arXiv:1909.07261v1 [math.AP] 16 Sep 2019

GRADIENT ESTIMATES IN FRACTIONAL DIRICHLET PROBLEMS

MOUHAMED MOUSTAPHA FALL AND SVEN JAROHS

ABSTRACT. We obtain some fine gradient estimates near the boundary for solutions to
fractional elliptic problems subject to exterior Dirichlet boundary conditions. Our results
provide, in particular, the sign of the normal derivative of such solutions near the boundary
of the underlying domain.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let Q be an open bounded subset of RY with C'! boundary and let s € (0, 1). In this paper
we analyze the boundary behavior of distributional solutions u € C*(RY) to the equation

(—A)°u = f(z,u) in€Q, u=0 inRY\Q, (1.1)
where f € L (RY x R) and (—A)® denotes the fractional Laplacian and is defined for

loc

p € C2(RY) by

p(r) — oz +y)
‘y’N-i-Qs

(—A)*p(x) :==cns lim dy, zeRN

e=0" JRN\ B (0)
8481—‘(%—‘,—8)
aN/2T(1—s)"
the case s € (0,1/2] that, for some o € (1 —2s,1) and for all M > 0, there exists a constant
Ay such that

with a normalization constant cy s = Here and in the following, we assume, in

sup (£ 8)] oo @) + sup[f (2, Vot (-arar < Au- (1.2)
te(—M,M) z€Q)

We note that, under the assumptions on f, the solution u to (L)) belongs to Cl () by the
interior regularity theory, see e.g. [0].

To study the boundary behavior of u, we consider a function §, which coincides with the
distance function dist(-,RY \ Q) in a neighborhood of 9 and in RY \ Q. Moreover, we
suppose that § is positive in  and § € C11(Q).

Letting ¥ = u /6%, the known boundary regularity theory for fractional elliptic equations
(see e.g. Ros-Oton and Serra [§] followed by [2/[5HT]) states that, for any o € (0, s),
[ll e < Csuplf (@, ul@))l, (1.3)

€
where C' = C(N, s, «, Q) is a positive constant. Moreover, since u = §°1), we have that

S8 (@) Vu(z) = s(x)Vi(x) 4 6(x)Vip(z) for all x € Q. (1.4)

However, the identity (4] and the estimate in (L3]) do not provide a fine asymptotic of
Vu(x) near 0f, since one cannot deduce from (3] a pointwise estimate of Vi) near 9. In
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particular, the monotonicity of v in the normal direction near the boundary is in general not
known and cannot be deduced from the fractional Hopf lemma, which provides only the sign
of 1 on 01, see e.g. [3]. The purpose of the present paper is to investigate these questions
and we show that, for some 8 > 0,

51 vVu e CP(Q) and S8 (2)Vu(z) - Vi(z) = sy(x) for all x € 9. (1.5)

We emphasize that under the assumptions on f, (LX) does not follow from the known
boundary regularity theory for fractional elliptic equations even if €2 is of class C*°. Indeed,

by the results of Grubb [4], we have that ¢ € C*(Q) for all a € (0,s) and also if 2s < 1
then by (L2), ¢ € C*t™n(9)(Q), provided s + min(s,o) ¢ N. Clearly, each of these Hélder
regularity on ¢ does not imply a pointwise estimate of Vi and cannot imply ().

Our first main result is the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let N > 1, s € (1/2,1), a € (0,1) and Q C RY be an open bounded set of
class C™7, with v > 5. Let u € C5(RY) and g € L®(R") be such that

(=AYPu=g inQ, u=0 inRY\Q. (1.6)
Let v = u/d° satisfy
Il ca@) < Co (gl + lullze ) (1.7)
for some constant Cy > 0. Then provided o # s, we have
(Vep(x)| < Comints)=1(g) <”gHLoo(RN) + HuHLoo(Q)> for almost all x € Q. (1.8)
If moreover Q is of class CY1, then for all B € (0, min(a,2s — 1)),

18~ Vullgaay < € (gl @y + lullz=o)) (1.9)
and
57 (x)Vu(z) - Vi(z) = si(x) for all x € 09). (1.10)
Here, C = C(Q, N,s,a,,3,Cp).

