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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 Ω ⊂ 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)

{
(−∆)su− λ

|x|2su = hu in Ω

u = 0 in RN \ Ω,

where (−∆)s is the fractional Laplacian of order s ∈ (0, 1), see (2.1)–(2.2), and

(1.2) h ∈W 1,p(Ω) for some p >
N

2s
.

We assume that 0 ∈ ∂Ω is a conical boundary point in the sense that, up to rotations and dilations,
{x ∈ Ω : |x| < 1} = {x ∈ C : |x| < 1}, where C is a cone; that is, denoting as x = (x′, xN ) ∈ RN−1 × R

the variable in R
N ,

(1.3) C = C
ϕ := {(x′, xN ) ∈ R

N−1 × R : xN < ϕ(x′)},
with ϕ : RN−1 → R satisfying

(1.4)

{
ϕ(x′) = |x′|ϕ

(
x′

|x′|

)
, ϕ(0) = 0,

g := ϕ|
SN−2

∈ C1,1.

In particular, ϕ is a 1-homogeneous function; that is, equivalently,

∇x′ϕ(x′) · x′ = ϕ(x′),

by Euler’s theorem. The cone C is an hypographical cone in the sense that it lives below the graph of ϕ.
Of course, its complement RN \ C is an epigraphical cone. Moreover, ∂ Cϕ \ {x′ ∈ RN : |x′| < r} has the
same C1,1-regularity of g for any 0 < r < 1.

The fact that the potential λ|x|−2s has the same homogeneity order as the operator (−∆)s makes the
value of λ 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 λ:

(1.5) λ < ΛN,s(C),

where ΛN,s(C) 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 ΛN,s(R

N ) on the whole of RN 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 Ds,2(RN ) defined in Subsection 2.1, such that u = 0 in RN \ Ω and

(1.6)

∫

RN

|ξ|2sFu(ξ)Fv(ξ) =
∫

Ω

(
λ

|x|2s + h

)
uv dx for every v ∈ C∞

c (Ω),

with F 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 RN+1
+ := RN×(0,+∞). The resulting function U solves

(1.7)





div(t1−2s∇U) = 0 in R
N+1
+

− limt→0+ t
1−2s∂tU = κs

(
h+ λ

|x|2s

)
TrU on Ω× {0}

TrU = 0 on (RN \ Ω)× {0},

with TrU denoting the trace of U on ∂RN+1
+ , see (2.6). Here the full variable in R

N+1
+ is denoted by

z = (x, t) ∈ R
N+1
+ and κs is the explicit positive constant

κs =
Γ(1− s)

22s−1Γ(s)
.
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A weak solution to (1.7) must be understood as a function U belonging to the weighted Beppo Levi space

D1,2(RN+1
+ , t1−2s) defined in (2.5), with TrU supported in Ω and satisfying

(1.8)

∫

R
N+1
+

t1−2s∇U · ∇V dz = κs

∫

Ω

(
h+

λ

|x|2s
)
TrU TrV dx for all V ∈ C∞

c (RN+1
+ ∪Ω).

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

(1.9)





div(t1−2s∇U) = 0 in B+
1

− limt→0+ t
1−2s∂tU = κs

(
h+ λ

|x|2s

)
TrU on Ω ∩B′

1

TrU = 0 on B′
1 \ Ω,

where B+
1 = B1 ∩ R

N+1
+ is the unit half ball in R

N+1
+ , with B1 = {z ∈ RN+1 : |z| < 1} being the unit

(N + 1)-dimensional ball, and B′
1 = B1 ∩ {(x, t) ∈ RN+1 : t = 0} is the N -dimensional thin ball. A weak

formulation of problem (1.9) can be naturally given in the weighted Sobolev space H1(B+
1 , t

1−2s), made
of functions U ∈ L2(B+

1 , t
1−2s) such that ∇U ∈ L2(B+

1 , t
1−2s), and endowed with the norm

‖U‖H1(B+
1 ,t

1−2s) :=

(∫

B+
1

t1−2s|∇U(x, t)|2dx dt+
∫

B+
1

t1−2sU2(x, t)dx dt

)1/2

.

A function U ∈ H1(B+
1 , t

1−2s) is a weak solution to (1.9) if

(1.10)

∫

B+
1

t1−2s∇U · ∇V dz = κs

∫

Ω∩B′

1

(
h+

λ

|x|2s
)
TrU Tr V dx for all V ∈ C∞

c (B+
1 ∪ (Ω ∩B′

1)),

where

(1.11) Tr : H1(B+
1 , t

1−2s) → Hs(B′
1)

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

(1.12)





−divSN
(
θ1−2s
N+1∇SN v

)
= µθ1−2s

N+1 v in S
N
+

− limθN+1→0+ θ
1−2s
N+1∇SN v · e = κsλv on ω ⊆ SN−1

v = 0 on S
N−1 \ ω,

where e = (0, . . . , 0, 1), SN+ := ∂B1 ∩ R
N+1
+ , SN−1 := ∂SN+ = ∂B1 ∩ {(x, t) ∈ RN+1 : t = 0}, and

ω := C∩SN−1 is the spherical cap spanning the cone. We will denote the variable on SN as θ = (θ′, θN+1),
with θ′ = (θ1, ..., θN ).

In order to write the weak formulation of (1.12), we introduce the weighted Sobolev space

H1(SN+ , θ
1−2s
N+1 ) =

{
ψ ∈ L2(SN+ , θ

1−2s
N+1 ) : ∇SNψ ∈ L2(SN+ , θ

1−2s
N+1 )

}

where L2(SN+ , θ
1−2s
N+1 ) = {ψ : SN+ → R measurable:

∫
SN+
θ1−2s
N+1ψ

2(θ) dS <∞}, endowed with the norm

‖ψ‖H1(SN+ ,θ
1−2s
N+1 ) =

(∫

SN+

θ1−2s
N+1

(
|∇SNψ|2 + ψ2

)
dS

)1/2
.

Here dS denotes the volume element on N -dimensional spheres. We also consider the closed subspace of
H1(SN+ , θ

1−2s
N+1 )

(1.13) Vω := {ψ ∈ H1(SN+ , θ
1−2s
N+1 ) : Trψ ≡ 0 in S

N−1 \ ω},
where, with a slight abuse of notation, we denote again by Tr the trace operator

(1.14) Tr : H1(SN+ , θ
1−2s
N+1 ) → L2(SN−1),

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

∫

SN+

θ1−2s
N+1∇SN v · ∇SNϕdS − λκs

∫

ω

Tr vTrϕdS′ = µ

∫

SN+

θ1−2s
N+1vϕ dS for every ϕ ∈ Vω,
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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 {µj}j≥1 of problem (1.12) (depending on λ and C,

and counted with their multiplicities) and an orthonormal basis {ψj}j≥1 of L2(SN+ , θ
1−2s
N+1 ) composed by

eigenfunctions. To be more precise, if

µj̄−1 < µj̄ = µj̄+1 = · · · = µj̄+m̄−1 < µj̄+m̄,

that is m̄ is the multiplicity of the eigenvalue µj̄ with j̄ ≥ 1, the finite family {ψj}j=j̄,...,j̄+m̄−1 is chosen
in such a way that it is an orthonormal basis of the eigenspace associated with the eigenvalue µj̄ .

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

(1.15) N(r) =
r2s−N

(∫
B+

r
t1−2s|∇U |2 dz − κs

∫
Ω∩B′

r

(
h+ λ

|x|2s

)
|TrU |2 dx

)

r2s−N−1
∫
R

N+1
+ ∩∂Br

t1−2sU2 dS
,

which allows us to deduce the existence and finiteness of the limit γ = limr→0+ N(r). We start from this
result to perform a blow-up analysis, proving the convergence of the family of rescaled and renormalized
solutions

wτ (z) :=
U(τz)√
H(τ)

, τ > 0,

to a non-trivial homogeneous limit profile, where the height function r 7→ H(r) is the denominator
of (1.15). Furthermore, in Lemma 4.14 we prove that there exists an eigenvalue µj0 of problem (1.12)
such that

(1.16) γ = γj0 ,

where, for every j ∈ N \ {0} and λ < ΛN,s(C), we define

(1.17) γj :=

√(
N − 2s

2

)2

+ µj −
N − 2s

2
.

Letting m ∈ N \ {0} be the multiplicity of the eigenvalue µj0 , j0 ≥ 1 can be chosen in such a way that

(1.18) µj0−1 < µj0 = µj0+1 = · · · = µj0+m−1 < µj0+m

Letting j0 and m be as in (1.16)–(1.17) and (1.18), for every j = j0, . . . , j0 +m − 1 and τ ∈ (0, 1), we
define

(1.19) ϕj(τ) :=

∫

SN+

θ1−2s
N+1U(τθ)ψj(θ) dS

and

(1.20) Υj(τ) := κs

∫

C∩B′

τ

h(x)TrU(x)Trψj

(
x

|x|

)
dx.

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 ∈ H1(B+
1 , t

1−2s) be a non-trivial weak solution to (1.9). Then there exists an
eigenvalue µj0 of problem (1.12) such that (1.16)–(1.17) is satisfied, with γ = limr→0+ N(r) and N being
as in (1.15). Moreover, if m ∈ N \ {0} is the multiplicity of µj0 , j0 ≥ 1 is chosen as in (1.18), and
{ψj}j=j0,...,j0+m−1 is an orthonormal basis of the eigenspace associated with µj0 , then

(1.21)
U(τz)

τγ
→ |z|γ

j0+m−1∑

j=j0

βjψj

(
z

|z|

)
in H1(B+

1 , t
1−2s) as τ → 0+,

where (βj0 , . . . , βj0+m−1) ∈ Rm \ {0} and, for every j = j0, . . . , j0 +m− 1,

βj =
ϕj(R)

Rγ
+

N + γ − 2s

N + 2γ − 2s

∫ R

0

t−N−1+2s−γΥj(t) dt(1.22)

+
γR−N+2s−2γ

N + 2γ − 2s

∫ R

0

tγ−1Υj(t) dt for all R ∈ (0, 1),
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with ϕj and Υj 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 Ω, 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
RN \Ω, 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 C1,1-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 ∈ Ds,2(RN ) be a non-trivial weak solution to (1.1). Then there exist j0 ∈ N \ {0}
and an eigenfunction Y ∈ H1(SN+ , θ

1−2s
N+1 ) \ {0} of problem (1.12) associated with the eigenvalue µj0 , such

that

(1.23) τ−γj0u(τx) → |x|γj0 TrY
(
x

|x|

)
in Hs(B′

1) as τ → 0+,

where γj0 is defined in (1.17).

Theorem 1.2 is proved by applying Theorem 1.1 to the Caffarelli-Silvestre extension U = H(u); in

particular, the eigenfunction Y appearing in (1.23) turns out to be the term
∑j0+m−1
j=j0

βjψj appearing in

right hand side of (1.21).
A relevant consequence of the previous asymptotics are the following strong unique continuation results

from 0 ∈ ∂Ω, for solutions to (1.9) and (1.1), respectively.

Corollary 1.3. If U ∈ H1(B+
1 , t

1−2s) is a solution to (1.9) having infinite vanishing order at 0, i.e.
U(z) = O(|z|k) as z → 0 for every k ∈ N, then U ≡ 0 in B+

1 .

Corollary 1.4. If u ∈ Ds,2(RN ) is a solution to (1.1) having infinite vanishing order at 0, i.e. u(x) =
O(|x|k) as x→ 0 for every k ∈ N, then u ≡ 0 in RN .

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 Ψ(z) = |z|γj0Y (z/|z|) would satisfy the
equation div(t1−2s∇Ψ) = 0 in C × (0,+∞), with both homogeneous Dirichlet and Neumann conditions
on C. Thus, the trivial extension of Ψ to C × R would be a solution to div(|t|1−2s∇Ψ) = 0, violat-
ing classical unique continuation principles for elliptic operators with A2 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 u of (1.1) vanishes in the complement of Ω in a small neighborhood of the
vertex of the cone, rather than in the whole of RN \ Ω, while still requiring that u has finite energy in
RN , i.e., belongs to Ds,2(RN ). 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 (−∆)s is a non-local operator from the Schwartz space S(RN )
to L2(RN ), defined as

(2.1) (−∆)su(x) = CN,s lim
ε→0+

∫

{y∈RN :|y−x|>ε}

u(x)− u(y)

|x− y|N+2s
dy for every x ∈ R

N ,

where CN,s is a positive constant depending on N and s. Equivalently, (−∆)s can be defined by means
of the unitary Fourier transform F on RN , as follows:

(2.2) (−∆)su = F
−1(|ξ|2sFu(ξ)).

Let Ds,2(RN ) be the completion of C∞
c (RN ) with respect to the norm

‖u‖Ds,2(RN ) =

(∫

RN

|ξ|2s|Fu(ξ)|2 dξ
)1/2

.

We observe that Ds,2(RN ) is a Hilbert space endowed with the scalar product

(u, v)Ds,2(RN ) =

∫

RN

|ξ|2sFu(ξ)Fv(ξ), u, v ∈ D
s,2(RN ).

Moreover, Ds,2(RN ) functions satisfy the following Sobolev inequality:

(2.3) ‖u‖L2∗(s)(RN ) ≤ SN,s‖u‖Ds,2(RN ) for every u ∈ D
s,2(RN ).

