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SCHAUDER ESTIMATES FOR ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS DEGENERATING ON
LOWER DIMENSIONAL MANIFOLDS

GABRIELE CORA, GABRIELE FIORAVANTI, STEFANO VITA

ABSTRACT. In this paper we begin exploring a local regularity theory for elliptic equations having
coefficients which are degenerate or singular on some lower dimensional manifold

—div(yl* A(z,y)Vu) = [yl + div(yl*F)  in By C RY,
where z = (z,y) € RY™™ xR", 2 < n < d are two integers and a € R. Such equations are a prototypical
example of elliptic equations spoiling their uniform ellipticity on the (possibly very) thin characteristic
manifold ¥y = {]y| = 0} of dimension 0 < d —n < d — 2, having

Ayl*Ie* < [y]* Az, v)€ - € < Aly|*[¢]*.

Whenever a +n > 0, the weak solutions with a homogeneous conormal boundary condition at 3o
are provided to be C%® or even C™® regular up to Xy. Our approach relies on a regularization-
approximation scheme which employs domain perforation, very fine blow-up procedures and a new
Liouville theorem in the perforated space, of independent interest. Our theory extends to inhomoge-
neous conormal boundary conditions, to the case of suitably smooth curved manifolds and also applies
- whenever a + n < 2 - to solutions with prescribed homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition at g
by a boundary Harnack type principle. Finally, we establish the connection with fractional Laplacians
on very thin flat manifolds via Dirichlet-to-Neumann maps, as a higher codimensional analogue of the
extension theory developed by Caffarelli and Silvestre.

1. INTRODUCTION

Aim of this work is the study of the local regularity properties, Holder C%® and Schauder C1®
estimates, of weak solutions to

(1.1) —div(|y|* Az, y)Vu) = |y|*f +div(|y|*F)  in By C R%.

Here z = (z,9) € R x R", 2 < n < d are two integers and a € R. The second order equation
in divergence form above is uniformly elliptic far from a characteristic flat manifold of low dimension
0<d—n<d-2

Yo ={z=(z,y) €R? | |y| =0},
and the weight term is a power of the distance to Xo; that is, |y| = dist(z, Xo). In other words, there
exist 0 < A < A such that the symmetric (d x d)-dimensional matrix A(2) = (ai;(2))i j=1,..4 satisfies

A\y[“\{]Q < |y|*A(z)€ - € < A\y[ﬂ{]Q for almost any z € By, for any £ € R,
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The weak solutions to the above problem are elements of the weighed Sobolev space HY%(Bj) :=
H'(By, |y|®dz) which satisfy

(1.2) [ ravu-vo= [ o= F-Vo)  forevery 6 € C2(By).

The equation is satisfied across the thin manifold Yy, and this implies a formal homogeneous conormal
condition at X
(1.3) lim |y**" 1 (AVu + F) - L =0,

lyl—0 vl
see Remark for the precise meaning of the above expression. Notice also that, when A = T and
F =0, corresponds to a vanishing weighted radial derivative with respect to the degenerate
variables.

The weighted H®-capacity of the thin manifold ¥y is key to understanding what kind of solutions
one may face. Depending on the value of the parameter a + n € R, the local weighed capacity of
the characteristic manifold is infinite when a + n < 0, positive and finite when a +n € (0,2) and
zero when a +n > 2. Consequently, weak solutions must vanish at 3¢ in the supersingular case
a +n < 0, and naturally satisfy in the superdegenerate case a +n > 2. Finally, in the mid-range
case a +n € (0,2), many different boundary conditions can be prescribed at ¥, and this corresponds
to inhomogeneous Dirichlet and inhomogeneous conormal boundary problems (oblique derivative type
conditions).

In this paper, we mostly work under the assumption a + n > 0 - which makes the weight term
locally integrable - and deal with functions which solve across Yo in the sense of ; that
is, we study the homogeneous conormal boundary problem. We will see that the regularity for the
inhomogeneous conormal problem in the mid-range a + n € (0,2) follows as a consequence of the
theory for the homogeneous one. Concerning Dirichlet type boundary conditions, the inhomogeneous
problem in the mid-range a + n € (0,2) is studied in the companion paper [33], while the analysis of
the homogeneous case, when a + n < 2, is partially carried out in the present paper via a boundary
Harnack type principle.

Background and motivations. The local regularity theory for weighted degenerate elliptic equations
starts with the seminal works by Fabes-Jerison-Kenig-Serapioni |28 29 30]. Among their motivations
for such a regularity theory, the connection with the study of fine qualitative properties of harmonic
functions at the boundary of rough domains through quasiconformal mappings from a ball. In [30],
the authors extend the De Giorgi-Nash-Moser theory to degenerate elliptic equations where the degen-
eracy /singularity is carried out by a weight term w which arises either from quasiconformal mappings
or belongs to the As-Muckenhoupt class. The latter indicates a combined local integrability property
between the weight and its reciprocal. Their regularity theory includes Harnack inequalities and lo-
cal Holder continuity of solutions. These results rely primarily in the validity of a general functional
framework in weighted Sobolev spaces comprehending Poincaré-Wirtinger and Sobolev inequalities.
Later, the conditions which provide this setting have been summarized into three main properties of
the weight, characterizing the so-called 2-admissible weights, see for instance [38] and later discus-
sions in Section The general regularity theory for weighted equations also ends with [30], since
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Holder continuity is the optimal regularity if no further geometric assumption on the zero/infinity set
Yo ={w(z) =0 V w(z) = oo} is done.

In recent years, there have been significant contributions to the study of degenerate elliptic equations
where the weight behaves like a power of the distance from a (d — 1)-dimensional manifold. The model
equation is

(1.4) ~div(y*A(z,y)Vu) = RHS  in B C RY.

Here z = (z,y) e R xRy =R%, Bf = Bin{y >0}, a € R and %y = {y = 0} is an hyperplane,
i.e. it has codimension n = 1. This theory has profound connections with the edge calculus developed
in [47, 48], see also [44] 36, [37] and the references therein. However, the recent interest in this problem
primarily relies in the connection with fractional Laplacians due to an extension theory via Dirichlet-
to-Neumann maps [8]; that is, for a € (—1,1)

—div(y*Vu) =0 in RY
- liIny—>0Jr y‘l@yu(aﬁ, y) = Ca,d(_A)kTau(x7 O) in X,

see also [I1] for the curved analogous in conformal geometry.

Concerning the general equation , it is crucial to comment here its possible connection with
Grushin operators. As it is highlighted in [§], a change of coordinates moves the operator into a
Grushin type one. However, this is true only for a particular small range of the exponent a, and in
any case both the transformation and the power term in the Grushin operator are not smooth. So,
hypoellipticity and the Hormander regularity theory are not valid in general. In fact, the indicial root
y'=® always solves the homogeneous (RHS = 0) isotropic (A = I) equation whenever a < 1.
This prevents general harmonic functions for the degenerate operator from being smooth.

However, the regularity of the solutions may strongly improve by imposing certain boundary condi-
tions at . In fact, solutions with a homogeneous conormal boundary condition at g enjoy a Schauder
theory in C*® spaces whenever a > —1, which in turns leads to smoothness if data are smooth. The
full regularity theory in Holder spaces is carried out in [55, 56, 57, 24], see also [2, [3] for the parabolic
case and [25], 20] for regularity estimates in Sobolev spaces. Notably, this theory finds nice applications
in higher order boundary Harnack principles [22] for uniformly elliptic equations [57, [58, 61]. The
literature on the regularity in the mid-range case a € (—1,1) is extensive, primarly due again to the
connection with fractional Laplacians. We cannot provide a comprehensive list of all contributions on
this topic here; however, concerning Schauder type estimates, a notable reference can be found in [9).

Let us consider now the higher codimensional case presented in the present paper. The study of
can be seen at a first glance as a natural continuation of the codimension 1 theory. However,
there are many other motivations for developing such a regularity theory. We would like to focus
our attention on some topics which strongly relates to the degenerate equation and may have
further developments due to our results and approach. Some of them are known topics, and have a
literature: harmonic maps with prescribed singularities in general relativity, the Dirichlet problem and
harmonic measure on lower dimensional boundaries. Some other connections are new: critical points
for Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg inequalities, higher codimensional extensions of fractional Laplacians,
very thin free boundary problems. We will spend some other words on these topics in the last part of
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this introduction. Finally, we would like to mention some unique continuation results for Grushin-type
operators which are degenerate on lower dimensional manifolds, see for instance [I], [34] [39] and many
references therein.

Main results and strategies. In the present section, we would like to state our main results and
discuss the strategies involved in their proofs.

The homogeneous conormal problem. The main results we are presenting here concern the homogeneous
conormal problem for in the range a +n > 0. The solutions we are referring to are elements of
H'“(By) which weakly solve (L.2). Our main objectives are certain Holder C%* and Schauder C1
local regularity estimates up to %o for this class of weak solutions. In order to state precisely our
main results, we need to be more specific regarding the uniform ellipticity properties of the variable
coefficient matrix A. The latter is a symmetric (d X d)-dimensional matrix satisfying the global uniform
ellipticity condition

(1.5) MéEP < A(2)€-€ < AJE]?,  forae. z € By and for all £ € RY,

for some ellipticity constants 0 < A < A. Moreover, A satisfies the restricted-to-Yy uniform ellipticity
condition

(1.6) €2 < As(z,0)€ - € < A€, for a.e. (2,0) € B; NYg and for all £ € R™,
with ellipticity constants 0 < A < A, < A, < A, where Az is the (n x n)-dimensional block located in
the lower-right corner of the matrix A, see (1.19). Then, let us introduce the exponent
2—a—-n++/(2—a—n)?+4pu,

2 7

(1.7) ax = as(a,n, A\ /Ay) =
with

(f‘)@(n—n ifn>3,
* lal

(% arctan (%) T>2 ifn=2.

*

M = M*<a7n, )\*/A*) ==

Notice that both a, and p, are monotone increasing with respect to 0 < A./A, < 1. Notice also
that in case Ax/A, = 1 (which happens in particular if A = I), u. = n — 1 which corresponds to the
first positive eigenvalue of the Laplace-Beltrami operator on S*~!. Then, our first main result is the
following.

Theorem 1.1 (Holder C%“ estimate). Let a+n >0, p > (d+ay)/2, ¢ > d+ay. Let A be a uniformly
elliptic matriz satisfying (1.5) and (1.6) with constants 0 < X < A\, < Ay < A. Let oo, = ai(n,a, A /Ay)
be defined as in (1.7)). Let

(1.8) a€(0,1)N(0,ax) N (0,2~ (d+ay)/p| N (0,1~ (d+ay)/q].

Let A be continuous with ||Al|pe(p,) < L, f € LP*(By), F € L¥(B1)* and u be a weak solution to
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Then, u € C’O’O‘(Bl). Moreover, there exists a constant C' > 0 depending only on d, n, a, A\, A, p, q,

loc

L and o such that
HuHCO’O‘(Bl/g) S C(HUHL2*‘1(31) + ”f”Lp’a(Bl) + ”FHLQ’O‘(Bl))'

Let us notice here that Holder regularity for some small implicit exponent follows by [30] in the
Ag-Muckenhoupt range a +n € (0,2n) or by the 2-admissibility of the weight (see [38]) even in the
full range a +n > 0 again by [30], once the 2-admissibility condition is established in Section The
latter is true even when the variable coefficient matrix is only assumed to be bounded measurable.
However, the above result proves an estimate which comes with an explicit Holder exponent. As we
will see, this additional information is due to the homogeneity property of the weight term together
with the peculiar geometry of its nodal set X.

Then, our second result, which is actually the main core of the paper, is the following Schauder
estimate, which holds true any time the exponent «, exceeds 1, see Remark [I.5]

Theorem 1.2 (Schauder C1< estimate). Let a+n > 0, p > d+ay. Let A be a uniformly elliptic matriz

satisfying (1.5) and (1.6) with constants 0 < A < A\ < Ay < A. Assume that a, = a(n,a, A\ /Ay)
defined as in (L.7]) is such that ay > 1. Let

(1.9) aec(0,1)N (0, —1)N (0,1 —(d+ax)/p]

Let A be a-Holder continuous with ||Allcoap,y < L, f € LP(By), F' € C%%(By) and u be a weak

solution to (1.1)) in By.
Then, u € C'llo’?(Bl) and satisfies

(1.10) (AVu+F)-e,, =0, onXoNBy, foreveryi=1,...,n.
Moreover, there exists a constant C' > 0 depending only on d, n, a, A\, A, p, L and o such that
(1.11) lulloras, ) < Clllullzas,) + 1 fllras,) + 1 Flcoas,))-

Let us now comment on the above results and explain the techniques involved. The main idea
is to take advantage of a e-regularization-approximation scheme, which aims to address the loss of
uniform ellipticity on the characteristic manifold by approximating with uniformly elliptic problems.
In this way, the estimates become available for the e-approximating problems, and the goal is to prove
their uniformity (stability) as the regularization parameter ¢ — 0. Returning to the codimension 1
case, in [55] the regularization proposed is at the level of the weight term. Specifically, replacing |y|®
with p2(y) = (€2 + |y|>)2 one immediately obtains a uniformly elliptic problem, and stability can be
established as ¢ — 0. This approach is not the most effective in this context. To approximate a given
solution with a possible boundary condition at 3y, the same boundary condition must be prescribed
at the level of the regularized equation. However, the local H!(p?)-capacity of Xg - which coincides
with the classical local unweighted H!-capacity - is always zero. As a result, no boundary condition
can be imposed on the thin set. This fact becomes particularly evident in the mid-range a+n € (0, 2),
especially in case of inhomogeneous conditions.

Next, we propose a general strategy suitable for any boundary value problem and valid across
different capacitary ranges. The regularization we introduce is performed at the domain level, using
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e-perforations around Xg. In the isotropic case A = I, the approximating problems are described as
follows

(112) {—divuy\aw) = [yl*f +div(|y|*F) in By\ .

(Vu+F)-v=0 on By N 0%,

where
Ye={lyl<e} and 0%, ={|y| =<}

As one can see, the conormal boundary condition is now prescribed on a codimension 1 boundary
that shrinks toward 3. Given a particular solution of the limiting problem, one can construct an
approximating sequence of solutions for the regularized problems as ¢ — 0. If the regularity estimates
for are shown to be uniform in ¢, the same regularity is transferred to the limit.

Adding variable coefficients makes things harder, as anisotropy directly affects the approximation.
As we will see, the stability of the estimates relies on Liouville theorems on the complementary of a
hole, after blow-up. For general variable coeflicients, adjusting the shape of this hole to the anisotropy
proves to be convenient, and this requires the domain to be perforated accordingly at a macroscopic
scale; that is,

DA ={A7 (@, y)y - y<e?t  and 982 = {A7'(z,y)y -y =€)

However, a preliminary regularization of the coefficients through convolution with mollifiers is also
needed at this point. In fact, the approximating problems

{—div(|y|aAVu) = ly|*f + div(|y|*F) in By \ E?

1.13
(1.13) (AVu+F)-v=0 on By NoY4,

enjoy the desired Holder C%® and Schauder C® estimates only requiring additional regularity of
coefficients, respectively C! and O, since the latter ensures the right regularity of the shrinking
boundaries (see Remark . This is suboptimal when compared with the requirements stated in
Theorems and However, this additional regularity is necessary to ensure stability of the
estimates with respect to domain perforation. On the other hand, stability with respect to mollification
does not require any perforation and holds true under the optimal requirements on coefficients; that
is, respectively the C? and C%® regularity imposed by the natural scaling of the equation.
The validity of Theorems and is based on the following main result.

Theorem 1.3 (Stable regularity estimates in perforated domains). Let a+n > 0. Let A be a uniformly

elliptic matriz satisfying and with constants 0 < A < Ay < Ay < AL Let ay = ai(n, a, A /Ay)
be defined as in . Then the following points hold true:

i) Letp > (d+a4)/2, ¢ > d+ay. Leta € (0,1) satisfying (1.8). Let A be C' with [Allersy < L,

f € LP%(By) and F € LY B1)%. Then there exists eg < 1 and a constant C > 0 depending

only ond, n, a, A\, A, p, q, L, 0 and « such that for every e € (0,e9) and for every solution

ue to (1.13) it holds

[ucll o (s, \ma) < Clllucllzapsay + 1 fllras) + 1Pl Laas,)) -
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it) Let p > d+ ay. Let assume that o, > 1. Let o € (0,1) satisfying (L.9). Let A be C* with
|Allcragy < L, f € LPY(By) and F € C%™*(B1). Then there exists eg < 1 and a constant
C > 0 depending only on d, n, a, A\, A, p, L, €9 and « such that for every e € (0,e9) and for
every solution ues to it holds

[uellora(s, p\ma) < ClluellLzassay + 1fllra(s,) + [Fllcoas,))-
Moreover, for every points z € 954 N Bi; and for every i =1,...,n, it holds
(1.14) [(AVue + F)(2) - ey, | < Ce®([[uellp2.a(my\wa) + 1 flLoey) + [1Fllcoas,))-

First of all, we would like to point out that the above result remains valid even if the additional C*
or O1 regularity is only assumed for the block As, see Remark However, to simplify the notation,
we assume the higher regularity for all entries of the matrix A.

Let us also observe that the quantitative condition is the key for obtaining the effective
conormal boundary condition in Theorem u, which is a much stronger information compared
to the weighted conormal condition (|1.3) enjoyed by weak solutions.

The above result, as far as we know, is new even in the case of the Laplacian (a = 0 and A = 1), and
provides stability of classical Holder estimates in perforated domains with Neumann boundary condi-
tion on the boundary of the hole. Since our estimates can be extended to second order elliptic equations
with general lower order terms, Theorem i) has a remarkable link with the quantitative spectral
stability for the Laplacian in domains with holes with prescribed Neumann boundary conditions, see
for instance [31), 51, 53] and many references therein. In particular, we can imply stable a-Holder
bounds (for any « € (0, 1)) for eigenfunctions in the Neumann-perforated domains, see Remark

Notice that the stability of the Schauder estimate can not be valid for the Laplacian, since the
effective conormal condition that would follow, i.e. Vyu = 0 on X, is not a general property of
harmonic functions. The latter fact is not in contradiction with our result, since one needs a < 0 in
order to make o, > 1, see Remark

In the spirit of the work of Simon [54], the stable estimates are obtained, in both the regularization
procedures (Theorem and Proposition , by a contradiction argument involving a fine blow-up
procedure and the classification of entire profiles. The latter is expressed in terms of rigidity results;
that is, Liouville type theorems for both uniformly and degenerate elliptic problems on the blow-up
domain, which can be the entire space, the half-space, or the space minus an unbounded cylinder
around Y. The latter result is of independent interest and can be stated as follows.

Theorem 1.4 (Liouville). Let a+n >0, ¢ > 0, and let A be a constant coefficient (d x d)-dimensional
matriz which satisfies (1.5)). Let us denote

2—a—-n++/(2—a—n)2+4m
2 )
where 1 = pi(a,n, A) is a constant, which will be precisely defined in Lemma . Let u be an entire

solution (see Definitions and to
—div(Jy|*AVu) =0 in R?\ 24
ly|*AVu-v =0 on %4,

v =7 (a,n, A) =

(1.15)
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and assume that there exist two constants ¢ > 0 and v € (0,7]") such that
(1.16) lu(z)| < c(1+|2]7).
If v < 2, then u is linear. Moreover, if v < 1, then u s constant.

The above result is derived by using spherical coordinates with respect to the degenerate variable
y and expressing the solution through a Fourier-type decomposition. This approach requires the
anisotropy of the coefficients to align with the geometry of the hole, as radial-in-y (axial) symmetry
must emerge after a linear change of coordinates.

Let us elaborate on the regularity results in connection with the Liouville theorem discussed above.
The exponent ay is a threshold for local regularity. It represents the lower bound of the possible
homogeneity degrees '7{“ that one may encounter at the microscopic scale of the blow-up. Then,
we would like to highlight the unexpected similarity between «, and the optimal Hoélder continuity
exponent of solutions to equations with bounded measurable (possibly discontinuous) coefficients, see
[52]. In the present case, the (restricted-to-Xg) ellipticity ratio A, /A also plays a role in the expression
for a,, reducing its value compared to the isotropic case A = I. It remains an open question whether
this interference is intrinsic or not, as we currently lack examples of solutions with such reduced
regularity.

Let us now comment on the possible higher regularity of solutions.

Remark 1.5. The exponent «, is always strictly positive. In general, given an integer k > 1, o, > k if
and only if p, > k(k+a+mn—2). This implies in particular that o, > 1 ifand only if a < p+1—n <0,
since 0 < pyx <n— 1.

As a becomes more and more negative, depending also on an increasing codimension n, «a, can be
made larger than any integer k > 2. Therefore, C*® regularity of solutions is expected for any k > 2,
under suitable assumptions on the data and within certain ranges of (a,n).

Unfortunately, we currently lack a general strategy for higher order Schauder estimates, which
remains an open problem. On one hand, the regularity estimates obtained in Theorems and
[I.2] cannot be directly iterated on derivatives, since the operator is translation invariant only in the
tangential directions to 3¢ (the x variables). This implies that the operator commutes only with the
derivatives in € R?*™ and not in y € R™. However, if one knows additionally that the solution
is axially symmetric with respect to ¥y (radial-in-y), i.e. u(z,y) = u(z,|y|), the iteration procedure
works and one can prove smoothness at least in the isotropic homogeneous case, see Theorem [7.4]

On the other hand, one could attempt to construct a regularization-approximation scheme for any
order k, by smoothing the data, perforating the domain and finally shrinking at the characteristic
manifold. However, this strategy also fails, as the stability of the C*% estimate with respect to e-
perforation does not hold, see Remark [6.2]

The inhomogeneous conormal problem. In the mid-range a +n € (0,2), the positive weighted capacity
of the thin set ¥y enables the imposition of inhomogeneous conormal boundary conditions; that is,
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solutions to

—div(|y|*Vu) =0, in By,
— lim |y|*™ " 'Vu - = = g(z), on $oN By,
[y =0 \ |

are well defined (see Definition as elements of H%%(B;) which satisfies

/ ly|*Vu - Vodz = wn/ g(x)p(z,0)dx, for every ¢ € C°(By).
By YoNB1

Then, we prove some regularity results for solutions of the above problem, as a corollary of our main
theorems, together with the regularity of axially symmetric solutions, see Proposition

Curved characteristic thin manifolds. As a second corollary of our main theorems, We can deal with the
case of curved regular characteristic thin manifolds. Let 2 < n < d and consider a ( dlmenswnal
C%* manifold T locally embedded in RY with o € [0,1). Then Corollaries [8.4] and prov1de the
extension of the main Theorems and to weak solutions (see Definition 8 8.3) to

(1.17) —div(0*AVu) = 6°f + div(6*F), in By,

where the weight § behaves as a particular distance function to I', chosen in accordance to the local
parametrization of the thin manifold. See Definition for detailed assumptions on the defining
function 0.

The homogeneous Dirichlet problem. As another corollary of our main theorems, whenever a +n < 2,
one can provide regularity results for solutions to the homogeneous Dirichlet problem

{—div(|y|aVu) =0 in B;\ %o

(118)
u=20 on B; N Xp.

As we will explain later in the introduction, the problem above has connections with the work of
Nguyen on harmonic maps with prescribed singularities in general relativity [50]. Moreover, it has also
profound connections with the works of David-Feneuil-Mayboroda on the Dirichlet problem on lower
dimensional boundaries [19, 20], see also [18, 21].

In the same spirit of [56], as a +n < 2 one can provide regularity results for solutions u to by
considering the ratio w = u/uy between u and the characteristic Dirichlet solution

|2—a—n

uo(y) = |y

)

which solves again (T.18). The ratio w is a solution of a degenerate problem —div(|y|’Vw) = 0 with
exponent b = 4 —a—2n which lies in the superdegenerate range since b+n = 4—a—n > 2. Hence, C%®
and C1® estimates for w are implied by Theorems and see Corollary This improves some
results in [50], and also slightly improves some regularity results in [33], ensuring the sharp C?-2~"
regularity of solutions under additional requirements on the codimension n. For instance, in the case
a+n =1 and whenever n > 4, solutions to are provided to be Lipschitz continuous, see Remark
9.0l
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Higher codimensional extensions of fractional Laplacians. Motivated by [8], one might wonder whether
it is possible to extend functions u defined in R%™" having a well-defined s-fractional Laplacian (s €
(0,1)) to the whole of R?, introducing n additional variables. Under the assumption d —n > 2s, which
allows for the definition of suitable energy spaces, in Section [I0] we show that such an extension is
given by the convolution u * P with the Poisson-type kernel
NG

2
d—n+2s ?

7T (s) (]2 + |y[2) >

The extension is a radial-in-y solution (axisymmetric with respect to 3y = R%™) to

(z,y) € RT™ x R™,

P(z,y) = P(|zl, |y|) =

—div(|y|*Vu) =0 in RY\ %
— lim |y|*™ 'V - - dan(—A)%u(z,0) on X,
lyl—0 |yl

where a +n =2 —2s € (0,2), and d, 5, is an explicit positive constant. As it can be seen through the
change of variables |y| = r, we recover exactly the classical Caffarelli-Silvestre s-harmonic extension.

Some further motivations and applications. In the final part of this introduction, we aim to
elaborate further on some noteworthy motivations and significant applications of our theory.