We recall that by [1L6], if Q is of class C?€ and g € C*(RY), for some ¢ > 0, then (1)
holds for some a > s. In this case, ™(*#)~1(z) in (LF) can be replaced with §*~(z).

To state our next results, we will consider a function U € C*(RY) N CL () satisfying

(=AU € C7(Q) (1.11)
and
6 (z) < Ux) < éas(x) for all z € RY, (1.12)
for some positive constant c.

Our second main result is the following.

Theorem 1.2. Let N > 1, s € (0,1/2], and Q C RY be an open bounded set of class C'.
Let u € C*(RY) be a solution to (L)), where f satisfies (L2) and let U satisfy (LII) and
(TI2). Suppose that u satisfies [L3)), for some o € (0,1) with o # s. Let ¥ := 5% and

suppose that ¥ € C*(SY). Then the following statements holds.
(i) We have

Vi (z)] < C <5min<87a>—1(x) + |V\I’(m)|) for all z € Q. (1.13)
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(ii) If 6*=5VU € CY(Q), for some ~y > 0, then for all 3 € (0, min{y, a,s,0 — 1 + 2s}],
||51_8VU||(16(§) <C (1.14)

For M := HuHLoo(RN), the constant C above depends only on N, s, 3, Q, ~v, o, a, Ay, U and
1 £1l oo (x [— a1, 0))

As an example of a function U € C*(RY) N CL (Q) satisfying (LII) and (I2), we can
consider the solution to
(-APU=1 inQ and U=0 inRY\Q (1.15)

Here, by [], if Q is of class C* then ¥ = U/§* € C*°(Q2). Therefore, by combining (L4,
(CI4) and (TI3), we get (LI).

Remark 1.3. We notice that the results in Theorem [ 1 and Theorem .2 remain valid if we
replace (—A)* with the anisotropic fractional Laplacian (—A)S with a € L>(SN~1) if 25 < 1
and a € C7(SN=1) for some o > 1 —2s if 2s < 1. Here, the anisotropic fractional Laplacian

is defined for ¢ € C°(RY) as

. a(y/|y|) N
—A)Pp(x) := lim plxr) — ol + d z e RY.
( )a ( ) 510+ N 5(0)< ( ) ( y)) |y|N+25 Y,

In these cases, by [J], the interior and boundary regularity that is needed in the proofs in
Section [2 below remains valid.

Our next result is a consequence of Theorem and the recent results in [I] where the
authors show the existence of a function satisfying (LII)) and (LIZ) in C*! domains.

Corollary 1.4. Let N > 1, s € (0,1/2], and Q C RN be an open bounded set of class C11.
Let v € C(RN) be a solution to (1)) satisfying (L3), where f satisfies (L2). Provided
a # s, the following statements hold.

(i) We have
V()] < Comnts)=1(g) for all x € Q. (1.16)
(ii) For all 8 € (0,min{c,s,0 — 1+ 2s}],
18"Vl < € (117)
and
§178 (x)Vu(z) - Vi(z) = si(x) for all z € 9. (1.18)

Here, for M := |[ul| oo my, the constant C above depends only on N, s, B, Q, o, o, Ay and
£ Nl oo (x [, 0]) -

Remark 1.5. In view of the above results, the following question remain open. Our argu-
ments yield a bound of |Vi| in terms of 6™ Does the estimate |Vip| < C5*~1 hold for
some o > s7?

To prove Theorem [[T] we consider the function y — v,(y) := 6°(y)(¢¥(y) — ¥(x)), with
y € B(z,d(z)). Note that vy(y) = u(y) — 6°(y)¢(z) and its order of vanishing near 92
is gstmin(@s)(z). We then apply interior regularity theory to the translated and rescaled
equation for v, to deduce the estimate |[vz || c1.8(B(z.5(2)/2)) < Costmin(ess) (1), from which we
conclude the proof. In the case of Theorem [[.2] we adopt the same strategy as in the proof
of Theorem [I.Tl However, since we do not know a sharp result for the Holder continuity of
(—A)*6* in CH! domains, we replace §° with U in the definition of v,. We then apply interior
regularity theory and a bootstrap argument to the translated and rescaled problem.
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2. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULTS

We recall the interior regularity for the fractional Laplacian for equation to (—A)%v = g
in By with v € L (RY). Then, see e.g. [5], we have the following estimates with a constant
C depending only on N, s and 7.