Here SN,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

Ds,2(RN ) to its dual (Ds,2(RN ))∗ as follows:

(Ds,2(RN ))∗〈(−∆)su, v〉Ds,2(RN ) = (u, v)Ds,2(RN ) for every u, v ∈ D
s,2(RN ).

Thus, a weak solution to (1.1) is a function u ∈ Ds,2(RN ) such that u = 0 in R
N \ Ω and

(2.4) (Ds,2(RN ))∗〈(−∆)su, v〉Ds,2(RN ) =

∫

Ω

(
λ

|x|2s + h

)
uv dx for every v ∈ C∞

c (Ω),

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 D1,2(RN+1
+ , t1−2s) as the completion of C∞

c (RN+1
+ ) with respect to

the norm

(2.5) ‖U‖
D1,2(RN+1

+ ,t1−2s) =

(∫

R
N+1
+

t1−2s|∇U |2 dz
)1/2

.

It is well known that there exists a linear and bounded trace operator

(2.6) Tr : D
1,2(RN+1

+ , t1−2s) → D
s,2(RN ).

The extension of some u ∈ Ds,2(RN ), in the sense of Caffarelli and Silvestre [CS07], is the unique solution
U = H(u) to the minimization problem

(2.7) min
U∈D

1,2(RN+1
+ ,t1−2s)

TrU=u

{∫

R
N+1
+

t1−2s|∇U |2 dz
}
,

which weakly solves 



div(t1−2s∇U) = 0 in R
N+1
+

− limt→0+ t
1−2s∂tU = κs(−∆)su on RN × {0}

TrU = u on RN × {0},
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i.e.

(2.8)

∫

R
N+1
+

t1−2s∇U · ∇V dz = κs (Ds,2(RN ))∗〈(−∆)su,TrV 〉Ds,2(RN ) for all V ∈ D
1,2(RN+1

+ , t1−2s).

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 C of RN is a cone if αx ∈ C for every x ∈ C and α > 0.

Definition 2.1 (Cone spanned by ω). Given ω ⊆ SN−1, a relatively open subset of SN−1, we define the
open cone C(ω) spanned by ω as

C(ω) := {rθ′ : r > 0, θ′ ∈ ω}.
We observe that C = C(ω) with ω = C ∩ SN−1.
Let C ⊆ RN be an open cone and let ω = C ∩ SN−1. Here, the case C = RN with ω = SN−1 is

included. Let us consider the minimization problem

(2.9) ΛN,s(C) := inf
ϕ∈C∞

c (C)\{0}

∫
RN |ξ|2s|Fϕ(ξ)|2 dξ∫
C
|x|−2s|ϕ(x)|2 dx = inf

φ∈HC

Tr φ 6≡0

∫
R

N+1
+

t1−2s|∇φ|2 dx dt
κs
∫

C
|x|−2s|Trφ|2 dx ,

where HC = {φ ∈ D1,2(RN+1
+ , t1−2s) : Trφ ≡ 0 in RN \ C}. 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) κsΛN,s(C)

∫

C

|Trφ|2
|x|2s dx ≤

∫

R
N+1
+

t1−2s|∇φ|2 dx dt for all φ ∈ HC.

In the case C = RN , the constant is explicitly given in [Her77] and equals

(2.11) ΛN,s(R
N ) = 22s

Γ2
(
N+2s

4

)

Γ2
(
N−2s

4

) > 0.

We observe that the best constant ΛN,s(C) is decreasing with respect to inclusion of cones; indeed, by
inclusion of spaces, for any two open cones C1 ⊆ C2 ⊆ RN , we have

(2.12) ΛN,s(C2) ≤ ΛN,s(C1).

e observe that (2.12) and (2.11) imply that

ΛN,s(C) > 0 for every open cone C ⊆ R
N .

We will prove in Proposition 2.4 that the inequality in (2.12) is indeed strict whenever C1\{0} ⊂ C2. The
proof of the latter fact strongly relies on an equivalent formulation of (2.9) as a minimization problem on
the upper half sphere S

N
+ , as shown in the following lemma. We refer to [Ter96] for the analogous result

for classical Hardy’s inequalities.

Lemma 2.2. Let C ⊆ RN be an open cone and ω = C ∩ SN−1. Then

(2.13) ΛN,s(C) = min
ψ∈Vω\{0}

∫
SN+
θ1−2s
N+1 (|∇SNψ|2 +

(
N−2s

2

)2
ψ2) dS

κs
∫
ω |Trψ|2 dS′

,

where Vω is defined in (1.13).

Proof. Let us define

(2.14) mN,s(C) := inf
ψ∈Vω\{0}

∫
SN+
θ1−2s
N+1 (|∇SNψ|2 +

(
N−2s

2

)2
ψ2) dS

κs
∫
ω |Trψ|2 dS′

.

We first prove that mN,s(C) is attained by a function ψ ∈ Vω (so that the above infimum is indeed a
minimum) and then that

(2.15) mN,s(C) = ΛN,s(C).
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The fact that mN,s(C) is attained follows by the compactness of the trace operator (1.14) (see Remark

2.3 below) and the weak closeness of Vω in H1(SN+ , θ
1−2s
N+1 ). In order to prove (2.15), we first show that

ΛN,s(C) ≤ mN,s(C). To this aim, we consider any function ψ ∈ C∞(SN+ ) such that suppψ ∩ ∂SN+ ⊆ ω.
For any f ∈ C∞

c (0,+∞) such that f 6≡ 0, we define the function v(rθ) = f(r)ψ(θ) for every r > 0 and
θ ∈ SN+ . Rewriting (2.10) for such v, we have

κsΛN,s(C)

(∫ +∞

0

rN−1−2sf2(r) dr

)(∫

ω

ψ2(θ′, 0) dS′

)
(2.16)

≤
(∫ +∞

0

rN+1−2s|f ′(r)|2 dr
)(∫

SN+

θ1−2s
N+1ψ

2(θ) dS

)

+

(∫ +∞

0

rN−1−2sf2(r) dr

)(∫

SN+

θ1−2s
N+1 |∇SNψ(θ)|2 dS

)
.

Since

(2.17) inf
f∈C∞

c (0,+∞)

∫ +∞

0
rN+1−2s|f ′(r)|2 dr

∫ +∞

0
rN−1−2sf2(r) dr

=

(
N − 2s

2

)2

(see [HLP52, Theorem 330]), from (2.16) and a density argument it follows that

ΛN,s(C) ≤
∫
SN+
θ1−2s
N+1 |∇SNψ(θ)|2 dS +

(
N−2s

2

)2 ∫
SN+
θ1−2s
N+1ψ

2(θ) dS

κs
∫
ω |Trψ|2 dS′

for every ψ ∈ Vω . The inequality ΛN,s(C) ≤ mN,s(C) is thereby proved.
It remains to prove the reverse inequality ΛN,s(C) ≥ mN,s(C). To this aim, we consider any function

U ∈ C∞
c (RN+1

+ ) such that suppU ∩ ∂RN+1
+ ⊆ C. Passing to polar coordinates, we have

(2.18)

∫

R
N+1
+

t1−2s|∇U |2 dz

=

∫

SN+

θ1−2s
N+1

(∫ +∞

0

rN+1−2s|∂rU(rθ)|2 dr +
∫ +∞

0

rN−1−2s|∇SNU(rθ)|2 dr
)
dS.

Notice that, by (2.17)

(2.19)

∫

SN+

θ1−2s
N+1

(∫ +∞

0

rN+1−2s|∂rU(rθ)|2 dr
)
dS

≥
(
N − 2s

2

)2 ∫

SN+

θ1−2s
N+1

(∫ +∞

0

rN−1−2s|U(rθ)|2 dr
)
dS.

Thus plugging (2.19) into (2.18), from the definition of mN,s(C) it follows that

∫

R
N+1
+

t1−2s|∇U |2 dz ≥
∫ +∞

0

rN−1−2s

(∫

SN+

θ1−2s
N+1

(
|∇SNU(rθ)|2 +

(
N − 2s

2

)2

U2(rθ)

)
dS

)
dr

≥ mN,s(C)

∫ +∞

0

rN−1−2s

(
κs

∫

ω

|TrU(rθ′)|2 dS′

)
dr = mN,s(C)κs

∫

C

|TrU |2
|x|2s dx.

Notice that above we used that the function θ 7→ U(rθ) belongs to C∞
c (SN+ ) with trace supported in ω.

A density argument and the definition of ΛN,s(C) given in (2.9) lead us to ΛN,s(C) ≥ mN,s(C). �

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 Hs(B′

1) →֒ L2(B′
1) (see [DNPV12, Theorem 7.1]).

More precisely, let us consider a sequence {ψn}n bounded in H1(SN+ , θ
1−2s
N+1 ). Let f ∈ C∞

c (0,+∞), f 6≡ 0.

Defining vn(rθ) = f(r)ψn(θ) for every r ∈ (0, 1) and a.e. θ ∈ SN+ , by direct computations the sequence

{vn} turns out to be bounded in H1(B+
1 , t

1−2s), so that the sequence {Tr vn} is bounded in Hs(B′
1) by

the continuity of the operator (1.11). Hence, by compactness of the embedding Hs(B′
1) →֒ L2(B′

1), there



UNIQUE CONTINUATION FROM CONICAL BOUNDARY POINTS FOR FRACTIONAL EQUATIONS 9

exists a subsequence {vnk
} such that {Tr vnk

} converges (hence being a Cauchy sequence) in L2(B′
1). It

follows that
∫

B′

1

|Tr vnk
− Tr vnj |2 dx =

(∫ 1

0

rN−1f2(r) dr

)(∫

SN−1

|Trψnk
− Trψnk

|2 dS′

)
−→
k,j→∞

0,

hence {Trψnk
} is a Cauchy sequence in L2(SN−1), thus converging in L2(SN−1).

As a consequence of Lemma 2.2, we have

(2.20) κsΛN,s(C)

∫

ω

|Trψ|2 dS′ ≤
(
N − 2s

2

)2 ∫

SN+

θ1−2s
N+1ψ

2 dS +

∫

SN+

θ1−2s
N+1 |∇SNψ|2 dS for all ψ ∈ Vω.

Another relevant consequence of Lemma 2.2 is the following result.

Proposition 2.4. Let us consider two open cones C1, C2 ⊆ RN such that C1 \ {0} ⊂ C2. Then

ΛN,s(C2) < ΛN,s(C1).

Proof. Let us suppose by contradiction that ΛN,s(C2) = ΛN,s(C1). Since C1 \ {0} ⊂ C2, then ω1 ⊂ ω2,
where ωi = Ci∩SN−1 for i = 1, 2. Thanks to Lemma 2.2, there exists ψ ∈ Vω1 \{0} ⊂ Vω2 \{0} attaining
the minimum in (2.13) with C = C1, which is equal to ΛN,s(C1) = ΛN,s(C2); hence ψ also attains the
minimum in (2.13) with C = C2. Thus, ψ solves, for both i = 1, 2,





−div(θ1−2s
N+1∇SNψ) +

(
N−2s

2

)2
θ1−2s
N+1ψ = 0 in SN+

− limθN+1→0+ θ
1−2s
N+1∇SNψ · e = κsΛN,s(Ci)ψ on ωi

Trψ = 0 on SN−1 \ ωi.
In order to get a contradiction we focus on what happens in ω2 \ω1, which is a non empty open subset of
SN−1: here the conditions Trψ = 0 and limθN+1→0+ θ

1−2s
N+1∇SNψ · e = 0 are both satisfied, and hence the

contradiction follows by unique continuation. Indeed, the function Ψ(z) = |z|−(N−2s)/2ψ(z/|z|) would

satisfy the equation div(t1−2s∇Ψ) = 0 in C̃ × (0,+∞), where C̃ = {rθ′ : r > 0 and θ′ ∈ ω2 \ ω1}, with
both homogeneous Dirichlet and Neumann conditions on C̃. Thus, the trivial extension of Ψ to C̃ × R

would solve div(|t|1−2s∇Ψ) = 0 and violate classical unique continuation principles for elliptic operators
with A2 Muckenhoupt weights, see e.g. [GL86,TZ08]. �

Lemma 2.5. For every r > 0 and φ ∈ H1(B+
r , t

1−2s) such that Trφ ≡ 0 on B′
r \ C, there holds

(2.21) κsΛN,s(C)

∫

C∩B′

r

|Trφ|2
|x|2s dx ≤

∫

B+
r

t1−2s|∇φ|2 dz + N − 2s

2r

∫

∂+B+
r

t1−2sφ2 dS,

where ∂+B+
r = R

N+1
+ ∩Br.

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 φ ∈ C∞
c (B+

r \ (RN \ C)), exploiting (2.20) and [FF14, Lemma 2.4], and then for every
φ ∈ H1(B+

r , t
1−2s) such that Trφ ≡ 0 on B′

r \ C by a density argument. �

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 S̃N,s > 0 such that, for all r > 0 and
V ∈ H1(B+

r , t
1−2s),

(2.22)

(∫

B′

r

|Tr(V )|2∗(s) dx
) 2

2∗(s)

≤ S̃N,s

(
N − 2s

2r

∫

∂+B+
r

t1−2sV 2dS +

∫

B+
r

t1−2s|∇V |2dz
)
,

where 2∗(s) = 2N
N−2s is the critical fractional Sobolev exponent.