Harmonic maps with prescribed singularities in general relativity. The study of axially symmetric sta-
tionary multi-black-hole configurations and the force between co-axially rotating black holes involves
an analysis on the boundary regularity of the reduced singular harmonic maps, see [59} 60}, 41, [42], [43].
In [50], this analysis is carried out by considering those harmonic maps as solutions to some homoge-
neous divergence systems of partial differential equations with singular coefficients. Then, the model
single equation of the system is given by

—div(w(z)Vu) =0 in By \ Xo,

where Xy is a (d — n)-dimensional submanifold with n > 2, w is a weight that satisfies
1
adist(z, Y0)* <w(z) < Cdist(z, 30)*

for some negative power a < 0 and some constant C' > 0. It is worth noting here that the weight’s
singularity, caused by the negative exponent a, does not confine us to a particular capacitary range.
Instead, all three ranges may be crossed since a + n might be any real number.

The Dirichlet problem and harmonic measure on lower dimensional boundaries. In a series of works,
see [I8| 19, 20, 2I] and many references therein, David-Feneuil-Mayboroda and collaborators start
an elliptic theory on weighted non uniformly elliptic operators which naturally catch the capacity
of very thin boundaries. The peculiar operator considered in these works has a weight behaving
as w(z) = dist(z,$9)1 ™™ where X is a (d — n)-dimensional manifold, i.e. the power of the weight
belongs to the mid-range since a +n = 1. Notice that with this choice of the exponent and when
n = 1 one recovers the classic Laplacian. The main target of the works quoted above is the study
of the Dirichlet problem on the lower dimensional boundary, the associated harmonic measure, and
its reciprocal absolute continuity with the (d — n)-dimensional Hausdorff measure [19], in the spirit of
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Dahlberg [17]. Although in general the interest in these works relies on rough boundaries, i.e. Lipschitz
or less, if the manifold is more regular, C' or more, one may infer almost Lipschitz type regularity for
the solutions of the inhomogeneous Dirichlet problem [33], or even the sharp Lipschitz regularity for
the homogeneous one when n > 4, see Corollary 0.2] and Remark [0.3]

Critical points for Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg inequalities. In the particular case n = d, semilinear equa-
tions involving degenerate weights appear in connection with Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg inequalities [7],
i.e. for certain values of «, 3, p equations like

—div(]z]*ZO‘Vu) = \z|*p5\u|p*2u.

Here —2a+n > 2, and so the weight is superdegenerate and solutions naturally satisfy a homogeneous
conormal boundary condition at ¥y = {0}. Even if the minimizers in the space R? are classified and
they are bubbles, the study of the above degenerate equation allows us to imply regularity properties
for sign-changing solutions too and for minimizers in domains attaining the singularity at the boundary
of a domain [12]. We will study these problems in a forthcoming paper [13].

Very thin free boundary problems. Due to the natural property of these degenerate operators of captur-
ing the capacity of very thin sets in the mid-range a+n € (0, 2), it is possible to formulate obstacle-type
free boundary problems with an obstacle that has arbitrary dimension d —n € {0,...,d —2}. In other
words, it is possible to minimize the energy functional

| wervu? az,
B1

where u satisfies a trace condition u = g on 9B and the obstacle condition u > v on the (d — n)-
dimensional set ¥. We refer to the seminal works of Caffarelli [5] [6] for classical obstacle problems
and to the more recent [32], where the authors propose an alternative definition of a very thin obstacle
problem (obstacles of dimension d — 2), related to the Caffarelli-Silvestre extension operator in the
regime a € (—1,0).

Structure of the paper. In Section [2] we introduce the weighted functional framework for the prob-
lem, and we provide many functional inequalities. In Section [3] we extend the results of the previous
section to a setting for perforated domains. In Section [f] we introduce the notion of solutions, and
we provide some approximation lemmas for both the regularization procedures. Moreover, we provide
stable L> bounds of solutions in perforated domains. Section [5]is dedicated to the proof of the main
Liouville Theorem Section [6] is the main core of the paper: it contains the proofs of the main
C% and O stable estimates in perforated domains, i.e. Theorem . In Section @ we prove the a
priori estimates of Proposition [7.I} which imply stable estimates with respect to standard smoothing
of data. This leads to the proof of the main Theorems and In Theorem [7.4] we improve the
regularity of axially symmetric solutions, achieving smoothness. Finally, in Proposition we extend
the regularity theory to the case of inhomogeneous conormal boundary problems in the mid-range.
Then, in Section [8 we generalize our results to the case of curved characteristic thin manifolds and
in Section [9] we prove some regularity results for the homogeneous Dirichlet problem by a boundary
Harnack type principle. Finally, in Section [L0| we establish the connection with fractional Laplacians
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through Dirichlet-to-Neumann maps, as a higher codimensional analogue of the Caffarelli-Silvestre ex-
tension theory. In Appendix [A] we collect many important techinical results concerning the geometry
of the perforated domains.

Notation. We establish the notation that will be used throughout the paper.

- Let 2 < n < d be two integers and consider the coordinates z = (z,7) € R¥™" x R".

- We denote by {e.,}, where £ = 1,...,d, the canonical basis of R?. To distinguish between the
variables z and y, we will often denote the basis as {e;, , ey, }, where j =1,...,d—nandi=1,...,n.

- For a vector G = (G4, Gy) € R xR", we write G = G1+Ga, where Gy = (G, 0) and G = (0, Gy).

- We express d-dimensional symmetric uniformly elliptic matrix A : Q@ — R%? in block form as

A A
where A; : Q@ — RI=d=n A, . ) — R¥™" and Az : Q — R™".

- For m € N we denote by B} ({) the open m-dimensional ball of radius R > 0 centered at ( € R™.
To ease the notation, we simply write B = B%(0) when ¢ = 0, and Bg(¢) = B%({), when the
dimension m = d. In particular, Bg = B%(0).

- We write 0 < ¢ < 1 to denote that there exists a small £g > 0 such that ¢ € (0, ).

- Throughout the paper, any positive constant whose value is not important is denoted by c. It may
take different values at different places.

2. FUNCTIONAL SETTING

2.1. Weighted Sobolev spaces. Given a smooth domain © C R?, we define the Sobolev space
HY(Q) = HY(Q, |y|°dz) as the completion of C°°(2) with respect to the norm

1
2.1) fallpocey = ([ WGl + V) dz)

Here, C*°(Q) consists of the restrictions to Q of smooth functions in R?. For our purposes, Q will be
mostly a ball Bg with radius R > 0. Therefore, from now on we will focus on the space H'*(Bg).
Moreover, we say that u € Hllo’g(Rd) if w € H%(Bg) for every R > 0.

Next, we define the homogeneous space HS’G(BR) as the completion of C°(BRr) with respect to
the norm given above. In light of the Poincaré inequality (see Proposition , Hé’a(BR) can be
equivalently defined as the completion of C2°(Bg) with respect to the Dirichlet seminorm

1
— _ a 2 2
(o) = 19ulaeco =, bir1vufaz)”

The weight term |y|® is locally integrable at ¥y whenever a +n > 0. Conversely, when a+n < 0 the
weight is supersingular; that is, it is not integrable at >y. As we will see in Proposition this lack
of integrability forces elements in the Sobolev space to vanish on the characteristic manifold in order
to maintain finite energy.
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Remark 2.1. We recall that a weight w € L}OC(Rd), w > 0 is said to belong to the As-Muckenhoupt
class if and only if

1 1
M, := sup —_ wdz )| —=———
20€RY, R>0 <\BR(ZO)! Bur(z0) ) <|BR(ZO)| Br(z0)

It is straightforward to verify that the weight w = |y|* belongs to the As-Muckenhoupt class if and
only if 0 < a +n < 2n.

wt dz) < 00.

2.2. Hardy-Poincaré and Poincaré inequalities. The following Hardy-Poincaré-type inequality is
well known (see, for instance, |46, §2.1.7, Corollary 2|). The proof of this result is postponed, as it will
be included in the proof of the more general Proposition [3.4]
Proposition 2.2 (Hardy-Poincaré inequality). Let R > 0 and § € R\ {—n}. Then

i) if § +n > 0, then for every u € C*°(Bg) it holds that

04+ n\2 d+n
e I A ey A T R AT
2 Br 2 JoBg Bg

ii) if 6 +n < 0, then for every u € C°(Bg \ o) it holds that

0+ n\2
(C35) [ Wiz < [ v,
Br Bgr

As a corollary, we also recover the Poincaré inequality. The proof of this result is similarly postponed,
as it will be included in the proof of the more general Proposition [3.5

Proposition 2.3 (Poincaré¢ inequality). Let R > 0 and a € R. Then
i) ifa+mn>0 and u € C(BR), it holds that

a n)Q/ al |12 / a 2
yl%lul|”dz < y|*|Vul“dz,

ii) ifa+mn <2 and u € C>(Bg\ o), it holds that

a+n—2)2/ al 12 / a 9
_— y|%ul“ dz < Y| Vul|*dz .
(“m) [, wiraz< [ o1

2.3. Weighted capacity. In this section, we examine how the properties of the weighted Sobolev
space H1'*(Bg) depend on the natural weighted capacity of the characteristic manifold.

Given R > 0 and a bounded domain 2 such that 3y N Bgr C 2, we define the local weighted capacity
of X in the box € as

Cap, (S N Br: @) = inf { / y*|VuPdz | ue CR(Q), u=1on 3N By}
Q

Thanks to Proposition [2.3] one could equivalently consider, in the definition above, the minimization
of the full norm in . As next Lemma shows, we can identify three distinct capacitary ranges:
when the weighted capacity of the characteristic manifold is infinite, i.e. @ +n < 0, we call the weight
ly|® supersingular, as we said before; when the weighted capacity is zero, i.e. a +n > 2, we call
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the weight |y|* superdegenerate; finally, when the weighted capacity is locally finite and positive, i.e.
0 < a+n < 2, we call the weight |y|* mid-range. Notice that, since n > 2, the As-Muckenhoupt
range 0 < a + n < 2n intersects both the mid-range and the superdegenerate intervals. We also note
that, within the mid-range interval, the capacity depends significantly on both the radius R and the
diameter of the box €.

Lemma 2.4 (Capacitary ranges). Let R > 0, and let 2 be a open set such that ¥o N Br C .
i) if a+n <0, then
Cap, (X0 N Bg; ) = o0}
ii) if a+mn > 2, then
Cap, (30 N Bg; ) = 0;
iii) if 0 < a+mn <2, then
0 < ¢ diam(Q)**" 2R4=" < Cap, (o N Br; Q) < oo,

for a constant ¢ > 0 depending only on a, d, n.

Proof. The proof of i) is straightforward since, when a + n < 0, it holds that
/ || Vu|?dz = 0o for all u € C°(R), u=1o0n XoN Bg.

Indeed, assume by contradiction that there exists u € COO(Q) such that v = 1 on ¥y N Br and
Jo lyl® |Vu\dz < 0. Since a +n < 0 implies that |y|* & Li (Q), we infer that Vu = 0 on %o N Q.
Therefore, u = 1 on ¥y N §2, which means that « can not be compactly supported on €2, leading to a
contradiction.

Let now prove 44). Call Qy = {x € R | (2,0) € Q}, and take ¢ € C°(€) such that ¢(x) = 1 for
every r € Bf{" C Q. Moreover, let n € C*°(R) be such that 0 <n <1, n(t) =1 for t € (2,00) and
n(t) =0 for t € (—o0, 1). For h € N, we introduce
(22) B = e@my)  whee  m(y) = n M),

One can readily see that, for h sufficiently large, ¥, € C°(Q), Uy, (z,y) = 1 if |2| < R and |y| < e72"
(and in particular ¥; =1 on X9 N Bg) and ¥y (x,y) = 0 if |y| > e~". Moreover,

—log |y| [l oo (Ra—n H77,||L°°(R)
V()| = el (=52 ) ] < T X(o o clyie ) -

Using cylindrical coordinates we obtain

/ [V, P = / Vapl2dz / Iyl mn 2y + / of2da / |V Pdy
Q Qo Rn Qo Rn

—h —h

e e
< C/ a+n 1dT +— T,a+n73dr
_— h? .
0

Thus, since a +n > 2, it holds that |[W[|g1.e(q) — 0 as h — oo, which proves zz).
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Finally, we prove iii). Let u € C2°(£2) be such that u =1 on Xy N Bg, that is, u(x,0) = 1 whenever
|z| < R. Since |y|* € L{ () it is clear that ||u|| 1.« < oo, and thus Cap(Z¢ N Br) < oo.

Next, let p = diam(2), so that @ C B,. Fix z € B;l{". By the fundamental theorem of calculus
and Holder’s inequality we have that, for every o € S*~ !, it holds

p 2 P 2
1 = |u(z, po) — 1|* = |u(z, po) — u(z,0)> = ‘ /0 Vu(z, so) -ads‘ < (/0 |Vu\(x,sa)ds>

p p 00
S/ 5”+“_1\Vu|2(93,30)d5/ slmamngs < cpz_a_”/ s | (x, so)ds
0 0 0

where ¢ > 0 depends only on a, n. As a consequence we have that
o0
nwn, :/ do < cpz_a_"/ / s\ (z, so)dsdo = cp2_“_”/ ly|*|Vul?dy
sn—1 sn—1 Jq R™
and finally, integrating over = € B}j{" we find

nwn|B§l%fn| < Cp2—a—n/

BL xR

oI IVuPds < e [ yltlvus.

The conclusion readily follows. O

As we have previously remarked, in the supersingular setting a + n < 0, the weight term is not
locally integrable. This phenomenon leads to the following result.

Proposition 2.5 (Density of smooth functions in the supersingular setting). Let a+n < 0. The space
HY%(BR) can be equivalently defined as the completion of C2°(Bg \ o) with respect to the norm given
m .
Proof. Tt suffices to show that for every u € C°°(Bg) N H“%(Bg), there exists a sequence {u.} in
C(Bg \ %o) such that [|ue — ul| g1a(p,) — 0 as e — 0.

Let u € C*°(Bg) be such that [[u]lg1.e(p,) < 0o. Since |y|* & Li (Br), it follows that u = 0 on
Br N 3.

Now, let n € C*°(R) be such that n(t) = 0 for |t| < 1, n(t) = ¢ for |t| > 2, and |n(t)| < |¢| for any
t € R. Define

us(2) = en(e™ u(2)) .

Clearly, u. = 0 whenever |u| < &, which implies that u. € C2°(Bg \ o). Moreover, u. = u whenever
|u| > 2¢, and Vu. = n/(¢"1u)Vu. Thus

/ ly|*ue — ul*dz < 4/ ly|*|u|?dz — 0 ase—0,
Br BrN{|u|<2e}\{u=0}

since |Br N {|u| < 2e} \ {u =0}| — 0. We can estimate the gradient part as
/ Y|V (ue — u)*dz < c/ || Vul*dz — 0 ase — 0,
Br BrO{|ul<2e}\{u=0,|Vu|=0}

since |[BrN{|u| < 2} \ {u = 0,|Vu| = 0}| — 0, given that BgN{u = 0,|Vu| # 0} is a set of Hausdorff
dimension at most d — 1.
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To prove this, assume u € C! and define Q := BN {u = 0, |Vu| > %}, which is a compact set. For
each z € Qy, there exists r, > 0 such that B, (z) N Q is a (d — 1)-dimensional regular hypersurface

by the implicit function theorem. Then, selecting a finite subcovering of Q) C Ufil B, (2i) N Q, we
have that for any arbitrarily small § > 0 it holds

Hd—l—f—&(Qk) —0.
Thus, since Bg N {u = 0,|Vu| # 0} = Uyey Ok, we have
HITIH(Brn{u=0,|Vu| £ 0}) =0.

The arbitrariness of § > 0 implies that Bg N {u = 0, |Vu| # 0} is (d — 1)-dimensional. Notice that the
(d — 1)-Hausdorff measure could be infinite. O

Similarly to the supersingular setting, i.e. Proposition whenever the weight is superdegenerate
one has the following density result.

Proposition 2.6 (Density of smooth functions in the superdegenerate seﬁng). Leta+n > 2. Then
the space HY*(BR) can be equivalently defined as the completion of C°(Br \ Xo) with respect to the

norm in (2.1)).

Proof. 1t suffices to prove that for every u € C°°(Br) N H“(Bpg) there exists a sequence u; €
C(Bg \ %o) such that [|up — ul|gra(p,) — 0 as h — .

Let W), € C*(Bg) be the family of functions introduced in (2.2). We recall that ¥; = 1 in
BrN{ly| < e} and ¥, =0 in Br N {|y| > e~ "}. Morcover, if a +n > 2 then || W[ r.a(p,) — 0 as
h — oo.

Let us define

up, = u(l — Up).

Since obviously uj, € C°(Bg \ 3o) and

lun — ull gy < cllYallmrasy)
for a constant ¢ > 0 which depends on ||ul|pe(By), [|Vul £~ (By), the proof is complete. O
2.4. H=W property. Sobolev spaces can be defined in terms of weak derivatives in LP spaces. In
the unweighted case, this definition is equivalent to the one based on the density of smooth functions
(which we used to introduce H'®(Bg)). However, establishing this equivalence in the context of

weighted Sobolev spaces is not as straightforward.
Following the approach of [62], we introduce the set

W = {u € Wil (Bg) | |[ull ez < oo}
We then define

W14(Bg) := the completion of W with respect to || - | F10(BR)-
We have the following characterization. Note that the two cases intersect.

Lemma 2.7. Leta € R, R > 0. It holds
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i) if a+n < 2n, then
1,1
Wh(Br) = {u € W5 Br) | lulliro(ng < o0}
i1) if a +mn > 2, then
Wh(BR) = {u € Wi, (Br \ Zo) | [ull masg) < oo}
Proof. Let us prove 7). The inclusion W € Whe(Bg) is straightforward.

To prove the reverse inclusion, let us take a Cauchy sequence ur C W. We note that uy and Vuy
are Cauchy sequences in L?%(Bg) and L?%(Bg)?, respectively. Due to the completeness of L?%(Bg),
there exist u € L*»%(Bg) and V € L?>%(Bg)? such that
(2.3) Up — U in L?%(Bg)

' Vup =V  in L**(Bg)?.

In particular, we note that

/ |y]a|u]2dz+/ |y]a|V\2dz<oo.
Br

Br

By Hoélder inequality, we have that for every compact set K C Bpg it holds that

[ itz < ([ oeraz) ([ wieaz)* < .

Here we used that |y|~® € L{. (Bg) due to the assumption a + n < 2n. Performing the same compu-

tation for V, we obtain that u,V € Ll (Bg).

loc

To conclude, it remains to show that V' is the weak gradient of u. Fix ¢ € C2°(Bpg). Using (2.3]) we
get

1

)/BR(uk B U)Vgodz‘ = </BR |y ug — u\def(/BR \y|7“!Vgo|2dz)§ 0.

’/BR(Vuk N V)(pdz‘ < (/BR [y Vuy, — V\de)é</BR ‘y|_a]<p|2dz>é 0.

Hence, since uy, € I/Vlicl(B Rr), we have
/ (uVe+pV)dz = / (ugV + Vug)dz +o(1) = o(1) .
Br Br
Therefore, V = Vu, and i) is proved.

Let us now prove ii). To show that
W (Bg) C {u € Wi, (Br \ Zo) | [|ullpia(py) < oo}

we can proceed in a manner similar to the proof of i), with a few minor modifications. Note that if
a+mn > 2, then in general |y|~® & L'(Bg); however, it is always true that |y|=® € L{ (Bg\ o).

loc
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Next, let us prove that
{w € W (Br \ o) | [[ullgraqpy < 00} € W (Bg).

loc

Let u € W (Bg \ 3o) with lull frra(pg) < 0o be fixed. Moreover, let € > 0. For k € N, consider the

loc
sequence uy defined as

k ifu>k
Up =< U if —k<u<k
-k ifu<—k

It is standard to see that ux € L>°(Bg) N I/Vli’Cl(BR \ ¥o) and |lu — ug|lgr.epy) — 0 as k — oco. In
particular, there exists @ := uy, for some sufficiently large ko such that [|u — @ g1.0(p,) < &/2.

Let W), € C*°(BRr) be the family of functions introduced in . We recall that 0 < ¥, < 1,
U, = 1in BpN{ly| < e} and ¥, = 0 in Bg N {|Jy| > e~ "}. Moreover, since a +n > 2 then
[Wnll ey — 0 as h — oo.

Define

Up = ﬁ(l — \I/h).

1

loc(BR), even when

We point out that spt(up) C {|Jy| > e "}. As a consequence, uy, |Vu,| € L
ly|=® & Li (Bgr). Moreover, for every ¢ € C°(Bg) it holds

loc

/ (unV o+ oVuy)dz = / V(1 — p)p] 4+ [(1— W) Virdz =0,
Bgr Br

where we used that (1 — ¥;,)p € CX(Bgr \ ¥o) and 4 € I/Vli’cl(BR \ ¥o). Hence, uy, € I/Vli’cl(BR).
By Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem (recall that || < 1 and ¥;, — 0 a.e. on Bp as
h — o0) and since ||V g1.a(p,) — 0 we obtain, as h — oo,

Jii— gy <2 [ WIGTAE + P02 [ il R
R R

< o(1) + 2[[dl| oo (B 10l 1 (BR) = o(1) -

In particular, fix hg € N such that [[& — up,||g1e(p,) < §-
Since uy, € VVlz’Cl(BR) and

[w = ung lg1e(Br) < lu—tllgrapy) + 1@ — unll gresy) <€,
thanks to the arbitrariness of € we conclude that u belongs W1(Bg), thus completing the proof. [J
It is now straightforward to show that the H = W property holds, at least when a +n > 0.
Lemma 2.8 (H=W). Ifa+n >0, then
H"“"(Bg) = W"*(Bg).
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Proof. If 0 < a 4+ n < 2n the weight |y|* belongs to the Muckenhoupt class Ag, see Remark
Therefore, the result is classical; see for instance [40, Theorem 2.5] or [62, §4].

If a+n > 2, we first note that every u € W¢(Bpg) can be approximated by functions uy, € T/V1 ' (Bg)
which are supported away from Xg; see the proof of Lemma i7). In turn, the functions uy can be
approximated by functions in C°(Bg \ o) using a standard molliﬁcation technique. Thus, the proof
is complete. ]

2.5. Trace inequalities and compact embeddings. Next we show a trace-type inequality. To this
aim, we introduce the projection

II:RY— R® II(z) =y,
and we notice that, using polar coordinates, for any z = ro, r = |z| > 0, 0 = ﬁ e S%1 it holds
y=rllo.
Lemma 2.9 (Trace inequality). Let R >0 and a+n > 0. Then for anyu € C*°(Bg) and 0 <r < R

it holds
o[ s <r [ lvalds+ et [ i,
OB, Bgr Br

for a constant ¢ > 0 depending only on d and a.

Proof. Let 0 < p < r < R. By fundamental theorem of calculus and Hélder’s inequality we have that
for any o € S4~1 it holds

lu(ro) —u(po) > < (/T |Vu|(70)d7)2 < /r rimedgr /r 9N gu)? (ro)dr .

P P P

/ o[ u(ro) — u(po)Pdo / l-a- ddT/ ly|°|Vul2dz
§d-1 P Br\B,
[ ddT/ [yl |Vul?dz,
p Br
and thus

rlad/ y|“u|2ds:/ ]Ha|“\u(ra)|2d0
OB, Sd—1

< 2/ o |%|u(ro) — u(po)|?do + 2/ [To|*|u(po)|*do
Sd-1 Sd-1

Therefore

IN

< 2(r = p)max(r! == [ peiguPdze2 [ ol utoe)Pde.
) :

a+d—1

Next, we multiply both sides by p and integrate over p € [0,7], using that a +d > a +n > 0.

Since r
/ prt1 / W0 | u(po) 2dodp = / lyl*luf*dz,
0 Sd—1 B

the proof is complete. O
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Lemma 2.10 (Compact embedding HY% «— L?%). Let R >0 and a+n > 0. Let {uy},u in H“*(Bg)
be such that up, — u in HV*(BR). Then, up to subsequences, ux — u in L>%(Bg).

Proof. Whitout loss of generality, we can assume that uj, — 0 in HY®(Bgr). Morever, since uy, is weakly
convergent in the Hilbert space H®(Bg), it is bounded.
Let § > 0 be fixed, and consider @5 € C*(Bg) such that 0 < @5 < 1 with ¢ = 1 when |y| < § and
¢ = 0 when |y| > 24. In particular, on the support of s and for every o > 0 it holds 1 < 2767 |y|~7.
We compute

/ 1y g2z < 2 / WAL = 05)2 2 + 2 / R i
Br Bgr Br

Fix 0 < ¢ < 2 such that a — o +n > 0. Using Proposition i) with § = a — o, we find

/ 1R a2 < 57 / 1917 i < ¢8R gl 1o s
Bgr

Br
where in the last inequality we also used Lemma [2.9]
In particular, since {u} is a bounded sequence in H'%(Bg), we infer that

[t <2 [ 1= s + o7,
Br Br

for a constant ¢ > 0 not depending on k.

