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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(|y|aA(x, y)∇u) = |y|af + div(|y|aF ) in B1 ⊂ Rd,

where z = (x, y) ∈ Rd−n×Rn, 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 Σ0 = {|y| = 0} of dimension 0 ≤ d− n ≤ d− 2, having

λ|y|a|ξ|2 ≤ |y|aA(x, y)ξ · ξ ≤ Λ|y|a|ξ|2.
Whenever a + n > 0, the weak solutions with a homogeneous conormal boundary condition at Σ0

are provided to be C0,α or even C1,α regular up to Σ0. 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 Σ0

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, Hölder C0,α and Schauder C1,α

estimates, of weak solutions to

(1.1) −div(|y|aA(x, y)∇u) = |y|af + div(|y|aF ) in B1 ⊂ Rd.

Here z = (x, y) ∈ Rd−n × Rn, 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

Σ0 = {z = (x, y) ∈ Rd | |y| = 0},
and the weight term is a power of the distance to Σ0; that is, |y| = dist(z,Σ0). In other words, there
exist 0 < λ ≤ Λ such that the symmetric (d× d)-dimensional matrix A(z) = (aij(z))i,j=1,...,d satisfies

λ|y|a|ξ|2 ≤ |y|aA(z)ξ · ξ ≤ Λ|y|a|ξ|2 for almost any z ∈ B1, for any ξ ∈ Rd.
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The weak solutions to the above problem are elements of the weighed Sobolev space H1,a(B1) :=
H1(B1, |y|adz) which satisfy

(1.2)
ˆ
B1

|y|aA∇u · ∇ϕ =

ˆ
B1

|y|a(fϕ− F · ∇ϕ) for every ϕ ∈ C∞
c (B1).

The equation is satisfied across the thin manifold Σ0, and this implies a formal homogeneous conormal
condition at Σ0

(1.3) lim
|y|→0

|y|a+n−1(A∇u+ F ) · y
|y|

= 0,

see Remark 4.2 for the precise meaning of the above expression. Notice also that, when A = I and
F = 0, (1.3) corresponds to a vanishing weighted radial derivative with respect to the degenerate
variables.

The weighted H1,a-capacity of the thin manifold Σ0 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 Σ0 in the supersingular case
a+ n ≤ 0, and naturally satisfy (1.3) 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 Σ0, 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 (1.1) across Σ0 in the sense of (1.2); 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 ω which arises either from quasiconformal mappings
or belongs to the A2-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 Hölder 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 2.6. The general regularity theory for weighted equations also ends with [30], since
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Hölder continuity is the optimal regularity if no further geometric assumption on the zero/infinity set
Σ0 = {ω(z) = 0 ∨ ω(z) =∞} 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(yaA(x, y)∇u) = RHS in B+
1 ⊂ Rd

+.

Here z = (x, y) ∈ Rd−1 × R+ = Rd
+, B+

1 = B1 ∩ {y > 0}, a ∈ R and Σ0 = {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(ya∇u) = 0 in Rd
+

− limy→0+ y
a∂yu(x, y) = Ca,d(−∆)

1−a
2 u(x, 0) in Σ0,

see also [11] for the curved analogous in conformal geometry.
Concerning the general equation (1.4), it is crucial to comment here its possible connection with

Grushin operators. As it is highlighted in [8], 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 Hörmander regularity theory are not valid in general. In fact, the indicial root
y1−a always solves the homogeneous (RHS = 0) isotropic (A = I) equation (1.4) 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 Σ0. In fact, solutions with a homogeneous conormal boundary condition at Σ0 enjoy a Schauder
theory in Ck,α spaces whenever a > −1, which in turns leads to smoothness if data are smooth. The
full regularity theory in Hölder spaces is carried out in [55, 56, 57, 24], see also [2, 3] for the parabolic
case and [25, 26] 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
(1.1) 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 (1.1) 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 [1, 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 (1.1) in the range a + n > 0. The solutions we are referring to are elements of
H1,a(B1) which weakly solve (1.2). Our main objectives are certain Hölder C0,α and Schauder C1,α

local regularity estimates up to Σ0 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×d)-dimensional matrix satisfying the global uniform
ellipticity condition

(1.5) λ|ξ|2 ≤ A(z)ξ · ξ ≤ Λ|ξ|2, for a.e. z ∈ B1 and for all ξ ∈ Rd,

for some ellipticity constants 0 < λ ≤ Λ. Moreover, A satisfies the restricted-to-Σ0 uniform ellipticity
condition

(1.6) λ∗|ξ|2 ≤ A3(x, 0)ξ · ξ ≤ Λ∗|ξ|2, for a.e. (x, 0) ∈ B1 ∩ Σ0 and for all ξ ∈ Rn,

with ellipticity constants 0 < λ ≤ λ∗ ≤ Λ∗ ≤ Λ, where A3 is the (n× n)-dimensional block located in
the lower-right corner of the matrix A, see (1.19). Then, let us introduce the exponent

(1.7) α∗ = α∗(a, n, λ∗/Λ∗) =
2− a− n+

√
(2− a− n)2 + 4µ∗
2

,

with

µ∗ = µ∗(a, n, λ∗/Λ∗) =


(λ∗
Λ∗

) |a|
2
(n− 1) if n ≥ 3 ,( 4

π
arctan

(λ∗
Λ∗

) |a|
4
)2

if n = 2 .

Notice that both α∗ and µ∗ are monotone increasing with respect to 0 < λ∗/Λ∗ ≤ 1. Notice also
that in case λ∗/Λ∗ = 1 (which happens in particular if A = I), µ∗ = n − 1 which corresponds to the
first positive eigenvalue of the Laplace-Beltrami operator on Sn−1. Then, our first main result is the
following.

Theorem 1.1 (Hölder C0,α estimate). Let a+n > 0, p > (d+a+)/2, q > d+a+. Let A be a uniformly
elliptic matrix satisfying (1.5) and (1.6) with constants 0 < λ ≤ λ∗ ≤ Λ∗ ≤ Λ. Let α∗ = α∗(n, a, λ∗/Λ∗)
be defined as in (1.7). Let

(1.8) α ∈ (0, 1) ∩ (0, α∗) ∩ (0, 2− (d+ a+)/p] ∩ (0, 1− (d+ a+)/q].

Let A be continuous with ∥A∥L∞(B1) ≤ L, f ∈ Lp,a(B1), F ∈ Lq,a(B1)
d and u be a weak solution to

(1.1) in B1.
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Then, u ∈ C0,α
loc (B1). Moreover, there exists a constant C > 0 depending only on d, n, a, λ, Λ, p, q,

L and α such that

∥u∥C0,α(B1/2)
≤ C

(
∥u∥L2,a(B1) + ∥f∥Lp,a(B1) + ∥F∥Lq,a(B1)

)
.

Let us notice here that Hölder regularity for some small implicit exponent follows by [30] in the
A2-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 2.6. 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 Hölder 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 Σ0.

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 α∗ exceeds 1, see Remark 1.5.

Theorem 1.2 (Schauder C1,α estimate). Let a+n > 0, p > d+a+. Let A be a uniformly elliptic matrix
satisfying (1.5) and (1.6) with constants 0 < λ ≤ λ∗ ≤ Λ∗ ≤ Λ. Assume that α∗ = α∗(n, a, λ∗/Λ∗)
defined as in (1.7) is such that α∗ > 1. Let

(1.9) α ∈ (0, 1) ∩ (0, α∗ − 1) ∩ (0, 1− (d+ a+)/p].

Let A be α-Hölder continuous with ∥A∥C0,α(B1) ≤ L, f ∈ Lp,a(B1), F ∈ C0,α(B1) and u be a weak
solution to (1.1) in B1.

Then, u ∈ C1,α
loc (B1) and satisfies

(1.10) (A∇u+ F ) · eyi = 0, on Σ0 ∩B1, for every i = 1, . . . , n.

Moreover, there exists a constant C > 0 depending only on d, n, a, λ, Λ, p, L and α such that

(1.11) ∥u∥C1,α(B1/2)
≤ C

(
∥u∥L2,a(B1) + ∥f∥Lp,a(B1) + ∥F∥C0,α(B1)

)
.

Let us now comment on the above results and explain the techniques involved. The main idea
is to take advantage of a ε-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 ε-approximating problems, and the goal is to prove
their uniformity (stability) as the regularization parameter ε → 0. Returning to the codimension 1
case, in [55] the regularization proposed is at the level of the weight term. Specifically, replacing |y|a
with ρaε(y) = (ε2 + |y|2)

a
2 one immediately obtains a uniformly elliptic problem, and stability can be

established as ε→ 0. This approach is not the most effective in this context. To approximate a given
solution with a possible boundary condition at Σ0, the same boundary condition must be prescribed
at the level of the regularized equation. However, the local H1(ρaε)-capacity of Σ0 - which coincides
with the classical local unweighted H1-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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ε-perforations around Σ0. In the isotropic case A = I, the approximating problems are described as
follows

(1.12)
®
−div(|y|a∇u) = |y|af + div(|y|aF ) in B1 \ Σε

(∇u+ F ) · ν = 0 on B1 ∩ ∂Σε,

where
Σε = {|y| ≤ ε} and ∂Σε = {|y| = ε}.

As one can see, the conormal boundary condition is now prescribed on a codimension 1 boundary
that shrinks toward Σ0. Given a particular solution of the limiting problem, one can construct an
approximating sequence of solutions for the regularized problems as ε→ 0. If the regularity estimates
for (1.12) are shown to be uniform in ε, 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 coefficients, 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,

ΣA
ε = {A−1

3 (x, y)y · y ≤ ε2} and ∂ΣA
ε = {A−1

3 (x, y)y · y = ε2}.

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

(1.13)
®
−div(|y|aA∇u) = |y|af + div(|y|aF ) in B1 \ ΣA

ε

(A∇u+ F ) · ν = 0 on B1 ∩ ∂ΣA
ε ,

enjoy the desired Hölder C0,α and Schauder C1,α estimates only requiring additional regularity of
coefficients, respectively C1 and C1,α, since the latter ensures the right regularity of the shrinking
boundaries (see Remark 3.2). This is suboptimal when compared with the requirements stated in
Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. 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 C0 and C0,α regularity imposed by the natural scaling of the equation.

The validity of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 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 matrix satisfying (1.5) and (1.6) with constants 0 < λ ≤ λ∗ ≤ Λ∗ ≤ Λ. Let α∗ = α∗(n, a, λ∗/Λ∗)
be defined as in (1.7). Then the following points hold true:

i) Let p > (d+a+)/2, q > d+a+. Let α ∈ (0, 1) satisfying (1.8). Let A be C1 with ∥A∥C1(B1) ≤ L,
f ∈ Lp,a(B1) and F ∈ Lq,a(B1)

d. Then there exists ε0 < 1 and a constant C > 0 depending
only on d, n, a, λ, Λ, p, q, L, ε0 and α such that for every ε ∈ (0, ε0) and for every solution
uε to (1.13) it holds

∥uε∥C0,α(B1/2\ΣA
ε ) ≤ C

(
∥uε∥L2,a(B1\ΣA

ε ) + ∥f∥Lp,a(B1) + ∥F∥Lq,a(B1)

)
.
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ii) Let p > d + a+. Let assume that α∗ > 1. Let α ∈ (0, 1) satisfying (1.9). Let A be C1,α with
∥A∥C1,α(B1) ≤ L, f ∈ Lp,a(B1) and F ∈ C0,α(B1). Then there exists ε0 < 1 and a constant
C > 0 depending only on d, n, a, λ, Λ, p, L, ε0 and α such that for every ε ∈ (0, ε0) and for
every solution uε to (1.13) it holds

∥uε∥C1,α(B1/2\ΣA
ε ) ≤ C

(
∥uε∥L2,a(B1\ΣA

ε ) + ∥f∥Lp,a(B1) + ∥F∥C0,α(B1)

)
.

Moreover, for every points z ∈ ∂ΣA
ε ∩B1/2 and for every i = 1, . . . , n, it holds

(1.14) |(A∇uε + F )(z) · eyi | ≤ Cεα
(
∥uε∥L2,a(B1\ΣA

ε ) + ∥f∥Lp,a(B1) + ∥F∥C0,α(B1)

)
.

First of all, we would like to point out that the above result remains valid even if the additional C1

or C1,α regularity is only assumed for the block A3, see Remark 3.1. 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 (1.14) is the key for obtaining the effective
conormal boundary condition (1.10) in Theorem 1.2, 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 = I), and
provides stability of classical Hölder 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 1.3 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 α-Hölder
bounds (for any α ∈ (0, 1)) for eigenfunctions in the Neumann-perforated domains, see Remark 6.1.

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. ∇yu = 0 on Σ0, 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 α∗ > 1, see Remark 1.5.

In the spirit of the work of Simon [54], the stable estimates are obtained, in both the regularization
procedures (Theorem 1.3 and Proposition 7.1), 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 Σ0. The latter result is of independent interest and can be stated as follows.

Theorem 1.4 (Liouville). Let a+n > 0, ε ≥ 0, and let A be a constant coefficient (d×d)-dimensional
matrix which satisfies (1.5). Let us denote

γ+1 = γ+1 (a, n,A) =
2− a− n+

√
(2− a− n)2 + 4µ1
2

,

where µ1 = µ1(a, n,A) is a constant, which will be precisely defined in Lemma 5.2. Let u be an entire
solution (see Definitions 4.1 and 4.3) to

(1.15)
®
−div(|y|aA∇u) = 0 in Rd \ ΣA

ε

|y|aA∇u · ν = 0 on ∂ΣA
ε ,
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and assume that there exist two constants c > 0 and γ ∈ (0, γ+1 ) such that

(1.16) |u(z)| ≤ c(1 + |z|γ) .

If γ < 2, then u is linear. Moreover, if γ < 1, then u is 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 α∗ is a threshold for local regularity. It represents the lower bound of the possible
homogeneity degrees γ+1 that one may encounter at the microscopic scale of the blow-up. Then,
we would like to highlight the unexpected similarity between α∗ and the optimal Hölder continuity
exponent of solutions to equations with bounded measurable (possibly discontinuous) coefficients, see
[52]. In the present case, the (restricted-to-Σ0) ellipticity ratio λ∗/Λ∗ also plays a role in the expression
for α∗, 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 α∗ is always strictly positive. In general, given an integer k ≥ 1, α∗ > k if
and only if µ∗ > k(k+a+n−2). This implies in particular that α∗ > 1 if and only if a < µ∗+1−n ≤ 0,
since 0 < µ∗ ≤ n− 1.

As a becomes more and more negative, depending also on an increasing codimension n, α∗ can be
made larger than any integer k ≥ 2. Therefore, Ck,α 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 1.1 and
1.2 cannot be directly iterated on derivatives, since the operator is translation invariant only in the
tangential directions to Σ0 (the x variables). This implies that the operator commutes only with the
derivatives in x ∈ Rd−n and not in y ∈ Rn. However, if one knows additionally that the solution
is axially symmetric with respect to Σ0 (radial-in-y), i.e. u(x, y) = u(x, |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 C2,α estimate with respect to ε-
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 Σ0 enables the imposition of inhomogeneous conormal boundary conditions; that is,
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solutions to −div(|y|a∇u) = 0, in B1,

− lim
|y|→0

|y|a+n−1∇u · y
|y|

= g(x), on Σ0 ∩B1,

are well defined (see Definition 7.5) as elements of H1,a(B1) which satisfiesˆ
B1

|y|a∇u · ∇ϕdz = ωn

ˆ
Σ0∩B1

g(x)ϕ(x, 0)dx, for every ϕ ∈ C∞
c (B1).

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 7.6.

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 (d−n)-dimensional
C1,α manifold Γ locally embedded in Rd with α ∈ [0, 1). Then Corollaries 8.4 and 8.5 provide the
extension of the main Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 to weak solutions (see Definition 8.3) to

(1.17) −div(δaA∇u) = δaf + div(δaF ), in B1,

where the weight δ behaves as a particular distance function to Γ, chosen in accordance to the local
parametrization of the thin manifold. See Definition 8.1 for detailed assumptions on the defining
function δ.

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

(1.18)
®
−div(|y|a∇u) = 0 in B1 \ Σ0

u = 0 on B1 ∩ Σ0.

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 (1.18) by
considering the ratio w = u/u0 between u and the characteristic Dirichlet solution

u0(y) = |y|2−a−n,

which solves again (1.18). The ratio w is a solution of a degenerate problem −div(|y|b∇w) = 0 with
exponent b = 4−a−2n which lies in the superdegenerate range since b+n = 4−a−n > 2. Hence, C0,α

and C1,α estimates for w are implied by Theorems 1.1 and 1.2, see Corollary 9.2. This improves some
results in [50], and also slightly improves some regularity results in [33], ensuring the sharp C2−a−n

regularity of solutions under additional requirements on the codimension n. For instance, in the case
a+n = 1 and whenever n ≥ 4, solutions to (1.18) are provided to be Lipschitz continuous, see Remark
9.3.
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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 Rd−n having a well-defined s-fractional Laplacian (s ∈
(0, 1)) to the whole of Rd, introducing n additional variables. Under the assumption d−n > 2s, which
allows for the definition of suitable energy spaces, in Section 10 we show that such an extension is
given by the convolution u ∗ P with the Poisson-type kernel

P (x, y) = P (|x|, |y|) =
Γ(d−n+2s

2 )

π
d−n
2 Γ(s)

|y|2s

(|x|2 + |y|2)
d−n+2s

2

, (x, y) ∈ Rd−n × Rn.

The extension is a radial-in-y solution (axisymmetric with respect to Σ0 = Rd−n) to−div(|y|
a∇u) = 0 in Rd \ Σ0

− lim
|y|→0

|y|a+n−1∇u · y
|y|

= da,n(−∆)su(x, 0) on Σ0,

where a+ n = 2− 2s ∈ (0, 2), and da,n 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(ω(z)∇u) = 0 in B1 \ Σ0,

where Σ0 is a (d− n)-dimensional submanifold with n ≥ 2, ω is a weight that satisfies
1

C
dist(z,Σ0)

a ≤ ω(z) ≤ Cdist(z,Σ0)
a

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 [18, 19, 20, 21] 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 ω(z) = dist(z,Σ0)

1−n where Σ0 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, C1 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 9.2 and Remark 9.3.

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 α, β, p equations like

−div(|z|−2α∇u) = |z|−pβ|u|p−2u.

Here −2α+n > 2, and so the weight is superdegenerate and solutions naturally satisfy a homogeneous
conormal boundary condition at Σ0 = {0}. Even if the minimizers in the space Rd 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 functionalˆ

B1

|y|a|∇u|2 dz,

where u satisfies a trace condition u = g on ∂B1 and the obstacle condition u ≥ ψ on the (d − n)-
dimensional set Σ0. 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 4 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 1.4. Section 6 is the main core of the paper: it contains the proofs of the main
C0,α and C1,α stable estimates in perforated domains, i.e. Theorem 1.3. In Section 7 we prove the a
priori estimates of Proposition 7.1, which imply stable estimates with respect to standard smoothing
of data. This leads to the proof of the main Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. In Theorem 7.4, we improve the
regularity of axially symmetric solutions, achieving smoothness. Finally, in Proposition 7.6, 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 10 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 = (x, y) ∈ Rd−n × Rn.
· We denote by {ezℓ}, where ℓ = 1, . . . , d, the canonical basis of Rd. To distinguish between the

variables x and y, we will often denote the basis as {exj , eyi}, where j = 1, . . . , d−n and i = 1, . . . , n.
· For a vector G = (Gx, Gy) ∈ Rd−n×Rn, we write G = G1+G2, where G1 = (Gx, 0) and G2 = (0, Gy).
· We express d-dimensional symmetric uniformly elliptic matrix A : Ω→ Rd,d in block form as

(1.19) A =

Å
A1 A2

A⊤
2 A3

ã
,

where A1 : Ω→ Rd−n,d−n, A2 : Ω→ Rd−n,n and A3 : Ω→ Rn,n.
· For m ∈ N we denote by Bm

R (ζ) the open m-dimensional ball of radius R > 0 centered at ζ ∈ Rm.
To ease the notation, we simply write Bm

R = Bm
R (0) when ζ = 0, and BR(ζ) = Bd

R(ζ), when the
dimension m = d. In particular, BR = Bd

R(0).
· We write 0 < ε≪ 1 to denote that there exists a small ε0 > 0 such that ε ∈ (0, ε0).
· 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 Ω ⊆ Rd, we define the Sobolev space
H1,a(Ω) = H1(Ω, |y|adz) as the completion of C∞(Ω) with respect to the norm

(2.1) ∥u∥H1,a(Ω) =
( ˆ

Ω
|y|a
(
|u|2 + |∇u|2

)
dz
) 1

2
.

