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UNIQUE CONTINUATION FROM CONICAL BOUNDARY POINTS FOR
FRACTIONAL EQUATIONS

ALESSANDRA DE LUCA, VERONICA FELLI, AND STEFANO VITA

ABSTRACT. We provide fine asymptotics of solutions of fractional elliptic equations at boundary points
where the domain is locally conical; that is, corner type singularities appear. Our method relies on a
suitable smoothing of the corner singularity and an approximation scheme, which allow us to provide a
Pohozaev type inequality. Then, the asymptotics of solutions at the conical point follow by an Almgren
type monotonicity formula, blow-up analysis and Fourier decomposition on eigenspaces of a spherical
eigenvalue problem. A strong unique continuation principle follows as a corollary.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

The present paper continues the program started in [DLF21, DLFV22] on strong unique continuation
properties at the boundary for fractional elliptic equations, see also [DLFS23] for the case of spectral
fractional Laplacians. In particular, here we are interested in precise local asymptotics of solutions at
boundary points where the domain presents corner type singularities, resembling those considered in
[FF13] for the local case; the effect of a Hardy-type potential, with a singularity at the vertex of the cone,
is also considered.

The subject of unique continuation for elliptic operators is strongly related to the problem of asymptotic
behavior of solutions and classification of blow-up profiles; this connection becomes particularly relevant
when dealing with fractional problems, as emerged from [FF14]. Unique continuation principles for second
order elliptic equations have been addressed in the literature through two different types of approaches: a
first one dates back to Carleman [Car39] and relies on weighted a priori inequalities, whereas a second one,
due to Garofalo and Lin [GL86], makes use of doubling properties derived from the Almgren monotonicity
formula, see [Alm79]. The Almgren frequency function, defined as the ratio of local energy over mass
near a fixed point, possesses an intrinsically local nature. Therefore, the development of an Almgren-type
approach for nonlocal operators, associated with fractional elliptic equations, requires a localization of the
problem; this is achievable, for example, through the Caffarelli-Silvestre [CS07] extension, characterizing
the fractional Laplacian as the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map in one extra spatial dimension. Nevertheless,
while doubling conditions suffice for establishing unique continuation in the local case, they only ensure
unique continuation for the extended local problem and not for the fractional one. Such difficulty was
overcome in [FF14] through an accurate blow-up analysis and a precise classification of the possible
blow-up limit profiles, in terms of a Neumann eigenvalue problem on the half-sphere.

Deriving monotonicity formulas around boundary points, and consequently proving unique continua-
tion from the boundary, poses greater difficulties, because of possible loss of regularity and inevitable
interference with the geometry of the domain. This issue arises in the study of boundary unique contin-
uation also in the local case, which has been investigated in [AEK95, AE97, DLF21,FS22, KN98, FF13]
by monotonicity methods; see also [DFV20], where unique continuation for elliptic equations with non-
homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions in cones was studied. We mention [KL23] for the study of
the asymptotic behavior of solutions to homogeneous Dirichlet problems at boundary points with tangent
cones, without monotonicity formulas.

For fractional equations and the corresponding extension problem, unique continuation from the bound-
ary has been addressed in [DLFV22] for the restricted fractional Laplacian, and in [DLFS23] for the
spectral fractional Laplacian.
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Let © ¢ RN be an open set, N > 2. Let us consider weak solutions to the following class of fractional
elliptic equations with a singular homogeneous potential

(1.1) {(A)Su — ﬁu =hu inQ

u=0 in RV \ Q,

where (—A)® is the fractional Laplacian of order s € (0,1), see (2.1)—(2.2), and
1 N
(1.2) heW>P(Q) for some p > %5
s

We assume that 0 € 9 is a conical boundary point in the sense that, up to rotations and dilations,
{xeQ:|z] <1} ={z € € : |z| < 1}, where 6 is a cone; that is, denoting as = = (z/,zy) € RY "1 x R
the variable in R¥,

(1.3) € =6%:={(z/,2n) eRVTI xR ay < (@)},

with ¢ : R¥~! — R satisfying

(1.4) {W(z') = lo'|¢(). #0) =0,

gi=¢y_, €OV
In particular, ¢ is a 1-homogeneous function; that is, equivalently,

Varp(a') -2’ = p(a'),

by Euler’s theorem. The cone 6 is an hypographical cone in the sense that it lives below the graph of .
Of course, its complement R \ € is an epigraphical cone. Moreover, 6% \ {2’ € RN : |2/| < r} has the
same CVl-regularity of g for any 0 < r < 1.

The fact that the potential A|z|~2° has the same homogeneity order as the operator (—A)® makes the
value of A\ affect the order of vanishing of solutions at 0. With the aim of investigating the combined
effect of the cone’s amplitude and the Hardy-type potential on the asymptotic behavior of solutions at
the cone’s vertex, we assume the following bound on the coefficient A:

(1.5) A <Ans(6),

where Ay s(6) is defined in (2.9) as the best constant in a fractional Hardy-type inequality on cones.
In particular, condition (1.5) ensures semi-boundedness from below of the operator at the left hand
side of (1.1). In Subsection 2.2 we discuss some properties of this optimal constant, in particular its
monotonicity with respect to inclusion of cones, and, consequently, its relation to the well known optimal
constant Ay s(RY) on the whole of RY provided in [Her77], see (2.11).

The precise definition of weak solutions to (1.1) is given in Section 2.1. To state our main results, we
anticipate here that by weak solution we mean a function u, belonging to the homogeneous fractional
space @%2(RY) defined in Subsection 2.1, such that u = 0 in RV \ Q and

A
(1.6) / 1€ Fu(&)Fv(€) = / <—2 + h> wvdx for every v € C°(£),
RN o \ |z
with & denoting the unitary Fourier transform. As is often done in fractional problems, see [CS07], one
can reformulate (1.1) via Dirichlet-to-Neumann maps, by adding a spatial variable ¢t € R and convoluting
u with the Poisson kernel of the upper half space Rf 1= RN x (0, 4+00). The resulting function U solves

div(t'=2*VU) =0 in RY T
(1.7) Ty t120,U = (h n ﬁ) TrU on Q x {0}
TrU =0 on (RV\ Q) x {0},

with Tr U denoting the trace of U on 8Rf“, see (2.6). Here the full variable in Rf“ is denoted by
z=(x,t) € Rf *1 and &, is the explicit positive constant

_ T(1—s)

© 2251 (s)”

Rs
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A weak solution to (1.7) must be understood as a function U belonging to the weighted Beppo Levi space
PL2(RYT #1725) defined in (2.5), with Tr U supported in Q and satisfying

A
(1.8) / tH72VU - VV dz = ns/ <h+ W) TeU TrVdz forall Ve CX(RYT UQ).
RY+1 Q x|=?

Since we are interested in local properties of solutions at 0, we localize the problem as

div(t'=25VU) =0 in B
(1.9) ~limy_gr 120U = kg (h + ﬁ) TrU on QN B,
TrU =0 on Bi\ Q,

where B = B; NRY ™! is the unit half ball in RY ™ with By = {z € RN*! : |z| < 1} being the unit
(N + 1)-dimensional ball, and B} = By N {(x,t) € R¥*!:¢ =0} is the N-dimensional thin ball. A weak
formulation of problem (1.9) can be naturally given in the weighted Sobolev space H'(B;,t'72%), made
of functions U € L?(B;,t72%) such that VU € L?(B;",t'72%), and endowed with the norm

+
1 Bl

1/2
Ul g1 (gt 120y = (/ t1*25|VU(:c,t)|2d:cdt+/ tlQSUQ(:c,t)dzdt> .
: -

A function U € HY(B,t'72%) is a weak solution to (1.9) if

A
(1.10) / tHSVU-Vde:nS/ <h+ 5 )TrUTrVd:c for all V € C°(B; U (2N BY)),
Bf QnB; ||

where
(1.11) Tr: HY(Bf,t'7%%) — H%(B))

is the continuous trace map provided in [Nek93] and [JLX14, Proposition 2.1]. We observe that such a
trace operator is indeed the restriction of the map in (2.6); for simplicity, we denote both by Tr.

In Section 2.4 we establish a close connection between the limiting behaviours at 0 of solutions to (1.9)
and (1.1), and the weighted spherical eigenvalue problem with mixed boundary conditions

—divgn (G}ijfVSN v) = u@llvjffv in S¥
(1.12) —limg,,, o+ thffvng e =k, v onwCSVNTL
v=0 on SN=1\ w,

where e = (0,...,0,1), S¥ := 9B; NRY ™, SVN—1 == 0S¥ = 9B; N {(z,t) € R¥N*! : ¢ = 0}, and
w = 6NSY ! is the spherical cap spanning the cone. We will denote the variable on SV as 6 = (¢',0x11),
with 9/ = (91, ,91\[)
In order to write the weak formulation of (1.12), we introduce the weighted Sobolev space
HYSY,0037) = {0 € (ST, 087 Vand € L2(ST,00) }
where L2(SY,05%%) = {¢ : S¥ — R measurable: [, 05 5 ¢%(0) dS < oo}, endowed with the norm
+
1/2
11 s oy 0120y = (/SN O (IVeny” +47) dS) :
+

Here dS' denotes the volume element on N-dimensional spheres. We also consider the closed subspace of
H'SY, 05 7)

(1.13) Vo i={pe H'(SY,057) : Ty =0in SN\ w},
where, with a slight abuse of notation, we denote again by Tr the trace operator
(1.14) Tr: H'Y(SY,05%) — L*(SV 1),

see [FF14, Lemma 2.2]. A real number y is said to be an eigenvalue of problem (1.12) if there exists
v €V, \ {0} such that

/SN 9]1\,1215VSNU -VsnvpdS — )\ns/ TroTrpdS = H/SN 911\,;2151)90(15 for every ¢ € V,,,

+ i +
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dS’ denoting the volume element on (N —1)-dimensional spheres. Proposition 2.8 guarantees the existence
of an increasing diverging sequence of real eigenvalues {1;};>1 of problem (1.12) (depending on A and 6,
and counted with their multiplicities) and an orthonormal basis {1;};>1 of LQ(Sf , 9]1er2f ) composed by

eigenfunctions. To be more precise, if

Hij—1 < K5 = H541 = = Hipm—1 < Hjtm>
that is /m is the multiplicity of the eigenvalue p; with J > 1, the finite family {1, }i=3...j+m—1 is chosen
in such a way that it is an orthonormal basis of the eigenspace associated with the eigenvalue p;.
Following the approach developed by Garofalo and Lin in [GL86] to prove unique continuation for
second order elliptic equations, in Section 4 we consider a non-trivial solution U to (1.9) and derive a
monotonicity formula for the associate Almgren frequency function

PN ([ RVUP 2 =y fon g, (h+ @2 ) I TeUP do)

1.15 N = )
( ) (T) r2s—N-1 I]Rf“maBr t1-2s5[72 48

which allows us to deduce the existence and finiteness of the limit v = lim,_,o+ A (). We start from this
result to perform a blow-up analysis, proving the convergence of the family of rescaled and renormalized
solutions

w(z) 1= —=, >0,

to a non-trivial homogeneous limit profile, where the height function r — H(r) is the denominator
of (1.15). Furthermore, in Lemma 4.14 we prove that there exists an eigenvalue u;, of problem (1.12)
such that

(1.16) Y = Vios
where, for every j € N\ {0} and A\ < Ay s(6€), we define

N —25\? N —2s
(1.17) vj:\/< . )W 2

Letting m € N\ {0} be the multiplicity of the eigenvalue y;,, jo > 1 can be chosen in such a way that

(1.18) o1 < Mjo = Hjo+1 = ==+ = Hjotm—1 < Hjo+m
Letting jo and m be as in (1.16)—(1.17) and (1.18), for every j = jo,...,j0 + m — 1 and 7 € (0,1), we
define

(1.19) o= [ OV, 0)as
and
(1.20) T,(r) = ns/%m/ h(z) Tr U (z) Tr 1), (%) da.

The main results of the present paper are contained in the following two theorems, which provide the
asymptotics at 0 of solutions to (1.9) and (1.1) respectively.