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

Lemma 2.6. For every α > 0, there exists rα ∈ (0, 1) such that, for any r ∈ (0, rα], f ∈ Lp(C ∩ B′
1)

such that ‖f‖Lp(C∩B′

1)
≤ α and V ∈ H1(B+

r , t
1−2s) such that TrV ≡ 0 on B′

r \ C,

(2.23)

∫

B+
r

t1−2s|∇V |2 dz − κs

∫

C∩B′

r

(
f +

λ

|x|2s
)
|Tr V |2 dx+

N − 2s

2r

∫

∂+B+
r

t1−2sV 2 dS
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≥ C̃

(∫

B+
r

t1−2s|∇V |2 dz + N − 2s

2r

∫

∂+B+
r

t1−2sV 2 dS

)
,

where C̃ = C̃(N, s, λ, C) ∈ (0, 1) is a positive constant depending only on N , s, λ, and C.

Proof. Let r ∈ (0, 1), f ∈ Lp(C∩B′
1), and V ∈ H1(B+

r , t
1−2s) such that Tr V ≡ 0 on B′

r \ C. By Hölder’s
inequality and (2.22) we have

(2.24)

∫

C∩B′

r

|f ||TrV |2 dx ≤ V
2sp−N

Np

N ‖f‖Lp(C∩B′

1)
r

2sp−N
p

(∫

B′

r

|TrV |2∗(s) dx
) 2

2∗(s)

≤ V
2sp−N

Np

N S̃N,s‖f‖Lp(C∩B′

1)
r

2sp−N
p

(∫

B+
r

t1−2s|∇V |2 dz + N − 2s

2r

∫

∂+B+
r

t1−2sV 2 dS

)
,

where VN is theN -dimensional Lebesgue measure ofB′
1. Moreover, the term involving the Hardy potential

can be estimates using (2.21) as follows

(2.25) κsλ

∫

C∩B′

r

|TrV |2
|x|2s dx ≤ λ

ΛN,s(C)

(∫

B+
r

t1−2s|∇V |2 dz + N − 2s

2r

∫

∂+B+
r

t1−2sV 2 dS

)
.

Thus, combining (2.24) and (2.25), we obtain that, if α > 0 and ‖f‖Lp(B′

1∩C) ≤ α,

∫

B+
r

t1−2s|∇V |2 dz − κs

∫

C∩B′

r

(
f +

λ

|x|2s
)
|TrV |2 dx+

N − 2s

2r

∫

∂+B+
r

t1−2sV 2 dS

≥
(
1− λ

ΛN,s(C) − κsV
2sp−N

Np

N S̃N,sα r
2sp−N

p

)(∫

B+
r

t1−2s|∇V |2 dz + N−2s
2r

∫

∂+B+
r

t1−2sV 2 dS

)
.

Choosing rα ∈ (0, 1) sufficiently small so that

κsV
2sp−N

Np

N S̃N,sα r
2sp−N

p
α <

1

2

(
1− λ

ΛN,s(C)

)
,

we then obtain that (2.23) is satisfied for all r ∈ (0, rα], f ∈ Lp(C ∩B′
1) such that ‖f‖Lp(C∩B′

1)
≤ α and

V ∈ H1(B+
r , t

1−2s) such that TrV ≡ 0 on B′
r \ C, with C̃ = 1

2

(
1− λ

ΛN,s(C)

)
. �

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

Lemma 2.7. Let α > 0 and rα ∈ (0, 1) be as in Lemma 2.6. Then, for every r ∈ (0, rα], f ∈ Lp(C∩B′
1)

such that ‖f‖Lp(C∩B′

1)
≤ α, and V ∈ H1(B+

r , t
1−2s) such that Tr V ≡ 0 on B′

r \ C, we have

(2.26)

∫

B+
r

t1−2s|∇V |2 dz − κs

∫

C∩B′

r

(
f +

λ

|x|2s
)
|Tr V |2 dx+

N − 2s

2r

∫

∂+B+
r

t1−2sV 2 dS

≥ C̃

S̃N,s

(∫

C∩B′

r

|TrV |2∗(s) dx
) 2

2∗(s)

,

being C̃ and S̃N,s as in Lemma 2.6 and (2.22), respectively.

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

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

(2.27)





div(t1−2s∇Φ) = 0 in R
N+1
+

− limt→0+ t
1−2s∂tΦ = κsλ

|x|2sΦ on C × {0}
Φ = 0 on (RN \ C)× {0},

for a given open cone C, with λ < ΛN,s(C). Homogeneous solutions are of the form

Φ(z) = |z|γΦ
(
z

|z|

)
,

for some homogeneity degree γ = γ(s, λ, C). Considering the spherical cap ω = C ∩ SN−1, 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, Φ is a γ-homogeneous solution to (2.27) if
and only if the value µ, related to γ by formulas

µ = γ(N − 2s+ γ), γ =

√(
N − 2s

2

)2

+ µ− N − 2s

2
,

is an eigenvalue of (1.12), with v = Φ
∣∣
SN+

as an associated eigenfunction; see [FF14, Lemma 2.1].

Let us also remark that, fixed an open cone C, the eigenfunction of (1.12) associated to the first eigen-
value µ1 = µ1(N, s, λ, C) 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 λ = 0. In the latter case one has

µ1 = µ1(N, s, 0, C) ∈ [0, 2sN ] and γ1(N, s, 0, C) =

√(
N−2s

2

)2
+ µ1 − N−2s

2 ∈ [0, 2s],

being the extremal cases verified if and only if C = R
N or C = ∅, respectively. Moreover, γ1(N, s, 0, C)

and µ1(N, s, 0, C) 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 {µj}j≥1 ⊂
(
−
(
N−2s

2

)2
,+∞

)
of real eigenvalues of

problem (1.12)(repeated according to their finite multiplicities) such that µj → +∞, and an orthonormal

basis {ψj}j≥1 of L2(SN+ , θ
1−2s
N+1 ), such that ψj is an eigenfunction of (1.12) associated with µj for all j.

Proof. We first notice that the space Vω defined in (1.13) is compactly embedded in L2(SN+ , θ
1−2s
N+1 ) in

view of [OK90, Theorem 19.7]. Moreover, the bilinear form a : Vω × Vω → R defined as

a(ϕ, ψ) :=

∫

SN+

θ1−2s
N+1∇SNϕ · ∇SNψ dS − λκs

∫

ω

TrϕTrψ dS′ for any ϕ, ψ ∈ Vω

is continuous by continuity of the trace map (1.14) and weakly coercive on Vω by (2.20): indeed, for every
ψ ∈ Vω ,

a(ψ, ψ) +

(
N − 2s

2

)2

‖ψ‖2
L2(SN+ ,θ

1−2s
N+1 )

=

∫

SN+

θ1−2s
N+1 |∇SNψ|2 dS − λκs

∫

ω

|Trψ|2 dS′ +

(
N − 2s

2

)2 ∫

SN+

θ1−2s
N+1 |ψ|2 dS

≥
(
1− λ

ΛN,s(C)

)(∫

SN+

θ1−2s
N+1 |∇SNψ|2 dS +

(
N − 2s

2

)2 ∫

SN+

θ1−2s
N+1 |ψ|2 dS

)
.

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

The first eigenvalue of the sequence {µj}j≥1 given in the previous proposition admits the following
variational characterization

µ1 = min
ψ∈Vω\{0}

∫
SN+
θ1−2s
N+1 |∇SNψ|2 dS − λκs

∫
ω |Trψ|2 dS′

∫
SN+
θ1−2s
N+1ψ

2 dS
.

Remark 2.9. In case λ = 0 and C = RN , 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

{γj(N, s, 0,RN) : j ≥ 1} = N, {µj(N, s, 0,RN ) : j ≥ 1} = {k(k +N − 2s) : k ∈ N}.
In case λ = 0 and C = RN+ = {xN > 0}, then

{γj(N, s, 0,RN+ ) : j ≥ 1} = N+ s, {µj(N, s, 0,RN+ ) : j ≥ 1} = {(k + s)(k +N − s) : k ∈ N},
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.



12 ALESSANDRA DE LUCA, VERONICA FELLI, AND STEFANO VITA

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 C be an open cone. Then, the distance function d(x) := dist(x, ∂ C) is 1-homogeneous,
i.e. d(αx) = αd(x) for all x ∈ C and α > 0. Moreover,

(3.1) ∇d(x) · x = d(x), for a.e. x ∈ C.

Proof. If x ∈ C, there exists y ∈ ∂ C such that |x − y| = d(x). Then, for every α > 0, αx ∈ C and
αy ∈ ∂ C; therefore

d(αx) = min
z∈∂ C

|αx− z| ≤ |αx− αy| = αd(x).

We conclude that d(αx) ≤ αd(x) for all x ∈ C and α > 0. The reverse inequality follows by renaming
x = αx ∈ C and α = 1/α > 0.

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

From now on, we will consider the cone C as defined in (1.3), for some ϕ satisfying (1.4). Let n0 ∈ N

large enough to be appropriately fixed later (see Lemma 3.2). For every n ≥ n0, we consider the following
approximation of C:

(3.2) Cn := {(x′, xN ) ∈ R
N−1 × R : xN < ψn(x

′)}, where ψn(x
′) :=

1

n
+ fn(|x′|)ϕ

(
x′

|x′|

)
,

see Figure 1. The function fn appearing in (3.2) is defined as

fn : [0,+∞) → R, fn(t) =

∫ t

1/n2

ζ(n2s) ds,

where ζ ∈ C∞([0,+∞)) is a fixed function satisfying

ζ(t) = 0 if t ≤ 1, ζ(t) = 1 if t ≥ 2, 0 ≤ ζ(t) ≤ 1 for all t ∈ [0,+∞),

ζ′(t) ≥ 0 for all t ∈ [0,+∞), and

∫ 2

1

ζ(t) dt =
1

2
.

We observe that fn ∈ C∞([0,+∞)) satisfies the following properties:

fn(t) = 0 for every 0 ≤ t ≤ 1

n2
and fn(t) = t− 3

2n2
for every t ≥ 2

n2
,(3.3)

− 3

2n2
≤ fn(t)− tf ′

n(t) ≤ 0 and |fn(t)− t| ≤ 3

2n2
for every t ≥ 0.(3.4)

The sequence of sets {Cn}n approximate C in the sense that

(3.5) for every compact set K ⊂ R
N \ C there exists nK such that K ⊂ R

N \ Cn for all n ≥ nK .

We observe that the function ψn defined in (3.2) is of class C1,1, hence Cn is a C1,1-domain. In particular,
Cn is a translation of the cone C with a smoothening of the vertex. Moreover, this transformation
guarantees a starshapedness condition with respect to 0 on ∂ Cn, as established in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Let n0 = ⌈6M⌉, where M := maxSN−2 |g| and ⌈·⌉ denotes the ceil function. Then, for every
n ≥ n0,

(i) x · ν(x) > 0 on ∂ Cn, where ν(x) stands for the outward unit normal vector to ∂ Cn at x;
(ii) C ⊂ Cn.

Proof. Let us define F (x) := xN − ψn(x
′) for every x = (x′, xN ) ∈ RN−1 × R. By (3.2), we have

(3.6) F (x) = 0 for every x ∈ ∂ Cn,

so that ∂ Cn is a level set for F . Therefore, at every x ∈ ∂ Cn, the outward normal vector to Cn is oriented
upwards and parallel to the gradient of F , which is equal to

(3.7) ∇xF (x
′, xN ) =

(
−f ′

n(|x′|)
x′

|x′|ϕ
(
x′

|x′|

)
− fn(|x′|)

1

|x′|∇θ′ϕ

(
x′

|x′|

)
, 1

)
,

in view of (3.2), where θ′ = x′/|x′|. By (3.2), (3.6) can be rewritten as

(3.8) xN =
1

n
+ fn(|x′|)ϕ

(
x′

|x′|

)
for every x ∈ ∂ Cn.
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Using (3.7), (3.8) and the fact that ∇θ′ϕ and x′ are orthogonal, we have

∇xF (x
′, xN ) · (x′, xN ) =xN − ϕ

(
x′

|x′|

)
f ′
n(|x′|)|x′| − fn(|x′|)∇θ′ϕ

(
x′

|x′|

)
· x

′

|x′|(3.9)

=
1

n
+ fn(|x′|)ϕ

(
x′

|x′|

)
− ϕ

(
x′

|x′|

)
f ′
n(|x′|)|x′|

=
1

n
+ ϕ

(
x′

|x′|

)
(fn(|x′|)− f ′

n(|x′|)|x′|)

≥ 1

n
− 3M

2n2
≥ 3

4n

for every n ≥ n0 = ⌈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

ψn(x
′)− ϕ(x′) =

1

n
+ (fn(|x′|)− |x′|)ϕ

(
x′

|x′|

)
≥ 1

n
− 3M

2n2
≥ 3

4n
,

for every x′ ∈ RN−1 and n ≥ n0. Since C and Cn are the subgraphs of ϕ and ψn, respectively, the above
estimate directly implies (ii). �

3
2n2

1
n

Cn

C

3
2n21

n

Cn

C

Figure 1. Sections of C (in dark blue) and of its smooth approximation Cn (in light
blue).

Let hn ∈ C∞(C ∩B′
1) be such that

(3.10) hn → h in W 1,p(C ∩B′
1).