Next, we notice that (1—s)uy, is a sequence supported in Bg \ X5, where the weight |y|* is bounded
and bounded away from zero. Thus, via a standard argument, we can see that (1 — ¢s)ur, — 0 in the
unweighted Sobolev space H!(Bg), and therefore

/ Y% (1 — s)?|ug]? < C/ (1 —s)?ur|>* = 0 as k — oo,
Br Br

by the classical Rellich-Kondrakov theorem.
Summing up, we have proved that

lim y|*|ug)? dz < ed?,
k—o0 Br

and the conclusion easily follows due to the arbitrariness of 4. O
As a consequence of the previous two results we have the following trace theorem.

Lemma 2.11 (Trace operator). Let R > 0 and a +mn > 0. Then there exists a unique bounded linear
operator

Tg : HY*(Bg) — L**(0Bg) ,
such that for all u € C*°(BR)
Tru = u)gBg-
Moreover, the following characterization holds

Hy*(Br) = {u € H"*(Bg) | Tru = 0}.
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Proof. Since C*°(Bg) is dense in HY(Bg), the first part of the lemma is a direct consequence of
Lemma [2.9) and a density argument.

As for the second part, it is obvious by the above definition that every u € Hé’a(BR) satisfies
Tr(u) = 0. Let then u € H»*(Bg) be such that Tru = 0. Since Tru = 0, u can be trivially extended
to zero outside of Bpg.

Now let us consider, for A € (1,2) the functions

ux(z) = u(Az),

which, by construction, are such that uy(z) = 0 if £ <[z| < R. As a consequence, one can easily see
that [[uxl g1.e(By) < cllullgrapy,) for a constant ¢ > 0 not depending on A\. Thus uy € Wha(Bgr) by
Lemma and in fact uy € HY%(Bg) by Lemma . Moreover, since uy(z) = 0 if % <|z| < R, each
u) can be approximated by functions in C°(BpR), that is, uy € Hé’“(BR).

Since Hé’a(BR) is complete, to conclude it suffices to show that |lux — ullg1.e(py) — 0 as A — 17.

Since uy is bounded in Hy“(Bg), it converges weakly to v € Hy"(Bg) and, thanks to Lemma
it also holds u) — v a.e. in Br. In fact, since uy — w a.e. in Bgr by definition, v = u. Finally, we
observe that ||uxllg1e(p,) — lullgiasy) as A — 17, and this is enough to obtain strong convergence.
The proof is complete. O

2.6. Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality and 2-admissible weights. In this section we establish the
2-admissibility of the weight term |y|* whenever a +n > 0. The definition of 2-admissible weights can
be found in [38] §1.1], and can be resumed into four properties, in order: the doubling condition on the
measure dy = |y|*dz, a condition on the well-definedness of the weak gradient, a Sobolev inequality,
which is proved later in Lemma [3.7] in a more general form, and the Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality,
which is stated and proved below. Checking the first two conditions is easy and we omit the proofs.

Proposition 2.12 (Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality). Let a +n > 0 and R > 0. Then there exists a
positive constant ¢ > 0 depending only on d, a such that for any v € H"*(Bg)

(2.4) o[ Wit pP e < B [ lpvald:
Br Bgr
where
1 /
u)fp = y|*u dz, and ta(BRr :/ y|* dz.
(u)k 1a(Br) BRI\ (Br) BRIl

The proof is classical and can be found for instance in |27, §5.8.1]. However, we report it in order
to show why the inequality holds true whenever the weight is locally integrable and the codimension
n > 2 while it does not hold in the superdegenerate setting when n = 1.

Proof. Let us prove the inequality in the unitary ball; that is,

(2.5) ¢ / Iyl — (w2 dz < / 9]V d.
B1 Bl
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Then, one can recover by scaling. Assume by contradiction that does not hold. Then, along
a sequence {uy} C HY(B)
luk — (ur){ |l L2.0(By) > Bl Vukl p2.a(s,)-
Let
up, — (ug){
Jug — (uk)§ll L2.0(B;)

VE —

Then

vkl z2am) =1, ()] =0, and ||Vul[r2ap,) < 1/k.
By Lemma there exists v € HY%(By) such that, vy — v in H%*(Bj) and v, — v in L?%(By)
up to subsequences, with [[v][z2.e(p,) = 1, (v){ = 0 and Vv = 0 almost everywhere in Bj. Since the
weak gradient is defined as a L] _(Bj) function whenever a +n < 2n and as a L{, (B; \ X¢) function
whenever a + n > 2, in any case, due to the connectedness respectively of By or B \ ¥y, one can
conclude that v must be constant almost everywhere in B;. Then, the two conditions [|[v]|z2,e(p,) = 1

and (v)§ = 0 are in contradiction. O

Notice that, when n = 1 and in the superdegenerate setting, i.e. a > 1, By \ ¥ is not connected.
Then, the proof above is not valid. In fact, the Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality is not valid too. Consider
the jump function « =1 on By, u = 0 on By, see [55, Example 1.4]. However, we would like to stress
the fact that in the codimension 1 case, the weight |y|® is still 2-admissible from one or the other side
of the hyperplane .

3. FUNCTIONAL SETTING WITH STABILITY IN PERFORATED DOMAINS

In this section, we provide the functional setting in perforated domains.
Let us consider a symmetric matrix A € C'(Bg; R%9) which satisfies the uniform ellipticity condition

(1.5) and express A in blocks form as in (1.19)); that is,
(A A2>
a=( 1)
where A; € CI(BR;Rd_n’d_n), Ay € CI(BR;Rd_n’n) and As € ct (BR;]RTL’”) .

Remark 3.1. Throughout the paper, the regularity assumptions stated above can be relaxed as follows:
Ay € C%Bg;R4I™4=1) Ay € CO(Bg;RY™") and A3 € C'(Bg; R™"). In other words, the only block
that actually requires one additional degree of regularity is As. However, since we will smooth the
original coefficients by convolution with standard mollifiers and to simplify the notation, we will assume
the stronger condition A € C'(Bg;R%?). In the same way, when we assume A € C1®(Bg;R%9) for
some a € (0,1) we could instead assume A; € C%%(Bg;R4™4"") Ay € C%Y(Bp;R¥™") and
Az € CH%(Bg; R™).

Let us consider a small g9 > 0 such that Lemma [A1] holds true. The latter depends on R, A, A and
L where ||Allc1(py) < L. For every ¢ € (0,&9), let us define the (g, A)-neighborhood of ¥ as

24 ={(z,y) e R xR" | A7 (z,y)y -y < %},
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and its boundary
0% = {(z,y) ERT" X R" | A7 (z,y)y -y =7}
When A =1 we simply write
o=l = {lyl <e} 9% = ozl = {Jy| =<},
Moreover, let us point out that for every matrix A one has that {y = 0} = %' = 9%

Remark 3.2. The choice of gg, given by Lemma ensures that the normal vector to 82? is
continuous and well defined in Bg. Hence, the boundary 9%2 is locally of class C' whenever A €
C1(Bg) and of class C1% whenever A € C1%(Bg) for any given o € (0, 1).

In the rest of the paper we write 0 < € < 1 to denote that there exists a possibly small ¢ such that
we consider ¢ € (0,&0). Moreover, in the context of perforated domains, we always assume that the
matrix A is at least C! to guarantee that the boundary 9%4 is C.

3.1. Functional spaces on perforated domains.

3.1.1. Smooth functions. For R > 0, 0 < € < 1, we define the following spaces of smooth functions.

C™(Br\T4) = {u|BR\E? | uwe C®([RY},

®(Bg\ 24 = {“IBR\EA | we C®(RY) and spt(u) CC R\ 22},
C(Br\ %) = {u s | u € C*°(R?) and spt(u) CC Bgl,
CX(Br\22) = {u Uy, | uwe C®(R?) and spt(u) CC Bg\ X2}

3.1.2. Weighted LP spaces. For a € R, and p € [1,00), we define the space
LPY(Br\ 24) := LP(Br \ 32, |y|*d2),

and for fields
LP%(Br\ BAY! = LP(Bi \ T4, [y|"d=)".

In both cases we denote the norm as || - [| 1p.a(p,\na), for sake of simplicity.

3.1.3. Weighted Sobolev spaces. Let us define the norm

[

— a(, 2 2
(3.1) fudleimsey = ([l + (9up)iz).

R\Ee
We define the following Sobolev spaces:

HY“(Bp \ =4) = the completion of C*°(Bg \ £4) with respect to the norm in (3.1));

HY%(Bp \ ¥4) = the completion of C>°(Bg \ EEA) with respect to the norm in (3.1));

H1 a( 7\ B4) = the completion of C®°(Bg \ ©4) with respect to the norm in (3.1);
0 ) = (Br\ %¢)

A
€
Bgr\ £4) = the completion of C>*(B with respect to the norm in (3.1)).
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Note that the following inclusion of spaces hold true
Hy(Br\ 52) € HY(Br\ £2) C HY(Br\ £2),
Hy*(Br\ 5¢) € HY(Br\4) € HY(Br\ £2).
Remark 3.3. We point out that for every a € R it holds
H“"(Bg\ %) = H'""(Br),  H"“(Br\Xo) = H""(Bg)
H"“(Bg \ $0) = Hy“(Br \ So) = Hy*(Bg) .
If a+n € (—o00,0] U [2,00), by Proposition and Proposition we also have
H'“(Bg) = H""(Br\ %),  Hy"(Br) = Hy"(Br\ o).
3.2. Stable Hardy-Poincaré and Poincaré inequalities.

Proposition 3.4 (e-stable Hardy-Poincaré inequality). Let R > 0, 0 < ¢ < 1 and 6 € R\ {—n}.
Then

i) if 6 +n >0, for every u € C®(RY) it holds

0+ n\2 d+n
(55 [Pl S [ s+ [ P
2 Br\s4 2 Jopp\za Bp\s4

R

ii) if 6 +n < 0, for every u € CX(R4\ $4) it holds

J 2
(58 [ Pl s [ v
2 Bp\xZ Br\Z2

Proof. First we prove i). Let §+n > 0, § # —2. Using that Aly|°*2? = (§4+2)(5+n)|y|® and integrating
by parts, we find that for every u € C*(R?) it holds

(0 + n)/ y°|u|?dz = —2/ ly|°uVu -y dz
Bg\x4 Br\ZA

(32) + / 17+ uf2do — / yl%y - (=) uf?do
OBR\Z4

n4 05 ANBR

<2 Ve [ P,
Br\zZ dBp\ZZ
where we used that v(2)-y > 0 on %4 by ii) in Lemma In fact, letting § — —2 we see that (3.2)
holds also for § = —2.
Next we apply Holder and Young inequalities to get

d+n 2
2 [ WPV < [ Pl [ TP,
Bp\£4 2 JBp\za +n JBp\za

£

and 7) follows.
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Let now 0 +n < 0 and u € C®(R?\ ©4). Arguing exactly as in the proof of (3.2)) we find that

5+ n) / P lufdz = - / Iyl uf2do + 2 / ylPuVa - ydz
Br\Z4 OBR\ZA A

Es Br Zs

<2 / 15+ ] [Vl dz,
Br\z4

€

and thus we obtain i) via Holder’s inequality. O

Proposition 3.5 (e-stable Poincaré inequality). Let R >0, 0 <e < 1 and a € R. Then
i) ifa+n>0 and u € C(Bg) it holds

a-+n 2 a, 2 a 2
. < .
(33 (“5=0) /BR\Z? i _/BM y1*IVul

i) if a+n <2 andu € CP R\ B2) it holds

a+n—2\2
(“r ) [ s [ e
2R Br\zg Br\zg

Proof. Case i) follows from ) in Proposition[3.4|with § = a, while case i) follows from 7) in Proposition
with 6 = a — 2. O

3.3. Stable trace inequalities on the boundary of the hole.

Lemma 3.6 (s-stable trace inequality on the boundary of the hole). Let a +n > 0, R > 0 given by
Lemma and 0 < e < 1. There exists a constant ¢ = c(a,n, R, A\, A) > 0 such that it holds

¢ / 1yl ul?do < G / W ValPdz,  we BY(Br\ 52,
OXANBR Bp\ZZ

where
€ a+n>?2
G:=(cloge a+n=2
el 0<a+n<?2.

Proof. First, we consider the case A = I. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma [2.9] so we omit

some details.
. . ° d—
By density, it suffices to prove the result for v € C°(Bg \ ¥¢). Let x € B\/h be fixed, and

notice that (z,y) € Br \ . if and only if € < |y| < R, where R, = \/R2 — [z[2 < R. We point out
that u(z, Ryo) = 0 for any o € S*~!. Thus, using the fundamental theorem of calculus and the Hélder
inequality we get

R, R
(2, c0) 2 = |u(@, Roo) — u(, e0)2 < / P Tyl (o) dr / S-ang
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Integrating over o € S"~! we find

R
(3.4) / ly|%uf2do = ean-1 / u(a, o) Pdo < (471 / Sy / || Vul2dy .
aBn §n—1 e B, \Br

Notice that

R
5“+”_1/ 7 dr < e Gl
>

for a constant ¢ > 0 depending only on a, n and R. To conclude, we integrate over x € Bfl/;;ﬁ.

Let us now consider the general case. Let u € C2°(Bg \ ¥4), and define @ = uo ® 1, where ® is the
C'-diffeomorphism from Lemma For every z € Bpg, we have |®(z)| < ¢R with ¢ > 0 depending
only on A and A. Thus @ € C}(B.g\ ¥:). Moreover, taking into account i) and #ii) from Lemma
and using the change of variables (z,7) = ®(z), we obtain

1
/ |71\ Va(z, 7)|*dedr = / |A; % (2)y|Y(Jg Jo) ' Vu - V| det Jg|dz < c/ ly|*| Vu|?dz .
RI\E. RI\TA RI\TA

On the other hand, by taking the same change of variables in the integration over 9%, for instance
see |45, §11|, and using Lemma [A.3] iv), we get

_1
/ 71, 7) Pdo(z, ) = / A5 (2)y 1 ul?] det(IL. 0 JE Jo o IL)|do(2) = ¢ /
[O)I oxA

1% |ul*do(2).
oxA

€ €

To conclude, apply to @ the previous step, which holds also for functions in C}(B.g \ Ee) O
3.4. Stable Sobolev inequalities.

Lemma 3.7 (e-stable Sobolev embeddings). Let a+n > 0, R > 0 given by Lemma and ) <e < 1.

Set
2(a+ + d)

a+—|-d—2'
i) if ag +d > 2, then for any 2 < q < 2} it holds

2 =

2

o[ wlhid) < [ VP, we (R ),
Br\xZ Br\xZ

for a constant ¢ not depending on € nor q.
1) if d =n =2 and a <0, the same result holds true for every q € [2,00).

The proof is a consequence of some lemmas. The first lemma is an e-stable L'-version of the
Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg inequality.

Lemma 3.8 (e-stable L'-CKN). Leta+n >0, e > 0. Then for any 1 < q < I it holds

1
= atn n— n
C</ \yI“\Uquy)q S/ yl T Vuldy,  we CONRY),
R™\ B R"\Br

for a constant ¢ > 0 that does not depend on € or q.
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Proof. Let 1 < q < -5 be fixed. Set, for € > 0,
atn_ (1
. Jrmypn Y] @ 70|l dy
Sqe = 10nlf < — .
ucCy  (R" a q
S fo e Iyl lulady)

Our aim is to show that S, > ¢ > 0, for a constant ¢ not depending on ¢ or q.

First, we notice that by a standard scaling argument it holds that S, . = S, 1 for any € > 0. In fact,
given u € COH(R™), it suffices to consider v € Co™H(R™) as v(y) = u(ey).

Next we show that S,9 < ¢Sy1 for a constant ¢ > 0 independent from ¢g. Let u € CS’l(JR") be
fixed. Arguing as in the proof of Lemma (take |u| instead of |u|? in (B.2))), we see that the following
Hardy-type inequality holds:

(35) SR W Ty < [l Ty,
q Rm\ B} R™\ B}

Next, we extend u in the unitary ball B} by the Kelvin transform

() = {u(y)Q( . ly| > 1
lyl o u(l(y) |yl <1,

where I(y) = |y|~2y is the inversion map. Clearly, @ € C5'(R"). Since JrJ; = |y|~*IL, and thus
|det J;| = |y|=2", a standard computation yields

/ Iyl al4dy = 2 / 1y lul7dy
R™ R7\ B

[l wday <e [ WSy [l )
R™ R\ B} R\ B}

< C/ ly| D | Tuldy .
R\ BP

where we also used (3.5)). Notice that the constant ¢ > 0 can be taken independent of 1 < ¢ < -"5.
Thus we infer that

and

atn
q

a+tn n_(n—1
PO Y AL
¢ 1 )

(foe lylelldy) (i 1o uldy) "

for any u € CO'H(R™), that is, Sq,0 < ¢Sg.1. Since by the classical Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg inequality
[7] we have Sq o > 0 uniformly in ¢, the proof is complete. O

Sq,O <

Q=

The second lemma we need is an equivalence between weighted Sobolev-type inequalities and the
L'-Moser weighted inequality. The unweighted version of this equivalence for functions defined on all
the space is well known; see, e.g., [4] and the references therein. The presence of the weights and the
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restriction to subsets does not add any difficulty; nevertheless, we present the proof for the sake of
completeness.

Lemma 3.9. Let d > 1 and let A C R? be a set with smooth boundary and non empty interior. Let
JTRZAS LIIOC(A), w,v > 0. Moreover, let ¢ > 1. Then

(3.6) of [ u)lfiaz)" < [ @Az, for cvery 1 € CONRY
A A

if and only if

q—1

61w [ W@ < ([ uGlfla) T [ v@IVods for every e COl@),
A A A
for the same constant cg > 0.

Proof. 1f ¢ = 1 the two inequalities coincide. Then, let ¢ > 1.
Since (3.6)=(3.7)) simply follows by the Holder inequality, we only need to show (3.7)=(3.6)). Assume

then that (3.7) holds, and fix f € CS’I(R”), 60 > 1, and for k € Z define

5k |f’25k+1
fe(2) = qIf| = 8% oF <|f] <o
0 |f] < &F.

Notice that fj € Cg’l(R”) and fr > 0. Next we define

ay = 5qk/ u(z)dz, and by :/ v(z)|Vfldz.
An{sk<|f1} An{ok<|f|<om 1}

-1 —1
/ p()ful T dz > MR g
A

We have

[ @ < 81tk
A
Therefore, applying (3.7) to fx we infer

®+q-1 =1

apy1 < cgtd T bra,’

Summing over k € Z and using the Holder inequality we get

q—1

_ 1 ¢*+g-1 %1 1 a?+q-1 q % e
Zak Zak+1§00 o « Zbkak <cyg b o« (Zbkz) <Zak> ,

keZ keZ kEZ kEZ kEZ

hence

Jun

() <™ ()" <™ Co=egs™ 5 [ waIwsia:.
Q

keZ kEZ kEZ
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Finally, since

[ s =3 | W <55 g

kez ) AN{oF<| fl<ak 1} keZ

1 —1
of [ u)lfiaz)" <67 [ o) vias,
A A
Letting § — 1 we obtain (3.6)) and complete the proof. O

we infer that

The final preparatory lemma is an L'-version of Lemma in the case A = I. In its proof, a
technique introduced in [I6] is crucial; see also [35]. This allows us to recover L!-Sobolev inequalities
on weighted spaces which are Cartesian products of weighted spaces.

Lemma 3.10. Leta+n >0, R>0,e€[0,R), and1 < q < aijﬁil. It holds

1
o[ wipds) < [ livalds, we o (Ba),
BRr\X: Br\X:

for a constant ¢ not depending on q or e.

Proof. The case d —n = 0 derives directly form Lemma [3.8| by noticing that for

1§q§min{ n a+n }_ ay+n

n—1a+n—-1) a,+n-1
it holds
[y 7D <yl BT Y < ey,
where ¢ > 0 depends only on a, n, R.
Let then d —n > 1. By classical and well known results (one can use, for instance, the classical

Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg inequality when d —n > 1 and [10, Proposition 1] for the case d —n = 1)
we have that for every p > 1, (d —n — 1)p < d — n, it holds

1
o [, 1ra) < [l T, fe e,
Rd—n Rd—n

for a constant ¢; > 0 not depending on p. Thus, using Lemma we get that

p—1

68) o[ 1T Tas ([ i) [T e, e ctimen),
Rd—n Rd—n Rd—n

whenever p > 1, (d—n—1)p <d—n.
On the other hand, by Lemma and Lemma we have that for every g € c? ’1(R") it holds

g=1
(3.9) 02/ Iyl g5 dy < (/ Iylalgldy) ’ / [y 5 9y gldy

whenever 1 < ¢ < "5, where the constant c; > 0 does not depend nelther on ¢ nor €.
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The inequalities (3.8]) and (3.9 are equivalent, respectively, to the F-Sobolev and G-Sobolev in-
equalities

(3.10)
/ |fIF (m>dfé / o 7|, flde for every  f € COU (R
Rd—n 11l L1 ma—ny Rd-n
/ |yr“|g|G('~"”) dy< [ O Tgldy for every g CR,
R7\Bn HQHLL“(R"\BQ) Rn\Bn
where

—1

1
F(s) = c1s 7 and G(t) = ot
Let u € C2H(R?). Arguing as in the proof of [16, Proposition 3.3] with minor modifications, thanks to

(3.10) we obtain

a U n— a ’I’L
/ ly|*|ulH < | )dﬂfdyé/ (2| 7~ Dyype 4 |y 5 D) Tl dedy
R\, [ull 1o mays.) R\,

where
H(r) = itnf [F(s)+ G(t)].
St=r
After some standard computations, we see that for p > 1, (d —n—1)p <d—n, 1 < ¢ < "5, it holds
Tpg—1
H(r) > min{cy, co}r v
where ( ) ( )
plg—1)+qlp—1
p— p— 1 .
vaq pq _ 1 ? 7171
Thus
: 142241
minfer,ca) [yl dedy
CAD I
Ipg =1

< ([ lolluldy) T [ (el Ty )| uldady
RA\3. RA\Z,
Applying Lemma once again, we infer that, for every u € CL ’I(Rd) it holds

1 —n atn
(3.11) o [, witareeds) ™ < [ (T O gy ) Vs,
RA\X, RA\Z,

for some constant ¢ > 0 not depending onp,q, €
(d—n)—(d—n—1)T
(d=n+1)—(d—n)r

d—n>1ortakethehmltp%oo1fd—n:1. We find that forevery1§7'§%andueCBl(Rd)

it holds
% at+d—7(a+d—1)
o [, whdz)" < [l ) ) Dl
R\ ¥, R\ Y,

in (3.11). Further, let p = <" if

—n— 1

Now, let us take 1 < 7 < 4= I and put ¢ =
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Let now u € CZ°(Bpg). To conclude it suffice to notice that for

d a+d }_ ay +d

1§T§min{

d—1a+d—-1) ay+d—1
it holds
at+d—T1(at+d—1) at+d—T1(at+d—1)
|y|d7n77'(d7n71) S RdfnfT(dfnfl) é c,
for a constant ¢ > 0 not depending on ¢ nor gq. ]

Proof of Lemma[3.7. The proof is divided in two steps.
Step 1: The case A =1. Fix g such that 2 < ¢ <2} ifay+d>2o0rq>2if ay +d = 2. Let us denote

2q

T =
q+2

Y

a +d
a+ —‘rd—l :

We fix u € C2°(Bg) and define v = |u|7. Since ¢ > 7, then v is smooth and we can compute

[ witlrde= [ gerds<e( [ peivelds)”
Br\S. Br\S. Br\S.

where the last inequality holds true thanks to Lemma [3.10]
Next we use that |Vov| = g\u|¥ |Vu| and the Holder inequality to obtain

C</BR\Z€ |y’a|“’qdz>i : </B \S. \yl“\Vu|2dz)%</BR\Es ’Z/|GIU\2(qr_T) d2>é,

R
2(q — 1 1
Ag—r) r):q and ——-=—,
T r 2 q

and notice that r < gand 1 <r <

and since

we readily conclude.

Step 2: the general case. Let u € C2°(Bg), and define 4 = uo®~1, where ® is the C'-diffeomorphism
from Lemma For every z € Bg, we have |®(z)| < ¢R with ¢ > 0 depending only on A, A. Thus
@ € CY(Beg). Moreover, taking into account 4i) and iii) from Lemma and using the change of
variables (z,7) = ®(z), we obtain

_1
/ 7/, ) [ ddr = / A5 (2)y|°ul?] det Jaldz > ¢ / 1yl ?dz,
R\ ¥, Rd\¥A Rd\yA

€

_1
/ |2 Vi, 7) Pdadr = / A7 2 ()] (T3 Jo) "V - V| det Jaldz < c/ 12| Vul2dz .
RA\S, Rd\5A Rd\5A

The conclusion follows applying to % the previous step. Notice that the latter holds true for functions
in C! by a standard density argument. O
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4. SOLUTIONS, STABLE L°° ESTIMATES AND APPROXIMATION RESULTS

In this section, we provide the notion of weak solutions to (|I.1). We define the regularized problems
for (|1.1), and we prove some approximation lemmas. Moreover, we prove local stable L estimates
for the regularized solutions.

4.1. Notions of solutions.

Definition 4.1. Let a +n > 0, R > 0 and A satisfying (I.5). Let f € L?>%(Bg) and F € L?>%(Bg)%.
We say that u is a weak solution to

(4.1) —div(|y[*AVu) = |y|*f + div([y|*F), in Bg
if u € H*(Bg) and satisfies

(4.2) /B y“AVu - Vo = /B y*(fé — F - V),

for every ¢ € C°(BR).
We say that u is an entire solution to

—div(|y|*AVu) = [y|*f + div(|y|*F), in R,
if u is a weak solution to (4.1)) for every R > 0.