Theorem 1.1. Let U € HY (B ,t'7%%) be a non-trivial weak solution to (1.9). Then there exists an
eigenvalue pj;, of problem (1.12) such that (1.16)—~(1.17) is satisfied, with v = lim, o+ N (7) and N being
as in (1.15). Moreover, if m € N\ {0} is the multiplicity of u;,, jo > 1 is chosen as in (1.18), and
{¥i}tizjo.....jo+m—1 18 an orthonormal basis of the eigenspace associated with pj,, then

U(T Jot+m—1

1.21 —Z) — 2|7 B = in HY (B, t172%) as 7 — 0™,
™ V) |Z| 1
J=J

where (Bjq, - - s Bjo+m—1) € R™\ {0} and, for every j = jo,...,jo +m —1,

(R) N+y-2s5 [F ,
(1.22) g, = $allt) Ny —2s / =N =IF25 Yy (1) dt
0

RY " N+2y-2s
,YR7N+25727

R
—_ 7Y (t) dt ll 1
N+2'y—28/0 5(t) for all R € (0,1),
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with @; and T; defined in (1.19) and (1.20), respectively.

When proving the monotonicity formula for the extended problem, which underlies the proof of The-
orem 1.1 as described above, one immediately encounters the difficulty that the point, around which we
construct the frequency function, is located on the “boundary of the boundary”, namely on the boundary
of the set 2, which in turn lies on the boundary of the half-space, once the extension is made. This diffi-
culty had been addressed in [DLFV22] through an approximation procedure: the N-dimensional region
RY\ Q, where Dirichlet boundary conditions are imposed, is locally approximated with smooth (N + 1)-
dimensional regions. Then, for a sequence of approximating solutions, enough regularity is available to
derive Pohozaev type identities and, consequently, to differentiate the Almgren type frequency. Passing
from C''-domains, as those considered in [DLFV22], to the conical sets we are treating in the present
paper, introduces an additional difficulty, due to the non-regularity of the original domain. This requires
the development in Section 3.1 of a more sophisticated approximation and regularization procedure, which
also smooths the corner of the cone.

Passing to traces, Theorem 1.1 finally allows us to obtain the following result for problem (1.1).

Theorem 1.2. Let u € D5%(RY) be a non-trivial weak solution to (1.1). Then there exist jo € N\ {0}
and an eigenfunction Y € H*(SY, H}V_ff) \ {0} of problem (1.12) associated with the eigenvalue fij,, such

that

(1.23) T You(rx) — ||V TrY (%) in H*(By) as 7 — 07,
T

where 7y, is defined in (1.17).

Theorem 1.2 is proved by applying Theorem 1.1 to the Caffarelli-Silvestre extension U = #(u); in
. . . . jo+m—1 L
particular, the eigenfunction Y appearing in (1.23) turns out to be the term 25(’: jgn B, appearing in
right hand side of (1.21).
A relevant consequence of the previous asymptotics are the following strong unique continuation results

from 0 € 99, for solutions to (1.9) and (1.1), respectively.

Corollary 1.3. If U € HY(B{,t172%) is a solution to (1.9) having infinite vanishing order at 0, i.e.
U(z) = O(|z|*) as z — 0 for every k € N, then U =0 in By .

Corollary 1.4. If u € D%2(RY) is a solution to (1.1) having infinite vanishing order at 0, i.e. u(x) =
O(|z|*) as x — 0 for every k € N, then u =0 in RY.

While the statement of Corollary 1.3 straightforwardly follows from Theorem 1.1 arguing by contra-
diction, Corollary 1.4 can be deduced from Theorem 1.2, once we made sure that the right-hand side in
(1.23) is not trivial. This is true because, otherwise, the function ¥(z) = |z[70 Y (2/|z|) would satisfy the
equation div(t!=2V¥) = 0 in 6 x (0, 4+00), with both homogeneous Dirichlet and Neumann conditions
on 6. Thus, the trivial extension of ¥ to 6 x R would be a solution to div(|t|'=2*V¥) = 0, violat-
ing classical unique continuation principles for elliptic operators with As Muckenhoupt weights, see e.g.
[GL86, TZ08].

We observe that, for Theorem 1.2, and consequently Corollary 1.4, to hold, it suffices to impose the
condition that the solution w of (1.1) vanishes in the complement of  in a small neighborhood of the
vertex of the cone, rather than in the whole of RY \ , while still requiring that u has finite energy in
R i.e., belongs to 9*2(RY). This is because, once the extension is made, only the extended problem
localized in a half-ball centered at 0 comes into play in the monotonicity and blow-up argument.

Structure of the paper. In Section 2 we collect some preliminary results on the functional setting
and useful inequalities. In particular, we provide some Hardy-type inequalities on cones and study the
monotonicity of best constants with respect to inclusion of cones, providing results that we consider
of independent interest. In Section 2 we also study the Laplace-Beltrami type spectral problem (1.12),
whose eigenvalues provide a quantization of the local behaviour of weak solutions to (1.9). In Section 3
we construct the regularized problems (3.14) on suitably smoothed domains, whose solutions converge
to a given weak solution of the original extended problem (1.9). This procedure allows us to prove a
Pohozaev type inequality in Proposition 3.5. In Section 4 we study the Almgren frequency associated to
problem (1.9) and develop a monotonicity argument, which allows us to perform a blow-up analysis for
scaled solutions. This finally leads to the proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we present some preliminaries regarding the weak formulation of the problem, fractional
Hardy inequality on cones, and the weighted spherical eigenvalue problem with mixed boundary conditions
which will play a role in the classification of blow-up profiles.

2.1. Weak solutions. First, we give the notion of weak solutions to problem (1.1). Let us recall that,
for any s € (0,1), the fractional Laplacian (—A)* is a non-local operator from the Schwartz space & (RY)
to L2(RY), defined as

. u(z) — u(y) N
(2.1) (—A)’u(xz) = Cn,s lim —————=dy for every z € R",
=0t Jiyernijy—ai>er £ — Y|V

where C s is a positive constant depending on N and s. Equivalently, (—A)® can be defined by means
of the unitary Fourier transform & on RY, as follows:

(2.2) (=A)%u = F (€[ Fu©)).
Let 9%%2(R”Y) be the completion of C>°(RY) with respect to the norm
1/2
lullg-eny = ( [ | lePFuPac)
RN
We observe that 92(RY) is a Hilbert space endowed with the scalar product

(1, )z ) = /RN 2 Fu(©)F0@), uveD2(RY).

Moreover, 92 (RY) functions satisfy the following Sobolev inequality:
(23) HUHL2*(S)(RN) S SN15||U||@5,2(RN) for every u € @5’2(RN).

Here Sy s is a positive constant depending only on N and s.
The fractional Laplacian can be extended in a natural way as a linear and bounded operator from
P52(RN) to its dual (2%2(RY))* as follows:

(D=2(RN))* <(—A)Su, ’U>@s,2(RN) = (’U,,’U)@s,z(RN) for every u,v € @572(RN).

Thus, a weak solution to (1.1) is a function u € @%?(R") such that u = 0 in RY \  and
, A
(2.4) @s2 @)= (—A) U, V)ge@ry = / (W + h) uvdz for every v € C°(Q),
0 X
i.e. (1.6) holds. We observe that the right hand side of (2.4) is well defined in view of the fractional
Hardy type inequalities discussed in Subsection 2.2, assumption (1.2), and (2.3).

Let us define the functional space 22(RY ™!, #172) as the completion of C2°(RY ™) with respect to
the norm

1/2
(25> HUH?DIQ(]Rf*l,tl*%) = (/]RJ\”d t1_2s|VU|2 dZ) .
+
It is well known that there exists a linear and bounded trace operator
(2.6) Tr: V2RV #1729) — @2 (RN).

The extension of some u € 92 (RY), in the sense of Caffarelli and Silvestre [C'S07], is the unique solution
U = #(u) to the minimization problem

(2.7) min / t2|VU P dz ¢,
Uea Y 1) | S+
TrU=u

which weakly solves
div(t'=25VU) = 0 in RY !
—limy_ g+ t1720,U = ks(—A)*u  on RY x {0}
TrU =u on RV x {0},
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i.e.

(2.8) /N tI=3VU - VVdz = Ks (@s:2(RN))* ((—=A)°u, Tr V>@s,2(]RN) forall V € @1’2(Rf+1,t1725).
RY+

Then (1.8) is the weak formulation of (1.7).

2.2. A fractional Hardy inequality on cones. In this section we prove some fractional Hardy in-
equalities on cones and discuss monotonicity properties of best constants with respect to the inclusion of
cones.

In general, a subset 6 of RY is a cone if ax € € for every € 6 and a > 0.

SNfl

Definition 2.1 (Cone spanned by w). Given w C , a relatively open subset of SV 1, we define the

open cone 6 (w) spanned by w as
G(w):={rd :r >0, 0 € w}.
We observe that 6 = 6 (w) with w =€ NSY~1

Let 6 € RY™ be an open cone and let w = 6 N SY~!. Here, the case ¢ = RV with w = SV~ is
included. Let us consider the minimization problem

1-2s 2
o L EPIFe©Rds o Jryn UV dudt
peCE (O\0} [o 2|72 0(2)]? dv ,?quéﬁo ks Jog 2725 Tr §2 da”

(2.9) Ano(€) =

where Hq = {¢p € DV2(RYT!,#172%) : Tr¢ = 0 in RY \ ‘6}. e observe that the equivalence of the two
minimization problems above directly follows from (2.7) and (2.8). The infimum in (2.9) is the best
constant in the following Hardy-trace inequality:

(2.10) nsAN7s(‘6)/ [T o[

¢ |z

dr < / 725\ Vp|* dedt  for all ¢ € He.
RY*!

In the case 6 = RY | the constant is explicitly given in [Her77] and equals
2 (N+2
(25=)
N—2
2 (55%)
We observe that the best constant Ay s(6) is decreasing with respect to inclusion of cones; indeed, by
inclusion of spaces, for any two open cones 6; C 6 C RY, we have

(2.12) AN s(62) < An,s(61).
e observe that (2.12) and (2.11) imply that

(2.11) Ay s(RY) = 22 > 0.

AN s(€) >0 for every open cone 6 C RN,

We will prove in Proposition 2.4 that the inequality in (2.12) is indeed strict whenever €1\ {0} C 6. The
proof of the latter fact strongly relies on an equivalent formulation of (2.9) as a minimization problem on
the upper half sphere Sf , as shown in the following lemma. We refer to [Ter96] for the analogous result
for classical Hardy’s inequalities.

Lemma 2.2. Let 6 C RN be an open cone and w =6 NSN~1. Then

S — S 2
)13 e Jorw O (Vs wl® + (¥5%) " 0%) dS
(2.13) Ns(6) = wer\inil{o} K fw | Tr )2 dS’ ’

where V,, is defined in (1.13).
Proof. Let us define

» o ORETal (552 vy as
(2.14) mN,s( ) = d}e‘l/il\{o} "ﬁsfwlTerdS/

We first prove that my s(6) is attained by a function 1 € V,, (so that the above infimum is indeed a
minimum) and then that

(2.15) m,s(€) = An,s(6).
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The fact that my s(€) is attained follows by the compactness of the trace operator (1.14) (see Remark
2.3 below) and the weak closeness of V,, in H'(SY, 9]1\,1215) In order to prove (2.15), we first show that

AN s(6) < mp s(6). To this aim, we consider any function ¢ € C*> (@) such that suppy N ISY C w.
For any f € C2°(0,+400) such that f # 0, we define the function v(rf) = f(r)y(0) for every r > 0 and
6 € S¥. Rewriting (2.10) for such v, we have

(2.16) KsAn,s(6) (/OMTN 1=2s 2y ) (/w 0,0 dS)
< (/Om TN+12S|f’(7’)|2dT) </S+ 6200 (0) ds>
- (/()+Oo PN 1728 £2(p) dr) (/S+ 9;fo|vgw(9)|2ds> .