Let

(3.11) R0 = rα0 ,

being rα0 as in Lemma 2.6 with
α0 = sup

n
‖hn‖Lp(C∩B′

1)
.

For every n ≥ n0, we consider the set

(3.12) Ωn :=

{
z = (x′, xN , t) ∈ R

N+1 : xN < ψn(x
′) +

n

3
fn(t)

}
∩B+

R0
.

The topological boundary of Ωn can be written as

∂Ωn = σn ∪ τn ∪ γn,
where

σn = Cn ∩B′
R0
,

τn =
{
(x′, xN , t) ∈ R

N+1 : xN < ψn(x
′) +

n

3
fn(t)

}
∩ ∂+B+

R0
,

γn =
{
(x′, xN , t) ∈ R

N+1 : xN = ψn(x
′) +

n

3
fn(t)

}
∩B+

R0
,
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σn

τn

γn

Ωn

Figure 2. Section of Ωn.

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

Lemma 3.3. Let n0 be as in Lemma 3.2. If n ≥ n0, z ∈ γn and ν(z) denotes the outward unit normal
vector at z ∈ ∂Ωn, then z · ν(z) > 0.

Proof. For every z = (x′, xN , t) ∈ R
N−1 × R× R, we define

G(z) := xN − ψn(x
′)− n

3
fn(t).

By the definition of γn, it holds that

(3.13) G(z) = 0 for every z ∈ γn.

Thus the outward unit normal vector to ∂Ωn at any z = (x′, xN , t) ∈ γn is given by

(−∇ψn(x′), 1,−n
3 f

′
n(t))√

|∇ψn(x′)|2 + 1 + n2

9 |f ′
n(t)|2

,

and consequently, by (3.13), (3.2), (3.9), and (3.4),
√
|∇ψn(x′)|2 + 1 + n2

9 |f ′
n(t)|2 (z · ν(z)) = (x′, xN , t) ·

(
−∇ψn(x′), 1,−

n

3
f ′
n(t)

)

= xN −∇ψn(x′) · x′ −
n

3
f ′
n(t)t

= ψn(x
′)−∇ψn(x′) · x′ +

n

3
fn(t)−

n

3
f ′
n(t)t

=
1

n
+ ϕ

(
x′

|x′|

)(
fn(|x′|)− f ′

n(|x′|)|x′|
)
+
n

3

(
fn(t)− f ′

n(t)t
)

≥ 3

4n
− 1

2n
=

1

4n
> 0

for n ≥ n0. �

Once a non-trivial weak solution U ∈ H1(B+
1 , t

1−2s) to (1.9) is fixed, the next step is to construct
a family of boundary value problems on each Ωn which approximate the extended problem (1.9), in
the sense that the solutions Un to such approximating problems converge to U . To this aim, let Gn ∈
C∞
c (B+

1 \ (RN \ C)) be such that Gn → U in H1(B+
1 , t

1−2s). It is not restrictive to assume that Gn
vanishes on γn. Let η ∈ C∞([0,+∞)) be a monotone non-decreasing function such that

0 ≤ η ≤ 1, η ≡ 0 in [0, 1], η ≡ 1 in [2,+∞).

Let

ηn(x) := η(nd(x)), x ∈ C,

where d(x) := dist(x, ∂ C). Then, up to extend trivially to zero ηn
(
hn + λ

|x|2s

)
in the whole of σn, we

consider the following approximating boundary value problem

(3.14)





div(t1−2s∇Un) = 0 in Ωn

− limt→0+ t
1−2s∂tUn = κsηn

(
hn + λ

|x|2s

)
TrUn on σn

Un = Gn on γn ∪ τn.
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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 Un, in the sense that

Un ∈ H1(Ωn, t
1−2s), Un = Gn on τn ∪ γn,

and ∫

Ωn

t1−2s∇Un · ∇ψ dz = κs

∫

σn

ηn

(
hn +

λ

|x|2s
)
TrUnTrψ for every ψ ∈ C∞

c (Ωn ∪ σn).

The condition Un = Gn on τn ∪ γn is understood in sense of traces; the trace on τn ∪ γn of any V ∈
H1(Ωn, t

1−2s) is denoted simply as V .

Lemma 3.4. For every n ≥ n0, problem (3.14) admits a unique weak solution Un. Moreover, Un → U
in H1(B+

R0
, t1−2s) (Un being extended trivially to zero in B+

R0
\ Ωn).

Proof. To prove the lemma, we turn to study the following auxiliary problem obtained by setting
Vn = Un −Gn: Vn ∈ H1(Ωn, t

1−2s), Vn = 0 on τn ∪ γn, and

(3.15)

∫

Ωn

t1−2s∇Vn · ∇ψ dz − κs

∫

σn

ηn

(
hn +

λ

|x|2s
)
TrVn Trψ dx

= −
∫

Ωn

t1−2s∇Gn · ∇ψ dz + κs

∫

σn

ηn

(
hn +

λ

|x|2s
)
TrGnTrψ dx

for every ψ ∈ C∞
c (Ωn ∪ σn).

Let Hn be the closure of C∞
c (Ωn ∪ σn) in H1(B+

R0
, t1−2s). We observe that the right-hand side of

(3.15), interpreted as a linear functional on Hn, is continuous and its operator norm is bounded uniformly
with respect to n. Indeed, since ηn ≤ 1, the Hölder inequality, (1.5), and (2.21) yield

(3.16) κs

∣∣∣∣
∫

σn

ηnλ

|x|2s TrGnTrψ dx
∣∣∣∣ ≤

(
κsΛN,s(C)

∫

C∩B′

R0

|TrGn|2
|x|2s dx

)1
2
(
κsΛN,s(C)

∫

C∩B′

R0

|Trψ|2
|x|2s dx

)1
2

≤
(∫

B+
R0

t1−2s|∇Gn|2 dz +
N − 2s

2

∫

∂+B+
R0

t1−2sG2
n dS

)1
2
(∫

B+
R0

t1−2s|∇ψ|2 dz
)1

2

and then we can exploit the boundedness of the sequence {Gn} in H1(B+
R0
, t1−2s) and the continuity of

the trace map from H1(B+
R0
, t1−2s) to L2(∂+B+

R0
, t1−2s) to estimate from above the right-hand side of

(3.16) by const‖∇ψ‖L2(B+
1 ,t

1−2s), for some const > 0 independent of n.

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

By the Lax-Milgram theorem, problem (3.15) thus admits a unique solution Vn ∈ Hn for every fixed
n ≥ n0; consequently, also problem (3.14) has a unique solution Un. After extending each Vn to 0 in
B+
R0

\ Ωn, the stability estimates provided by the Lax-Milgram theorem ensure that the sequence {Vn}
is bounded in H1(B+

R0
, t1−2s). Hence there exist a subsequence {Vnk

} and V ∈ H1(B+
R0
, t1−2s) such that

(3.17) Vnk
⇀ V weakly in H1(B+

R0
, t1−2s) as k → ∞.

Combining (3.15) with a density argument and applying Lemma 2.6 to Vnk
, we get the following inequality

−
∫

B+
R0

t1−2s∇Gnk
· ∇Vnk

dz + κs

∫

C∩B′

R0

ηnk

(
hnk

+
λ

|x|2s
)
TrGnk

TrVnk
dx(3.18)

=

∫

B+
R0

t1−2s|∇Vnk
|2 dz − κs

∫

C∩B′

R0

ηnk

(
hnk

+
λ

|x|2s
)
|TrVnk

|2 dx

≥ C̃

∫

B+
R0

t1−2s|∇Vnk
|2 dz.

On the other hand, TrGn → TrU in L2∗(s)(C ∩ B′
R0

) by (2.22), ηn to 1 a.e. in C ∩ B′
R0

, hn → h in

L
N
2s (C ∩B′

R0
) thanks to (3.10), and Tr Vnk

⇀ TrV in L2∗(s)(B′
R0

) as a consequence of (3.17) and (2.22);

moreover, since the map V 7→ |x|−s TrV is continuous from H1(B+
R0
, t1−2s) to L2(C∩B′

R0
) by (2.21), we
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have that |x|−sTrGn → |x|−s TrU in L2(C∩B′
R0

) and |x|−s TrVnk
⇀ |x|−s Tr V weakly in L2(C∩B′

R0
).

Hence

(3.19) lim
k→∞

∫

B+
R0

t1−2s∇Gnk
· ∇Vnk

dz − κs

∫

C∩B′

R0

ηnk

(
hnk

+
λ

|x|2s
)
TrGnk

TrVnk
dx

=

∫

B+
R0

t1−2s∇U · ∇V dz − κs

∫

C∩B′

R0

(
h+

λ

|x|2s
)
TrU TrV dx = 0,

where in the last equality we have used (1.10), taking into account that the limit V has null trace on
both ∂+B+

R0
and B′

R0
\ C; this is a consequence of the fact that Vnk

∈ Hnk
for all k, TrVnk

⇀ Tr V in

L2∗(s)(B′
R0

), and (3.5). From (3.18) and (3.19) it follows that ‖∇Vnk
‖L2(B+

R0
,t1−2s) → 0 as k → ∞, which

in turn combined with [FF14, Lemma 2.4] and (3.17) allows us to conclude that Vnk
→ 0 strongly in

H1(B+
R0
, t1−2s) as k → ∞. Since the limit actually does not depend on the subsequence, by the Urysohn’s

subsequence principle, we have that Vn → 0 in H1(B+
R0
, t1−2s) as n→ ∞. Therefore Un = Vn+Gn → U

in H1(B+
R0
, t1−2s) as n→ ∞. The proof is thereby complete. �

3.2. A Pohozaev-type inequality. In order to provide a Pohozaev-type inequality for solutions to
(1.9), we fix r ∈ (0, R0) and n >

1
r . Let 0 < δ < ρ < 1

n2 . In this way

B+
ρ ⊂ Ωn ∩B+

r .

In order to proceed with the approximation argument, we consider the following domains

(3.20) Ωr,n,ρ,δ := Ωn ∩ {(x, t) ∈ Br \Bρ : t > δ},
where Ωn is defined in (3.12). Letting

σr,n,ρ,δ := Ωn ∩ {(x, t) ∈ Br \Bρ : t = δ},
τρ,n,δ := Ωn ∩ {(x, t) ∈ ∂Bρ : t > δ},
τr,n,δ := Ωn ∩ {(x, t) ∈ ∂Br : t > δ},
γr,n,δ := ∂Ωn ∩ {(x, t) ∈ Br : t > δ},

we thus have
∂Ωr,n,ρ,δ = σr,n,ρ,δ ∪ τr,n,δ ∪ τρ,n,δ ∪ γr,n,δ,

see Figure 3.

σr,n,ρ,δ

τr,n,δ

γr,n,ρ,δ

τρ,n,δ

Ωr,n,ρ,δ

Figure 3. Section of Ωr,n,ρ,δ.

Proposition 3.5 (Pohozaev inequality). Let U ∈ H1(B+
1 , t

1−2s) be a weak solution to (1.9). Then, for
a.e. r ∈ (0, R0),

r

2

(∫

∂+B+
r

t1−2s|∇U |2 dS − κsλ

∫

C∩∂B′

r

TrU2

|x|2s dS′

)
− r

∫

∂+B+
r

t1−2s

∣∣∣∣
∂U

∂ν

∣∣∣∣
2

dS(3.21)

+
κs
2

∫

C∩B′

r

(∇h · x+Nh)|TrU |2 dx− rκs
2

∫

C∩∂B′

r

h|TrU |2 dS′

≥ N − 2s

2

(∫

B+
r

t1−2s|∇U |2 dz − κsλ

∫

C∩B′

r

|TrU |2
|x|2s dx

)
,

and

(3.22)

∫

B+
r

t1−2s|∇U |2 dz − κs

∫

C∩B′

r

(
h+

λ

|x|2s
)
|TrU |2 dx =

∫

∂+B+
r

t1−2sU
∂U

∂ν
dS
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where ν = z/|z| is the outward unit normal vector to ∂+B+
r .