Remark 4.2. We highlight that our notion of weak solution implies a weighted conormal boundary
condition on the lower-dimensional set ¥g. This is a consequence of the fact that the weak formulation
involves test functions whose support may touch the thin manifold ¥y. We refer to these solutions
as solutions across ¥g. Let us assume for sake of simplicity that f =0, F' = 0, and fix ¢ € C°(Bg).
Multiplying by ¢ and integrating by parts in Bgr \ ¢, we obtain

0= / —div(|y|*AVu)pdz = / ly|*AVu - Vodz — / ly|“¢pAVu - vdo.
BR\ZS R\Es 0¥X:NBRr

Formally, taking the limit as ¢ | 0, we find
[ weave-Vods= [ Du)ote.0)de,
Br BE™

where

Dy(z) := —lim Eln/ ly|*T" 2 AV -y do(y).
€l0 OBY

Hence, in the weak formulation of (4.1)), we are assuming that D, = 0. It is worth noting that if

a+n > 2, due to the zero weighted capacity of the thin manifold, only solutions to make sense,

since one could not impose any different boundary condition at ¥y. Conversely, when a+n € (0,2), the

weighted capacity of X is positive and locally finite, allowing the imposition of both inhomogeneous

Dirichlet and inhomogeneous conormal boundary conditions, respectively u = g and D, = h on .
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Definition 4.3. Let a +n > 0, R > 0, A € C'(Bg;R%?) satisfying (I.5) and 0 < ¢ < 1. Let
f € L*(Br\24) and F € L>%(Bg \ ¥4)%. We say that u is a weak solution to

w3 {_ div(|y[*AVu) = |y|f + div(|y|*F), in Bg\ XA

(AVu+F)-v=0 on 0¥4 N Bp

if u € HY*(Bg \ £4) and satisfies
[ wlaveVods= [ (e £V,
Br\%4 Br\X4

for every ¢ € C°(Bg).
We say that u is an entire solution to

—div(|y[*AVu) = [y|*f + div(|y|*F), n R\ B2
(AVu+F)-v=0 on 9x4
if u is a weak solution to (4.3) for every R > 0.
Moreover, we adopt the convention that solutions to (4.3)) with e = 0 coincide with those of (4.1J).

Remark 4.4. Fixed u € H'*(Bg), a weak solutions to (4.1]) satisfying the boundary condition u— €
Hé ““(BRr) is a minimizer of the functional

AVuv -V
E(v) ::/ |y[“<# — fv—l—F-Vv)dz,
Br

over X :={v e H"*(Bg) | v—1u € Hy*(Bgr)}.
By the Poincaré inequality, see Proposition [2.3] we obtain that the functional £ is coercive, so by
the Weierstrass theorem, we have existence and uniqueness of solutions to (4.1]) with prescribed trace

on 0Bpg (see also Lemma [2.11]).

4.2. Caccioppoli inequality and local boundedness of solutions. In this section we provide
local L? — L™ estimates for weak solutions to that are uniform with respect to €. We note that,
since the weight |y|®* is 2-admissible, the local L> bounds for weak solutions to (4.1) (when ¢ = 0 and
A € L*) follows from [30].

Furthermore, assuming that the matrix A € C*(Bpg), where the radius R > 0 is taken small enough
in order to ensure that the e-stable Sobolev embedding holds true (see Lemma, we obtain e-stable
L*> bounds for weak solutions to (4.3) (when £ > 0). This result is established through a standard
argument based on an iteration technique involving the Caccioppoli-type inequality below and Sobolev
embeddings. The proof is omitted here, as it has been carried out in a similar context in [33, §2.4].

Lemma 4.5 (Caccioppoli inequality). Leta+n >0, R>0,0<ec< 1, p,q > 2, and let A € C'(Bg)
satisfy (L.5). Let f € LP*(Br\X2), F € L9(Br\ £2)?, and let u be a weak solution to (&.1]) ife =0
or to (4.3)) if e > 0. Then, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 depending only on d, n, a, A and A such that
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for every 0 < Ry < Ry < R it holds

1

a 2 al,,|2
(4.4) /BRl\Z? pltvuldz < C[W /BRg\z? Al e, oy ot i, vy

B o =) IVl )|
Moreover, if e = 0 it is enough to assume that A € L>(Bp).

Proposition 4.6 (e-stable L™ bounds). Let a+n >0, 0 < e < 1, and A € CY(Bg) satisfy (L.5),
where R > 0 is given by Lemma . Furthermore, let p,q > 2 be such that p > (a++d)/2, ¢ > a4+ +d.
Let f € LP%(Bg\ £2) and F € L9*(Bg \ ¥4 and let u be a weak solution (43).

Then, for every 0 <r < R given by Lemma[A.3, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 depending only on d,
n, a, A\, A, p, g, v and R such that

[ull oo B84y < C(HUHLM(BR\Z;LX) + | fllzre(Brrza) + HFHLW(BR\E;\))-
In addition, if e = 0 and u is a weak solution to to (4.1), the same estimate holds under the assumption
that A € L>*°(Bg).

4.3. Approximation results. In this section, we establish two approximation results. The first one,
inspired by [55, Lemma 2.15] and |2, Lemma 4.3|, asserts that any solution u of (e = 0) can
be approximated by a family of solutions u. of the conormal problem on e-perforated domains (4.3
(0 < e < 1). Here, we assume that the matrix A € C', in order to have a C'! boundary 9%4, see

g

Remark The second result shows that any solution w of (4.1) (¢ = 0) can be approximated by
a family of solutions to the same problem but with smooth coefficients, via a standard mollification
technique.

Lemma 4.7. Leta+n >0, R >0, r € (0,R) and A € CY(Bg) satisfying (L.5). Let f € L>*(Bg),
F € L*%(Bgr)? and let u be a weak solution to (..
Then, there exists a family {uc}o<e<1, such that u. are weak solutions to
—div(|y|*AVu.) = |y|*f + div(jy|*F), in B\ X4
(AVu+F)-v =0, on 0X4 N B,,

(4.5) el e panay < el fllr2emg) + 1Fll12a(mr) + lulliesg))

for some constant ¢ > 0 depending only on d, n, a, A\, A, r, R, and there exists a sequence € — 0 such
that

e, — u in Hb (B \ o).

Proof. We divide the proof in several steps.
Step 1. Cut-off solution 1.
Let us consider a cut-off function £ € C2°(Bg) such that

§=1on B,, spt(§) C Brir , 0<¢<, V¢l < o,
2
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for some ¢y > 0 depending only on d, r and R. Define @ := &u, and notice that o € Hol’a(BR) by
construction.

Fix ¢ € C2°(BRr). Then,
/ y|“AVa - Vo dz —/ yy|a(§Avu-v¢+uAvg-v¢) dz
Br Br
= / |y|“<AVu -V(p€) — pAVu - VE + uAVE - Vd)) dz
Br
= | i (fog P 9(06) — 64w VE + uAVE - Vo) dz

:/B \yya(fqﬁg—gp-w—w-vg—¢Avu-vg+uAvg-v¢) dz,

that is, @ is a weak solution to

(4.6)

—div(|y|*AVa) = |y|*f + div(|y|*F) in Bg,
u=0 on OBg

where we have set
f=ft—F -VE—AVu-V¢,  F=F¢t—uAVE.

We have the following estimate

| weliPdz<e [l (er? + 18 9eR + 1 AVG- e d
Bgr Br

(47) <c [ ol (P + HIFP + | AVERITul) dz
Br

<c( [ welPas s [ lFPas [ lvalas),
Br Br Br

for some ¢ > 0 depending only on d, R and A. By performing similar computations, we get

(48) | oweipds <o [ pipras s il dz).
Bgr Bgr Br

for some ¢ > 0 depending only on d, R and A.
Step 2. Construction of the approximating solutions u. in perforated domains.

Let us consider the family of weak solution {u;}o<e«1 to

—div(|y|*AVu.) = |y|°f + div(Jy|*F), in Bp\ 22
(4.9) ue =0 on 0Bg \ 24
(AVu. + F)-v=0 on ¥4 N Bg.
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By testing (4.9) with wu., using (1.5, the Poincaré inequality (3.3), Holder and Young inequalities,
[{7) and (@), we get

)\/ y|%| Vue|* dz < / ly|*AVue - Vue dz = / \y|a(fuE ~F. Vua> dz
Br\=A Br\=A Bg\=4

£

<(f e ([ )’
3 1
! (/BR\E? !y\“!Fsz) 2 (/BR\E? ’y‘a’v“€‘2dz> 2

A a a
<5 [ Vs e [P+ (TuP - |2+ |FR) d,
Bgr\xz4 Br

for some ¢ > 0 depending only on d, n, a, A, A and R. Hence, combining this inequality and the
Poincaré inequality (3.3]), we have

(4.10) / I (el + [Veel?) dz < e / el + [Val? + |£2 + |FP?) dz.
Br\Zg

Br

Step 3. Strong convergence of the sequence ue, in HL (Bgr\ o).

Let us fix two compact sets K C K’ C Bgr \ Xo. Then, for every € small enough, we have K' C
Br \ ¥4, Since |y|® is uniformly bounded and bounded away from zero on K, by we have that
|tell g1 (kry < ¢ for some constant ¢ > 0 that does not depend on e. This implies that there exists a
sequence ¢ — 0 and u € H'(K") such that

(4.11) Ugp, — U weakly in H'(K),
(4.12) Ugp, — U strongly in L?(K").

By testing the equation with ¢?(u. — ), where ¢ € C°(K'), we obtain
/K, |y|“¢2AVuE -Vu.dz = /K/ |y|a(gb2AVu6 -Vu —2(us — u)pAVu. - Vo + f¢2(u5 — 1)
— ?F  V(us — @) — 26(us — @) F - ws) dz.
By and we can take the limit as € — 0 in the right hand side and obtain

(4.13) lim [ |y|“¢*AVue, - Vue, dz = / ly|“¢* AV - Vidz .
K/

ex—0 J g1
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Fix § > 0. Take ¢ € C°(K’) such that 0 < ¢ < 1, ¢ = 1 in K and |spt(¢) \ K| < 1 so that,
noticing that |y|*AVa - Vi € L'(Bg), we have |||y|*AVa - V|| 11 spe(s)\ k) < - Then,

c/ Ve, — Va2 dz < / WI"A(Vue, — Vi) - (Vue, — Vi) dz
K K
= / ly|*AVue, - Vue, + |y|*AVa - Vu — 2|y|*AVa - Vu,, dz
K
< / ly|* AVue, - Vue, ¢* + ly|*AVi - Vi ¢? dz — 2/ ly|*AVa - Vu,, dz
K’ K

S‘/ !y\“AVusk-VuEkngdz—/ ly|*AVa - Vi ¢? dz
K’ K’

+ 2/ ly|* AV - Va ¢* dz
/\K

< ‘/ ly|“AVue, - Vue, ¢* dz — / ly|* AV - Vi ¢* dz| + 26 — 26, asep — 0,
K/ Kl

thanks to (4.13]). By to the arbitrariness of §, we infer that Vu., — Vu in L?(K)%, and thus Ue, — U
strongly in H'(K). Finally, a standard diagonal argument yields that

(4.14) u., — u strongly in HL_(Bg\ o).

Step 4. The limit function u € H%*(Bg).

Let us now prove that 4 € H*(Bg). Let us fix ¢ € C°(Bg) if a +n € (0,2) or ¢ € C(Bg \ Xo)
if a +n > 2. For every ¢, fixed, one has that u,, € Wl’l(BR \ Eé)? so it holds

loc

(4.15) / aZeu5k¢ dz == / Uskazg¢dz +/ uEkQSdo-?
Br\SA Bp\SA 9S4 NBp

forevery £ =1,...,d.
Ifa+n>2 spt(p) C Br\ ch for every 5 small enough, so

/ Ug, ¢do = 0.
62;‘kmBR

On the other hand, let us fix a measurable set £ C Bgr. By using (4.10) and observing that |y|~% €
L>(spt(¢)), we get

‘ /E %uesz‘ = </Eﬂsl)t(¢) o110z dzf </Eﬂspt(¢) i lor d’z)é

1
<c( [l (ul? + 1Vul? + 117+ 1FP) de) ol

Br

where the constant Cy depends on ||¢||r and spt(¢), which implies that 0,,uc, ¢ is uniformly inte-
grable. By the a.e. convergences Vu., — Vu and xp,\xa — XBjg, the Vitali convergence theorem
€k
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yields

/ 0z, U, P dz —>/ 0., updz.
Bp\ZA Br

By employing a similar argument, one has that
/ Ue, 02,0 dz — w0, ¢ dz,
Br\Z4, Br
so, by taking the limit as e, — 07 in (4.15]) we have
(4.16) / 0., up dz :/ u0,,¢dz,
Br Br

which means that @ € W,"!(Bg \ 20).

loc

If a+n € (0,2), by using Lemma [3.6| combined with (4.10]), we obtain

1 1
[ wede| < ([ it Pae) ([ wilefdo)”
82?,9 NBRr aE?k NBRr asz NBRr
1 1
<car ([ eI Pa) ([ wveP )’
BR\BA Bp\XZ,

1
<ce™ ([l (ul? + 1Vl + 1P+ 1) )
R

and taking the limit e, — 0% we get that the term [jo4 By, Uy @ do vanishes.
€k

Using the same argument as for the case a +n > 2 and noting that |y|~® € L'(Bg), we can take
the limit as g, — 0" in (4.15)). This allows us to conclude that (4.16]) holds true, which means that

i € Wi (Br).
Now, using the Fatou Lemma and (4.10)), we have

[l + VAR s = [t ol e, P+ (V)04 d
R

BR Ek—>0+

<timint [l (e + [Vaa Prds <c [l (ul + Va4 5P+ 1FP) de.
e6=0" JBp\na Br
which means that ||| g1,e(p,) < oo. Thus, by Lemma and Lemma we conclude that u €
H'(Bp).
Step 5. u has zero trace on OBR.

Finally, we prove that @ has zero trace on dBpg, meaning that Tru = 0. First, notice that for any
fixed § < 1, it follows from that u., — @ strongly in H'(Bg \ Eg‘) Consequently, we also have
True, — Tru strongly in L?*(0Bg \ 234). Since True, = 0 by construction, we immediately get that
Trti =0 L?*-a.e. in 9BR \ Xo.
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Now, let us fix ¥ > 0. Since, by Lemma it holds |y|%|Tr1|? € L*(0Bg), the absolute continuity
of the integral ensures that there exists a sufficiently small u such that

/ ly|*|Tru|?ds < v.
aBRﬂEﬁ‘

lyl° | Tral2ds < v + /
OBR\S

Thus

ly|*|Tru|*ds < v + c/ |Tri|?ds = v,
A

9Bg dBR\T

m
where in the last equality holds because Tt = 0 L?-a.e. on dBg\ ¥g. Since v is arbitrary, we conclude
that Tru = 0. Therefore, again by Lemma , we have u € Hé’“(BR).

Step 6. u = U and conclusion.

Next, we prove that « = @. Let us test (4.9) with ¢ € C°(Bg). Then, we have

(4.17) / ly|*AVu,, - Vopdz — ly|*AVa-Vodz, asep— 0.
Br\S4, Br

In fact, let us fix £ C B measurable. By using (1.5, (4.10) and |y|* € L'(Bg), we have that

/ WAV, - Vol dz — / Y| AV e, - VX d
E\Z?k E k

< el ooz V0l o) [ 191°d= < 5(ED,

where 6(|E|) — 0 as |E| — 0. Combining this with the a.e. convergence Vu,, — Vu we can conclude
that (4.17) holds true by applying the Vitali convergence theorem. With similar computations, we get

@) [ o= FVeyd s [ bifFe-Fvo)ds, ase 0",

Combining (4.17) and (4.18)) we get

/ WAV -V d: = / y*(Fo— F - V) d.
Br Bpr

and since u € Hé’a(BR), we get that u is a weak solution to (4.6). By uniqueness of solutions (see
Remark [4.4), we get that @ = @ a.e. in Bg. Since & =u, f = f and F' = F in B,, and by using (4.10)),
(4.14) we obtain that our statement holds true. O

The next approximation lemma provides the convergence of solutions of equations with regularized
coefficients through convolution with standard mollifiers.

Lemma 4.8. Leta+n >0, R >0, r € (0,R), and A € C°(Bg) satisfying (1.5)). Let f € L*>*(Bg),
F € L>%(Bg)%, let u be a weak solution to (E.1). For § > 0, let {ps} be a family of smooth mollifiers
and let us define As :== Ax ps. Then, there exists a family {us}o<s<1, such that us are weak solutions
to

—div(|y|*AsVus) = |y|*f + div(|[y|"F), in B,
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lusll e (s, < C(HfHL2va(BR) + |1 F|l 20 (Bg) + HUHHLG(BR)) )
for some constant ¢ > 0 depending only on d, n, a, \, A, r, R, and there exists a sequence 0 — 0 such
that
ugs, — u in HY*(B,).
Proof. Let us fix 0 < r < R’ < R and consider a smooth cut-off function & € C°(Bp) such that
§:11n BT, nggl, Spt(Qb)CBR/.
Arguing as in Lemma the function @ := u is a weak solution to
—div(|y|"AVa) = |y|*f + div(jy|"F), in B

(4.19) _

u =0, on 0Bp,

where, we set R ~
f=f¢—F-VE— AVu - V¢, F=F¢—uAVE,
which satisfy
£l r2eB,y) + IF | 2as,,) < cllullmamg + 1 Fl2e@n + 1F2aEm),
for some ¢ > 0 depending only on d, R and A.

For 6 > 0, let {ps} be a family of smooth mollifiers and let us define As := A x ps, which is a
uniformly elliptic matrix in Bg (choosing § small enough). For every 0 < § < 1, recalling Remark
[4.4) let us be the unique weak solution to

(4.20) {_ div(|y|*AsVus) = |y|*f + div(|y|*F), in Bp

ug = 0, on 0Bp.
By testing with us and using the Holder inequality, we obtain
[ Wl A us = [y (us - F - Vu)
B Brs
<N fllzze g lusliczes,y) + 1l 2o ,0 | Vusl rzas,,),
which implies
lusll () < c(lwllgrasry + 11 lL2eBr) + 1FllL2eBa)),

for some ¢ > 0 depending only on d, A\, A and R. Hence, {us} is uniformly bounded in HS ““(Bgr) and
by using Lemma [2.10] we get

(4.21) us — v strongly in L>*(Bg/), Vus — Vo weakly in L?**(Bp)?,
for some v € H&’G(BR). Taking us —v as test function in (4.20)), using (4.21)) and recalling that As — A
uniformly, we get
/ ly|*AsVus - Vus = / ly|*(AsVus - Vo + fus —v) — F-V(usg — v)) = / ly|*AVv - Vo.
Bp/ Bp/ Bp/

Hence, since Ag satisfies (1.5)), we have that Vus — Vo strongly in L>*(Bpg/)%.
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Finally, let us fix ¢ € C2°(Bgs). Then,

/BR/ ol (fo—F-0) = [

that is, v is a weak solution to (4.19) and by uniqueness of solutions (see Remark , it follows that
v = 1. Next, since f = f, F = F and @ = u in B,, we have proved that us — u in H"%(B,) and us
solves

y]® A5 Vs - Vb — / Y[TAVY - Vg,
BR’

R/

—div(|y|*AsVus) = |y|*f + div(|y|*F), in B,.

The proof is complete. O]

5. LIOUVILLE THEOREMS

The aim of this section is to prove the Liouville Theorem for entire solutions to ([1.15)), see
Definition 431

First, we need some preliminary results. The first result addresses the unweighted tangential vari-
ables € R4 for which the operator is invariant under translations. Its proof uses a standard
difference quotients technique and involves an iterative argument based on the Caccioppoli inequality
in Lemma (see for example [57, Corollary 4.2, Lemma 4.3|), and is therefore omitted here.

Proposition 5.1. Let u be an entire solution to (1.15)). Then
i) for every j =1,...,d —n, the weak derivative O;;u is also an entire solution to (1.15);
i) if there exists constants ¢,y > 0 such that

u(z)] < (1 +[2[7),

then u is a polynomial of degree at most |7y] in the variable x € R with coefficients depending
only on the variable y € R™.

In the following crucial lemmas we provide a characterization of the solutions to ([1.15)) with polyno-
mial growth at infinity in the case n = d. The first lemma gives us a basis of L?(S"~!) which depends
on the matrix A.

Lemma 5.2. Let A € R™" be a constant matriz which satisfies (1.5). The following holds:

i) there exists an increasing, diverging sequence of eigenvalues {pi(A)} x>0, corresponding to crit-
ical levels of the quotient

o1 [A70]%|V g 2do

R(g)
Jinr |A20]a]g|2do

Each eigenvalue has finite multiplicity, denoted by m(ug(A));
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it) let gij, for j = 1,...,m(ur(A)), be the normalized eigenfunctions associated to pi(A). The
eigenfunctions gy ; satisfy the following properties:

1
/ 1 |A20("Vogr,j - Vondo = ,Uk(A)/

N

[A%o|"geyndo,  me HY(S"),
(5.1) 1 -
/1 |A2 0| gk jgrr jo do = Oprr 0 5

where §;; is the Kronecker delta.
Moreover, gy ; provides a basis of L?(S™ 1), which is also orthonormal with respect to the

scalar product (u,v) r2gn-1y := [sn |A%U\auvd0, Thus, for every u € L?(S™™1) it holds
oo m(pk(A

)
W)=Y 3 ([ 1atelutnandn)ao);
k=0 j=1

i11) the eigenvalue p19(A) = 0 is simple and gy = go,1 is constant;
iv) the first nontrivial eigenvalue py(A) is such that

lal
(é>2(n—1) ifn>3,
p(A) > { A lal
(é arctan (A) 7)2 ifn=2
T A o
Proof. By condition ([1.5)), we have that
(5.2) A< |A%o]2 <A, foreveryoceS" !,

Thus
/ |A20(%(|V og]? + |g]?)do
Sn—l

provides a norm equivalent to the standard one in H'(S"!). Keeping this in mind, we obtain i), i7)
by a standard application of Hilbert-Schmidt theorem.
Since 44) is trivial, it remains to prove iv). Given g € H'(S* 1), let us denote

Wa=([ Jatoran)™ [ jalorgdo,
Sn—l gn—l
and recall that

(5.3) it [ aboplg - ¢Pdo = [ [A¥al?lg - (g)afdo.
§ER Snfl Sn71

We have that

1
1 |A20|%|V4g|%d
(5.4) 1(A) = inf Sy | 20[*"Vagl"do.
geH (S"1)\{0},(9) a=0 fSn—l |Azo|?|g|2do
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Notice that the eigenvalues py(I) of the Laplace-Beltrami operator on the sphere are well known, and
in particular p(I) = n — 1. Now, set
a]

w3 (3)1)- )

and let ¢ € H'(S""1) be an eigenfunction associated to 1 (A). Notice that ()4 = 0. Thus, by (5.3)
we have that

[ oo < [ kel - o
As a consequence, thanks toS we have ’
Jone |AR o1 1Vo o foums |A20111 904 = ($)0)do
Joni|AZallg2de [ [ARoll — (W)if2do

Jons [Vo(6 = ()0Pdo
=M T e =Y

where in the last inequality we used that (¢ — (¥)1)r = 0 and (5.4) with A =1.
The improved estimate in the case n = 2 is a consequence of [52, Lemma 1]. ]

p(A) =

Lemma 5.3. Leta+n >0, >0, and let A € R™" be a constant matriz which satisfies (1.5)). Let
pi(A), grj be asin Lemma and define

L 2—a—n+/(a+n—2)2+4u,(A)
e = 9 .

Let u be such that u € HY(Bgr \ ©2) for any R > 0 and

/R o ly|*"AVu-Vo =0, forany ¢e CZR").

Assume there exist constants ¢,y > 0 such that

(5.5) lu(y)] < e(l+1yl").

Then there exist C € R, k = k(y) € N such that

k m(u? A—%y
(5.6) u(y) =C+ Y > (e[ A72y[% + o jlA2yx )glw( 1 ) )
k=1 j=1 ’A 2y|

for some constants cz'j, Cr; € R. In particular, if e = 0, then

k m(#k %
(5.7) =C+>. > gila 2y g;w< ) .

k=1 j=1

Moreover, if v < 7, then u is constant.
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Proof. Since the proof we assume d = n, we will simply write Bg instead of B} to denote general
balls in R™. Let us define v(§) = u(Aéf ). Performing some standard computations using the change

of variables £ = Aféy and the uniform ellipticity of A, we see that v € HY%(Bg \ ¥.) for any R > 0
and satisfies

(5.8) / |A2¢[°Vy -V =0, forany ¢e CP(R).
R7\ ¥,

The remaining part of the proof is divided in three steps.
Step 1: Spectral decomposition.

