of degree k such that H (0, p, 1) =
1.

Let us focus our attention on the functional M (X, u, px,,r) with px, as above. By the assumption on
the growth of w it follows

1
M(X 0%) = lim ——— “(u—px,)*d
(Xo, u, px,,0") r%rn+a+2k /83r(xo) [yl (u — px,)” do
. o (u(Xo+1rX 2
= lim ly (7( - )—p(X)) do
r—0 9B, r
=/ ly|* p* do
9B,

1 / a 9
= lyl” pX, do-
rntat2k B.(Xo) Xo

By the monotonicity result of Proposition 5.3 on the map r — M (X, u, px,,r), we obtain

1 a 9 1 / a 2
—_— — do > —M— d
prta-142k /BBT(XU) " (= PVl > rite=it2k Jop (xo) 1" P, do
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and similarly
/ ly|* (u? — 2upx,) do > 0.
9By (Xo)

On the other hand, rescaling the previous inequality and using the blow-up sequence u, defined as above,
we obtain

/ ly|” (H(Xo,u, rj)u? — 2H (X, u, rj)l/Qr;?ujp) do >0
0B

a H(XOauvr')l/Q
/83 ly| (—k 2l —2u;p | do > 0.
1

and

rj

One gets a contradiction passing to the limit for j — oo; indeed by the previous inequality we obtain

/ ly|“ p*do <0
0B

in contradiction with p # 0. O

Theorem 5.6 (Uniqueness of the blow-up limit). Given a € (—1,1) and u be an L,-harmonic function
in By, let us consider X € Tj(u) N, i.e. N(Xo,u,0") = k. Then there exists a unique nonzerop €
BL(R™) blow-up limit such that

u(Xg +rX
(18) ux,,r(X) = % — p(X).

Proof. Up to a subsequence r; — 07, we have that ux,,, — pin o

loc

. The existence of such limit

follows directly from the previous growth estimate |u(X)| < C'|X|* and by Lemma 5.5 we have p is not
identically zero. Now, for any r > 0 we have

Wi(0,p,7) = lim Wi (0, ux,,r,,r) = lim Wi(Xo,u,rr;) = Wi (Xo,u,0") = 0.
j‘)OO

Jj—o0
In particular, Proposition 5.2 implies that the L ,-harmonic function p is k-homogeneous and consequently
p € B¢(R™T!). By Proposition 5.3 the limit M (X, u, px,,0") exists and can be computed by
M(X07 Uy, PXo» OJr) = hHl M(X(Jv Uy, PXo» Tj)
j—oo

= lim M(O,UXO,Tjapu 1)

Jj—o0
= lim ly|* (uxo,r, — p)?do = 0.
ji—oo Jap,

Moreover, let us suppose by contradiction that for any other sequence 7; — 0™ we have that the associated
sequence converges to another blow-up limit, i.e. ux, ,, — ¢ € BE(R" "), ¢ # p, then

0= M(Xo,u,px,,0") = lim M (Xo,u,px,,7:)
71— 00

= lim ly|* (ur, —p)* do

1—00 aBl

/ ly|* (¢ — p)?* do.
0B,

As we claim, since g and p are both homogenous of degree k they must coincide in R". O
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Inspired by the previous uniqueness and nondegeneracy results, we introduce the notion of tangent
map at every point on the nodal set I'(u).

Definition 5.7. Given a € (—1,1), let u be an L,-harmonic function in By and Xy € T'y(u) N %, for
k > min{1,1— a}. We define as tangent map of u at X the unique nonzero map ¢~ € B¢ (u) such that
u(Xg +rX
i (0) = SRR o),
Moreover, we define as normalized tangent map of u at X, the unique nonzero map p*° € B¢ (u)
normalized with respect to the L?%(9B;) norm, i.e. the map obtained as
u(Xo +rX
Uxy (X)) = uXo +1X) s pXo,
H(Xo,u,r)
Exploiting the deep connection between the existence and uniqueness of the tangent map and the
Taylor expansion of an L,-harmonic function, we can find another characterization of the sets I'y,(u).

Corollary 5.8. Fora € (—1,1), let u be an Lq-harmonic function in By and Xo € T'y(u) N X, with
k > min{2,2 — a}. Then
o ifk € 2+ N, we have DYu(Xo) = 0 for every |v| < k — 1 and there exists |vg| = k such that
Drou(Xo) # 0;
o ifk €2—a+ N, wehave D" (uy|y|”*)(Xo) = 0 for every |v| < k — 1 and there exists |vp| = k
such that D" (uy |y|~*)(Xo) # 0.

Finally, we can prove the validity of the weak unique continuation principle for the restriction of T'(u)
on Y. This result will improve the study of the nodal set of u by showing that its restriction on the charac-
teristic manifold ¥ is either with empty interior in ¥ or is 3 itself. While in [39] the author proved a similar
weak unique continuation property using a boot strap argument based on some regularity estimates for
the L,-operator, in our case we want to emphasize how our blow-up analysis and the classification of the
tangent maps allow to study several local property of L,-harmonic function.

Proposition 5.9. Let a € (—1,1) and u be an L,-harmonic function in B;. If there exists Xo € B1NX
and R < 1 — |Xg| such thatu = 0 on Br(Xo) N %, thenu =0 on By N X,

Proof. Let Xo € I'(u) NX and R < 1 — | Xj|. Since we are focusing the attention on the restriction of the
nodal set on ¥, by definition of the symmetric part of « with respect to ¥, we can assume that u = u, is
purely symmetric with respect to 3.

The idea of the proof is to prove that u is identically zero in the whole ball Br(Xy) in order to apply the
Strong Unique continuation property Corollary 3.3, which is actually a stronger result since it does not
only concern the trace of u on .

Suppose by contradiction that v # 0 on Br(Xp), then

1
H(Xo,u,r) = p— / ly|* u?dX >0
0B, (Xo)

for all » € (0, R). Now, since Xy € I'(u), there exists by Theorem 5.6 a unique nontrivial tangent map
pXo € BYR" ) of u at X, where k = N(Xo,u,0"). Since u is symmetric with respect to 3, by
Corollary 4.7 we know that X0 € sB¢(R"*1), with k € 1 + N.

Let us see the points in Br(X) N X as the collection of point X + rv for r < Rand v € S™ N X. By the
L2 convergence of the blow-up sequence we obtain that ¢X°(v) = 0 forallv € S"N Y, ie. X0 = 0on

loc
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Y. Let us prove now that ¢X° = 0 on R"*! by induction on the homogeneity k = N (0, pX°,0%).

Let k = 1, then up to a rotation ¢~ (z,y) = C(X, e;) = Cxy, wherex = (x1,--- , x,) and consequently
C = 0. Now let us suppose that every k-homogenous L,-harmonic polynomial symmetric with respect
to ¥ which is zero on ¥ is actually identically zero in R"*! and consider the case k + 1. Given v; =
Oz, € H%(By) we have that

L,v; =0 in R™t1,
v; =0 on Y,
N(O, Vi, O+) S k.
By the induction hypothesis we have that for every i = 1,--- ,nv; = 0 on R*"1 ie. 9,,0%° = 0

and consequently ¢X° does not depend on z € Y. The absurd follows immediately since the only L,-
harmonic polynomial in the y-variable is purely antisymmetric and equal, up to a multiplicative constant,

to f(y) =yly ™" O
Inspired by the doubling estimate in [39], we obtain

Proposition 5.10. Leta € (—1,1) and u a L,-harmonic function in By. Then I'(u) has empty interior in
R™ "L and its restrictions T'(u) N Y is either equal to X or it has empty interior in 3. itself. More generally,

Fu)NE =T(ue) NX.

Proof. Assume by contradiction that there exists Xy € I'(u) such that d = dist(Xo, OI'(u)) < R, where
R =1—|Xjy|. By definition of d, we have H(Xg,u,r) > 0 for r € (d,d + ¢), for some € > 0. By (7), the
map 7 — H(Xo,u,r) solves the Cauchy problem

{H/(T) =a(r)H(r), forr e (d,d+¢)

" H(d)=0,

where a(r) = 2N (Xy, u, r)/r, which is continuous at d by the monotonicity result of r — N (Xq,u,r),
i.e. Proposition 3.1. Then by uniqueness, H(r) = 0 for r > d, which contradicts the definition of d and
the assumption that u is not identically zero in B;.
Now, let us consider I'(u) N X. By definition of ., u, we easily obtain

Fu)NE =T(ue) NX.

Hence, let us suppose that u Z u,, ie. I'(u) N X & X, and assume as before that there exists Xy €
I'(u) N = T'(ue) N X such that d = dist(Xo, O'(ue) N X) < R, where R = 1 — | Xy|. In other words,
the symmetric part u. of u solves for every r < d,

Lou. =0 on B.(Xp)

Uue =0 on B, (Xo)NX

Oyue =0 on B.(Xo)NX,
which implies that v, = 0 in Bg¢(Xo), i.e. H(Xo,ue,d) = 0. As before, by the uniqueness of the

Cauchy problem (19), we obtain that u,. is identically zero in Bj, in contradiction with the assumption

T(u)NY ¢ . 0

Looking again to the blow-up sequence, we can establish an auxiliary result concerning the conver-
gence with respect to the Hausdorff distance dy. In particular, we will prove that given the blow-up
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sequence (ux, ;). of u at X, then the nodal sets I'(ux, ) converge to I'(»*°) with respect to the Haus-
dorff distance. More precisely, given two sets A, B, the Hausdorff distance dy (A, B) is defined as

dy (A, B) := max {sup dist(a, B), sup dist(A, b)} .
a€A beB
Notice that dy (A, B) < ¢ if and only if A C N.(B) and B C N.(A), where N.(-) is the closed e-
neighborhood of a set, i.e.
N.(4) = {X e R™" : dist(X, 4) < e} .

Proposition 5.11. Letu be an L,-harmonic function in By and Xy € T'y,(u) NX. Given, ux, , the blow-up
sequence at X, i.e.

g (X) = 2

Xo+rX
Orik)ﬁwx“(X)'

ThenT(ux, )N — ['(pX0) NI with respect to the Hausdor{f distance dy in By. More precisely, for every
k > min{1,1 — a} we have that

Tp(ux,r) NS = Tr(e™)NE
with respect to the Hausdorff distance dy; in B;

Proof. Letr; — 0% and u; = ux,,r; be the blow-up sequence of u at X associated with r; and I'y, (u;)
be the sequence of nodal sets associated with the blow-up sequence. Through the proof, we will omit the
fact that we are just focusing on the restriction of the nodal sets on ¥ and we will call T'(¢X?) as the
tangent cone of I'y(u) at X¢. By Theorem 5.6 we already know that ¢X° and I'(¢*°) do not depend on
the choice of the sequence rj. By the definition of Hausdorff distance, the claimed result

dy (Tr(ui) N By, Ti(¢™)NBy) =0
is equivalent to prove that for every ¢ > 0 there exists ¢ > 0 such that for every i > i
Ti(ui) N By € Ne (Tiu(¢™°) N By)
Ty (™) N By € N (T (u;) N By).

Supposing by contradiction that the first inclusion is not true, then there exist £ > 0 and a sequence
X; € T'x(u;) N By such that dist (XZ-, Tr(eX0)N Bl) > Z. Up to a subsequence, X; — X € I'(pX0)N By
by the L° convergence of u; — ¢™~°. Since X; € Ty (u;) is equivalent to Xo + 7, X; € T'x(u), given

loc

) CC By such that (Xo 4+ r; X;); C €, let us consider

R; =mindist(p,dB) < 1,
peEN

é =sup N(p7 Uu, Rl)
peEQ
Hence, by the monotonicity result Proposition 3.1 and Corollary 3.2, for p € Q N T'x(u) and r < Ry we
obtain that N (p,u,r) > k and

Rl n+a71+2C~f B 1
N(pvua T) S N(pvuv Rl) (T) S C,,.n—‘,—a—l-i—?é ’

In particular, from the second inequality we can easily state that for every ¢ > 0 there exists R =

R(n,a,Q,e) > 0 such that
N(p’u7/r) S k+€7
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for every p € QN Ty (u) andr < R.

Now, since for ¢ > 0 sufficiently large N (X, u;,r) < N(Xo + 7,.X;, u, ), if we take p = X + r; X; in
the previous inequality, we obtain that there exists R = R(n, a, Xo) > 0 sufficiently small, such that for
r < R we have

1 1-—a la
k<N Xi7 (2 <k i o) EANP
< N(X;,u4,7) + min ( 5 5 g )
Since lim; N (X;,u;,7) = N(X, X0, r) for sufficiently small r, we directly obtain from Proposition 4.9
that N(X, p*°,0%) = k,ie. X € I'x(¢X°)NB;. Finally, the absurd follows immediately since 'y, (¢ )U
{0} is an homogeneous cone passing through the origin and hence it implies that dist (X, T'.(¢X°)NB;) =
0.

Now let us consider the second inclusion, i.e. for every & > 0 there exists i > 0 such that for every i > i
Ti(X°) N By C N (T (u;) N By).

Let us start by proving that given X € Ty (%) and § > 0 such that B; (X)NI'(pX°) = Bs(X)NTk(pX°)
there exists ¢ > 0 such that for every ¢ > 7 the function w; must admit a zero of order k in Bj (7)
I'x(u;) N Bs(X). Suppose it is not true, we would have two possibilities: first that u; > 0 in Bs(X) for
every k > 0 or secondly that every zeros of u; is not of order k. In the first case, the positivity implies
that (X must be an homogeneous L,-harmonic function nonnegative in Bs(X ) with ¢*°(X) = 0, and
therefore X0 = 0 in R"*!. In this case the contradiction follows by Lemma 5.5 and Theorem 5.6.
Secondly, since up to a subsequence there exists a sequence X; € I'j,(u;) N Bs(X) for h # k, by arguing
as in the proof of the other inclusion, we can prove that X; — X € I';(¢*°) N B5(X), in contradiction
with the definition of § > 0.
Finally, suppose the existence of Z > 0 and X; € ['y(¢X°) N By, X; — X € [x(p*0) N By, such that
dist(X;, T (%) N By) > . Since X = {0} is a trivial case, let us focus on the case X € I'y(¢X°) N By.
By definition, T'(¢X°) U {0} is an homogenous cone passing through the origin and hence we can take
X € Ti(pX°) N By such that ’X — 7’ < &/4. Moreover, by the previous paragraph, there exist a
sequence X; € I'(u;) N By and i > 0, such that for i > i we have | X; — X| < min{é,}/4 Hence, we
obtain

dist(X;, Te(9™) N By) < | X — X < X — X[+ |[X - X[+ [ X - Xi| <5,

which leads a contradiction for large i > 0. U

The following result will be a fundamental tool in the study of I'(u) N X. Indeed, by using the contin-
uation of the tangent map with respect to the L?%(9B; ), we will prove a separation property for the set
Tk(u) NE, for k > min{2,2 — a}.

Theorem 5.12 (Continuation of the tangent map on I'y (u)). Let Xo € T (u) N and p™X° be the tangent
map of u at Xy, such that

(20) u(X) = ™ (X — Xo) + o(|X — Xo|").

Then, the map Xo — ¢>° (from Ty (u) to BL(R™ 1)) is continuous. Moreover, for any compact set K C
Tk (u) N By there exists a modulus of continuity o such that o (0) = 0 and

[u(X) = ™ (X = Xo)| < oxc (1X = Xo[) X = Xol*,
forany Xy € K.
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Proof. Since B¢(R"T1) is a finite-dimensional linear space, all norms are equivalent and hence we can
then endow it with the norm of L**(9B;). Fixed X, € I'(u) N ¥, by Theorem 5.6 we have the following
expansion

u(X) = g™ (X = Xo) + o(|X = Xo/").
where X0 is the unique blow-up limit of v in X(. Given € > 0, consider r. = r.(Xp) such that

1

a 2
M(X()’u’(pXO’TE)_m/a ly] (’UJ(X()-FX)—(/?X“(X)) do < e.
5 By,

There exists also d. = d.(X() such that if X; € I'y(u) N ¥ and | X1 — Xo| < I then

1
Tg+a+2k

2
/ ly|* (u<X1 + 1) — %o (X)) do < 2¢
0B

k
Te

/ ly|* (U(X1+X)—<pX°(X))2da < 2e

Te

or similarly

From Proposition 5.3, we have that M (X7, v, th" , 1) < 2¢ for r € (0, r¢), which implies
M (X1, u, %0, 0%) = lim M (X3, u, ™, 7)
r—
X1 +rX 2
= lim |y|“ (u(li_:r) — SDXO(X)> do
r—0 9B, r
= / |® (¢ — *0)? do < 2e.
OBy

Now, by the previous computations, for | X; — X| < d.,0 < r < 7. we obtain

X X, X, X /o-

[ux,r = ¢ 1Hsza(aBI) < Jux,r =9 OHLQ«Q(BBl) +le* - IHLZva(aBl) < 2V,
where ux, , and ux, » are the blow-up sequences defined in (18) centered respectively in X; and Xj.
Now, covering the compact set KX C I'y(u) N By with finitely many balls Bés(xé)(Xé), for some points

XieK,i =1,..., N, we obtain that the previous inequality is satisfied for all X; € K with r < rk =
min{r.(X3):i=1,...,N}L

Now, since ux, , — gaX ! is an L,-harmonic function in By, by [50, Lemma A.2] and (7), we obtain

1/2
g o =% < OO (| W (o, =% )
By

B2
2e
<20 —_—
< 20(m,a)y/———
forall X; € K,0 < r < rX, which immediately implies the second part of the Theorem. g

The following definition allows us to study the structure of the restriction I'(u) N X. Inspired by
Proposition 5.10, since I'(u) N X = T'(ue) N X, where u, is the symmetric part of u with respect to X, we
characterize the sets I'x(u) starting from the unique tangent map of u.. Moreover, since we are dealing
with a purely symmetric function, we will see that the structure of the nodal set on X is completely defined
starting from the blow-up classes §B,(R"™!) and B} (R"*1).
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Definition 5.13. Given u an L,-harmonic function on By, for ¥ > min{1,1 — a} we define on ¥
Ti(u) = {Xo € Te(u) NS: 90 € 6B (R™)} and I'f(u) = [i(u) \ Tk (w),

X
e

where X0 € §B1 (R"*!) is the unique tangent map of . at Xj.