Here, C∞(Ω) consists of the restrictions to Ω of smooth functions in Rd. For our purposes, Ω will be
mostly a ball BR with radius R > 0. Therefore, from now on we will focus on the space H1,a(BR).
Moreover, we say that u ∈ H1,a

loc (R
d) if u ∈ H1,a(BR) for every R > 0.

Next, we define the homogeneous space H1,a
0 (BR) as the completion of C∞

c (BR) with respect to
the norm given above. In light of the Poincaré inequality (see Proposition 2.3), H1,a

0 (BR) can be
equivalently defined as the completion of C∞

c (BR) with respect to the Dirichlet seminorm

[u]H1,a(BR) = ∥∇u∥L2,a(BR) =
(ˆ

BR

|y|a|∇u|2 dz
) 1

2
.

The weight term |y|a is locally integrable at Σ0 whenever a+n > 0. Conversely, when a+n ≤ 0 the
weight is supersingular ; that is, it is not integrable at Σ0. As we will see in Proposition 2.5, 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 ω ∈ L1
loc(Rd), ω ≥ 0 is said to belong to the A2-Muckenhoupt

class if and only if

Mω := sup
z0∈Rd, R>0

( 1

|BR(z0)|

ˆ
BR(z0)

ω dz
)( 1

|BR(z0)|

ˆ
BR(z0)

ω−1 dz
)
<∞ .

It is straightforward to verify that the weight ω = |y|a belongs to the A2-Muckenhoupt class if and
only if 0 < a+ n < 2n.

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 δ ∈ R \ {−n}. Then
i) if δ + n > 0, then for every u ∈ C∞(BR) it holds that(δ + n

2

)2 ˆ
BR

|y|δ|u|2dz ≤ δ + n

2

ˆ
∂BR

|y|δ+1|u|2ds+
ˆ
BR

|y|δ+2|∇u|2dz ;

ii) if δ + n < 0, then for every u ∈ C∞
c (BR \ Σ0) it holds that(δ + n

2

)2 ˆ
BR

|y|δ|u|2dz ≤
ˆ
BR

|y|δ+2|∇u|2dz .

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) if a+ n > 0 and u ∈ C∞

c (BR), it holds that(a+ n

2R

)2 ˆ
BR

|y|a|u|2 dz ≤
ˆ
BR

|y|a|∇u|2dz ,

ii) if a+ n < 2 and u ∈ C∞
c (BR \ Σ0), it holds that(a+ n− 2

2R

)2 ˆ
BR

|y|a|u|2 dz ≤
ˆ
BR

|y|a|∇u|2 dz .

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

Given R > 0 and a bounded domain Ω such that Σ0∩BR ⊂ Ω, we define the local weighted capacity
of Σ0 in the box Ω as

Capa(Σ0 ∩BR; Ω) = inf
{ ˆ

Ω
|y|a|∇u|2dz | u ∈ C∞

c (Ω), u = 1 on Σ0 ∩BR

}
.

Thanks to Proposition 2.3, one could equivalently consider, in the definition above, the minimization
of the full norm in (2.1). As next Lemma shows, we can identify three distinct capacitary ranges:
when the weighted capacity of the characteristic manifold is infinite, i.e. a+ n ≤ 0, we call the weight
|y|a 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|a superdegenerate; finally, when the weighted capacity is locally finite and positive, i.e.
0 < a + n < 2, we call the weight |y|a mid-range. Notice that, since n ≥ 2, the A2-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 Ω.

Lemma 2.4 (Capacitary ranges). Let R > 0, and let Ω be a open set such that Σ0 ∩BR ⊂ Ω.
i) if a+ n ≤ 0, then

Capa(Σ0 ∩BR; Ω) =∞ ;

ii) if a+ n ≥ 2, then
Capa(Σ0 ∩BR; Ω) = 0 ;

iii) if 0 < a+ n < 2, then

0 < c diam(Ω)a+n−2Rd−n ≤ Capa(Σ0 ∩BR; Ω) <∞ ,

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

Proof. The proof of i) is straightforward since, when a+ n ≤ 0, it holds thatˆ
Ω
|y|a|∇u|2dz =∞ for all u ∈ C∞

c (Ω), u = 1 on Σ0 ∩BR .

Indeed, assume by contradiction that there exists u ∈ C∞
c (Ω) such that u = 1 on Σ0 ∩ BR and´

Ω |y|
a|∇u|dz < ∞. Since a + n ≤ 0 implies that |y|a ̸∈ L1

loc(Ω), we infer that ∇u = 0 on Σ0 ∩ Ω.
Therefore, u = 1 on Σ0 ∩ Ω, which means that u can not be compactly supported on Ω, leading to a
contradiction.

Let now prove ii). Call Ω0 = {x ∈ Rd−n | (x, 0) ∈ Ω}, and take φ ∈ C∞
c (Ω0) such that φ(x) = 1 for

every x ∈ Bd−n
R ⊂ Ω0. Moreover, let η ∈ C∞(R) be such that 0 ≤ η ≤ 1, η(t) = 1 for t ∈ (2,∞) and

η(t) = 0 for t ∈ (−∞, 1). For h ∈ N, we introduce

(2.2) Ψh(z) = φ(x)ηh(y) where ηh(y) = η
(− log |y|

h

)
.

One can readily see that, for h sufficiently large, Ψh ∈ C∞
c (Ω), Ψh(x, y) = 1 if |x| ≤ R and |y| ≤ e−2h

(and in particular Ψh = 1 on Σ0 ∩BR) and Ψh(x, y) = 0 if |y| ≥ e−h. Moreover,

|∇yΨh(z)| = |φ(x)|
∣∣∣η′(− log |y|

h

) y

h|y|2
∣∣∣ ≤ ∥φ∥L∞(Rd−n)∥η′∥L∞(R)

h|y|
χ{e−2h≤|y|≤e−h} .

Using cylindrical coordinates we obtainˆ
Ω
|y|a|∇Ψh|2dz =

ˆ
Ω0

|∇xφ|2dx
ˆ
Rn

|y|a|ηh|2dy +
ˆ
Ω0

|φ|2dx
ˆ
Rn

|y|a|∇ηh|2dy

≤ c
ˆ e−h

0
ra+n−1dr +

c

h2

ˆ e−h

e−2h

ra+n−3dr .

Thus, since a+ n ≥ 2, it holds that ∥Ψh∥H1,a(Ω) → 0 as h→∞, which proves ii).
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Finally, we prove iii). Let u ∈ C∞
c (Ω) be such that u = 1 on Σ0 ∩BR, that is, u(x, 0) = 1 whenever

|x| ≤ R. Since |y|a ∈ L1
loc(Ω) it is clear that ∥u∥H1,a <∞, and thus Cap(Σ0 ∩BR) <∞.

Next, let ρ = diam(Ω), so that Ω ⊂ Bρ. Fix x ∈ Bd−n
R . By the fundamental theorem of calculus

and Hölder’s inequality we have that, for every σ ∈ Sn−1, it holds

1 = |u(x, ρσ)− 1|2 = |u(x, ρσ)− u(x, 0)|2 =
∣∣∣ˆ ρ

0
∇u(x, sσ) · σds

∣∣∣2 ≤ (ˆ ρ

0
|∇u|(x, sσ)ds

)2
≤
ˆ ρ

0
sn+a−1|∇u|2(x, sσ)ds

ˆ ρ

0
s1−a−nds ≤ cρ2−a−n

ˆ ∞

0
sa+n−1|∇u|2(x, sσ)ds ,

where c > 0 depends only on a, n. As a consequence we have that

nωn =

ˆ
Sn−1

dσ ≤ cρ2−a−n

ˆ
Sn−1

ˆ ∞

0
sn+a−1|∇u|2(x, sσ)dsdσ = cρ2−a−n

ˆ
Rn

|y|a|∇u|2dy ,

and finally, integrating over x ∈ Bd−n
R we find

nωn|Bd−n
R | ≤ cρ2−a−n

ˆ
Bd−n

R ×Rn

|y|a|∇u|2dz ≤ cρ2−a−n

ˆ
Rd

|y|a|∇u|2dz .

The conclusion readily follows. □

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
H1,a(BR) can be equivalently defined as the completion of C∞

c (BR \Σ0) with respect to the norm given
in (2.1).

Proof. It suffices to show that for every u ∈ C∞(BR) ∩ H1,a(BR), there exists a sequence {uε} in
C∞
c (BR \ Σ0) such that ∥uε − u∥H1,a(BR) → 0 as ε→ 0.
Let u ∈ C∞(BR) be such that ∥u∥H1,a(BR) < ∞. Since |y|a ̸∈ L1

loc(BR), it follows that u = 0 on
BR ∩ Σ0.

Now, let η ∈ C∞(R) be such that η(t) = 0 for |t| < 1, η(t) = t for |t| > 2, and |η(t)| ≤ |t| for any
t ∈ R. Define

uε(z) = εη(ε−1u(z)) .

Clearly, uε = 0 whenever |u| < ε, which implies that uε ∈ C∞
c (BR \ Σ0). Moreover, uε = u whenever

|u| > 2ε, and ∇uε = η′(ε−1u)∇u. Thusˆ
BR

|y|a|uε − u|2dz ≤ 4

ˆ
BR∩{|u|<2ε}\{u=0}

|y|a|u|2dz → 0 as ε→ 0 ,

since |BR ∩ {|u| < 2ε} \ {u = 0}| → 0. We can estimate the gradient part asˆ
BR

|y|a|∇(uε − u)|2dz ≤ c
ˆ
BR∩{|u|<2ε}\{u=0,|∇u|=0}

|y|a|∇u|2dz → 0 as ε→ 0 ,

since |BR∩{|u| < 2ε}\{u = 0, |∇u| = 0}| → 0, given that BR∩{u = 0, |∇u| ≠ 0} is a set of Hausdorff
dimension at most d− 1.
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To prove this, assume u ∈ C1 and define Ωk := BR∩{u = 0, |∇u| ≥ 1
k}, which is a compact set. For

each z ∈ Ωk, there exists rz > 0 such that Brz(z) ∩ Ωk is a (d − 1)-dimensional regular hypersurface
by the implicit function theorem. Then, selecting a finite subcovering of Ωk ⊂

⋃k0
i=1Brzi

(zi) ∩ Ωk, we
have that for any arbitrarily small δ > 0 it holds

Hd−1+δ(Ωk) = 0.

Thus, since BR ∩ {u = 0, |∇u| ≠ 0} =
⋃

k∈NΩk, we have

Hd−1+δ(BR ∩ {u = 0, |∇u| ≠ 0}) = 0.

The arbitrariness of δ > 0 implies that BR ∩ {u = 0, |∇u| ≠ 0} is (d− 1)-dimensional. Notice that the
(d− 1)-Hausdorff measure could be infinite. □

Similarly to the supersingular setting, i.e. Proposition 2.5, whenever the weight is superdegenerate
one has the following density result.

Proposition 2.6 (Density of smooth functions in the superdegenerate setting). Let a+ n ≥ 2. Then
the space H1,a(BR) can be equivalently defined as the completion of C∞

c (BR \ Σ0) with respect to the
norm in (2.1).

Proof. It suffices to prove that for every u ∈ C∞(BR) ∩ H1,a(BR) there exists a sequence uh ∈
C∞
c (BR \ Σ0) such that ∥uh − u∥H1,a(BR) → 0 as h→∞.
Let Ψh ∈ C∞(BR) be the family of functions introduced in (2.2). We recall that Ψh = 1 in

BR ∩ {|y| ≤ e−2h} and Ψh = 0 in BR ∩ {|y| ≥ e−h}. Moreover, if a+ n ≥ 2 then ∥Ψh∥H1,a(BR) → 0 as
h→∞.

Let us define
uh = u(1−Ψh).

Since obviously uh ∈ C∞
c (BR \ Σ0) and

∥uh − u∥H1,a(BR) ≤ c∥Ψh∥H1,a(BR) ,

for a constant c > 0 which depends on ∥u∥L∞(BR), ∥∇u∥L∞(BR), the proof is complete. □

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 H1,a(BR)). However, establishing this equivalence in the context of
weighted Sobolev spaces is not as straightforward.

Following the approach of [62], we introduce the set

W̃ = {u ∈W 1,1
loc (BR) | ∥u∥H1,a(BR) <∞}.

We then define

W 1,a(BR) := the completion of W̃ with respect to ∥ · ∥H1,a(BR).

We have the following characterization. Note that the two cases intersect.

Lemma 2.7. Let a ∈ R, R > 0. It holds



ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS DEGENERATING ON LOWER DIMENSIONAL MANIFOLDS 17

i) if a+ n < 2n, then

W 1,a(BR) = {u ∈W 1,1
loc (BR) | ∥u∥H1,a(BR) <∞} ,

ii) if a+ n ≥ 2, then

W 1,a(BR) = {u ∈W 1,1
loc (BR \ Σ0) | ∥u∥H1,a(BR) <∞} .

Proof. Let us prove i). The inclusion W̃ ⊂W 1,a(BR) is straightforward.
To prove the reverse inclusion, let us take a Cauchy sequence uk ⊂ W̃ . We note that uk and ∇uk

are Cauchy sequences in L2,a(BR) and L2,a(BR)
d, respectively. Due to the completeness of L2,a(BR),

there exist u ∈ L2,a(BR) and V ∈ L2,a(BR)
d such that

(2.3)
uk → u in L2,a(BR)

∇uk → V in L2,a(BR)
d .

In particular, we note that ˆ
BR

|y|a|u|2dz +
ˆ
BR

|y|a|V |2dz <∞.

By Hölder inequality, we have that for every compact set K ⊂ BR it holds thatˆ
K
|u|dz ≤

(ˆ
K
|y|a|u|2dz

) 1
2
(ˆ

K
|y|−adz

) 1
2
<∞ .

Here we used that |y|−a ∈ L1
loc(BR) due to the assumption a+ n < 2n. Performing the same compu-

tation for V , we obtain that u, V ∈ L1
loc(BR).

To conclude, it remains to show that V is the weak gradient of u. Fix φ ∈ C∞
c (BR). Using (2.3) we

get ∣∣∣ ˆ
BR

(uk − u)∇φdz
∣∣∣ ≤ (ˆ

BR

|y|a|uk − u|2dz
) 1

2
(ˆ

BR

|y|−a|∇φ|2dz
) 1

2 → 0 ,∣∣∣ ˆ
BR

(∇uk − V )φdz
∣∣∣ ≤ (ˆ

BR

|y|a|∇uk − V |2dz
) 1

2
( ˆ

BR

|y|−a|φ|2dz
) 1

2 → 0 .

Hence, since uk ∈W 1,1
loc (BR), we haveˆ

BR

(u∇φ+ φV )dz =

ˆ
BR

(uk∇φ+ φ∇uk)dz + o(1) = o(1) .

Therefore, V = ∇u, and i) is proved.
Let us now prove ii). To show that

W 1,a(BR) ⊂ {u ∈W 1,1
loc (BR \ Σ0) | ∥u∥H1,a(BR) <∞}

we can proceed in a manner similar to the proof of i), with a few minor modifications. Note that if
a+ n ≥ 2, then in general |y|−a ̸∈ L1(BR); however, it is always true that |y|−a ∈ L1

loc(BR \ Σ0).
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Next, let us prove that

{u ∈W 1,1
loc (BR \ Σ0) | ∥u∥H1,a(BR) <∞} ⊂W 1,a(BR) .

Let u ∈ W 1,1
loc (BR \ Σ0) with ∥u∥H1,a(BR) < ∞ be fixed. Moreover, let ε > 0. For k ∈ N, consider the

sequence uk defined as

uk =


k if u > k

u if − k ≤ u ≤ k
−k if u < −k

It is standard to see that uk ∈ L∞(BR) ∩W 1,1
loc (BR \ Σ0) and ∥u − uk∥H1,a(BR) → 0 as k → ∞. In

particular, there exists û := uk0 for some sufficiently large k0 such that ∥u− û∥H1,a(BR) < ε/2.
Let Ψh ∈ C∞(BR) be the family of functions introduced in (2.2). We recall that 0 ≤ Ψh ≤ 1,

Ψh = 1 in BR ∩ {|y| ≤ e−2h} and Ψh = 0 in BR ∩ {|y| ≥ e−h}. Moreover, since a + n ≥ 2 then
∥Ψh∥H1,a(BR) → 0 as h→∞.

Define
uh = û(1−Ψh).

We point out that spt(uh) ⊂ {|y| ≥ e−h}. As a consequence, uh, |∇uh| ∈ L1
loc(BR), even when

|y|−a ̸∈ L1
loc(BR). Moreover, for every φ ∈ C∞

c (BR) it holds
ˆ
BR

(uh∇φ+ φ∇uh)dz =
ˆ
BR

û∇[(1−Ψh)φ] + [(1−Ψh)φ]∇û dz = 0 ,

where we used that (1−Ψh)φ ∈ C∞
c (BR \ Σ0) and û ∈W 1,1

loc (BR \ Σ0). Hence, uh ∈W 1,1
loc (BR).

By Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem (recall that |Ψh| ≤ 1 and Ψh → 0 a.e. on BR as
h→∞) and since ∥Ψh∥H1,a(BR) → 0 we obtain, as h→∞,

∥û− uh∥2H1,a(BR) ≤ 2

ˆ
BR

|y|a(|∇û|2 + |û|2)|Ψh|2dz + 2

ˆ
BR

|y|a|û|2|∇Ψh|2dz

≤ o(1) + 2∥û∥L∞(BR)∥ψh∥H1,a(BR) = o(1) .

In particular, fix h0 ∈ N such that ∥û− uh0∥H1,a(BR) <
ε
2 .

Since uh ∈W 1,1
loc (BR) and

∥u− uh0∥H1,a(BR) ≤ ∥u− û∥H1,a(BR) + ∥û− uh0∥H1,a(BR) < ε ,

thanks to the arbitrariness of ε we conclude that u belongs W 1,a(BR), thus completing the proof. □

It is now straightforward to show that the H =W property holds, at least when a+ n > 0.

Lemma 2.8 (H=W). If a+ n > 0, then

H1,a(BR) =W 1,a(BR).
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Proof. If 0 < a + n < 2n the weight |y|a belongs to the Muckenhoupt class A2, see Remark 2.1.
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 1,a(BR) can be approximated by functions uh ∈W 1,1
loc (BR)

which are supported away from Σ0; see the proof of Lemma 2.7, ii). In turn, the functions uh can be
approximated by functions in C∞

c (BR \Σ0) 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

Π : Rd → Rn Π(z) = y ,

and we notice that, using polar coordinates, for any z = rσ, r = |z| > 0, σ = z
|z| ∈ Sd−1, it holds

y = rΠσ .

Lemma 2.9 (Trace inequality). Let R > 0 and a+ n > 0. Then for any u ∈ C∞(BR) and 0 < r ≤ R
it holds

c

ˆ
∂Br

|y|a|u|2ds ≤ r
ˆ
BR

|y|a|∇u|2dz + r−1

ˆ
BR

|y|a|u|2dz ,

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

Proof. Let 0 < ρ < r ≤ R. By fundamental theorem of calculus and Hölder’s inequality we have that
for any σ ∈ Sd−1 it holds

|u(rσ)− u(ρσ)|2 ≤
(ˆ r

ρ
|∇u|(τσ)dτ

)2
≤
ˆ r

ρ
τ1−a−ddτ

ˆ r

ρ
τa+d−1|∇u|2(τσ)dτ .

Therefore ˆ
Sd−1

|Πσ|a|u(rσ)− u(ρσ)|2dσ ≤
ˆ r

ρ
τ1−a−ddτ

ˆ
Br\Bρ

|y|a|∇u|2dz

≤
ˆ r

ρ
τ1−a−ddτ

ˆ
BR

|y|a|∇u|2dz ,

and thus

r1−a−d

ˆ
∂Br

|y|a|u|2ds =
ˆ
Sd−1

|Πσ|a|u(rσ)|2dσ

≤ 2

ˆ
Sd−1

|Πσ|a|u(rσ)− u(ρσ)|2dσ + 2

ˆ
Sd−1

|Πσ|a|u(ρσ)|2dσ

≤ 2(r − ρ)max{r1−a−d, ρ1−a−d}
ˆ
BR

|y|a|∇u|2dz + 2

ˆ
Sd−1

|Πσ|a|u(ρσ)|2dσ .