In the following we extensively use polar coordinates ¢ = ro, where r = [¢| > 0 and o = |£]71¢ €
S*=l. Since v € HM(Bg \ ;) for any R > 0, then by the Fubini-Tonelli theorem it holds that
v(r-) € HY(S"1) for a.e. 7 >¢e. Thus, for a.e. r > &, we can decompose v(r-) via the basis {gx ;} (see
Lemma [5.2] i7)), obtaining

[e's] m(,u,?)
Z Ok, (1) gk, (o) ,
k=0 j=1
where the coefficients vy ; depend on r € [¢,00), and are such that
(5.9) o (r) = / bl u(ro) gy do .
Snfl

By previous discussions, the functions vy ; : [e,00) — R are well defined for a.e. r > e. Moreover,
using once again that v € H"*(Bg \ ¥¢) for any R > 0 we can see that

vk € H'((e, R),r*™ dr) for any R >0,
s = [ 1Ako"Velro) - ogus(o)do.
S§n—1

Step 2: Solutions of an associated ODE.
Let us rewrite ([5.8]) in polar coordinates as

(5.10)

(5.11) / / T‘L*”*l\A%aP(@waﬂb + 172V, - VU¢) drdo =0, forany ¢ € C°(R").
€ Sn—1
Now, let us take any f € C2°([0,00)) such that

(5.12) ,u,k(A)/ O3 f2dr < 0o
&€

Notice that is always satisfied if € > 0, or if k = 0 (by Lemma [5.2] ii)). Thanks to and
we have that ¢(ro) = f(r)gr;(c) € H*(Bg \ X.) for any R > 0. Moreover, ¢ is compactly
supported, and we can use it as a test function in . Recalling also and , we obtain
that vy, ; satisfies

(5.13) / r“*"il(f’vff’j + 72 (A) fogj)dr =0,  for every f € C°([e,0)) satisfying (5.12) .
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Now, let us take any ¢ € C°(R), and test (5.13) with f(r) = ¢(log(r)). Notice that such f is
admissible. Performing the change of variables r = €7, we find that the function wy ;(7) = v ;(e”)
satisfies

/1 D (wh s + i (A)wpgp)dr =0, for all p € C°(R).

oge
Equivalently, we have that wy, ; is a solution to the elementary equation

wg,j +(a+n— Q)W;g,j —pp(Awg; =0 in [loge,00).
Recalling that the multiplicity of the first eigenvalue m(uo(A)) = 1, one has that

2mam o 4f 9 g — 0
(5.14) vo,1(r) = et ear ’ 1 a-n7#0,
c1 + cologr, if2—a—n=0,

for some constants c1, co € R. Furthermore, defining
+ 2—a-n+t/(a+n—2)2+4u(A)
’Yk - 9 ’
we readily get that vy ; is in the form

v i(r) = c;:jrvlj + c,;jrvl:, ifk>1,
for some constant c: 2 Cry € R. We point out that
(5.15) ¥ =4+(2—-a—-n)x, and >0, 4, <0 ifk>1.

Step 3: Conclusion.
First, let us show that vg; is constant. Since p9(A) = 0, condition ([5.12)) is always satisfied. Thus,
we can take f € C2°([e,00)) such that f(e) =1 in (5.13)) and recalling (5.14)), we find

0= / ra+n71(flv(l)71 + T72/~LO(A)fU071) dr = 02(2 —a— n) / f/ dr — Cg(a i 2) 7
] €
if 2 — a —n # 0, which implies that co = 0. Instead, if 2 —a —n = 0, we find
0= / ra+n—1(f/’l)671 + T_Q/Ao(A)fUOJ) dr = 62/ f/ dr = —cy
’ 13

and we conclude as well.
Let us now focus on the case k > 1. First, let us assume € = 0. By (5.10) we have that vfw- €

L2((0,1), 79"~ 1dr). As a consequence,
1 —
(Cl;j7lc_)2/ ra+n73+2fyk dr < 0o .
0

Thanks to (.15), this readily implies ¢, ; = 0. Now, by condition (5.5)) and thanks to (L.5) we have
that

il < [ 1A30(%0(ro)||gildo < c(1+17).
Sn—l
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Therefore, since for every « there exists k such that ’y]?: > 7y, we easily infer that CZ ;=0 for every

k >k, that is, vy,; = 0 for every k > k. Recalling that u(y) = v(Aféy), we readily get ([5.7)).
Let now consider the case € > 0. Arguing as before, we find that condition ([5.5)) implies that there
exists k such that for every k > k it holds ’y,j > ~ and

T T
Vk,j = Cp ;7'

Let k > k be fixed. Since e > 0, condition (5.12)) is always satisfied. Thus we can take f € C2°([e, c0))
such that f(e) =1 in (5.13]) and we find, integrating by parts and performing some standard compu-

tations
c];j’y,;5“+"_2+%; =0.
Since k > 1, then 7, # 0 and we infer that Crj = 0, that is, v ; = 0. Also in this case we use

u(y) = v(A_%y) to complete the proof of ((5.6)).
Finally, we notice that if v < 4;” then in both cases it holds vg,; = 0 for every k& > 1. Since we have
already proved that vg 1 is constant, then v is also constant, and u too. O

Proof of Theorem[1.]} Let A be as in the assumptions, and recall the notation . We first assume
that v < 1. Thus, by Proposition we have that u = u(y) does not depend on z, which implies that
u is an entire solution to with d =n and A = As. Hence, u satisfies the assumptions of Lemma
and using that v < 'yfr , we conclude that u must be constant.

Let now assume that v < 2. By Proposition we have that u is a polynomial of degree at most 1
in the x variable; that is, u can be written in the form

d—n
u(w,y) =u'(y) + > _uwl (y)z; .
j=1

First, we notice that by (1.16]) it holds

[ (y)] = [u(0,9)] < el +[y]").
Thus
(5.16) W ()] = lules;,y) —u’(y)] < e(1+[yl");

that is, each component u°, u? still satisﬁes the growth condition (|1.16).
On the other hand, we have that v/(y) = 0,,u for j = 1,...,d — n and thus, again by Proposition

they are entire solutions to (1.15). Keeping ([5.16]) into account, and using that any v/ does not
depend on x, we can argue as in the previous part of the proof and conclude that they are constant.

Summing up, we proved that there exists o = a(u) € R constant such that
u(z,y) =u’(y) +a-x.
We claim that the function u* given by
ut(a,y) =z — (A5 Aja) -y
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is an entire solution to (1.15)). Indeed, we can easily compute
AVu* = (Aja — A A7 Aj a0, 0),
and thus for every ¢ € C>°(R?) it holds
/ ly|*AVu* - Vo dz = / 1 ly|* (A1 — A2A3_1A2Ta) . (
RN\

\A;jy\ZE

quﬁd:r) dy =0,
]Rd—n

where in the last equality we used the divergence theorem.

By linearity, the function 4 = v — u* is an entire solution to . Moreover, since we are assuming
v € [1,2), it holds

jaf < ful + Ju"] < (1 +|2]7) + clz] < e(1+]2]7),
that is, @ satisfies . Since by construction @ = u(y) does not depend on z, we can argue as in
the v < 1 case and infer that 4 is constant, by Lemma and using that v < 7;". In conclusion, we
showed that
u=u+u"=ct+a-z+p5-y,

as needed. g

6. STABLE REGULARITY ESTIMATES IN PERFORATED DOMAINS

In this section we prove Theorem [I.3] namely, the stable regularity estimates in perforated domains
for weak solutions to (1.13)), that is, for the problem

—div(|y|*AVu) = |y|*f + div(jy|*F) in By \ 22
(AVu+F)-v=0 on By NaxA.

We divide the proof into two parts, obtaining first the Holder estimate for solutions and then the
Holder estimate for their gradient.

6.1. Stable Holder estimates.

Proof of Theorem i), stable C%%-estimates. Let us be a family of solutions to . Since the
weight |y|¢ is uniformly elliptic away from ¥ and the boundary %2 is of class C! by the assumption
A € O (see Remark [3.2)), well-known results in elliptic regularity imply that for every 0 < ¢ < 1,
there exists a constant C. (depending only on d, n, a, \, A, p, ¢, o, L and ¢) such that for any solution
ue to the following estimate holds:

(6.1) [ucllgoa(s, 54y < Ce(luellzasna)y + [ fllLresy) + 1FllLaacs))-

Our goal is to show that C. remains uniformly bounded as e — 0. The proof proceeds by contradiction
and is divided into several steps.
Step 1. Contradiction argument and blow-up sequences.

Assume, for the sake of contradiction, that there exist two sequences € and uy such that g, — 0 as
k — oo, the functions uy are non trivial, satisfy (1.13) with € = ¢; and it holds that

(6.2) lurlicoa(s, sa) = k(llurlreamisa ) + 1 lloes) + 1FllLoes,))-
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By Proposition inequality (6.2)) implies the existence of a constant ¢ > 0, independent of k, such
that

[urlcoo(p, 54 ) 2 ckllukll Lo (B, 054 ) -
Now, let n € C’é’o(B3/4) be a function satisfying 0 <n <1 and n=1on Byjp. We define
My = [nuk]cova(Bl\zgk) )
and observe that
(6.3) My > [uk]coap, \54 ) = CkllugllLe (s, 00 ) -

Consider two sequences of points z = (g, Yk ), Zr = (Tk, Yk) € B1 \ Zé such that

() (z1e) = Opui) (B)| S 1
|2k — 2| B

Without loss of generality we can assume that zj, € Bs/4. Define ry, = |2 — 2¢|. Using (6.3)) and (6.4),

we obtain

(6.4)

[Oraa) (zx) = (i) )| 2Nkl (24
ckllurl| oo By 054) < 5 < T
Tk rk
This implies
rkgck_é—>0, as k — 00.

Let us define dj, = dist(zg, 82\‘%). From now on we distinguish three cases:

d
Case 1: —k—>ooask—>oo,

Tk
Case 2: — < cuniformlyink, and “— —ocask — .
T Tk
o Lyl . :
Case 3: —~— < c uniformly in k.
Tk

Define

Yk
Zy = (zp, Yi) = (9%77) ;
||
where 7 is chosen such that Z; € 022‘2. Such a point exists, is unique, and satisfies 7 < |yg|, thanks
to Lemma point 7). Therefore,

lyk| > lukl — 7 = lyk — Yi| = |2k — Zi| > di .

As a result, the three cases are mutually exclusive and collectively exhaustive, covering all possible
scenarios. Heuristically, in Case 1, the blow-up scale does not capture 82;‘2; in Case 2, 82;4,C is

visible, but ¥y is not; and in Case 3, both ¥ and 82?}6 are visible (although they may or may not
coincide in the rescaled limit).
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Let 2,2 = (wg, y,g) denote a chosen projection of z; onto 82i, and define

(g, yx), in Case 1,
Ze = (Tn, Or) = (:L”g,y,g), in Case 2,
(z,0), in Case 3.

We observe that, by construction, |z — Zx| < crg.

034
2y k

Figure 1. This image describes Case 1 when n = d = 2. In this case we have dy/ry — o0
and Z, = zg.

)

Figure 2. The images on the left and on the right describe respectively Case 2 and Case 3
when n = d = 2. In Case 2 we have dy/rx < ¢, |yk|/rr — 0o and Z; = z?. In Case 3 we have
lye]/mk < c and Zx, = 0.
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We introduce the sequence of rescaled domains
_ BiI\% — %

Tk

Qk = {z = (2,y) € RY | |2 +riz| < 1, A3 (B +102) (G + ray) - (G + i) = s%} :

and the limit blow-up domain
(6.5) Qoo = {2z = (z,y) € R?| exists k,r > 0s.t. B(2) C Q for every k > k}.

Note that, by this definition, {2, is an open set.
Then, we introduce the sequences of functions

(nuk) (B + re2) — (nuk) (2x)
Tng ’

vp(z) = for z € Qy,

and

n(zk) (uk (Zk + riz) — ug(zr))
¥ M, ’

wi(z) = for z € Q.

Step 2. Blow-up limit domains.

Our goal is to characterize (1, along a suitable subsequence. As previously noted, the three distinct
regimes described in Cases 1, 2, 3 correspond to different scenarios, leading to distinct limit blow-up
domains. In Case 1, we do not see the rescaled boundary of the perforation at any scale of the blow-
up. Thus, the hole moves farther and farther away from the blow-up centers and the limit domain 2.,
coincides with the entire space R%. In Case 2, we see the rescaled boundary of the perforation at all
scales, whereas the rescaled center of the perforation remains invisible and increasingly distant. As a
result, the rescaled boundary flattens progressively and the limit domain 2., becomes a half-space.
Finally, in Case 3, both the rescaled boundary and the center of the perforation are visible at all scales,
leading, as limit domain, to a (potentially) perforated space. In the next part, we will rigorously justify
this visual intuition, suggested by Figures 1 and 2.

Notice that for every z € R? we have |2, +7z| < 1 for sufficiently large k. Indeed, since |z — 23| < cry,
and rp — 0, then

- - 3
|2k + rez| < lzi| + |2k — Zk| + 1i|2| < 1 +crp <1.

Thus, to characterize Q, it suffices to determine, for a given z € R?, whether a neighborhood of the
point zx + riz lies inside or outside Eg.

We claim that Q. = R? in Case 1, that is, for every z € R%, a neighborhood of zj + riz lies
outside of Efk for sufficiently large k. Indeed, let z € R? be fixed, and assume by contradiction that
2k + TRz € Ei. Since z; & Efk, there exists a point Py = trzx + (1 — tx) (2 + rrz) with ¢ € [0,1),
such that P, € 82&. As a consequence,

de _ 2= Bl _ [0 = te)rez]
Tk Tk Tk

00 < |7/,

which leads to a contradiction.
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Let us now consider Case 2. Recall that z;, = 22 and dy = |z — z,?] < ¢rp. Furthermore, note that
by the uniform ellipticity condition,

— ) 0 d € €
ef|yk| Si‘yk yk’Jr—'yk‘ ka+c—k§c(1+—k>.
Tk Tk Tk Tk Tk Tk
Therefore, in this case, we have e /1, — 00 as k — oo.

Since zk € 0%4 | a point z € R? satisfies z,g +rpz & ka if and only if

gk

\/A?Tl(zg +re2) (Yp + 1Y) - (Yp + TrY) \/A (2D)yD -
Tk

>0.

(6.6)

To proceed, we must analyze the behavior of as k — oc.
We define the function ¥ : R — R as

It follows that
U(z) =¢p, forevery z € BZEA,C
Moreover, the gradient of W is given by

where the function G : R¢ — R¢ is given by

Z%b,y VWiki)pmy . q»  With  AF1(2) = (b15(2))ig=1...n-

3,j=1

As a result, ¥ € C%(By) N CY(B1 \ o), and it satisfies | V¥|| 0 (p,) < cL. Next we show that, for
every z € R%, it holds

W20 +rpz) — U (2D) B A (D)

0
k
(6.7) o (D)

-y — 0, ask — oo.

By the mean value theorem, there exists a point 2} = (2}, y;) € R? of the form 2y = zg + Oz with
0y € [0, 1], such that

Uz +1i2) = () _ VU)o = A7 euE Gl

(6.8) o = U(z)

Using (|1.5)), we estimate

(6.9)




GABRIELE CORA, GABRIELE FIORAVANTI, STEFANO VITA

52
and
‘AEI(ZZ),UZ B A:»Tl(zg)yg‘ < ‘A:»TI(ZZ)?JZ AT =) N )Ag_l(zg)yi AT ED
T BT ) R el TP R TP ) WE) )
(6.10) - ‘Aal(%’é)y;’; AT E ’Agl(zg)yz - As,l(z]?)y?é‘ LSy
() U(zp) U(z;) V(=)
Y| U(z) — ¥(z) k
<z — 22 ~ il e | e S e+ c
SRITER] O EDI I e k
By combining , , and (6.10]), we obtain
i 0 v 0 A—l 0y,,0
’ G ¥riz) = Wlap) Ay (v y‘ <c(rg +er + ?) -0,
k

Tk B U (2?)

since r /e — 0. This completes the proof of (6.7)).

Since z,g € B, we can define, up to subsequences,

A*l 0y,,0
é:hm?ll(izg)yg sl and Tl ={z=(z,y)|é-y >0}
koo [ A3 (2p)yg|

We claim that 2, = Iz, which corresponds to a half-space.

Fix z € IIz. Suppose by contradiction that does not hold. Then, by (6.7]), we have

(20 (20 — (0 A—l 0y,,0
> ) WG W) ) A sy
|45 (20) v Tk |A3 (23) v

where we used that, by the uniform ellipticity condition,

A U (2?) A
N R VE W R
A2 Ay (uel A2
Therefore we reach a contradiction, and we infer that Iz C Q.
Now, fix z € R? \ IIg, that is, such that € -y < 0 and assume that holds. Then,

V) WEpann) VD

~ A3 D)y Tk
which is a contradiction. Hence o, C Ilz and the claim is proved.
Finally, let us consider Case 3. Recall that in this case Zj, = (zg,0), and |yg| < cri. Moreover, we

note that
_1 1
ek < A3 ? (z1)yrl < A2y < erge

Thus we define the following limits
(£,0) = lim (25,0), A= A(%,0) = lim A(3), &= lim £ €[0,00).
k—o0 k—o0 k—oo T
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We claim that Qg = R%\ E?. Let us fix z € R?\ E’g, that is, such that flgly -y > &2. Assume by
contradiction that Z + rpz € E;‘i, that is,
A Gk +rez)rey iy < en
Dividing the previous inequality by 1“,% and taking the limit as k — oo, we obtain
& <Azlyy<e,

a contradiction. Thus R?\ E? C Q. By performing similar computations, we get that every z € E?

does not belong to Q. Therefore, Qs € R4\ Z? and the claim is proved.
To summarize, we have shown that

R, in Case 1,
(6.11) Qoo = ¢ 15, in Case 2,
R4\ ¥4, in Case 3.

Step 3. Hélder estimates and convergence of the blow-up sequences.
Let us fix a compact set K C R?. Then, for all z, 2/ € K Ny, it holds

ny ) (2 + rez) — (nue) (Be + 132’)| N
_ — <lz— .
jon(2) = ex () i <lo—7|

Therefore,

(6.12) [vk]coa(knay,) <1

Now, consider the sequence of points

2k — 2k
g=2"2%
Tk

Note that & € Qp, |€x| < ¢ uniformly in k, and vg (&) = 0 for every k. Moreover, for any z € K N Qq,
we have that z € K N for sufficiently large k. Therefore, by (6.12) we get
[ (2)] = |vk(2) — ve(&k)| < |2 — &l* < e(K),

which implies that ||vg[|co.e(xna.) < ¢(K). Note that the constant ¢(K) only depends on the diameter
of K.

Hence, we can apply the Arzela-Ascoli theorem to conclude that vy — © uniformly in K. By a
standard diagonal argument, we extend v to the entire (), and obtain that v satisfies

(6.13) [Q_]]Co,a(gw) <1.

Let us now show that wy — © uniformly on compact sets. Fix a compact set K C 4, so that
K C Qy for sufficiently large k. We claim that

(6.14) sup |vg(2) —w(z)| = 0  as k — oo.
zeK
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Let z € K be fixed. Since z € Qy, for large k, we have Zx +rpz € B, \ Efk for some 7 < 4/5 depending
only on K. Thus, recalling also that |z — Zx| < crg, we get

_ uGr + re2)lIn(ze + rrz) — n(z0)|

vk (2) — wi(2)]

i My,
g (o= 3+l
< - <ck Y,
TkMk

where in the last inequality we used (6.3)). Since a < 1, we immediately get (6.14). Therefore, since
v — U uniformly, we conclude that wy — v uniformly as well.
Step 4. The limit function is not constant.
Let us consider the sequences of points
2k — 2k 5 Pk — 2k
&k = NS :

Tk Tk
As already pointed out, & € Q, || < ¢ uniformly in k, and vg (&) = 0 for every k. In fact, it also
holds & € Qi for every k, and since |& — &| = 1, we also have || < ¢ uniformly in k. Thus there

exists &, € € Qoo such that & — &, & — € and € # €.
Thanks to the local uniform convergence vy — v, it holds #(§) = 0. On the other hand, by (6.4)
(recall that r, = |z — 2k|) we get

ok (€k)| = |ve (&) — vi(Ee)]

_ e (zx) = mus(Z)] 1

ra M, =2

Also in this case we can pass to the limit an obtain 17({C ) # 0, which implies that © is not constant.
Step 5. The limit function is an entire solution to a homogeneous equation.
Let us denote Ag(z) = A(Z; + rx2). Since 2 € By, and A is continuous, up to subsequences we have

z=lim z, and A= A(2)= lim Ag(2),
k—o0 k—o0

where A is a constant coefficients symmetric matrix satisfying (1.5]). Next, we define

Uk + Y|

Pr(Yy) = ||
lyl, in Case 3,

, in Case 1 and Case 2,

noticing that, in Case 1 and Case 2, r;/|jx| — 0, and thus px — 1 a.e. in every compact set K C R?,
Let us fix ¢ € C°(R?), and notice that for k large, spt(¢) C Blrizz’“. Since wuy, is solution to ((1.13])
with ¢ = g, we obtain that wy, satisfies

22
M [ Gt s

-«

_ n(zk)ry,
M,

/Q o) A () V(=) - Vo(2) dz =
(6.15) r

/Q H)F G+ r2) - Vo(2) d
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First, we prove that the right-hand side of (6.15]) vanishes as k — 0o. We compute

[ st ns)oteris]

<( /Q pz<y>rf<sk+w>lde>’l’</

spt(e)

1
v

AW dz)’

3=

< clllman( [ A G+ n)z)

By (6.2)) and (6.3), and using that r; < c|gx| in Case 1 and Case 2, we get

d+a+

1
([ AwsGes nopas)” ety ag
Qp

Therefore,

2—a

)77(216)7’14;
My,

- 1 2=
[ Gt nn)o(:)z] < bl T 0.
k
thanks to the assumption o < 2 — H%.
Performing similar computations, we see that

11—«

)U(zk)rk
My,

d+
a—2

3 L
/Q Pe(Y)F (2 +112) - V(2) dz’ < | Vol Lo, prazyk 1, T =0,
k

thanks to the assumption a <1 — ‘H%. Thus, the right hand side in vanishes as k — oo.

It is useful to keep explicit track of the dependence of ¢ in the previous computation. Let R be such
that spt(¢) C R. Previous part of the proof can be reformulated in the following way: there exists
0 > 0 such that 6 — 0 and

(6.16) /Q P AR(2)Vwi(2) - Vo(2) dz < 6 ([|d] Lo (rey + IVl L2 (e, poaz)) -
k
We are now in position to show that the left hand side of (6.15)) satisfies
(6.17) / P ALV Wy - Vo dz — p* AVD -V dz,
QrNspt(¢) Qoo Nspt(¢)
where

_ 1 in Case 1 and Case 2,
ply) =

ly| in Case 3.

First, we note that since u; € Hlva(Bl\Ei), it follows that wy € H(Q, pldz). Fixing R > 0, by Step
3 we have that the sequence wy, is uniformly bounded in L>(Q;N Bag), and thus also in L?(€;, N Bag).
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Fix ¢ € C°(Bag) such that 0 < ¢ < 1 and ¢ = 1 in Bi. Testing (6.16) with ¢ = wrp? and using
(1.5), we obtain

/ PGP Vw2 dz + / ke ApViy - Vo dz < cbi(|?whl] ey + / AV (2w ? d2)
Qp

Qp Q
By some standard computations we get

[ IR 4= < clllonlminym + [ stV dz)
k k
and, by Holder and Young inequalities,
1
k

Qg

Therefore, recalling that 6 — 0 as k — 0o, we get
| eVl s < clunleqo,nm
k

Using that {wy} is uniformly bounded in L*(Q N Bag), we obtain that {wy} is uniformly bounded
in H'(Qy N Bg, pidz).

Finally, arguing as in Lemma with minor differences, and using that Ay (z) — A, pf — p* almost
everywhere, we conclude that holds true and @ belongs to H'(Qs N Bg, p%dz) for every R > 0.
Summing up, we proved that

/ pPAVT -Vodz =0 for every ¢ € C°(R?).
Qoo

Hence, recalling the definition of the limit blow-up domain Q, see (6.11)), we infer that v is an entire
solution to:

Case 1
—div(AV3) =0, in R%;
Case 2 -
—div(AVo) =0, inll;
{AVT) v=0 on Ollg;
Case 3,if =0
—div(|y|*AVs) =0, in R?,
Case 3,if £ >0
—div(|y|*AVD) =0 in R\ £4,
{AVE-I/zO onEgi.
Step 6. Liouville theorems and contradiction.

From (6.13) we have that v satisfies
[o(2)] < C(1+[2]),
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for every z € Q, where a < min{ ey, 1}, by the assumption . By invoking appropriate Liouville-
type Theorems we get that ¥ must be constant. In Case 1, we use the classical Liouville Theorem
in the whole space; in Case 2, we use the Liouville Theorem in an half space with an homogeneous
conormal boundary condition (for instance, see [57, Theorem 1.6]); in Case 3, we use Theorem
Hence, we reach a contradiction, since v is not constant by Step 4.