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→ ∞ and taking advantage of Lemma 3.4. For this, we start
by observing that, for every fixed r ∈ (0, R0), n >

1
r , and 0 < δ < ρ < 1

n2 , the solution Un to problem

(3.14) belongs to H2(Ωr,n,ρ,δ) by classical elliptic regularity theory, see [Gri85, Theorem 2.2.2.3], since
the equation holds true in a C1,1-domain containing the set Ωr,n,ρ,δ. Therefore we are in the position to
integrate over Ωr,n,ρ,δ the following Rellich-Nec̆as identity

div
(
t1−2s|∇Un|2z − 2t1−2s(z · ∇Un)∇Un

)
= (N − 2s)t1−2s|∇Un|2 − 2(z · ∇Un) div(t1−2s∇Un)
= (N − 2s)t1−2s|∇Un|2

which holds true in a classical sense in Ωn∩Br . Since t1−2s|∇Un|2z−2t1−2s(z ·∇Un)∇Un ∈W 1,1(Ωr,n,ρ,δ),
we can apply the divergence theorem on the Lipschitz domain Ωr,n,ρ,δ defined in (3.20); thus

−
∫

σr,n,ρ,δ

δ2−2s|∇Un|2 dx+ 2

∫

σr,n,ρ,δ

δ1−2s(x · ∇xUn + δ∂tUn)∂tUn dx(3.23)

+ r

∫

τr,n,δ

t1−2s|∇Un|2 dS − 2r

∫

τr,n,δ

t1−2s

∣∣∣∣
∂Un
∂ν

∣∣∣∣
2

dS −
∫

γr,n,δ

t1−2s

∣∣∣∣
∂Un
∂ν

∣∣∣∣
2

(z · ν) dS

− ρ

∫

τρ,n,δ

t1−2s|∇Un|2 dS + 2ρ

∫

τρ,n,δ

t1−2s

∣∣∣∣
∂Un
∂ν

∣∣∣∣
2

dS

= (N − 2s)

∫

Ωr,n,ρ,δ

t1−2s|∇Un|2 dz,

where we have used that the outward unit normal vector on σr,n,ρ,δ is given by ν = (0, . . . , 0,−1), while
for every z ∈ τr,n,δ and for every z ∈ τρ,n,δ it is given by ν(z) = ±z/|z|, respectively; moreover, along

γr,n,δ the tangential component of the gradient of Un is zero and thus |∇Un|2 =
∣∣∂Un

∂ν

∣∣2.
Now we are going to consider the limit as δ → 0+ in (3.23). First, we observe that the term on γr,n,δ

has a sign by Lemma 3.3. Thus, we obtain the following inequality

(3.24) −
∫

σr,n,ρ,δ

δ2−2s|∇Un|2 dx+ 2

∫

σr,n,ρ,δ

δ1−2s(x · ∇xUn + δ∂tUn)∂tUn dx+ r

∫

τr,n,δ

t1−2s|∇Un|2 dS

− 2r

∫

τr,n,δ

t1−2s

∣∣∣∣
∂Un
∂ν

∣∣∣∣
2

dS − ρ

∫

τρ,n,δ

t1−2s|∇Un|2 dS + 2ρ

∫

τρ,n,δ

t1−2s

∣∣∣∣
∂Un
∂ν

∣∣∣∣
2

dS

≥ (N − 2s)

∫

Ωr,n,ρ,δ

t1−2s|∇Un|2 dz.

From the fact that
∫
Ωn
t1−2s|∇Un|2 dz < +∞, it follows that, along a sequence δk → 0+,

−
∫

σr,n,ρ,δk

δ2−2s
k |∇Un|2 dx+ 2

∫

σr,n,ρ,δk

δ2−2s
k |∂tUn|2 dx→ 0 as k → ∞.

Furthermore, we observe that

(3.25) t1−2s∂tUn and ∇xUn are continuous in Ωn ∩ (Br \Bρ).
Indeed, the continuity of t1−2s∂tUn and ∇xUn away from ∂RN+1

+ is ensured by classical elliptic regularity

theory, whereas the continuity away from γn up to ∂RN+1
+ follows from [FF14, Lemma 3.3]; finally, since

ηn vanishes in a neighborhood of ∂ Cn and the initial section of the vertical boundary starting from ∂ Cn

is straight, in view of the definition of γn and (3.3), we can apply [DLFV22, Lemma A.1] to deduce the

continuity of t1−2s∂tUn and ∇xUn in a neighbourhood of the edge γn ∩ ∂RN+1
+ . From (3.25) and the

dominated convergence theorem it follows that
∫

σr,n,ρ,δ

δ1−2s(x · ∇xUn)∂tUn dx→− κs

∫

Cn∩(B′

r\B
′

ρ)

ηn

(
hn +

λ

|x|2s
)
TrUn(x · ∇xUn) dx

= −κs
∫

C∩(B′

r\B
′

ρ)

ηn

(
hn +

λ

|x|2s
)
TrUn(x · ∇xUn) dx as δ → 0.
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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 → ∞ in (3.24) along the sequence δ = δk → 0+, we infer that, for all r ∈ (0, R0), n > 1/r and
ρ < 1

n2 ,

−2κs

∫

C∩(B′

r\B
′

ρ)

ηn

(
hn +

λ

|x|2s
)
TrUn(x · ∇xUn) dx+ r

∫

Ωn∩∂Br

t1−2s|∇Un|2 dS(3.26)

− 2r

∫

Ωn∩∂Br

t1−2s

∣∣∣∣
∂Un
∂ν

∣∣∣∣
2

dS − ρ

∫

Ωn∩∂Bρ

t1−2s|∇Un|2 dS + 2ρ

∫

Ωn∩∂Bρ

t1−2s

∣∣∣∣
∂Un
∂ν

∣∣∣∣
2

dS

≥ (N − 2s)

∫

Ωn∩(Br\Bρ)

t1−2s|∇Un|2 dz.

The next step is to take the limit as ρ→ 0+ in (3.26): to this purpose, we apply the divergence theorem
to rewrite the integral over the set C ∩ (B′

r \B′
ρ) as follows

∫

C∩(B′

r\B
′

ρ)

ηn

(
hn+

λ

|x|2s
)
TrUn(x·∇xUn) dx =

1

2

∫

C∩(B′

r\B
′

ρ)

div

(
ηn

(
hn+

λ

|x|2s
)
|TrUn|2x

)
dx(3.27)

− 1

2

∫

C∩(B′

r\B
′

ρ)

div

(
ηn

(
hn +

λ

|x|2s
)
x

)
|TrUn|2 dx

=
r

2

∫

C∩∂B′

r

ηn

(
hn +

λ

|x|2s
)
|TrUn|2 dS′ − ρ

2

∫

C∩∂B′

ρ

ηn

(
hn +

λ

|x|2s
)
|TrUn|2 dS′

− 1

2

∫

C∩(B′

r\B
′

ρ)

(ηn∇hn · x+Nηnhn)|TrUn|2 dx− N − 2s

2

∫

C∩(B′

r\B
′

ρ)

ηn
λ

|x|2s |TrUn|
2 dx

− 1

2

∫

C∩(B′

r\B
′

ρ)

(
hn +

λ

|x|2s
)
|TrUn|2(∇ηn · x) dx,

where we have used that∇
(
λ|x|−2s

)
·x = −2sλ|x|−2s. Since Un ∈ H1(Ωn, t

1−2s) and ηn(hn+λ|x|−2s)|TrUn|2 ∈
L1(Cn ∩B′

r) in view of [FF14, Lemma 2.5], there exists a sequence ρj → 0+ such that

(3.28) ρj

(∫

Ωn∩∂Bρj

t1−2s|∇Un|2 dS +

∫

∂B′

ρj

ηn

∣∣∣∣hn +
λ

|x|2s
∣∣∣∣ |TrUn|2 dS′

)
→ 0 as j → ∞.

Since Un ∈ H1(Ωn, t
1−2s), λ

|x|2s |TrUn|2 ∈ L1(C ∩B′
r) by [FF14, Lemma 2.5], and hn, ηn ∈ C∞(C ∩B′

1),

the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem yields, as ρ→ 0+,
∫

C∩(B′

r\B
′

ρ)

(
hn +

λ

|x|2s
)
|TrUn|2(∇ηn · x) dx→

∫

C∩B′

r

(
hn +

λ

|x|2s
)
|TrUn|2(∇ηn · x) dx,

∫

Ωn∩(Br\Bρ)

t1−2s|∇Un|2 dz →
∫

Ωn∩Br

t1−2s|∇Un|2 dz,
∫

C∩(B′

r\B
′

ρ)

(ηn∇hn · x+Nηnhn)|TrUn|2 dx→
∫

C∩B′

r

(ηn∇hn · x+Nηnhn)|TrUn|2 dx,
∫

C∩(B′

r\B
′

ρ)

ηn
λ

|x|2s |TrUn|
2 dx→

∫

C∩B′

r

ηn
λ

|x|2s |TrUn|
2 dx.

Taking into account the above convergences, (3.27), and (3.28), we can pass to the limit as j → ∞ in
(3.26) with ρ = ρj , thus obtaining that, for all r ∈ (0, R0) and n > 1/r,

(3.29) r

∫

Ωn∩∂Br

t1−2s|∇Un|2dS − rκs

∫

C∩∂B′

r

ηn

(
hn +

λ

|x|2s
)
|TrUn|2dS′ − 2r

∫

Ωn∩∂Br

t1−2s

∣∣∣∣
∂Un
∂ν

∣∣∣∣
2

dS

+ κs

∫

C∩B′

r

(ηn∇hn · x+Nηnhn)|TrUn|2 dx+ κs

∫

C∩B′

r

(
hn +

λ

|x|2s
)
|TrUn|2(∇ηn · x) dx

≥ (N − 2s)

(∫

Ωn∩Br

t1−2s|∇Un|2 dz − λκs

∫

C∩B′

r

ηn
|TrUn|2
|x|2s dx

)
.
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Finally, we aim at passing to the limit as n → ∞ in (3.29). Extending Un trivially to zero in B+
r \ Ωn,

from Lemma 3.4 it follows that

(3.30)

∫

Ωn∩Br

t1−2s|∇Un|2 dz →
∫

B+
r

t1−2s|∇U |2 dz as n→ ∞.

From this, by using the coarea formula, we infer that, up to a subsequence still denoted with Un,

(3.31)

∫

Ωn∩∂Br

t1−2s|∇Un|2dS→
∫

∂+B+
r

t1−2s|∇U |2dS,
∫

Ωn∩∂Br

t1−2s
∣∣∂Un

∂ν

∣∣2 dS→
∫

∂+B+
r

t1−2s
∣∣∂U
∂ν

∣∣2 dS

as n→ ∞, for a.e. r ∈ (0, R0). Furthermore, using (3.10), the fact that TrUn → TrU in L2∗(s)(B′
R0

) as
a consequence of Lemma 3.4 and (2.22), and exploiting the convergence of ηn to 1 a.e. in C ∩ B′

R0
, we

deduce that

(3.32)

∫

C∩B′

r

(ηn∇hn · x+Nηnhn) |TrUn|2 dx→
∫

C∩B′

r

(∇h · x+Nh)|TrU |2 dx as n→ ∞,

and that, up to a subsequence still denoted with Un,

(3.33)

∫

C∩∂B′

r

ηnhn|TrUn|2 dS′ →
∫

C∩∂B′

r

h|TrU |2 dS′ as n→ ∞, for a.e. r ∈ (0, R0).

Going further, we claim that

(3.34)

∫

C∩B′

r

(
hn +

λ

|x|2s
)
|TrUn|2(∇ηn · x) dx→ 0 as n→ ∞.

Indeed, since η′(τ) 6= 0 if and only if 1 ≤ τ ≤ 2, we have

∇ηn · x = η′(nd(x))n∇d(x) · x =

{
η′(nd(x))nd(x) if 1 ≤ nd(x) ≤ 2,

0 otherwise,

by definition of ηn and Lemma 3.1. Hence {∇ηn · x} is bounded in L∞(C ∩ B′
r) uniformly with respect

to n. Furthermore, since hn → h in Lp(C ∩ B′
R0

) by (3.10) and TrUn → TrU in L2∗(s)(B′
R0

) by (2.22)
and Lemma 3.4, we have

(3.35) hn|TrUn|2 → h|TrU |2 in L1(C ∩B′
R0

),

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

(3.36)
|TrUn|2
|x|2s → |TrU |2

|x|2s in L1(C ∩B′
R0

).

Along a subsequence, the convergences (3.35) and (3.36) also hold a.e. in (0, R0) and
∣∣hn+ λ

|x|2s

∣∣|TrUn|2
is almost everywhere dominated by a L1(C ∩ B′

R0
)-function uniformly with respect to n. Therefore, by

the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem we conclude that

lim
n→∞

∫

C∩B′

r

(
hn +

λ

|x|2s
)
|TrUn|2(∇ηn · x) dx

= lim
n→∞

∫

C∩B′

r

χ{ 1
n≤d(x)≤ 2

n }

(
hn +

λ

|x|2s
)
|TrUn|2(∇ηn · x) dx = 0,

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

(3.37)

∫

C∩B′

r

ηn
|TrUn|2
|x|2s dx→

∫

C∩B′

r

|TrU |2
|x|2s dx as n→ ∞

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

(3.38)

∫

C∩∂B′

r

ηn
|TrUn|2
|x|2s dS′ →

∫

C∩∂B′

r

|TrU |2
|x|2s dS′ as n→ ∞, for a.e. r ∈ (0, R0).

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, R0).
In order to prove (3.22), we test equation (3.14) with Un 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 ∈ H1(B+

1 , t
1−2s) to

problem (1.9), we introduce the following two functions:

D : (0, 1) → R, D(r) = r2s−N

(∫

B+
r

t1−2s|∇U |2 dz − κs

∫

C∩B′

r

(
h+

λ

|x|2s
)
|TrU |2 dx

)
,(4.1)

H : (0, 1) → R, H(r) = r2s−N−1

∫

∂+B+
r

t1−2sU2 dS.(4.2)

Then we define the Almgren frequency function as

(4.3) N(r) =
D(r)

H(r)
for every r ∈ (0, R0],

being R0 as in (3.11); we note that the above function is well-defined, since H turns out to be strictly
positive in (0, R0], as stated in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. The function H defined in (4.2) is strictly positive in (0, R0], with R0 being as in (3.11).