In particular I'; (u) = I'f (u) and for k > 2 the points in I'¢(u) are the ones whose tangent map depends
on the variable y.

Corollary 5.14. For every k > 2 we have that T'; (u) N T (u) = 0 = T} (u) N T¢(u).

Proof. The proof of this result is based on the continuation of the tangent map of u on I'y(u) N ¥ with
respect to the norm L%%(9B;).

First, suppose by contradiction that there exists a sequence (X;); C I'j(u) such that X; — Xo € I'¢(u).
Let 0% = pXi and X0 = pX° be respectively the tangent map of u, at X; and X, then by Theorem
5.12 we obtain that pXi — X0 strongly in L*%(0By), i.e. for every € > 0 there exists N = N(g) > 0
such that if ¢ > IV, then

/ I (0% — %) do < c.
0B,

Hence, fixed w; = ¢~ — ©*0 we obtain that L,w; = 0 in B; and ”wi”L%a(aBl) — 0. Since w; is
homogenous of degree k, we have

1
a 2 a 2
/1|y| ‘ n+a—|—2k—|—1/631|y| !

/ | [Var|? dX = k / /" wido
B1 881

which implies that w; — 0 strongly in H1:%(By). In particular, for every ¢ € H>%(B;) we have

/ ly|* (VX0 Ve)dX = lim [ [y|* (V™ Ve)dX
B1

i—00 B,

If p = ¢(y) € C>((—1,1)) we obtain V¢ = 9,¢ e, and consequently, since i € §B} (R" 1), that
/ y|* 9yp™09y¢dX = lim / [y|* 9y 0,0d X = 0,
By i—oo /g,

in contradiction with the fact that X0 € §B7(R"*1) \ 5B (R"+1).
Similarly, suppose now there exists a sequence (X;); C I'¢(u) such that X; — X, € I'j(u). As before,
let X and ¢*° be respectively the tangent map of u, at X; and X, fixed w; = ¢~ — ©*° we obtain

[ i onaax+ [ e (—asysaxi - ﬁaywxi) oax =k [yl wiodo
B B . Y 0B,

for every ¢ € H'%(B;). The idea now is to reach the contradiction by induction on k, proving that
it is impossible that the sequence of L,-harmonic polynomials in sB7(R"*1) \ s%B} (R"*1) converges
strongly in the L>%(9B;)-topology to a function in 5B} (R"+1).

First, for ¢ € Hé’a(Bl), we have

a ) a )
[ 1 (82,65 + 20,05 ) 64| < Clonka) (90l + slingo) 10l
1
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which gives us that
(21) Yy = —(ﬁy(pxi — gaywxi —0 in LQ"’(Bl),

where 1); is a sequence of homogeneous L,-harmonic polynomial of degree & — 2 > 0. Since X; — 1;
is continuous, by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we obtain ||¢;| ;2.0(5,) — 0,ie. i = 0
strongly in L?%(By).
Hence, let k = 2 and ¢ € sB5(R"1) \ §B5(R" 1) be the sequence that converges to some p*° €
B3 (R™"1). Asin (21), let us consider the associate sequence 1); of L,-harmonic polynomial of degree
k—2 = 0, i.e. a sequence of nonzero constants. Since ¢ € sB5(R"*+1)\sB5(R"*1), by the reasoning in
Section 4, there exists, up to a multiplicative constant, a unique homogeneous polynomial uX: = u* ()
of degree 2, such that

P (wy) = ut () —y? in R
where A,u™¢ = 2(1 + a) in R™. In particular, by (21) we obtain 1; = 2(1 4 a), and the contradiction
follows immediately since a € (—1,1).
Suppose now that we have proved the statement for every £ < K and let us consider the case K + 1. By
contradiction, let us suppose that 8%, ; (R" 1)\ sB7% ., (R"™!) is not closed in the L?*(0B; ) topology
and ¢ — ~° strongly in L*%(9By), with X0 € §B%_  (R"T).
Thus, we already know that the sequence v; defined by (21) strongly converges to the zero function with
respect to the L2:%(B;) topology. Now, since (¢;); are (K — 1)-homogenous, we have that the L?%(B)
and L?%(0B;) topologies are equivalent. Finally, given that 0 < K — 1 < K, we have constructed
a sequence of (K — 1)-homogenous L,-harmonic polynomials 1); that converges to the zero function
0 € 5B _, (R""1), which contradicts the inductive hypothesis. O

In the uniformly elliptic case, as well known, the Almgren and Weiss monotonicity formulas allow us
to prove uniqueness and non degeneracy of the tangent map and also to construct the generalized Taylor
expansion of u at X. In our degenerate-singular setting, since, as we already pointed out, the symmetric
and antisymmetric cases are complementary, the notion of tangent field of u at a nodal point should be
introduced in order to capture both this aspect of the solution u.

Definition 5.15. Let a € (—1,1), u be an L,-harmonic function in By and X € I'y(u) N X, for some
k > min{1,1 — a}. We define as tangent field of u at X, the unique nontrivial vector field ®X° ¢
(HL*(R"+1))2 such that

% = (92, 930,
where X0 and pX¢ are respectively the tangent map of the symmetric part v, of v and of the antisym-
metric one u,.

The notion of tangent field will allow us to obtain a better understanding of the regularity features of
the nodal set I'(u). Indeed, the main weakness of the concept of tangent map in this context is that it takes
care either of the symmetric part of u or of the even one since they do not share the same optimal regularity
and even the same possible vanishing orders. More precisely, by Definition 5.7, for every Xy € T'y(u)

ue(Xo +7X) n uo(Xo +1X)

uXoﬂ“(X): rk rk
ud(Xo +1rX u2= N Xo +rX —a
- o) ),
rk—1+

rk
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where both u¢ and u2~% are symmetric with respect to . By Proposition 4.9 we already know that the
tangent map of u at X is either the tangent map of u, or the one of u,.

Definition 5.16. Let a € (—1,1),u be an Ly-harmonic function in B; and Xy € I'y(u), for some
k > min{1,1 — a}. We define the vectorial Almgren frequency associated with the tangent field ®*° of
u at Xop
N(X, @, 7) = (N(X, 9%, ), N(X,3°,7)) .
Obviously, the vectorial notion of the Almgren frequency formula can be naturally extended to the
L,-harmonic function u as
N(Xo,u,r) = (N(Xo, tte, 1), N(Xo, o, 7)) -

for every X € X, but we will avoid this ambiguity on this notion. However, if the function u is symmetric
or antisymmetric with respect to ¥, the Almgren frequencies associated with ® is equal to the one of the
tangent map ¢*° of u at X and it does not contain further information on the local behaviour of u at Xj.
In general, proving uniqueness result on both the symmetric and antisymmetric part of u with respect to
3 gives the following generalized Taylor expansion

Corollary 5.17. Givena € (—1,1), let u be an L,-harmonic function in By and Xo € I'(u) N X. Then
w(X) = X0 (X = Xo) + ¢ (X = Xo) + 0(|X = Xo[")
where X0 € sBL(R"1) and pXo € aBf(R" 1) are respectively the tangent maps of u. and u, at Xo
and k = max{N (0, oX0,0%), N(0, pX0,07)}.
Lemma 5.18. Letu be an L,-harmonic function in By and R(u) the set
R(u) = {Xo € T(u): N(Xo,ue,0") =1 or N(Xo,u0,07)=1-a}
={Xo €T (u): N(Xo,2%°,0") = (1,1 —a)}.

Then R(u) N X is relatively open in T'(u) N X, while for k > 2 the set T'y(u) is Fy,, i.e. it is a union of
countably many closed sets.

Proof. The first part of the Lemma is a direct consequence of the upper semi-continuity of X — N (X, u,07")
on X. More precisely, since I'(u) N3 = I'(u.) N X, we can restrict our attention on functions symmetric
with respect to ¥ and hence, we have

R(u)NE = {Xo € T(u) NE: N(Xo, u,0") =1}
Now, by Lemma 4.7 we obtain

{Xo € T(u): N(Xo,ue,0") = 1} = {XO € T(u): N(Xo,u.,0") < g}

Hence, let us focus our attention on the case I'y, (ue) N'Y, with k& > 2. For j € N, let us define with E; the
set of points of ¥ such that

- 1 .
Ej= {XOGFk(Ue)ﬂEﬂBl—l/ji jpké sup  [uc(X)] < jip*, 0<P<1—|X0|}-
| X —Xol=p

By Lemma 5.4 and Lemma 5.5 we have that

Te(w)ns =] E;.
j=1
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The result follows immediately once we prove that E; is a collection of closed sets. Given X € E}, since
it satisfies

1 .
(22) —pF < sup fue(X)] < jp¥,

J | X —Xo|=p
we need only to show that X € I'y(u) N 3, ie. N(Xo,ue,0") = k. Since X — N (X, u.,0") is upper
semi-continuous on ¥, we readily have N (X, u.,0") > k. On the other hand, if N (X, u.,0") = &' >
k, we would have

[ue(X)| < C1X — Xo|*  in By_x,)(Xo) N,

which contradicts Lemma 5.4 and implies that Xy € F;. ]

An other relevant consequence of our analysis of the tangent field of u at some nodal point Xy €
I'(u) N ¥ is the following a posteriori result about the “quasi” upper semi-continuity of the Almgren
frequency X — N(X,u,07") in the whole R"*1,

Obviously, the restriction of this map on the characteristic manifold > and the one on its complementary
are both upper semi-continuous, but in general in the whole space R"*! the upper semi-continuity is not
an immediate consequence of the Almgren monotonicity formula.

This result is based on the decomposition (4) of L,-harmonic functions and on the regularity result of
Proposition 2.3 for L,-harmonic function symmetric with respect to 3.

Moreover, the following result can be seen as the vectorial counterpart of the classic one, since it will
establish the validity of an upper semi-continuity property for the Almgren frequency in the vectorial
sense of Definition 5.16. In particular, it allows to relate the notion of vanishing order on ¥ to the one on
R"™*1\ ¥, which is a fundamental step in order to comprehend the complete topology of the nodal set
near Y.

Proposition 5.19. Let u be an L,-harmonic function in By. Given (X;); € Ty(u) \ X, withk € 1 + N
such that X; — Xo € I'(u) N X, then

N(X07u67 0+)7

NXi7 70+ <
(i, 07) < {N(Xo,uo,0+)+a.

Proof. By Proposition 2.2, we already know that there exist f € HY%(B;),g € H27%(B;) symmetric
with respect to ¥ and respectively L, and Ls_,-harmonic in By, such that

(23) u(z,y) = f(z,y) +g(z,y)yly™ in B,

where respectively the first term is the symmetric part u. of u with respect to ¥ and the second one the
antisymmetric part u,.

Throughout this proof, let us suppose that up to a subsequence y; > 0. Since (X;); € T'x(u) \ ¥ and the
operator L, is locally uniformly elliptic on R™*! \ 3 we know that D" u(X;) = 0, for any |v| < k and
there exists || = k such that D*0u(X;) # 0. Let us prove the main result by induction on k > 2. If
k = N(X;,u,0%) = 2, then for every j = 1,--- , n we obtain from (23) that

a

O, (@i yi) = =0, 9(zi, yi)y; %,
=y Oy f(@inyi) = (1 — a)g(xi, yi) + viOyg(xi, yi),

where the maps X +— 0., f(X), X — 0, f(X),X — 0;,9(X) and X > 9,g(X) are all smooth in B;
thanks to Proposition 2.3. Passing through the limit as ¢« — co we obtain

0z, f(Xo) =0 and —0yf(Xo) = (1 —a)g(Xo).
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First, since J f is antisymmetric with respect to 3 we obtain that g(X) = 0 and consequently N (Xo, u,, 0*
N(Xo,9,0")+1—a > 2—a. Similarly, if o~ ( f) is the tangent map of f at Xo, we obtain | Vx (X0 (f))(Xo)
0 and consequently that N (Xo, f,07) = N(0, %, 0%) > 2, as required.

Now, let us prove the inductive step k — 1 +— k. Let us consider for j = 1,...,n the collection of sym-
metric L,-harmonic functions v; = 8%. u and the antisymmetric L_,-harmonic function w = agu. Since
N(X;,u,0") = k, we obtain

N(X;,v,0")=k—1 fori=1,...,n and N(X;,w,0") =k —1,

where we remark that since X; ¢ X it is the same to consider the order of vanishing of d,u or of the
covariant derivative w = 9y u.
By the inductive hypothesis, passing through the limit as ¢ — co we obtain

N(Xo,vj,e,OJf) > k—1
N(Xo,vj70,0+) +a Z k —1

N(Xo,we,0%) >k —1

forj=1,...,n and
o noan {N(Xo,wo,0+)—a2k—1

Hence, comparing this result with the notations in (23), since v; = 0, f and w = (1 — a)g on X, we
obtain

N (X0, 8y, £.0) > k-1
N(X0,02,9,0")+a>k—1

N(Xo0,9,0t) >k —1
N(Xo,02f,0%) —a >k -1

which directly imply that N (X, u.,0") > k and N (X, u,,0") > k — a, as required. O

)

forj=1,...,n and {

Lemma 5.20. Letu be an L,-harmonic function in By and R(u) the set

- N(XQ,U,O+):1 if Xg&X
R(u) = {Xo € I'(u) N(Xo,ue,07) =1or N(Xo,u,0") =1—a ifX;€X
B N(Xg,u,07) =1 if Xo ¢ X2
= {XO S F(u) N(O,(I)XU,O-’_) — (17 1— a) 1fX0 ex ’

is relatively open in T'(u), while for k > min{2,2 — a} the set Ty (u) is F,, i.e. it is a union of countably
many closed sets.

Proof. The first part of the Lemma is a direct consequence of the upper semi-continuity of X — N (X, u, )
restricted to 3 and to R?*1 \ X and of the Proposition 5.19. Hence, let us focus our attention on the case
I (u), with k > min{2,2 — a}. For j € N, let us define with E; the set of points of ¥ such that

— 1 .
EJ_{XOGFk(u)ﬂEﬂBl_1/7 Epkg sup |U(X)|<]pk, O<p<1—|X0|}
| X —Xol=p

By Lemma 5.4 and Lemma 5.5 we have that
o0
Te(w)ns =] E;.
j=1

The result follows immediately once we prove that E; is a collection of closed sets. Given X € E}, since
it satisfies

1 .
< sup u(X)| < e,
J | X —Xo|=p

)
|
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we need only to show that X € T'y(u) N X, i.e. N(Xo,u,0") = k. Since X — N(X,u,0%") is upper
semi-continuous on Y, we readily have N(Xg, u,0") > k. On the other hand, if N(Xo,u,0") = k" > k,
we would have

(X)) < CX = Xol"  in Bi_x,(Xo),
which contradicts Lemma 5.4 and implies that Xy € E;. ]

6. HAUSDORFF DIMENSION ESTIMATES FOR THE NODAL SET

In this Section we prove different estimates on the Hausdorff dimension of the sets I'(u) and I'(u) N X.
In the latter, we improve our analysis taking care of the regular and singular part of the restricted nodal
set I'(u) N X. To start with, given a € (—1,1) and u be an L,-harmonic function in By, let us split the
nodal set I'(u) in its regular part

o N(Xo,u,0+) =1 ifXO Q/ b))
(24)  Rfu) = {XO € I(u) N(Xo,ue,07) =1or N(Xo,u0,0t) =1—a ifXeeX [’
and its singular part

B N(Xo,u,0%) > 2 if Xo & %
(25)  S(u) = {XO €T N (Xo, 10, 0%) > 2 and N(Xo,10,04) > 2—a  if Xo € 3

The main idea is to apply a version of the Federer’s Reduction Principle as stated in [41, Appendix A].
More precisely, given a class F of functions invariant under rescaling and translation and a map S which
associates to each function a subset of R", by the Reduction principle we can establish conditions on F
and S which imply that to control the Hausdorff dimension of S(u) for every u € F, we just need to
control the Hausdorff dimension of S(u) for elements which are homogeneous of some degree.