Next, we multiply both sides by ρa+d−1 and integrate over ρ ∈ [0, r], using that a + d ≥ a + n > 0.
Since ˆ r

0
ρa+d−1

ˆ
Sd−1

|Πσ|a|u(ρσ)|2dσdρ =

ˆ
Br

|y|a|u|2dz ,

the proof is complete. □
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Lemma 2.10 (Compact embedding H1,a ↪→ L2,a). Let R > 0 and a+n > 0. Let {uk}, u in H1,a(BR)
be such that uk ⇀ u in H1,a(BR). Then, up to subsequences, uk → u in L2,a(BR).

Proof. Whitout loss of generality, we can assume that uk ⇀ 0 in H1,a(BR). Morever, since uk is weakly
convergent in the Hilbert space H1,a(BR), it is bounded.

Let δ > 0 be fixed, and consider φδ ∈ C∞(BR) such that 0 ≤ φδ ≤ 1 with φ = 1 when |y| ≤ δ and
φ = 0 when |y| ≥ 2δ. In particular, on the support of φδ and for every σ > 0 it holds 1 ≤ 2σδσ|y|−σ.

We compute ˆ
BR

|y|a|uk|2dz ≤ 2

ˆ
BR

|y|a(1− φδ)
2|uk|2 + 2

ˆ
BR

|y|aφ2
δ |uk|2.

Fix 0 < σ < 2 such that a− σ + n > 0. Using Proposition 2.2, i) with δ = a− σ, we findˆ
BR

|y|aφ2
δ |uk|2 ≤ δσ

ˆ
BR

|y|a−σ|uk|2 ≤ cδσR2−σ∥uk∥H1,a(BR) ,

where in the last inequality we also used Lemma 2.9.
In particular, since {uk} is a bounded sequence in H1,a(BR), we infer thatˆ

BR

|y|a|uk|2dz ≤ 2

ˆ
BR

|y|a(1− φδ)
2|uk|2 + cδσ ,

for a constant c > 0 not depending on k.
Next, we notice that (1−φδ)uk is a sequence supported in BR \ Σδ, where the weight |y|a is bounded

and bounded away from zero. Thus, via a standard argument, we can see that (1− φδ)uk ⇀ 0 in the
unweighted Sobolev space H1(BR), and thereforeˆ

BR

|y|a(1− φδ)
2|uk|2 ≤ c

ˆ
BR

(1− φδ)
2|uk|2 → 0 as k →∞,

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

lim
k→∞

ˆ
BR

|y|a|uk|2 dz ≤ cδσ,

and the conclusion easily follows due to the arbitrariness of δ. □

As a consequence of the previous two results we have the following trace theorem.

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

TR : H1,a(BR)→ L2,a(∂BR) ,

such that for all u ∈ C∞(BR)

TRu = u|∂BR
.

Moreover, the following characterization holds

H1,a
0 (BR) = {u ∈ H1,a(BR) | TRu = 0} .
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Proof. Since C∞(BR) is dense in H1,a(BR), 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 ∈ H1,a
0 (BR) satisfies

TR(u) = 0. Let then u ∈ H1,a(BR) be such that TRu = 0. Since TRu = 0, u can be trivially extended
to zero outside of BR.

Now let us consider, for λ ∈ (1, 2) the functions

uλ(z) = u(λz) ,

which, by construction, are such that uλ(z) = 0 if R
λ ≤ |z| ≤ R. As a consequence, one can easily see

that ∥uλ∥H1,a(BR) ≤ c∥u∥H1,a(BR) for a constant c > 0 not depending on λ. Thus uλ ∈ W 1,a(BR) by
Lemma 2.7, and in fact uλ ∈ H1,a(BR) by Lemma 2.8. Moreover, since uλ(z) = 0 if R

λ ≤ |z| ≤ R, each
uλ can be approximated by functions in C∞

c (BR), that is, uλ ∈ H1,a
0 (BR).

Since H1,a
0 (BR) is complete, to conclude it suffices to show that ∥uλ − u∥H1,a(BR) → 0 as λ → 1+.

Since uλ is bounded in H1,a
0 (BR), it converges weakly to v ∈ H1,a

0 (BR) and, thanks to Lemma 2.10,
it also holds uλ → v a.e. in BR. In fact, since uλ → u a.e. in BR by definition, v = u. Finally, we
observe that ∥uλ∥H1,a(BR) → ∥u∥H1,a(BR) as λ→ 1+, and this is enough to obtain strong convergence.
The proof is complete. □

2.6. Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality and 2-admissible weights. In this section we establish the
2-admissibility of the weight term |y|a 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 dµ = |y|adz, 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 c > 0 depending only on d, a such that for any u ∈ H1,a(BR)

(2.4) c

ˆ
BR

|y|a|u− ⟨u⟩aR|2 dz ≤ R2

ˆ
BR

|y|a|∇u|2 dz

where

⟨u⟩aR :=
1

µa(BR)

ˆ
BR

|y|au dz, and µa(BR) =

ˆ
BR

|y|a dz.

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) c

ˆ
B1

|y|a|u− ⟨u⟩a1|2 dz ≤
ˆ
B1

|y|a|∇u|2 dz.
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Then, one can recover (2.4) by scaling. Assume by contradiction that (2.5) does not hold. Then, along
a sequence {uk} ⊂ H1,a(B1)

∥uk − ⟨uk⟩a1∥L2,a(B1) > k∥∇uk∥L2,a(B1).

Let
vk =

uk − ⟨uk⟩a1
∥uk − ⟨uk⟩a1∥L2,a(B1)

.

Then
∥vk∥L2,a(B1) = 1, ⟨vk⟩a1 = 0, and ∥∇vk∥L2,a(B1) < 1/k.

By Lemma 2.10, there exists v ∈ H1,a(B1) such that, vk ⇀ v in H1,a(B1) and vk → v in L2,a(B1)
up to subsequences, with ∥v∥L2,a(B1) = 1, ⟨v⟩a1 = 0 and ∇v = 0 almost everywhere in B1. Since the
weak gradient is defined as a L1

loc(B1) function whenever a+ n < 2n and as a L1
loc(B1 \ Σ0) function

whenever a + n ≥ 2, in any case, due to the connectedness respectively of B1 or B1 \ Σ0, one can
conclude that v must be constant almost everywhere in B1. Then, the two conditions ∥v∥L2,a(B1) = 1
and ⟨v⟩a1 = 0 are in contradiction. □

Notice that, when n = 1 and in the superdegenerate setting, i.e. a ≥ 1, B1 \ Σ0 is not connected.
Then, the proof above is not valid. In fact, the Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality is not valid too. Consider
the jump function u = 1 on B+

1 , u = 0 on B−
1 , see [55, Example 1.4]. However, we would like to stress

the fact that in the codimension 1 case, the weight |y|a is still 2-admissible from one or the other side
of the hyperplane Σ0.

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 ∈ C1(BR;Rd,d) which satisfies the uniform ellipticity condition

(1.5) and express A in blocks form as in (1.19); that is,

A =

Å
A1 A2

A⊤
2 A3

ã
,

where A1 ∈ C1(BR;Rd−n,d−n), A2 ∈ C1(BR;Rd−n,n) and A3 ∈ C1(BR;Rn,n) .

Remark 3.1. Throughout the paper, the regularity assumptions stated above can be relaxed as follows:
A1 ∈ C0(BR;Rd−n,d−n), A2 ∈ C0(BR;Rd−n,n) and A3 ∈ C1(BR;Rn,n). In other words, the only block
that actually requires one additional degree of regularity is A3. 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 ∈ C1(BR;Rd,d). In the same way, when we assume A ∈ C1,α(BR;Rd,d) for
some α ∈ (0, 1) we could instead assume A1 ∈ C0,α(BR;Rd−n,d−n), A2 ∈ C0,α(BR;Rd−n,n) and
A3 ∈ C1,α(BR;Rn,n).

Let us consider a small ε0 > 0 such that Lemma A.1 holds true. The latter depends on R, λ, Λ and
L where ∥A∥C1(BR) ≤ L. For every ε ∈ (0, ε0), let us define the (ε,A)-neighborhood of Σ0 as

ΣA
ε = {(x, y) ∈ Rd−n × Rn | A−1

3 (x, y)y · y ≤ ε2} ,
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and its boundary
∂ΣA

ε = {(x, y) ∈ Rd−n × Rn | A−1
3 (x, y)y · y = ε2} .

When A = I we simply write

Σε := ΣI
ε = {|y| ≤ ε} ∂Σε := ∂ΣI

ε = {|y| = ε}.

Moreover, let us point out that for every matrix A one has that {y = 0} = ΣA
0 = ∂ΣA

0 .

Remark 3.2. The choice of ε0, given by Lemma A.1, ensures that the normal vector to ∂ΣA
ε is

continuous and well defined in BR. Hence, the boundary ∂ΣA
ε is locally of class C1 whenever A ∈

C1(BR) and of class C1,α whenever A ∈ C1,α(BR) for any given α ∈ (0, 1).

In the rest of the paper we write 0 < ε≪ 1 to denote that there exists a possibly small ε0 such that
we consider ε ∈ (0, ε0). Moreover, in the context of perforated domains, we always assume that the
matrix A is at least C1 to guarantee that the boundary ∂ΣA

ε is C1.

3.1. Functional spaces on perforated domains.

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

C∞(BR \ ΣA
ε ) =

{
u|

BR\ΣA
ε
| u ∈ C∞(Rd)

}
,

C∞
c (BR \ ΣA

ε ) =
{
u|

BR\ΣA
ε
| u ∈ C∞(Rd) and spt(u) ⊂⊂ Rd \ ΣA

ε

}
,

C∞
c (BR \ Σ̊A

ε ) =
{
u|

BR\ΣA
ε
| u ∈ C∞(Rd) and spt(u) ⊂⊂ BR

}
,

C∞
c (BR \ ΣA

ε ) =
{
u|

BR\ΣA
ε
| u ∈ C∞(Rd) and spt(u) ⊂⊂ BR \ ΣA

ε

}
.

3.1.2. Weighted Lp spaces. For a ∈ R, and p ∈ [1,∞), we define the space

Lp,a(BR \ ΣA
ε ) := Lp(BR \ ΣA

ε , |y|adz),

and for fields
Lp,a(BR \ ΣA

ε )
d := Lp(BR \ ΣA

ε , |y|adz)d.
In both cases we denote the norm as ∥ · ∥Lp,a(BR\ΣA

ε ), for sake of simplicity.

3.1.3. Weighted Sobolev spaces. Let us define the norm

(3.1) ∥u∥H1,a(BR\ΣA
ε ) =

( ˆ
BR\ΣA

ε

|y|a(u2 + |∇u|2)dz
) 1

2
.

We define the following Sobolev spaces:
H1,a(BR \ ΣA

ε ) = the completion of C∞(BR \ ΣA
ε ) with respect to the norm in (3.1);

H̃1,a(BR \ ΣA
ε ) = the completion of C∞

c (BR \ ΣA
ε ) with respect to the norm in (3.1);

Ĥ1,a(BR \ ΣA
ε ) = the completion of C∞

c (BR \ Σ̊A
ε ) with respect to the norm in (3.1);

H1,a
0 (BR \ ΣA

ε ) = the completion of C∞
c (BR \ ΣA

ε ) with respect to the norm in (3.1).
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Note that the following inclusion of spaces hold true

H1,a
0 (BR \ ΣA

ε ) ⊂ Ĥ1,a(BR \ ΣA
ε ) ⊂ H1,a(BR \ ΣA

ε ),

H1,a
0 (BR \ ΣA

ε ) ⊂ H̃1,a(BR \ ΣA
ε ) ⊂ H1,a(BR \ ΣA

ε ).

Remark 3.3. We point out that for every a ∈ R it holds

H1,a(BR \ Σ0) = H1,a(BR), H̃1,a(BR \ Σ0) = H̃1,a(BR)

Ĥ1,a(BR \ Σ0) = H1,a
0 (BR \ Σ0) = H1,a

0 (BR) .

If a+ n ∈ (−∞, 0] ∪ [2,∞), by Proposition 2.5 and Proposition 2.6 we also have

H1,a(BR) = H̃1,a(BR \ Σ0), H1,a
0 (BR) = H1,a

0 (BR \ Σ0) .

3.2. Stable Hardy-Poincaré and Poincaré inequalities.

Proposition 3.4 (ε-stable Hardy-Poincaré inequality). Let R > 0, 0 ≤ ε ≪ 1 and δ ∈ R \ {−n}.
Then

i) if δ + n > 0, for every u ∈ C∞(Rd) it holds(δ + n

2

)2 ˆ
BR\ΣA

ε

|y|δ|u|2dz ≤ δ + n

2

ˆ
∂BR\ΣA

ε

|y|δ+1|u|2ds+
ˆ
BR\ΣA

ε

|y|δ+2|∇u|2dz

ii) if δ + n < 0, for every u ∈ C∞
c (Rd \ ΣA

ε ) it holds(δ + n

2

)2 ˆ
BR\ΣA

ε

|y|δ|u|2dz ≤
ˆ
BR\ΣA

ε

|y|δ+2|∇u|2dz

Proof. First we prove i). Let δ+n > 0, δ ̸= −2. Using that ∆|y|δ+2 = (δ+2)(δ+n)|y|δ and integrating
by parts, we find that for every u ∈ C∞(Rd) it holds

(3.2)

(δ + n)

ˆ
BR\ΣA

ε

|y|δ|u|2dz = −2
ˆ
BR\ΣA

ε

|y|δu∇u · y dz

+

ˆ
∂BR\ΣA

ε

|y|δ+1|u|2dσ −
ˆ
∂ΣA

ε ∩BR

|y|δy · ν(z)|u|2dσ

≤ 2

ˆ
BR\ΣA

ε

|y|δ+1|u||∇u| dz +
ˆ
∂BR\ΣA

ε

|y|δ+1|u|2dσ ,

where we used that ν(z) · y > 0 on ∂ΣA
ε by ii) in Lemma A.1. In fact, letting δ → −2 we see that (3.2)

holds also for δ = −2.
Next we apply Hölder and Young inequalities to get

2

ˆ
BR\ΣA

ε

|y|δ+1|u||∇u| dz ≤ δ + n

2

ˆ
BR\ΣA

ε

|y|δ|u|2dz + 2

δ + n

ˆ
BR\ΣA

ε

|y|δ+2|∇u|2dz ,

and i) follows.
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Let now δ + n < 0 and u ∈ C∞
c (Rd \ ΣA

ε ). Arguing exactly as in the proof of (3.2) we find that

|δ + n|
ˆ
BR\ΣA

ε

|y|δ|u|2dz = −
ˆ
∂BR\ΣA

ε

|y|δ+1|u|2dσ + 2

ˆ
BR\ΣA

ε

|y|δu∇u · y dz

≤ 2

ˆ
BR\ΣA

ε

|y|δ+1|u||∇u|dz ,

and thus we obtain ii) via Hölder’s inequality. □

Proposition 3.5 (ε-stable Poincaré inequality). Let R > 0, 0 ≤ ε≪ 1 and a ∈ R. Then
i) if a+ n > 0 and u ∈ C∞

c (BR) it holds

(3.3)
(a+ n

2R

)2 ˆ
BR\ΣA

ε

|y|au2 ≤
ˆ
BR\ΣA

ε

|y|a|∇u|2.

ii) if a+ n < 2 and u ∈ C∞
c (Rd \ ΣA

ε ) it holds(a+ n− 2

2R

)2 ˆ
BR\ΣA

ε

|y|au2 ≤
ˆ
BR\ΣA

ε

|y|a|∇u|2.

Proof. Case i) follows from i) in Proposition 3.4 with δ = a, while case ii) follows from ii) in Proposition
3.4 with δ = a− 2. □

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

Lemma 3.6 (ε-stable trace inequality on the boundary of the hole). Let a + n > 0, R > 0 given by
Lemma A.3 and 0 < ε≪ 1. There exists a constant c = c(a, n,R, λ,Λ) > 0 such that it holds

c

ˆ
∂ΣA

ε ∩BR

|y|a|u|2dσ ≤ Gε

ˆ
BR\ΣA

ε

|y|a|∇u|2dz , u ∈ Ĥ1,a(BR \ ΣA
ε ) ,

where

Gε =


ε a+ n > 2

ε log ε a+ n = 2

εa+n−1 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.

By density, it suffices to prove the result for u ∈ C∞
c (BR \ Σ̊ε). Let x ∈ Bd−n√

R2−ε2
be fixed, and

notice that (x, y) ∈ BR \ Σ̊ε if and only if ε ≤ |y| < Rx, where Rx =
√
R2 − |x|2 ≤ R. We point out

that u(x,Rxσ) = 0 for any σ ∈ Sn−1. Thus, using the fundamental theorem of calculus and the Hölder
inequality we get

|u(x, εσ)|2 = |u(x,Rxσ)− u(x, εσ)|2 ≤
ˆ Rx

ε
τa+n−1|∇u|2(τσ)dτ

ˆ R

ε
τ1−a−ndτ .
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Integrating over σ ∈ Sn−1 we find

(3.4)
ˆ
∂Bn

ε

|y|a|u|2dσ = εa+n−1

ˆ
Sn−1

|u(x, εσ)|2dσ ≤
(
εa+n−1

ˆ R

ε
τ1−a−ndτ

)ˆ
Bn

Rx\Bn
ε

|y|a|∇u|2dy .

Notice that

εa+n−1

ˆ R

ε
τ1−a−ndτ ≤ cGε

for a constant c > 0 depending only on a, n and R. To conclude, we integrate (3.4) over x ∈ Bd−n√
R2−ε2

.

Let us now consider the general case. Let u ∈ C∞
c (BR \ Σ̊A

ε ), and define ũ = u ◦Φ−1, where Φ is the
C1-diffeomorphism from Lemma A.3. For every z ∈ BR, we have |Φ(z)| ≤ cR with c > 0 depending
only on λ and Λ. Thus ũ ∈ C1

c (BcR \ Σ̊ε). Moreover, taking into account ii) and iii) from Lemma A.3,
and using the change of variables (x, τ) = Φ(z), we obtainˆ

Rd\Σε

|τ |a|∇ũ(x, τ)|2dxdτ =

ˆ
Rd\ΣA

ε

|A− 1
2

3 (z)y|a(J⊤
Φ JΦ)

−1∇u · ∇u|det JΦ|dz ≤ c
ˆ
Rd\ΣA

ε

|y|a|∇u|2dz .

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

∂Σε

|τ |a|ũ(x, τ)|2dσ(x, τ) =
ˆ
∂ΣA

ε

|A− 1
2

3 (z)y|a|u|2|det(Πε ◦ J⊤
Φ JΦ ◦Πε)|dσ(z) ≥ c

ˆ
∂ΣA

ε

|y|a|u|2dσ(z) .

To conclude, apply to ũ the previous step, which holds also for functions in C1
c (BcR \ Σ̊ε). □

3.4. Stable Sobolev inequalities.

Lemma 3.7 (ε-stable Sobolev embeddings). Let a+n > 0, R > 0 given by Lemma A.3 and 0 ≤ ε≪ 1.
Set

2∗a =
2(a+ + d)

a+ + d− 2
.

i) if a+ + d > 2, then for any 2 ≤ q ≤ 2∗a it holds

c
( ˆ

BR\ΣA
ε

|y|a|u|qdz
) 2

q ≤
ˆ
BR\ΣA

ε

|y|a|∇u|2dz , u ∈ Ĥ1,a(BR \ Σε),

for a constant c not depending on ε nor q.
ii) if d = n = 2 and a ≤ 0, the same result holds true for every q ∈ [2,∞).

The proof is a consequence of some lemmas. The first lemma is an ε-stable L1-version of the
Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg inequality.

Lemma 3.8 (ε-stable L1-CKN). Let a+ n > 0, ε ≥ 0. Then for any 1 ≤ q ≤ n
n−1 it holds

c
(ˆ

Rn\Bn
ε

|y|a|u|qdy
) 1

q ≤
ˆ
Rn\Bn

ε

|y|
a+n
q

−(n−1)|∇u|dy , u ∈ C0,1
c (Rn),

for a constant c > 0 that does not depend on ε or q.
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Proof. Let 1 ≤ q ≤ n
n−1 be fixed. Set, for ε ≥ 0,

Sq,ε = inf
u∈C0,1

c (Rn)

´
Rn\Bn

ε
|y|

a+n
q

−(n−1)|∇u|dy( ´
Rn\Bn

ε
|y|a|u|qdy

) 1
q

.