Proof. We argue by contradiction, assuming that H is null at some r̄ ∈ (0, R0]. This implies that U ≡ 0
on ∂+B+

r̄ . Hence, by testing (1.10) with U itself,
∫

B+
r̄

t1−2s|∇U |2 dz − κs

∫

C∩B′

r̄

(
h+

λ

|x|2s
)
|TrU |2 dx = 0,

which in turn, together with Lemma 2.6, leads us to
∫
B+

r̄
t1−2s|∇U |2 dz = 0. Thus, U is constant on

B+
r̄ . Since TrU = 0 on B′

1 \ Ω, we necessarily have U ≡ 0 in B+
r̄ . This is enough to conclude that U is

identically zero in B+
1 by classical unique continuation principles for second order elliptic equations with

bounded coefficients, see e.g. [GL86], thus producing a contradiction. �

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

Lemma 4.2. For every r ∈ (0, R0]

(4.4) N(r) > −N − 2s

2
.

Proof. The claim easily follows from (2.23) and (4.1)–(4.3). �

In order to provide also an estimate from above for the Almgren frequency function N , and then to
prove the existence of limr→0+ 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 ∈ W 1,1
loc (0, 1) and

(4.5) H ′(r) = 2r2s−N−1

∫

∂+B+
r

t1−2sU
∂U

∂ν
dS

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

(ii) D ∈ W 1,1
loc (0, 1) and

(4.6) D′(r) ≥ 2r2s−N
∫

∂+B+
r

t1−2s

∣∣∣∣
∂U

∂ν

∣∣∣∣
2

dS − κsr
2s−N−1

∫

C∩B′

r

(2sh+∇h · x)|TrU |2 dx

in a distributional sense and a.e. in (0, R0);
(iii) for a.e. r ∈ (0, R0)

(4.7) H ′(r) =
2

r
D(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

r 7→
∫

B+
r

t1−2s|∇U |2 dz − κs

∫

C∩B′

r

(
h+

λ

|x|2s
)
|TrU |2 dx ∈W 1,1(0, 1),

in view of (2.21), (2.22), (1.2), and the fact that U ∈ H1(B+
1 , t

1−2s). 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

∫
∂+B+

r
t1−2s|∇U |2 dS − κsλ

∫
C∩∂B′

r
|x|−2s|TrU |2 dS′. Finally, (4.7) follows from (3.22),

(4.1), and (4.5). �

Now we have all the ingredients to provide an estimate from below of the derivative of N .

Lemma 4.4. Let N be defined in (4.3). Then N ∈ W 1,1
loc (0, R0). Furthermore there exists a positive

constant C1 > 0, depending only on N , s, h, λ, and C, such that

(4.8) N
′(r) ≥ −C1 r

−1+ 2sp−N
p

(
N(r) +

N − 2s

2

)
for almost every r ∈ (0, R0).

Proof. We immediately infer that N ∈ W 1,1
loc (0, R0), by observing that it is the product of D and 1/H ,

which belong to W 1,1
loc (0, 1) by Lemma 4.3 (i-ii), with H > 0 in (0, R0) in view of Lemma 4.1. By direct

calculations, using first (4.7), and then (4.5)–(4.6), we obtain

N
′(r) ≥ 2r

(∫
∂+B+

r
t1−2s

∣∣∂U
∂ν

∣∣2 dS
)(∫

∂+B+
r
t1−2sU2 dS

)
−
(∫

∂+B+
r
t1−2sU ∂U

∂ν dS
)2

(∫
∂+B+

r
t1−2sU2 dS

)2(4.9)

− κs

∫
C∩B′

r
(2sh+∇h · x)|TrU |2 dx
∫
∂+B+

r
t1−2sU2 dS

for a.e. r ∈ (0, R0). In order to to estimate the second term on the right-hand side of (4.9), we observe
that, by the Hölder inequality and Lemma 2.7,
∣∣∣∣
∫

C∩B′

r

(2sh+∇h · x)|TrU |2 dx
∣∣∣∣ ≤ V

2sp−N
Np

N ‖2sh+∇h · x‖Lp(C∩B′

1)
r

2sp−N
p

(∫

C∩B′

r

|TrU |2∗(s) dx
) 2

2∗(s)

≤V
2sp−N

Np

N

S̃N,s

C̃
‖2sh+∇h · x‖Lp(C∩B′

1)
r

2sp−N
p

(∫

B+
r

t1−2s|∇U |2 dz

− κs

∫

C∩B′

r

(
h+

λ

|x|2s
)
|TrU |2 dx+

N − 2s

2r

∫

∂+B+
r

t1−2sU2 dS

)

for all r ∈ (0, R0). From this and exploiting (4.1), (4.2) and (4.3), we conclude that

(4.10)

∣∣∣∣∣κs

∫
C∩B′

r
(2sh+∇h · x)|TrU |2 dx
∫
∂+B+

r
t1−2sU2 dS

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C1 r
−1+ 2sp−N

p

(
N(r) +

N − 2s

2

)

for some constant C1 > 0 which depends only on N , s, h, λ, and C.
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 ∂U
∂ν as vectors in L2(∂+B+

r , t
1−2s), and combining (4.9) and (4.10), we finally

arrive at (4.8), as desired. �

Estimate (4.8) allows us to prove the boundedness from above of N and thus the existence of
limr→0+ N(r).

Lemma 4.5. There exists a constant C2 > 0 such that

(4.11) N(r) ≤ C2 for every r ∈ (0, R0).

Proof. By (4.8), for almost every τ ∈ (0, R0) we have
(

N(·) + N − 2s

2

)′

(τ) ≥ −C1 τ
−1+ 2sp−N

p

(
N(τ) +

N − 2s

2

)
.



22 ALESSANDRA DE LUCA, VERONICA FELLI, AND STEFANO VITA

By (4.4), we can divide by N(τ)+ N−2s
2 , thus obtaining, after integration over (r, R0) for any r ∈ (0, R0),

N(r) +
N − 2s

2
≤
(

N(R0) +
N − 2s

2

)
exp

(
C1p

2sp−NR
2sp−N

p

0

)
for every r ∈ (0, R0).

The proof of (4.11) is thereby complete. �

Lemma 4.6. The limit limr→0+ N(r) does exist and is finite.

Proof. If we rewrite N ′(τ), for a.e. τ ∈ (0, R0), as

N
′(τ) =

[
N

′(τ) + C1 τ
−1+ 2sp−N

p

(
N(τ) +

N − 2s

2

)]
− C1 τ

−1+ 2sp−N
p

(
N(τ) +

N − 2s

2

)
,

we observe that it is the sum of a nonnegative function, by Lemma 4.4, and of a L1(0, R0)-function, by
(4.11) and the fact that p > N

2s . Therefore, from the absolute continuity of N it follows that, for any
r ∈ (0, R0),

N(r) = N(R0)−
∫ R0

r

N
′(τ) dτ

= N(R0)−
∫ R0

0

χ(r,R0)(τ)

[
N

′(τ) + C1 τ
−1+ 2sp−N

p

(
N(τ) +

N − 2s

2

)]
dτ

+

∫ R0

0

χ(r,R0)(τ)C1 τ
−1+ 2sp−N

p

(
N(τ) +

N − 2s

2

)
dτ.

Hence, the existence of the limit limr→0+ 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). �

From now on, we will denote

(4.12) γ := lim
r→0+

N(r).

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 → 0+.

Lemma 4.7. There exists a constant C3 > 0 such that

(4.13)
H(r)

r2γ
≤ C3 for all r ∈ (0, R0).

Furthermore, for any ε > 0 there exists a constant C4 = C4(ε) > 0 such that

(4.14)
H(r)

r2γ+ε
≥ C4 for all r ∈ (0, R0).

Proof. In view of Lemma 4.6 and letting γ be as in (4.12), for all ρ ∈ (0, R0) we have

(4.15) N(ρ)− γ =

∫ ρ

0

N
′(τ) dτ.

From this, (4.8), and (4.11), we deduce that, for all ρ ∈ (0, R0),

N(ρ) ≥ γ − C1
p

2sp−N

(
C2 +

N − 2s

2

)
ρ

2sp−N
p .

Hence, in view of (4.7) and (4.3), for a.e. ρ ∈ (0, R0) we have

(4.16)
H ′(ρ)

H(ρ)
=

2

ρ
N(ρ) ≥ 2

ρ
γ − C′

1

(
C2 +

N − 2s

2

)
ρ−1+ 2sp−N

p ,

with C′
1 = 2C1p

2sp−N . Integrating (4.16) with respect to ρ over (r, R0) for any fixed r ∈ (0, R0), we ob-

tain (4.13).

As for (4.14), the proof is also based on the integration of the identity H′

H = 2
ρN , after estimating N

from above with γ + ε
2 is a neighbourhood of 0, as made possible by Lemma 4.6 and (4.12). �
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Lemma 4.8. The limit

(4.17) lim
r→0+

H(r)

r2γ

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. ρ ∈ (0, R0) we have

d

dρ

H(ρ)

ρ2γ
=
H ′(ρ)

ρ2γ
− 2γ

H(ρ)

ρ2γ+1
=

2(D(ρ)− γH(ρ))

ρ2γ+1
=

2H(ρ)

ρ2γ+1

∫ ρ

0

N
′(τ) dτ

=
2H(ρ)

ρ2γ+1

∫ ρ

0

(
N

′(τ) + C′
2τ

−1+ 2sp−N
p

)
dτ − 2C′

2H(ρ)

ρ2γ+1

∫ ρ

0

τ−1+ 2sp−N
p dτ.

where C′
2 = C1

(
C2 +

N−2s
2

)
. Integrating the above identity with respect to ρ ∈ (r, R0) for any fixed

r ∈ (0, R0), we obtain

H(R0)

R2γ
0

− H(r)

r2γ
= 2

∫ R0

r

H(ρ)

ρ2γ+1

∫ ρ

0

(
N

′(τ) + C′
2τ

−1+ 2sp−N
p

)
dτ dρ− 2C′

2p

2sp−N

∫ R0

r

H(ρ)

ρ2γ
ρ−1+ 2sp−N

p dρ.

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). �

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 ∈ H1(B+

1 , t
1−2s) to

(1.9), we are interested in the limiting behaviour, as τ → 0+, of the following blow-up family

(4.18) wτ (z) :=
U(τz)√
H(τ)

, τ ∈ (0, 1).

Applying the change of variable z 7→ τz, one may immediately observe that

(4.19)

∫

∂+B+
1

t1−2s|wτ |2 dS = 1.

Moreover, for any τ ∈ (0, 1), wτ ∈ H1(B+
1/τ , t

1−2s) is a weak solution to

(4.20)





div(t1−2s∇wτ ) = 0 in B+
1/τ

− limt→0+ t
1−2s∂tw

τ = κs

(
τ2sh(τx) + λ

|x|2s

)
Trwτ on C ∩B′

1/τ

wτ = 0 on B′
1/τ \ C,

i.e. ∫

B+
1/τ

t1−2s∇wτ · ∇ψ dz = κs

∫

C∩B′

1/τ

(
τ2sh(τx) +

λ

|x|2s
)
Trwτ Trψ dx

for every ψ ∈ C∞
c (B+

1/τ ∪ (C ∩B′
1/τ )).

Lemma 4.9. Let R0 be as in (3.11) and wτ be defined in (4.18), for every τ ∈ (0, R0). Then there exists
a positive constant M > 0 such that

(4.21) ‖wτ‖H1(B+
1 ,t

1−2s) ≤M for every τ ∈ (0, R0).

Proof. By Lemma 2.6 and the change of variable z 7→ τz, we have
∫

B+
τ

t1−2s|∇U |2 dz − κs

∫

C∩B′

τ

(
h+

λ

|x|2s
)
|TrU |2 dx ≥ −N − 2s

2
τN−2sH(τ)

∫

∂+B+
1

t1−2s|wτ |2 dS

+ τN−2sH(τ)C̃

(∫

B+
1

|∇wτ |2 dz + N − 2s

2

∫

∂+B+
1

t1−2s|wτ |2 dS
)

for every τ ∈ (0, R0). Dividing by τN−2sH(τ) and taking into account (4.19), we deduce that

N(τ) ≥ C̃

∫

B+
1

|∇wτ |2 dz + N − 2s

2
(C̃ − 1).
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The latter, combined with (4.11), allows us to conclude that ‖∇wτ‖L2(B+
1 ,t

1−2s) is bounded uniformly

with respect to τ ∈ (0, R0). From this and [FF14, Lemma 2.4], we get (4.21). �

The next lemma provides some crucial doubling-type properties.

Lemma 4.10. There exists a constant C5 > 0 such that, for every τ ∈ (0, R0/2) and every R ∈ [1, 2],

(4.22)
1

C5
≤ H(Rτ)

H(τ)
≤ C5,

(4.23)

∫

B+
R

t1−2s|wτ |2 dz ≤ C52
N+2−2s

∫

B+
1

t1−2s|wRτ |2 dz

and

(4.24)

∫

B+
R

t1−2s|∇wτ |2 dz ≤ C52
N−2s

∫

B+
1

t1−2s|∇wRτ |2 dz.

Proof. Putting together (4.3), (4.4), (4.7), and (4.11), we deduce that, for a.e. r ∈ (0, R0),

−N − 2s

r
≤ H ′(r)

H(r)
≤ 2C2

r
.