Theorem 6.1 (Federer’s Reduction Principle). Let F C L2°(R"™1) and define, for any given u € F,
Xo € R™ 1 andr > 0, the rescaled and translated function

Uxyr = u(Xo+7-).
We say that u,, — u in F if and only if u,, — u uniformly on every compact set of R"*1. Moreover, let us
assume that F satisfies the following conditions:

(F1) (Closure under rescaling, translation and normalization) Given any | Xo| < 1 —7,0 < r,p > 0
andu € F, we have that pux, , € F.

(F2) (Existence of a homogeneous blow- up) Given | Xo| < 1,7, \, 0 andu € F, there exists a sequence
pr € (0,00), a real number « > 0 and a function @ € F a-homogenous such that, if we define
ug(z) = u(Xo + rex)/pi then ,up to a subsequence, we have

ur —u inF.
(F3) (Singular Set hypotheses) There exists a map S: F — C, where
C :={A CR"™ : AN By(0) is relatively closed in B1(0)}

such that
(1) Given|Xo| <1—r,0<r <1andp >0, there holds
- g(u) — Xo

g(pUXo,r) = (S(’UJ))XO.T = "
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(2) Given | Xo| < 1,7 ¢ 0 and u,@ € F such that there exists p, > 0 satisfying uj :=
PrUX, . — U in F, the following property holds:

Ve > 0, 3k = k(e) > 0 such that for every k < k(e)
S(ug) N B1(0) C {x € R" : dist(z,S(W)) < €}
Then, if we define
d := max {dim V : V is a vector subspace of R™*! and there exists u € F and o > 0

26 _
20 such that S(u) # 0 and uy , = %, Yy € V, r > O},

either S(u) N B1(0) = 0 for every u € F or else dimy; (S(u) N B1(0)) < d for every u € F. Furthermore
in the latter case there exists a function ¢ € F, a d-dimensional subspace V. C R"™! and a real number
« > 0 such that

oy =1% forall Y € V,r >0 and S(p) N B1(0) =V N B1(0)
At last ifd = 0 then S(u) N B,(0) is a fine set for eachu € F and 0 < p < 1.

We will apply this general result due to Federer in order to deive some estimates on the Hausdorff
dimension of the nodal set I'(u) and on its restriction I'(u) N . In the second case, we improve our
analysis introducing its regular and singular part on .

Theorem 6.2. Let a € (—1,1) and u be an L,-harmonic function in By. Then dimy (I'(u)) < n.

Proof. A preliminary remark is that we only need to prove the Hausdorff dimensional estimates for the
localization of the sets in K CC Bj, since the general statement follows because a countable union of
sets with Hausdorff dimension less than or equal to some n € Ry also has Hausdorff dimension less than
or equal to n. Let us consider the class of functions F defined as

loc

F= {u € LR\ {0}: Lou = 0in B,(Xy), for some r € R, Xy € R"™! with B,.(X,) C Bl}.

By the linearity of the L, operator, we already know that the closure under rescaling, translation and
normalization and assumption (F1) are all satisfied.

On the other hand, let [Xo| < 1,7 | 07 and u € F, and choose pp = [[u(Xo + 7% - )| f2.0(95,)-
Theorem 4.1 and Proposition 4.6 yield the existence of a blow-up limit ¢X° € F, i.e. normalized tangent
map of u at X, such that, up to a subsequence, uj, — ©™~° in F and ¢~° is a homogeneous function of
degree k = N(Xy, u,0+) > min{1, 1 — a}. Hence also (F2) holds.

Now, let us consider S: u + I'(u). By the continuity of u, we already know that the set I'(u) N By
is obviously closed in By and it is quite straightforward to check that the two hypotheses in (F3) are
satisfied.

Hence, in order to conclude the analysis, the only thing left to prove is that the integer d in (26) is equal
to n. Suppose by contradiction that d = n + 1, then this would imply the existence of ¢ € F with
S(p) =R""lie, p = 0 on R"!, which contradicts the fact the fact the I'() has empty interior.
Actually, taking V = R"~! x {0} x Rand ¢(X) = (X, e,), we obtain the claimed estimate on d. ~ [J

Next we prove a different stratification result for the set I'(u) N ¥, which will enlighten the different
structure of the nodal set in comparison with the uniformly elliptic case. In particular, with this analysis
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we want to point out how the different classes of blow-up influence the stratification on the characteristic
manifold X. Obviously, by Proposition 5.10 we already know that

Fu)NE =T(ue) N,

and it is either equal to ¥ or with empty interior in ¥. Inspired by this fact, since we are dealing with
the restriction of the nodal set on the characteristic manifold X, we will concentrate our attention on the
trace of u on X, which is actually equal to the trace of u, itself.

Theorem 6.3. Leta € (—1,1) and u be an L,-harmonic function in By. If T'(u) N # 3, then, under the
previous notations, we have dimy (I'(u) N X) < n — 1 and more precisely

dimy(R(u)NE)=n—-1 and dimy(Su)N3)<n-1.

Proof. Let us consider the class of functions F defined as

L,u=01in B,(Xy), for some r € R, Xo € R*H!
F= {ueL"O(R"*l)\{O} (%o) ’ }

fo¢ u symmetric with respect to &

Since the functions in F are symmetric with respect to ¥ and nontrivial, the condition I'(u) N B, (Xo)NX #
Y is always satisfied.

As before, we already know that the closure under rescaling, translation and normalization and assump-
tion (F1) and (F2) are all satisfied. Moreover, by (24) and (25) we obtain

Ru)NE ={Xo€(u)NY: N(Xo,u,0") =1},

Swne=JTewne=J {XoeT(w)NT: N(Xo,u,0") =k}
k>2 k>2

since we are dealing with functions in the class F.
Now, we choose the map S in (F3) according to our needs.
1. Dimensional estimate of I'(u) N X
First, let us consider S: u + I'(u) N Y. By the continuity of u, we already know that the set T'(u) N XN By
is obviously closed in B; and it is quite straightforward to check the two hypothesis in (F3). Therefore,
in order to conclude the analysis of I'(u) N X, the only thing left to prove is that the integer d in (26) is
equal ton — 1.
Suppose by contradiction that d = n, this would implies the existence of » € F such that S(¢) = R" i.e,,
¢ = 0on . Since ¢ solves

Lop=0 inR"H!

p=0 on X

Oy =0 on%,
it implies that ¢ = 0 on the whole R"*!, which contradicts the fact the 0 & F. Actually, by taking
V =R""!x(0,0) C ¥and ¢(X) = (X, e,), we obtain the claimed estimate on d.
2. Dimensional estimate of R(u) N X
Let us consider S: u +— R(u) N X. Since we are dealing just with symmetric function with respect to %,
by Lemma 4.7 we obtain that necessary N (X, u,0") = 1 for every Xy € R(u). By the inclusion, we
already know that

dimy(R(u)NENBy) <n-—1.

Finally, we can apply the Reduction principle since (F3) is completely satisfied. More precisely, for X, €
YNBi,p>0andt > 0if X € R(pux,,:) N X then obviously X + tX € R(u) N %, ie. N(Xo +
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tX,u,0") = 1. Secondly, given u;, u € F asin (F3), suppose by contradiction that there exists a sequence
X; € ¥ N By and € > 0 such that
N(Xi,ui, 0+) =1
and dist(X;,S(@)) > & Since, up to a subsequence, X; — X, by the upper semi-continuity of the
Almgren frequency formula, we already know that N(X,u,0%) > 1. Moreover, up to a subsequence,
X; — X € T'(u) N £ N By by the LX convergence of u; — %. The contradiction follows from the same
argument of the proof of the second case of Theorem 6.2. o
More precisely, since I'(@) N ¥ is a conical set, i.e. for every A > 0 and X € I'(@) € ¥ we have
AX e I'(m) N X, we deduce that if we can prove X € R(u) N By N ¥ we provide a contradiction, more
precisely we obtain dist(X, S(%) N B ) = 0. Since there exists 2 CC By \ ¥ such that (Xo+7;X;); C €,
if we consider
R; = mindist(p, 0B1),
peEN
6 = sup N(pu u, R1)7
peEQ
we easily obtain from Corollary 3.2 that for p € Q N R(u) and r < Ry we have

R ) n+a—142C

1
N(p,u,r) S N(pauuRl) (T

< 67_ .
- rn+a—1+20

In particular, from the previous inequality we obtain that there exists R = R(n,a, Xo,¢) > 0 sufficiently
small, such that for » < R we have
1
1 < N(Xi,ui,r) < 1+ Z

Since lim; N (Xi,ui,r) = N(X,7,r) for sufficiently small 7, we directly obtain from Lemma 4.7 that
N(X,w,0%) =1, as we claimed.

As before, let us suppose now that there exist ¢ € F and a d-dimensional subspace V' C R""!, with
d <n—1,and k& > 0 such that

g0y7T=rkcp forall Y e V,r >0 and R(p)NENB=VNBH

Since ¢ € B (R""!) is homogenous of degree k with respect to any Y € V = R(p) N ¥, namely
N(Y,¢,07) = k, we obtain that necessary ¥ = 1 and that R(p) N ¥ is d-dimensional. Since every
homogenous L,-harmonic function of order £k = 1 is one dimensional, i.e. there exists v € S =1 and
C > 0 such that either

p(X) = C(X, (v,0)), for every X = (z,y) € R"*,
we obtain that R(¢) N X must be (n — 1)-dimensional, and consequently that
dimy(R(u)NE¥ENBy) =n—1.

3. Dimensional estimate of S(u) N X
Let us focus on the singular strata

Sw)ns = {Xo €T (u) NE: N(Xo,u,0%) =k}
E>2
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Hence, given S: u +— S(u), the map satisfies (F3), since for Xo € ¥ N By,p > 0andt > 0,if X €

S(pux,,t) we obtain
N(X7 puxo,t70+) =k<+— N(XO + tXauioJr) = k’

which is equivalent to Xo + tX € I'y(u) C S(u). Now, given u; = piux,.r,u € F as in (F3), suppose
by contradiction that there exists a sequence X; € B; and € > 0 such that, up to a subsequence, X; — X
and

(27) N(Xiaui7 0+) =k

and dist(X;,S(u)) > 2. By the upper semi-continuity of the Almgren frequency formula, we already
know that N (X, w,0%) > k. Since X; € I'x(u;), there exists 2 CC By \ ¥ such that (Xo + 7;X;); C Q,
if we consider
R; = mindist(p, 0B1),
peEQ
6 = sup N(pa u, R1)7
peQ

we easily obtain from Corollary 3.2 that for p € QN T';(u) and r < Ry we have

1

R n+a— 1+26
< 07_ .
- Tn+a71+2c

N(p,u,r) S N(pauuRl) (Tl

In particular, from the previous inequality we obtain that there exists R = R(n,a, Xo,¢) > 0 sufficiently
small, such that for r < R we have

Since lim; N (X;,u;, ) = N(X,u,r) for sufficiently small , we directly obtain from Lemma 4.7 that
N(X,@,0%) = k, as we claimed.
Since S(u) N'E C I'(u) N X, we already know that

dimy(S(u)NENBy) <n-—1,

which is actually the optimal bound even for the singular set. Indeed, since there exists ¢ € F,a (n —1)-
dimensional subspace V' C ¥ and k£ > 0 such that

SDY,’I‘:T‘kSD forall Y e V,r >0 and S(p) NEXNB; =V NB;.

In particular, for every £ > 2, n > 1 it can be seen by taking V = R 1 x {0,0} and

1 a
(—1)%P(—+—> )
272 k ok oa 11 (Xen) i
X) = o AT S w17 e
SO( ) B k 1 a % 2 1( 27 2 2+2727 <X,€y>2>< ,€y> ;
25T 1-‘1-5 T §+§+§

as it was previously proved in Section 4. O
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7. REGULARITY OF THE REGULAR AND SINGULAR STRATA

In this Section we show some results about the regularity of the regular and singular strata of the nodal
set I'(u). As in Section 6, we will consider first the stratification in R™*! of the whole nodal set I'(u),
while in the second case we will focus the attention on the restriction I'(u) N X of the nodal set on the
characteristic manifold.

The main idea of this stratification is to classify the nodal points and then to stratify the nodal set by the
spines of the normalized tangent maps, i.e. the largest vector space that leaves the tangent map invariant.
Indeed, we will introduce the subset l"i (u) as the set of points at which every tangent map has at most j
independent directions of translation invariance in order to correlate the nodal set of u with the dimension
of the set where the tangent map *° vanishes with the same order of u.

Moreover, by Theorem 6.2 we already know that I‘i (u) is well defined for j <n — 1.

More precisely, if k > min{2,2 — a} given
Ii(u) = {Xo € I'(u): N(Xo,u,0") =k}
foreach j =0,...,n — 1 let us define
IY(u) = {Xo € Ty(u): dim Ty (™) = 5},

where X0 is the unique normalized tangent limit of u at X. Obviously, since the uniformly elliptic case
is well studied, we focus on the structure of the nodal set I'(u) near X.
Before to continue our analysis, let us prove that the concept of dimension in well defined.

Lemma7.1. Givena € (—1,1), foreveryp € B4 (R"T1), the singular setT' () of orderk > min{2,2—a}
is the largest vector subspace on 3. which leaves o and N (-, ¢,07") invariant, i.e.

Ti(p) ={Z e R"™': (X + Z) = p(X) for every X € R"'}.

Proof. We can restrict our proof to the case ¢ € sB¢(R""!) for k > 2, since by Corollary 4.17 we can
easily extend the analysis to the antisymmetric case. Thus, we already know by Corollary 5.8 that since
¢ € sBL(R"!) we have

Ti(p) = {X e R*"*: DYp(X) =0forany |v| < k—1}.
Obviously 0 € T'x () by the homogeneity of ¢ and we claim that for every Z € Ty ()
©(X)=p(X +Z), forall X € R",
in other words I' () leaves the map ¢ invariant. Hence, let Z € T'y(¢), i.e.
(28) D¥p(Z) =0 forany |v|<k-—1
and write the homogenous polynomial ¢ € C'* as
p(X) =Y aX",
v|=k
where X” = z}* - x5 - - -y’ and a, € R. By (28) we directly obtain that

(X)) =Y a(X -2),

lv|=k
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which implies the claimed invariance. Since ¢ is k-homogenous, for every A > 0 and X € R"**!
P(X) = p(X = 2)

:(/\+1)kcp()§_z>

+1
X-Z
= Vo (2
A+ W( + /\+1>
= (X +\2),

therefore, we obtain D¥p(AZ) = 0 forany |v| < k — 1,ie. AZ € T'y(y).
Similarly, noticing that for any Z, W € I'y(p) we have o(Z + W + X ) = p(W + X) = ¢(X) for any
X € R""!, we obtain Z + W € T'(p). O

Definition 7.2. Leta € (—1,1) and u be an L,-harmonic function in B;. We call d*° the dimension of
Ti(u) at Xo € Ty (u) as

dX0 = dim Ty (¢™°)
= dim {£ e R"T: (£, Vxp™° (X)) =0forall X € R""}.
Following the previous notations we obtain ch(u) ={Xo € Tx(u): d¥o = j}.

Hence, given @ € (—1,1) and u be an L,-harmonic function in B;. Then, let us split the nodal set
I'(u) in its regular part

R(u) = {Xo € T'(u)

N(Xo,u,0+) =1 ifXO Q/ b))
N(Xo,ue,07) =10r N(Xo,1,07)=1—0a ifXoeX [’

and its singular part

S(u) = {XO € I'(u)

N(Xo,u,0") >2 if XogX
N(Xo,ue,01) > 2and N(Xo,u,,07) >2—a ifXp€eX }

As we previously remarked, the regular set R (u) is well defined in such a way, for every Xo € I'(u) N ¥
such that N(Xg, ue,07) = 1 or N(Xo, uo,0") = 1 — a must exist a sequence of point (X;); € I'(u) \ &
such that N(X;,u,0") = 1 and X; — Xo. The following result gives a generalization in the context of
degenerate-singular operator of the concept of regular hypersurface as the set of points where the function
vanishes away from its critical set.

Theorem 7.3. Leta € (—1,1),a # 0 and u be an L,-harmonic function in By. Then the regular set R(u)
is locally a C*" hypersurface on R" 1 in the variable (z,y |y|~ ) with

2

k= and r = 2 — 2 .
1—a 1—a 1—a

Moreover, we have that

(20) R(u) = { X € T(w): [Vou(X) + [o5u(X)* £0}.