Our aim is to show that Sq,ε ≥ c > 0, for a constant c not depending on ε or q.
First, we notice that by a standard scaling argument it holds that Sq,ε = Sq,1 for any ε > 0. In fact,

given u ∈ C0,1
c (Rn), it suffices to consider v ∈ C0,1

c (Rn) as v(y) = u(εy).
Next we show that Sq,0 ≤ cSq,1 for a constant c > 0 independent from q. Let u ∈ C0,1

c (Rn) be
fixed. Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 3.4 (take |u| instead of |u|2 in (3.2)), we see that the following
Hardy-type inequality holds:

(3.5)
a+ n

q

ˆ
Rn\Bn

1

|y|
a+n
q

−n|u|dy ≤
ˆ
Rn\Bn

1

|y|
a+n
q

−(n−1)|∇u|dy .

Next, we extend u in the unitary ball Bn
1 by the Kelvin transform

ũ(y) =

{
u(y) |y| ≥ 1

|y|−
2(a+n)

q u(I(y)) |y| ≤ 1 ,

where I(y) = |y|−2y is the inversion map. Clearly, ũ ∈ C0,1
c (Rn). Since JIJI = |y|−4In and thus

|det JI | = |y|−2n, a standard computation yieldsˆ
Rn

|y|a|ũ|qdy = 2

ˆ
Rn\Bn

1

|y|a|u|qdy

and ˆ
Rn

|y|
a+n
q

−(n−1)|∇ũ|dy ≤ c
( ˆ

Rn\Bn
1

|y|
a+n
q

−(n−1)|∇u|dy +
ˆ
Rn\Bn

1

|y|
a+n
q

−n|u|dy
)

≤ c
ˆ
Rn\Bn

1

|y|
a+n
q

−(n−1)|∇u|dy .

where we also used (3.5). Notice that the constant c > 0 can be taken independent of 1 ≤ q ≤ n
n−1 .

Thus we infer that

Sq,0 ≤
´
Rn |y|

a+n
q

−(n−1)|∇ũ|dy( ´
Rn |y|a|ũ|qdy

) 1
q

≤ c

´
Rn\Bn

1
|y|

a+n
q

−(n−1)|∇u|dy( ´
Rn\Bn

1
|y|a|u|qdy

) 1
q

,

for any u ∈ C0,1
c (Rn), that is, Sq,0 ≤ cSq,1. Since by the classical Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg inequality

[7] we have Sq,0 > 0 uniformly in q, the proof is complete. □

The second lemma we need is an equivalence between weighted Sobolev-type inequalities and the
L1-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 ⊂ Rd be a set with smooth boundary and non empty interior. Let
µ, ν ∈ L1

loc(A), µ, ν ≥ 0. Moreover, let q ≥ 1. Then

(3.6) c0

(ˆ
A
µ(z)|f |qdz

) 1
q ≤
ˆ
A
ν(z)|∇f |dz , for every f ∈ C0,1

c (Rd)

if and only if

(3.7) c0

ˆ
A
µ(z)|f |1+

q−1
q dz ≤

( ˆ
A
µ(z)|f |dz

) q−1
q

ˆ
A
ν(z)|∇f |dz for every f ∈ C0,1

c (Rd) ,

for the same constant c0 > 0.

Proof. If q = 1 the two inequalities coincide. Then, let q > 1.
Since (3.6)⇒(3.7) simply follows by the Hölder inequality, we only need to show (3.7)⇒(3.6). Assume

then that (3.7) holds, and fix f ∈ C0,1
c (Rn), δ > 1, and for k ∈ Z define

fk(z) =


δk |f | ≥ δk+1

|f | − δk δk ≤ |f | < δk+1

0 |f | < δk .

Notice that fk ∈ C0,1
c (Rn) and fk ≥ 0. Next we define

ak = δqk
ˆ
A∩{δk≤|f |}

µ(z)dz , and bk =

ˆ
A∩{δk≤|f |<δk+1}

ν(z)|∇f |dz .

We have ˆ
A
µ(z)|fk|1+

q−1
q dz ≥ δk+k q−1

q
−k(q−1)

ak+1 ,

ˆ
A
µ(z)|fk| ≤ δk+1−qkak .

Therefore, applying (3.7) to fk we infer

ak+1 ≤ c−1
0 δ

q2+q−1
q bka

q−1
q

k .

Summing over k ∈ Z and using the Hölder inequality we get∑
k∈Z

ak =
∑
k∈Z

ak+1 ≤ c−1
0 δ

q2+q−1
q

∑
k∈Z

bka
q−1
q

k ≤ c−1
0 δ

q2+q−1
q

(∑
k∈Z

bqk

) 1
q
(∑

k∈Z
ak

) q−1
q
,

hence (∑
k∈Z

ak

) 1
q ≤ c−1

0 δ
q2+q−1

q

(∑
k∈Z

bqk

) 1
q ≤ c−1

0 δ
q2+q−1

q

∑
k∈Z

bk = c−1
0 δ

q2+q−1
q

ˆ
Ω
ν(z)|∇f |dz .
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Finally, since ˆ
Ω
µ(z)|f |qdz =

∑
k∈Z

ˆ
A∩{δk≤|f |<δk+1}

µ(z)|f |qdz ≤ δq
∑
k∈Z

ak ,

we infer that

c0

(ˆ
A
µ(z)|f |qdz

) 1
q ≤ δ

q2+2q−1
q

ˆ
A
ν(z)|∇f |dz .

Letting δ → 1 we obtain (3.6) and complete the proof. □

The final preparatory lemma is an L1-version of Lemma 3.7, in the case A = I. In its proof, a
technique introduced in [16] is crucial; see also [35]. This allows us to recover L1-Sobolev inequalities
on weighted spaces which are Cartesian products of weighted spaces.

Lemma 3.10. Let a+ n > 0, R > 0, ε ∈ [0, R), and 1 ≤ q ≤ a++d
a++d−1 . It holds

c
(ˆ

BR\Σε

|y|a|u|qdz
) 1

q ≤
ˆ
BR\Σε

|y|a|∇u|dz , u ∈ C∞
c (BR) ,

for a constant c not depending on q or ε.

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

1 ≤ q ≤ min
{ n

n− 1
,

a+ n

a+ n− 1

}
=

a+ + n

a+ + n− 1

it holds
|y|

a+n
q

−(n−1) ≤ |y|a|R|
a+n
q

−(a+n−1) ≤ c|y|a ,
where c > 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

c1

(ˆ
Rd−n

|f |pdx
) 1

p ≤
ˆ
Rd−n

|x|
d−n
p

−(d−n−1)|∇f |dx , f ∈ C0,1
c (Rd−n) ,

for a constant c1 > 0 not depending on p. Thus, using Lemma 3.9 we get that

(3.8) c1

ˆ
Rd−n

|f |1+
p−1
p dx ≤

(ˆ
Rd−n

|f |dx
) p−1

p

ˆ
Rd−n

|x|
d−n
p

−(d−n−1)|∇xf |dx , f ∈ C0,1
c (Rd−n) ,

whenever p ≥ 1, (d− n− 1)p ≤ d− n.
On the other hand, by Lemma 3.8 and Lemma 3.9 we have that for every g ∈ C0,1

c (Rn) it holds

(3.9) c2

ˆ
Rn\Bn

ε

|y|a|g|1+
q−1
q dy ≤

(ˆ
Rn\Bn

ε

|y|a|g|dy
) q−1

q

ˆ
Rn\Bn

ε

|y|
a+n
q

−(n−1)|∇yg|dy ,

whenever 1 ≤ q ≤ n
n−1 , where the constant c2 > 0 does not depend neither on q nor ε.
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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)̂

Rd−n

|f |F
Ç

|f |
∥f∥L1(Rd−n)

å
dx ≤

ˆ
Rd−n

|x|
d−n
p

−(d−n−1)|∇xf |dx for every f ∈ C0,1
c (Rd−n)

ˆ
Rn\Bn

ε

|y|a|g|G
Ç

|g|
∥g∥L1,a(Rn\Bn

ε )

å
dy ≤

ˆ
Rn\Bn

ε

|y|
a+n
q

−(n−1)|∇yg|dy for every g ∈ C0,1
c (Rn) ,

where
F (s) = c1s

p−1
p and G(t) = c2t

q−1
q .

Let u ∈ C0,1
c (Rd). Arguing as in the proof of [16, Proposition 3.3] with minor modifications, thanks to

(3.10) we obtainˆ
Rd\Σε

|y|a|u|H
Ç

|u|
∥u∥L1,a(Rd\Σε)

å
dxdy ≤

ˆ
Rd\Σε

(|x|
d−n
p

−(d−n−1)|y|a + |y|
a+n
q

−(n−1)
)|∇u|dxdy ,

where
H(r) = inf

st=r
[F (s) +G(t)] .

After some standard computations, we see that for p ≥ 1, (d− n− 1)p ≤ d− n, 1 ≤ q ≤ n
n−1 , it holds

H(r) ≥ min{c1, c2}r
γp,q−1

γp,q ,

where

γp,q =
p(q − 1) + q(p− 1)

pq − 1
, γ1,1 = 1 .

Thus

min{c1, c2}
ˆ
Rd\Σε

|y|a|u|1+
γp,q−1

γp,q dxdy

≤
(ˆ

Rd\Σε

|y|a|u|dy
) γp,q−1

γp,q

ˆ
Rd\Σε

(|x|
d−n
p

−(d−n−1)|y|a + |y|
a+n
q

−(n−1)
)|∇u|dxdy .

Applying Lemma 3.9 once again, we infer that, for every u ∈ C0,1
c (Rd) it holds

(3.11) c
( ˆ

Rd\Σε

|y|a|u|γp,qdz
) 1

γp,q ≤
ˆ
Rd\Σε

(|x|
d−n
p

−(d−n−1)|y|a + |y|
a+n
q

−(n−1)
)|∇u|dz ,

for some constant c > 0 not depending on p, q, ε.
Now, let us take 1 ≤ τ ≤ d

d−1 , and put q = (d−n)−(d−n−1)τ
(d−n+1)−(d−n)τ in (3.11). Further, let p = d−n

d−n−1 if

d− n > 1 or take the limit p→∞ if d− n = 1. We find that for every 1 ≤ τ ≤ d
d−1 and u ∈ C0,1

c (Rd)
it holds

c
( ˆ

Rd\Σε

|y|a|u|τdz
) 1

τ ≤
ˆ
Rd\Σε

|y|a(1 + |y|
a+d−τ(a+d−1)
d−n−τ(d−n−1) )|∇u|dz .
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Let now u ∈ C∞
c (BR). To conclude it suffice to notice that for

1 ≤ τ ≤ min

ß
d

d− 1
,

a+ d

a+ d− 1

™
=

a+ + d

a+ + d− 1

it holds

|y|
a+d−τ(a+d−1)
d−n−τ(d−n−1) ≤ R

a+d−τ(a+d−1)
d−n−τ(d−n−1) ≤ c ,

for a constant c > 0 not depending on ε nor q. □

Proof of Lemma 3.7. The proof is divided in two steps.
Step 1: The case A = I. Fix q such that 2 ≤ q ≤ 2∗a if a++ d > 2 or q ≥ 2 if a++ d = 2. Let us denote

r =
2q

q + 2
,

and notice that r < q and 1 ≤ r ≤ a++d
a++d−1 .

We fix u ∈ C∞
c (BR) and define v = |u|

q
r . Since q > r, then v is smooth and we can computeˆ

BR\Σε

|y|a|u|qdz =
ˆ
BR\Σε

|y|a|v|rdz ≤ c
(ˆ

BR\Σε

|y|a|∇v|dz
)r
,

where the last inequality holds true thanks to Lemma 3.10.
Next we use that |∇v| = q

r |u|
q−r
r |∇u| and the Hölder inequality to obtain

c
(ˆ

BR\Σε

|y|a|u|qdz
) 1

r ≤
( ˆ

BR\Σε

|y|a|∇u|2dz
) 1

2
(ˆ

BR\Σε

|y|a|u|
2(q−r)

r dz
) 1

2
,

and since
2(q − r)

r
= q and

1

r
− 1

2
=

1

q
,

we readily conclude.
Step 2: the general case. Let u ∈ C∞

c (BR), and define ũ = u◦Φ−1, where Φ is the C1-diffeomorphism
from Lemma A.3. For every z ∈ BR, we have |Φ(z)| ≤ cR with c > 0 depending only on λ, Λ. Thus
ũ ∈ C1

c (BcR). Moreover, taking into account ii) and iii) from Lemma A.3, and using the change of
variables (x, τ) = Φ(z), we obtainˆ

Rd\Σε

|τ |a|ũ(x, τ)|qdxdτ =

ˆ
Rd\ΣA

ε

|A− 1
2

3 (z)y|a|u|q|det JΦ|dz ≥ c
ˆ
Rd\ΣA

ε

|y|a|u|qdz ,

ˆ
Rd\Σε

|τ |a|∇ũ(x, τ)|2dxdτ =

ˆ
Rd\ΣA

ε

|A− 1
2

3 (z)y|a(J⊤
Φ JΦ)

−1∇u · ∇u|det JΦ|dz ≤ c
ˆ
Rd\ΣA

ε

|y|a|∇u|2dz .

The conclusion follows applying to ũ the previous step. Notice that the latter holds true for functions
in C1 by a standard density argument. □
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4. Solutions, stable L∞ estimates and approximation results

In this section, we provide the notion of weak solutions to (1.1). 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 (1.5). Let f ∈ L2,a(BR) and F ∈ L2,a(BR)
d.

We say that u is a weak solution to

(4.1) −div(|y|aA∇u) = |y|af + div(|y|aF ), in BR

if u ∈ H1,a(BR) and satisfies

(4.2)
ˆ
BR

|y|aA∇u · ∇ϕ =

ˆ
BR

|y|a(fϕ− F · ∇ϕ),

for every ϕ ∈ C∞
c (BR).

We say that u is an entire solution to

−div(|y|aA∇u) = |y|af + div(|y|aF ), in Rd,

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 Σ0. This is a consequence of the fact that the weak formulation
(4.2) involves test functions whose support may touch the thin manifold Σ0. We refer to these solutions
as solutions across Σ0. Let us assume for sake of simplicity that f = 0, F = 0, and fix ϕ ∈ C∞

c (BR).
Multiplying (4.1) by ϕ and integrating by parts in BR \ Σε, we obtain

0 =

ˆ
BR\Σε

−div(|y|aA∇u)ϕdz =
ˆ
BR\Σε

|y|aA∇u · ∇ϕdz −
ˆ
∂Σε∩BR

|y|aϕA∇u · ν dσ.

Formally, taking the limit as ε ↓ 0, we findˆ
BR

|y|aA∇u · ∇ϕdz =
ˆ
Bd−n

R

Du(x)ϕ(x, 0) dx,

where

Du(x) := − lim
ε↓0

ε1−n

ˆ
∂Bn

ε

|y|a+n−2A∇u · y dσ(y).

Hence, in the weak formulation of (4.1), we are assuming that Du = 0. It is worth noting that if
a+ n ≥ 2, due to the zero weighted capacity of the thin manifold, only solutions to (4.1) make sense,
since one could not impose any different boundary condition at Σ0. Conversely, when a+n ∈ (0, 2), the
weighted capacity of Σ0 is positive and locally finite, allowing the imposition of both inhomogeneous
Dirichlet and inhomogeneous conormal boundary conditions, respectively u = g and Du = h on Σ0.
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Definition 4.3. Let a + n > 0, R > 0, A ∈ C1(BR;Rd,d) satisfying (1.5) and 0 < ε ≪ 1. Let
f ∈ L2,a(BR \ ΣA

ε ) and F ∈ L2,a(BR \ ΣA
ε )

d. We say that u is a weak solution to

(4.3)
®
−div(|y|aA∇u) = |y|af + div(|y|aF ), in BR \ ΣA

ε

(A∇u+ F ) · ν = 0 on ∂ΣA
ε ∩BR

if u ∈ H1,a(BR \ ΣA
ε ) and satisfies
ˆ
BR\ΣA

ε

|y|aA∇u · ∇ϕdz =
ˆ
BR\ΣA

ε

|y|a(fϕ− F · ∇ϕ)dz,

for every ϕ ∈ C∞
c (BR).

We say that u is an entire solution to®
−div(|y|aA∇u) = |y|af + div(|y|aF ), in Rd \ ΣA

ε

(A∇u+ F ) · ν = 0 on ∂ΣA
ε

if u is a weak solution to (4.3) for every R > 0.
Moreover, we adopt the convention that solutions to (4.3) with ε = 0 coincide with those of (4.1).

Remark 4.4. Fixed ū ∈ H1,a(BR), a weak solutions to (4.1) satisfying the boundary condition u− ū ∈
H1,a

0 (BR) is a minimizer of the functional

E(v) :=
ˆ
BR

|y|a
(A∇v · ∇v

2
− fv + F · ∇v

)
dz,

over X := {v ∈ H1,a(BR) | v − ū ∈ H1,a
0 (BR)}.

By the Poincaré inequality, see Proposition 2.3, we obtain that the functional E is coercive, so by
the Weierstrass theorem, we have existence and uniqueness of solutions to (4.1) with prescribed trace
on ∂BR (see also Lemma 2.11).

4.2. Caccioppoli inequality and local boundedness of solutions. In this section we provide
local L2 → L∞ estimates for weak solutions to (4.3) that are uniform with respect to ε. We note that,
since the weight |y|a is 2-admissible, the local L∞ bounds for weak solutions to (4.1) (when ε = 0 and
A ∈ L∞) follows from [30].

Furthermore, assuming that the matrix A ∈ C1(BR), where the radius R > 0 is taken small enough
in order to ensure that the ε-stable Sobolev embedding holds true (see Lemma 3.7), we obtain ε-stable
L∞ bounds for weak solutions to (4.3) (when ε > 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). Let a+n > 0, R > 0, 0 ≤ ε≪ 1, p, q ≥ 2, and let A ∈ C1(BR)
satisfy (1.5). Let f ∈ Lp,a(BR \ΣA

ε ), F ∈ Lq,a(BR \ΣA
ε )

d, and let u be a weak solution to (4.1) if ε = 0
or to (4.3) if ε > 0. Then, there exists a constant c > 0 depending only on d, n, a, λ and Λ such that
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for every 0 < R1 < R2 < R it holds

(4.4)

ˆ
BR1

\ΣA
ε

|y|a|∇u|2dz ≤ c
[ 1

(R2 −R1)2

ˆ
BR2

\ΣA
ε

|y|a|u|2dz + ∥f∥Lp,a(BR2
\ΣA

ε )∥u∥Lp′,a(BR2
\ΣA

ε )

+ ∥F∥Lq,a(BR2
\ΣA

ε )∥∇u∥Lq′,a(BR2
\ΣA

ε )

]
.

Moreover, if ε = 0 it is enough to assume that A ∈ L∞(BR).

Proposition 4.6 (ε-stable L∞ bounds). Let a + n > 0, 0 ≤ ε ≪ 1, and A ∈ C1(BR) satisfy (1.5),
where R > 0 is given by Lemma A.3. Furthermore, let p, q ≥ 2 be such that p > (a++d)/2, q > a++d.
Let f ∈ Lp,a(BR \ ΣA

ε ) and F ∈ Lq,a(BR \ ΣA
ε )

d and let u be a weak solution (4.3).
Then, for every 0 < r < R given by Lemma A.3, there exists a constant c > 0 depending only on d,

n, a, λ, Λ, p, q, r and R such that

∥u∥L∞(Br\ΣA
ε ) ≤ c

(
∥u∥L2,a(BR\ΣA

ε ) + ∥f∥Lp,a(BR\ΣA
ε ) + ∥F∥Lq,a(BR\ΣA

ε )

)
.

In addition, if ε = 0 and u is a weak solution to to (4.1), the same estimate holds under the assumption
that A ∈ L∞(BR).

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 (4.1) (ε = 0) can
be approximated by a family of solutions uε of the conormal problem on ε-perforated domains (4.3)
(0 < ε ≪ 1). Here, we assume that the matrix A ∈ C1, in order to have a C1 boundary ∂ΣA

ε , see
Remark 3.2. The second result shows that any solution u of (4.1) (ε = 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. Let a + n > 0, R > 0, r ∈ (0, R) and A ∈ C1(BR) satisfying (1.5). Let f ∈ L2,a(BR),
F ∈ L2,a(BR)

d and let u be a weak solution to (4.1).
Then, there exists a family {uε}0<ε≪1, such that uε are weak solutions to®

−div(|y|aA∇uε) = |y|af + div(|y|aF ), in Br \ ΣA
ε

(A∇u+ F ) · ν = 0, on ∂ΣA
ε ∩Br,

(4.5) ∥uε∥H1,a(Br\ΣA
ε ) ≤ c

(
∥f∥L2,a(BR) + ∥F∥L2,a(BR) + ∥u∥H1,a(BR)

)
,

for some constant c > 0 depending only on d, n, a, λ, Λ, r, R, and there exists a sequence εk → 0 such
that

uεk → u in H1
loc(Br \ Σ0).