Integrating the above inequality over (τ, Rτ), with 1 < R ≤ 2 and τ ∈ (0, R0/R), we obtain

22s−N ≤ H(Rτ)

H(τ)
≤ 4C2 for any 1 < R ≤ 2 and τ ∈ (0, R0/R),

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 7→ τz and then z 7→ (Rτ)−1z, one has

∫

B+
R

t1−2s|wτ |2 dz = τ2s−2−N

H(τ)

∫

B+
Rτ

t1−2sU2 dz = RN−2s+2H(Rτ)

H(τ)

∫

B+
1

t1−2s|wRτ |2 dz

for every τ ∈ (0, R0/2) and R ∈ [1, 2]. This, combined with (4.22), leads to (4.23). The proof of (4.24) is
analogous. �

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

Lemma 4.11. There exist M > 0 and τ0 ∈ (0, R0/2) such that, for every τ ∈ (0, τ0), there exists
Rτ ∈ [1, 2] such that

(4.25)

∫

∂+B+
Rτ

t1−2s|∇wτ |2 dS ≤M

∫

B+
Rτ

t1−2s|∇wτ |2 dz.

Proof. From (4.21) and (4.23)–(4.24) with R = 2, it follows that

(4.26) {wτ}τ∈(0,R0/2) is bounded in H1(B+
2 , t

1−2s).

We also observe that, for every fixed τ ∈ (0, R0/2), the function

fτ : r 7→
∫

B+
r

t1−2s|∇wτ |2 dz

is absolutely continuous in [0, 2] with distributional derivative given by

f ′
τ (r) =

∫

∂+B+
r

t1−2s|∇wτ |2 dS for a.e. r ∈ (0, 2).

We argue by contradiction and assume that, for any M > 0, there exists a sequence τn → 0+ such that

f ′
τn(r) > Mfτn(r)

for a.e. r ∈ (1, 2) and for every n ∈ N. An integration of the last inequality leads to

fτn(2) > eMfτn(1) for every n ∈ N.

Therefore

(4.27) lim inf
τ→0+

fτ (1) ≤ lim inf
n→∞

fτn(1) ≤ lim sup
n→∞

fτn(1) ≤ e−M lim sup
n→∞

fτn(2) ≤ e−M lim sup
τ→0+

fτ (2).
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We observe that lim supτ→0+ fτ (2) < +∞ by (4.26); hence we can pass to the limit as M → +∞ in
(4.27), thus obtaining lim infτ→0+ fτ (1) = 0. Hence there exists a sequence τ̃n → 0+ such that

(4.28)

∫

B+
1

t1−2s|∇wτ̃n |2 dz → 0 as n→ ∞.

By (4.21), up to consider a subsequence still denoted with τ̃n, there exists w ∈ H1(B+
1 , t

1−2s) such that

(4.29) wτ̃n ⇀ w weakly in H1(B+
1 , t

1−2s).

By (4.28), (4.29), and weak lower semicontinuity of the norm, we conclude that

(4.30)

∫

B+
1

t1−2s|∇w|2 dz = 0.

From (4.29), (4.19), and the compactness of the trace map

(4.31) tr : H1(B+
1 , t

1−2s) → L2(∂+B+
1 , t

1−2s),

it follows that ∫

∂+B+
1

t1−2s|w|2 dS = 1

This, together with (4.30), implies that

(4.32) w ≡ const 6= 0 in B+
1 .

On the other hand, since the space of all functions in H1(B+
1 , t

1−2s) with null trace on B′
1 \ Ω is weakly

closed in H1(B+
1 , t

1−2s), from (4.20) and (4.29) we deduce that Trw = 0 on B′
1 \ Ω. This contradicts

(4.32), thus completing the proof. �

Combining Lemmas 4.10 and 4.11, we obtain the following uniform bound of energies on ∂+B+
1 , for

blow-up functions with scaling parameter of the form τRτ .

Lemma 4.12. There exists M̃ > 0 such that, for every τ ∈ (0, τ0),
∫

∂+B+
1

t1−2s|∇wτRτ |2 dS ≤ M̃.

Proof. By the change of variable z 7→ Rτz, from (4.22), (4.25), and (4.24) it follows that
∫

∂+B+
1

t1−2s|∇wτRτ |2 dS ≤ R1+2s−N
τ

H(τ)

H(τRτ )

∫

∂+B+
Rτ

t1−2s|∇wτ |2 dS

≤ 2C5M

∫

B+
Rτ

t1−2s|∇wτ |2 dz ≤ 21+N−2sC2
5M

∫

B+
1

t1−2s|∇wτRτ |2 dz.

The thesis then follows from (4.21), since τRτ < R0. �

Remark 4.13. As a consequence of Lemma 4.12, we have that, for any sequence τn → 0+, there exist a
subsequence {τnk

}k∈N and a function ξ ∈ L2(∂+B+
1 , t

1−2s) such that

∂wτnk
Rτnk

∂ν
⇀ ξ weakly in L2(∂+B+

1 , t
1−2s) as k → ∞.

Lemma 4.14. Let γ be defined in (4.12). Then, there exists an eigenvalue µj0 of problem (1.12) such
that

(4.33) γ =

√(
N − 2s

2

)2

+ µj0 −
N − 2s

2
.

Furthermore, for every sequence τn → 0+, there exist a subsequence {τnk
}k∈N and a L2(SN+ , θ

1−2s
N+1 )-

normalized eigenfunction ψ associated with µj0 such that

wτnk (z) → |z|γψ
(
z

|z|

)
as k → ∞ in H1(B+

1 , t
1−2s).
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Proof. We observe that, in view of (4.21), the family {wτRτ }τ∈(0,τ0), with Rτ ∈ [1, 2] being as in Lemma

4.11, is bounded in H1(B+
1 , t

1−2s). Therefore, for any sequence τn → 0+, there exist a subsequence
{τnk

}k∈N and w ∈ H1(B+
1 , t

1−2s) such that

(4.34) wτnk
Rτnk ⇀ w as k → ∞ weakly in H1(B+

1 , t
1−2s).

We observe that, by (4.19), (4.34), and the compactness of the trace map (4.31) we have

(4.35)

∫

∂+B+
1

t1−2s|w|2 dS = 1,

so that, in particular, w 6≡ 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) wτnk
Rτnk → w as k → ∞ strongly in H1(B+

1 , t
1−2s).

To this aim, we notice that, since B+
1 ⊂ B+

1/τnk
Rτnk

if k is sufficiently large, by (4.20) we have

(4.37)

∫

B+
1

t1−2s∇wτnk
Rτnk · ∇ψ dz = κs

∫

C∩B′

1

(τnk
Rτnk

)2sh(τnk
Rτnk

x)Trwτnk
Rτnk Trψ dx

+ κs

∫

C∩B′

1

λ

|x|2s Trw
τnk

Rτnk Trψ dx+

∫

∂+B+
1

t1−2s ∂w
τnk

Rτnk

∂ν
ψ dS,

for every ψ ∈ H1(B+
1 , t

1−2s) with Trψ = 0 on B′
1 \ C and for sufficiently large k. By the continuity

of the trace operator (1.11) from H1(B+
1 , t

1−2s) to L2∗(s)(B′
1), the boundedness of {wτnk

Rτnk }k∈N in
H1(B+

1 , t
1−2s), and Hölder’s inequality, we have

(4.38)

∫

C∩B′

1

(τnk
Rτnk

)2sh(τnk
Rτnk

x)Trwτnk
Rτnk Trψ dx→ 0

and

∫

C∩B′

1

(τnk
Rτnk

)2sh(τnk
Rτnk

x)|Trwτnk
Rτnk |2 dx→ 0 as k → ∞.

In addition, using (4.34) and the fact that

Tr : H1(B+
1 , t

1−2s) → L2(B′
1, |x|−2s) is continuous,

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

(4.39)
Trwτnk

Rτnk

|x|s ⇀
Trw

|x|s weakly in L2(B′
1).

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 → ∞, thus obtaining

(4.40)

∫

B+
1

t1−2s∇w · ∇ψ dz = κs

∫

C∩B′

1

λ

|x|2s TrwTrψ dx+

∫

∂+B+
1

t1−2sξψ dS

for every ψ ∈ H1(B+
1 , t

1−2s) with Trψ = 0 on B′
1 \ C.

On the other hand, testing (4.37) with ψ = wτnk
Rτnk yields

∫

B+
1

t1−2s|∇wτnk
Rτnk |2 dz − κs

∫

C∩B′

1

λ

|x|2s |Trw
τnk

Rτnk |2 dx

= κs

∫

C∩B′

1

(τnk
Rτnk

)2sh(τnk
Rτnk

x)|Trwτnk
Rτnk |2 dx+

∫

∂+B+
1

t1−2s ∂w
τnk

Rτnk

∂ν
wτnk

Rτnk dS.

Using (4.38), Remark 4.13, and the fact that

(4.41) wτnk
Rτnk → w in L2(∂+B+

1 , t
1−2s)

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 → ∞, thus obtaining
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(4.42) lim
k→∞

(∫

B+
1

t1−2s|∇wτnk
Rτnk |2 dz − κs

∫

C∩B′

1

λ

|x|2s |Trw
τnk

Rτnk |2 dx
)

=

∫

∂+B+
1

t1−2sξw dS =

∫

B+
1

t1−2s|∇w|2 dz − κs

∫

C∩B′

1

λ

|x|2s |Trw|
2 dx,

in view of (4.40) with ψ = w. We observe that the H1(B+
1 , t

1−2s)-norm is equivalent to the norm

(∫

B+
1

t1−2s|∇v|2 dz − κs

∫

B′

1

λ

|x|2s |Tr v|
2 dx+

N − 2s

2

∫

∂+B+
1

t1−2sv2 dz

)1/2

,

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

Nw(r) :=
Dw(r)

Hw(r)
for every r ∈ (0, 1],

where

Dw(r) := r2s−N

(∫

B+
r

t1−2s|∇w|2 dz − κs

∫

C∩B′

r

λ

|x|2s |Trw|
2 dx

)

and

(4.43) Hw(r) := r2s−N−1

∫

∂+B+
r

t1−2sw2 dS.

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

(4.44)





div
(
t1−2s∇w

)
= 0 in B+

1

− limt→0+ t
1−2s∂tw = κs

λ
|x|2s Trw in C ∩B′

1

Trw = 0 in B′
1 \ C.

We remark that the definition of Nw is well-posed: indeed, since w 6≡ 0, one can argue as in the proof of
Lemma 4.1, with h ≡ 0, to verify that Hw(r) > 0 for every r ∈ (0, 1].

Next, for every k ∈ N and r ∈ (0, 1], we define

Dk(r) := r2s−N
(∫

B+
r

t1−2s|∇wτnk
Rτnk |2dz−κs

∫

Ω∩B′

r

(
(τnk

Rτnk
)2sh(τnk

Rτnk
x)+ λ

|x|2s

)
|Trwτnk

Rτnk |2dx
)

and

Hk(r) := r2s−N−1

∫

∂+B+
r

t1−2s|wτnk
Rτnk |2 dS.

By direct computations we have

Dk(r) =
D(τnk

Rτnk
r)

H(τnk
Rτnk

)
and Hk(r) =

H(τnk
Rτnk

r)

H(τnk
Rτnk

)
,

and hence, by definition of N (see (4.3)),

(4.45) N(τnk
Rτnk

r) =
D(τnk

Rτnk
r)

H(τnk
Rτnk

r)
=
Dk(r)

Hk(r)
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) Dk(r) → Dw(r) and Hk(r) → Hw(r) as k → ∞.

Combining (4.46) with the fact that

lim
k→∞

N(τnk
Rτnk

r) = γ for every fixed r ∈ (0, 1]
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as a consequence of (4.12), and letting k → ∞ in (4.45), we conclude that Nw(r) = γ for all r ∈ (0, 1].
Hence N ′

w(r) = 0 for every r ∈ (0, 1). Combining the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality with estimate (4.9) for
h ≡ 0, we infer that

0 = N
′
w(r) ≥ 2r

(∫
∂+B+

r
t1−2s

∣∣∂w
∂ν

∣∣2 dS
)(∫

∂+B+
r
t1−2sw2 dS

)
−
(∫

∂+B+
r
t1−2sw ∂w

∂ν dS
)2

(∫
∂+B+

r
t1−2sw2 dS

)2 ≥ 0,

so that (∫

∂+B+
r

t1−2s

∣∣∣∣
∂w

∂ν

∣∣∣∣
2

dS

)(∫

∂+B+
r

t1−2sw2 dS

)
−
(∫

∂+B+
r

t1−2sw
∂w

∂ν
dS

)2

= 0

for a.e. r ∈ (0, 1). In particular, w and ∂w
∂ν are parallel vectors in L2(∂+B+

r , t
1−2s) for a.e. r ∈ (0, 1), i.e.

there exists η : (0, 1) → R such that

(4.47)
d

dr
w(rθ) =

∂w

∂ν
(rθ) = η(r)w(rθ) for a.e. r ∈ (0, 1) and for every θ ∈ S

N
+ .

From (4.47), (4.43), and (4.5) we deduce that η = 1
2H

′
w/Hw a.e. in (0, 1), so that, in view of (4.7),

η(r) =
Nw(r)

γ
=
γ

r
for a.e. r ∈ (0, 1).