Proof. Let us start by proving the characterization of the regular set in terms of the derivatives of the
L,-harmonic function u. By (4), there exist u¢ € H%(B;),u?~* € H'27%(B) respectively L, and
Lo_ ,-harmonic function in B, symmetric with respect to ¥, such that

w(X) = ul(X) +uZ*(X)ylyl™* inBi.
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For every ¢ = 1,..., h, differentiating the previous equality, we obtain
(30) 0z, u(X) = Oz, ul (X) + (9,0 (X)) y |yl ™
(31) Ou(X) = (1 — a)uZ~*(X) + yoyuZ~*) + dgus,

where we split the two functions as sum of their symmetric and antisymmetric part. If Xg € R(u) \ ¥
the condition in (29) is obviously satisfied by the local uniformly elliptic regularity outside X. Instead, if
Xo € R(u) N, if N(Xo,ue,07) = 1 it follows

ue(X) = X0 (LX) (X — Xo, %) + 0(| X — Xo]),

e

for some vX0 € S"~1 = §” N'Y, and by Theorem 5.6 and (30) we obtain
aﬂﬂzu(XO) = amue(XO) = 902(0 (VX0)<ei7 VXU>7

and by the nondegeneracy of the blow-up limit |[Vu(Xo)| = pX°(v*0) # 0 (for further details, we
remaind to the proof of Theorem 7.6). Similarly, taking care of the antisymmetric part, if N (X, u,,0") =
1 — a we obtain

uo(X) = 02X (ey )y [yl +o(| X — Xol' ™%,

and consequently 95u(Xo) = 0uo(Xo) = (1 — a)e)°(ey) # 0, as we claimed.

Now, let us consider the other part of the Theorem and let us study the regularity of the regular part
R(u). Since the implicit function theorem implies that the nodal set of a smooth function is a smooth
hypersurface away from the critical nodal set, we decide to introduce a suitable change of variable.
More precisely, let us introduce the change of variable ®: R" T — R"*! such that

O: (x,2) — (:v, (1 —a)z|z|ﬁ),

.y ylyl™*
[0 1, ((E,y)’—> <(E,m>,

with Jacobian | Jg-1 (2, y)| = (1 —a)®|y|”* and ®(X,) = X, for every X € 3. By (4) and This change
of variable is well known in the literature since it allows to correlate our class of degenerate-singular
operator with the class of Baouendi-Grushin Operators (see also [25]). In particular, since a € (—1,1),
we obtain by simple computations that ® € C*™ (R"+1 R"+1) with

k= 1 and 1 = LI .
1—a 1—a 1—a

The previous quantity are well defined since (1 —a)™! > 1/2, forevery a € (—1,1) and it blows up as a
approaches 17.
Now, given v(z, z) = u(®P(x, 2)), we obtain I'(u) = ®(T'(v)) and by (1), (30) and (31)
v(z,2) = ug(O(w, 2)) +u™"(D(w, 2))z
0z, 0(2, 2) = (O, u)(®(z, 2)), foreveryi =1,...,h
0:v(x, 2) = (Oyu)(®(x, 2)),

so in particular |Vu(z,z)]> = (|Vaul® + ‘8;11,‘2)(‘1)(17, z)). By (4) and Proposition 2.3 we obtain that

given and L,-harmonic function u in By, since u®(®(z, z)), u2~%(®(z, z)) € C¥"’ (B1/2) we obtain
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thatv € CF'"' (B /2). Moreover, as we remarked in Section 4, since our change of variables ® acts only
in the y-direction, we obtain from Proposition 2.3 and Theorem 5.6 that actually v € C’”(Bl /2) with

k:L21andr:2—2.
1—a 1—a 1—a

Now, by the first part of the statement, since Xy € R(u) N'Y we obtain by Corollary 5.17
a 2
[Vo(Xo)I* = [Vau(Xo)* + [8ju(Xo)|” = 90 (r7)? + (1 — )’ (e)* # 0,

where X0 and pX¢ are respectively the tangent map of the symmetric and the antisymmetric part of
with respect to 2. Since the conclusion follows after an application of the implicit function theorem on
the function v and the relation I'(u) = ®(I'(v)), let us consider three different cases:

(1) N(Xo,ue,0%) =1and N(Xo,u,,0") > 1—a, which implies that 9,v(X,) = 0 and V,v(X) =
X0 (yXo)yXo In this case, up to relabeling the z-variables, by the implicit function theorem we
obtain that there exists p > 0 and g € C*"(B,(Xy)) such that 71 = g(z) = g(za,...,Zy, 2) for
every (z,z) € I'(v) N B,(Xo). Going back to the (z,y) variables, we obtain

x1=g(x2,... 20,y ly|*) for every X € I'(u) N B,/ (Xo);

(2) N(Xo,ue,0%) > 1 and N(Xo,u,,0") = 1 — a, in this case since 9,,v(Xo) = 0 for all i =
1,...,n and 9,v(Xo) # 0 we obtain that there exists p > 0 and g € C*"(B,(Xy)) such that
z=g(z) = g(z1,...,2,) for every (z,2) € I'(v) N B,(Xo). Going back to the (z, y) variables,
we obtain

ylyl™" = g(x) for every X € I'(u) N B,/2(Xo);

(3) N(Xo,ue,07) =1and N(Xo,u,,0") = 1 — a, we obtain that if a < 0, by applying the implicit
function theorem with respect to the xz-variables as in case (1), we obtain, up to a rotation on %,
that

x1 = g(x2,...,Tn,yly|~*) for every X € I'(u) N B, /2 (Xo);

where in this case y |y|~* € CL"%(B;). Otherwise, if a > 0 by applying the implicit function

loc

theorem on the z-variable as in (2), we obtain
ylyl™" = g(x) for every X € I'(u) N B,/2(Xo),
where in the both cases g € C*"(B,(Xj)).

We remark that the previous records can be changed considering the cases when the minimum between
the Almgren frequency of the symmetric and the antisymmetric part of u is achieved by the first or the
second one.

Thus, up to considering a smaller radius on the previous cases, the results on R (u) are a direct consequence
of the local ones on I'(u) near Xy, since the regular set is relatively open in I'(u) and hence there exists

p > 0such that I'(u) N B,(Xo) = R(uw) N B,(Xo). O

The previous result explains why the tangent map at a point of the restriction of the nodal set I'(u) N3
does not allow to fully understand the geometric picture of the nodal set itself, since we need to take care
of both the symmetric and antisymmetric part of u.

Furthermore, we can describe the local behaviour of the regular set R (u) near the characteristic manifold
by using the tangent field ®*°, which contains all the geometric information of the regular set. More
precisely, as a direct consequence of the previous reports we obtain
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Corollary 7.4. Leta € (—1,1) and u be an L,-harmonic function in B;. Then the regular part R(u) of the
nodal set intersects the characteristic manifold X either orthogonally or tangentially. More precisely, given
Xo € R(u) nx

e if N(Xg,u,0") =1 the direction is orthogonal,

e if N(Xo,u,0") =1 — a the direction is tangential.
Moreover, independently on a € (—1,1) and on the value of N (0, X0 0%), the restriction on ¥ of R(u) is
completely described by p2X°.

Instead, since the structure of the singular set is well known outside of the characteristic manifold 33,

we decided to postpone our analysis and to concentrate our attention to the intersection of the nodal set
on Y.
Hence, in this last part, we extend the previous analysis focusing on the restriction of the regular and
singular set on the characteristic manifold. First, since Lemma 7.1 relies on the homogeneity and the
regularity of the homogenous polynomial ¢ € B (R"*1), we can reasonably introduce the concept of
dimension restricted to X..

Definition 7.5. Given a € (—1,1), let u be an L,-harmonic function in B;. We call d‘go the dimension
of T (u) N at Xg € T'k(u) N X as

dy° = dim Ty (X)) N %
= dim {¢ € £: (£, V,9™*(2,0)) = 0forallz € £} .
Following the previous notations, we define I‘fc(u) NY = {Xo € Tx(u) NT: de® = j}.
In the previous Section, we split the restriction on the nodal set on ¥ into its regular part
Ru)NL ={X el(u)NX: N(X,u.,0") =1},
and its singular part
Su) NS ={X €T(u)NT: N(X,ue,0") >2} = | J Tu(u)N X,
E>2

Theorem 7.6. Let a € (—1,1) and u be an L,-harmonic function in By. Then the regular set R(u) on X
is locally a smooth hypersurface on ¥ and

Ru)NE={XeT(u)NI: |Vyu.(X)| #0}.
Proof. By Proposition 5.10 we already know that
Fu)NE =T(ue) N,

and it is either equal to ¥ or with empty interior in 3. Inspired by this fact, we will concentrate our
attention on the trace of w on X, which is actually equal to the trace of u. itself. In order to simplify we
will just write u instead of u, assuming the symmetry with respect to 3.

Suppose that I'(u.) # X, by Theorem 5.6 and our blow-up classification, for every Xy € R(u) N X there
exists a linear map X0 € B¢ (R"*1) such that

u(X) = o™X — Xo) + o(|X = Xo|) = o™ (™) (X — Xo, ™) + 0(| X — Xol)

for some vX0 € St = "N ¥,
Moreover, by Theorem 5.12 we know that the map X + ¢~ (v*X0)p*o is continuous. Passing through
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its trace on X, since v € Y we obtain
u(z,0) = e~ (v)(z — z0, V) + o(|z — 20]).

Since by Proposition 2.3 the function u € C°°(B; 2), we can use the tangent map in order to compute the
directional derivative of u, which will implies the nondegeneracy of the gradient on ¥ of u at Xy. More
precisely, for every £ € S™~!

(Vou(X0),€) = Su(Xo+16)| = o M

_ ~Xo(,,Xo Xo
dt _SO (V )<§7V >7

t=0
and hence V,u(Xy) = ¢X0(v*°)y*0 which is nonzero by Theorem 5.5. Finally, by the implicit function
theorem we obtain the claimed result. O

As we already mentioned, since for k& > 2 we have sB7 (R" 1)\ 87 (R"!) # (), we decide to introduce
the following singular sets

§*(uw)= |JTp(u) and Su)= | Tiw),
k>2 k>2

where
Ti(u) = {Xo € Tu(u) NS: 90 € sBE(R"™)} and I'f(u) = (Tk(u) NE) \ Ty (w).

The idea is to stratify the singular set taking care of both the dimension dg” and the different classes of
tangent map associated with the sets I'} (u) and I'} (u).

Theorem 7.7. Given a € (—1,1), let u be an L,-harmonic function in By. Then for k € 2 + N and
j=0,---,n—1thesetsT] (u) N X is contained in a countable union of j-dimensional C* manifolds.

Proof. The proof of this result follows the strategy of [23, Theorem 1.3.8]. Since ©X° is a polynomial of
degree k on ¥, we can write the following

(PXO(ZC7O): Z aa(x070)xa,

a!
lal=k

where the coefficients X +— a,(X) are continuous on I'y;(u) N ¥ and, since u(X) = 0 on I',(u),there
holds
X0 (X — Xo)| <o (|X — Xo|) | X — Xo|"  for every X, X, € K.

For any multi-index |a| < k, let us introduce for any X € I'y(u) the collection

Jaa(X) if |of =k
falX) = {O if o] <k’

Let us prove that the compatibility conditions for the Whitney’s extension theorem are fully satisfied in
order to guarantee the existence of a function F' € C*(R"*1) such that

0°F = fo, onkEj,
for every o < k. More precisely, following [51] our claim is that, for any Xy, X € K, there holds

)= 3 Lee X0 e s (x xo),

|
|B1<k—|a] A



46 Y. SIRE, S. TERRACINI, AND G. TORTONE

with

(32) |Ra (X, Xo)| < 0a (|1X — Xo|) |X — Xo[F 1

where 0, = 0% is a certain modulus of continuity.

If |a| = Fk, since Ry (X, Xo) = aa(X) — aq(Xo), we infer from the continuity of X — % on K that
|Ra (X, X0)| < 04 (]X — Xo|). Instead, for 0 < |a| < k we have

(33) Ro(X, Xp) == ¥ %(X LX) =~ % (X — Xo).
ik |

By contradiction, suppose that there is no modulus of continuity o,, such that (32) is satisfied for X, X €
K. Then, must exist § > 0 and two sequences X, X} € K with p; = ‘Xi - Xé‘ ™\ 0 such that

Z G’V(XO)' (X _ XO)'y—Ot 2 ) ’Xz _ Xé’k_m‘ )
= (v —a)
Iv|=k

Thus, consider the blow-up sequence associated with the sequences (X} ); and (p;); given by

w(Xi+piX) ., X'— Xi
ui(X)z%, 5270,

where it is not restrictive to assume that X} — X, € K and ' — &, € 0B;. By Theorem 5.12 we obtain
u’ = X0 € BI(R™ ) uniformly on compact set and there exist a modulus of continuity such that

w(X) = 9" (X)| < o (s | XD XT".

In particular, since X}, X" € K = Ej, the inequalities (22) holds true for u’ at 0 and £’. Thus, passing to
the limit, we obtain that

Lk < sup loX0(X)] < jip",

J | X —&ol=p
for 0 < p < +o00, which implies that £, € I'y(¢*°). Finally, since %% (&) = 0 for |a| < k, dividing
both the left and the right hand side of (33) by pff‘al
since we obtain

and passing to the limit, we reach a contradiction

a (X —a
%0 0)| = | 37 X0 (x  xppal > 5
= (v —a)
1=k
Finally, under the previous notations, let us consider Xy = (0, 0) € 1"‘,7; (u) N E;, where E; is defined in

Lemma 5.20. Hence, by definition of dg", there exists n — dg ° linearly independent unit vectors (;); C
S™, such that

(vi, Vxp*°) #0on X,
where dg" = j. Hence, there exist multi-indices «; or order |a;| = k — 1 such that

8, D% % (0,0) # 0.
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Since X¢ is a polynomial of degree k on X, we can write the following

(PXO(ZC7O): Z aa(x070)xa,

a!
lal=k

where the coefficients X +— a,(X) are continuous on I'y,(u) N 3. Thus, the nondegeneracy condition on
X0 implies
(34) 8, DY F(20,0) #0, i=1,---,n—dX,
Finally, since

n—j

Ti(w)NENE c (| {D¥F=0}n%,
i=1

in view of the implicit function Theorem, the condition (34) implies that l"i (u) N3 N E; is contained in
a j-dimensional manifold in a neighborhood of Xj.
The results follows immediately from Lemma 5.20 O

We remark that in this particular case of L,-harmonic function symmetric with respect to 3, since by
the definition of tangent map at a point of the nodal set we have

o aa(IOaO) a k
u(z,0) = Z — +o(lx — x0|")
|| =k

and u € C°°(By/3) thanks to Proposition 2.3, we obtain that D®u(x¢,0) = 0 for |a| = k — 1 and
D%u(zg,0) = aq(z0,0) for |a| = k. Thus, the nondegeneracy condition on ¢X¢ implies
(35) Oy, D% u(xg,0) #£0, i=1,--- ,n—dg".
Hence, we can obtain conclusion just looking at the strata { D% wu = 0}, with¢ = 1,...,n — j. Instead,
the previous proof is more general and it will be applied to a more general class of degenerate-singular
operators in Section 8.
The following is the main Theorem of this stratification analysis, in particular it allows to emphasize

the degenerate-singular attitude of the operator L, near the characteristic manifold ¥ by showing the
presence of a (n — 1)-dimensional singular stratum for a € (—1,1) with a # 0.

Theorem 7.8. Givena € (—1,1), let uw be L,-harmonic in By. Then there holds
S(u)NE =8"(u) US*(u)

where S* (u) is contained in a countable union of (n — 2)-dimensional C* manifolds and S®(u) is contained
in a countable union of (n — 1)-dimensional C'' manifolds. Moreover

n—2 n—1
S*(u) = U Si(u) and S%(u) = U Sj(u),
§=0 §=0

where both S (u) and S§(u) are contained in a countable union of j-dimensional C' manifolds.

Proof. The proof can be seen as an improvement of Proposition 7.7 since it consists on applying the previ-
ous strategy for the dimension and the regularity of the set I'; (u) taking care on the case when the tangent
map belongs to s%5} (R™"1) or not. Indeed, this two cases influence the upper bound on the dimension
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dg" and consequently the dimension of the singular strata.
Hence, let us set

s'(w) = | sz = | X € Tiw): ao = 3,
=0

2
=0 k>2

n—1 n—1
§*(u) = |J 8f(w) = J ULX € Ti(w): dF° = j}.
§=0 J=0 k>2

Since for every k > 2 the functions ¢ € 5B} (R"*!) are homogeneous polynomial harmonic in ¥, we
have that dim (S(¢) N %) < n — 2, and consequently dy® < n — 2 for every X, € T'}(u).

Similarly, following Proposition 4.13 and the remarks in the proof of Theorem 6.3, since for every k£ > 2
there exists ¢ € §B{(R"*1) \ sB (R""!) such that dim (S(u) N¥) = n — 1 we obtain that, for X, €
% (u), there holds dg° < n — 1.

Now, by applying the same argument in the proof of Proposition 7.7, if we set

Sj(u):U{XEFZ(U)d)E(O:j} forj:(),...7n_2

k>2
Sj(u) = U {X € T¢(u): d° :j} forj=0,---,n—1,
k>2
we obtain that S7 (u) and S¢ (u) are contained in j-dimensional C' manifold. O

Furthermore, by Proposition 4.13 we obtain that for any X € S%_, (u) the leading polynomial of u at
X, i.e. the first term of the Taylor expansion of u at X, is an homogenous polynomial of two variables
of the form (14) or (15), up to a rotation on .