Proof. We divide the proof in several steps.
Step 1. Cut-off solution ũ.

Let us consider a cut-off function ξ ∈ C∞
c (BR) such that

ξ = 1 on Br , spt(ξ) ⊂ BR+r
2
, 0 ≤ ξ ≤ 1 , |∇ξ| ≤ c0 ,
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for some c0 > 0 depending only on d, r and R. Define ũ := ξu, and notice that ũ ∈ H1,a
0 (BR) by

construction.
Fix ϕ ∈ C∞

c (BR). Then,
ˆ
BR

|y|aA∇ũ · ∇ϕdz =
ˆ
BR

|y|a
(
ξA∇u · ∇ϕ+ uA∇ξ · ∇ϕ

)
dz

=

ˆ
BR

|y|a
(
A∇u · ∇(ϕξ)− ϕA∇u · ∇ξ + uA∇ξ · ∇ϕ

)
dz

=

ˆ
BR

|y|a
(
fϕξ − F · ∇(ϕξ)− ϕA∇u · ∇ξ + uA∇ξ · ∇ϕ

)
dz

=

ˆ
BR

|y|a
(
fϕξ − ξF · ∇ϕ− ϕF · ∇ξ − ϕA∇u · ∇ξ + uA∇ξ · ∇ϕ

)
dz ,

that is, ũ is a weak solution to

(4.6)
®
−div(|y|aA∇ũ) = |y|af̃ + div(|y|aF̃ ) in BR,

u = 0 on ∂BR

where we have set
f̃ = fξ − F · ∇ξ −A∇u · ∇ξ, F̃ = Fξ − uA∇ξ .

We have the following estimateˆ
BR

|y|a|f̃ |2 dz ≤ c
ˆ
BR

|y|a
(
|ξf |2 + |F · ∇ξ|2 + |A∇u · ∇ξ|2

)
dz

≤ c
ˆ
BR

|y|a
(
|f |2 + c20|F |2 + |A∇ξ|2|∇u|2

)
dz

≤ c
(ˆ

BR

|y|a|f |2 dz +

ˆ
BR

|y|a|F |2 dz +

ˆ
BR

|y|a|∇u|2 dz
)
,

(4.7)

for some c > 0 depending only on d, R and Λ. By performing similar computations, we getˆ
BR

|y|a|F̃ |2 dz ≤ c
(ˆ

BR

|y|a|F |2 dz +
ˆ
BR

|y|a|u|2 dz
)
,(4.8)

for some c > 0 depending only on d, R and Λ.

Step 2. Construction of the approximating solutions uε in perforated domains.

Let us consider the family of weak solution {uε}0<ε≪1 to

(4.9)


−div(|y|aA∇uε) = |y|af̃ + div(|y|aF̃ ), in BR \ ΣA

ε

uε = 0 on ∂BR \ ΣA
ε

(A∇uε + F̃ ) · ν = 0 on ∂ΣA
ε ∩BR.
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By testing (4.9) with uε, using (1.5), the Poincaré inequality (3.3), Hölder and Young inequalities,
(4.7) and (4.8), we get

λ

ˆ
BR\ΣA

ε

|y|a|∇uε|2 dz ≤
ˆ
BR\ΣA

ε

|y|aA∇uε · ∇uε dz =

ˆ
BR\ΣA

ε

|y|a
(
f̃uε − F̃ · ∇uε

)
dz

≤
( ˆ

BR\ΣA
ε

|y|a|f̃ |2 dz
) 1

2
(ˆ

BR\ΣA
ε

|y|a|uε|2 dz
) 1

2

+
(ˆ

BR\ΣA
ε

|y|a|F̃ |2 dz
) 1

2
( ˆ

BR\ΣA
ε

|y|a|∇uε|2 dz
) 1

2

≤ λ

2

ˆ
BR\ΣA

ε

|y|a|∇uε|2 dz + c

ˆ
BR

|y|a
(
|u|2 + |∇u|2 + |f |2 + |F |2

)
dz ,

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

(4.10)
ˆ
BR\ΣA

ε

|y|a(|uε|2 + |∇uε|2) dz ≤ c
ˆ
BR

|y|a(|u|2 + |∇u|2 + |f |2 + |F |2) dz .

Step 3. Strong convergence of the sequence uεk in H1
loc(BR \ Σ0).

Let us fix two compact sets K ⊂ K ′ ⊂ BR \ Σ0. Then, for every ε small enough, we have K ′ ⊂
BR \ΣA

ε . Since |y|a is uniformly bounded and bounded away from zero on K ′, by (4.10) we have that
∥uε∥H1(K′) ≤ c for some constant c > 0 that does not depend on ε. This implies that there exists a
sequence εk → 0+ and ū ∈ H1(K ′) such that

uεk ⇀ ū weakly in H1(K ′),(4.11)

uεk → ū strongly in L2(K ′).(4.12)

By testing the equation (4.9) with ϕ2(uε − ū), where ϕ ∈ C∞
c (K ′), we obtain

ˆ
K′
|y|aϕ2A∇uε · ∇uε dz =

ˆ
K′
|y|a
(
ϕ2A∇uε · ∇ū− 2(uε − ū)ϕA∇uε · ∇ϕ+ f̃ϕ2(uε − ū)

− ϕ2F̃ · ∇(uε − ū)− 2ϕ(uε − ū)F̃ · ∇ϕ
)
dz.

By (4.11) and (4.12) we can take the limit as εk → 0 in the right hand side and obtain

(4.13) lim
εk→0

ˆ
K′
|y|aϕ2A∇uεk · ∇uεk dz =

ˆ
K′
|y|aϕ2A∇ū · ∇ū dz .
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Fix δ > 0. Take ϕ ∈ C∞
c (K ′) such that 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1, ϕ = 1 in K and | spt(ϕ) \ K| ≪ 1 so that,

noticing that |y|aA∇ū · ∇ū ∈ L1(BR), we have ∥|y|aA∇ū · ∇ū∥L1(spt(ϕ)\K) < δ. Then,

c

ˆ
K
|∇uεk −∇ū|

2 dz ≤
ˆ
K
|y|aA(∇uεk −∇ū) · (∇uεk −∇ū) dz

=

ˆ
K
|y|aA∇uεk · ∇uεk + |y|

aA∇ū · ∇ū− 2|y|aA∇ū · ∇uεk dz

≤
ˆ
K′
|y|aA∇uεk · ∇uεk ϕ

2 + |y|aA∇ū · ∇ū ϕ2 dz − 2

ˆ
K
|y|aA∇ū · ∇uεk dz

≤
∣∣∣∣ˆ

K′
|y|aA∇uεk · ∇uεk ϕ

2 dz −
ˆ
K′
|y|aA∇ū · ∇ū ϕ2 dz

∣∣∣∣+ 2

ˆ
K′\K

|y|aA∇ū · ∇ū ϕ2 dz

≤
∣∣∣∣ˆ

K′
|y|aA∇uεk · ∇uεk ϕ

2 dz −
ˆ
K′
|y|aA∇ū · ∇ū ϕ2 dz

∣∣∣∣+ 2δ → 2δ , as εk → 0 ,

thanks to (4.13). By to the arbitrariness of δ, we infer that ∇uεk → ∇ū in L2(K)d, and thus uεk → ū
strongly in H1(K). Finally, a standard diagonal argument yields that

(4.14) uεk → ū strongly in H1
loc(BR \ Σ0).

Step 4. The limit function ū ∈ H1,a(BR).
Let us now prove that ū ∈ H1,a(BR). Let us fix ϕ ∈ C∞

c (BR) if a+ n ∈ (0, 2) or ϕ ∈ C∞
c (BR \ Σ0)

if a+ n ≥ 2. For every εk fixed, one has that uεk ∈W
1,1
loc (BR \ ΣA

εk
), so it holds

(4.15)
ˆ
BR\ΣA

εk

∂zℓuεkϕdz = −
ˆ
BR\ΣA

εk

uεk∂zℓϕdz +

ˆ
∂ΣA

εk
∩BR

uεkϕdσ ,

for every ℓ = 1, . . . , d.
If a+ n ≥ 2, spt(ϕ) ⊂ BR \ ΣA

εk
for every εk small enough, so

ˆ
∂ΣA

εk
∩BR

uεkϕdσ = 0 .

On the other hand, let us fix a measurable set E ⊂ BR. By using (4.10) and observing that |y|−a ∈
L∞(spt(ϕ)), we get∣∣∣ ˆ

E
∂zℓuεkϕdz

∣∣∣ ≤ ( ˆ
E∩spt(ϕ)

|y|a|∂zℓuεk |
2 dz

) 1
2
( ˆ

E∩spt(ϕ)
|y|−a|ϕ|2 dz

) 1
2

≤ c
(ˆ

BR

|y|a
(
|u|2 + |∇u|2 + |f |2 + |F |2

)
dz
) 1

2
Cϕ|E|

1
2 ,

where the constant Cϕ depends on ∥ϕ∥L∞ and spt(ϕ), which implies that ∂zℓuεkϕ is uniformly inte-
grable. By the a.e. convergences ∇uεk → ∇ū and χBR\ΣA

εk
→ χBR

, the Vitali convergence theorem
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yields ˆ
BR\ΣA

εk

∂zℓuεkϕdz →
ˆ
BR

∂zℓ ūϕ dz .

By employing a similar argument, one has thatˆ
BR\ΣA

εk

uεk∂zℓϕdz →
ˆ
BR

ū∂zℓϕdz ,

so, by taking the limit as εk → 0+ in (4.15) we have

(4.16)
ˆ
BR

∂zℓ ūϕ dz =

ˆ
BR

ū∂zℓϕdz ,

which means that ū ∈W 1,1
loc (BR \ Σ0).

If a+ n ∈ (0, 2), by using Lemma 3.6 combined with (4.10), we obtain∣∣∣ˆ
∂ΣA

εk
∩BR

uεkϕdσ
∣∣∣ ≤ (ˆ

∂ΣA
εk

∩BR

|y|a|uεk |
2 dσ

) 1
2
( ˆ

∂ΣA
εk

∩BR

|y|−a|ϕ|2 dσ
) 1

2

≤ c εkn−1
(ˆ

BR\ΣA
εk

|y|a|∇uεk |
2 dz

) 1
2
( ˆ

BR\ΣA
εk

|y|−a|∇ϕ|2 dz
) 1

2

≤ c εkn−1
(ˆ

BR

|y|a
(
|u|2 + |∇u|2 + |f |2 + |F |2

)
dz
) 1

2
,

and taking the limit εk → 0+ we get that the term
´
∂ΣA

εk
∩BR

uεkϕdσ vanishes.

Using the same argument as for the case a + n ≥ 2 and noting that |y|−a ∈ L1(BR), we can take
the limit as εk → 0+ in (4.15). This allows us to conclude that (4.16) holds true, which means that
ū ∈W 1,1

loc (BR).
Now, using the Fatou Lemma and (4.10), we haveˆ

BR

|y|a(|ū|2 + |∇ū|2) dz =
ˆ
BR

lim
εk→0+

|y|a(|uεk |
2 + |∇uεk |

2)χBR\ΣA
εk
dz

≤ lim inf
εk→0+

ˆ
BR\ΣA

εk

|y|a(|uεk |
2 + |∇uεk |

2) dz ≤ c
ˆ
BR

|y|a
(
|u|2 + |∇u|2 + |f |2 + |F |2

)
dz ,

which means that ∥ū∥H1,a(BR) < ∞. Thus, by Lemma 2.7 and Lemma 2.8, we conclude that ū ∈
H1,a(BR).
Step 5. ū has zero trace on ∂BR.

Finally, we prove that ū has zero trace on ∂BR, meaning that TRū = 0. First, notice that for any
fixed δ ≪ 1, it follows from (4.14) that uεk → ū strongly in H1(BR \ΣA

δ ). Consequently, we also have
TRuεk → TRū strongly in L2(∂BR \ ΣA

δ ). Since TRuεk = 0 by construction, we immediately get that
TRū = 0 L2-a.e. in ∂BR \ Σ0.
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Now, let us fix ν > 0. Since, by Lemma 2.11, it holds |y|a|TRū|2 ∈ L1(∂BR), the absolute continuity
of the integral ensures that there exists a sufficiently small µ such thatˆ

∂BR∩ΣA
µ

|y|a|TRū|2ds ≤ ν .

Thus ˆ
∂BR

|y|a|TRū|2ds ≤ ν +
ˆ
∂BR\ΣA

µ

|y|a|TRū|2ds ≤ ν + c

ˆ
∂BR\ΣA

µ

|TRū|2ds = ν ,

where in the last equality holds because TRū = 0 L2-a.e. on ∂BR\Σ0. Since ν is arbitrary, we conclude
that TRū = 0. Therefore, again by Lemma 2.11, we have u ∈ H1,a

0 (BR).
Step 6. ū = ũ and conclusion.

Next, we prove that ū = ũ. Let us test (4.9) with ϕ ∈ C∞
c (BR). Then, we have

(4.17)
ˆ
BR\ΣA

εk

|y|aA∇uεk · ∇ϕdz →
ˆ
BR

|y|aA∇ū · ∇ϕdz , as εk → 0+.

In fact, let us fix E ⊂ BR measurable. By using (1.5), (4.10) and |y|a ∈ L1(BR), we have thatˆ
E\ΣA

εk

|y|a|A∇uεk · ∇ϕ| dz =
ˆ
E
|y|a|A∇uεk · ∇ϕ|χE\ΣA

εk
dz

≤ c∥uεk∥H1,a(BR\ΣA
εk

)∥∇ϕ∥L∞(BR)

ˆ
E
|y|a dz ≤ δ(|E|) ,

where δ(|E|)→ 0 as |E| → 0. Combining this with the a.e. convergence ∇uεk → ∇ū we can conclude
that (4.17) holds true by applying the Vitali convergence theorem. With similar computations, we get

(4.18)
ˆ
BR\ΣA

εk

|y|a(f̃ϕ− F̃ · ∇ϕ) dz →
ˆ
BR

|y|a(f̃ϕ− F̃ · ∇ϕ) dz , as εk → 0+.

Combining (4.17) and (4.18) we getˆ
BR

|y|aA∇ū · ∇ϕdz =
ˆ
BR

|y|a(f̃ϕ− F̃ · ∇ϕ) dz ,

and since ū ∈ H1,a
0 (BR), we get that ū is a weak solution to (4.6). By uniqueness of solutions (see

Remark 4.4), we get that ū = ũ a.e. in BR. Since ũ = u, f̃ = f and F̃ = F in Br, and by using (4.10),
(4.14) we obtain that our statement holds true. □

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

Lemma 4.8. Let a + n > 0, R > 0, r ∈ (0, R), and A ∈ C0(BR) satisfying (1.5). Let f ∈ L2,a(BR),
F ∈ L2,a(BR)

d, let u be a weak solution to (4.1). For δ > 0, let {ρδ} be a family of smooth mollifiers
and let us define Aδ := A ∗ ρδ. Then, there exists a family {uδ}0<δ≪1, such that uδ are weak solutions
to

−div(|y|aAδ∇uδ) = |y|af + div(|y|aF ), in Br,
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∥uδ∥H1,a(Br) ≤ c
(
∥f∥L2,a(BR) + ∥F∥L2,a(BR) + ∥u∥H1,a(BR)

)
,

for some constant c > 0 depending only on d, n, a, λ, Λ, r, R, and there exists a sequence δk → 0 such
that

uδk → u in H1,a(Br).

Proof. Let us fix 0 < r < R′ < R and consider a smooth cut-off function ξ ∈ C∞
c (BR) such that

ξ = 1 in Br, 0 ≤ ξ ≤ 1, spt(ϕ) ⊂ BR′ .

Arguing as in Lemma 4.7, the function ũ := ξu is a weak solution to

(4.19)
®
−div(|y|aA∇ũ) = |y|af̃ + div(|y|aF̃ ), in BR′

ũ = 0, on ∂BR′ ,

where, we set
f̃ = fξ − F · ∇ξ −A∇u · ∇ξ, F̃ = Fξ − uA∇ξ ,

which satisfy

∥f̃∥L2,a(BR′ ) + ∥F̃∥L2,a(BR′ ) ≤ c(∥u∥H1,a(BR) + ∥f∥L2,a(BR) + ∥F∥L2,a(BR)),

for some c > 0 depending only on d, R and Λ.
For δ > 0, let {ρδ} be a family of smooth mollifiers and let us define Aδ := A ∗ ρδ, which is a

uniformly elliptic matrix in BR′ (choosing δ small enough). For every 0 < δ ≪ 1, recalling Remark
4.4, let uδ be the unique weak solution to

(4.20)
®
−div(|y|aAδ∇uδ) = |y|af̃ + div(|y|aF̃ ), in BR′

uδ = 0, on ∂BR′ .

By testing (4.20) with uδ and using the Hölder inequality, we obtainˆ
BR′

|y|aAδ∇uδ · ∇uδ =
ˆ
BR′

|y|a(f̃uδ − F̃ · ∇uδ)

≤ ∥f̃∥L2,a(BR′ )∥uδ∥L2,a(BR′ ) + ∥F̃∥L2,a(BR′ )∥∇uδ∥L2,a(BR′ ),

which implies
∥uδ∥H1,a(BR′ ) ≤ c

(
∥u∥H1,a(BR) + ∥f∥L2,a(BR) + ∥F∥L2,a(BR)

)
,

for some c > 0 depending only on d, λ, Λ and R. Hence, {uδ} is uniformly bounded in H1,a
0 (BR′) and

by using Lemma 2.10, we get

(4.21) uδ → v strongly in L2,a(BR′) , ∇uδ ⇀ ∇v weakly in L2,a(BR′)d ,

for some v ∈ H1,a
0 (BR). Taking uδ−v as test function in (4.20), using (4.21) and recalling that Aδ → A

uniformly, we getˆ
BR′

|y|aAδ∇uδ · ∇uδ =
ˆ
BR′

|y|a
(
Aδ∇uδ · ∇v + f̃(uδ − v)− F̃ · ∇(uδ − v)

)
→
ˆ
BR′

|y|aA∇v · ∇v.

Hence, since Aδ satisfies (1.5), we have that ∇uδ → ∇v strongly in L2,a(BR′)d.
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Finally, let us fix ϕ ∈ C∞
c (BR′). Then,

ˆ
BR′

|y|a
(
f̃ϕ− F̃ · ∇ϕ

)
=

ˆ
BR′

|y|aAδ∇uδ · ∇ϕ→
ˆ
BR′

|y|aA∇v · ∇ϕ ,

that is, v is a weak solution to (4.19) and by uniqueness of solutions (see Remark 4.4), it follows that
v = ũ. Next, since f̃ = f , F̃ = F and ũ = u in Br, we have proved that uδ → u in H1,a(Br) and uδ
solves

−div(|y|aAδ∇uδ) = |y|af + div(|y|aF ), in Br.

The proof is complete. □

5. Liouville theorems

The aim of this section is to prove the Liouville Theorem 1.4 for entire solutions to (1.15), see
Definition 4.3.

First, we need some preliminary results. The first result addresses the unweighted tangential vari-
ables x ∈ Rd−n, 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 4.5 (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 ∂xju is also an entire solution to (1.15);
ii) if there exists constants c, γ > 0 such that

|u(z)| ≤ c(1 + |z|γ) ,

then u is a polynomial of degree at most ⌊γ⌋ in the variable x ∈ Rd−n, with coefficients depending
only on the variable y ∈ Rn.

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 L2(Sn−1) which depends
on the matrix A.

Lemma 5.2. Let A ∈ Rn,n be a constant matrix which satisfies (1.5). The following holds:

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

R(g) =
´
Sn−1 |A

1
2σ|a|∇σg|2dσ´

Sn−1 |A
1
2σ|a|g|2dσ

.

Each eigenvalue has finite multiplicity, denoted by m(µk(A));
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ii) let gk,j, for j = 1, . . . ,m(µk(A)), be the normalized eigenfunctions associated to µk(A). The
eigenfunctions gk,j satisfy the following properties:

(5.1)

ˆ
Sn−1

|A
1
2σ|a∇σgk,j · ∇ση dσ = µk(A)

ˆ
Sn−1

|A
1
2σ|agk,jη dσ , η ∈ H1(Sn−1) ,

ˆ
Sn−1

|A
1
2σ|agk,jgk′,j′ dσ = δkk′δjj′ ,

where δij is the Kronecker delta.
Moreover, gk,j provides a basis of L2(Sn−1), which is also orthonormal with respect to the

scalar product ⟨u, v⟩L2(Sn−1) :=
´
Sn−1 |A

1
2σ|a u v dσ. Thus, for every u ∈ L2(Sn−1) it holds

u(σ) =

∞∑
k=0

m(µk(A))∑
j=1

( ˆ
Sn−1

|A
1
2σ|au(η)gk,j(η)dη

)
gk,j(σ) ;

iii) the eigenvalue µ0(A) = 0 is simple and g0 = g0,1 is constant;
iv) the first nontrivial eigenvalue µ1(A) is such that

µ1(A) ≥


(λ
Λ

) |a|
2
(n− 1) if n ≥ 3 ,( 4

π
arctan

(λ
Λ

) |a|
4
)2

if n = 2 .