(i) If 2s > 1 and 7 € (0,25 — 1),

[vllerr (B, ,5) < CUlgllLe sy + vllLe sy + IvllL)- (2.1)
(i) If 2s + 7 ¢ N, then
[vllc2ser (B, 5) < Clllgllcr sy + 10l B1) + IvllLy)- (2.2)

Here and in the following B; := B(0,t) denotes the centered ball of radius ¢ > 0 in RV and

_ |v(z)|
H’UHLg = /]RN W dx

2.1. Proof of Theorem [I.1l For simplicity, we will assume that

[ull oo vy + 9l oo vy < 1.
From now on, C' always denotes a positive constant depending on N, €, s, o, «, 8 and 7,
which may change from line to line.

Since Q is of class C17, we can assume that 6, defined Section [ is Lipschitz continuous
in RY. Fix z € Q and for z € RY we define

Ugp(2) == u(z + 26(x)), 0.(2) :=d(x+ 20(x)), and v.(2) :=uz(z) — 05(2)Y(x).

Since 0 is Lipschitz continuous, for z € By, we have that

%5(90) < 6,(2) <26(z) and |V5,(2)] < C6(x). (2.3)
Since 1 € C%(Q) and 6* € C*(RY), we have for z € RV
vz (2)] = 05 (2)[¥(x) — P(z + 6(2)2)| < CH*F(2)|2|*(1 + 12\3)1%(2)7

where we used that d is zero on RY \ Q. As a consequence, for z € By we have

|va(2)| = 83(2) () — ¥(z + d(2)2)| < O (a). (24)
We observe that for some R = R(Q2), we have % C Bgr/s(x)- In particular, if v # s,
lvallzs < C8+2(z) + C& (x) / Pl
Br/s)\B1 ||

R/6(x)
< OOt (z) + C55 () / te1=s qt
1

< O8N (2)(1 4 55 %(x)).
We then conclude that, for a # s,
loall Ly < C&*FmRE) (). (2.5)

Next, we note that by the scaling properties of the fractional Laplacian, we have for z € B

(—A)*va(2) = 0% (2)g(x + 6(2)2) — P(2)8% ()[(=A)*6°)(z + §()2). (2.6)

We now complete the proof of the theorem.
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Proof of Theorem [l completed. We start by recalling that by [7, Proposition 2.6], if  is of
class C with v > s, then

|(=A)%6%(z)| < C for all z € Q.

From the assumptions on g, (Z4]), and (X)) the estimate (21I) applied to the equation (Z0])
gives, for § € (0,2s — 1) and « # s,

loallors s, < € <525<x> +3%(2) sup |(=A)'* (@ +8@))| + lleallie s, + HvaL;)
z 1/2
<C (525(x) + 58+min(s,o¢)(x)> < C58+min(s,a) (LZ') (27)
We then deduce from this that, for all x €
Vu(z) = () V8 (2)] = 5 (2)| Vg (0)] < Co* TP (), (2.8)
Since 6°(x)Vi(z) = Vu(x) — (z)V®(x), we get (LI).

We now prove (LJ) and we recall our assumption that  is of class Ct!. By 1)), for
o #£ s, we get

VU — (2) VO || oo (Bl 5(a)ay) < COTRER=(g) (2.9)

and

[Vu — 9(2)V6* 1008 (Bas)/ay =0 (@) [Vu— (@) V8] cos (0,1 /0

. 2.10
< C(ss—i—mm(s,oc)—l—ﬁ(x). ( )

Define w,(y) := 617 (y) (Vu(y) — ¢ (x)Vé*(y)). Then, for y1,y2 € B(z,d(x)/4)) and by 23)
and (2I0]), we have

|wm(y1)_wx(y2)|
<C (5_8(:17)|y1 — yo|0° TR T () 4 18 () g T T () gy — y2|ﬁ>
<C(51 075 (@) gy — yol P55 () 4 g () gy — yz\ﬁ)
< O™ =B () gy — g,
(B

where we used that § € C1(B(x,6(x)/4))) and Z3). Hence form this and (3)), provided
B € (0,min(a, s,2s — 1)), we get

[Wal o8 (B(as(2) /2y < COMENP(2) < C.