8. FRACTIONAL POWER OF ELLIPTIC OPERATOR IN DIVERGENCE FORM

In this Section, we apply the previous analysis relating, via the extension technique, the study of the
restriction of the nodal set on the characteristic manifold ¥ to the local properties of solutions of fractional
power of elliptic differential equations in divergence form. We start by focusing on the case of the frac-
tional Laplacians (—A)® and then we discuss the monotonicity formula and its consequences for solutions
of general fractional elliptic differential equations of the second order with Lipschitz leading coefficients.
Let s € (0,1) and u: By C R™ — R be a nontrivial s-harmonic function in By, that is

(36) (—A)°u(x) =0 in Bj.
Here we define the s-Laplacian
(—A)*u(z) = C(n, s) P.V./ Mngjdy ,
R |z — Yyl
where
225s(2 + s) n
Clns) = L9 ¢ (g 4 (2 41)]
In general, the s-Laplacian can be defined in various ways, which we review now. First, in order to better
understand these definitions, we introduce the spaces

H*(R") = {u e L*R"): [¢]° (Fu)(€) € L*(R™)},
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where s € (0,1) and F denotes the Fourier transform. In the literature, the spaces H*(R™) are called
Bessel spaces and in particular they can be equivalently defined as a Sobolev-Slobodeckij spaces. More
precisely, fixed Q C R™ an open set, for every fractional exponent s € (0, 1) we define H*(2) as the set
of all functions u defined on {2 with a finite norm

1/2
C(n,s) Ju(z) — u(z)|*
e e R
Ho (@) Q 2 olJo |z —z| +2
where the term

9 1/2
(38) [u] s ) = (C(sz) /Q ; %dﬂk)

|z — 2|

is the so-called Gagliardo seminorm of u in H*(f2). It can be proved that H*(R") = H*(R") and in
particular, for every u € H*(R™) we obtain

ey = [ 16 1FuOF 6 = -2

L2(R7)

Note that one can also define the fractional Laplacian acting on spaces of functions with weaker regularity.
More precisely, following [40], let S be the Schwartz space of rapidly decreasing smooth functions in R"™
and 8% (IR™) be the space of smooth function  such that (1 + |z|"">*) D f(z) is bounded in R, for every
k > 0, endowed with the topology given by the family of seminorms

[f]k = sup (1 + |I|n+25) Dkf(ZC)
zER™

Under these notations, the fractional Laplacian of f € S is well defined in (—A)® f € S, and, by duality,

this allows to define the fractional Laplacian for functions in the space

LER™) = {u € L, (R™): /R %dx < +oo}

= LL(®Y) N S|(®),

where S’ (R™) stands for the dual of S5 (R™). We remark that necessary a function in £ (R™) needs to keep
an algebraic growth of power strictly smaller than 2s, in order to make the above expression meaningful,
as was pointed out in [5, 7, 40] and recently in [45].

In order to study the local behaviour of u, let us look at the extension technique popularized by Caffarelli
and Silvestre (see [10]), characterizing the fractional Laplacian in R™ as the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map
for a variable v depending on one more space dimension. Namely for every u € H*(R™), let us consider
v € HY(R" ) satisfying
(39) div(y®Vv) =0 in R’}rﬂ,
39 v(z,0) =u(x) inX.

witha =1 — 2s € (—1,1). Such an extension exists unique and is given by the formula

(. y) = 7(nvs)/ y25u(x) dn  wherey(n,s)"! = / : 1

R (|.’L' _ n|2 + y2)n/2+s |77|2 + 1)n/2+s

dn,
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where the nonlocal operator (—A)? translates into the Dirichlet-to-Neumann opeartor type

C(n,s) . 1-2
1 %0
’Y(TL,S) Ul)%ler yv(Iay)v
with C'(n, s) the normalization constant deeply studied in [45]. By [37], it is known that the space H*(R™)
coincides with the trace on IR ! of the weighted Sobolev space H'*(R’/*") and in general
C(n,s) / _
2 ) 1-2s 2

U Frs gny = V| dX,

[ ]H (R™) 7(”75) —_— |y| | |
where v is the L,-harmonic extension of u defined by (39). Since in the context of the extension problem
the equation (36) translates in the homogeneous Neumann condition

C
(n, 5) m y' " **9,v(z,y) =0 onB; C .
~v(n, s) y—o+
Applying an even reflection through ¥, we can study the structure of the nodal set of s-harmonic function
in R™ as the restriction of the nodal set I'(v) on the characteristic manifold 3 of the solution

(—A)*: H¥(R") — H5(R"), uwrs —

oov(z,0) = —

Y

Lov=0 in Bf
(40) v(z, —y) = v(x,y) in Bf
’U(I‘, O) = U(ZZ?) il’l B1

where @ = 1 — 2s € (—1,1) and B is the unitary (n + 1)-dimensional ball in R"*+1,

Moreover, by [37] is it well known that the class of trace on B N'Y = B of function L,-harmonic in
By is equal to the space H*(B;).

Through this Section we will always identify as v the L,-harmonic extension of % in R"*! symmetric with
respect to ¥ and with B, (o) " the ballin R” ™" of radius » > 0 and centered in the point X = (20,0) €
in the characteristic manifold associated with .

The following results are a direct consequence of the ones obtained for purely symmetric L,-harmonic
function. For this reason the proof of the majority of them is skipped when the result is obtained just
passing through the L,-harmonic extension.

Proposition 8.1. Given s € (0,1), let u be s-harmonic in B;. Then, there for every xo € Bj,

1 , aN-1 ,
(41) - ude < C(n,s) | — — u“dex,
R™ J g (x0) r " J By (x0)

for0<r < R<1-—|xg|and N = N(Xo,v,1—|Xp

), with v the L,-harmonic extension of u.

Proof. Let v € HY%(B;) be the L,-harmonic extension of u in R"*!, symmetric with respect to 3. The
idea of this proof is to “move” the doubling condition on R"*! to the characteristic manifold ¥. In [39]
the author used a similar strategy to prove a so called “bulk doubling property”.

In our case we improve the proof by using our blow up analysis developed in Section 4 and applying the
correct factor of scaling in order to pass from a doubling condition in the dimension n + a + 1 to the one
on X.

Let Xy € B1NY, and v the L,-harmonic extension symmetric with respect to . Integrating the inequality
in Corollary 3.2, see (8), we obtain that

R 2C+n+a
/ ly|* v2dX < <—> / ly|“ v2dX
B} (Xo0) r B} (Xo)
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forevery0 <r < R<1—1Xp

,with N = N(Xy,v,1—|Xp|). By the interpolation estimate in [39], we

obtain
L u?dxr < C(n,a) <;/ ly|* v?dX + ;_/ ly|* |Vv|2dX>
Rn Br(Xo) Rn+a+1 B;(Xo) Rnta 1 B;(Xo)
< C(n,a) (é Lot s s | |y|“v2dx>
Rn+a+1 B;(Xo) Rn+a+1 B;R(XO)

1 / -
FnTa ly[" v7dX
R [ (xg)

where in the second inequality we used the Caccioppoli estimate (5) and in the last one the doubling
condition. Since it yields the desired lower bound for the left hand side of the doubling condition on ¥,
we left to prove the upper bound. Let us prove by contradiction the existence of C' > 0 and a radius
0 <7 < R such that

< C(TL a)22N+n+a+1
— )

(42) / ly|* v?*dX < C(n,a)r*™! / w?dz forall0 < r <7,
OB (Xo) 0B, (Xo)

which will finally implies (41) after a simple integration.
Hence, suppose there exists a sequence 7, \, 0" such that
8/2
(43) [0l 22w @Bt (x0)) = R~ el 2o, (x0)) »

with 5 = a + 1. Then let us consider the blow-up sequence of u centered at X associated with (1)

on(X) = v(Xo + 1 X)

1 a
with p? = —a / ly|* v?dX = H(Xo,v, 7).
Pk Tk JOBJ, (Xo)

By definition we have |[vk| 2. 95+ = 1, and by Lemma 9.13 the sequence (vy)y, is uniformly bounded
_ 1
in HY%(B}) and L°°(Bg), for every R > 0. In particular, by (43), we obtain

_n-1

e o llzos,, (xo) ., at1-p -

||Uk||L2(aBI): ”Uk”L?(aBl): T 0 <k 1rk T = kL
e 7 vllee st (xo0))

Thus, up to a subsequence, by Theorem 4.1 the blow-up sequence (v )i strongly converge in Hlj‘,;a (R™H)

and in C2.%(R™), for every o € (0,1) to some homogeneous blow-up limit 7 € H.:*(R"*1) such that
v =0on By, 5HL2,Q(8BI+) = 1 and it satisfies

L, =0 inR"*t!
8;}5 =0 inX.

Hence, by Proposition 5.10 we obtain that 7 = 0 in contradiction with [[7[| 2. p+) = 1. O
1

In order to justify the analysis of the local behaviour of s-harmonic functions, it is necessary to ensure
the validity of the strong unique continuation property. It is known by [19] that an s-harmonic function in
Bj enjoys the strong unique continuation property in Bj, i.e. the only solutions which vanishes of infinite
order at a point X € I'(u) is w = 0. Similarly, an s-harmonic function in B is said to satisfies the unique
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5.(B1) which can vanish in an open
subset of B; is u = 0. Indeed, as a direct consequence of Proposition 5.10 we prove

continuation property in B if the only solution of (—A)*u = 0 in H?

Corollary 8.2. Let s € (0, 1) and u be s-harmonic in By. Then the nodal setT'(u) has either empty interior
in By oru=0.

Hence, it is reasonable to define the notion of vanishing order of u at 29 € T'(u). More precisely, the
strong unique continuation property guarantees the existence of k¥ € R such that

1
(o

r—ot T

In order to correlate the notion of vanishing order of s-harmonic functions with the one for their L,-
harmonic extension, let us introduce the following common definition.

Definition 8.3. Given s € (0, 1), let u be an s-harmonic function in By and ¢ € I'(u). The vanishing
order of u in ¢ is defined as the number O(u, x¢) € R such that

i 1 20y — 0 if k < O(u,xo)
1m sup m u - ar = i o
r—0+ 9B, (z0) +oo if k> O(u,x0).

In particular, from Lemma 4.7 and Proposition 8.1 we obtain

Corollary 8.4. Lets € (0,1) anda = 1 — 2s € (—1,1). Given u an s-harmonic function in By, then the
vanishing order O(u, o) of u inxg € I'(u) satisfy
[l wePax
B} (Xo)

[ e
dB} (Xo)

where v is the unique L,-harmonic extension of u symmetric with respect to 3 and Xy = (x¢,0).

O(u,9) = N(Xo,v,07) = lim

)
r—0t

Hence, for £ € 1 + N, we define the subsets
Ti(u) == {xo € T(u): O(u,x0) = k},

which is coherent with the Definition for the L,-harmonic case. Indeed, inspired by the results in Section
4, we can prove a convergence result for the blow-up sequence associated with z¢ € I'(u) to some blow-
up limit p € HS (R™).

Before proving the main convergence result, let us introduce two different classes of tangent maps strictly
related to the ones introduced in Definition 4.15 and Definition 4.16. In particular, we will see that the

structure of the nodal set is completely defined starting from these blow-up classes.

Definition 8.5. Given s € (0,1) and k € 1 4+ N, we define the set of all possible blow-up limit of order
k, i.e. the set of the traces of all L,-harmonic polynomial of degree k symmetric with respect to %, as

Bi(R™) = {p € H(R") : the L,-extension of ¢ € sBf(R" ™)} .

Moreover, by Lemma 4.10 and Lemma 4.14, the space B (R"™) is the set of all possible homogenous
polynomial of order k in R™, which is, by the results in [37], the space of traces on ¥ of sB7, (R™). Similarly,
if we define with B} (R") the set of function ¢ € B (R") such that Ap = 0 in R"™, namely the collection
of homogeneous harmonic polynomial of order k, there holds that B} (R"™) coincides with the set of traces
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of blow-up limits in §B (R"*1).
The following result is a direct application of Theorem 4.1, Lemma 5.5, Theorem 5.6 and Theorem 5.12 on
the L,-harmonic extension of u symmetric with respect to ¥ and it ensure the existence of a unique non
trivial tangent map at every point of the nodal set of w.
Proposition 8.6. Given s € (0,1), let u be an s-harmonic function in By and xo € T'y(u). Then there
exists a unique k-homogenous polynomial p*° € B3 (R™) such that
u(zo + rex)
Ugy,r(T) = G — ™ (z),

where the blow-up sequence (u, ), converges strongly in HE (R™) and in C:*(By), for every o € (0,1).

loc

Moreover, the unique tangent map ©™° is nontrivial and it satisfies the following generalized Taylor expansion
u(x) = @™ (@ = z0) + of|x — zol"),
where the map xo — ¢*° from I'y,(u) to the space B3 (R™) is continuous.
Thus, let
R(u) ={zo € T'(u): O(u,z0) =1},
S(u) = (JTw(w) = | {zo € T(w): Ou,z0) =k},
k>2 k>2
be respectively the regular and singular part of I'(u). Moreover, by Corollary 5.8 we can find a different
characterization of the singular strata I' (u) for k > 2, ie.
DYu(xg) =0 forevery |v|<k-—1 }

k(w) {xo k(1) D¥ou(zo) #0  for some || =k

The following are the main theorems related to the regularity and the geometric structure of the nodal
set: while in the first result we focus the attention on the regular part of the nodal set, proving a result
similar to its local counterpart (see [27, 32]), in the ones related to the singular strata we highlight the
presence of a singular subset S°(u) strictly related to the nonlocal attitude of the fractional Laplacian.

Theorem 8.7. Given s € (0,1), let u be s-harmonic in By. Then the regular set R(u) is relatively open in
T'(u) and is locally a smooth hypersurface on R™. Moreover

R(u) ={zx € T(u): |Vu(z)| #0}.

Proof. By Corollary 8.2, let us suppose that v # 0 in B; and hence I'(u) has empty interior. Given v the
unique L,-harmonic extension of u symmetric with respect to %, well defined in H1:%(B;") by (40), it is
obvious to infer that

Rw)NE =R(u).
Moreover, by Lemma 5.20 we already know that R (u) is relatively open in I'(u) and by the application of
the Federer reduction principle in Theorem 6.3 we obtain

dimy (R(u)) =n — 1.

Now, by Theorem 8.6 and our blow-up classification, for every zy € R(u) N X there exists a linear map
¥ € B3 (R™) such that

u(@) = 9™ (@ — 20) + ol — z0]) = ™ (1) — 20,1°) + o[z — o)
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for some v*0 € S"~ 1.

Moreover, still by Theorem 8.6 we know that the map z¢ — ¢®° (¥™°)r®® is continuous. By Proposition
2.3, since u € C°°(By 2) we can use the tangent map in order to compute the directional derivative of v,
which will ensures the nondegeneracy of the gradient of u at z:9. More precisely, for every £ € S™~1

(Vu(r0),€) = Tulro +16)| = lim ") ooy o,
t=0

and hence Vu(zg) = ¢*°(v®° )™ which is nonzero by the nondegeneracy of the tangent map. Finally,
by the implicit function theorem we obtain the claimed result. g

As in Section 7, initially we will prove a stratification result for the singular set S(u).
The main idea of this stratification is to stratify the nodal set by the spines of the normalized tangent
maps. Indeed, we will introduce the subset I'} (u) as the set of points at which every tangent map has at
most j independent directions of translation invariance in order to correlate the nodal set of u with the
dimension of the set where the tangent map ¢ vanishes with the same order of w.
We remark that these result are a direct consequence of Theorem 7.7 and Theorem 7.8, nevertheless, for
the sake of completeness, we present some technical details.
From Definition 7.5, given s € (0, 1) we call d*° the dimension of I'y (u) at zy € I'x(u) as
d* =dim{{ € R": ({,V¢™(z)) =0forallz € R"}.

Now, fixed k > 2, for each j = 0,...,n — 1 let us define

T (u) = {z0 € Tk (u): dim Ty (p™) = j},
where ©®° is the unique tangent limit of u at z¢. As we already mentioned, since for £k > 2 we have
B; (R™) \ By (R™) # (), we decide to introduce the following singular sets

S*(u) = U Ii(v) and S°(u) = U T (u),
k>2 k>2
where
Ti(u) = {zo € Tg(w): ¢ € BL(R™)} and Ty (u) = T(u) \ Tk (w).
The idea is to stratify the singular set taking care of both the dimension d*° and the different classes of

tangent map associated with the sets I'f (u) and I'j (u).

Theorem 8.8. Given s € (0, 1) let u be s-harmonic in By. Then there holds
S(u) = 8% (u) US*(u)

where S* (u) is contained in a countable union of (n — 2)-dimensional C' manifolds and S°(u) is contained
in a countable union of (n — 1)-dimensional C* manifolds. Moreover

n—2 n—1
S'(w) =] S and 8(u) =[] &;(u),
J=0 j=0

where both S (u) and S} (u) are contained in a countable union of j-dimensional C' manifolds.