Proof. By condition (1.5), we have that

(5.2) λ ≤ |A
1
2σ|2 ≤ Λ , for every σ ∈ Sn−1 .

Thus ˆ
Sn−1

|A
1
2σ|a(|∇σg|2 + |g|2)dσ

provides a norm equivalent to the standard one in H1(Sn−1). Keeping this in mind, we obtain i), ii)
by a standard application of Hilbert-Schmidt theorem.

Since iii) is trivial, it remains to prove iv). Given g ∈ H1(Sn−1), let us denote

⟨g⟩A =
( ˆ

Sn−1

|A
1
2σ|adσ

)−1
ˆ
Sn−1

|A
1
2σ|ag dσ ,

and recall that

(5.3) inf
ξ∈R

ˆ
Sn−1

|A
1
2σ|a|g − ξ|2dσ =

ˆ
Sn−1

|A
1
2σ|a|g − ⟨g⟩A|2dσ .

We have that

(5.4) µ1(A) = inf
g∈H1(Sn−1)\{0},⟨g⟩A=0

´
Sn−1 |A

1
2σ|a|∇σg|2dσ´

Sn−1 |A
1
2σ|a|g|2dσ

.
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Notice that the eigenvalues µk(I) of the Laplace-Beltrami operator on the sphere are well known, and
in particular µ1(I) = n− 1. Now, set

m := min
{(λ

Λ

)a
2
,
(Λ
λ

)a
2
}
=
(λ
Λ

) |a|
2

and let ψ ∈ H1(Sn−1) be an eigenfunction associated to µ1(A). Notice that ⟨ψ⟩A = 0. Thus, by (5.3)
we have that ˆ

Sn−1

|A
1
2σ|a|ψ|2dσ ≤

ˆ
Sn−1

|A
1
2σ|a|ψ − ⟨ψ⟩I|2dσ

As a consequence, thanks to (5.2) we have

µ1(A) =

´
Sn−1 |A

1
2σ|a|∇σψ|2dσ´

Sn−1 |A
1
2σ|a|ψ|2dσ

≥
´
Sn−1 |A

1
2σ|a|∇σ(ψ − ⟨ψ⟩I)|2dσ´

Sn−1 |A
1
2σ|a|ψ − ⟨ψ⟩I|2dσ

≥ m
´
Sn−1 |∇σ(ψ − ⟨ψ⟩I)|2dσ´

Sn−1 |ψ − ⟨ψ⟩I|2dσ
≥ m(n− 1) ,

where in the last inequality we used that ⟨ψ − ⟨ψ⟩I⟩I = 0 and (5.4) with A = I.
The improved estimate in the case n = 2 is a consequence of [52, Lemma 1]. □

Lemma 5.3. Let a + n > 0, ε ≥ 0, and let A ∈ Rn,n be a constant matrix which satisfies (1.5). Let
µk(A), gk,j be as in Lemma 5.2, and define

γ±k =
2− a− n±

√
(a+ n− 2)2 + 4µk(A)

2
.

Let u be such that u ∈ H1,a(BR \ ΣA
ε ) for any R > 0 andˆ

Rn\ΣA
ε

|y|aA∇u · ∇ϕ = 0 , for any ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Rn) .

Assume there exist constants c, γ > 0 such that

(5.5) |u(y)| ≤ c(1 + |y|γ) .

Then there exist C ∈ R, k̂ = k̂(γ) ∈ N such that

(5.6) u(y) = C +
k̂∑

k=1

m(µA
k )∑

j=1

(c+k,j |A
− 1

2 y|γ
+
k + c−k,j |A

− 1
2 y|γ

−
k )gk,j

Ç
A− 1

2 y

|A− 1
2 y|

å
,

for some constants c+k,j , c
−
k,j ∈ R. In particular, if ε = 0, then

(5.7) u(y) = C +
k̂∑

k=1

m(µA
k )∑

j=1

c+k,j |A
− 1

2 y|γ
+
k gk,j

Ç
A− 1

2 y

|A− 1
2 y|

å
.

Moreover, if γ < γ+1 , then u is constant.
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Proof. Since the proof we assume d = n, we will simply write BR instead of Bn
R to denote general

balls in Rn. Let us define v(ξ) = u(A
1
2 ξ). Performing some standard computations using the change

of variables ξ = A− 1
2 y and the uniform ellipticity of A, we see that v ∈ H1,a(BR \ Σε) for any R > 0

and satisfies

(5.8)
ˆ
Rn\Σε

|A
1
2 ξ|a∇v · ∇ϕ = 0 , for any ϕ ∈ C∞

c (Rn) .

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

In the following we extensively use polar coordinates ξ = rσ, where r = |ξ| > 0 and σ = |ξ|−1ξ ∈
Sn−1. Since v ∈ H1,a(BR \ Σε) for any R > 0, then by the Fubini-Tonelli theorem it holds that
v(r·) ∈ H1(Sn−1) for a.e. r > ε. Thus, for a.e. r > ε, we can decompose v(r·) via the basis {gk,j} (see
Lemma 5.2, ii)), obtaining

v(rσ) =

∞∑
k=0

m(µA
k )∑

j=1

vk,j(r)gk,j(σ) ,

where the coefficients vk,j depend on r ∈ [ε,∞), and are such that

(5.9) vk,j(r) =

ˆ
Sn−1

|A
1
2σ|au(rσ)gk,jdσ .

By previous discussions, the functions vk,j : [ε,∞) → R are well defined for a.e. r ≥ ε. Moreover,
using once again that v ∈ H1,a(BR \ Σε) for any R > 0 we can see that

(5.10)
vk,j ∈ H1((ε,R), ra+n−1dr) for any R > 0 ,

v′k,j(r) =

ˆ
Sn−1

|A
1
2σ|a∇v(rσ) · σgk,j(σ)dσ .

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

(5.11)
ˆ ∞

ε

ˆ
Sn−1

ra+n−1|A
1
2σ|a

(
∂rv∂rϕ+ r−2∇σv · ∇σϕ

)
dr dσ = 0 , for any ϕ ∈ C∞

c (Rn) .

Now, let us take any f ∈ C∞
c ([0,∞)) such that

(5.12) µk(A)

ˆ ∞

ε
ra+n−3|f |2dr <∞ .

Notice that (5.12) is always satisfied if ε > 0, or if k = 0 (by Lemma 5.2, iii)). Thanks to (5.1) and
(5.12) we have that ϕ(rσ) = f(r)gk,j(σ) ∈ H1,a(BR \ Σε) for any R > 0. Moreover, ϕ is compactly
supported, and we can use it as a test function in (5.11). Recalling also (5.9) and (5.10), we obtain
that vk,j satisfies

(5.13)
ˆ ∞

ε
ra+n−1(f ′v′k,j + r−2µk(A)fvk,j)dr = 0 , for every f ∈ C∞

c ([ε,∞)) satisfying (5.12) .
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Now, let us take any φ ∈ C∞
c (R), and test (5.13) with f(r) = φ(log(r)). Notice that such f is

admissible. Performing the change of variables r = eτ , we find that the function wk,j(τ) = vk,j(e
τ )

satisfies ˆ ∞

log ε
eτ(a+n−2)(w′

k,jφ
′ + µk(A)wk,jφ) dτ = 0 , for all φ ∈ C∞

c (R) .

Equivalently, we have that wk,j is a solution to the elementary equation

w′′
k,j + (a+ n− 2)w′

k,j − µk(A)wk,j = 0 in [log ε,∞) .

Recalling that the multiplicity of the first eigenvalue m(µ0(A)) = 1, one has that

(5.14) v0,1(r) =

®
c1 + c2r

2−a−n, if 2− a− n ̸= 0,

c1 + c2 log r, if 2− a− n = 0,

for some constants c1, c2 ∈ R. Furthermore, defining

γ±k =
2− a− n±

√
(a+ n− 2)2 + 4µk(A)

2
,

we readily get that vk,j is in the form

vk,j(r) = c+k,jr
γ+
k + c−k,jr

γ−
k , if k ≥ 1 ,

for some constant c+k,j , c
−
k,j ∈ R. We point out that

(5.15) γ±0 = ±(2− a− n)± , and γ+k > 0 , γ−k < 0 if k ≥ 1 .

Step 3: Conclusion.
First, let us show that v0,1 is constant. Since µ0(A) = 0, condition (5.12) is always satisfied. Thus,

we can take f ∈ C∞
c ([ε,∞)) such that f(ε) = 1 in (5.13) and recalling (5.14), we find

0 =

ˆ ∞

ε
ra+n−1(f ′v′0,1 + r−2µ0(A)fv0,1) dr = c2(2− a− n)

ˆ ∞

ε
f ′ dr = c2(a+ n− 2) ,

if 2− a− n ̸= 0, which implies that c2 = 0. Instead, if 2− a− n = 0, we find

0 =

ˆ ∞

ε
ra+n−1(f ′v′0,1 + r−2µ0(A)fv0,1) dr = c2

ˆ ∞

ε
f ′ dr = −c2 ,

and we conclude as well.
Let us now focus on the case k ≥ 1. First, let us assume ε = 0. By (5.10) we have that v′k,j ∈

L2((0, 1), ra+n−1dr). As a consequence,

(c−k,jγ
−
k )

2

ˆ 1

0
ra+n−3+2γ−

k dr <∞ .

Thanks to (5.15), this readily implies c−k,j = 0. Now, by condition (5.5) and thanks to (1.5) we have
that

|vk,j | ≤
ˆ
Sn−1

|A
1
2σ|a|v(rσ)||gk,j |dσ ≤ c(1 + rγ) .
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Therefore, since for every γ there exists k̂ such that γ+
k̂
> γ, we easily infer that c+k,j = 0 for every

k ≥ k̂, that is, vk,j ≡ 0 for every k ≥ k̂. Recalling that u(y) = v(A− 1
2 y), we readily get (5.7).

Let now consider the case ε > 0. Arguing as before, we find that condition (5.5) implies that there
exists k̂ such that for every k ≥ k̂ it holds γ+k > γ and

vk,j = c−k,jr
γ−
k .

Let k ≥ k̂ be fixed. Since ε > 0, condition (5.12) is always satisfied. Thus we can take f ∈ C∞
c ([ε,∞))

such that f(ε) = 1 in (5.13) and we find, integrating by parts and performing some standard compu-
tations

c−k,jγ
−
k ε

a+n−2+γ−
k = 0 .

Since k ≥ 1, then γ−k ̸= 0 and we infer that c−k,j = 0, that is, vk,j ≡ 0. Also in this case we use

u(y) = v(A− 1
2 y) to complete the proof of (5.6).

Finally, we notice that if γ < γ+1 then in both cases it holds vk,j ≡ 0 for every k ≥ 1. Since we have
already proved that v0,1 is constant, then v is also constant, and u too. □

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let A be as in the assumptions, and recall the notation (1.19). We first assume
that γ < 1. Thus, by Proposition 5.1 we have that u = u(y) does not depend on x, which implies that
u is an entire solution to (1.15) with d = n and A = A3. Hence, u satisfies the assumptions of Lemma
5.3, and using that γ < γ+1 , we conclude that u must be constant.

Let now assume that γ < 2. By Proposition 5.1 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

u(x, y) = u0(y) +
d−n∑
j=1

uj(y)xj .

First, we notice that by (1.16) it holds

|u0(y)| = |u(0, y)| ≤ c(1 + |y|γ) .

Thus

(5.16) |uj(y)| = |u(exj , y)− u0(y)| ≤ c(1 + |y|γ) ;

that is, each component u0, uj still satisfies the growth condition (1.16).
On the other hand, we have that uj(y) = ∂xju for j = 1, . . . , d − n and thus, again by Proposition

5.1, they are entire solutions to (1.15). Keeping (5.16) into account, and using that any uj 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 α = α(u) ∈ Rd−n constant such that

u(x, y) = u0(y) + α · x .

We claim that the function u∗ given by

u∗(x, y) = α · x− (A−1
3 A⊤

2 α) · y
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is an entire solution to (1.15). Indeed, we can easily compute

A∇u∗ = (A1α−A2A
−1
3 A⊤

2 α, 0),

and thus for every ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Rd) it holdsˆ

Rd\ΣA
ε

|y|aA∇u∗ · ∇ϕdz =
ˆ
|A

− 1
2

3 y|≥ε
|y|a(A1α−A2A

−1
3 A⊤

2 α) ·
(ˆ

Rd−n

∇xϕdx
)
dy = 0 ,

where in the last equality we used the divergence theorem.
By linearity, the function û = u−u∗ is an entire solution to (1.15). Moreover, since we are assuming

γ ∈ [1, 2), it holds
|û| ≤ |u|+ |u∗| ≤ c(1 + |z|γ) + c|z| ≤ c(1 + |z|γ) ,

that is, û satisfies (1.16). Since by construction û = û(y) does not depend on x, we can argue as in
the γ < 1 case and infer that û is constant, by Lemma 5.3 and using that γ < γ+1 . In conclusion, we
showed that

u = û+ u∗ = c+ α · x+ β · y ,
as needed. □

6. Stable regularity estimates in perforated domains

In this section we prove Theorem 1.3, namely, the stable regularity estimates in perforated domains
for weak solutions to (1.13), that is, for the problem®

−div(|y|aA∇u) = |y|af + div(|y|aF ) in B1 \ ΣA
ε

(A∇u+ F ) · ν = 0 on B1 ∩ ∂ΣA
ε .

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

6.1. Stable Hölder estimates.

Proof of Theorem 1.3, i), stable C0,α-estimates. Let uε be a family of solutions to (1.13). Since the
weight |y|a is uniformly elliptic away from Σ0 and the boundary ∂Σa

ε is of class C1 by the assumption
A ∈ C1 (see Remark 3.2), well-known results in elliptic regularity imply that for every 0 < ε ≪ 1,
there exists a constant Cε (depending only on d, n, a, λ, Λ, p, q, α, L and ε) such that for any solution
uε to (1.13) the following estimate holds:

(6.1) ∥uε∥C0,α(B1/2\ΣA
ε ) ≤ Cε

(
∥uε∥L2,a(B1\ΣA

ε ) + ∥f∥Lp,a(B1) + ∥F∥Lq,a(B1)

)
.

Our goal is to show that Cε remains uniformly bounded as ε→ 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 εk and uk such that εk → 0 as
k →∞, the functions uk are non trivial, satisfy (1.13) with ε = εk and it holds that

(6.2) ∥uk∥C0,α(B1/2\ΣA
εk

) ≥ k
(
∥uk∥L2,a(B1\ΣA

εk
) + ∥f∥Lp,a(B1) + ∥F∥Lq,a(B1)

)
.
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By Proposition 4.6, inequality (6.2) implies the existence of a constant c > 0, independent of k, such
that

[uk]C0,α(B1/2\ΣA
εk

) ≥ c k∥uk∥L∞(B3/4\ΣA
εk

) .

Now, let η ∈ C∞
c (B3/4) be a function satisfying 0 ≤ η ≤ 1 and η = 1 on B1/2. We define

Mk = [ηuk]C0,α(B1\ΣA
εk

) ,

and observe that

(6.3) Mk ≥ [uk]C0,α(B1/2\ΣA
εk

) ≥ c k∥uk∥L∞(B3/4\ΣA
εk

) .

Consider two sequences of points zk = (xk, yk), ẑk = (x̂k, ŷk) ∈ B1 \ ΣA
εk

such that

(6.4)
|(ηuk)(zk)− (ηuk)(ẑk)|

|zk − ẑk|α
≥ 1

2
Mk .

Without loss of generality we can assume that zk ∈ B3/4. Define rk = |zk − ẑk|. Using (6.3) and (6.4),
we obtain

ck∥uk∥L∞(B3/4\ΣA
εk

) ≤
|(ηuk)(zk)− (ηuk)(ẑk)|

rαk
≤

2∥uk∥L∞(B3/4\ΣA
εk

)

rαk
.

This implies

rk ≤ ck−
1
α → 0 , as k →∞ .

Let us define dk = dist(zk, ∂Σ
A
εk
). From now on we distinguish three cases:

Case 1:
dk
rk
→∞ as k →∞ ,

Case 2:
dk
rk
≤ c uniformly in k , and

|yk|
rk
→∞ as k →∞ .

Case 3:
|yk|
rk
≤ c uniformly in k .

Define
Zk = (xk, Yk) =

(
xk, τ

yk
|yk|

)
,

where τ is chosen such that Zk ∈ ∂ΣA
εk

. Such a point exists, is unique, and satisfies τ < |yk|, thanks
to Lemma A.1 point ii). Therefore,

|yk| > |yk| − τ = |yk − Yk| = |zk − Zk| ≥ dk .

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 ∂ΣA

εk
; in Case 2, ∂ΣA

εk
is

visible, but Σ0 is not; and in Case 3, both Σ0 and ∂ΣA
εk

are visible (although they may or may not
coincide in the rescaled limit).
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Let z0k = (x0k, y
0
k) denote a chosen projection of zk onto ∂ΣA

εk
, and define

z̃k = (x̃k, ỹk) =


(xk, yk), in Case 1,
(x0k, y

0
k), in Case 2,

(xk, 0), in Case 3.

We observe that, by construction, |zk − z̃k| ≤ crk.

ẑk

zk

rk

|yk|
0

∂ΣA
       εk

dk z0
  k

Zk

Figure 1. This image describes Case 1 when n = d = 2. In this case we have dk/rk → ∞
and z̃k = zk.

ẑk

zk

rk

|yk|
0

∂ΣA
       εk

dk

ẑk

zk

rk

|yk|

0

∂ΣA
       εk

dk z0
  k

z0
  k

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 dk/rk ≤ c, |yk|/rk →∞ and z̃k = z0k. In Case 3 we have
|yk|/rk ≤ c and z̃k = 0.
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We introduce the sequence of rescaled domains

Ωk =
B1 \ ΣA

εk
− z̃k

rk
=
{
z = (x, y) ∈ Rd | |z̃k + rkz| < 1, A−1

3 (z̃k + rkz)(ỹk + rky) · (ỹk + rky) ≥ ε2k
}
,

and the limit blow-up domain

(6.5) Ω∞ = {z = (x, y) ∈ Rd | exists k̂, r > 0 s.t. Br(z) ⊂ Ωk for every k ≥ k̂} .

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

vk(z) =
(ηuk)(z̃k + rkz)− (ηuk)(zk)

rαkMk
, for z ∈ Ωk ,

and

wk(z) =
η(zk)(uk(z̃k + rkz)− uk(zk))

rαkMk
, for z ∈ Ωk .

Step 2. Blow-up limit domains.
Our goal is to characterize Ω∞ 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 Ω∞
coincides with the entire space Rd. 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 Ω∞ 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 ∈ Rd we have |z̃k+rkz| < 1 for sufficiently large k. Indeed, since |zk−z̃k| ≤ crk
and rk → 0, then

|z̃k + rkz| ≤ |zk|+ |zk − z̃k|+ rk|z| ≤
3

4
+ crk < 1 .

Thus, to characterize Ω∞, it suffices to determine, for a given z ∈ Rd, whether a neighborhood of the
point zk + rkz lies inside or outside ΣA

εk
.

We claim that Ω∞ = Rd in Case 1, that is, for every z ∈ Rd, a neighborhood of zk + rkz lies
outside of ΣA

εk
for sufficiently large k. Indeed, let z ∈ Rd be fixed, and assume by contradiction that

zk + rkz ∈ ΣA
εk

. Since zk ̸∈ ΣA
εk

, there exists a point Pk = tkzk + (1 − tk)(zk + rkz) with tk ∈ [0, 1),
such that Pk ∈ ∂ΣA

εk
. As a consequence,

∞← dk
rk
≤ |zk − Pk|

rk
=
|(1− tk)rkz|

rk
≤ |z| ,

which leads to a contradiction.
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Let us now consider Case 2. Recall that z̃k = z0k and dk = |zk − z0k| ≤ c rk. Furthermore, note that
by the uniform ellipticity condition,

∞← |yk|
rk
≤
|yk − y0k|

rk
+
|y0k|
rk
≤ dk
rk

+ c
εk
rk
≤ c
(
1 +

εk
rk

)
.