Therefore, noticing that 6'~%(y)Vu(y) = w.(y) — ¢¥(2)Vi(y), V§ € CO¥(B(z,5(x)/4)) and
|Y(x)| < C, we find, for all § € (0, min(a, s,2s — 1)), that

(617 ul s (B(a,b()/a7)) < C-
It then follows from a very similar argument as in the proof of [8, Proposition 1.1] that

[51_3Vu]05( ) < C. Since 1075V poo () < C by @), we get [LI).

Finally, since Q is of class O, then V4§ € C(Q) and Vi) € C(2). Therefore (LI0) follows
from ([4]), (L8) and ([9). The proof is thus complete. O
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2.2. Proof of Theorem To simplify the write up, we assume for the following that
with M = [Jul| e (@) we have || f|| oo x—nm,m)) < 1 and Ay <1 (recall ([L2).

From now on, the letter C' always denotes a positive constant depending on N, €, s, o, a,
B, v, U and M, which may change from line to line.

By (LI2) and (L3), we see that ) = & = % € C%(Q). In the following, we fix ry < cs,
with ¢ being the constant appearing in (LI2)). Recalling (LI2)), for # € Q and 2z € RY, we
define

Up(2) == u(z + 2U5(2)), Ualz) :=Ulx+2Us(x)), and Ty(2) 1= u(z) — Ug(2)d(2).
We observe that, since ¥ = u/U,
Uo(2) = Un(2) (U, (2) — () .

Therefore in view of ([I2) and the fact that ¢ € C%(Q), by using similar argument as in the
beginning of Section 1] we find that, provided a # s,

[oa < CO* ) (z) (2.11)

and
[Tzl Lo (8, ) < COHEN (), (2.12)

Now direct computations, based on the scaling property of the fractional Laplacian and (LIT]),
yield for all ry < s and 2 € By /2

(—A)Tu(2) = UA(@)f (24 U3 (2)2,(2) ) = D@)U%(@)(~A) U + UF (2)2).  (213)
We now complete the proof of the theorem.
Proof of Theorem [I.2 completed. We start by recalling that 2s < 1. Let
1 1 — —
G:(2) = [ (0 4+ U (@)2,70(2)) = (2 + U (@)2,5(2) + D(@)Ta(2) ) - (2.14)
Then from the assumptions on f and (LI2]), we get
9l minter (5, ) < € (14 B2 lon(,y ) ) - (2.15)
By (LII), 22) and 2I3), provided 79 = 2s + min(s, o) ¢ N, we have
[ellcmo(B,,,) < C <U2(x)”gxHCmin(S)U)(BT,Om) + U (@) + [Uall =B, o) + H%HL%) ;

and if 79 € N, we can replace |[7||cmo B,,,4) @bove with 102 [l emo— B,y a) for an arbitrary small

e > 0. Hence using ([2.I5), (212), and ([ZII) we obtain
[ellcmo(s,,,) < C (Hmllommw(gm) + 1) germin(s,a) () < Cgstmin(sa) () (2.16)

We consider a sequence of numbers r; = ¢3272 and Ti+1 = min(2s + 7;,0) for i € N. Then
by (2I3) and [ZI4), for all z € B,,, i € N we have

(—A)°T(2) = UX(2)g,(2) — (@)U (2)(~A)°U(z + U (2)2).

Hence iterating the above argument, provided 7,41 ¢ N (or else we replace 7,41 with 7,41 —¢
for an arbitrary small € > 0), we get

[Pellomsss (5,,,) < C (IPellomp,y +1) 6 (@),
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Therefore by (2.16]) and the fact that 1 > o > 1 — 2s, we must have that for some iy € N,
[Balleno-rens,, ) < CH) (2), (217)

This implies, in particular that

|VT,(0)] < CosHmintsa)(y), for all z € Q,
Therefore, since by (L12]),

[Vu(e) = (@) VU (@) = U (@) V5 (0)] < O (a),

Using that |UVY| = |Vu(z) — ¢(x)VU (z)| and (LI2), we then get

IVip(z)| < Comints)=1 () for all x € Q2
and thus, since ¢ = %,
Vo) < € (5067 (2) + [V()])  forallz e,
which is (LI3).