Proof. The proof is based on a combination of Theorem 7.7 Theorem 7.8. Since for every k > 2 the
functions ¢ € 5B} (R"*1) are homogeneous polynomial harmonic in 3, we have that dim (S(¢) N ¥) <
n — 2, and consequently dg" < n — 2 for every X¢ € I'} (u).

Similarly, following Proposition 4.13 and the remarks in the proof of Theorem 6.3, since for every k£ > 2
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there exists ¢ € 5B} (R"™1) \ 5B (R""1) such that dim (S(u) N¥) = n — 1 we obtain that for X €
' (u) there holds ds® < n — 1.
Now, by applying the same argument in the proof of Theorem 7.8, if we set

k>2
Sf(u):U{xEFZ(u)dx“:j} fOI‘j:O,"',TL—l,
k>2
we obtain the claimed result. O

Furthermore, by Proposition 4.13 we obtain that for any zg € S _, (u) the leading polynomial of u at
xo is a monomial of degree k£ with k& € 2 + N depending only on one variable of R".
In order to show the optimality of the result, we will now present an explicit example of s-harmonic
function in By = (—1,1) C R with vanishing order & > 2. More precisely, the following construction
allows to exhibit an s-harmonic in By C R with I'(u) = S5_4 (u).
Fixed s € (0,1), let By = (—1,1) C R be the unitary ball in the real line and f € L1(R) N C(R) an
admissible function. By the classical potential theory is it known that the unique solution of

—AY¥u=0 1inB;

an be computed explicitly as

- . _ LU/2)sinms () 2)° LR ()
u(z) = /R\Blm )y = T2 () /R\Bl T

We remark that several results and reference about the Poisson kernel can be found in the classical book
of Landkof [31].

Now, given f € L(R)NC(R), let us consider fe, f, € LL(R) N C(R) respectively the even and odd part
of f uniquely defined as

R ETC.

Under this notations, we obtain for z € (—1,1)

()~ L/2)sinms oo e fe(y)y du+ o oo fo(y) d]
@ (1= 1f) V W= —a2) " / WP -1 @2—a2) |

Since for every y € R\ B; we have |y| > |z

1 1 o 227
y2 — a2 _y2;y2"7

F@) = f(=2)

and () = S

, using the series expression

we obtain

u(z) = 2F(1{T23)/sin7rs (1 B |x|2)5

D As(f)z+ ) A2n+1(f)$2"+1] :
n=0 n=0
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where for every n € N

_ i A an _ oo fo(y)
Agn(f) = /1 y(|y|2 — 1)sy2n dy d A2n+1(.f) - /1 1](|y|2 — 1)5y2"+1 dy

In particular, if we consider f(z) = (Jz|* — 1)*g(2~1) we obtain by a simple change of variables

1 1
Azn(f)—/o ge—;‘y)y%dy and A2n+1(f)—/0 9o(y)y*"dy.

Hence, for every fixed order of vanishing k € 2 + N, there exists a polynomial function g(x) such that
A;(f) = 0,forevery i < k—1. We remark that all these coefficients can be computed explicitly. Moreover,
this construction implies that for every vanishing order k € 2 4 N there exists an s-harmonic function in
(—1,1) which vanishes at zero with order k, which shows the purely nonlocal behaviour of the singular
set of s-harmonic functions.

9. SOME MORE GENERAL NONLOCAL EQUATIONS

In this part we will generalize the previous result to a more general class of fractional power of diver-
gence form operator following the change of variables first introduced in [2] and deeply popularized in
the works [21, 22] . Inspired by works, we consider solutions of homogeneous linear elliptic differential
equations of the second order with Lipschitz leading coefficients and no lower order terms. We remark
that in general the regularity assumption on the coefficient is optimal thanks to the counterexample of
[36]. -

Let A(z) = (a;;(x)) be a symmetric n X n matrix-valued function in B; satisfying the following assump-
tions:

(1) there exists A € (0, 1) such that
MéP < aij(x)€6; < 7L|¢)? forany x € By and € € R™;
(2) there exists v > O such that forany 1 <i,5 <n
laij(z) — ai;(2)] < v|r—z| foranywz,z € Bi.
Hence, consider now the uniformly elliptic operator
(44) Lu = div (A(z)Vu(z)) = % (au(ac)a—(z]u) =0 in Bj.

By [43], we already know the existence of characterization for the fractional powers of second order partial
differential operators in some suitable class.

Proposition 9.1. Lets € (0,1) andu € L1(R"). Givena = 1 — 2s € (—1,1), a solution of the extension
problem

) {Lv + 20+ 020 =0 iR}

v(x,0) = u(x) in R™;
is given by
1 2 dt

oo = [ D@
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and

I(s) lim y*Oyu(zx,y).

(—L)Su(ﬂC) = _21,25F(1 — S) Y0+

A similar extension can be constructed in the context of fractional powers (—Aj;)® of the Laplace-
Beltrami operator on a Riemannian manifold M and to conformal fractional Laplacian on conformally
compact Einstein manifolds and asymptotically hyperbolic manifold, thanks to the extension technique
developed in [11] and the asymptotic expansion of their geodesic boundary defining function.

In this Section, we just consider the case of divergence form operator L in order to show how to deal with
the limit case of Lipschitz coefficients. Therefore, this analysis will extend the results also to the case of
Laplace-Beltrami with Lipschitz metric.

As we did for the fractional Laplacian, in order to study the local behaviour of solution of fractional elliptic
equation associated with operator L in divergence form, let s € (0, 1) and u be a solution of the extended
problem (45) associated with L, even with respect to the y-direction, i.e. such that

div, ,(|y|* A(2)Vzu) =0, inR*H!
6) { oy A@) V)

U(.I,y) = U(Ia _y)a ian+1'

where A(x) is a symmetric (n + 1) x (n + 1) matrix-valued function in B; such that

(47) Az) =

Inspired by Definition 2.1 we define the natural generalization of notion of L,-harmonicity in the context
of divergence form operator L with Lipschitz leading coefficient.

Definition 9.2. Leta € (—1,1), we say u € H%%(By) is L/-harmonic in B; if for every ¢ € C°(B1)
we have

[ ol G e ve)ax —o.
B,
where A(z) is the symmetric (n + 1) x (n + 1) matrix-valued function defined in (47).

Through this Section we will state all the result in the contxt of LA-harmonic function in B; symmetric
with respect to ¥, since the nodal set of the fractional powers (—L)® is completely defined as the restric-
tion of the nodal set of L\-harmonic function symmetric with respect to ¥, as we did in the previous part
of the Section.

Obviously, in order to better understand the behaviour of general degenerate operator with Lipschitz
leading coefficient, one could consider general L*-harmonic solution and apply the ideas and the decom-
position of the previous Sections.

In order to develop a blow-up analysis, we need to extend our monotonicity formula based on a geomet-
rical reduction introduced in [2] and deeply used in the local case [21, 22]. Hence, for n > 3, define a
Lipschitz metric § = g;; (v, y)dz; ® dz; + 7, (7, y)dy ® dy on B; by setting

al |A|TT, if1<ij<n

|A| T , otherwise

(48) gi; = a” (det Z)ﬁ = {
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; > . el Ny .
where @7/ and a*/ denote respectively the entries of A~ and A~!. Letting similarly g* be the entries of
the inverse metric of g, consider

r(z,y)? = 7;;(0)ziz; +7,,(0)y”

= |A[TT (a¥(0)aiz; + 12)

and

ik

(0 )aﬂ(O)xl:CJ +

a (0)z;z; + y?
We can easily verify that 7 is a positive Lipschitz function in By, whose Lipschitz constant depends on
n,A\,I'but notona € (—1,1).
Next, we introduce a new metric tensor g = g;;(x, y)dz; ® dz; + gyy(z,y)dy ® dy in By by defining
g = n(z,y)g. In the intrinsic geodesic polar coordinates with pole at zero of the Riemannian manifold
(Bi1, ¢ij), the metric tensor takes the form

g =dr®dr+r?b;(r,0)do; ® db;,

2(z,y)
7%1()

where
(49) b;;(0,0) = 6,5, |0rbi;(r,0)] < A(n, A\, T), for1 <i,j <n.
Moreover, if we denote |g| = |det g| we obtain

H |A|ﬁ

(50) Vgl =

Here we denote by V,u and div, X respectively the intrinsic gradient of a function u and the intrinsic
divergence of a vector field X on B; in the metric g, i.e.

- Ou 0 1 "0 0
— aY _ 1 _ § — (+/ . —(+/

Finally, in this new metric we rewrite the divergence form equation in (46) as

1 9 B
. a _ - = _ yy — a
MMMu%w—VE@[@ IWIHU@M]

where 1 = p(x, y) is a positive Lipschitz function given by

_n=1
w(w,y) =n(z,y)” 2

bounded in B; and such that, in polar coordinates, it satisfies

(51) 1(0,0) =1,

%,u(r, 9)} < A(n,\,T).

By (48), (50) and the definition of , for every (z,y) € B
ntl 1 1 4 _n—1
lglg" =0T |AT A T T TTE =1
To proceed, given u € H'%(By,dV,) a solution of
(52) div, (|y|* uVgeu) =0 in By
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symmetric with respect to %, let us define for any r € (0, 1)

1 a 2
Eg(un“):m/ )Iyl 1| Vgul”dVy

g9

1 a
Hyr) = g [ ol v,

where here By (r) represents the geodesic ball in the metric g of radius r centered at the origin. We remark
that by the polar decomposition of g, By(r) coincides with the usual Euclidian ball.

In [25] the authors introduced a new monotonicity formula tailored for a class of generalized Baouendi-
Grushin operators. As well known, such operators are strictly related to ours; thus, their result gives
an analogue counterpart in the context of our weighted degenerate operator, firstly introduced in the
pioneering papers [17, 18]. More precisely, let us introduce the change of variable ¢: Riﬂ — R’}rﬂ
such that

(2.2) = 0l = (5. 7L ).

with inverse ®~!(z,z) = (a:, (1- a)lela). Given a function u(z, z) defined for (z,2) € RT‘I, we

define a function @(, y) with (z,y) € R as @i(z,y) = u(®(z,y)). A simple computations gives
Li(z,y) + Oyyu(x,y) + g(?y&(:v, y) = T [(’“)uu(x, z) + zlzf_aaLu(:v, 2)| .
Y

As we can see, the operator within square brackets in the right-hand side of the previous equation is a
special case of the family of operators in R” x R! known as generalized Baouendi-Grushin operator.
Nevertheless, our problem does not satisfy the assumptions in [25] and consequently we need to construct
a new monotonicity formula, which does extend the class of generalized Baouendi-Grushin operator for
which a unique continuation principle holds true.

Under the previous notations, for r € (0, 1), we define the Almgren type monotonicity formula as

O AN
Ng(u, ,,,) — — By (r)

/ ly|* pudVas,
OB, (r)

Theorem 9.3. Leta € (—1,1) and u be a solution of (52) symmetric with respect to 3. Then there exist a
constant C' > 0 such that the map r — e“" N, (u,r) is absolutely continuous and monotone nondecreasing
on (0,1). Hence, there always exists finite the limit

‘Ng(uvoJr) = lim ‘Ng(uvr)v

r—0+

which we will refer to as the (Almgren) limiting frequency.

Proof. By assumption, both r — Ey(u,r) and r — H,(u, ) are locally absolutely continuous functions
on (0, 1), that is both their derivative are L. (0,1). First, passing to the logarithmic derivatives, the

loc
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monotonicity of r — Ny (u,r) is a direct consequence of the claim

d a d a
[ wrevatav, L[l v,
d 1 drJp,m dr Jam,(r)
d—logN(Xo,u,r):——l- 2 - 2 >0
T r a a
/ y|* 1| Vul® dV, / ly|* pudVap,
By(r) OBy (r)

for r € (0,1). First, by setting b(r, ) = |det b;;(r, 0)|, we obtain \/g(r,0) = r™+/b(r,0) and we can

rewrite the denominator H,(u, ) of the Almgren quotient as
Hyfur) = [ 6l n(r,0)02(:0) /5 016,
9B,4(1)

where 0, is the spherical coordinate associated with the y-direction. By differentiating respecttor € (0, 1,

we obtain
ng(u,r) = / ly|* pud,udVap, + / ﬁﬁ (H\/E) W2dVyp,
dr rnta 2B, (r) rnta 9B, (r) \/l_) ap

where d,u denotes the radial differentiation 9,u = (V u, X/p) for X € R™"1. Finally, by (49) and (51)
we obtain
d

dr
with O(1) a function bounded in absolute value by a constant C' = C(n, A). On the other hand, the
divergence theorem gives

[l nivelav, == [ udivy (ol 0wy @V + [yl wad,udvon,
By(r By(r dBg(r)

(53) Hy(u,r) =

o | Vo, + O ),

and hence we can rewrite (53) as
d 2
(54) %Hg(u, r) = ;Eg(u,r) +O(1)Hy(u,r).

We now focus on the derivative of 7 — E(u, ), following the idea of the radial deformation in [21, 22]:
for 0 < r, Ar < 1/2 fixed, we define w;: RT™ — RT by

t, ifp<r

wi(p) =< 1, A ifp>r+Ar
r+QAr—p  p—r .
t Ar + A ifr <p<r+Ar.

Now, for 0 < t < 1+ Ar/(r + Ar), we define the bi-Lipschitz map I, : R" ™! — R"*! as
1(X) = wi(p(X))X,
with p(X) = dist, (0, X), and consequently the radial deformation u; of u as
W(X) = (i (X)) € HY(By,dv}).
By definition we have u(Z) = u(X), with Z = [;(X). Since u is a solution of (52), given the functional
I(t) = E4(u', 1) we have

(55) —It)| =0.
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In order to ease the notations, through the following computations we will simply use B, instead of By (r).
Inspired by the definition of w(t), let us set

I(t) :/ |y|“u|Vut|2dVBT+/ |y|“u|Vut|2dVBT+/ | |V | AV,
By Byt ar\Brt

Bi\Brtar

=N (t) + L(t) + I5(t).

It is easy to see that

a 2 a
L(t) = / Il 1 [Vl AV, = / | 1 [Vul? AV,
Bi\B,iar

Bi\BryAar

and consequently that I5(¢) does not give contribution to the derivative of I(t). Next, we have
a 2
L(t) = / l® | Vut|? dVs,
B

" a ip,0
=/ / £ 1(p, 6n)| u(tpﬁ)@pu2(p79)Md9dp
0 JoB; t

R A R S e L R e N o
0 1

where obviously b%/ are the entries of the inverse of (b;;);; associated with the metric g. By (51), we obtain

%u(tpﬁ)} < A(n, A, D)p.

Furthermore, we can rewrite

(50 {m = 1\ /60.0)

b9 (tp,0)/g(tp, 0) = t"=2p" 2 [di; + €45 (tp, 0)]
for some (e;;(tp, 0));;. Since that (49), we have
which gives

I(t) =trtet [ / ' L 108001t 00,1 0,0)07 5 30y

] 1001 000526, + <(tp.0))00, . 003, (. 0)d00 |
0 B1

and consequently

d
(57) Ell (t)

—(m+a=1) [ ol a4V, +00) [ 1ol* al¥,uf v,
t=1 B, B,

with O(r) a function of (r, #) whose absolute value is bounded by C(n, A)r.
Finally, in order to estimate the second term of I(¢), we need to introduce the following notations. Hence,
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given X € B.ya, \ By and Z = [;(X) € B,y \ Byt let us consider their expression in the intrinsic
geodesic polar coordinates associated with g, namely X = (p, ) and Z = (y:(p), ), where

. r+Ar—p p-—r
0(p) = disty(2,0) = wi(X)p = p [t T2 4 £

and
0 tr+Ar—2p+2p—r'

8_p%(p> - Ar Ar
Then, still using the polar coordinates, we have

IVt (2)|° = |0sul (s, 0)|* + S%bij(s,9)89iut(s,9)89jut(s,9) o
s=7t(pP

2
1 .
+ ———b" ,0)09,u(p, 0)0g.u(p, ),
S—%(p)> ve(p)? (7:(p), 0)D:ulp )01 (p, )
1

7 (p)g bij (Fyt (p)a 9)801”(9, 9)89]. U(p, 9),

and similarly the volume element is given by

Vs, (Z) = 1(p)" /T D), 9>%w<p)dpde.