Therefore, in this case, we have εk/rk →∞ as k →∞.
Since z0k ∈ ∂ΣA

εk
, a point z ∈ Rd satisfies z0k + rkz ̸∈ ΣA

εk
if and only if

(6.6)

»
A−1

3 (z0k + rkz)(y
0
k + rky) · (y0k + rky)−

»
A−1

3 (z0k)y
0
k · y0k

rk
> 0 .

To proceed, we must analyze the behavior of (6.6) as k →∞.
We define the function Ψ : Rd → R as

Ψ(z) =
»
A−1

3 (z)y · y .

It follows that
Ψ(z) = εk, for every z ∈ ∂ΣA

εk
.

Moreover, the gradient of Ψ is given by

∇Ψ(z) =
(0, A−1

3 (z)y)

Ψ(z)
+
G(z)

Ψ(z)
,

where the function G : Rd → Rd is given by

G(z) =
1

2

( n∑
i,j=1

∂zℓbi,j(z)yiyj
)
ℓ=1,...,d

, with A−1
3 (z) = (bi,j(z))i,j=1,...,n.

As a result, Ψ ∈ C0,1(B1) ∩ C1(B1 \ Σ0), and it satisfies ∥∇Ψ∥L∞(B1) ≤ cL. Next we show that, for
every z ∈ Rd, it holds

(6.7)
Ψ(z0k + rkz)−Ψ(z0k)

rk
−
A−1

3 (z0k)y
0
k

Ψ(z0k)
· y → 0, as k →∞.

By the mean value theorem, there exists a point z∗k = (x∗k, y
∗
k) ∈ Rd of the form z∗k = z0k + θkrkz with

θk ∈ [0, 1], such that

(6.8)
Ψ(z0k + rkz)−Ψ(z0k)

rk
= ∇Ψ(z∗k) · z =

A−1
3 (z∗k)y

∗
k

Ψ(z∗k)
· y +

G(z∗k)

Ψ(z∗k)
· z .

Using (1.5), we estimate

(6.9)
∣∣∣G(z∗k)
Ψ(z∗k)

· z
∣∣∣ ≤ cL|y∗k| ≤ cL(|y0k|+ crk) ≤ c(εk + rk) ,
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and ∣∣∣A−1
3 (z∗k)y

∗
k

Ψ(z∗k)
−
A−1

3 (z0k)y
0
k

Ψ(z0k)

∣∣∣ ≤ ∣∣∣A−1
3 (z∗k)y

∗
k

Ψ(z∗k)
−
A−1

3 (z0k)y
∗
k

Ψ(z0k)

∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣A−1
3 (z0k)y

∗
k

Ψ(z0k)
−
A−1

3 (z0k)y
0
k

Ψ(z0k)

∣∣∣
≤
∣∣∣A−1

3 (z∗k)y
∗
k

Ψ(z∗k)
−
A−1

3 (z0k)y
∗
k

Ψ(z∗k)

∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣A−1
3 (z0k)y

∗
k

Ψ(z∗k)
−
A−1

3 (z0k)y
∗
k

Ψ(z0k)

∣∣∣+ c

εk
|y∗k − y0k|

≤ c|z∗k − z0k|
|y∗k|
|Ψ(z∗k)|

+ c|y∗k|
∣∣∣Ψ(z0k)−Ψ(z∗k)

|Ψ(z0k)||Ψ(z∗k)|

∣∣∣+ c
rk
|εk|
≤ crk + c

rk
εk
.

(6.10)

By combining (6.8), (6.9), and (6.10), we obtain∣∣∣Ψ(z0k + rkz)−Ψ(z0k)

rk
−
A−1

3 (z0k)y
0
k

Ψ(z0k)
· y
∣∣∣ ≤ c(rk + εk +

rk
εk

)→ 0 ,

since rk/εk → 0. This completes the proof of (6.7).
Since z0k ∈ B1, we can define, up to subsequences,

ē = lim
k→∞

A−1
3 (z0k)y

0
k

|A−1
3 (z0k)y

0
k|
∈ Sn−1, and Πē = {z = (x, y) | ē · y > 0}.

We claim that Ω∞ = Πē, which corresponds to a half-space.
Fix z ∈ Πē. Suppose by contradiction that (6.6) does not hold. Then, by (6.7), we have

0 ≥
Ψ(z0k)

|A−1
3 (z0k)y

0
k|
Ψ(z0k + rkz)−Ψ(z0k)

rk
= o(1) +

A−1
3 (z0k)y

0
k

|A−1
3 (z0k)y

0
k|
· y → ē · y > 0 ,

where we used that, by the uniform ellipticity condition,

λ

Λ
1
2

≤
Ψ(z0k)

|A−1
3 (z0k)y

0
k|
≤ Λ

λ
1
2

.

Therefore we reach a contradiction, and we infer that Πē ⊂ Ω∞.
Now, fix z ∈ Rd \Πē, that is, such that ē · y < 0 and assume that (6.6) holds. Then,

0 ≤
Ψ(z0k)

|A−1
3 (z0k)y

0
k|
Ψ(z0k + rkz)−Ψ(z0k)

rk
→ ē · y < 0 ,

which is a contradiction. Hence Ω∞ ⊂ Πē and the claim is proved.
Finally, let us consider Case 3. Recall that in this case z̃k = (xk, 0), and |yk| ≤ crk. Moreover, we

note that

εk < |A
− 1

2
3 (zk)yk| ≤ λ−

1
2 |yk| ≤ crk .

Thus we define the following limits

(x̄, 0) = lim
k→∞

(xk, 0), Ā = A(x̄, 0) = lim
k→∞

A(z̃k), ε̄ = lim
k→∞

εk
rk
∈ [0,∞) .
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We claim that Ω∞ = Rd \ ΣĀ
ε̄ . Let us fix z ∈ Rd \ ΣĀ

ε̄ , that is, such that Ā−1
3 y · y > ε̄2. Assume by

contradiction that z̃k + rkz ∈ ΣA
εk

, that is,

A−1
3 (z̃k + rkz)rky · rky ≤ ε2k .

Dividing the previous inequality by r2k and taking the limit as k →∞, we obtain

ε̄2 < Ā−1
3 y · y ≤ ε̄2 ,

a contradiction. Thus Rd \ ΣĀ
ε̄ ⊆ Ω∞. By performing similar computations, we get that every z ∈ ΣĀ

ε̄

does not belong to Ωk. Therefore, Ω∞ ⊆ Rd \ ΣĀ
ε̄ and the claim is proved.

To summarize, we have shown that

(6.11) Ω∞ =


Rd, in Case 1,
Πē, in Case 2,
Rd \ ΣĀ

ε̄ , in Case 3.

Step 3. Hölder estimates and convergence of the blow-up sequences.
Let us fix a compact set K ⊂ Rd. Then, for all z, z′ ∈ K ∩ Ωk, it holds

|vk(z)− vk(z′)| =
|(ηuk)(z̃k + rkz)− (ηuk)(z̃k + rkz

′)|
rαkMk

≤ |z − z′|α .

Therefore,

(6.12) [vk]C0,α(K∩Ωk) ≤ 1 .

Now, consider the sequence of points

ξk =
zk − z̃k
rk

.

Note that ξk ∈ Ωk, |ξk| ≤ c uniformly in k, and vk(ξk) = 0 for every k. Moreover, for any z ∈ K ∩Ω∞,
we have that z ∈ K ∩ Ωk for sufficiently large k. Therefore, by (6.12) we get

|vk(z)| = |vk(z)− vk(ξk)| ≤ |z − ξk|α ≤ c(K) ,

which implies that ∥vk∥C0,α(K∩Ω∞) ≤ c(K). Note that the constant c(K) only depends on the diameter
of K.

Hence, we can apply the Arzelá-Ascoli theorem to conclude that vk → v̄ uniformly in K. By a
standard diagonal argument, we extend v̄ to the entire Ω∞ and obtain that v̄ satisfies

(6.13) [v̄]C0,α(Ω∞) ≤ 1 .

Let us now show that wk → v̄ uniformly on compact sets. Fix a compact set K ⊂ Ω∞, so that
K ⊂ Ωk for sufficiently large k. We claim that

(6.14) sup
z∈K
|vk(z)− wk(z)| → 0 as k →∞.
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Let z ∈ K be fixed. Since z ∈ Ωk for large k, we have z̃k + rkz ∈ Bτ \ΣA
εk

for some τ < 4/5 depending
only on K. Thus, recalling also that |zk − z̃k| ≤ crk, we get

|vk(z)− wk(z)| =
|u(z̃k + rkz)||η(z̃k + rkz)− η(zk)|

rαkMk

≤
c∥u∥L∞(Bτ\ΣA

εk
)(|zk − z̃k|+ rk|z|)
rαkMk

≤ ck−1r1−α
k ,

where in the last inequality we used (6.3). Since α < 1, we immediately get (6.14). Therefore, since
vk → v̄ uniformly, we conclude that wk → v̄ uniformly as well.
Step 4. The limit function is not constant.
Let us consider the sequences of points

ξk =
zk − z̃k
rk

, ξ̂k =
ẑk − z̃k
rk

.

As already pointed out, ξk ∈ Ωk, |ξk| ≤ c uniformly in k, and vk(ξk) = 0 for every k. In fact, it also
holds ξ̂k ∈ Ωk for every k, and since |ξk − ξ̂k| = 1, we also have |ξ̂k| ≤ c uniformly in k. Thus there
exists ξ, ξ̂ ∈ Ω̄∞ such that ξk → ξ, ξ̂k → ξ̂ and ξ ̸= ξ̂.

Thanks to the local uniform convergence vk → v̄, it holds v̄(ξ) = 0. On the other hand, by (6.4)
(recall that rk = |zk − ẑk|) we get

|vk(ξ̂k)| = |vk(ξk)− vk(ξ̂k)| =
|ηuk(zk)− ηuk(ẑk)|

rαkMk
≥ 1

2
.

Also in this case we can pass to the limit an obtain v̄(ξ̂) ̸= 0, which implies that v̄ is not constant.
Step 5. The limit function is an entire solution to a homogeneous equation.
Let us denote Ak(z) = A(z̃k + rkz). Since z̃k ∈ B1, and A is continuous, up to subsequences we have

z̄ = lim
k→∞

z̃k and Ā = A(z̄) = lim
k→∞

Ak(z) ,

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

ρk(y) =


|ỹk + rky|
|ỹk|

, in Case 1 and Case 2,

|y|, in Case 3,

noticing that, in Case 1 and Case 2, rk/|ỹk| → 0, and thus ρk → 1 a.e. in every compact set K ⊂ Rd.
Let us fix ϕ ∈ C∞

c (Rd), and notice that for k large, spt(ϕ) ⊂ B1−z̃k
rk

. Since uk is solution to (1.13)
with ε = εk, we obtain that wk satisfiesˆ

Ωk

ρak(y)Ak(z)∇wk(z) · ∇ϕ(z) dz =
η(zk)r

2−α
k

Mk

ˆ
Ωk

ρak(y)f(z̃k + rkz)ϕ(z) dz

−
η(zk)r

1−α
k

Mk

ˆ
Ωk

ρak(y)F (z̃k + rkz) · ∇ϕ(z) dz .
(6.15)
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First, we prove that the right-hand side of (6.15) vanishes as k →∞. We compute∣∣∣ˆ
Ωk

ρak(y)f(z̃k + rkz)ϕ(z)dz
∣∣∣

≤
(ˆ

Ωk

ρak(y)|f(z̃k + rkz)|pdz
) 1

p
( ˆ

spt(ϕ)
ρak(y)|ϕ(z)|p

′
dz
) 1

p′

≤ c∥ϕ∥L∞(Rd)

( ˆ
Ωk

ρak(y)|f(z̃k + rkz)|pdz
) 1

p
.

By (6.2) and (6.3), and using that rk ≤ c|ỹk| in Case 1 and Case 2, we get( ˆ
Ωk

ρak(y)|f(z̃k + rkz)|pdz
) 1

p ≤ ck−1r
− d+a+

p

k Mk .

Therefore, ∣∣∣η(zk)r2−α
k

Mk

ˆ
Ωk

ρak(y)f(z̃k + rkz)ϕ(z)dz
∣∣∣ ≤ c∥ϕ∥L∞(Rd)k

−1r
2−α− d+a+

p

k → 0 ,

thanks to the assumption α ≤ 2− d+a+
p .

Performing similar computations, we see that∣∣∣η(zk)r1−α
k

Mk

ˆ
Ωk

ρak(y)F (z̃k + rkz) · ∇ϕ(z) dz
∣∣∣ ≤ c∥∇ϕ∥L2(Rd,ρakdz)

k−1r
1−α− d+a+

q

k → 0 ,

thanks to the assumption α ≤ 1− d+a+
q . Thus, the right hand side in (6.15) vanishes as k →∞.

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

(6.16)
ˆ
Ωk

ρak(y)Ak(z)∇wk(z) · ∇ϕ(z) dz ≤ δk(∥ϕ∥L∞(Rd) + ∥∇ϕ∥L2(Rd,ρakdz)
) .

We are now in position to show that the left hand side of (6.15) satisfies

(6.17)
ˆ
Ωk∩spt(ϕ)

ρakAk∇wk · ∇ϕdz →
ˆ
Ω∞∩spt(ϕ)

ρ̄a Ā∇v̄ · ∇ϕdz ,

where

ρ̄(y) =

®
1 in Case 1 and Case 2 ,
|y| in Case 3 .

First, we note that since uk ∈ H1,a(B1\ΣA
εk
), it follows that wk ∈ H1(Ωk, ρ

a
kdz). Fixing R > 0, by Step

3 we have that the sequence wk is uniformly bounded in L∞(Ωk∩B2R), and thus also in L2(Ωk∩B2R).
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Fix φ ∈ C∞
c (B2R) such that 0 ≤ φ ≤ 1 and φ = 1 in BR. Testing (6.16) with ϕ = wkφ

2 and using
(1.5), we obtainˆ

Ωk

ρakφ
2|∇wk|2 dz +

ˆ
Ωk

ρakwkφAk∇wk · ∇φdz ≤ cδk(∥φ2wk∥L∞(Rd) +

ˆ
Ωk

ρak|∇(φ2wk)|2 dz) .

By some standard computations we getˆ
Ωk

ρak|∇(φ2wk)|2 dz ≤ c
(
∥wk∥2L∞(Ωk∩B2R) +

ˆ
Ωk

ρakφ
2|∇wk|2 dz

)
,

and, by Hölder and Young inequalities,∣∣ ˆ
Ωk

ρakwkφAk∇wk · ∇φdz
∣∣ ≤ 1

2

ˆ
Ωk

ρakφ
2|∇wk|2 dz + c∥wk∥2L∞(Ωk∩B2R) .

Therefore, recalling that δk → 0 as k →∞, we getˆ
Ωk

ρakφ
2|∇wk|2 dz ≤ c∥wk∥2L∞(Ωk∩B2R) .

Using that {wk} is uniformly bounded in L∞(Ωk ∩ B2R), we obtain that {wk} is uniformly bounded
in H1(Ωk ∩BR, ρ

a
kdz).

Finally, arguing as in Lemma 4.7 with minor differences, and using that Ak(z)→ Ā, ρak → ρ̄a almost
everywhere, we conclude that (6.17) holds true and v̄ belongs to H1(Ω∞ ∩BR, ρ̄

adz) for every R > 0.
Summing up, we proved thatˆ

Ω∞

ρ̄aĀ∇v̄ · ∇ϕdz = 0 for every ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Rd) .

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

Case 1
−div(Ā∇v̄) = 0, in Rd ;

Case 2 ®
−div(Ā∇v̄) = 0, in Πē

Ā∇v̄ · ν = 0 on ∂Πē;

Case 3, if ε̄ = 0

−div(|y|aĀ∇v̄) = 0, in Rd ,

Case 3, if ε̄ > 0 ®
−div(|y|aĀ∇v̄) = 0 in Rd \ ΣĀ

ε̄ ,

Ā∇v̄ · ν = 0 on ΣĀ
ε̄ .

Step 6. Liouville theorems and contradiction.
From (6.13) we have that v̄ satisfies

|v̄(z)| ≤ C(1 + |z|)α,



ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS DEGENERATING ON LOWER DIMENSIONAL MANIFOLDS 57

for every z ∈ Ω∞, where α < min{α∗, 1}, by the assumption (1.8). By invoking appropriate Liouville-
type Theorems we get that v̄ 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 1.4.
Hence, we reach a contradiction, since v̄ is not constant by Step 4.

Thus, (6.1) holds with a constant C uniformly bounded in ε. The proof is complete. □

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)
®
−∆uε = λεuε, in Ω \ Σε,

∇uε · ν = 0, on ∂Σε ∩ Ω.

Theorem 1.3, i), which establishes local ε-stable Hölder estimates, extends naturally to equations like
(6.18), yielding

∥uε∥C0,α(K\Σε) ≤ Cλε∥uε∥L2(Ω\Σε),

for every α ∈ (0, 1) and compact set K ⊂ Ω. The constant C > 0 depends only on d, n, α, dist(K, ∂Ω).

6.2. Stable Schauder estimates.

Proof of Theorem 1.3, ii), stable C1,α-estimates. Let uε be a family of solutions to (1.13). Since the
weight |y|a is uniformly elliptic away from Σ0, well-known results in elliptic regularity imply that for
every 0 < ε ≪ 1 (so that ∂ΣA

ε ∩ B1 is of class C1,α being A ∈ C1,α, see Remark 3.2), there exists a
constant Cε (depending only on d, n, a, λ, Λ, p, α, L and ε) such that for any solution uε to (1.13)
the following estimate holds

(6.19) ∥uε∥C1,α(B1/2\ΣA
ε ) ≤ Cε

(
∥uε∥L2,a(B1\ΣA

ε ) + ∥f∥Lp,a(B1) + ∥F∥C0,α(B1)

)
.

Our goal is to show that Cε remains uniformly bounded as ε→ 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 εk and uk such that εk → 0 as
k →∞, the functions uk are non trivial, satisfy (1.13) with ε = εk and it holds that

(6.20) ∥uk∥C1,α(B1/2\ΣA
εk

) ≥ k
(
∥uk∥L2,a(B1\ΣA

εk
) + ∥f∥Lp,a(B1) + ∥F∥C0,α(B1)

)
.

Consider ζk ∈ B1/2 \ ΣA
εk

such that

1

2
∥∇uk∥L∞(B1/2\ΣA

εk
) ≤ |∇uk(ζk)| ,
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and compute

|∇uk(ζk)|2 =
( ˆ

B1/2\ΣA
εk

|y|adz
)−1
ˆ
B1/2\ΣA

εk

|y|a|∇uk(ζk)|2dz

≤ c
(ˆ

B1/2\ΣA
εk

|y|a|∇uk(z)−∇uk(ζk)|2dz +
ˆ
B1/2\ΣA

εk

|y|a|∇uk|2dz
)

≤ c
(
[∇uk]2C0,α(B1/2\ΣA

εk
) +

ˆ
B1/2\ΣA

εk

|y|a|∇uk|2dz
)
.

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

∥∇uk∥L∞(B1/2\ΣA
εk

) ≤ c
(
[∇uk]C0,α(B1/2\ΣA

εk
) + ∥uk∥L2,a(B1\ΣA

εk
) + ∥f∥Lp,a(B1) + ∥F∥C0,α(B1)

)
.

Therefore, by also applying Proposition 4.6, we deduce that inequality (6.20) implies the existence of
a constant c > 0, independent of k, such that

[∇uk]C0,α(B1/2\ΣA
εk

) ≥ c k
(
∥uk∥L2,a(B1\ΣA

εk
) + ∥f∥Lp,a(B1) + ∥F∥C0,α(B1)

)
.

Now, let η ∈ C∞
c (B3/4) be a function such that 0 ≤ η ≤ 1 and η = 1 on B1/2. We define

Mk = [∇(ηuk)]C0,α(B1\ΣA
εk

) ,

and observe that

(6.21) Mk ≥ [∇uk]C0,α(B1/2\ΣA
εk

) ≥ c k
(
∥uk∥L2,a(B1\ΣA

εk
) + ∥f∥Lp,a(B1) + ∥F∥C0,α(B1)

)
.

It is worth noting that, by combining (6.21) with Theorem 1.3, i), for every τ < 1 and β ∈ (0, 1) it
holds

(6.22) ∥uk∥C0,β(Bτ\ΣA
εk

) ≤ ck−1Mk .

Additionally, since ηuk ≡ 0 in B1 \B3/4, we also have

(6.23) ∥∇(ηuk)∥L∞(B1\ΣA
εk

) ≤ cMk .