Jo N ) 2 de (zv 25)2

inf
fECE(0,400) f0+oo rN=1=2s £2(p) dr 2

Since

(2.17)

(see [HLP52, Theorem 330]), from (2.16) and a density argument it follows that
A o(6) < Joy ONEIVen (0] dS + (A52)° Joy ONETV%(0) dS
sk 2= ks [, | Trp2dS’

for every ¢ € V,,. The inequality An s(6) < muy,s(€) is thereby proved.
It remains to prove the reverse inequality An (6) > muy s(€). To this aim, we consider any function

UeCgr (Rf“) such that suppU N 8Rf+1 C 6. Passing to polar coordinates, we have

(2.18) / 2| VU2 dz
RN+

+o0 400
= | o3 ( / rNI219,U (1) 2 drr + / PN =1=25| 7 U (r0))2 dr) ds.
SN 0 0

Notice that, by (2.17)

“+oo
(2.19) /e}vff (/ rN+1_28|8TU(r9)|2dr)dS
sy 0

( _28) / i (/ TN_l_QslU(TH)Fdr)dS.

Thus plugging (2.19) into (2.18), from the definition of my +(6) it follows that

+o0 N — 252
/ 1-25| VU |2 dz 2/ FPN—1-2s / 911v+21s |Vsn U (r0)|? _|_( 5 ) U%(r0) | dS | dr
RYH 0 sy

0N

+oo T 2
> mN,S((@)/ pN—1=2s (:‘is/ | Tr U (r0")|? dS’) dr =mn s(6)ks %
0 w 6

dx.

Notice that above we used that the function 6 — U(rf) belongs to C° (@) with trace supported in w.
A density argument and the definition of Ay 4(6) given in (2.9) lead us to Ay, s(€) > mn s(6). O

Remark 2.3. We observe that the compactness of the trace map (1.14), which is crucial to guarantee the
attainability of the infimum (2.14), can be deduced by combining the continuity of the trace operator
(1.11) and the compactness of the Sobolev embedding H*(B}) < L?(B}) (see [DNPV12, Theorem 7.1]).
More precisely, let us consider a sequence {t,,},, bounded in H'(S¥, O}fo) Let f € C(0,+00), f £0.
Defining vy, (rf) = f(r)1n(0) for every r € (0,1) and a.e. § € S¥, by direct computations the sequence
{v,} turns out to be bounded in H!(B;,t172%), so that the sequence {Trv,} is bounded in H*(B}) by
the continuity of the operator (1.11). Hence, by compactness of the embedding H*(B}) — L?(Bj), there
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exists a subsequence {v,, } such that {Trwv,, } converges (hence being a Cauchy sequence) in L?(Bj). It
follows that

J

hence {Tr,, } is a Cauchy sequence in L2(SV~1), thus converging in L%(SV~1).

1
| Tr vp,, — Trop, |*dz = </ rN=LE2(r) d7’> </ | Tr b, — Trp,, |? dS’> — 0,
SN-1 k,j—o0

1 0

As a consequence of Lemma 2.2, we have

N —2s

2
(2.20) KSAN,S(%)/ |Tmp|2ds’g( ) / e}vffw?dSJr/ 0N Ven > dS  for all o € V.
w Si’ Sf

Another relevant consequence of Lemma 2.2 is the following result.
Proposition 2.4. Let us consider two open cones 61,62 C RN such that €, \ {0} C 63. Then
AN ,s(62) < An,s(61).
Proof. Let us suppose by contradiction that Ay s(62) = An s(61). Since €6, \ {0} C 6o, then Ty C wy,
where w; = 6; NSV ! for i = 1,2. Thanks to Lemma 2.2, there exists ¢ € V,,, \ {0} C V,,, \ {0} attaining
the minimum in (2.13) with 6 = €1, which is equal to Ax s(61) = Ay, s(62); hence ¢ also attains the
minimum in (2.13) with 6 = 65. Thus, 1 solves, for both i = 1,2,
: —2s —25\2 p1—2s :
—div(Oy 7 Ve ) + (B522) 0y 5 =0 in SY¥
—limg, 0+ Oyt Ven - € = kAN s(Ci)Y on w;
TI"l/):O on SNil\wi.

In order to get a contradiction we focus on what happens in ws \ W1, which is a non empty open subset of
SM—1: here the conditions Tr = 0 and limg, o+ H}V_ffvgmb -e = 0 are both satisfied, and hence the
contradiction follows by unique continuation. Indeed, the function W(z) = |z|~(V=28)/2¢)(2/|z|) would
satisfy the equation div(t!=2*VW¥) = 0 in 6 x (0, +00), where € = {r¢’ : r > 0 and ¢ € w, \ D1}, with
both homogeneous Dirichlet and Neumann conditions on 6. Thus, the trivial extension of ¥ to € x R

would solve div([t|!=2*V¥) = 0 and violate classical unique continuation principles for elliptic operators
with Ao Muckenhoupt weights, see e.g. [GL86,TZ08]. O

Lemma 2.5. For every r >0 and ¢ € H'(B,",t172%) such that Tr¢ =0 on B. \ 6, there holds

2 —
(2.21) HSAN,S(%)/ [ Tr 6| N 25/ 172542 48,
ot BT

¢nB. |7[**

dzg/ 25| Ve|2 dz +
Bf

where 0T BF = RﬁJrl N B,.

Proof. For the proof it is sufficient to reason as in the proof of [FF14, Lemma 2.5]: one can prove (2.21)

first for every ¢ € C°(BF \ (RY \ 6)), exploiting (2.20) and [FF14, Lemma 2.4], and then for every
¢ € HY(B;F,t'72%) such that Tr¢ =0 on B’ \ 6 by a density argument. O

2.3. Other inequalities. For our purposes, it is first useful to remember the following Sobolev-type
trace inequality proved in [FF14, Lemma 2.6]: there exists Sy, > 0 such that, for all » > 0 and
Ve HY(B;,t17%),

. @ . (N-2
(2.22) (/ | Te(V) > dw) < SN,S( S/ t1_25V2dS+/
B 8+ Bt

2r B
2

where 2*(s) = 285 is the critical fractional Sobolev exponent.

The following lemma provides a local coercivity condition for the quadratic form associated with
equation (1.9).

t1_25|VV|2dz),
+

’
T

Lemma 2.6. For every a > 0, there exists ro € (0,1) such that, for any r € (0,7,], f € LP(6 N BY)
such that || f||Lrgnpy) < @ and V € HY (B}, t'72%) such that TrV =0 on By \ 6,

A N -2
(2.23) / t1_25|VV|2dz—ms/ (f+—2) | Tr V|2 da + S/ t=2v%4ds
B €NB!. |z |2 2r Jorpr

r
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. N -2
>C </ 172UV 2 dz + i / L2y dS) ,
Bt 2r 8+Bj

T

where C = C(N,s,\,6) € (0,1) is a positive constant depending only on N, s, X, and 6.

Proof. Letr € (0,1), f € LP(6NDBy), and V € H*(B,5,t'72%) such that TrV = 0 on B.\ 6. By Hélder’s
inequality and (2.22) we have

_2
25p=N 26p— N . e
(2.24) / AT VP de < Ve ™ | fllecensyr 7 (/ | Tr V|2 (5)dx>
€NB.. B

’
T

2sp—N _ 2sp— N _os N — 2s _9s
SV ™ Snsllfllrcensyr 7 </ 2| VV 2 dz + / ti=25y2 dS) ,
B 2r Jorpr

where Vi is the N-dimensional Lebesgue measure of B]. Moreover, the term involving the Hardy potential
can be estimates using (2.21) as follows

TV |? A N -2
(2.25) ns/\/ | r‘;' dx < (/ 2| VV 2 dz + S/ t125V2d5>.
¢nB;, |z Ans(6) \Upyr 2r  Jo+By

Thus, combining (2.24) and (2.25), we obtain that, if & > 0 and || f||zr(B;n¢) < @,

, A N -2 ,
/ t1—25|VV|2 dzflis/ <f+ —2> |T1“V|2 dz + 3/ A-2512 19
B €NB. |25 2r  Jo+By

"

2sp—N

A rly Zop=l 1-2s 2 N—2s 1-2s7,2
Z(l—m—HsVNN SN75CYT p )(/B+t |VV| d2+7/6+3+t VdS)

r

Choosing r, € (0,1) sufficiently small so that

2sp-N _ 2p-N ] Y

sV 7 Snsara T < B <1 - 7AN,S((6)> )
we then obtain that (2.23) is satisfied for all » € (0,7,], f € LP(6 N B}) such that || f||zr¢np;) < o and
V € HY(B;,t'72) such that TrV =0 on B.. \ 6, with C' = 1(1 — @) O

The following inequality will be crucial in the proof of a monotonicity formula in Section 4.

Lemma 2.7. Let a > 0 and ro € (0,1) be as in Lemma 2.6. Then, for every r € (0,74, f € LP(€ N BY)
such that || f||renpy) < o, and V € HY (B, t'72%) such that TrV =0 on B].\ 6, we have

A N -2
(2.26) / t1*25|VV|2dz—ns/ <f+—2) | Tr V|2 dx + S/ t=25V2 48
B €NB. || 2r o+ B

r
2

> & / | Tr V|Z ) da :
SN,s 6NB..

Proof. The statement follows as an immediate consequence of Lemma 2.6 and (2.22). O

being C' and S*N,S as in Lemma 2.6 and (2.22), respectively.

2.4. Spherical eigenvalues. The blow-up analysis carried out in Section 4 will highlight that a pre-
cise description of the asymptotic behaviour of solutions to (1.1) at boundary conical points requires a
classification of the homogeneous entire solutions to

div(t'=2*V®) =0 in RY+!
(2.27) —limy o+ 117200, ® = 5355®  on € x {0}
®=0 on (RN \ 6) x {0},

for a given open cone €, with A < A +(6€). Homogeneous solutions are of the form

o) = e ().

for some homogeneity degree v = (s, \,6). Considering the spherical cap w = 6 N SV¥~!, the latter
classification problem is equivalent to the classification of some spherical Laplace-Beltrami weighted
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eigenvalues, namely the eigenvalues of (1.12). More precisely, ® is a y-homogeneous solution to (2.27) if
and only if the value u, related to v by formulas

N25>2 N —2s
[

p=( s+7), < 5 5

is an eigenvalue of (1.12), with v = CID‘SN as an associated eigenfunction; see [FF14, Lemma 2.1].
+
Let us also remark that, fixed an open cone 6, the eigenfunction of (1.12) associated to the first eigen-
value p1 = p1(N, s, A\, 6) is unique up to multiplicative constants, nonnegative and related to nonnegative
homogeneous solutions to (2.27). The classification of first eigenfunctions was studied in [TTV18] in case
of homogeneous s-harmonic functions on cones; that is, when A = 0. In the latter case one has

p1 = p1(N,s,0,6) € [0,2sN] and  ~1(N,s,0,6) = (%)2 + 1 — 852 € )0,24],

being the extremal cases verified if and only if € = RY or 6 = (), respectively. Moreover, 7 (N, s,0,6)
and p1 (N, s,0,6) are monotone decreasing with respect to domain inclusion and monotone increasing in
s € (0,1). Homogeneous s-harmonic functions on cones are studied also in connection with symmetric
stable processes and Martin kernels, see e.g. [BB04, BSS15, Mic06].

Proposition 2.8. There exist an increasing sequence {p;}j>1 C (f (%)2, +oo) of real eigenvalues of
problem (1.12) (repeated according to their finite multiplicities) such that p; — +o00, and an orthonormal
basis {1;};>1 of LQ(SZ,H}V_ff), such that v, is an eigenfunction of (1.12) associated with p; for all j.

Proof. We first notice that the space V,, defined in (1.13) is compactly embedded in L*(S¥ ,H}V_ff ) in
view of [OK90, Theorem 19.7]. Moreover, the bilinear form a: V,, x V,, — R defined as

a(p, ) == / 9]1\,;215VSN90 - VgntpdS — )\ns/ TroTrydS for any ¢, € V,
Si’ w

is continuous by continuity of the trace map (1.14) and weakly coercive on V,, by (2.20): indeed, for every
P eV,

2 +70N+1)

, N —25\? ,
:/ o}v_fﬂVSNdeS)\ns/|Tr1/)|2dS’+< 5 5> / ONZw? dS
s w Sf

+

> (1 #) / 91_28|VSN1/)|2 ds + <N28)2/ 91_25|1/)|2 ds | .
= AN75((6) Sf N+1 92 Sf N+1

The thesis follows by classical spectral theory, see e.g. [Sal08, Theorem 6.16]. O

N —2s\?
o)+ (F52) Wl s

The first eigenvalue of the sequence {y;};>1 given in the previous proposition admits the following
variational characterization

o NIV dS k[, | T d
1= min 91725 248 :
YV \{0} fsf NtV

Remark 2.9. In case A = 0 and 6 = RY, from the blow-up analysis performed in [FF14] and the regularity
results proved in [STV21] for degenerate/singular problems arising from the Caffarelli-Silvestre extension,
it easily follows that

(NS 0.BY) 5> 1) =N, {ay(N.s.0.BY) ) > 1) = {k(k + N — 25) : k € N},
In case A =0 and 6 = RY = {z > 0}, then
{7 (N,s,0,RY): j >1} =N+s, {uj(N,s,0,RY):5>1}={(k+s)(k+N—s):keN},
as pointed out in [DLFV22].
3. APPROXIMATION SCHEME AND POHOZAEV INEQUALITY

In this section we develop an approximation procedure, needed to derive a Pohozaev-type inequality.
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3.1. Approximation scheme. Before constructing a sequence of regularized domains approximating
the cone, we establish the following property of the distance function from the cone’s boundary.