— 0,00 (52700

= [8,ulp,0)|" ha(p)* +

By the previous computations and the expansions in (56), we obtain

a 2
L) = [ 1yl [Vl dV, (2)
BT+AT\B7‘t

dodp
s=7¢(p)

r+Ar
— [ S8 hedn(s. 8)0, 6.6V B0
kA 631

r+Ar 8
[ 81 (ol 6)(5i + =(5,6))00,u(p,6)20,ulp.0) | oy
r 9B, p 5=t (p)
Since A 5 A
_ r+tp—p 9 _ _Ar+r-—2p

hu(p) = tr+Ar—p)+p—1’ atht(p)‘tzl B Ar ’
we can conclude
d B a r+Ar—p r4+Ar—2p 9
G0 =f i rerop) | @puavs,

@ r+Ar—p r4+Ar—2p 2 9
el 00 R EERE (190 - 0 v,

Finally, by letting Ar — 0T we obtain

d a a
(58) L) =2 / yI° (@) Vs, — / I 11V ul? Vo,
t=1 0B, OB,

P
From (55), (57) and (58), we obtain

d a a a
rie [Nl IVl Vo~ a =14 0) [ Il (Vyw)? AV, =20 [yl w0, Vo,
B, 7‘ OB
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which implies with (54) that
J 2/ [yl u(0,u)*dVap, 2/ ly|" pud,udVasp,
o log N(Xo,u,7) = O(1) + 08, — 295, > —C(n,A),
T a a
/ ly|* pudpudVap, / ly|* pudVap,
9B, OB, (r)

where the inequality is a consequence of Schwarz’s inequality. It follows immediately that the map r —
exp(C(n, A)r)Ny(u, ) is a monotone nondecreasing function on r € (0, 1) as required. O

Returning to the formulation of the problem in the euclidian metric, for Xy € Y and r € (0,1 — | X|)
we set

1 -
E(Xo,u,r) = ﬁ/ y|® (A(X)Vu, Va)dX
r By (Xo)
1
H(Xoun) =z [yl oo,
r 8B, (Xo)
and consequently
E(Xo,u,"’)
N(Xo,u,r) = (X, 0,1’

with pg is a positive Lipschitz function bounded in B satisfying (49) with A depending only on n, A and
I

Corollary 9.4. Leta € (—1,1) and u be a solution of (46) in By symmetric with respect to 3. Then there
exist a constant C' > 0 such that for every Xo € By N X the map

= e“"N(Xo, u,r)
is absolutely continuous and monotone nondecreasing on (0,1 — | Xo|).Hence, there exists finite the Almgren
limiting frequency defined as
N(Xg,u,0") = hm+ N(Xo,u,r) = in%N(Xo,u,r).
>

r—0
Now, we can finally apply the previous analysis to the general case (—L)?, by proving the validity of a
doubling condition, a compactness result for blow-up sequences and a general Theorem on the structure
of the nodal set itself.

Proposition 9.5. Let a € (—1,1) and u be a solution of (46) in By. Hence, there exists a constant C' =
C(n, A) such that, for every Xo € By N,

2C
H(Xo,u,’l’g) S CH(Xo,u,Tl) <:—2>
1

for0 <71 <1y <1—]|Xo|, where C = N(Xo,u, R)eCME,

Proof. Fixed R = 1 — | X, by Corollary 9.4 we have that N(Xo,u,r) < e“FN(Xy,u, R) for every
r € (0, R). By (54) we obtain

d
glogH(Xo,u,r)

2N(XQ, u,r) + O(1)
r

IN

2N(XQ, u, R)eC ™ NE L C(n, A),
’
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for every 0 < r < R. Now we integrate between 0 < r; < ry < R, obtaining

H(Xo,u,rs) C(n.A r2
log 72 < 2N(Xo,u, R)e“ ™M log = + C(n, A)(ry —
o8 H(Xo,u,m1) ~ (Xo,u, R)e 8 1 + Ol A)lra =)
and finally
2C

H(Xo,u,r2) < (CMER (T2

H(Xo,u,’l’l) - T1
with ¢ — N(Xo, u, R)eC(n,A)R' O

Moreover, since we are dealing with the extension L/ of operator uniformly elliptic in divergence form
with Lipschitz coefficent, we can easily extend Corollary 3.6 to our new class of operator following the
technique developed in [48]. Indeed, since the lower bound on the Almgren frequency formula is based
on the Holder regularity of L”-harmonic function, we easily obtain

Corollary 9.6. Let u be LZ-harmonic on By, then for every X € T'(u) NS we have
(59) N(Xo,u,0") >min{1,1 - a}.
More precisely

e ifu is symmetric with respect to 33, we have N (X, u,07) > 1,
e ifu is antisymmetric with respect to > we have N (Xg,u,07) > 1 — a.

In particular, since in this Section we are focusing on the symmetric case, we directly obtain N (X, u, 0") >
1, for any Xy € T'(u) N X. All techniques presented in this manuscript involve a local analysis of
the solutions, which will be performed via a blow-up procedure. The following result are a general-
ization of the ones in Section 4. Fixed a € (—1,1) and u an LA-harmonic function in By, for every
Xo = (20,0) € T'(u) N X and 7% | 0" we define as the blow-up sequence the collection

X X B — X
uk(X):M forXEXGBXUMZQ,
H(X07uark) Tk

such that LA*u;, = 0 and [kl 2055, = 1, where

Lit* = divey (Jy]* Ax(@)Vay) . with Ax(z) = Alro + 1),
forevery X € By, r.-

Proposition 9.7. Let a € (—1,1). Given Xy € I'(u) N X and a blow-up sequence uy, centered in X
and associated with some r, | 0T, there exists p € Hli"',a (R™) such that, up to a subsequence, uy — p
in C2%(R™) for every oo € (0,1) and strongly in H.*(R™). In particular, the blow-up limit is and entire

loc loc

solution of following elliptic equation with constant coefficient
divyy, (Jy|" A(z0)Vayp) =0 in R™

The proof of this result is a straightforward adaption of the one of Theorem 4.1. In particular, since
the coefficient of A are Lipschitz continuous and uniformly elliptic, all the computations of the blow-up
argument follows the line of the local counterpart in [27, 32, 22, 21, 44, 2].

Moreover, since for every Xy € I'(u) N'Y the blow- up limit satisfies a degenerate-singular equation with
constant coefficients, it is not restrictive to suppose that A(xg) = Id, since by trivial transformation we
can rewrite the equation in a canonical form.

Therefore, all the results on the structure of the singular strata, proved in the previous part of the Section
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for the nodal set of s-harmonic functions, remain valid for the nodal set of fractional power of divergence
form operator with Lipschitz leading coefficients. Indeed, as we already pointed out, in the proof of
Theorem 7.7 and Theorem 7.8 we never used Proposition 2.3 in order to attain the result on the structure
of the singular strata on 3. The crucial idea is that the Whitney extension allows to study the structure
of the nodal set just by using the generalized Taylor expansion (5.17) for symmetric function without the
high-order differentiability of the function itself. In this way the results can be easily generalized to our
class of operators.

Proposition 9.8. Given s € (0, 1), let u be a solution of
(—=L)’u=0 inBy,

with L a uniformly elliptic operator with Lipschitz coefficient defined as (44). Then the nodal set I'(u) splits
into its regular and singular part

R(u) ={x € T(u): |Vu(z)] #0} and S(u) ={r €T(u): |Vu(z)| =0}.

Moreover, ifu € C(By 2), on one hand R(u) is locally a smooth hypersurface and on the other one there
holds

S(u) = 8" (u) US*(u)
where S* (u) is contained in a countable union of (n — 2)-dimensional C' manifolds and S*(u) is contained
in a countable union of (n — 1)-dimensional C* manifolds. Moreover

S*(u) = O Sj(u) and S°(u) = O S; (u),
§=0 3=0

where both S (u) and S5 (u) are contained in a countable union of j-dimensional C'' manifolds.

In this following, we extend the previous results to the case of nonlocal elliptic equation with a poten-
tial. In particular, let s € (0,1) and u: By C R™ — R be a nontrivial solution of

(60) (=A)’u(z) =V (z)u in By,

where V' € WY4(By), for some ¢ > n/2s. Following, the same strategy of Section 8, by the local
realisation of the fractional Laplacian, let us consider u € H'%(Bj") a solution of

{Lau =0 in B

(61) ! |
—0gu =V (x)u inB; C ¥,

with V. € W14(By), for some g € [n/2s, +oc]. Hence, for every Xo € By andr € (0,1 — | X,
consider

), let us

1

m / |y|a |VU|2dX — Vuzdx
r B (X0) By (Xo)
1

H(X = “ud
( O,U,’l’) rnta /‘9+B:F(X0)|y| u-do

and the Almgren quotient

E(X07u7 T) =

3

E(Xo,u,r)

(62) N(Xo,U,T) = H(XQ w ’I").
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Before to state the main result on the monotonicity of the Almgren quotient, we recall a general class of
Pohozaev type identities, which will allow to compute the derivative of the functionals previously defined.
Indeed, by multiplying the equation (61) with (X, Vu), and integrating by parts over B, (Xj), for some
Xo € Byandr € (0,1 — | Xo|), we obtain

l-n—-a

[oowrvaPax el [ vade = [l @udos
2 JBrxo) 2 Jor Bt (x0) 0+ B (Xo)

+ / —0yu(z, Vu)dz.
B, (Xo)

The following lemmata is a simple generalization of similar result obtained for the case of the Laplacian
in [47]. First, leta € (—1,1) and u € HY%(B;} (X)) for some X € By and r € (0,dist(Xo,dB1)).
Then, for every p € [2, p”], where p# = 2n/(n — 2s) there exists a constant C(n, p, s) such that

(64)

1 B 1 . 1 .
[P <0 | [ wiwePax e [ ltetax
™ JB.(Xo) r B (Xo) r 9+ B} (Xo)

This result is a direct consequence of the characterization of the class of trace of H'*(B]") in [37] and the

critical Sobolev exponent for the trace embedding in the context of fractional Sobolev-Slobodeckij spaces
W*2(K), with s € (0,1) and K C R™.

Lemma 9.9. Leta € (—1,1). Then, given u € HY“*(B{") a solution of (61), for every p € [2,p*] and
Xo € B1 N X there exist constants C' > 0,7 > 0 such that

(63)

2

P

L < C(BE(Xo,u,r) + H(Xo,u,7)),

—n/ |ul” dz
" J B (Xo)
foreveryr € (0,7).

Proof. Since u € L°>°(B;") and V € W4(By) for some q € [n/2s, +00], we obtain

2
3

1 * !
—/ lul? dx
" JB.(Xo)
1

1 a a
S C'I"lia m / |y| |Vu|2 dX + nta / |y| UZdX )
r B (Xo) r 8+ B (Xo)

where we used the trace inequality in the case ¢* = 2¢/(q — 1), since ¢* < p*. Finally, since a € (—1,1)
we obtain

(65)

— 1 a 2 1 a 2
E(Xo,u,r)+H(Xo,u,r) > (1-Crt=@ 7/ yl” [Vu|"dX + / y|  uwdX |,
(Xo, ;) +H (X, u,r) > ( g [ WA e [

1

—_— Valde| < ||[V|| .t
rn—1+a /BT(XU) La

the result follows by taking into account the trace inequality and choosing 7 > 0 sufficiently small. I

Following the same idea in [47] for the case s = 1/2, let introduce for p € (2, p?] the auxiliary function

1—2

1 P
$(Xo u,r) = |~ / fuf? dX
" JB,(Xo)ns
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which is bounded for r € (0, dist(Xo, 9B1)). Under this notations, for a € (—1, 1) consider

U(Xg,u,r) = C(n,s) /T = (1 + % (tz/J(Xo,u,t)> dt,
0

which is well defined on 7 € (0, dist(X, 9B1)) such that lim,_,o+ ¥(Xo, u,r) = 0, since ¥(Xo, u,r) is
bounded for r sufficiently small. In order to simplify the notations, through the Section we will just use
the notation ¢ (r) and ¥(r) for the auxiliary functions previously defined.

Lemma 9.10. Leta € (—1,1) andu € H%*(By") be a solution of (61). Then, for every p € (2,p*] and
Xo € 0°Bj there exist constants C' > 0,7 > 0 such that

1 d
L Tl e < B )+ H X ) 5 (r0(0)
r SP1(X0) dr

foreveryr € (0,7).

Proof. The proof follows it is the same of [47, Lemma 9.5] make exception in our case is based on the
generalized Poincare inequality (64). Hence, a direct computation yields the identity

& (v = wi) r<1—2>M+<1‘"<1‘§>) ’

and, since p < p? implies n(1 — 2/p) < 1, we infer

) / luf? do
)

d
— (1) (r) 2 ri(r) <1 5 W

p
Finally, recalling the definition of ¢ and using Lemma 9.9, we deduce

(E(Xo,u,r) + H(Xo,u,7)) % (ry(r)) > C ! /Sni1 lul” do.

Tnfl
r

O

We are now ready to prove the boundedness of the Almgren quotient, rather than its monotonicity,
considering a modified version of the quotient.

Proposition 9.11. Givena € (—1,1),u € H"*(B]") a solution of (61) and QT CC By, there exist
constants C, T > 0 such that, for every Xo € QNX andr € (0,7) such that B;* (Xo) C By, we have that
H(Xo,u,r) > 0and N(Xo,u,r) > 0 for everyr € (0,7). Moreover, the map

7 OV Xown) (N (Xo u,7) + 1)
is monotone non decreasing on (0,T), which ensures the existence of limit

N(X07u70+) = lim N(Xo,U,T),
r—0t+

which is finite and called the Almgren frequency of u at Xj.
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Proof. Let Xy € By N X andT > 0 be such that 7 < dist(QT, Bf) and Lemma 9.9 and Lemma 9.10 hold
true. First, let us consider the following modified Almgren frequency formula

~ E(X
(66) N(Xo,u,r) = H((#ZT))

Under this notations, we obtain by Lemma 9.9

+1=N(Xo,u,r)+ 1.

E(Xo,u,r)

——+12>0

H(XOa u, T) =0

whenever H (X, u, r) # 0. By continuity of r — H (X, u, r) we can consider a reasonable neighborhood
of r where it does not vanish. Now, taking into account the PohoZaev identity (63), if we differentiate the
map 7 — E(Xo,u,r) we obtain

d 2 .
_E(Xo,u,’l") = m/ |y| (aTu)2dU+R(X07uur)u
r o+ B} (Xo)

E(Xo,u,r) + H(Xo,u,r) >0 — N(Xo,u,r) =

dr

d 2
—H(Xo,u,r) = “ud,udo,
0w = [ W

where the remainder R(X, u,r) takes the form
2 1—-n-—
- / Vulz, Vu)yde — # / Vulda+
rnta BT(XO) rnta BT(XO)
1

_ Vuldz
e Jonot(xy)

In particular, if V' € W14(By), for some q € [n/2s, +00], we obtain that the following integrals are well
defined

2/ Vu(z, Vu)dz = / Vuldo — n/ Vu?da +/ u?(VV,z)dz,
Br(Xo) 5771 (Xo) By (Xo) Br(Xo)

which it implies the estimate on the remainder

R(X07 Uu, T) =

1 1
|R(X0,’LL, T)| S C(nv CL) H ! |||/V a4 —/ UQdI + 1 / uzda )
Yt S k) el Jeno1(xg)

where we used Lemma 9.9 and Lemma 9.10. Therefore, differentiating the Almgren quotient and using
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality on &% B}, we obtain

d d d
d ~ —E(Xo,u,7) + —H(Xo,u,r) —H(Xo,u,r)
—N(Xour):dr dr _ dr

o E(Xo,u,r) + H(Xo,u,r) H(Xo,u,r)

dr
2H (X, 2
= % [/ ly|* (@u)QdU/ ly* u*do — (/ ly|* <u,<9ru>d0>
r2nt2a o+ B o+ B; o+ B

— C(n,s)N(Xo,u,r)r ¢ (1 + d%(mﬁ(r)))

> —C(n,s)N(Xo,u,r)r ¢ (1 + %(’M/}(T))) .

+
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which implies that the function
s OV XU N (X u,r)

is nondecreasing as far as H(Xy, u,r) # 0. Passing to the logarithmic derivative of r — H (X, u, ) we
infer for r € (r1,72) we obtain

d 2
(67) %logH(Xo,u,T) = ;N(Xo,u,’l’).