Thus, holds with a constant C' uniformly bounded in €. The proof is complete. O

Remark 6.1. We point out that our theory can be extended to equations including lower order terms.
In particular, we highlight its connection to the study of eigenvalue problems for the Laplacian in
domains with small holes (see [31] [51) 53] and the references therein) - which corresponds to our case
d = n. More generally, for 2 < n < d, let us consider the eigenvalue problem

(6.18) {—Aua = Aug, inQ\ X,

Vue -v =0, on 0. N.
Theorem i), which establishes local e-stable Holder estimates, extends naturally to equations like
(6.18), yielding
[uellcoemis.y < CAclluell 25,

for every o € (0, 1) and compact set K C 2. The constant C' > 0 depends only on d, n, a, dist(K,00Q).

6.2. Stable Schauder estimates.

Proof of Theorem i), stable C1®-estimates. Let u. be a family of solutions to . Since the
weight |y|® is uniformly elliptic away from ¥, well-known results in elliptic regularity imply that for
every 0 < ¢ < 1 (so that 9X2 N By is of class C* being A € C1*, see Remark [3.2)), there exists a
constant C. (depending only on d, n, a, A, A, p, a, L and ¢) such that for any solution u. to
the following estimate holds

(6.19) tellcra(p, \5a) < Ce (lluell 2o py\say + [ fllraisy) + 1 Fllcoas,))-

Our goal is to show that C. remains uniformly bounded as ¢ — 0. The proof proceeds by contradiction
and is divided into several steps.

Step 1. Contradiction argument, preliminary estimates and blow-up sequences.

Assume, for the sake of contradiction, that there exist two sequences € and ug such that e, — 0 as
k — oo, the functions uy are non trivial, satisfy (1.13)) with ¢ = &; and it holds that

(6.20) lurllcracs, \sa) = E(luklr2amasa ) + 1 lleas) + 1Fllcoes,))-

Consider (i, € By \ Egﬂ such that

1
SIVurlloe s, p\0a) < [Vur(Gl,
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and compute

—1
V@B = ([ ) [ P
Bij2\X4, Bi2\¥4,

<c( [ Wl - VPl + [ lyVuPdz)
Bi1/2\Z8,

BI/Q\ZEk

< c<[vuk]%0’a(31/2\sz) + /B |y[“|Vuk|2dz) .

Combining the last two inequalities with the Caccioppoli inequality (4.4)), we conclude that there exists
a constant ¢ > 0 independent on k such that

172\24,

IVurll oo (s, \sa ) < e([Vurlcoas, p\sa ) + luklzemnsa ) + 1 fllLeas) + 1Fllcoes,)) -

Therefore, by also applying Proposition we deduce that inequality (6.20)) implies the existence of
a constant ¢ > 0, independent of k, such that

Vurleon e ) > ek (lullpzagssa) + 1 Flzeem) + 1 Fllcoas,))
Now, let n € C2°(B3/4) be a function such that 0 <n <1 and n =1 on By/,. We define
My = [V(nug)lcoessa ) »
and observe that
(6.21) My, > [Vurleno(m s ) = ek (luplzzamnsg ) + 1 flvas,) + 1 Flcoas,))

It is worth noting that, by combining (6.21]) with Theorem i), for every 7 < 1 and 8 € (0,1) it
holds

(6.22) Ikl o (g \wa y < ch™ M.
Additionally, since nug =0 in By \ Bs/4, we also have

(6.23) HV(UUk)HLoo(Bl\z?k) < cMj .

As a consequence of , , and , we immediately infer that
(6.24) AV +10F | coap\sa ) < M.

Crucially, the boundary condition satisfied by u; on 8Zg gives us an estimate on the y-components

of the field nAVug + nF. In fact, by Lemma and ((6.24)), for every point z; € 82;1 N By and for
every ¢ = 1,...,n, it holds

(6.25) |(nAVug +nF)(2;) - ey,| < ce[nAVug +nF|[coapsa ) < ceipMy.

Next, consider two sequences of points zx = (g, yx), 2k = (Tk, Jx) € B1 \ Zgﬂ such that

|V (nue) (z) = V(nur) (Ze)] 1
|21 — 2| )

(6.26) M.
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Without loss of generality, we can always assume that 2, € Bgy. Let rp = |z — Zx|. Unlike the proof
of Theorem [1.3 . i), establishing that rp — 0 as k — oo is not straightforward here, so we have to
proceed more carefully. Let us denote dy = dist(zg, OEA .). From now on, we distinguish three cases.

d
Case 1: —k%ooask:%oo,
Tk
dy. . . ‘yk’
Case 2: — < cuniformly in k, and — 00 as k — 00.
Tk Tk
ol
Case 3: < ¢ uniformly in k.
Tk

We refer to the proof of Theorem i) for remarks on these cases. We recall that dj < |y|, and we
note that in Case 1 and Case 2, ri; — 0.
Let zg = (:Eg, y,g) denote a chosen projection of z; onto 82\‘%, and define

2k, in Case 1,
2k = 22, in Case 2

(zg,0) in Case 3.

We observe that, by construction, |z — Zx| < crg. Moreover, in Case 2 and Case 3 it holds
3
2] < Lzl +di < 5+ e,

so that for sufficiently large k there exists 7 < 4/5 such that z? € B, \ Z
As done in Theorem [1.3] 4) let us define the sequence of domains

Qk: Bl\EEk —Zk
Tk
and the limit domain Q. as in (6.5)). Next we introduce the points
2k — 2k
§p = :
Tk

Notice that &, € Qy for every k, and |£| < c. Thus, up to subsequences, & — &€ € Qoo
Finally, we introduce the sequences of functions

ue(z) = Nz + riz)(ug(Zr + re2) — ug(2)) — n(zk) Vur(zk) - m6(z — &)

S { € Q,
Tllg+aMk or z k
and ~ ~ .
wil2) = n(Zk) (uk (2 + 1%2) :ff(zk)) P8 e,
T O My
where
n(zx) Vug(2x), in Case 1,
P = < n(z)) Vug (D), in Case 2,
AT (E)(nAVu)1(2) — (nF)2(2y)),  in Case 3.
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Thanks to (6.21)), (6.22]), and (6.23)), we readily infer
(6.27) |Pel < IV (nui)l| e (psa ) + cllunlloeasa ) + el Flloe ) < My,
where, in Case 2 and Case 3, we used that z) € B; \ ch for some 7 < 4/5.

Step 2. Hélder gradient estimates and convergence of vj.
Let K C R? be a compact set. For every z, 2/ € K Ny, it holds

IV (nug)(Zk + 762) — V(nug) (Ze + 7627

Vg (2) — V()] <

T?Mk
[u(2i)|[V0(Zk + 1i2) — Vn(Zg + rg2")|
+ anf
T M
[ull oo By, \ 54
< |Z _ Z/‘a +e ](\43/4\ Ek)ri_a’Z _ Z/| < (1 + Ck71|2’ . ZI 1701)‘2 . Z"a,
k

where in the last inequality we used (6.22). Thus, for every K, we can choose a sufficiently large k
such that

[vvk]co,a(Kan) S 2.

Since vg (&) = Vo (&) = 0, arguing as in Step 3 of the proof of Theorem , i), we deduce that for
every compact set K C R¢, there exists a constant ¢(K), depending only on the diameter of K, such
that

vkl et (know) < c(K).
Therefore, employing Arzela-Ascoli theorem and using a standard diagonal argument, we conclude
that, for every v € (0,«), vy — U in C’llo’Z(Qoo) and satisfies

(6.28) [5(2)| < e(1+|2[T).
Step 3. Convergence of wy,.
First, we show that for sufficiently large k, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

(6.29) ’n(zk)vik(zk) — Py <e.
TkMk

In Case 1, this result is straightforward. In Case 2, recall that 2,2y € B, \ Eg‘; for some 7 < 4/5
and |z, — 2P| < crg. By (6.22)) and (6.23), we have

|(nVug) (z) — (Vug)(2))] < [V (ug) (1) — V(nui)(z))] n [ (ue V) (z) = (ux V) (2))]
T%Mk - T‘?Mk T?Mk

(6.30)

=20 + CHUkHCO’Q(BT\E?k) 2 = 24l

< <c
Ty M;. Ty

For Case 3, note first that |zg — Zk| < di + |yk| < erg, ex < crg, and
A7 (E) (nAVuR) () — P = AV 4+ 1F)2(2)).
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Therefore, using (6.30)), (6.23) and (6.25)), we have
V) (20) = Pl _ [01Vun) (2k) = (Vg ) (21)] N |A71 (=) — A (E)|(nAVug) (2])]
T?Mk - aMk T?Mk

+|A (Zk)(WAkV]\Z:)(Zk) Pk:| (1 n |(17AVU];];;\Z€F)2(Z2)|) < c(l N (gi)a) e

Thus, in all three cases, (6.29) is satisfied.

As a consequence, up to subsequences we can define

(6.31) V= tim MRV — B
’ k—o0 T%Mk

and w(z) =0(z) =V -(2=¢).

where £ € Q) is such that & — & To conclude, we show that for every compact set K C Q, we
have wy — w uniformly on K. Indeed, we have

sup [vs(2) — V - (2 — €) — wi(2)] < In(Zk + riz) — n(Zk)||ue(Ze + rez) — up(2)|

z€K - ]i+aMk
zi)Vug(z P
o [HEIVRe) 2By e - gl
7 My
[urllco.e (B, \sa
§c< M( ! E’“)+0(1) <c(k™'+0(1)) = 0.
k

Finally, we note that by (6.28)) and (6.31)), it follows that
(6.32) [w(z)| < e(1+ |2]"F).

Step 4. The limit function is not linear.
Let us consider the sequences of points
2 — 2 s Pk — 2k

Sk = , Sk =

Tk Tk

As previously noted, & € Q, |&| < ¢ uniformly in k, & — & € Q4 and Uk(§k) = V(&) = 0 for
every k. In fact, it also holds that & € € for every k, and since |&; — &| = 1, we have &) < ¢
uniformly in k. Therefore, there exists f € Qo such that fk. — § and £ # {

Thanks to the local uniform convergence Vv, — Vu (see Step 3), it holds v(§) = V©(§) = 0. On
the other hand, by (recall that r, = |z — 2k|) we get
|V (nug) (z) — V(qug) (Ze)| ulze)|[Vnlzr) — Vn(Z)| (1 1 L

> —ckm > —.

Vo (€.)] >
|Vor ()| > YA rOM, 2 5 1

Also in this case we can pass to the limit and obtain Vz’)(é ) # 0, which implies that Vo is not constant.
Therefore, by (6.31)), we conclude that Vw is also not constant.

Step 5. rp — 0 in Case 3.
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By contradiction, let us suppose that, up to a subsequences, r, — 7 € (0,2]. Since 7 > 0, it is
straightforward to see that Qo = By /z() for some ¢ € R?. Let K be a compact set, K C Q. For

every z € K, using (/6.22) we compute

’n(ék + riz) (uk(Zk + 162) — up(zk)) ’ ) ||U‘|L00(B3/4\Eg‘k) < o
it My - My T ’

where in the last inequality we used that rp > ¢ > 0 for sufficiently large k. Moreover, by (/6.22)) and
(6.23]), we have
1(zk) Vur (21)
T My,
Thus, recalling the definition of vy and thanks to Step 2, we infer that
v(z) = -W-(2-¢),
for some W € R®. This is in contradiction with the fact that o has not constant gradient by Step 4

and then we conclude that rp — 0.

At this point, arguing exactly as in Theorem i), Step 2, the limit domain Q. is defined by
(6.11)).

Step 6. The limit function is an entire solution to a homogeneous equation.

Let us denote Ay (2) = A(Zx+7y2). Since Z; € Bsy, and A is continuous, we have, up to subsequences

z=(z,y) = klirgo(ik,gk) and A= A(2) = lim Ai(2),

k—o0

where A is a symmetric matrix with constant coefficients that satisfies (1.5)). Next, let us define

Uk + Ty

pr(y) = |
lyl, in Case 3,

, in Case 1 and Case 2,

noting that, in Case 1 and Case 2, p; — 1 uniformly on every compact set K C R? as k — oo.
Let us fix ¢ € C°(R?), and observe that for sufficiently large k, spt(¢) C BlTi;Z’“. Since uy, is solution
to (1.13)), we find that wy satisfies

(633) /Q pi(y)Ak(z)V’wk(z) . V(b(z) dz = Il - IQ — Ig — I4 )
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where

Tl—a
="t [ I Gt o) dz,

Qp
="k /Q W) (PG i) = F(E) - Vo) de
I3 = Z\Z /Qk Pr(W)(A(Zk + rez) — A(Zk)) P - Vo(2) dz

14:’;@: /Q RWAGIP + 1EF(E) - Vo) ds

Following the same argument as in Step 5 of the proof of Theorem i), we observe that as k — oo,

d+a+

|Il‘ < CH(f)”Loo(Rd)kilTliai r =0,

d+a+
>

due to the assumption a <1 —
Next, using (6.21]), we find that as k — oo,

Bl [ IFG ) - FG| V6 ds
k JQpNspt(¢)

| E']|co.e(my)

YA <ck ' >o0.

< IVl wa pedz)

For I3, using (6.27)), we obtain
—a

Bl [ )G+ ) - AGIR V()] dz
k Qkﬁspt(da)

ol Pk _
< ||V¢||L1(Rd,p‘,:dz)Lr]1- a‘M]J < C'I“lt *“—0.

Finally, it remains to prove that I, vanishes as k — oo.
Let us first examine Case 1. Here, recall that Z = 2, ri/|yx| = 0, p¢ — 1, and Qo = R?. Notice
that |yx + rry| > c|yk| for sufficiently large k. Using this, we estimate

arypf (y) (Y + rrY) Tk o
Vi) - <o ).
IV pi(y)] PP—— |yk‘pk(y)

Moreover, we know that spt(¢) CC €y for sufficiently large k. Integrating by parts, we obtain

T_Oé
=] [ AV ) ) - Tole) de
k Spt(¢

11—«

T 7"
=T [ V) AV nF)(a0)0() de| < ol
spt(¢) ‘ ’

nAVuy +nF)2(2x)| .
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As pointed out in Theorem i), Step 1, there exists Zy = (x, Yx) € 82;1 such that |Y;| < |yx| and
Yk - Yi = |yk||Yx|. Moreover, it holds

di < 2k — Zi| < [yl
and, by construction, Zj, € Bs/. By using (6.25)) and (6.24), we get

|(nAVug, +nF)2(z1)| < [(nAVug +0F))(2k) — WAV, +nF)(Zg)| + [(nAVug + nF)2(Z)|
< Mk|2k — Zk|a + CMka?z[ < ch|yk|O‘ .

As a consequence we have
frk 11—«
|I4|§c(—) —0 ask— o0,

|y |

as needed.

Let us now turn to Case 2. Here, recall that Z; = 22, where zg is such that dj, = dist(z, 82(‘%) =
|z — 25| < crp, yl/ri — oo and p¢ — 1. Additionally, since |yx| < |2k — 20| + Y| < erp + [yh], it
follows that both |y?|/rx — 0o and e5/r;, — oo in this case.

Integrating by parts we find

T*Oé
In= | Vpi(y) - (nAVux +0F)a(20)6(2) dz
k Jaoy,
T—OL
+ 0 | AR@mAV+ nF) ) v )0l de.
k Joq,
where v(z) is the normal vector to 82?16. Using (6.25) and arguing as in Case 1, we readily obtain
rk_a a 0 Tk 1o
e | i) - AV + g F)a()(2) dz| < el ey () 0.
My Jo, Y|

Next, using that wuy satisfy a conormal boundary condition on 02, we compute
(NAVuy +nF)(2)) - v(2) + r12) = WAV, +nF)(2)) - (v(z) + m32) — v(2])
= (NAVug +nF)2(2R) - (N (2 + 7x2) — N(23))
+ (NAVug +nF)(20) - (0(2) 4+ rrz) — 0(2))),
where N (z) and 7(z) are as in (A.4).

As in [2, 55], here we split the proof into two parts. Assume to restart the present proof, keeping
exactly the same assumptions, but aiming to prove estimates in the form

(6.34) [uellono g, p\wa) < Clltelrzamnsa) + 1 fllLram) + 1Fllcoas,))

with a suboptimal exponent o < a. Then, at this point of the proof, using (6.24)), (6.25) and Lemma
A.1} that is, HN”Co,l(aEglkﬁBl) < cg; ! and ||ﬁ\|co,a(azé4kﬂ31) < ¢, we would obtain

Tk

et
k

(6.35) |(nAVug + nF) (=) - v(2] + 142)] < cMy,

+ CMkT]C: s
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which implies that

!
—Q
Tk

s L AAEAT A DD (e ri)o(e) ] < el me (2

7)1%' + r‘”““') -0
@ :
€k

Therefore, we conclude that |I4] — 0, as required. From this point on, we can complete the proof of
the theorem and obtain stable C1* estimates. This, in turn, implies a uniform L bound for Vuy, in

Bgy \ X, -
We can now return to our previous computation with o’ = . Thanks to (6.34) and (6.3)), we get

InAV Uy, + F || oo (py) < k™ M, .
Thus we can improve ((6.35)) and get

Tk

((nAVug +nF)(2p) - v(zp + ri2)| < eMy + Mk~

11—«
k

As a consequence,
T];a o 0 0 rr'k -« _1
B | @AY+ P ) v+ o) de| < el ()Y 20,
k Joqy, €k
and we can conclude that |I4] — 0.

Finally, we address Case 3. Recall that Z; = (x,0), pr = |y|, and e < c|yx| < crg. Let us call

—Q
Tk

=" /Q Y (AG) P+ D) - Tole) de

We have
- Z\’ka /nk [y*((0F) (Z) — (nF)(2)) - V() dz

| Ellco.emy)
M,

’14 .y

< c[[Voll L1 (ra,yjedz) % — 20|, < ekt =0,

where we used that in Case 3 it holds
12k — 2l < |2k — 2zl + 26 — 2] = gl + di < er,.
Due to our choice of Py, an integration by parts yields

-
o=k | AV, + nF)1(=)) - Vé(2) dz
My Jq,

r. @ i
= ]\l}/ |y|a('r/AVUk + 77F)1(z2) . V(Zk + TkZ)QS(Z) dz.
k J oSy
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Recall that at a point z € 052, the normal vector is given by v(z) = (0, N(z))+(z), see (A4), where
|7(2)] < ceg. Therefore, by (6.24), we get

r. @ o
3] < ]\ka /6Q Y|l (nAVug + nF)1 ()10 (Gr + rr2)||¢(2)| dz
k

€L\ 1-
T g v T ey iyl dz.
Tk spt(¢)NAY,
Notice that there exists R > 0 such that
oxd —z
spt(@) N 98 = spt(o {\/A G +re2)y -y = ii} c (BE™ xR“)msiik.
k k

Thus, denoting Ej, = Bf}:é‘(—r,;lék) x R™, we have

/ |y|“dz§/ s ly|*dz =7~ —d- “/ ly|*dz .
spt(¢)NO<y, (BE " xR™)N Ekik ExnOSA

On the other hand, using Lemma iv) and performing the change of variables (z,7) = ®(z) (for
instance see [45, §11]), we obtain

[ et = [ 45 ey ) eIl 0 S o I ldo(2) 2 e [ yitdoe).
EpNde, EpnoxA Ekmazg*k
Summing up, we have that
a+n—1
/ ly|* dz < cri_d_a/ |7|%o(z,T) = cr,lf n a/ |T|%do (1) = c(e—k> )
spt(9)NOQy, E,Nd%e, r Tk
Therefore
Jr
|| < (Ek) ri= O‘<cr’io‘—>0
Tk
which implies that |I4] — 0 also in Case 3. Hence, the right hand side of (6.33) vanishes as k — oo.
From this point on, arguing as in Theorem i), Step 5, we obtain that the left hand side of (6.15))
satisfies

/ prAVwy - Vo dz —>/ p *AVw -Veodz,
Qkﬂspt(qb) Qoo Nspt(p

where
B 1 in Case 1 and Case 2,
ply) = :
ly| in Case 3,
and w belongs to H'(Qu N By, pdz) for every R > 0. Hence, recalling the definition of the limit
domain Q, see , we infer that w is an entire solution to:
Case 1

—div(AV@) =0, in R%;
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Case 2

—div(AVw) =0, in I,
{AVU} v=>0 on Ollg;
Case 3,if =0
—div(|y|*AV@) =0, in R?,
Case 3,if € >0

—div(jy|*AVw) =0 in R4\ B4,
AV -v=0 on X2

Step 7. Liouville theorems and contradiction.

Since w satisfies the growth condition , with 1+ a < min{2, o}, by the assumption , by
invoking the classical Liouville Theorem in Case 1, the Liouville Theorem in an half space with an
homogeneous conormal boundary condition (for instance, see [57, Theorem 1.6]) in Case 2, and the
Liouville Theorem in Case 3, we get that w must be a linear function: this is a contradiction with
the Step 3, since Vw is not constant. Thus, holds with a constant C" uniformly bounded in ¢.
Moreover, recalling , we get that holds true. The proof is complete. ]

Remark 6.2. In certain ranges of the parameters a and n, the exponent «, given by can be

greater than 2 (see Remark . Hence, the regularity of solutions to is expected to be higher

than C1® (C?% or even more). In this remark, we give a simple example which shows that our method

fails to prove higher order Schauder estimates which are stable in € with respect to domain perforation.
For a 4+ n # 2 such that a, > 2, let us consider the family of functions

ue(z,y) = (a+n)ai — |y + ﬁa‘”n\ylz’“’”,
which are solutions to
—div(Jy|*Vue) =0, in By \ X,
{V% v =0, on 0¥, N By,
and satisfy [|uc||po(p\5.) < c.
Fixed i,j € {1,...,n} such that i # j, we compute

8§iyju5($’ y) = *2(0 + n)6a+n|y’_2_a_”yiyj )
Let us fix the points
B
ﬁ(ez’” +ey,),

21 22 =

€
= \ﬁ(eyi + eyj)a
where 3 € (0,1). One has that 21,22 € Byp \ Xc. Then, for every a € (0,1), we have

02 ue(z1) — 02, ue(2 1 — gla+n)(1-p)
‘ YilYj 8( 1) YiYj E( 2)’ — (a+n> € —
g®B|1 — gl-B|a

— 00, ase—0,
|21 — 22/*

since 1 — 8> 0 and a +n > 0. Then, we have proved that e-uniform C?® estimates fail.
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7. A PRIORI ESTIMATES, MAIN RESULTS, SMOOTHNESS OF AXIALLY SYMMETRIC SOLUTIONS AND
THE INHOMOGENEOUS CONORMAL PROBLEM

In this section we prove a priori regularity estimates, which imply stable estimates with respect to
standard smoothing of data. This leads to the proof of the main Theorems and Then, in
Theorem we improve the regularity of axially symmetric solutions, achieving smoothness. Finally,
Proposition provides some regularity results for inhomogeneous conormal boundary value problems.

7.1. A priori estimates.

Proposition 7.1 (A priori estimates). Let a +n > 0. Let A be a uniformly elliptic matriz satisfying

(1.5) and (1.6 with constants 0 < A < Ay < Ay < A. Let a, = ax(n,a, \/Ay) be defined as in (1.7)).
Then the following points hold true:

i) Letp > (d+ay)/2, ¢ > d+ay. Leta € (0,1) satisfying (1.8). Let A be C° with | Al oo By < L,

f € LPBy) and F € L¥(By)?. Let u € C%*(By) be a weak solution to (L.1)) in By. Then,
there exist a constant C' > 0 depending only on d, n, a, A, A, p, ¢ a and L such that

[ullcoa(s, ) < C(lullpzem) + 1 fllpresy) + I1F | Laas))-

ii) Let p > d+ ay. Let assume that a, > 1. Let a € (0,1) satisfying (1.9). Let A be C*® with
|Allco.a(pyy < L, f € LPYB1) and F € C%Y(By). Let u € CY*(By) be a weak solution to

i By such that
(7.1) (AVu+F)-e,, =0, onXoNBy, foreveryi=1,...,n.
Then, there exist a constant C > 0 depending only on d, n, a, X\, A, p, a and L such that
lulloracs, ) < Clllullzas,) + 1 fllras,) + 1 Fllcoas,))-

We provide the proof only for the estimates in C'1*-spaces, as the proof for the other case follows
the same argument and is easier to establish.

Proof of Proposition ii). The proof is similar to that of Theorem ii), so we omit some details.

By contradiction, let us suppose that there exist sequences {ux}x, {fx}tr, {Fk}tr and {Ax}g, such
that Ay, € C%* with |Ag|coep,) < L, fr € LP*(By), Fr € C%*(B1), and every uy, is a weak solution
to

—div(|y|*ArVur) = |y|* fr + div(|y|*F}), in By,
which satisfies the boundary condition (|7.1]) and
lukllcra(s, g > k(llukllL2ap,) + [ fellzee ) + [ Fillcoes,))-

Let us fix a smooth cut-off function n € C2°(B3/4) such that n = 1 in By and 0 < n < 1. Then,
arguing as in Step 1 in Theorem i), we have

My = [V (nup)]coa(sy) > [Vurlcoe (s, ,) > ck(llurllz2em,) + [ fillzres) + 1 Fllcoas,)) -
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Take two sequences of points z; = (2, Yk), 2k = (L, Ur) € B1 such that

|V (nug) (2) — V(nug) (Zr)|

|2k — 2|

1
> —M,
= 5 Mk

and define 74 = [z, — Z¢|. Without loss of generality, we can assume that z; € Bs,. From now on, we
distinguish two cases:

Case 1: |yk‘ — o0 as k — 00,
Tk

Case 2: ‘yk‘ < ¢ uniformly in k.
Tk

Unlike the proofs of the stable estimates in Section [6] here we do not introduce any perforation around
Y. Consequently, we have only two blow-up regimes: in Case 1, the blow-up scale does not capture
Yo, whereas in Case 2, it does.