Lemma 3.1. Let € be an open cone. Then, the distance function d(x) := dist(x, 0€6) is 1-homogeneous,
i.e. d(ax) = ad(z) for all x € 6 and o > 0. Moreover,

(3.1) Vd(z) -z =d(z), forae x€S6.

Proof. If © € €6, there exists y € 96 such that |z — y| = d(x). Then, for every a > 0, ax € € and

ay € 06; therefore
d(ax) = 1&1{19196 lax — z| < |ax — ay| = ad(x).
zE

We conclude that d(az) < ad(z) for all £ € € and « > 0. The reverse inequality follows by renaming
T=ar€6anda=1/a>0.

Since d is a distance function, it is Lipschitz continuous, hence it is differentiable a.e. in 6. By direct
computations, (3.1) holds in all 2 where d is differentiable. O

From now on, we will consider the cone € as defined in (1.3), for some ¢ satisfying (1.4). Let ng € N
large enough to be appropriately fixed later (see Lemma 3.2). For every n > ng, we consider the following
approximation of €:

(3.2) 6, = {(2',zN) € RV-1xR:zy < Pn(2")},  where b, (2) := % + fu(l2']) @ <%) ,

see Figure 1. The function f,, appearing in (3.2) is defined as
t
foil0o0) SR Sl = [ cttds,
1/n?
where ¢ € C*([0,+00)) is a fixed function satisfying
Ct)=0ift <1, (()=1ift>2, 0<((t)<1forallte][0,+o0),

2

1

¢'(t) >0 for all t € [0, +00), and / C(t)dt = 7
1

We observe that f,, € C*°([0,400)) satisfies the following properties:

1 2
(3.3) fn()=0 forevery0<t<— and fu(t)=1— 32 for every t > —,
n n n
3 3
(3.4) 53 < fult)—tfl(t) <0 and |f,(¢) —t < e for every t > 0.

The sequence of sets {6, }, approximate 6 in the sense that
(3.5)  for every compact set K C R \ € there exists ngx such that K c RV \ 6,, for all n > ng.

We observe that the function 1), defined in (3.2) is of class C!, hence 6, is a C*'-domain. In particular,
6, is a translation of the cone 6 with a smoothening of the vertex. Moreover, this transformation
guarantees a starshapedness condition with respect to 0 on 96,,, as established in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Let ng = [6M ], where M := maxgn-2 |g| and [-] denotes the ceil function. Then, for every
n > no,
(i) z-v(x) >0 on 96, where v(x) stands for the outward unit normal vector to 06, at x;
(i) 6 C 6,.
Proof. Let us define F(x) := zy — 1, (2') for every x = (2/,2x) € RVN=1 x R. By (3.2), we have
(3.6) F(z) =0 for every & € 9%,

so that 06, is a level set for F'. Therefore, at every z € 3€6,,, the outward normal vector to 6,, is oriented
upwards and parallel to the gradient of F', which is equal to

(3.7) VP o) = (—f;<|:c'|>%so (””—) a7V (””—) ,1) |

|z’ || |z

in view of (3.2), where ' = a’/|2'|. By (3.2), (3.6) can be rewritten as

/
(3.8) TN = % + fu(l2'])p <%) for every x € 96,
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Using (3.7), (3.8) and the fact that Vg ¢ and 2’ are orthogonal, we have

.'LJ

x/
d ]

B9 VaFan)- @) =aw —o (5] 5D - 1)V ()

|

4 1D (57) — o (57) £l

1 /
=2t e () (D = DI
S1_3M 3
“n 22 T 4n

for every n > ng = [6M], where we have also taken advantage of (3.4). (i) is thereby proved.
To prove (ii) we observe that (1.4) and (3.2), together with the second estimate in (3.4), yield
1 ! 1 3M 3
N no_ Y <z 4L oM 9
ule') = lal) = 5+ (allD = e (7)) 2 3~ 3z = 1

for every ' € RVN~! and n > ng. Since € and 6,, are the subgraphs of ¢ and 4),,, respectively, the above
estimate directly implies (ii). O

FIGURE 1. Sections of 6 (in dark blue) and of its smooth approximation 6,, (in light
blue).

Let h,, € C*°(6 N B}) be such that

(3.10) hn — h in WHP(€ N BY).
Let
(3.11) Ro = Ty,

being 74, as in Lemma 2.6 with
oo = sup || hnl|LeenBy)-
n

For every n > ng, we consider the set
n
(3.12) Q, = {z = (2, xn,t) e RN oy < o (2)) + gfn(t)} N Bf, .
The topological boundary of €2, can be written as
0y =0, UT, Uy,

where

On =6, N Bg,,

n
T = {(m',xN,t) e RV oy < (2 + gfn(t)} No*Bf ,

n
Tn = {(a:',a:N,t) eRNHL gy = o, (2) + gfn(t)} ﬂBj;:‘07



14 ALESSANDRA DE LUCA, VERONICA FELLI, AND STEFANO VITA

Tn

Q,
( Tn

FIGURE 2. Section of €,,.

On

see Figure 2. By construction, the approximating sets €2,, inherit from the cones 6,, the property of being
star-shaped with respect to the origin, as stated in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Let ng be as in Lemma 3.2. If n > ng, z € v, and v(z) denotes the outward unit normal
vector at z € 00y, then z - v(z) > 0.

Proof. For every z = (2/,xxn,t) € RV x R x R, we define
G(2) =y — (@) = 5 fuld).
By the definition of ~,, it holds that
(3.13) G(z) =0 for every z € 7.
Thus the outward unit normal vector to 92, at any z = (2/,zy,t) € v, is given by
(=Vin(2"), 1, =5 £ (1))
VIV @) + 1+ 2[4 0)]2
and consequently, by (3.13), (3.2), (3.9), and (3.4),

VIVUa @)+ 14+ B0 () = (@ on,0) - (= Vale), 1= 5 11(0)
= oy — Vi (@) -2 = S0t
= () = V(&) @ + Ealt) = FL 0

=20 (57) (502D = 7 DI + 5 () = £200)

||
301 1

> 2 - - =
“4n  2n 4n>0

for n > ny. [l

)

Once a non-trivial weak solution U € H'(Bj,t172%) to (1.9) is fixed, the next step is to construct
a family of boundary value problems on each €, which approximate the extended problem (1.9), in
the sense that the solutions U,, to such approximating problems converge to U. To this aim, let G,, €
C®(Bf \ (RN \ 6)) be such that G,, — U in HY(Bj,t172%). It is not restrictive to assume that G,
vanishes on 7,. Let n € C*°(]0,+00)) be a monotone non-decreasing function such that

0<n<1, 7n=0in]0,1], n=1in[2,+0c0).
Let
Mn(z) = n(nd(z)), z €6,

where d(z) := dist(xz,0%). Then, up to extend trivially to zero 7, (hn + #) in the whole of o, we
consider the following approximating boundary value problem

div(t'=%VU,) =0 in Q,
(3.14) —limy_, o+ t172%0,U,, = Kty (hn + ﬁ) TrU, ono,
U, =G, on vy, UT,.
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In Lemma 3.4 below we prove that, for every fixed n € N, problem (3.14) admits one and only one weak
solution U,, in the sense that

U, € H (Q,,t'7%), U, =G, on 1, Uy,
and
A
/ t1=2VU,, - Vipdz = fis/ Mn (hn + W) TrU, Try  for every ¢ € C°(Q, Uoy).
Qp On x|=?
The condition U,, = G, on 7, U7, is understood in sense of traces; the trace on 7, U~, of any V €
HY(Q,,t'72%) is denoted simply as V.

Lemma 3.4. For every n > ng, problem (3.14) admits a unique weak solution U,. Moreover, U, — U
in H'(Bj, ,t'72%) (U, being extended trivially to zero in B \ Q).

Proof. To prove the lemma, we turn to study the following auziliary problem obtained by setting
Vo =Up—Gp: V,, € HY(Qp,t172%), V,, =0 on 7, U y,,, and

(3.15) / tlﬁsvvn-vwdzfns/
Qp

o

A
Mo | b + 7= | Tt V,, Trop dzx
) ]2

A
= f/ tI=2v@a,, - Vipdz + KS/ Nn (hn + —) Tr G, Try dx
Qn on

|:L-|28

for every ¢ € C°(Q, U gy,).

Let #€, be the closure of C2°(Q, U oy,) in HY(Bj, ,t'72%). We observe that the right-hand side of
(3.15), interpreted as a linear functional on #,, is continuous and its operator norm is bounded uniformly
with respect to n. Indeed, since 7,, < 1, the Holder inequality, (1.5), and (2.21) yield

TG, 2 |\ Teg[2  \?
< (nSANys((G)/ %dz) (ﬁSANys((@)/ | i' d:c)
6NB, || 6NB, ||

N -2 3
S (/ t1_2s|VG"|2 dZ + : / t1_2SG721 ds) (/
Bt 2 a+Bg0 Bt

Ro Ro

(3.16) ks

nA
/ 1 -TrG, Try dx
P E

t1—25|v1/]|2 dZ)

and then we can exploit the boundedness of the sequence {G,} in H 1(B;go, t172%) and the continuity of
the trace map from H'(Bf ,t'72%) to L*(0* B ,t'72%) to estimate from above the right-hand side of
(3.16) by constHVz/J|\L2(Bl+ t1-22), for some const > 0 independent of n.

Next, we notice that the left-hand side of (3.15), seen as a bilinear form on ¥¢,,, is coercive since 7,, < 1
and as a consequence of Lemma 2.6. The continuity of the bilinear form can be easily derived combining
the Holder inequality and (2.21).