More precisely, we can choose r; = 0,72 = +00. On one hand, the above equation provides that, if
log H(Xo,u, R) > —oo then log H(Xg,u,r) > —oo for every r > R, so that ro = dist(X, 9B;). Now,
on the other hand assume by contradiction that

ry = inf {r: H(Xo,u,r) > 0in (r,72)} > 0.
By the monotonicity result on the modified Almgren quotient (66), we have that
N(XOu u,T) < 60‘11(27"1) (N(X‘Jv u, 2T1) + 1) -1,

for every r1 < r < 2r;. Hence, integrating (67) between r and 2r1, we obtain

¥y u,2r _
H(Xo,u,2r) < (27’1>2( CYED (N (Xo,u,2r1)+1)~1)
r

H(Xo,u,r) —

and, since r — H (X, u, ) is continuous we deduce the absurd H (Xo, u,71) > 0. O

Inspired by the previous part of the paper, we will prove a compactness result in order to perform a
blow-up analysis of the nodal set I'(u). Hence, fixed a € (—1,1) and u a solution of (64), consider now
Xo € I'(u) a point on the nodal set of u, then for any 75 | 0% we define as the blow-up sequence the
collection

u(Xo + e X) for X € X € By, . B — Xp
H(Xo,u, ) 7 Tk

such that L,u; = 0 and ||uk||L2va(aBl) =1

3

Proposition 9.12. Let a € (—1,1) and a* = min{l,1 — a}. Given Xo € I'(u) N 3 and a blow-up
sequence uy, centered in Xo and associated with some 11, | 07, there exists p € Hl’a(R") such that, up to

loc
a subsequence, up, — p in ngo‘ (R™) for every o € (0,*) and strongly in Hl’a(R"). In particular, the

blow-up limit is and entire L,-harmonic function symmetric with respect to 3, i.Z.C
Lap=0 inR?+!
{p(:v, y) =pl,~y) R
We will prove the result in a series of lemmata.
Lemma 9.13. Let Xy € I'(u) N X. For any given R > 0, we have

<,

lukllzprosgy <€ and - uxll, o g7y <

where C' > 0 is a constant independent of k > 0.
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Proof. Let us consider p = H(Xo,u, ), then by definition of the blow-up sequence u, and Corollary
3.2 we obtain

1
[ o == [t +nx)de
o+B} Py Jo+B}f
1 / a 9
- [yl* u?do
pz’l’;“ra o+ B;% (Xo)

H(Xo,u, Rry)
H(X07u7 Tk)

< Rprta <R“f >20

— RnJra

Tk

which gives us H“kHi?«a(aBR) < C(R)R™" . Similarly

a 1 a
[l vl ae =NOw ) [yl o
B} o+BY

R

< C(R)R"'T*N(Xy,u, Rry,)
< C(R)R" N (Xo,u, R)

where in the last inequality we used the monotonicity result of Proposition 3.1. Since the map wuy, is Lq-
harmonic, by [50, Lemma A.2] we obtain

1/2
1 e 2
sup ux < C(n,s) Fariva | . ly|* uzdX
Br/2 Bg

H(0,u, R)\/?
n+a+1 ’

< C(n, s) (

where in the second inequality we used the monotonicity of » — H(0,uy,r) in (0, R). Finally, the
estimate follows directly from the one the L*%(0Bg)-norm. O

Lemma 9.14. Leta € (—1,1) andu € H%%(By) be a solution of (61). Then, given Xo € T'y(u) N, there
exists C' > 0 such that

1 a 1 a
— / ly|* u*do < Cr?*  and m/ ly] |Vu|2dX < Cr?F,
r 8+ B (Xo) r B (Xo)

for everyr € (0,dist(Xo, 0B1)/2). Moreover, by (64), for every p € [2, p*], where p* = 2n/(n — 2s) there
exists a constant C' > 0 such that

2

1 P
(69) —/ lulP dz| < Cr*®.
T JB,.(Xo)
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Proof. By Proposition 9.11 and (67), there exists a constant C' > 0 and 7 > 0 such that, for every r € (0,7)
we obtain
d H(Xo,u,r)

—log ————= =

o e (N(Xo,u,r) — k)

Y

2
r
2

- (e_c‘p(r)eclp(r)(N(Xo,u, r)+1)—1-— k)
r

2

> (k+1) (efC‘Il(r) _ 1)
- r Y
which implies, after an integration by part, that

H(XO,U,T) < H(X07U7T) exp </FM (e—C\I’(p) — 1) dp) <C
0

r2k = 72k P

which it implies the first inequality. Now, by the Cacciopoli inequality associated with the L,-opertor and
the monotonicity of r — H (Xy, u,r) due to (67), we obtain

1 / a 2 1 C a 9
g wy ly[* [Vu["dX < === ly[* u”do
pn—ita B}, (Xo) rnotrar? B} (Xo)
1 C [ .
= mr—z/o p" T H(Xo,u, p)dp
< OH(X(),U,T),
which yields the claimed conclusion. g

Let r — Wy (X0, u, r) be the k-Weiss function defined as
1
Wi (X =— “ X — Xo) —u)d
% (Xo,u,T) ynta+2k /8+Bi(xo) ly|" u((Vu, 0) —u)do,

or, equivalently

Wi (Xo,u, 1) = (E(Xo,u,r) — kH(Xo,u,r)).

%
Proposition 9.15. Leta € (—1,1) and u be a nontrivial solution of (61). For Xo € T'y(u) N'E, given the
k-Weiss function

1 a 2 2
Wi (Xo,u,r) =————+ / ly|* [Vu|” dX —/ Vudx
ke 2 B (xo) B, (X0)

k a 2
- ul” do.
e
Forr € (0,1 — | Xo|) we have
d —a
%Wk(X()vuaT) 2 _C(nvaa k) ||V||W1,q(Bl)T .
Proof. By a direct computation, we have

2 a 2
—_— X — Xo) —ku)"d R (X,
rnta+142k /8+Bi(xo) lyl* ((Vu, 0) u)” do + Ry(Xo,u,r),

+

d
(70) = Wi(Xo,u.7) =
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with
dk—-1—-a 1
Ri(Xo,u,r :7/ Vu2da:—7/ u?(VV, z)dz.
( 0 ) ,r.'n,-|—u,+2k B,,(XU)HE Tn+a+2k B,’,(Xo)ﬂE < >

By Lemma 9.9, Lemma 9.10 and Lemma 9.14 it follows

1
F

C(n,a, k) ||V . 1 .
|Ri(Xo,u,7)| < ( WVl | L lu|? dz
a+2k n
r ™ JB,.(X0)NZ

C(”? a’, k? V)
— ,r.a+2k

1 @ 1 a
n_1+a/ ly|* |Vul> dX + n+a/ ly|® u?dX
r B} (Xo) r ot B (Xo)

<C(n,a,k,V)r=¢,
where ¢* = 2¢/(¢q — 1), which implies that
T Wk(X0a u, T) + C(?’L, a, k) HVHWLQ(Bl) Tlia

is monotone nondecreasing in (0,1 — | Xo|). O

Proposition 9.16. Leta € (—1,1),u € H"%(B") be a solution of (61) and Xy € T'.(u) N X. For every
homogenous L, -harmonic polynomial p € sB¢(R" 1), the map

H(Xo,u— px,,T) 1

— — a . 2d
" e N R RN

satisfies

d H(Xo,u—px,,T) —a
4 A0t 2 %0T) 5 g ) IV gy ™

foreveryr € (0,1 —|Xo

), with px,(X) = p(X — Xp).

Proof. Let w = u — px,, then on one hand we have

d 1 a 9 d o W(Xo+1X)?
- — do | == T g
dr <rn+a+2k /8+B¢(Xo) |ZJ| w U) ar /8+Bl+ |y| 72k o

B o WX +7rX) ((Vw(Xo+rX),rX) — kw(Xo +rX))
=2 |y po)

do

2 a
~yntatit2k /8+B¢(Xo) lyl" w((X — Xo, Vw) — kw)do

2
:;Wk(X07w7T)'
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On the other hand, looking at the expression of the k-Weiss function, we have
Wk(X0a u, T) = Wk(Xov W+ Pxo, T)

1 a 2 k/ a 2
=— Vwl|® 4+ 2(Vw, Vp))dX — — w* 4 2wp)do
v ( [ 0T+ 2@ Tax = [ 2

r XU)

1 /
+— (w+ px, )% (w + px, )dz
rnta 1+2k By (Xo) 077y 0

1
=Wg(Xo,w,r) + 7/ Dx, Opwda+
rn+a—1+2k Br(Xo) 0~y

2 a
o [ (T, X Xo) = hp)do

1 a
= Wk(XO, U—PXoy» T) + m /BT(XO) pxoayud:v,
where in the second equality we used the k-homogeneity of px, € §B{(R""1). Hence we finally infer
d H(Xo,u—px,,r)
dr r2k

2
= ;Wk(X07u _pXoaT)

2 2
—Wi(Xo,u,r) + 7/ px, Vudz.
r Tn+a+2k By (Xo) 0

On one hand, by Proposition 9.15 we have
Wi(Xo,u,r) = Wi(Xo,u,7) — Wi(Xo,u,0") > ~C(n,a, k) HVHWM(BI) ri=e,

while on the other one

2

prtat2k /BT(XO) px,Vudz

where we used Lemma 9.9 and the growth estimate of Lemma 9.14. Hence, since a € (—1, 1), it follows
immediately that

< O, a, k) IV gz 1950l ey 7

H(Xo,u —pxy,T) _
e 72k ° +C ”pXoHLoo(Bl) HVle,q(Bl) rie,

is monotone nondecreasing in (0,1 — | Xo|). O

Now, in the same spirit of Section 5, we prove the nondegeneracy of the functions at the singular points
and then the existence and uniqueness of the tangent map.

Lemma 9.17. Leta € (—1,1) and u be a solution of (61). Then, for every Xo € T'y(u) N X there exists
C > 0 such that

sup |u(X)| >CrF for0<r<R
9Br(Xo)

where R = 1 — dist(Xo, 0By).
Proof. Fix Xy € T'y(u) and suppose by contradiction, given a decreasing sequence r; |. 0, that

H(X /2 1 . 1/2
lim % = lim <ﬁ/ ly|* u? do) =0.
j—roo Ty goeo \ it 0B, (Xo)

J
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Consider now the blow-up sequence
X X
uj(X) = 7u( 0 +75X) where p; = H(Xo,u,rj)1/2
Pj
constructed starting from 7; and centered in Xy € I'y(u). By Theorem 9.12, up to a subsequence
u; — p uniformly, where p € sB7(R""!) is a nontrivial homogenous polynomial of degree k, such
that H(0,p,1) = 1.
Let us focus our attention on the functional M (X, u, px,,r) with px, as above. By the assumption on
the growth of w it follows, as before, that

1
Mo, 07) = [yl ptds = e [yl eA, do
0 9B, rnta+2k OB, (Xo) Xo

By the monotonicity result of Proposition 9.16 on the map

7 M(Xo,u, px0,7) + ClIpxo | e (8, 0m) 1V I e (B mmy 7%

we obtain

1 - 1

m/@}g . ly|* (u— px,)* do + C(n,px,, V)r'=* > m/ﬁB - " &, do
r 0 r 0

and similarly

1 / a 2 1—
— ly|" (u* — 2upx,)do > —C(n,px,, V)r —°.
rnta 1+2k 9B, (Xo) 0 0

On the other hand, rescaling the previous inequality and using the blow-up sequence u; defined as above,
we obtain

k+1—a
Tj

H(XQ, u,rj)'

rh

o [ H(Xo,u,r;
(71) /a lyl (WU? - 2H(X0,U7Tj)1/2ujp> do > —C(n,px,, V)
B J

Now, since N (Xg,u,0") = k, by Proposition 9.11 we obtain that H(Xg,u,r) > Cr?4, for every A > k.
Hence, simply by taking A = k + 1, we have that the right hand side of (71) goes to zero and, passing to
the limit for j — oo, by the previous inequality we obtain

/ ly|“ p*do <0
0B,

in contradiction with p # 0. O

Theorem 9.18. Given a € (—1,1) and u be a solution of (61), let us consider Xo € T'y(u) N3, ie
N(Xo,u,0%) = k. Then there exists a unique nonzero p € sB87(R"*1) blow-up limit such that

u(Xo +rX
(72) uxor(X) = % — p(X).
0,

loc *

Proof. Up to a subsequence r; — 07, we have that ux, ,, — pinC The existence of such limit
follows directly from the growth estimate |u(X)| < C'|X
identically zero. Now, for any r > 0 we have
Wi(0,p,r) = lim W(0,ux,,r;,r) = lim Wi(Xo,u,rr;) = Wi(Xo,u,0") = 0.
Jj—oo

Jj—o0

k .
; moreover, by Lemma 9.17 we know p is not
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In particular, Proposition 9.15 implies that the L,-harmonic function p is k-homogeneous and symmetric
with respect to ¥, i.e. p € 5§ (R"T1). By Proposition 9.16, the limit M (X, u, px,,0") exists and can
be computed by
M(X07 Uy, PXo»y 0+) = hm M(X07 Uy PXo»y T])
J—0o0
= lim M(07 uXo,ijpa 1)

Jj—o0

= lim ly]“ (uxo,r; — p)2 do = 0.
i—0 Jap,

Moreover, let us suppose by contradiction that there exists another sequence r; — 0% for which the
associated blow-up sequence converges to a different limit, i.e. ux, », — q € sBL(R" 1), g # p, then

0= M(Xo,u,px,,0") = lim M(Xo,u,px,,7:)

17— 00

= lim ly|* (ur, —p)* do

71— 00 aBl

=/ ly|* (¢ — p)? do.
0B

Since ¢ and p are both homogenous of degree k they must coincide in R™. g

10. MEASURE ESTIMATES OF NODAL SETS OF S-HARMONIC FUNCTIONS

In this last Section, we estimate the measure of the nodal set I'(u) of s-harmonic functions. Our result
can be seen as the nonlocal counterpart of the conjecture that Lin proposed in [32]. Indeed, following his
strategy, we will give an explicit estimate on the (n — 1)-Hausdorff measure of the nodal set in terms of
the Almgren frequency of its L,-extension.

We will keep the notations previously introduced: more precisely, through this Section we will denote
with v € HY%(Bi") the restriction on the unitary ball in R’}fl of the L,-harmonic extension, defined by
(39), symmetric with respect to 3 (see (40)). Since the fractional Laplacian (—A)® admits a representation
formula, we directly have that the analyticity assumption, which is fundamental in order to apply a strat-
egy developed in [32], is fully satisfied on every compact set X' CC B;. Moreover, by Proposition 8.1 we
already have at our disposal a quantitative doubling condition for s-harmonic functions strictly related to
the one in the extended space R™"*1.

In order to achieve the estimate on the Hausdorff measure of the nodal set I'(u) we use the following
lemma, introduced in [14], relating the growth of a complex analytic function with the number of its zeros.

Lemma 10.1. Let f: By C C — C be an analytic function such that
[f(0)/=1 and sup|f| <27,
B

for some positive constant N. Then for anyr € (0,1)

and
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where C' is a positive constant depending only on the radius .

Before stating the main result on the measure of the nodal sets I'(u) in terms of the Almgren frequency
of the L,-harmonic extension, let us start with an example in the setting of tangent maps B3 (R") that
emphasizes how the measure of the nodal set is strictly related to the class of tangent maps that we are
considering. First, it is not restrictive to assume that ¢ € B} (R?) for some k € 1 + N. Hence, consider
the case n = 2 with the notation (z, 2) € R?. Since every ¢ € B} (R?) is harmonic in R?, it is known
that

H' (T(p) N By) = 2k.

In contrast, whenever ¢ € B; (R?) \ B} (R?) with k > 2, the previous bound turns out to be not optimal.
More precisely, given the constant &' = #{t € R: ¢(t,1) = 0} , we obtain

H' (D) N By) =2k,

where, by the Fundamental Theorem of Algebra, it is obvious to see that 0 < k' < k.

In general, we prove the following result which is based on an argument first introduced in [32] in the
context of solution of second order elliptic equation with analytic coefficient.

More recently, in [6] the author constructs a similar estimate in a more general context connecting the
Hausdorff measure of the nodal set of smooth functions with their finite vanishing order, which can be
also applied to our case. Unfortunately, the remarkable difference between the case B} (R") and B3 (R™)\
B (R™) (or similarly 5B (R""!) and sB} (R" 1) \ B} (R"*!) ) implies the non optimality of Bér’s
result in our setting.

Theorem 10.2. Given s € (0,1), letu be an s-harmonic function in By and 0 € T'(u). Then
T (F(u) N B%) < C(n, s)N,

where N = N(0,v, 1) is the frequency of the L,-harmonic extension v in By defined by

[l vep ax
B
N="2

/ |y|a1)2da
oBf

Proof. Let (Bgr(p;)): be a finite cover of By, with R < 1/8 and p; € By /5. Moreover, up to a normal-
ization, it is not restrictive to assume that
][ u?dz = 1.
B,

By Proposition 3.5 and Proposition 8.1, for every p; € B; /> we have

][ widx > 470(”’5)]\7][ u?de,
By (pi) Bar(pi)

with0 < r < 1/4and N = N(0,v,1). Moreover, using the normalization hypothesi, we obtain

][ ’U/Qd(E > 4—C(n,s)N.
Br(pi)
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Given p1,...,p; € Bj/p the collection of points associated with the covering, let us consider (xp,)i €
Bpg(p;) such that
lu(zp,)| > 27CIN " foranyi=1,...,].
In order to apply Lemma 10.1,fori = 1,. .., j consider the collection of analytic functions of one complex
variable defined as
fi(w, 2) = u(xp, + 4Rzw), forw € "' 2 € BY
Then, by construction, we have
|fi(w, 0)] = 270N and [ fi(w, 2)| < C,
for some positive dimensional constant C' > 0. Since, by Lemma 10.1 we have

Ni(w) = # {z € Bag(ap,): u(z) =0 for (z —ap,) || w}
< # {z € BiC/Q: filw, z) = 0}

< ¢(n,s, N)N,
forevery i = 1,--- , j, by the integral geometric formula in [20, Theorem 3.2.27], we finally obtain
J J
M (T(w) N Byys) <> M (T'(v) N Br(pi)) < c(n,s,N) Y Ni(w)dw < C(n, s, N)N
i=1 i=175"""
where in the second inequality we used Br(p;) C Bar(zp,) foreveryi=1,...,]. O
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