Let (x = (xx,0) be the projection of z; onto ¥g. Let us define

Zks in Case 1, 5 Zk — Zk
k= )

(x, in Case 2, Tk

Zr = (Tn, Ur) = {

the sequence of rescaled domains
By —Z
Op = 22—

Tk

and the sequences of functions

0z + re2) (un (2 + 712) — ur(Ze)) — n(2) Vur(2k) - 76(2 — &)

vp(z) = RETSYS , for z e Q,
k
wiz) = () (un (B + 12) = w(Z)) = (V) (B) ez
1+o
T My

and set the limit blow-up domain o, as in
By arguing as in Theorem|1.3) 7i), Step 2 one has that [vg]c1.e(kno,) < 2 and [[vgllcrekna,) < c(K)

for every compact set K C R%. Therefore, by applying the Arzela-Ascoli theorem, we infer that vy — v
in C17(Qy) for every v € (0,a) and

loc

o] < e(1+ [2]"+9).

Moreover, employing a similar argument as in Theorem (1.3} i), Step 3, it follows that also wy — ©
uniformly on compact set of 2. Next, repeating the argument of Theorem [1.3] E, i), Step 4, Step 5,
we conclude that V7 is not constant and r, — 0, which immediately implies that Qs = R? in both
Case 1 and Case 2.

Finally, we prove that v is an entire solution to a homogeneous equation with constant coefficients.
Since || Aglco.(p,) < L, we have that Ag(Z; +rgz) — A(2) = A, which is a constant matrix satisfying
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(1.5) and Z = limy_,o Zk. Let us define

Yk + TEY|”

Pi(y) = [y
ly|®, in Case 2.

, in Case 1,

Fixed ¢ € C°(R?), we have that
/ Pr(Y) Ak (Zk + rp2)Vwg(2) - Vé(z)dze = I — Iy — I3 — Iy,
Qf

where

I = Pe(WIN(Zk) fr(Zr + rez)d(2)dz
I = 7’;“/ peWInGe) (Fi(Zr + rh2) — Fi(Zk)) - Vo(2)dz
I3 = Tka/ P%(Z/)U(ik)(Ak(fk +7rz) — Ak(gk))vuk(gk) - Vo(z)dz

f= 7;\’;4: /gk P (W) () (AR Vur + Fi) (3) - Vo(z)dz

The terms Iy, I» vanishes as k — oo exactly as in Theorem Step 6.
To show that the term I3 vanishes, we proceed in two steps, as in the proof of Theorem it), Step
6. First, we establish local Ch" estimates for some suboptimal o € (0, «). Once this is done, we can
then obtain the regularity with the optimal exponent «, using as additional information a L* bound
for the gradient of the solutions. Hence, in the first step, we have
’I“];O/

= | [ M) A+ 1) — A5 Tus() - Vo)

o el (el oo sy + 1V () | e (1))
< M,
Next, restarting the proof with the optimal exponent «, a priori estimates with a suboptimal exponent
imply that ||V (nug)||Le(p,) < Mg/k and we can conclude in the following way

o
<clry™™ — 0, ask— oo.

cL(l|nugllpe s,y + IV (nu)l Lo (5,))
My,

Finally, we show that the term I; goes to zero. Let us consider the Case 1, recalling that Zp = z,
ri/|yk] = 0, pf — 1 and ¢, = (x1,0) € 3o N By. Arguing as in the proof of Theorem i), Step 0,
and using the boundary condition , we have that

|(nARVug + nFg)2(2)| = [(nARVur +0Fk)2(2k) — (AR ur +0Fk)2(C)| < cMilyr|®,
and thus

|I3] < <cLk™ =0, ask— oo.

.
IV pe(y) - (1 ARV ug +1F) (21)] < e M.
|yr| 1~
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Hence, by using the divergence theorem, one has that
T];a rE \ 1@
1= "] [ Vo) AT nE) 6] < o) 0. ask oo
My 1 Jq, Y|

In Case 2, since uy, satisfies (7.1) and Zx = (xg,0), the divergence theorem allows us to conclude
directly that Iy, = 0. In fact,

/Q Pr(Y) (AkVuy + Fy) (Z) - Vo(2)dz = — o Voi(y) - (AxVug + Fi)(Z)9(2)dz = 0.
k k
From this point on, arguing as in Theorem i), Step 6, we obtain that
[ A+ ) V() Yoz = [ g 0)AViE) - Vo)ds
k

where

3(y) = 1, in Case 1,
Py = ly|, in Case 2.

Then, we have proved that v is an entire solution to
—div(AV2) =0, inR? in Case 1
and v is an entire solution to
—div(|y|*AVs) =0, inR? in Case 2.
Finally, as in Theorem i1), Step 7, by invoking appropriate Liouville type theorems we get a

contradiction and the thesis follows. O

7.2. Proof of Theorems and We will prove Theorem [I.2] only, as the proof of Theorem
follows by a similar argument.

Proof of Theorem[1.2. We divide the proof into two steps.

Step 1. First, we prove that if the matrix A € C*(By), then u € C1*(B3/4) and satisfies (1.10) in
B3/4.

Let u be a weak solution to (1.1). By applying Lemma there exists a family of functions
{ue }o<e<1, such that every u. is a weak solution to

—div(Jy[*AVue) = [y|*f + div(|y|*F), in By \ X2
(AVu. + F) - v =0, on 0S4 N Bys,

and a sequence e — 0 such that u., — u in H (By/5 \ o).
By applying Theorem [L.3] ii) to the sequence {ue, }, combined with (4.5) and (4.4), we get

luegllore s, nsa) < clllullzem) + 1fllras) + 1Flcoas)),
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for some ¢ > 0 depending only on d, n, a, A, A, p, « and L. By using the Arzela-Ascoli Theorem and

the a.e. convergence u., — u, we get that u,, — w in 0110’2’(33/4 \ o), for every v € (0, ). Moreover,

by taking z, 2’ € B4 \ Yo such that z # 2/, we have that

Vu(z) = V()| _ | [Vue,(2) = Vue, ()

|z — 2/|« ep—0+ |z — 2’|«

< c(llull 2a(syy + 1 fllLpacsy) + IIFllcoe(sy))-
Hence, by taking the supremum, we get

i Va() - V()
[VU]CO’O‘(Bsm\EO) - z,z’eSBiI;\Eo |z — 2/|@

< c(llull p2agsyy + 1 fllpacs) + IIFllcoe(sy))-

By continuity, we can extend v in the whole B, in such a way that [Vv] CO.0(By,,) = [VU]CO,Q(B3/4\EO),
hence, we have that u € C1*(Bj ).
Further, let us prove that u satisfies the boundary condition ([1.10). Fix z = (z,y) € Bg/ \ X and

let 2° be a chosen projection of z onto 82? N Bsy. For every i =1,...,n, by using (1.14), we get
[(AVu + F)(2) - ey,| < [(AVu)(2) — (AVue)(2)| + [(AVue + F)(2) — (AVue + F)(2°)|

+ [(AVue 4+ F)(2°) - ¢y,
< A|Vu(z) = Vue(2)| + c(lull 2aisy) + 1l pes) + 1Flcoes)) (12 — 2% +£%).

By taking the limit as € — 07 in the previous ineqaulity, we get

((AVu+ F)(2) - ey, | < c(lull p2agsy) + 1flresy) + 1Flcoes,)) 9l
therefore, by taking |y| — 0 it follows that (AVu + F)(z,0) - ey, = 0, that is, (1.10) holds true.

Step 2. Finally, we prove that if A € C%*(By), then u € CV*(B, 5), satisfies (L.11)) and (1.10).
Let u be a weak solution to (1.1)). For § > 0, let {ps}s~0 be a family of smooth mollifiers and let
us define A5 = A * ps. Choosing 0 small enough, we have that As € C°°(By/s5), satisfies (1.5) and

HA(;HCO,Q(BM)) < ||Allco.e(p,)- By using the approximation Lemma we have that there exists a

family {us} such that every us is a weak solution to
—div(|y|*AsVus) = [y|*f + div(|y|*F), in Byys,

satisfies

usl|prre s, q) < clllullmras,) + 1 L2am) + 1FllL2as,)),
and, up to consider a subsequence, us — u in Hlva(B4/5).

By applying Step 1, we have that us € CLO‘(B3/4) and satisfies ((1.10]). Hence, by using Proposition

ii), it follows that
(7.2) lusllora(s, y) < c(lullzzas,) + I fllzres) + 1 Flcoas,)),

for some ¢ > 0, depending only on d, n, a, A, A, p, « and L. Hence, we can apply the Arzel4-Ascoli
theorem to get that us — u in Clv'Y(Bl/Q) (for every v € (0,a)) and passing to the limit as § — 0 in
ED we obtain that u satisfies ((1.11). Moreover, by Step 1 every ug satisfies , so u also satisfies
@D, and our statement follows. O
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7.3. Smoothness of axially symmetric solutions. In this section, we prove that axially symmetric
- with respect to ¥y - solutions (radial-in-y) are locally smooth, by establishing a one-to-one corre-
spondence with solutions to an equation that degenerates on a hyperplane.

Definition 7.2. We say that a function u : By ¢ R? — R is axially symmetric in y (i.e. with
respect to Yg) if there exists a function @ : Bf" € R4"*! — R such that u(z,y) = (z, |y|), where
Bf == B{™ " n{(z,r) € R x R | r > 0} denotes the unitary upper half ball in R&"+1,

Lemma 7.3. Let a+n > 0 and let u be an axially symmetric in y function. Then, u is a weak solution
to

(7.3) —div(|y|*Vu) =0, in By,

if and only if the function u(x,r) is a weak solution to

—div(r¢t"=1Va) =0, in B,
(7.4)

lim rotn=1l9.4 =0, on By N{r =0},
r—r

in the sense that @ € H(B{,r*™ldxdr) and
/+ raT I G Ve dadr = 0, for every ¢ € C°(By) .
Bl

Proof. First, we notice that, by taking the spherical-in-y change of variable, one has

/ P12 4 (Vi) dedr = ¢, / PN (@ 4 |Vaf) dedrdo
Bf Bf

S§n—1
—cu [ ol + [Vu)dad,
B
where ¢, = [S"7!|71. Then, u € HY*(By) if and only if @ € HY (B, r**"~dadr).

Next, let us suppose that u is a weak solution to (7.3). Fix ¢ = qz(a:,r) € CSO(Bf_”H) and call
¢(z,y) := é(x, |y|). Then,

/ r VG - Vo dedr = ¢,
B sn-1

/ rat=1Iva . Vo dedrdo
B
= cn/ ly|*Vu - Vodrdy =0.

By

Hence, 4 is a weak solution to (7.4).
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_ Instead, let us suppose that @ is a weak solution to (7.4), fix ¢ = ¢(x,y) € C(B1) and define
¢(x,7) == [qu-1 ¢(x,r0)do. Then, one has

/ ly|*Vu - Vo dedy = / / r Y i, 0,1) - (Y, 0r¢) dodadr
By B Jsn-1
- / r“+n+1(vxa,ara).( / (qub,&»gi))da)dxdr
B sn—t

- / PN (V,0,8,0) - (Vb 8,6)dedr = 0.
Bl

Therefore, u is a weak solution to (7.3)). The proof is complete. ]

Theorem 7.4 (Smoothness of axially symmetric solutions). Let a +n > 0 and let u be an azxially
symmetric in y weak solution to (7.3)). Then, u € C2.(By).

Proof. By definition u(z,y) = @(z, |y|), for some function @ : B € Rl — R and by using Lemma
one has that @ = a(x,r) is a weak solution to ([7.4). By using the regularity theory of weighted

equations degenerating on a hyperplane (see [57]), noting that a+n—1 > —1, we get that @ € C’l‘g‘f:(B;F ),
for every r € (0,1).
Next, by using [55, Lemma 7.3], the function #(x,7) := r~19,4u(z,r) is a weak solution to

{—div(ra+"+1w) =0, in B

3/4°

71ﬂi_1}(1) rat e, 5 =0, on Bsy N {r = 0}.

Applying again Lemma [7.3], the function
Vu(z,y) -y

v(z,y) = 0(x,|y|) = y[2

)

is a weak solution to
(7.5) —div(|y|*"*Vv) =0, in By,.

Next, we prove that Vu € LOO(B]_/Q). Forevery j=1,...,d—n, Proposition ensures that 0,,u is a
weak solution to ((7.3)). By using Theoremwe get that 0, ,u € 0070‘(31/2) and then 9;,u € L>(By 3).
On the other hand, since v is an axially symmetric in y function, one has that
- Y
Vyu(z,y) = dru(z, \yl)m € L¥(Bi2),
so Vu € L*>(By/3). Hence, we have proved that u € 00,1(31/2) C Hl(Bl/Q) and we can rewrite

equation (|7.3) as
(7.6) —Au=av, in Byj,.

Since v is a weak solution to ([7.5)), by using Theorem one has that v € C%%(B,; /2) for some
a € (0,1). Then, by applying classical Schauder regularity theory to (7.6]), we get that u € C*%(B; /3)-
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Resuming, we have shown that if u is an axially symmetric in y weak solution to (7.3)), then u €
C*Y(B; /3). Therefore, since v is an axially symmetric in y weak solution to (7.5]), we get that v €
c% (B, /3), for some o/ € (0,1) and, by using again classical Schauder regularity theory to (7.6),

this implies u € 0470‘,(B1 /4). By iterating this procedure and using a covering lemma our statement
follows. 0

7.4. Inhomogeneous conormal boundary condition on the characteristic thin set. In this
section, we extend our regularity results by considering equations that satisfy a non-homogeneous
conormal condition on the thin set ¥y in the case A = I. As discussed in Remark the weak
formulation of equation , which holds across Y, implies the fact that the solutions formally
satisfy a homogeneous conormal condition on . In the mid-range a +n € (0,2), it is possible to
impose inhomogeneous conormal boundary conditions on 3.

Definition 7.5. Let 2 <n < d and a +n € (0,2). We say that u is a weak solution to

—div(]y|*Vu) = 0, in By,
(7.7) — lim |y V- Yo g(x), on ¥gN By,
ly|=0 |yl

if w € H*(B;) and satisfies

/ ly|*Vu - Vodz = wn/ g(x)p(x,0)dz, for every ¢ € C2°(By),
B1 YoNB1

where w,, = [S"71|.

Before stating the main result of this section, we first discuss the expected regularity for the solutions
of the equation. Specifically, the function |y|>~*~" solves equation with g(z) = cost, and this
provides an upper bound on the regularity. In particular, when a + n € (1,2), we expect Holder
continuity of solutions, and when a +n € (0,1), we expect Holder continuity of their gradient. Let
us remark that |y[27%7™ also solves the homogeneous Dirichlet problem whenever a +n < 2, see
Section Al

Proposition 7.6. Let 2 <n < d, a+n € (0,2) and u be a weak solution to (7.7). Then, the following
holds true.

i) Let g € LP(SoN By), withp > 5" and o € (0,2 —a —n — (1;%] N(0,1). Then, u € C>%(By)

2—a—n loc
and there exists a constant C' > 0 depending only on d, n, a, p and « such that

HUHCO’D‘(Blm) < C(HUHLZaE(Bl) + HgHLi"(EOﬂBl))'

ii) Let us suppose that a +mn € (0,1). Let g € LP(¥9 N By), with p > 1f;fn and o € (0,1 —a —

n— %]. Then, u € 0110’3(31) and there exists a constant C > 0 depending only on d, n, a, p
and o such that

HUJHCLD‘(Bl/z) < C'(HUHLZa(Bl) + HgHLT’(EoﬂBl))'
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iii) Let us suppose that a +n € (0,1) and let o € (0,1 —a —n). Let g € C¥* (X9 N By). Then,
u € Cllo’?(Bl) and there exists a constant C' > 0 depending only on d, n, a and « such that

[ulloras, ) < CllullLzas,) + lgllcoasons,))-

Proof. We provide the proof of 4ii) only, as the proofs of i) and i7) follow from the same arguments.
Let us consider the weak solution @; = @ (x,7) : B C RT"1 - R to

—div(r*™=1Va) = 0, in By,

— lim r*™ 19,4, = (x), on Byn{r=0},
r—0

1 =0, on 9B N {r > 0}.

By [55, Theorem 8.4], it follows that 9,41 = 0 on 3¢ N B; and
||ﬂ1\|01,a(31+/2) < CHQHCU«Q(EOOBQ,

where C' > 0 depends only on d, n, a and «. Hence, by applying Lemma[7.3] with a minor modification,
one has that uj(z,y) := 41 (z, |y|) is an axially symmetric in y solution to

—div(Jy|*Vu1) =0, in By,

— lim ]y|“+"_1Vu1 Y g(z), on 3yN By,
lyl—0 ||

uy; = 0, on 0Bj.

Since 0,1 = 0 in ¥p N By, following computations analogous to those in |55, Lemma 7.5] and [3]
Lemma 2.9], we conclude that u; inherits the same regularity as @1; that is,

lutllcras, ) < Cllglicoasons,)-
Next, let us define us := u — w1, which is a weak solution in the sense of Definition to
—div(|y|*Vug) =0, in Bj.
Noticing that o = ax(n,a, 1) given by satisfies a, — 1 > 1 —a —n > «, Theorem yields that
luallcraqs, ) < Cllullzags-

Hence, u = uy + u9 satisfies the desired estimate and the proof is complete. O

8. EQUATIONS DEGENERATING ON CURVED MANIFOLDS

This section is devoted to the extension of Theorems [I.1] and to a class of equations whose
weights are degenerate/singular on lower-dimensional curved manifolds.

Let 2 < n < d and consider a (d — n)-dimensional C''-manifold I which is locally embedded in R¢
and parametrized by ¢ € C'(Xg N By;R™), in the sense that, up to perform a dilation, a translation
and a rotation, one has

(8.1) INB;={(z,y) €RY|y=p(x)}NBy, 0T, ¢0)=0, J,(0)=0.
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Let us define the diffeomorphism

(8.2) O(z,y) = (2,9 + ¢(2)),
which satisfies ®(Xg N Bgr) C I'N By for some R > 0, ®(0) = ®~!(0) = 0 and the Jacobian associated

to @ is

Iy O
sate) = (g 2) et el =10 Jn(0) =L

Next, we define the class of admissible weights with respect to the parametrization .

Definition 8.1 (a-defining function). Let 2 < n < d, a € [0,1) and p € CH*(Zy N By;R™) be a
parametrization in the sense of (8.1). We say that § is an a-defining function with respect to the
parametrization ¢ if § € C%1(B;) and the two following condition holds true:

i) there exist two constants 0 < ¢y < ¢; such that

i)
(8.3) 6(z,y) == 5((I)|(;|’ v)

Remark 8.2. Let us consider a variable coefficient matrix A € C°(Bj) satisfying the global uniform
ellipticity condition (1.5 with ellipticity constants 0 < A < A and satisfying the restricted-to-I" uniform
ellipticity condition

(8.4) MJE2 < A(2)€ - € < A€, for a.e. z € B;NT and for all £ € RY,

for some constants 0 < A < A\, < A, < A. Given a 0-defining function §, let § as in (8.3) and define
the matrix

(8.5) A:=5"TgH) (Ao d)(JhT,
which is symmetric, continuous and satisfies the global uniform ellipticity condition (|1.5). The latter

condition follows by 4) and i) in Definition which implies 6 > ¢ > 0. In addition, since Jg(0) =1,
one has that A(0) = 0*(0)A(0) has ellipticity constants restricted to X given by

0 < 6%(0) A < 6%0)A,.
By using the continuity of A, for every o € (0,1) there exists a small radius 7 € (0,1) such that A has
ellipticity constants restricted to By N Y given by
54 (0) Ay — 0 < 6%(0)A, + 0.
That is, in a local scale, A and A have the same ellipticity ratio restricted to the thin space, up to an
error

S CO’Q(B1).

() A W
— =" 45,
5“(0)A* + o A*

where ¢ > 0 is arbitrarily small.
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As done in Section we can define the spaces LP(By,6%), LP(By,6%)¢ and H'(By,5%). Then, we
provide the definition of weak solution to (|1.17)).

Definition 8.3. Let a + n > 0, A satisfying (1.5) and ¢ be a 0O-defining function in the sense of
Definition Let f € L?(By,6%) and F € L?(By,6%)% We say that u is a weak solution to (1.17)) if
u € HY(Bj,6%) and satisfies

/ 0°AVu - Vodz = / 0fp—F-Vo)dz,
By

By
for every ¢ € C°(By).

The main results of this section are the following corollaries, which establish local C%® and C1®

estimates for weak solutions to ([1.17)).

Corollary 8.4. Leta+n>0,p > (d+a4)/2 and ¢ > d+ ay. Let f € LP(By,0%), F € Lq(Bl,éa)d,
A€ CO(Bl) be a continuous matriz satisfying and with constants 0 < A < A\, < Ay <
A, o, = ai(n,a,\/Ay) defined in and o satisfying (1.8). Let ¢ € CY(Xg N B;R") be a
parametrization in the sense of , Let § be a 0-defining function with respect to ¢ in the sense of
Deﬁm'tion and set § € CO(By) as in (8.3).

Let w be a weak solution to in the sense of Deﬁnition and let us suppose that

1Allgo(sy) + 16l cosy) + ellct (monsy ) < L-
Then, there exists ¥ € (0,1/2), depending only on o and L, such that u € C%*(B;) and there exists a
constant ¢ > 0, depending only on d, n, a, X\, A, p, q, a and L such that
||u||CO’Q(BF) < C(H“||L2(B1,6a) + ”fHLP(Bl,(S“) + ||F||Lq(Bl,5a))-

Corollary 8.5. Let a+n > 0 and p > d+ ay. Let A be a matriz satisfying and with
constants 0 < A < A\ < Ay < A, ax = ax(n,a, \/Ay) defined in and o satisfying . Let
© € CH(Xg N B1;R") be a parametrization in the sense of . Let 0 be a a-defining function with
respect to o in the sense of Definition and set § € C%(By) as in , Let us suppose that A is
CY_continuous, f € LP(B1,6%), F € CY(B).

Let w be a weak solution to in the sense of Deﬁm’tion and let us suppose that

1Al co.a(py) + 18]l co.a(sy) + lllcrasonp gy < L.

Then, there exists ¥ € (0,1/2), depending only on o and L, such that u € CY*(B;) and there exists a
constant C > 0, depending only on d, n, a, \, A, p, a and L such that

(8.6) lullcre sy < C(llull L2, 50y + 1flLe(By,50) + | Fllcoe(s,))-

Moreover, denoting by T,I' the tangent space to I' at the point z € T', we have that u satisfies the
following boundary condition for every z € I' N By,

(8.7) (AVu+ F)(z)-v(z) =0, for everyv(z) L T,T.
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Since the proofs of Corollaries [84] and [B.5] are quite similar, we merely provide the proof of the
Corollary Additionally, we refer to [33], where the same results are proved in a closely related
context.

Proof. The proof relies on making changes of variables to reduce the problem to the flat case, where
the weight becomes |y|*. The desired result then follows by applying Theorem |1.2

Let ® be as in (8.2)), and define @ = wo ®. Let 7 € (0,1) to be chosen later, and let ¢ € C°(Bar).
Using the change of variable z = ®(z), we obtain that

o:/ 6“(AVu-V¢—f¢>+F-V¢)dZ=/ [v|*(AVa- Vo — [o+ F - Vé)dz,
B1 Bl

where A is defined in (8.5) and
=08 o® e LP(Byy), F:=3"(Jz")Fo®eC"(By), ¢:=¢od.
By using the properties of the defining function (see Definition , one has that A € C%(Bay).

Moreover, by Remark for every o > 0 there exists 7 > 0 such that A has ellipticity constant
restricted to Bar N X given by

0 < 6%(0)A\s — 0 < 6%(0)A, + 0.
Let us consider 7 small enough such that
54(0) Ay —
02 (0)A 0') 1
0 (0)Ax + o
where a, is defined in (T.7). This choice is always possible since A(0) has ellipticity constant §%(0)\, <

6*(0)A on X and a < a.(n,a, \/A.) — 1 (see Remark .
Resuming, we have shown that @ is a weak solution to

—div(|y|*AVa) = |y|°f + div(|y|°F), in Bay.
By the choice of 7, after rescaling the domain, the assumptions of Theorem are satisfied. Hence,
we have that @ satisfies (T.11]) and (I.10) and composing back with ®~! we get that u satisfies

and (8.7) in Bj. O

9. HOMOGENEOUS DIRICHLET PROBLEM VIA A BOUNDARY HARNACK PRINCIPLE

a < a*(n,

In this section, we prove Holder C%® and Schauder C'® regularity for solutions to the homogeneous
Dirichlet problem

(9.1)

—div(\y|“Vu) =0 in Bl \ Z()
u=0 on B; NXg,

whenever @ + n < 2. The solutions we are referring to are elements of H'%(B;), which is defined as
the completion of C2°(B1 \ ¥o) with respect to the norm || - || g1.a(p,) and satisfies

/ ly|*Vu-Vedz =0, for every ¢ € C2°(By \ o).
By
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We remark that in the supersingular case a +n < 0, any function in H%%(Bj) is forced to have trace
u =0 on Xy (see Proposition . Instead, in the mid-range a + n € (0,2), the trace condition u = 0
on ¥ is well-defined, since ¥y has positive local weighted capacity. See also [49] for some trace type
theorems on lower dimensional sets.