By the Lax-Milgram theorem, problem (3.15) thus admits a unique solution V,, € #, for every fixed
n > ngp; consequently, also problem (3.14) has a unique solution U,. After extending each V,, to 0 in
BEO \ Q,, the stability estimates provided by the Lax-Milgram theorem ensure that the sequence {V,}
is bounded in H'(B; ,t'72%). Hence there exist a subsequence {V,,, } and V € H' (B} ,t'~*) such that

(3.17) Vo, =V weakly in Hl(BEO,thS) as k — oo.
Combining (3.15) with a density argument and applying Lemma 2.6 to V;,, , we get the following inequality

(3.18) —/B

72V G,, - VVi, dz + Ky /

6N B,
/ +
BRO

A
My, (hnk_ + —25> | Tr V,,, | do
NBh, ||
> C*/ t1=2|VV,,, |2 dz.
B+

Ro

A

+
Ro

t1725|VVnk |2 dz — Kg /
6

On the other hand, TrG,, — TrU in L> ®)(€ N Bfy,) by (2.22), 0, to 1 ae. in 6 N By, hy, — h in
Lz (€N Bp,) thanks to (3.10), and Tr V,,, — TrV in L¥ () (Bg,) as a consequence of (3.17) and (2.22);
moreover, since the map V — |z|~* Tr V is continuous from H'(Bf, ,t'7%%) to L?(‘6 N By, ) by (2.21), we
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have that |z|~* Tr G, — |z[~* Tr U in L*(€ N BY, ) and |z|~* TrV,,, — |z|7* TrV weakly in L*(6 N B}, ).
Hence

(3.19)  lim t1=2VG,, - Vi, dz — Ky /

k— +
o0 Br, (6035%0
/,

where in the last equality we have used (1.10), taking into account that the limit V' has null trace on
both 8" Bf, and Bj, \ 6; this is a consequence of the fact that V,,, € #,, for all k, TrV,, — TrV in

L2 ()(Bf, ), and (3.5). From (3.18) and (3.19) it follows that || V'V, |\L2(B§0,t1,25) — 0 as k — oo, which
in turn combined with [FF14, Lemma 2.4] and (3.17) allows us to conclude that V;,, — 0 strongly in
H'(Bf,,t'72%) as k — co. Since the limit actually does not depend on the subsequence, by the Urysohn’s
subsequence principle, we have that V,, — 0 in Hl(BEO, t1_25) as n — oo. Therefore U, =V, +G,, - U
in Hl(BEO,tl_QS) as n — 0o. The proof is thereby complete. (I

A
77nk (hnk + ) Tr G”lk Tr Vnk d.’L'

|SC|2S

A
tHSVU-Vde—ms/ (h—i— QS)TrUTrdezo,
6NBL, ||

+
Ro

3.2. A Pohozaev-type inequality. In order to provide a Pohozaev-type inequality for solutions to
(1.9), we fix 7 € (0, Rg) and n > L. Let 0 < § < p < . In this way

Bf CcQ,NBf.
In order to proceed with the approximation argument, we consider the following domains
(3.20) Qrnpo = N{(z,t) € B, \ B, :t> 6},
where €2, is defined in (3.12). Letting
Ormps = QN {(z,t) € B, \ B, : t =6},

Tom,s i= Sy N{(x,t) € 0B, : t > 6},

Trne = N {(z,t) € 0B, : t > ¢},

Vrmo =0, N{(z,t) € B : ¢t > 4},

we thus have

0.5 = Orin,p,s UTrin,s UTpns Urn.s,
see Figure 3.

Orn.p.s

FIGURE 3. Section of Q,, ;5.

Proposition 3.5 (Pohozaev inequality). Let U € H'(B;,t'72%) be a weak solution to (1.9). Then, for
a.e. € (0,Rp),
2

Tr U2 oU
(3.21) f(/ t1_2s|VU|2dS—ms)\/ Y—st’) —r/ -2\ gg
2\ Jo+B; ¢noB;, |T|** o+ Bt v
+ 2= (Vh~x+Nh)|TrU|2d:c7%/ h| TrU|2 dS’
€NB!, 2 Jenos:

N -2 , TrUJ?
> S(/ t1_2‘5|VU|2dz—f<aS)\/ | 2' d:z:),
2 B} ¢np;, |T*
and

A ouU
(3.22) / 2| VU2 dz — ns/ (h + —2) | Tr U do = / 25U ——dS
B 6B |z |2 o+ Bt ov

r
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where v = z/|z| is the outward unit normal vector to O+ B} .

Proof. The idea of the proof is to derive a Pohozaev-type inequality for problem (3.14) and consequently
for problem (1.9), passing to the limit as n — oo and taking advantage of Lemma 3.4. For this, we start
by observing that, for every fixed r € (0, Ry), n > %, and 0 < d < p< #, the solution U,, to problem
(3.14) belongs to H*(Qyn,,5) by classical elliptic regularity theory, see [Gri85, Theorem 2.2.2.3], since
the equation holds true in a C'''-domain containing the set Qy.n,p,5- Therefore we are in the position to

integrate over €, ,, , s the following Rellich-Necas identity
div (t1725|VU, |2 — 2t'72%(2 - VU, )VU,) = (N — 2s)t'*|VU,|* — 2(z - VU, ) div(t' 7**VU,)
= (N = 25)t'>°|VU,|?

which holds true in a classical sense in ,,NB,.. Since t!72|VU, |2z —2t'72¢(2-VU,,)VU,, € W ( Q. p.s),
we can apply the divergence theorem on the Lipschitz domain ., , s defined in (3.20); thus

(3.23)  — / §2725|\VU,|* dx + 2/ 8172 (2 - VU, + 60:U,,)0,U,, da
Tr,n,p,s Or,n,p,8
U, |° U, |
+r 25| VU, |? dS — 2r 1728 | =2 dS — 17251 = (z-v)dS
Tr,n,s Tr,n,s aU Yr,n,s 81/
aU, |?
—p/ t1*2S|VUn|2dS+2p/ 7| == dS
T, T, 81/
p,n,8 Py, 6
= (N - 23)/ 25| VU, |2 dz,
Qrn,p,s
where we have used that the outward unit normal vector on oy, , 5 is given by v = (0,...,0, —1), while
for every z € 7,5 and for every z € 7, , s it is given by v(z) = £z/|z|, respectively; moreover, along

2
Yr.n,s the tangential component of the gradient of U, is zero and thus |VUn|2 = %’ .

Now we are going to consider the limit as 6 — 0% in (3.23). First, we observe that the term on 7, ;s
has a sign by Lemma 3.3. Thus, we obtain the following inequality

(3.24) f/ 52’2S|VUH|2dx+2/
Or,n,p,8

Or,n,p,8

5172 (x - V, Uy, + 60,U,) 04Uy, doe + r/ 125 |VU, |2 dS

Tron,s

U, |2 , U, |2
—27~/ 2 | 1 dS—p/ t1_2‘5|VUn|2dS+2p/ ti=2s | = 4S8
s ov Tons o ov
> (N — 25)/ 25| VU, |? dz.
Qrnip,s

From the fact that [, t'7?*|VU,|*dz < 400, it follows that, along a sequence & — 07,

¥

Furthermore, we observe that

(3.25) t'=%$9,U,, and V.U, are continuous in Q, N (B, \ B,).

0n 2 |VU|* da + 2/ Op |owUn[* dz — 0 as k — occ.

Tn,p,8 Or,n,p,8p

Indeed, the continuity of t'=240,U,, and V,U,, away from 8Rf *1 is ensured by classical elliptic regularity
theory, whereas the continuity away from ~,, up to QRf *1 follows from [FF14, Lemma 3.3]; finally, since
7, vanishes in a neighborhood of 96,, and the initial section of the vertical boundary starting from 0%,
is straight, in view of the definition of v,, and (3.3), we can apply [DLFV22, Lemma A.1] to deduce the
continuity of t*=2¢9,U,, and V,U, in a neighbourhood of the edge 7, N 8Rf“. From (3.25) and the
dominated convergence theorem it follows that

/ 172 (x - Vo Up) 0y Uy de — — ki /
Or,n,p,8

A
Mn <hn + —) TrU,(z - V,U,)dx
€,N(B/\B})

|:L-|28

A
= fns/ M (hn+—2> TrU,(z-V,U,)dzx aséd— 0.
6€N(B.\BY) ||
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So, by the absolute continuity of the Lebesgue integral, taking into account (3.25) and passing to the
limit as k — oo in (3.24) along the sequence 6 = §; — 01, we infer that, for all r € (0, Ro), n > 1/r and
p < n2’

A ,
(3.26) —2@/ Mn (hn + ﬁ) Tr U, (z - V,Uy,)dx + 7“/ t1_2‘s|VUn|2 s
“€N(B.\B/, || Q.NIB

ou, |?
- 2r/ 28 | —"| 48 — p/ t725|VU,|* dS + 2p/ =2
Q,NdB, Q.NOB, Q,NdB,

ov
> (N — 25)/ 25| VU, | dz.
QnN(B-\B,)

ou,, |?

o ds

The next step is to take the limit as p — 07 in (3.26): to this purpose, we apply the divergence theorem
to rewrite the integral over the set € N (B, \ B),) as follows

A 1 A
(3.27) / nn<h +1 )TrUn(x.VzUn)d:c —/ div <77n<h + 2§)|TrUn|21'>d£L'
6N(B/\B}) || 2 Jen(B\By) ||
1 A
——/ div( (h + 25)z)|TrUn|2dz
2 Jen(B\B) ||

=L B+ 2 ) Te U, 2 dS — B+ 2 ) [T U, 2 S’
2s
2 &?maB/ |[2 2 &?maB/ ||

1 N —2 A
__/ (Uthn£C+N77nhn)|TfUn|2d$— S/ nnﬁlTI‘Uanx
€N (BI\BT) en(BNE]) |7

2

1 A
——/ (h + 25) | Tr U, |* (V) - ) doe
2 Jen(B\B7) |z]
P

where we have used that V (A|z|72%)-2 = —2sA|z|~2%. Since U,, € H' (Qp, t172%) and np, (hn+ M|z 72%)| Tr Uy |? €
LY(6,, N B) in view of [FF14, Lemma 2.5], there exists a sequence p; — 0% such that

A
(3.28) p; / 25|V, |2 dS+/ n 2
QnNIB,, o8, ||

Since U,, € HY(Qy, t172%), \1\25 TrU,|? € L' (€ N B.) by [FF14, Lemma 2.5], and hy,, 7, € C®(€¢ N BY}),
the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem yields, as p — 07T,

A A
[ (b G IR0 [ (b 2 ) 10T )
6N(B/\B}) || €NB. |z]

/ =2\ VU,|? dz — 12| VU,|? dz,
QN (B \B,) Q.NB

hy, +

dS’)%O as j — o0o.

/ (M Vhy - &+ Niuhy)| Te Uy, > doe — (1 Vhy - &+ Nnuhy)| Te Uy |2 d,
€N(B/\B}) 6¢nB!,

/ 25|T1"U|2dz% 25|T1"U|2dz
“6N(BJ\E)) | | €NB. | |

Taking into account the above convergences, (3.27), and (3.28), we can pass to the limit as j — oo in
(3.26) with p = pj, thus obtaining that, for all » € (0, Ry) and n > 1/r,

A
3.29) r 17| VU,|?dS — 7k Mo hn + == || Tr U, |?dS" — 2r =2
2s
Qn.NOB, 6NoB.. || Qn.NOB,

A
+I€s/ (nthn-;C+Nnnhn)|TrUn|2dx+f<as/ (h + 25) | Tr U, |2 (V) - ) d
6NB! 6NB.. ||

Tr U,|?
> (N25)</ 25| VU, |? dz—/\fis/ nn% dz>.
Q.NB, ¢nB. |25

ou,, |2

£y s
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Finally, we aim at passing to the limit as n — oo in (3.29). Extending U, trivially to zero in B \ Q,,
from Lemma 3.4 it follows that

(3.30) / 725\ VU, > dz — / 25|\ VU|* dz as n — oo.
Q.NB, Bf
From this, by using the coarea formula, we infer that, up to a subsequence still denoted with U,
(3.31) / t1_2s|VUn|2dS—>/ t1=2*|VU|?ds, $12 | 2Un|® dS—>/ £172 |20 45
Q2,NIB; o+ Bt Q2,NOB; o+ Bt

as n — oo, for a.e. r € (0, Rg). Furthermore, using (3.10), the fact that TrU,, — TrU in L (%) (Bg,) as
a consequence of Lemma 3.4 and (2.22), and exploiting the convergence of 7, to 1 a.e. in 6 N B}%O, we
deduce that

(3.32) / (M Vhy -2 4+ Nnphy) | Tr U, |2 do — (Vh-x+ NR)|TrU*dr asn — oo,
6NB., 6NB.,
and that, up to a subsequence still denoted with U,
(3.33) / Nnhn| Tr U, |2 dS" — h|TrU|?dS’ asn — oo, fora.e. r€ (0,Ry).
€NdB., 6NB
Going further, we claim that
A
(3.34) / (hn + —2) | Tr U, |2(V)y - 2)de — 0 as n — oo.
©nB!. |z[2

Indeed, since 7/(7) # 0 if and only if 1 < 7 < 2, we have

_ Ly W d@)nd(@) i1 < nd(@) <2,
Vi - = n'(nd(z))nVd(x) - {0 otherwise,

by definition of 7, and Lemma 3.1. Hence {V#, - 2} is bounded in L°°(€ N B]) uniformly with respect

to n. Furthermore, since h, — h in LP(6 N Bj,) by (3.10) and TrU,, — TrU in L* (B}, ) by (2.22)

and Lemma 3.4, we have

(3.35) ho| Tt Uy |> = A| Tr U in L'(6 N Bp,),

whereas from [FF14, Lemma 2.5] and Lemma 3.4 it follows that

| Tr U, |2 | TrU|?
|z[25 |z[25

(3.36) in L'(6 N By,).

| Tr U, |?

is almost everywhere dominated by a L'(6 N B, )-function uniformly with respect to n. Therefore, by
the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem we conclude that

Along a subsequence, the convergences (3.35) and (3.36) also hold a.e. in (0, Ro) and |k, + #

n—o0 |;L'|25

A
lim (hn + —) | Tr U, |* (V) - ) d
“€NB!.