To see (L14]), we argue as in the proof of the case 2s > 1 in Section 2.l Indeed, we start
by noting that, using (LI12]) and (217, we can find a constant co = co(2, N, s) > 0 such that
Hﬁx”01,071+2s(3(x7005(x))) < C§5+min(s,a) (),

provided « # s. This implies that

190 = (@) VUl (Basensiay < CF 1 () (218)
and for all g € (0,0 — 1+ 2s]
[VU — E(x)VU]Cﬁ(B(x,coé(x)))Cés—i_min(s’a)_l_g(x)' (2'19)

To finish the proof, we proceed as in Section ZIl Define w, = 6'~* (Vu — E(m)VU) and
then, for yq,y2 € B(x,cpd(x)) and S € (0,min(c — 1 + 2s)] we have

[ (1) =W (y2)| < CE"™ S (@) y1 — yol”, (2.20)

with the same calculation as in the proof of Theorem [[T] based on (ZI8), (ZI9) and the
regularity of §. Therefore, provided a # s, we have for 5 € (0, min(a, s,0 — 1 + 2s)]

[Walos (Ba,ecos(@))) < C-
Next, we define V (y) := 67%(y)Vu(y), and we note that
V(y) = (y) + 6 (y) VU (y)¢ ().
By assumption 6! 7*VU € C7(Q) and thus §VV¥ € L>(1), so that by (LI3) and (L4
IVilzege < C. (2.21)
On the other hand by (Z20]) we have
Ves(B@,cos@)) < C for all 5 € (0, min{~v, o, s,0 — 1 + 2s}],

provided a # s. Arguing similarly as in the proof of [8, Proposition 1.1] we have [V] g, < C.
This together with ([Z21)) yield (ii). O
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Proof of Corollary . First, we observe that the results hold in Qg :={z € Q : §(z) > 8}
for all > 0. From now on, we fix # > 0 small such that any point z € 2\ 3 has a unique
projection o(x) € 0Q and that the map x — o(z) is CH(Q\ Qp).

By [1], there exists a function U € C*(RY) N C? (Q) satisfying (LII), (TIZ) and, for all
e € (0,1), there exists a constant Cy = Cy(s, €2, N,¢) such that

Us € chE (@) and ]D2U%(x)\ < Cpd™ () for all = € Q. (2.22)
From now on, we fix e = 1 —a € (0, 1). In the following the constant C'is as in the statement

of the corollary.
Since U = 0 on 09, for x € \ 3, by the mean value theorem, we have

1

1 1
Us(x) = 5(x)/0 VU:s (z —td(x)Vio(o(x))) - Vi(o(x))dt. (2.23)

From this, (222)) and the fact that § is smooth on 9 (in fact it vanishes there), we deduce
that for every x € Q\ Qg,

1
V(U 5)| < co/ 5 (z — t5(2)Vo(o(2))*" dt + C < C6°\(x).
0
It then follows that, for every z € \ Qg,
1os 1 ose 1 .
IVU(2)| = [V(U=/6)* ()| = s(U>/8)° " (2)|V (U /6)(x)| < C* (),
where we used ([LI2)). Hence by the regularity of U and §, we obtain

V()| < Co* L(x) for all x € Q.
Therefore by applying Theorem (1), we obtain (7).

We now prove (i7). We start by noting that, by (222), (223) and (LI2) we get

1 1
% cCo(@\ Q)  and UT >0 im0\ (2.24)
Direct computations yield
1 1

FITEIVU = 3 V(U )E = s65 5 (US)IVU s = s(Us /5) VU .

From this, (Z24), 22) and (Z23) we obtain §'=°*VU € C%(Q\ Q5). We then conclude,
from the regularity of U and §, that §'*VU € C*(Q). Now by Theorem (#4) we have
||51_5Vu||05(§) < C and the proof of (ILI4)) is complete.

Finally (LI8) follows from (L)), (II6) and (LI4).
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