Therefore, integrating (4.47) over (r, 1) for some fixed r ∈ (0, 1), we obtain

(4.48) w(rθ) = rγψ(θ) for every r ∈ (0, 1) and θ ∈ S
N
+ ,

where ψ = w
∣∣
SN+

. Furthermore, (4.35) implies that

(4.49)

∫

SN+

θ1−2s
N+1 |ψ(θ)|2 dS = 1,

so that ψ 6≡ 0 on SN+ . Moreover, the condition Trw = on B′
1 \ Ω implies that ψ ∈ Vω, being Vω defined

in (1.13). By plugging (4.48) into (4.44), in view of [FF14, Lemma 2.1] we infer that

γ(γ +N − 2s)rγ−1−2sθ1−2s
N+1ψ(θ) + rγ−1−2sdivSN (θ1−2s

N+1∇SNψ(θ)) = 0,

that is, ψ is an eigenfunction of problem (1.12) associated with the eigenvalue γ(γ +N − 2s). Therefore,
by Proposition 2.8, there exists j0 ≥ 1 such that µj0 = γ(γ +N − 2s). It follows that either γ = y+ or
γ = y−, where

y± = −N − 2s

2
±
√(

N − 2s

2

)2

+ µj0 .

Then (4.33) must be satisfied because, otherwise, if γ = y−, (4.48) would imply

Trw(x) = |x|y−ψ
(
x

|x| , 0
)
/∈ L2(B′

1, |x|−2s),

which contradicts the fact that w ∈ H1(B+
1 , t

1−2s) and (2.21).
Step 3. To complete the proof, we prove that, up to passing to a further subsequence, wτnk → w as

k → ∞ in H1(B+
1 , t

1−2s). To this aim, we observe that, by (4.22), up to a further subsequence, the limits

(4.50) ℓ := lim
k→+∞

H(τnk
Rτnk

)

H(τnk
)

and R := lim
k→+∞

Rτnk

exist, with ℓ ∈ (0,+∞) and R ∈ [1, 2]. By (4.36), a scaling argument and (4.50) we can verify that

wτnk →
√
ℓw(·/R) strongly in H1(B+

1 , t
1−2sdz),

see [DLFV22, Proposition 4.5] for details. On the other hand, (4.48) implies that
√
ℓw(·/R) = R

−γ√
ℓw,

so that the normalization conditions (4.19) and (4.35), together with the continuity of the trace map

(4.31), imply that necessarily R
−γ√

ℓ = 1, thus completing the proof. �
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The next step consists in proving that the limit in (4.17) is strictly positive. To this aim, letting
{ψj}j≥1 being the orthonormal basis of L2(SN+ , θ

1−2s
N+1 ) constructed in Proposition 2.8, we consider the

corresponding Fourier coefficients associated with U , i.e. the functions ϕj(τ) defined in (1.19) for every
j ≥ 1 and τ ∈ (0, 1). Therefore, for every τ ∈ (0, 1),

(4.51) U(τθ) =
∑

j≥1

ϕj(τ)ψj(θ) in L2(SN+ , θ
1−2s
N+1 ).

Lemma 4.15. Let µj0 be as in Lemma 4.14. Let m ∈ N \ {0} be the multiplicity of µj0 , where j0 ≥ 1 is
chosen as in (1.18). Then, for every R ∈ (0, 1) and j = j0, . . . , j0 +m− 1,

ϕj(τ) = τγ

(
ϕj(R)

Rγ
+

N + γ − 2s

N + 2γ − 2s

∫ R

τ

t−N−1+2s−γΥj(t) dt+
γR−N+2s−2γ

N + 2γ − 2s

∫ R

0

tγ−1Υj(t) dt

)
(4.52)

+O(τγ+2s−N
p ) as τ → 0+,

where, for every τ ∈ (0, 1) and j = j0, . . . , j0 +m− 1, Υj(τ) is defined in (1.20).

Proof. Let j ∈ {j0, . . . , j0 +m− 1}. From (1.9) and (1.12) it follows that ϕj solves

(4.53) −ϕ′′
j (τ) −

N + 1− 2s

τ
ϕ′
j(τ) +

µj
τ2
ϕj(τ) = ζj(τ) in the sense of distributions in (0, 1),

where, for every τ ∈ (0, 1),

ζj(τ) := κsτ
2s−2

∫

ω

h(τθ′)TrU(τθ′)Trψj(θ
′) dS′.

Being Υj(τ) as in (1.20), notice that

ζj(τ) = τ2s−N−1Υ′
j(τ) in the sense of distributions in (0, 1),

which, in view of (4.33), allows us to rewrite (4.53) as follows

−
(
τN+1+2γ−2s(τ−γϕj)

′
)′

= τγΥ′
j(τ) in the sense of distributions in (0, 1).

A double integration of the above equation over (τ, R), for any R ∈ (0, 1) and τ ∈ (0, R), leads us to
conclude that, for any fixed R ∈ (0, 1), there exists cj(R) ∈ R such that, for all τ ∈ (0, R),

ϕj(τ) = τγ

(
ϕj(R)

Rγ
− γcj(R)R

−N−2γ+2s

N + 2γ − 2s
+

N + γ − 2s

N + 2γ − 2s

∫ R

τ

t−N+2s−γ−1Υj(t) dt

)
(4.54)

+
γτ−N+2s−γ

N + 2γ − 2s

(
cj(R) +

∫ R

τ

tγ−1Υj(t) dt

)
.

We claim that, for every R ∈ (0, 1),

(4.55) t 7→ t−N+2s−γ−1Υj(t) ∈ L1(0, R).

To this aim, applying Hölder’s inequality we estimate |Υj(t)| as follows

(4.56) |Υj(t)| ≤ κs

√∫

C∩B′

t

|h(x)||TrU(x)|2 dx ·
√∫

C∩B′

t

|h(x)|
∣∣∣Trψj

(
x
|x|

)∣∣∣
2

dx.

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 t ∈ (0, R0) we have

∫

C∩B′

t

|h(x)||TrU(x)|2 dx ≤ V
2sp−N

Np

N ‖h‖Lp(C∩B′

1)
t
2sp−N

p

(∫

C∩B′

t

|TrU(x)|2∗(s) dx
) 2

2∗(s)

(4.57)

≤ V
2sp−N

Np

N ‖h‖Lp(C∩B′

1)
S̃N,s

C̃
t
2sp−N

p tN−2s

(
D(t) +

N − 2s

2
H(t)

)

= V
2sp−N

Np

N ‖h‖Lp(C∩B′

1)
S̃N,s

C̃
t
N(p−1)

p H(t)

(
N(t) +

N − 2s

2

)
.
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In a similar way, we can estimate the second term in (4.56) as follows

∫

C∩B′

t

|h(x)|
∣∣∣Trψj

(
x
|x|

)∣∣∣
2

dx ≤ V
2sp−N

Np

N ‖h‖Lp(C∩B′

1)
t
2sp−N

p

(∫

B′

t

∣∣∣Trψj
(
x
|x|

)∣∣∣
2∗(s)

dx

) 2
2∗(s)

(4.58)

= V
2sp−N

Np

N ‖h‖Lp(C∩B′

1)
t
2sp−N

p t
2N

2∗(s)

(∫

B′

1

∣∣∣Trψj
(
x
|x|

)∣∣∣
2∗(s)

dx

) 2
2∗(s)

= V
2sp−N

Np

N ‖h‖Lp(C∩B′

1)
t
N(p−1)

p

(∫

B′

1

∣∣∣Trψj
(
x
|x|

)∣∣∣
2∗(s)

dx

) 2
2∗(s)

.

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

|Υj(t)| ≤ const tγ+
N(p−1)

p for all t ∈ (0, R0),

and then, since Υj is bounded in (0, 1),

|Υj(t)| ≤ const tγ+
N(p−1)

p for all t ∈ (0, 1),

for some const > 0 independent of t. It follows that, for every R ∈ (0, 1),

(4.59)

∫ R

0

t−N+2s−γ−1|Υj(t)| dt ≤ constR2s−N
p ,

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

(4.60) cj(R) +

∫ R

0

tγ−1Υj(τ) dt = 0.

Indeed, the function t 7→ tγ−1Υj(t) is integrable in a neighbourhood of 0, due to (4.55) and the fact that

(4.61) γ > −N − 2s

2
;

the latter inequality is a consequence of (4.33) and Proposition 2.8, which ensures that µj0 > −(N−2s
2 )2.

Then, if (4.60) were not true, in view of (4.54) we would have ϕj(τ) ∼ const τ−N+2s−γ as τ → 0+ for
some const 6= 0. This would contradict the fact that, by the Parseval identity,

|ϕj(τ)|2 ≤
∫

SN+

θ1−2s
N+1 |U(τθ)|2 dS,

and hence, in view of [FF14, Lemma 2.4],
∫ 1

0

τN−1−2s|ϕj(τ)|2 dτ ≤
∫

B+
1

t1−2sU
2(z)

|z|2 dz < +∞.

Then (4.60) is satisfied.
Once (4.60) is proved, we can conclude that

(4.62) τ−N+2s−γ

(
cj(R) +

∫ R

τ

tγ−1Υj(t) dt

)
= O(τγ+2s−N

p ) as τ → 0+.

Indeed, by (4.59) and (4.61), we have that, for all τ ∈ (0, 1),
∣∣∣∣τ

−N+2s−γ

(
cj(R) +

∫ R

τ

tγ−1Υj(t) dt

)∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣τ

−N+2s−γ

∫ τ

0

tγ−1Υj(t) dt

∣∣∣∣

≤ τ−N+2s−γ

∫ τ

0

t2γ+N−2s · t−N+2s−γ−1|Υj(t)| dt ≤ const τγ+2s−N
p .

Hence (4.62) is proved. Substituting (4.60) and (4.62) into (4.54), we finally obtain (4.52). �

Lemma 4.16. We have

(4.63) lim
r→0+

H(r)

r2γ
> 0,

being γ 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(τ) =
∑

j≥1

|ϕj(τ)|2.

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

lim
τ→0+

ϕj(τ)

τγ
= 0 for every j = j0, . . . , j0 +m− 1,

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

ϕj(R)

Rγ
+

N + γ − 2s

N + 2γ − 2s

∫ R

0

t−N−1+2s−γΥj(t) dt+
γR−N+2s−2γ

N + 2γ − 2s

∫ R

0

tγ−1Υj(t) dt = 0.

Plugging the above identity into (4.52), we obtain that, for every j = j0, . . . , j0 +m− 1,

ϕj(τ) = −τγ N + γ − 2s

N + 2γ − 2s

∫ τ

0

t−N−1+2s−γΥj(t) dt+O(τγ+2s−N
p ) as τ → 0+.

From this, (1.19), and (4.59) it follows that, for every j = j0, . . . , j0 +m− 1,

(U(τ ·), ψj)L2(SN+ ,θ
1−2s
N+1 ) = O(τγ+2s−N

p ) as τ → 0+.

Using (4.14) with ε = 2s − N
p to estimate from below

√
H(τ), from (4.18) it follows that, for every

j = j0, . . . , j0 +m− 1,

(4.65) (wτ , ψj)L2(SN+ ,θ
1−2s
N+1 )

= O(τs−
N
2p ) = o(1) as τ → 0+.

On the other hand, by Lemma 4.14 and continuity of the trace map (4.31), for every sequence τn → 0+,
there exist a subsequence {τnk

}k∈N and a function ψ ∈ span{ψj : j = j0, . . . , j0 +m− 1} satisfying (4.49)

such that wτnk → ψ in L2(SN+ , θ
1−2s
N+1 ) as k → ∞. This would imply the convergence

(wτnk , ψ)L2(SN+ ,θ
1−2s
N+1 )

→ ‖ψ‖2
L2(SN+ ,θ

1−2s
N+1 )

= 1 as k → ∞,

which contradicts (4.65). �

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 µj0 be as in Lemma 4.14, with j0 ≥ 1 chosen as in (1.18) and m ∈ N \ {0}
being the multiplicity of µj0 . Let {ψj}j=j0,...,j0+m−1 be an orthonormal basis of the eigenspace associated
with the eigenvalue µj0 . By Lemma 4.14, for any sequence τn → 0+ there exist a subsequence {τnk

}k≥1

and a vector (βj0 , . . . , βj0+m−1) ∈ Rm \ {0} such that

(4.66)
U(τnk

z)

τγnk

→ |z|γ
j0+m−1∑

j=j0

βjψj

(
z

|z|

)
in H1(B+

1 , t
1−2s) as 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 βj above satisfy (1.22): indeed, showing that the limit depends nor on the sequence {τn}
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 ℓ = j0, . . . , j0 +m− 1,

lim
k→∞

ϕℓ(τnk
)

τγnk

=

j0+m−1∑

j=j0

βj

∫

SN+

θ1−2s
N+1ψj(θ)ψℓ(θ) dS = βℓ,

whereas (4.52) yields

lim
k→∞

ϕℓ(τnk
)

τγnk

=
ϕℓ(R)

Rγ
+

N + γ − 2s

N + 2γ − 2s

∫ R

0

t−N−1+2s−γΥℓ(t) dt+
γR−N+2s−2γ

N + 2γ − 2s

∫ R

0

tγ−1Υℓ(t) dt

for every R ∈ (0, 1). This completes the proof. �
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Proof of Theorem 1.2. The proof follows from Theorem 1.1. Indeed, if u ∈ Ds,2(RN ) is a non-trivial weak

solution to (1.1), we can consider its extension U = H(u) ∈ D1,2(RN+1
+ , t1−2s). We observe that, since

TrU 6≡ 0 in RN , U 6≡ 0 in R
N+1
+ ; then U 6≡ 0 in B+

1 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). �
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