A

n—o0 Jgnp! |z |2

where x stands for the characteristic function. Claim (3.34) is thereby proved.
To complete the proof, it remains to notice that

TrU,|? TrU|]?
(3.37) / nn%dx%/ U 4 asn— oo
€NB. || ¢np, |T**

as a consequence of (3.36). From this and the coarea formula, up to a subsequence still denoted with U,
we have

Tr U, |2 T U

(3.38) / nn% dsS" — / | 5 | dS" asn — oo, for a.e. r € (0, Rp).
6NoB!. |25 enoB;  |T|**

Assembling (3.30), (3.31), (3.32), (3.33), (3.34), (3.37) and (3.38), we arrive at (3.21) for a e. r € (0, Ryp).

In order to prove (3.22), we test equation (3.14) with U, itself and then we pass to the limit proceeding

as above. (|
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4. ALMGREN-TYPE MONOTONICITY FORMULA AND BLOW-UP ANALYSIS

4.1. Almgren-type monotonicity formula. In this section we prove a monotonicity formula for the
Almgren frequency function. First of all, for a fixed nontrivial weak solution U € H'(B;,t'72%) to
problem (1.9), we introduce the following two functions:

A
(4.1) D:(0,1) = R, D(r)=r>"N / 2| VU2 dz — HS/ (h + ) | Tr U dx |,
B 6B |z |2

(4.2)  H:(0,1) =R, H(r)ers_N_l/ t1=2U? ds.

o+ B;t

Then we define the Almgren frequency function as

(4.3) N(r)= % for every r € (0, Ry,

being Ry as in (3.11); we note that the above function is well-defined, since H turns out to be strictly

)

positive in (0, Ro], as stated in the following lemma.
Lemma 4.1. The function H defined in (4.2) is strictly positive in (0, Ry], with Ry being as in (3.11).

Proof. We argue by contradiction, assuming that H is null at some 7 € (0, Rp]. This implies that U = 0
on 0% Bi. Hence, by testing (1.10) with U itself,

) A
/ t1—25|VU|2dZ_Hs/ (h—|— ﬁ) |TI’UY|2 dZC:O,

which in turn, together with Lemma 2.6, leads us to [+ t'72*|VU|*dz = 0. Thus, U is constant on

Bi. Since TrU = 0 on B} \ 2, we necessarily have U = 0 in B;". This is enough to conclude that U is
identically zero in By by classical unique continuation principles for second order elliptic equations with
bounded coefficients, see e.g. [GL86], thus producing a contradiction. O

As a direct consequence of Lemma 2.6, the Almgren frequency function ¥ can be estimated from
below as follows.

Lemma 4.2. For every r € (0, Ry]

(4.4) N() > —
Proof. The claim easily follows from (2.23) and (4.1)—(4.3). O

In order to provide also an estimate from above for the Almgren frequency function ¥, and then to
prove the existence of lim,_,g+ N (r) € R, some information on the derivative of N is needed. For this,
we prove below some results involving the derivatives of D and H: the Pohozaev inequality (3.21) will
be a relevant tool for this purpose.

Lemma 4.3. Let D and H be defined in (4.1) and (4.2), respectively. Then
(i) H e Wl 0,1) and

loc

(4.5) H'(r) :2r2S*N*1/ tl’QSUa—U ds
o+ B ov

in a distributional sense and a.e in (0,1);

(i) D e WL (0,1) and

loc

oU

v

(4.6) D'(r) > 2r*=N / s
o+ B;f

2
dS — ker?s N1 / (2sh + Vh - z)| Tr U|? dz
6NB!.

in a distributional sense and a.e. in (0, Ry);
(iii) for a.e. r € (0, Ryp)

(4.7 H'(r) = 2D(r).
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Proof. We omit the proof of (i) because it is similar to that of [DLFV22, Lemma 3.1] (see identity (3.6)
in [DLFV22]). With regard to (ii), the regularity of D follows from the coarea formula, which ensures
that

, A
r»—)/ 72| VU |2 dZ—HS/ (h—|— —2) | TrU|? dz € WH1(0, 1),
B 6B |z |2

in view of (2.21), (2.22), (1.2), and the fact that U € H'(B;,t'72%). Moreover, (4.6) can be derived by
using first the coarea formula to write the distributional derivative of D, and then (3.21) to estimate from
below the term [, p+ t'725|VU[2dS — ko) [ op 12172 Tr U[*dS’. Finally, (4.7) follows from (3.22),

(4.1), and (4.5). O
Now we have all the ingredients to provide an estimate from below of the derivative of .

Lemma 4.4. Let N be defined in (4.3). Then N € WL'(0,R). Furthermore there exists a positive

loc

constant C1 > 0, depending only on N, s, h, A, and 6, such that

(JV(T)JF NQQS

2sp—N

(4.8) N'(r) > —=CyrtF ) for almost every r € (0, Ry).

Proof. We immediately infer that N € Wl’l(O, Ry), by observing that it is the product of D and 1/H,

loc
which belong to W\ (0,1) by Lemma 4.3 (i-ii), with H > 0 in (0, Ry) in view of Lemma 4.1. By direct
calculations, using first (4.7), and then (4.5)—(4.6), we obtain

(fij 1-2s |%_g|2 dS) (f6+BT+ 125772 dS) _ (faﬂej -2y U dS)2

2
(Jo s £1220245)
Jeernp: (28h 4+ Vh - 2)| Tr U|? dx
" Joepr 0202 dS

(4.9) N(r)> 2r

for a.e. 7 € (0, Rp). In order to to estimate the second term on the right-hand side of (4.9), we observe
that, by the Holder inequality and Lemma 2.7,

2sp—N 2sp— N wio 2*L(S)
< V" |12sh+ Vh-z|pecensyr » (/ | Tr > () dm)
€NB.,

/ (2sh + Vh - 2)| Tr U dx
6NnB.,

2ot gN,s 2sp=N 1-2s 2
<Vy 7||28h+Vh-$HLp(<{gmBi)T v Lt |VU|* dz
B

r

A N -2
— ns/ <h+ T)|TrU|2d:c+ S/ A dS)
6¢NB! || 2r Jorpr

for all r € (0, Ro). From this and exploiting (4.1), (4.2) and (4.3), we conclude that
,(2sh + Vh-2)| Tr U|* dz ape N —92
f‘@ﬂBT < Oy it <JV(T) L s)

faJrB;r t1725U2 dsS
for some constant C7 > 0 which depends only on NV, s, h, A, and 6.
Observing that the first term on the right-hand side of (4.9) is positive by the Cauchy-Schwarz in-
equality, applied to U and %Y as vectors in L?(0* B;f,#172%), and combining (4.9) and (4.10), we finally
arrive at (4.8), as desired. O

(4.10)

Rs

Estimate (4.8) allows us to prove the boundedness from above of N and thus the existence of
lim, o+ N (7).

Lemma 4.5. There exists a constant Co > 0 such that
(4.11) N(r) < Cy  for every r € (0, Ro).
Proof. By (4.8), for almost every 7 € (0, Ry) we have

<JV(-) + NQQS)I(T) > oy <J\/(7) N N — 25> |
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By (4.4), we can divide by N (1) + NEQS, thus obtaining, after integration over (r, Ry) for any r € (0, Ro),

N(r) + N;QS < (JV(RO) L N2

The proof of (4.11) is thereby complete. O

2sp—

25;7 N
) exp ( Crp ~ o ) for every r € (0, Ry).

Lemma 4.6. The limit lim, _,q+ N(r) does exist and is finite.

[[-j C C EJV( )’ O a.€ e(:’ {O)’ as
N_QS 1 2sp— N_QS

we observe that it is the sum of a nonnegative function, by Lemma 4.4, and of a L'(0, Ry)-function, by

(4.11) and the fact that p > 2. Therefore, from the absolute continuity of A it follows that, for any

2s
re (0, Ro),

N(7) = {N'(T) Loy

Ro
N(r) = N(Ro) — N (1) dr

T

- /ORU Kooy () {W/(T) Oy T (J\/(T) + N — 25)} dr

2
o 2sp— N — 2
—|—/ X(r,Ro) (T)C1 TS = (J\/(T) + 5 S) dr.
0

Hence, the existence of the limit lim,_,o+ N (r) follows from the monotone convergence theorem and the
Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem. Furthermore, such a limit is finite as a consequence of (4.4)
and (4.11). O

From now on, we will denote

(4.12) v:= lim N(r).

r—0+
In the following lemma we exhibit two inequalities, providing an upper and lower bound estimate for the
order of magnitude of H(r) as r — 0F.
Lemma 4.7. There exists a constant C3 > 0 such that
H(r)
(4.13) 2

< C5 forallr € (0,Ry).

Furthermore, for any € > 0 there exists a constant Cy = Cy(g) > 0 such that
H(r)

2'y+8

(4.14) >Cy  forallr € (0,Ro).

Proof. In view of Lemma 4.6 and letting v be as in (4.12), for all p € (0, Ry) we have

(4.15) / N(

From this, (4.8), and (4.11), we deduce that, for all p € (0, Rp),

N —2s 2sp— N
2 )P

P
> — [ J— —+
Np)Z7 =G 2sp— N <02

Hence, in view of (4.7) and (4.3), for a.e. p € (0, Ry) we have

H'(p) 2 2 N —2s\ _j z2e-n

4.1 = — >y —C T

with C] = zigi};v' Integrating (4.16) with respect to p over (r, Rg) for any fixed r € (0, Ry), we ob-
tain (4.13).

As for (4.14), the proof is also based on the integration of the identity %/ = %J\/ , after estimating N
from above with v 4 5 is a neighbourhood of 0, as made possible by Lemma 4.6 and (4.12). O
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Lemma 4.8. The limit
H(r)

r—0t+ 727

(4.17)

does exist and is finite.

Proof. In light of (4.13), we only have to show that the limit does exist. By (4.7), (4.3) and (4.15), for
a.e. p € (0, Ry) we have

d Hp) _H'p) , H(p) _2D(p) —vH(p)) _ / N
2w+1

dp p2w p2'y p2w+1 p2w+1

2H P sp— 20’ P sp—
= pQ'V(fl)/O (JV/(T) +C§7‘71+¥) dr — 7p27+1 )/0 TR g

where C} = Cy (C + N 52). Integrating the above identity with respect to p € (r, Ro) for any fixed
r € (0, Ro), we obtain

H(Ry) H(r) _, [f™H(p) [* s yp2men 20y (B H(p) 4420w
Rg’y T2y _Q/T p27+1/0 (W( )+ Cor )dep_Qsp—N T p dp.

The first term on the right hand side of the above identity has a limit as r — 0" by the monotone
convergence theorem, since the integrand is nonnegative as a consequence of Lemma 4.1, (4.8) and (4.11).
The second term admits a finite limit as r — 0% by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem and
(4.13). O

4.2. Blow-up analysis. In this section, we perform a blow-up analysis at a given conical boundary point
(fixed at the origin, without loss of generality). Given a non-trivial weak solution U € H'(B;,t'72%) to
(1.9), we are interested in the limiting behaviour, as 7 — 07, of the following blow-up family

U
(4.18) wi(z) = L 01,
H(T)
Applying the change of variable z — 72z, one may immediately observe that
(4.19) / 25w |2 dS = 1.
a+Bt

Moreover, for any 7 € (0,1), w™ € Hl(Bfr/T, t172%) is a weak solution to

div(t'=2*Vw™) =0 in BT/T
(4.20) —limy_,o+ 12 0w™ = Ky (7‘28]1(7‘1‘) + #) Trw™ on 6N By,

w” =0 onBi/T\(G,
ie.