The idea is to obtain regularity as a corollary of Theorems and via a boundary Harnack
principle, in the same spirit as [56]. In fact, the ratio w := u/ug between a solution u to and the

characteristic solution to (9.1))
’27a7n

uo(y) = |y
solves the equation
(9.2) —div(jy[’Vw) =0  in B
with exponent b =4 — a — 2n lying in the superdegenerate range since b+n=4—a —n > 2.

Lemma 9.1. Let a+n < 2, u be a solution to (9.1) and ug = |y|>=~™. Then, w = u/ug solves (9.2).

Proof. The equation is trivially satisfied far from Yy in a classic sense. Moreover, due to the superde-
generacy of the weight |y|°, and combining Lemma [2.8] with the density of C°(B; \ ¥o) in H'*(By),
the result is trivially true if one shows that the H'®(Bj)-energy of w is finite. Recalling the Hardy
inequality (see Proposition , we easily compute that

2 2 2
[ wtvupis<e [ (T - ) 0
By B,

|uol? |uol*
_ a 2 a—2, 2 a 2
—c(/ ly|*| V| dz—l—/ ly|*“u dz) §c/ ly|*|Vul® dz .
B1 B1 B
Furthermore, [|wl|p2.5(p,) = |ull2.0(5,), hence w € H'*(By) and the proof is complete. O

Let us recall that the homogeneity degree appearing ((1.7)), related to the new exponent b, is given
by

(9.3) ax(b,n) = ax(b,n,1) = 2-b-n+,/(2 _2b —n)?2+4(n—1) ‘

Then, Theorems and [1.2] imply the following result.

Corollary 9.2. Leta+n <2 and b =4 —a —2n. Let ax(b,n) > 0 be the homogeneity exponent in

53) and
a € (0,1) N (0, ax(b,n)).

Let u be a weak solution to (9.1) in By and ug = |y|>=*™. Then, u/ug € Cloo’?(Bl) and there ezists a
constant ¢ > 0 depending only on d, n, a and « such that

|5
Uo

a € (0,1)N(0,ax(b,n) — 1),

< cl|ull 2.0y

C%<(By/32)

If moreover a,(b,n) > 1 and
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then u/ug € Cllo’g‘(Bl) and there exists a constant ¢ > 0 depending only on d, n, a and o such that

|- < cllul
— Ccllu ,a .
ug lcte (B ) ~ L2eB)

Remark 9.3. The previous result improves [50, Theorem 1] in the flat case, which corresponds to a L°°-
bound of u/ug. Moreover, it slightly improve [33, Theorems 1.2 and 1.3| in the present homogeneous
case. The exponent a,(b,n), given by (9.3), satisfies . (b,n) > 2 — a — n whenever

(9.4) n—1>2(2—-a-n)

In particular this implies that, under (9.4)), one can imply the sharp C2~%~" regularity of solutions to
(0-1). In fact, if w = u/ug has C? regularity with 3 > 2 — a — n, then

u = wuy € C?70",

In particular, when a + n = 1, which corresponds to the exponent studied by David, Feneuil and
Mayboroda (see [19] and its related works), one can prove the sharp Lipschitz continuity of solutions
whenever the codimension n > 4.

10. HIGHER CODIMENSIONAL EXTENSIONS OF FRACTIONAL LAPLACIANS

The aim of this section is to establish a connection between the degenerate equations discussed in
this paper and fractional Laplacians on the very thin set Yy, in the sense of Dirichlet-to-Neumann
maps, in the spirit of [8]. Let s € (0,1) and 2 < n < d. The s-fractional Laplacian of sufficiently
regular functions can be defined in R4 equivalently as a integro-differential operator

u(r) — u(é)

(—A)SU(J?) = Cd—n,s lim ) m dg,

e—=0% JRd-n\B,_(z
or via Fourier transform
(—A)u(€) = [¢[*a(€) -
Assuming d — n > 2s, and using the fractional Hardy inequality, we can set fractional problems in
D*(R?"), defined as the completion of C°(R?~") with respect to the norm

Julfyeiny = [ 1A u(@).
Rd*'n

Let a = 2 —n — 2s, which satisfies a +n € (0,2). This corresponds to the mid-range regime, where the
local weighted capacity of ¥ is positive and finite, see Lemma Next, we define DV*(RY) as the
completion of C°(R%) with respect to

0oy = [ 17V
R4

which is a norm due to an Hardy-type inequality, see for instance [15, Theorem 1]. In the following
result, we establish the existence of a trace operator from D'¢(R%) to D*(R?~"). We refer also to [49]
for some related local trace type results.
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Lemma 10.1. Let 2 <n < d and a+n € (0,2). Then, there exists a constant Cqp > 0 such that
(10.1) Canll@s,llpsa-ny < [@llpra(ra
for any ¢ € C(R?) with s = (2 —a —n)/2 € (0,1). Moreover, if d+a > 2 (i.e. d—n > 2s), (10.1))

defines the continuous trace operator
Tr: DYY(RY) — D¥(RIT™).

Proof. The proof is an adaptation of [14, Theorem 3.8], so we omit most of the details. Let ¢ € C2°(R?),
and let ¢ denote the Fourier transform of ¢ with respect to the x variables. Then we have

[ oeiwopas= [ [ lePior + 9,67)dyde.
]Rd Rdfn Rn
Next, define v(&,t) = (€, |¢|7), and perform the change of variables y = |€|~1t in the integral above.
This leads to
[ weiwopas = [ g [ (ol + (Ve de.
Rd Rd—n Rn
We now claim that

inf / 110l + |Veo?)dt = Cap > 0.
veCP (R"),0(0)=1 Jrn

Assume that this claim is true. Then, recalling that v(£,0) = ¢(§,0), we obtain

/ W19V o[2dz > Can / €279 (E, 0)2dE = Com / (= A)*/26(x, 0) 2dx
Rd Rdfn Rdfn

with s = (2 —a —n)/2 € (0,1). This completes the proof of (10.I). The rest of the proof follows in a
standard way.

Let us now prove the claim. To do this, we argue by contradiction. Assume that C,, = 0. Then,
for every § > 0 there exists vy € C2°(R") such that vs(0) = 1 and

(10.2) / (o] + [Veo[2)dt < 5.
Rn

Using computations similar to those in the proof of part iii) of Lemma we find that for every
p>0,

nwy, = / lus(0)|?do < cp2_“_”/ |||V vs | dt + 2/ lvs(po)|2do .
Sn—1 Rn S§n—1

Multiplying by p*"~!, integrating over p € (0, 1), and using (10.2]), we obtain

o c/ \t\ayvtv5|2dt+2/ 1% 0s[2dt < ¢,
Rn B1

a-+n

which is a contradiction for sufficiently small §. Therefore, the claim holds true and the proof is
complete. n

As a dual result, we define a unique minimal energy extension in DY%(R%) for functions in D*(RZ™).
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Lemma 10.2. Let 2 <n <d withd+a>2 and a+n € (0,2). Let s = (2—a—n)/2. Then, for any
u € D*(R4™) the minimization problem

10.3 inf Ul .
(10.3) UeDl,a(lﬂgfl),T\fUzu” 1o, (R)

admits a unique minimizer. Moreover, (10.3) defines an extension operator

Ext : D*(R?™") — DL¢(RY).
Proof. Fix u € D¥(R™). The existence of a minimizer U for (10.3) follows from standard variational
arguments. In particular, U satisfies

(10.4) / ly|*VU - Védz =0, for every ¢ € DV4(RY), Tr = 0.
Rd

Finally, to prove the uniqueness of U, it is sufficient to use a standard contradiction argument to show
that (10.4)) admits an unique solution in the set {U € DY(R") | TrU = u}. O

Then, the extension result can be summarized as below.

Proposition 10.3. Let 2 <n < d withd+a>2 and a+n € (0,2). Let s=(2—a—n)/2 € (0,1)
Then for any u € D*(RY™), the extension U = Ext(u) is given by

L(=52) ly|**
d—n d—n+2s 7

w2 T(s) (lz[* + ly?) 2

U(z,y) =ux P(z,y), P(z,y) =

and s solution to

—div(|y|*VU) =0 in RY\ ¥
— lim |y VU - L = dy(~A)*u on X,
ly|—0 Yl

in the sense that U € DV*(R?) and satisfies
/ [y|*VU - Vo da dy = dm/ (=A)up(z,0)dx, for every ¢ € CP(RY),
Rd Rd—n
where dg, = 20T7IT(24) /D (2=4=1).

Proof. Let u € D*(R"). Notice that P(z,y) = P(|z|,|y|), and hence U(z,y) = U(z,|y|), where

U(z,r) = ux* P(x,r) for 7 > 0. From the codimension 1 extension theory in [8], we have that
U € DM1=25(R"), and

—div(r'=2*VU) = 0 in lefnﬂ
. (1 —

—lim r'72%9,U = 21_257( 5) (=A)*u  on R,
r—0 F(S)

or, equivalently, that

/Rdn+1 r VO Vo da dr = da, /Rd_n(_A)sU ¢(x,0)dz, for every ¢ € CSO(W) 7
+
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where we used that s = (2 — a — n)/2. Thus, adapting the argument of the proof of Lemma we
infer that U € DY*(RY), TrU = u and

/ ly|*VU - Vo drdy = da,n/ (=A)u¢(x,0)dx, for every ¢ € C(R?).
R4 d

R—n

In particular, U is the unique solution of (10.4) in the set {U € DY*(R") | TrU = u}, and thus, the
unique minimizer of (10.3)). It immediately follows that U = Ext(u), and the proof is complete. O

Remark 10.4. Let u € D¥(R%™™"). As shown in Proposition it holds

/ ly|*VExt(u) - Vo dr dy = da,n/ (=AY u¢(x,0)dx, for every ¢ € DV(RY).
R4

Rd—n

By taking ¢ = Ext(u), we immediately infer |Ext(u)|lpi.ara)y = danllullpsa—n). As a consequence,
Can = dgn, where Cy ,, is the constant in Lemma

APPENDIX A. GEOMETRY OF PERFORATED DOMAINS

Let R > 0and A € C*(Bg;R%?) (see Remark for the sharp requirement) be a symmetric matrix
satisfying the uniform ellipticity condition ([1.5]), and recall the notation (1.19)). The block Aj is still

symmetric and satisfies
)\|<’|2 < Az(2)¢- ¢ < A|§|2, for a.e. z € B and every ( € R",

where A and A are the uniform ellipticity constants of A. By the ellipticity condition, As is invertible,
and Az € C'(Bg;R™). The matrix Az is also symmetric and satisfies

(A1) ATHCPE < AZN2)C-¢ < A TH¢?, forae z€ Bgr and every ¢ € R".

_1
The square root of Az ! denoted by Ay %, is well-defined and belongs to C'!(Bg; R™") (see for instance
[23, Theorem 2.5]). It is also symmetric and satisfies

_1
(A.2) Afé\g\Q <A;%(2)¢- ¢ < )\*%K\Q, for a.e. z € Bp  and every ( € R".
We will frequently use the following properties, which follow directly from (A.1)) and (A.2)).

1452 ()l = VA5 @)y v,

(4.3) A y] < |45 2 ()l < A2yl
Ayl < 1A (R)yl < A7yl
In the following lemma, we describe some properties of the (e, A)-neighborhood of ¥
SA = (€ R X R | A7 (2)y -y < €%,
and its boundary
OXA = {2 e R xR" | A3 (2)y -y = €2} .

Lemma A.1. Let R > 0, A € CY(Bg;R%) and L := ||A3_1||01(BR)- There exists g > 0, depending
only ond, n, L, R, X\ and A, such that for every e € (0,ep] the following properties hold:
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i) the normal vector v(z) to OX2 at 2 € Br N OXZ is well-defined. In particular,

(A4) v(z) =(0,N(2)) +v(z),
where
A_l(z)y -1
A. z) = 37 sl
(49 MO = e ©
and
|7(2)] < ce,

for some constant ¢ = ¢(d,n, A, L,eg) > 0;
i1) it holds
(A.6) vz L> X
lyl — 2A
iii) there exists a constant ¢ > 0 depending only on L, d, n, R, A\ and A such that

—1
[N]coa(pronay < cg™ s

iv) if in addition A € CYP(Bgr;R%Y) for some B € (0,1), then
[ﬁ]COﬁ(BRﬂaE?) <c,
where ¢ > 0 depends only on ||A§1||Cl,5(BR), d, n, R, X and A.

Proof. Define the function

(A7) U(z) = VAT (2)y -y

From (A.3), we have ¥ € C%Y(Bg) N CY(Bg \ o), and ¥(x,y) = 0 if and only if y = 0.

Since 0X2 = {¥(z) = €}, the normal vector v(z) at a point z € X2 is given by

vy = YY) _ VA5 Ey-y)
VUG V(A5 )y o)l

Let Ag_l(z) = (bij(2))i j=1,..n. We define the functions G : B — R and H : B — R as follows

1 n
G(z) = 5( Z azlbij(z)yiyj)E:l,...,d’

ij=1
H(z) = [A5 " (2)y| = (0, A7 (2)y) + G(2)].
Using this notation, the normal vector can be expressed as
_ (0,451 (2)y) + G(2)
v(z) = = .
A5 (2)y| — H(2)
There exists a constant ¢; = ¢1(d,n) > 0 such that

(A.8) |H(z)| < |G(2)| < e1Lly|?, for every z € Bg.

85
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Fix €¢ such that AT — c1LAgg > 0. Thus, if € < g9 and z € Bg N 0X4, thanks to (A.3) and (AS)

we have
(A.9) |A§1(z)y\ — H(2) > Ay —cLly|* > 6(/\_1)\% —cLAe) > ce.
Therefore, v is well-defined.
Define v(z) := v(z) — (0, N(z)), where N(z) is as in (A.5)). Then
_ H(z)N(2) G(2)
v(z) = — — .
A5 (2)yl — H(z) A3 (2)y| — H(z)

It follows that
|7(2)] < ce,
where ¢ = ¢(d,n, A, \, L,e9) > 0. Thus 1) is proved.
To prove ii), we compute

Y Y o ¥ A
v.i==N(2) - =+ -—=2>—+—17].
] [yl lyl — A
Taking if necessary a smaller g, so that |7] < A\/2A, we obtain (A.6)).
For iii), note that for every z = (z,y),2 = (2/,y') € Bp it holds
(A10) A5 (2)y — AT (Y| < 1451 (=) — A ()lyl + 1A )lly — o' < LR+ D)= — 2]

Therefore, for all z, 2’ € Br N 0%, we have

Afl _Afl AW}
V() = N < 2B 2 W] e,
3 \BJ)Y

where ¢ > 0 depends only on L, A, A.

Finally, we prove iv). Assume that A3_1 € CY#(Bg;R™"). Using similar computations as before,
we obtain

(A.11) |G(2) — G()| < celz— 2|P,  forevery z,2 € BRnoaxd,

where ¢ depends on d, n, A, A, HA?TluClﬂ(BR)?EO'
Define the function

N(z) -G(z G(2)?

-2 YCE) | G
A3 (2)yl 457 (2)y

By combining (A.8), (A.10)), (A.11), and éii), we deduce

(A.12) |h(2)| < cly| forall z € Bg, and |h(z) — h(z)| < c|z —2/|P forall 2,2’ € Bp.

Thus, when ¢ is sufficiently small, we can apply the Taylor expansion for (1—|—t)% to (0, A3 (2)y)+G(2)],
yielding for every z € Br N %4,

H(z) = A5 (2)y] ) eihi(2),
j=1
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where ¢; are the coefficients of the expansion. Using (A.8) and (A.12), we infer that
(A.13) |H(z) — H(Z")| < celz — 2'|P.
Finally, combining (A.8), (A.9), (A.10), (A.11) and (A.13)), we obtain
7(2) = 0(2)| < ez = /| + e H(z) = H(Z)| + 7 YG(2) = G()]) < ez = 2')7.
The proof is complete. O

Lemma A.2. Let G : By \ X2 — R? be such that G € C%%(By \ £2) for some a € (0,1), and
G(2)-v(2) =0 for every z € By NOXA. Then, there exist a constant ¢ > 0 depending only on d, n, A,
A, aand L = HA:;lHCl(BR) such that for every 0 <e <1 andi=1,...,n, it holds

G - eyz-HLoo(Bl/Qmazg) < C5aHG”co,a(Bl/2\zg\) .

Proof. We recall that by Lemma|A.1] for ¢ < gy, the normal vector to the surface 0X2 at z = (x,y) €
By Nox4 is given by v(z) = (0, N(z)) + #(2), where #(z) < ce and

A—l
N(z,y) = 7311@3/ eR".
A3 (2)y]
In what follows, we show that there exist d; = &;(go, A), d2 = d2(L, A), such that for every x € BI."

1/2
and for € < gy there exist T € B‘lj/_Q" and n vectors {y;}j=1,..n C R™ (depending on z) such that,
defined 7; = N(Z,y;), it holds

|a: - :i’| < b€,

(Z,yj) € Byja N oz,
|75 - 7| < d2e, for every i # j.
Note that this implies that span{r;} = R".
Take 6, > 0 such that A2 < §; < (2e0) L. Define

T = (1 — 2(516)33.

Notice that by construction 1 — 261 > 0 and |z — z| < d1e. Moreover, let y € R4 be such that
(z,y) € 9L4. Tt holds

l(Z,9)| < |Z|+ |y| = (1 — 2018)|x| + |y| < % — (61 — A%)e < %
Hence (z,y) € Byjo N %4, as needed.
Now, let us fix any point (Z,y1) € %2, and define 71 = N(Z,y;). One can choose gy € S"~! such
that oo - A3%(Z,y1)y1 = 0 (where A3? = (A31)? = (A2)7!), and define y» = ro09, where 73 is chosen
in such a way that (z,ys) € 02,
To show that such 7y exists, consider the function f(r) = ¥(z,ro), where ¥ is defined in (A.7).
Since f is continuous, f(0) = 0, and lim,_,~ f(r) = 00, there exists ro such that f(re) = €, that is,

Yo = T20.
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Let us define 79 = N(Z,y2). Note that, by construction,

AZNE, v )y - AZHE, y1)y2 = me A (E, 1)y - o2 = 0.

Therefore

&

A5 (@) - A‘l(f,yz)yzl
A3 (2, y0)u1 1| A5 (2, 92) 2]
< A3 Nz, y2) — A (2, 00) w2
B |AT1 (2, y2) 2]

|71 - To| = [N(Z,y1) - N(Z,92)| =

< LAlys — 31| < b2e,

where do depends only on L, A.

Next, fix y3 such that (z,y3) € 954 and ys3 is orthogonal to both A§2(fi‘,y1)y1 and A§2(ﬂi,y2)y2,
and define 73 = N(Z,y3). Performing the same computation as before, we find that 75 -7 < dae,
73 - T2 < d9e. To conclude, it suffices to iterate this argument a finite number of times.

We are now in position to prove the lemma. Fix z = (z,y) € By /5N 02, Recall that 7 = N(Z,y;),
where (7,y;) € By N O%A. Let T = (t;;) denote the matrix with entries ¢;; = 7; - 7j. Let || - ||[gnn be
a chosen matrix norm. By construction, we have ||T" — I,,||gn.» < ce, where ¢ depends only on n, da.
Thus, for ¢ sufficiently small, det’T" > 0 and T is invertible.

Fix i € {1,...,n}. We can decompose e,, = Z?Zl a;7; with respect to the basis 7;, where the
coefficients & = (oj)j=1,..n satisfy the linear system T'a = 3, with § = (ey, - 7j)j=1,...n. Since T is
invertible, it follows that |a;| < ¢, where ¢ does not depend on . Therefore, we have

G(2) - ey, | = |G(2) Z%T;l <CZ|G N(z,y;))|

<c(ZrG xy]|+Z|G 7))

Next, using that G(z) - v(z) = 0 for every z € By /5 N 04, and that 7(2) < cs, we get

G(2) - ey < c(Zr G(2,))) - (@, 3)| + €l|Gl o, ) )

< C([G]CO’Q(BUQ\E?) D (i +ly — ) + 5||G||L°°(Bl/2\2§‘)> :
7=1

where we used that, by construction, (7,y;) € By N 04, Finally, since |y, lyj| < ce by the uniform
ellipticity condition, we obtain

|G(2) - ey,| < 05a|’GH00va(Bl/2\2§) .

The proof is complete. O
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Lemma A.3. Let A € CY(By;R*), and let ® € C1(By;R?) given by
_1
®(z) = (2,45 % (2)y) -

Then, there exists 0 < R < 1 such that the following holds:
i) the function ® : Bp — R is injective. Moreover, there exists ¢ > 0 such that

(A.14) Tz — 29| < |®(21) — ®(22)| < |21 — 2|, for every 21,z € Bp;
ii) ® : Bgr — ®(BR) is a C'-diffeomorphism and it holds
1, n n
§A_§ <det Jp(z) < g)\_f ;

iii) the matriz Jchp is symmetric and uniformly elliptic. In particular
1
—min{1, A71}¢)? < Jg Ja(2)C - ¢ < 2max{1, A\ }¢2  for every ¢ € RY;
iv) Let € < g, where gg is as in Lemma . Given z € Bp N 82?, consider the projection map
M.(2) : RY = T,054 ~ R4 given by

()6 =€ — (€ v(=)v(z), €eR

(2~ ' min{1, A~1})? T (2max{1,\"1})¢
< < .
2max{1,A\"1} — det(Ile 0 Jg Jo o IL.) < 2= Imin{l, A—1}

1
Proof. Let us prove 7). To ease the notations, we call P = A; 2. Denote P = (p;j)ij=1,.n and
L =|P|c1(,)- Let 21,22 € Bg,, where 0 < R; <1 will be specified later. Obviously

[@(21) — P(22)] < |21 — 22| + [(P(21) — P(22))y1| + | P(22) (1 — y2)|
1
< |ar — @o| + L|z1 — 22| + A7 2|y1 — yo| < |21 — 29],

Then

where ¢ > 0 depends only on L, \.
By similar computations,
_1
[P(z1)y1 — P(22)y2] = |P(21)(y1 — y2)| = [(P(21) — P(22))y2| = A2 |y1 — y2| — L|z1 — 22][yal,

hence,
|(I)(Z1) — @(Zg)‘ > min{l,A_%Hzl — 22| — LR1|21 — 22| > C_1|Zl — Z2|,
by choosing R; > 0 small enough, such that min{1, A_%} — LRy > ¢~ !. Then, (A.14) follows and the

map P is injective.
Let us prove ii). The Jacobian of ® is given by
(g, 0 >
h_(a P+P,)
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where

n
Py = (pj})i=1,..nj=1....d—n Py = Zawjpi,k(z)yk‘v
k=1

n
Py=0}))ij=1,.n. P} = Zayjpi,k(z)yk~
k=1

1
We compute (recall that P = A4 * is invertible)

(A.15) det Jp = det(P + P,) = det(P)det(L, + P~'P,).
First we notice that, thanks to (A.2]), it holds

(A.16) A73 <detP(z) < A7 2.

Let now | - ||gn.n be a chosen matrix norm. We have

|P~ Pl < [Pl | Pyl < Lyl

Since the determinant is continuous with respect to any matrix norm, we infer that there exists Ry < Ry
such that for every z € Bp, it holds

1
(A.17) 5 < det(L, + P7'P) < %
By (A.15)), (A.16) and (A.17) we readily get that

1, _n n
(A.18) 51\*5 <det Jp(z) < g)ff

holds for every z € Bp,, thus proving 7).

Let now prove iii). Call M = Jg Jg. Obviously, M is symmetric and thanks to (A.18) is invertible
in Bg,. Moreover, via a straightforward computation (recall that P is symmetric and P? = Ag 1) we
find that M = M; + My where

~ (Lin 0> 7( PP, (P+P)'P, )
M1_< o 4;t) @md M=lprpip) PTP,+P/P+PJP,) "

We immediately see that there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(L) > 0 such that
[Ma|[ga.a < cly|-
Moreover, thanks to we have
min{1, A~ }[¢* < My (2)¢ - ¢ < max{1, A7'}|¢J.
Thus
(min{1, A~} — ely))[¢[* < M(2)¢ - ¢ < (max{1, A"} + cly])[¢[*
Hence, there exists R < Ry such that for every z € Bgr the matrix M satisfies

%min{l,Afl}]q2 < M(2)¢-¢ < 2max{1,A71}¢|*  for every ¢ € R?.
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As for iv), let us call N = II. o M o Il.. We can represent II. via a R 14 matrix Q. Thus,
N = QMQT € R14=1 By the Cauchy interlacing theorem (also known as Poincaré separation
theorem), the eigenvalues {y;};=1,. 4 of M are related to the eignevalues {fi;}i—1 . q4—1 of N via the
formula

Pt < fi < g -
Therefore, using #ii), we infer

—1 i —11\d —1\\d
(27 ' min{1,A""}) < det M < det N < det M < (2ma>f{1,)\ b .
2max{1,\"1} ! L 2= min{1, A-1}
This completes the proof of iv) and of the lemma. O
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