A
/ t172svw‘r . V'l/) dz = [{S/ <T2Sh(T:C) + —25> Trw” Tr'l/)dl'
B+ 6NB],, ||

1/
for every 1 € C’fo(Bf/T U(€n Bi/r))

Lemma 4.9. Let Ry be as in (3.11) and w”™ be defined in (4.18), for every T € (0, Ry). Then there exists
a positive constant M > 0 such that

(4.21) ||wTHH1(Bl+7t1,23) <M for every T € (0, Ro).
Proof. By Lemma 2.6 and the change of variable z — 7z, we have

A N -2
/ t1725|VU|2dz—/£s/ (h+ ) |TrU|2 dx > —787-N72SH(7.)/ t1*25|w7|2 ds
BF 6nB. || 2 o+BT

~ N -2
+ N7 H (1O (/ |VwT|? dz + S/ t1_25|w7|2d8’>
B 2 o+Bt

for every 7 € (0, Rp). Dividing by 7V~25H(7) and taking into account (4.19), we deduce that

N -2
N(r)>C / Vw2 dz + i
B

1

(C—1).
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The latter, combined with (4.11), allows us to conclude that ||Vw7||L2(Bl+ 41-2s) is bounded uniformly
with respect to 7 € (0, Rp). From this and [FF14, Lemma 2.4], we get (4.21). O

The next lemma provides some crucial doubling-type properties.

Lemma 4.10. There exists a constant Cs > 0 such that, for every T € (0, Ro/2) and every R € [1,2],

1 H(R7)

4.22 - < < C

(4.22) G = H) C

(423> / t1725|w7|2 dz S 052N+272s/ t1725|wRT|2 dz
Bf; Bf

and

(424) / t1—25|vw7|2 dz < 052N—25/ t1—23|vaT|2 dz.
B B

Proof. Putting together (4.3), (4.4), (4.7), and (4.11), we deduce that, for a.e. r € (0, Rp),
N —2s < H'(r) < 2_02
r T H(r) = r
Integrating the above inequality over (7, R7), with 1 < R <2 and 7 € (0, Ro/R), we obtain
X H(R
925N < # <4% foranyl < R<2and T € (0, Ry/R),
T

that implies (4.22), which is trivially satisfied if R = 1. As for the proof of (4.23), we notice that, applying
first the change of variable z — 72 and then z — (R7)7 !z, one has

25s—2—N H
/ 1725 |w2 dz = T / A=25772 1, — RN 2542 (RT) / £1-25 | B7)2 4z
B} H(r) Bf. H(r) Bf
for every 7 € (0, Ryo/2) and R € [1,2]. This, combined with (4.22), leads to (4.23). The proof of (4.24) is
analogous. O

The following result provides an estimate of the boundary energy for a selection of radii.

Lemma 4.11. There exist M > 0 and 19 € (0, Ro/2) such that, for every T € (0,79), there exists
R, € [1,2] such that

(4.25) / 2| Vw2 dS < M/ 25| Vw2 dz.
o+ Bf Bf.

Proof. From (4.21) and (4.23)—(4.24) with R = 2, it follows that
(4.26) {w™}re(0,ry2) s bounded in H'(BF,t'~%%).
We also observe that, for every fixed 7 € (0, Ry/2), the function

frir— / 2|V |2 dz
Bf
is absolutely continuous in [0, 2] with distributional derivative given by

fi(r) = /3+B+ t1_2s|VwT|2dS for a.e. r € (0,2).

We argue by contradiction and assume that, for any M > 0, there exists a sequence 7, — 01 such that
fr.(r) > Mfr,(r)
for a.e. r € (1,2) and for every n € N. An integration of the last inequality leads to
fe(2)>eMf. (1) for every n € N.
Therefore

(4.27) lim irif fr(1) <liminf £, (1) < limsup f,, (1) < e M lim sup fr. (2) < e M lim sup f-(2).
T—0 n—00

n—o0 n—oo —07t
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We observe that limsup, o+ f-(2) < 400 by (4.26); hence we can pass to the limit as M — +oco in
(4.27), thus obtaining liminf,_,o+ f-(1) = 0. Hence there exists a sequence 7, — 07 such that

(4.28) /B+ 2| Vuw™ *dz — 0 as n — oo.
By (4.21), up to consider a subsequence still denoted with 7,, there exists w € H'(B;",t'72%) such that
(4.29) w™ —w  weakly in H'(B],t172%).
By (4.28), (4.29), and weak lower semicontinuity of the norm, we conclude that
(4.30) /Bf 72| Vw|* dz = 0.
From (4.29), (4.19), and the compactness of the trace map
(4.31) tr: HY (B, t172%) — L*(01 B, t'72%),
it follows that

/ 25 w|?dS =1

o+ B

This, together with (4.30), implies that
(4.32) w = const # 0 in B

On the other hand, since the space of all functions in H*(B;,#72%) with null trace on B \  is weakly
closed in HY(B{,#'7%%), from (4.20) and (4.29) we deduce that Trw = 0 on Bf \ Q. This contradicts
(4.32), thus completing the proof. O

Combining Lemmas 4.10 and 4.11, we obtain the following uniform bound of energies on 9 B, for
blow-up functions with scaling parameter of the form 7R..

Lemma 4.12. There exists M > 0 such that, for every T € (0, 7o),
/ 1725\ VB 2 dS < M.
o+Bt

Proof. By the change of variable z — R;z, from (4.22), (4.25), and (4.24) it follows that
H(r)

t172s|vaR,.|2 ds S R71_+257N / t1’25|VwT|2 ds
/a+Bl+ H(TR-) Jor By

<2050 / 1725V 2 dy < 21N 25020 / #1725\ Vo™ |2 g
Bf, Bf

The thesis then follows from (4.21), since TR, < Ry. O
Remark 4.13. As a consequence of Lemma 4.12, we have that, for any sequence 7, — 0T, there exist a
subsequence {7,, }xen and a function & € L2(0F B, #172¢) such that
A
v

Lemma 4.14. Let v be defined in (4.12). Then, there exists an eigenvalue p;, of problem (1.12) such
that

N —25\? N —2s
(433) 7\/( . ) by -
1725)_

Furthermore, for every sequence 1, — 0T, there exist a subsequence {T,, }ren and a L2(Sf,9N+1
normalized eigenfunction v associated with (1, such that

— ¢ weakly in L2(0T B}, t'7%%) as k — oo.

we(z) = |27y (i) as k — oo in HY(B;,t172).

2|
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Proof. We observe that, in view of (4.21), the family {w™#"} ¢ (0 7,), with R, € [1,2] being as in Lemma
4.11, is bounded in H(B;,t'72%). Therefore, for any sequence 7, — 07, there exist a subsequence
{70, Yren and w € HY (B}, t172%) such that

(4.34) w™ e~y as k — oo weakly in H (B}, t172%).

We observe that, by (4.19), (4.34), and the compactness of the trace map (4.31) we have
(4.35) / 128 w|? dS = 1,
o+ B

so that, in particular, w # 0.
We split the rest of the proof into several steps.

Step 1. Our first goal is to show that the convergence in (4.34) is actually a strong convergence, i.e.
(4.36) w5 as k — oo strongly in HY(B, #172%).

+

1/ r, il k is sufficiently large, by (4.20) we have
np g,

To this aim, we notice that, since B;” C B

(4.37) / +t1_2stT"'kR*nk Vipdz = ks / (Tni R, ) h(T, Rr,, @) Trw™s ¥ Trop da
Bl

“¢nB;
A ow™ s
+ Fis / — Trw e e Teap da + / =% 4 dS,
¢nsy |7|** o+BF ov

for every ¢ € HY(B;,t'72%) with Tre) = 0 on B} \ 6 and for sufficiently large k. By the continuity
of the trace operator (1.11) from H!(B7,t'2%) to L2 ()(B}), the boundedness of {w™ "}, oy in
HY(Bf,t'72%), and Holder’s inequality, we have

(4.38) / (Tng Ry, )2 W7, Ry, @) Trw™ i Tropdz — 0
¢nB; * *
and / (Tny Ry, )27, Ry, )| Trw™ Bmi [2dz — 0 as k — oo.
¢nB; * *

In addition, using (4.34) and the fact that
Tr: HY (B, t172%) — L*(B}, |z|~2%) is continuous,

which in turn follows from [FF14, Lemma 2.5], we deduce that

Trw™ B Trw
S

—\
|z[* ||

(4.39) weakly in L*(B}).

In light of (4.34), (4.38), (4.39), and Remark 4.13, up to extracting a further subsequence, we can pass
to the limit in (4.37) as k — oo, thus obtaining

A ,
(4.40) / tl_QSVw-Vz/szzfis/ —QTerdeJr/ t=* ey dS
B ¢nB; 171> o+ Bf

for every 1 € H' (B, t'72%) with Tr¢) = 0 on B} \ 6.
On the other hand, testing (4.37) with ¢ = w™ "™ yields

, A
/ t1_2‘5|VwT"’fRT"k |2 dz — HS/ S |TI"LUTnkRTnk |2 dr
B enp] |7|**
2 Trp Rom 12 g Ow g
- ns/ (T R, )2 By R )| Tr ™ oo 2 +/ e
%nB;, * * o+ B} v

Using (4.38), Remark 4.13, and the fact that
(4.41) w5 in L2(07 By, £17%)

as a consequence of (4.34) and the compactness of the trace map (4.31), we can pass to the limit in the
above identity as k — oo, thus obtaining
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. A
(4.42)  lim / 128 Vw2 dz — gy / | Traw™ o |2 da
koo \ [ enp] |7|**

, A
:/ t1_25§wd5:/ 1728 Vw|? dzfns/ T|Trw|2d:c,
o+ By Bf ¢nBy T[>

1

in view of (4.40) with ¢ = w. We observe that the H*(B;,¢72%)-norm is equivalent to the norm

, A N -2 bz
(/ 725 Vu)? dz—fis/ T|Trv|2dx+ ° / 172592 dz> ,
B By |=* 2 o+Bf

1

by (2.21), the continuity of the trace operator (4.31), and [FF14, Lemma 2.4]. Hence (4.42), together
with (4.41) and (4.34), implies (4.36).

Step 2. In this step we give an explicit description of the limit profile w. To this aim, we consider its
Almgren frequency function, defined as

D,
Nw(r) == HwE:; for every r € (0, 1],
where
A
Dy(r) = 25N / 72| Vw|? dz — KS/ sl Trw|? dx
B ¢np; |z[*
and
(4.43) Hy(r) = r?s=N-1 / 252 d8S.
ot B

We notice that (4.40) is the weak formulation of the problem

div (t'72*Vw) =0 in Bf
(4.44) —limy_, o+ 1720w = nﬁ Trw in €N B,
Trw=0 in By \ 6.

We remark that the definition of &, is well-posed: indeed, since w # 0, one can argue as in the proof of
Lemma 4.1, with h = 0, to verify that H,(r) > 0 for every r € (0,1].
Next, for every k € N and r € (0, 1], we define

Dy (r) = T25N<\/B+t125|v’u}7-nk Ry, |2dz—rs /QQB/((Tnk R, )25 (7o, R, z>+ﬁ) | T w™* Rep, |2dz>

and

Hy(r) := 7,23—N—1/ t1—23|wmkRmk |2 ds.
15}

+ Bt
By direct computations we have
D(ry, R:, T) H(tp, R, 7)
Di(r)= ———="= and Hi(r)= —— %",
H (7, RTnk ) H(7y, R‘rnk )
and hence, by definition of N (see (4.3)),
D(Tnqu—nkT) _ Dy (r)
H (7, RTnk r)  Hg(r)

(4.45) N(Toy Rr, 1) = for all r € (0,1] and k € N.

Moreover, from (4.36), (4.38), (2.21), and (4.41) it follows that, for every fixed r € (0, 1]
(4.46) Di(r) = Dy(r) and Hy(r) = Hy(r) ask — oo.
Combining (4.46) with the fact that

lim N (7, Ry, 7) =7 for every fixed r € (0,1]

k— o0
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as a consequence of (4.12), and letting k& — oo in (4.45), we conclude that N, (r) = ~ for all » € (0,1].

Hence N, (r) = 0 for every r € (0,1). Combining the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality with estimate (4.9) for
h = 0, we infer that

2
(T O 321 05) (T 0 005)  (Jp s =8 )

(faﬂaj t=2sw? dS) 2
dw

2 2
/ =2 ds (/ 1252 dS) — (/ t”swa—w dS) =0
o+ B v o+ B o+ B ov

for a.e. 7 € (0,1). In particular, w and 2% are parallel vectors in L2(0F B;f,t17%) for a.e. r € (0,1), i.e.
there exists 1 : (0,1) — R such that

0=N,(r)> 2r >0

)

so that

d 0
(4.47) d—w(r@) = 8—w(7°9) =n(r)w(rf) for a.e. r € (0,1) and for every 6 € S¥.
r v
From (4.47), (4.43), and (4.5) we deduce that n = $H/,/H,, a.e. in (0,1), so that, in view of (4.7),
n(r) = Nulr) _ 3 for a.e. 7 € (0,1).
0% r

Therefore, integrating (4.47) over (r,1) for some fixed r € (0,1), we obtain
(4.48) w(rd) = r74p(0) for every r € (0,1) and € SY,
where ¢ = w|SN. Furthermore, (4.35) implies that

+

(4.49) [ oxzvoras =1,
SN

+

so that 1 # 0 on S¥. Moreover, the condition Trw = on B} \ 2 implies that ¢ € V,,, being V,, defined
in (1.13). By plugging (4.48) into (4.44), in view of [FF14, Lemma 2.1] we infer that

Y+ N = 28)r7 7120 Z 0 (6) + 17 P diven (O T Ven 9(6)) = 0,

that is, 9 is an eigenfunction of problem (1.12) associated with the eigenvalue y(y 4+ N — 2s). Therefore,
by Proposition 2.8, there exists jo > 1 such that uj, = v(y + N — 2s). It follows that either v = yT or

v =1y, where
N —2s N —2s\?
yr=——5 * 5 + Iy -

Then (4.33) must be satisfied because, otherwise, if v = y_, (4.48) would imply

T

Troa) = fof'- (5.0) ¢ (8L 1el )

x|’

which contradicts the fact that w € H'(B;",t172%) and (2.21).
Step 8. To complete the proof, we prove that, up to passing to a further subsequence, w™+ — w as
k — ooin H'(B;,t'72%). To this aim, we observe that, by (4.22), up to a further subsequence, the limits

H(m,R-, ) —
(4.50) ¢:= lim ——** and R:= lim R
k—+o00 H(Tnk) k—+o00

Tny,
exist, with £ € (0, +00) and R € [1,2]. By (4.36), a scaling argument and (4.50) we can verify that
w™r — Vlw(-/R) strongly in H (B}, t'=%dz),

see [DLFV22, Proposition 4.5] for details. On the other hand, (4.48) implies that vZw(-/R) = R 'v/w,
so that the normalization conditions (4.19) and (4.35), together with the continuity of the trace map

(4.31), imply that necessarily R 7V =1, thus completing the proof. O
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The next step consists in proving that the limit in (4.17) is strictly positive. To this aim, letting
{¥;};>1 being the orthonormal basis of L*(SY, H}fo) constructed in Proposition 2.8, we consider the
corresponding Fourier coefficients associated with U, i.e. the functions ¢;(7) defined in (1.19) for every
j>1and 7 € (0,1). Therefore, for every 7 € (0, 1),

(4:51) U(r0) =3 s ()9 (0) in L*(SY, 0377%).

Lemma 4.15. Let pj, be as in Lemma 4.14. Let m € N\ {0} be the multiplicity of p;,, where jo > 1 is
chosen as in (1.18). Then, for every R € (0,1) and j = jo,...,jJo+m —1,

Pj (R) N+ Y= 2s /R N—142s— ,YR7N+25727 /R .
4.52 (7)) =77 " vy gy YRS A ()t
(4.52) () =7 < Ry +N+27*25 i(t) +N+27—2s ; ()

+ O(T’YHS*%) as T — 07,
where, for every T € (0,1) and j = jo,...,jo +m —1, T;(7) is defined in (1.20).
Proof. Let j € {jo,...,jo +m —1}. From (1.9) and (1.12) it follows that ¢; solves

N+1-2s ,

PAGES ,u; (1) = ¢j(7) in the sense of distributions in (0, 1),

(453) ) - ;

J T

where, for every T € (0,1),
G(T) = KT8 2 / h(r6") Tr U(76") Tr¢;(0") dS".
Being Y,(7) as in (1.20), notice that
Gi(r) =7 "N7IY%(7) in the sense of distributions in (0, 1),
which, in view of (4.33), allows us to rewrite (4.53) as follows
*(TN+1+27725(T77(,0]')/)/ = 77T’ (7) in the sense of distributions in (0, 1).

A double integration of the above equation over (7, R), for any R € (0,1) and 7 € (0, R), leads us to
conclude that, for any fixed R € (0, 1), there exists ¢;(R) € R such that, for all 7 € (0, R),

. . —N—-2v+2s _ R
. _ Y (P_] (R) _ ’}/C] (R)R N + Y 2s —N+2s—vy—1 )
(4.54) pi(m) =7 ( 7 N3 m T NTa s ) ! T (t) dt

’YT_N+28_’Y R L
—_ (R () dt | .
+N+2'}/72S c]( )+/-,— J()

We claim that, for every R € (0,1),
(4.55) t s t~NTZ=1Y (1) € L0, R).

To this aim, applying Hélder’s inequality we estimate |Y;(t)| as follows

(4.56) \//%B/ 2)|| Te U(2)|2 dx - \/[m},

Using (2.26) and recalling the definition of the functions D, H and N given in (4.1), (4.2) and (4.3)
respectively, for every ¢ € (0, Ry) we have

2
Trz/)j( )’ dx.

25p—N ep_ N . ¥ ()
(4.57) / (@) TeU () dz < Vi ™ | hlleoenpyt™ 7 ( / | TeU(x)/? <é>dw>
‘€NB; €NB!

2sp—N

N — 2s
<Vy ™ Rl ecensy)

s  2sp—N

ng*t
c

th=2s <D(t) + H (t))

Lo Sn.s N@-n N — 2
=Vy"" lhllLecensy) g tr H(t) (J\/(t)—i— 5 )
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In a similar way, we can estimate the second term in (4.56) as follows

p*N 2*(5) 2%(5)
(4.58) / |h(:c)|}ﬂwj(§—|)} dz <V ¥ bl poenmt ™ / 1 ()| o
6NB] .
25;77]\7 2*(5) 2%(5)
=V 7 [Blliconspt 7 1700 / Ty ()| de
1

2 N * 2% (s)
Sp pfl) = 2% (s)
=V 7 Al pocensnt /B sz a)
1

From (4.56), (4.57), and (4.58), taking into account (4.11) and (4.13), we infer that

(p—1)
IT;(t)] < constt' T 7 forallt e (0, Ro),
and then, since T; is bounded in (0, 1),
|7 ()] < const P+ forallt e (0,1),

for some const > 0 independent of ¢. It follows that, for every R € (0, 1),
R
(4.59) / t=NF2=r=H Y (1) dt < const R*7 7,
0

for some const > 0 independent of R. (4.55) is thereby proved.
We observe that, for every R € (0,1),

R
(4.60) ¢;(R) +/ I (7) dt = 0.
0
Indeed, the function ¢ — ¢7~17,(¢) is integrable in a neighbourhood of 0, due to (4.55) and the fact that
N -2
(4.61) 7> i

_(Nz2s)2

the latter inequality is a consequence of (4.33) and Proposition 2.8, which ensures that p;, > 5

Then, if (4.60) were not true, in view of (4.54) we would have ¢;(7) ~ const 7~ V27 as 7 — 0% for
some const # 0. This would contradict the fact that, by the Parseval identity,
eif < [ G0 as
and hence, in view of [FF14, Lemma 2.4],
1 2
, U
/ TN=I=28 100 (7) 2 dr < / t1_25_(2z) dz < 400.
0 B |z
Then (4.60) is satisfied.
Once (4.60) is proved, we can conclude that
R
(4.62) N2y <Cj(R) +/ 7 (t) dt) = O(T'HQS*%) as 7 — 0.

, we have that, for all 7 € (0, 1),

7 N+2s—y / 7175 (t) dt‘
0

Indeed, by (4.59) and (4.61

(4.61)
7 N+2s=y (cj(R) +/7Rt71Tj(t) dt)’ =
<T

.
_N+2‘S_7/ 2PN =28 = NF2s=9 =1y (1) dt < const PAE T
0

Hence (4.62) is proved. Substituting (4.60) and (4.62) into (4.54), we finally obtain (4.52). O
Lemma 4.16. We have
H
(4.63) lim 2@ >0,
r—0t+ 17

being v defined in (4.12).
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Proof. Recalling the definition of H given in (4.2), using (4.51) and the Parseval identity, we have that
(4.64) H(r) = |o; (1)

j=1
We suppose by contradiction that (4.63) does not hold true: by (4.64), this implies that

lim %_(77):0 for every j = jo,...,Jo +m —1,

which in turn, combined with (4.52), implies that, for every j = jo,...,j0 + m — 1 and R € (0,1),

) o R —N+25—2v R

@j(R)  N+vy—2s / “N-142s— R / -1

t () dt + —— t7 Y (t) dt = 0.
R +N—|—2’y—2s i) JrN—|—2'y—2s i)

Plugging the above identity into (4.52), we obtain that, for every j = jo,...,jo + m — 1,

v N4+~—2s

Fr — / t—N—1+25—VT]—(t)dt+O(ﬂ”s‘%) as T — 0.
Y — 48

pi(t)=-7
From this, (1.19), and (4.59) it follows that, for every j = jo,...,jo +m — 1,

(U(r), Q/JJ)Lz(SN gr2ey = O(TV+257?) as 7 — 07T,

N+1

Using (4.14) with ¢ = 2s — % to estimate from below /H(7), from (4.18) it follows that, for every
j:jOa"'v.jO‘i»m*lv

(4.65) (w ,wJ)LQ(SN pi-2sy = O(r* %) =o0(1) ast— 0%

N+1
On the other hand, by Lemma 4.14 and continuity of the trace map (4.31), for every sequence 7,, — 07,
there exist a subsequence {7, }xen and a function ¢ € span{v; : j = jo,. .., jo +m — 1} satisfying (4.49)
such that w™ — 1 in L? (SN 911\, ff ) as k — co. This would imply the convergence

n 2 _
(w” ka"/})LQ(Si’ 0N ) - Hw”L?(Sf,G}(ff) =1 ask — oo,

which contradicts (4.65). O
We are now ready to prove the asymptotics at the vertex of the cone, stated in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let pj, be as in Lemma 4.14, with jo > 1 chosen as in (1.18) and m € N\ {0}
being the multiplicity of ;. Let {1;}j—j,... jo+m—1 be an orthonormal basis of the eigenspace associated
with the eigenvalue pj,. By Lemma 4.14, for any sequence 7, — 0 there exist a subsequence {7,, }x>1
and a vector (Bj, ..., Bjo+m—1) € R™\ {0} such that

Jo+m—1

— |z[” Z Bib; <| |) in H' (B ,t7%%) as k — oo,

J=Jjo

(4.66) U(T"k )

where we have taken into account also (4.17) and (4.63). To prove (1.21), it is enough to prove that
the coefficients 8; above satisfy (1.22): indeed, showing that the limit depends nor on the sequence {7, }
neither on its subsequence, the thesis follows from Urysohn’s subsequence principle. To this purpose, it
is sufficient to notice that, by (1.19) and (4.66), for every £ = jo,...,jo + m — 1,

Jo+m—1

tim 247ne) _ S gj/ 0L 205 (0)v0(0) dS = By,

k—o0 Tnk i
0

whereas (4.52) yields

m + v — ~R™ +2s— R
. Sﬁl(7nk) QOE(R) N 2s /R N_142s N4+2 27/ )
1_>OO R t TYo(t)dt + ——— 7, () dt
kl 77’Zk 2 N+27725 é() N +2y—2s f()

for every R € (0,1). This completes the proof. O
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Proof of Theorem 1.2. The proof follows from Theorem 1.1. Indeed, if u € 9%2(RY) is a non-trivial weak
solution to (1.1), we can consider its extension U = #(u) € @1’2(Rf+1, t1=2%). We observe that, since
TrU#0in RNV, U #0in Rf +1. then U # 0 in Bi" by classical unique continuation principles for elliptic
operators, see e.g. [GL86]. Therefore, we can apply to U Theorem 1.1. The conclusion finally follows
exploiting the continuity of the trace map (1.11). O
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