As a consequence of (6.21), (6.22), and (6.23), we immediately infer that

(6.24) ∥ηA∇uk + ηF∥C0,α(B1\ΣA
εk

) ≤ cMk .

Crucially, the boundary condition satisfied by uk on ∂ΣA
εk

gives us an estimate on the y-components
of the field ηA∇uk + ηF . In fact, by Lemma A.2 and (6.24), for every point z∗k ∈ ∂ΣA

εk
∩ B1 and for

every i = 1, . . . , n, it holds

(6.25) |(ηA∇uk + ηF )(z∗k) · eyi | ≤ c εαk∥ηA∇uk + ηF∥C0,α(B1\ΣA
εk

) ≤ c εαkMk.

Next, consider two sequences of points zk = (xk, yk), ẑk = (x̂k, ŷk) ∈ B1 \ ΣA
εk

such that

(6.26)
|∇(ηuk)(zk)−∇(ηuk)(ẑk)|

|zk − ẑk|α
≥ 1

2
Mk .
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Without loss of generality, we can always assume that zk ∈ B3/4. Let rk = |zk − ẑk|. Unlike the proof
of Theorem 1.3, i), establishing that rk → 0 as k → ∞ is not straightforward here, so we have to
proceed more carefully. Let us denote dk = dist(zk, ∂Σ

A
εk
). From now on, we distinguish three cases.

Case 1:
dk
rk
→∞ as k →∞ ,

Case 2:
dk
rk
≤ c uniformly in k , and

|yk|
rk
→∞ as k →∞ .

Case 3:
|yk|
rk
≤ c uniformly in k .

We refer to the proof of Theorem 1.3, i) for remarks on these cases. We recall that dk ≤ |yk|, and we
note that in Case 1 and Case 2, rk → 0.

Let z0k = (x0k, y
0
k) denote a chosen projection of zk onto ∂ΣA

εk
, and define

z̃k =


zk, in Case 1,
z0k, in Case 2
(xk, 0) in Case 3.

We observe that, by construction, |zk − z̃k| ≤ crk. Moreover, in Case 2 and Case 3 it holds

|z0k| ≤ |zk|+ dk ≤
3

4
+ crk ,

so that for sufficiently large k there exists τ < 4/5 such that z0k ∈ Bτ \ ΣA
εk

.
As done in Theorem 1.3, i) let us define the sequence of domains

Ωk =
B1 \ ΣA

εk
− z̃k

rk

and the limit domain Ω∞ as in (6.5). Next we introduce the points

ξk =
zk − z̃k
rk

.

Notice that ξk ∈ Ωk for every k, and |ξk| ≤ c. Thus, up to subsequences, ξk → ξ ∈ Ω̄∞.
Finally, we introduce the sequences of functions

vk(z) =
η(z̃k + rkz)(uk(z̃k + rkz)− uk(zk))− η(zk)∇uk(zk) · rk(z − ξk)

r1+α
k Mk

, for z ∈ Ωk ,

and
wk(z) =

η(z̃k)(uk(z̃k + rkz)− uk(zk))− Pk · rk(z − ξk)
r1+α
k Mk

, for z ∈ Ωk .

where

Pk =


η(zk)∇uk(zk), in Case 1,
η(z0k)∇uk(z0k), in Case 2,
A−1(z̃k)((ηA∇uk)1(z0k)− (ηF )2(z

0
k)), in Case 3.
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Thanks to (6.21), (6.22), and (6.23), we readily infer

(6.27) |Pk| ≤ ∥∇(ηuk)∥L∞(B1\ΣA
εk

) + c∥uk∥L∞(Bτ\ΣA
εk

) + c∥F∥L∞(B1) ≤ cMk ,

where, in Case 2 and Case 3, we used that z0k ∈ Bτ \ ΣA
εk

for some τ < 4/5.
Step 2. Hölder gradient estimates and convergence of vk.

Let K ⊂ Rd be a compact set. For every z, z′ ∈ K ∩ Ωk, it holds

|∇vk(z)−∇vk(z′)| ≤
|∇(ηuk)(z̃k + rkz)−∇(ηuk)(z̃k + rkz

′)|
rαkMk

+
|u(zk)||∇η(z̃k + rkz)−∇η(z̃k + rkz

′)|
rαkMk

≤ |z − z′|α + c
∥u∥L∞(B3/4\ΣA

εk
)

Mk
r1−α
k |z − z′| ≤ (1 + ck−1|z − z′|1−α)|z − z′|α ,

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

[∇vk]C0,α(K∩Ωk) ≤ 2 .

Since vk(ξk) = ∇vk(ξk) = 0, arguing as in Step 3 of the proof of Theorem 1.3, i), we deduce that for
every compact set K ⊂ Rd, there exists a constant c(K), depending only on the diameter of K, such
that

∥vk∥C1,α(K∩Ω∞) ≤ c(K) .

Therefore, employing Arzelá-Ascoli theorem and using a standard diagonal argument, we conclude
that, for every γ ∈ (0, α), vk → v̄ in C1,γ

loc (Ω∞) and satisfies

(6.28) |v̄(z)| ≤ c(1 + |z|1+α).

Step 3. Convergence of wk.
First, we show that for sufficiently large k, there exists a constant c > 0 such that

(6.29)
|η(zk)∇uk(zk)− Pk|

rαkMk
≤ c .

In Case 1, this result is straightforward. In Case 2, recall that zk, z0k ∈ Bτ \ ΣA
εk

for some τ < 4/5

and |zk − z0k| ≤ crk. By (6.22) and (6.23), we have

(6.30)

|(η∇uk)(zk)− (η∇uk)(z0k)|
rαkMk

≤
|∇(ηuk)(zk)−∇(ηuk)(z0k)|

rαkMk
+
|(uk∇η)(zk)− (uk∇η)(z0k)|

rαkMk

≤
|zk − z0k|α

rαk
+ c
∥uk∥C0,α(Bτ\ΣA

εk
)

Mk

|zk − z0k|α

rαk
≤ c .

For Case 3, note first that |z0k − z̃k| ≤ dk + |yk| ≤ crk, εk ≤ crk, and

A−1(z̃k)(ηA∇uk)(z0k)− Pk = (ηA∇uk + ηF )2(z
0
k).
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Therefore, using (6.30), (6.23) and (6.25), we have

|(η∇uk)(zk)− Pk|
rαkMk

≤
|(η∇uk)(zk)− (η∇uk)(z0k)|

rαkMk
+
|A−1(z0k)−A−1(z̃k)||(ηA∇uk)(z0k)|

rαkMk

+
|A−1(z̃k)(ηA∇uk)(z0k)− Pk|

rαkMk
≤ c
(
1 +
|(ηA∇uk + ηF )2(z

0
k)|

rαkMk

)
≤ c
(
1 +

(εk
rk

)α)
≤ c .

Thus, in all three cases, (6.29) is satisfied.
As a consequence, up to subsequences we can define

(6.31) V = lim
k→∞

η(zk)∇uk(zk)− Pk

rαkMk
and w̄(z) = v̄(z)− V · (z − ξ) .

where ξ ∈ Ω̄∞ is such that ξk → ξ. To conclude, we show that for every compact set K ⊂ Ω∞, we
have wk → w̄ uniformly on K. Indeed, we have

sup
z∈K
|vk(z)− V · (z − ξ)− wk(z)| ≤

|η(z̃k + rkz)− η(z̃k)||uk(z̃k + rkz)− uk(zk)|
r1+α
k Mk

+
∣∣∣η(zk)∇uk(zk)− Pk

rαkMk
− V

∣∣∣|z − ξk|+ |V ||ξ − ξk|
≤ c

(
∥uk∥C0,α(Bτ\ΣA

εk
)

Mk
+ o(1)

)
≤ c(k−1 + o(1))→ 0 .

Finally, we note that by (6.28) and (6.31), it follows that

(6.32) |w̄(z)| ≤ c(1 + |z|1+α) .

Step 4. The limit function is not linear.
Let us consider the sequences of points

ξk =
zk − z̃k
rk

, ξ̂k =
ẑk − z̃k
rk

.

As previously noted, ξk ∈ Ωk, |ξk| ≤ c uniformly in k, ξk → ξ ∈ Ω̄∞ and vk(ξk) = ∇vk(ξk) = 0 for
every k. In fact, it also holds that ξ̂k ∈ Ωk for every k, and since |ξk − ξ̂k| = 1, we have |ξ̂k| ≤ c

uniformly in k. Therefore, there exists ξ̂ ∈ Ω̄∞ such that ξ̂k → ξ̂ and ξ ̸= ξ̂.
Thanks to the local uniform convergence ∇vk → ∇v̄ (see Step 3 ), it holds v̄(ξ) = ∇v̄(ξ) = 0. On

the other hand, by (6.26) (recall that rk = |zk − ẑk|) we get

|∇vk(ξ̂k)| ≥
|∇(ηuk)(zk)−∇(ηuk)(ẑk)|

rαkMk
− |u(zk)||∇η(zk)−∇η(ẑk)|

rαkMk
≥ 1

2
− ck−1 >

1

4
.

Also in this case we can pass to the limit and obtain ∇v̄(ξ̂) ̸= 0, which implies that ∇v̄ is not constant.
Therefore, by (6.31), we conclude that ∇w̄ is also not constant.
Step 5. rk → 0 in Case 3.
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By contradiction, let us suppose that, up to a subsequences, rk → r̄ ∈ (0, 2]. Since r̄ > 0, it is
straightforward to see that Ω∞ = B1/r̄(ς) for some ς ∈ Rd. Let K be a compact set, K ⊂ Ω∞. For
every z ∈ K, using (6.22) we compute

∣∣∣η(z̃k + rkz)(uk(z̃k + rkz)− uk(zk))
r1+α
k Mk

∣∣∣ ≤ 2
∥u∥L∞(B3/4\ΣA

εk
)

r1+α
k Mk

≤ ck−1 ,

where in the last inequality we used that rk ≥ c > 0 for sufficiently large k. Moreover, by (6.22) and
(6.23), we have ∣∣∣η(zk)∇uk(zk)

rαkMk

∣∣∣ ≤ c

r̄α
≤ c .

Thus, recalling the definition of vk and thanks to Step 2, we infer that

v̄(z) = −W · (z − ξ) ,

for some W ∈ Rd. This is in contradiction with the fact that v̄ has not constant gradient by Step 4
and then we conclude that rk → 0.

At this point, arguing exactly as in Theorem 1.3, i), Step 2, the limit domain Ω∞ is defined by
(6.11).

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

Let us denoteAk(z) = A(z̃k+rkz). Since z̃k ∈ B3/4, andA is continuous, we have, up to subsequences

z̄ = (x̄, ȳ) = lim
k→∞

(x̃k, ỹk) and Ā = A(z̄) = lim
k→∞

Ak(z) ,

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

ρk(y) =


|ỹk + rky|
|ỹk|

, in Case 1 and Case 2,

|y|, in Case 3,

noting that, in Case 1 and Case 2, ρk → 1 uniformly on every compact set K ⊂ Rd as k →∞.
Let us fix ϕ ∈ C∞

c (Rd), and observe that for sufficiently large k, spt(ϕ) ⊂ B1−z̃k
rk

. Since uk is solution
to (1.13), we find that wk satisfies

(6.33)
ˆ
Ωk

ρak(y)Ak(z)∇wk(z) · ∇ϕ(z) dz = I1 − I2 − I3 − I4 ,
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where

I1 =
r1−α
k

Mk

ˆ
Ωk

ρak(y)η(z̃k)f(z̃k + rkz)ϕ(z) dz ,

I2 =
r−α
k

Mk

ˆ
Ωk

ρak(y)η(z̃k)
(
F (z̃k + rkz)− F (z̃k)

)
· ∇ϕ(z) dz ,

I3 =
r−α
k

Mk

ˆ
Ωk

ρak(y)(A(z̃k + rkz)−A(z̃k))Pk · ∇ϕ(z) dz ,

I4 =
r−α
k

Mk

ˆ
Ωk

ρak(y)(A(z̃k)Pk + η(z̃k)F (z̃k)) · ∇ϕ(z) dz .

Following the same argument as in Step 5 of the proof of Theorem 1.3, i), we observe that as k →∞,

|I1| ≤ c∥ϕ∥L∞(Rd)k
−1r

1−α− d+a+
p → 0 ,

due to the assumption α ≤ 1− d+a+
p .

Next, using (6.21), we find that as k →∞,

|I2| ≤
r−α
k

Mk

ˆ
Ωk∩spt(ϕ)

ρak(y)
∣∣F (z̃k + rkz)− F (z̃k)

∣∣|∇ϕ(z)| dz
≤ ∥∇ϕ∥L1(Rd,ρakdz)

∥F∥C0,α(B1)

Mk
≤ ck−1 → 0 .

For I3, using (6.27), we obtain

|I3| ≤
r−α
k

Mk

ˆ
Ωk∩spt(ϕ)

ρak(y)|A(z̃k + rkz)−A(z̃k)||Pk||∇ϕ(z)| dz

≤ ∥∇ϕ∥L1(Rd,ρakdz)
Lr1−α

k

|Pk|
Mk
≤ cr1−α

k → 0 .

Finally, it remains to prove that I4 vanishes as k →∞.
Let us first examine Case 1. Here, recall that z̃k = zk, rk/|yk| → 0, ρak → 1, and Ω∞ = Rd. Notice

that |yk + rky| ≥ c|yk| for sufficiently large k. Using this, we estimate

|∇ρak(y)| =
∣∣∣arkρak(y)(yk + rky)

|yk + rky|2
∣∣∣ ≤ c rk|yk|ρak(y) .

Moreover, we know that spt(ϕ) ⊂⊂ Ωk for sufficiently large k. Integrating by parts, we obtain

|I4| =
r−α
k

Mk

∣∣∣ ˆ
spt(ϕ)

ρak(y)(ηA∇uk + ηF )(zk) · ∇ϕ(z) dz
∣∣∣

=
r−α
k

Mk

∣∣∣ ˆ
spt(ϕ)

∇ρak(y) · (ηA∇uk + ηF )(zk)ϕ(z) dz
∣∣∣ ≤ c∥ϕ∥L∞(Rd)

r1−α
k

|yk|Mk
|(ηA∇uk + ηF )2(zk)| .
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As pointed out in Theorem 1.3, i), Step 1, there exists Zk = (xk, Yk) ∈ ∂ΣA
εk

such that |Yk| < |yk| and
yk · Yk = |yk||Yk|. Moreover, it holds

dk ≤ |zk − Zk| ≤ |yk| ,
and, by construction, Zk ∈ B3/4. By using (6.25) and (6.24), we get

|(ηA∇uk + ηF )2(zk)| ≤ |(ηA∇uk + ηF ))(zk)− (ηA∇uk + ηF )(Zk)|+ |(ηA∇uk + ηF )2(Zk)|
≤Mk|zk − Zk|α + cMkε

α
k ≤ cMk|yk|α .

As a consequence we have

|I4| ≤ c
( rk
|yk|

)1−α
→ 0 as k →∞ ,

as needed.
Let us now turn to Case 2. Here, recall that z̃k = z0k, where z0k is such that dk = dist(zk, ∂Σ

A
εk
) =

|zk − z0k| ≤ crk, |yk|/rk → ∞ and ρak → 1. Additionally, since |yk| ≤ |zk − z0k| + |y0k| ≤ crk + |y0k|, it
follows that both |y0k|/rk →∞ and εk/rk →∞ in this case.

Integrating by parts we find

I4 =
r−α
k

Mk

ˆ
Ωk

∇ρak(y) · (ηA∇uk + ηF )2(z
0
k)ϕ(z) dz

+
r−α
k

Mk

ˆ
∂Ωk

ρak(y)(ηA∇uk + ηF )(z0k) · ν(z0k + rkz)ϕ(z) dz ,

where ν(z) is the normal vector to ∂ΣA
εk

. Using (6.25) and arguing as in Case 1, we readily obtain∣∣∣r−α
k

Mk

ˆ
Ωk

∇ρak(y) · (ηA∇uk + ηF )2(z
0
k)ϕ(z) dz

∣∣∣ ≤ c∥ϕ∥L∞(Rd)

( rk
|yk|

)1−α
→ 0.

Next, using that uk satisfy a conormal boundary condition on ∂Ωk, we compute

(ηA∇uk + ηF )(z0k) · ν(z0k + rkz) = (ηA∇uk + ηF )(z0k) · (ν(z0k + rkz)− ν(z0k))
= (ηA∇uk + ηF )2(z

0
k) · (N(z0k + rkz)−N(z0k))

+ (ηA∇uk + ηF )(z0k) · (ν̃(z0k + rkz)− ν̃(z0k)) ,

where N(z) and ν̃(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) ∥uε∥C1,α′ (B1/2\ΣA
ε ) ≤ C

(
∥uε∥L2,a(B1\ΣA

ε ) + ∥f∥Lp,a(B1) + ∥F∥C0,α(B1)

)
,

with a suboptimal exponent α′ < α. Then, at this point of the proof, using (6.24), (6.25) and Lemma
A.1, that is, ∥N∥C0,1(∂ΣA

εk
∩B1) ≤ cε

−1
k and ∥ν̃∥C0,α(∂ΣA

εk
∩B1) ≤ c, we would obtain

(6.35) |(ηA∇uk + ηF )(z0k) · ν(z0k + rkz)| ≤ cMk
rk

ε1−α
k

+ cMkr
α
k ,
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which implies that∣∣∣r−α′

k

Mk

ˆ
∂Ωk

ρak(y)(ηA∇uk + ηF )(z0k) · ν(z0k + rkz)ϕ(z) dz
∣∣∣ ≤ c∥ϕ∥L∞(Rd)

((rk
εk

)1−α′

+ rα−α′

k

)
→ 0 .

Therefore, we conclude that |I4| → 0, as required. From this point on, we can complete the proof of
the theorem and obtain stable C1,α′ estimates. This, in turn, implies a uniform L∞ bound for ∇uk in
B3/4 \ Σεk .

We can now return to our previous computation with α′ = α. Thanks to (6.34) and (6.3), we get

∥ηA∇uk + ηF∥L∞(B1) ≤ ck
−1Mk .

Thus we can improve (6.35) and get

|(ηA∇uk + ηF )(z0k) · ν(z0k + rkz)| ≤ cMk
rk

ε1−α
k

+ cMkk
−1rαk .

As a consequence,∣∣∣r−α
k

Mk

ˆ
∂Ωk

ρak(y)(ηA∇uk + ηF )(z0k) · ν(z0k + rkz)ϕ(z) dz
∣∣∣ ≤ c∥ϕ∥L∞(Rd)

((rk
εk

)1−α
+ k−1

)
→ 0 ,

and we can conclude that |I4| → 0.

Finally, we address Case 3. Recall that z̃k = (xk, 0), ρk = |y|, and εk ≤ c|yk| ≤ crk. Let us call

I ′4 =
r−α
k

Mk

ˆ
Ωk

|y|a(A(z̃k)Pk + (ηF )(z0k)) · ∇ϕ(z) dz .

We have ∣∣∣I4 − I ′4∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣r−α
k

Mk

ˆ
Ωk

|y|a((ηF )(z̃k)− (ηF )(z0k)) · ∇ϕ(z) dz
∣∣∣

≤ c∥∇ϕ∥L1(Rd,|y|adz)
∥F∥C0,α(B1)

Mk
|z̃k − z0k|αr−α

k ≤ ck−1 → 0 ,

where we used that in Case 3 it holds

|z̃k − z0k| ≤ |z̃k − zk|+ |zk − z0k| = |yk|+ dk ≤ crk .

Due to our choice of Pk, an integration by parts yields

I ′4 =
r−α
k

Mk

ˆ
Ωk

|y|a(ηA∇uk + ηF )1(z
0
k) · ∇ϕ(z) dz

=
r−α
k

Mk

ˆ
∂Ωk

|y|a(ηA∇uk + ηF )1(z
0
k) · ν(z̃k + rkz)ϕ(z) dz .
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Recall that at a point z ∈ ∂ΣA
εk

, the normal vector is given by ν(z) = (0, N(z))+ ν̃(z), see (A.4), where
|ν̃(z)| ≤ cεk. Therefore, by (6.24), we get

|I ′4| ≤
r−α
k

Mk

ˆ
∂Ωk

|y|a|(ηA∇uk + ηF )1(z
0
k)||ν̃(z̃k + rkz)||ϕ(z)| dz

≤ c
(εk
rk

)
r1−α
k ∥ϕ∥L∞(Rd)

ˆ
spt(ϕ)∩∂Ωk

|y|a dz .

Notice that there exists R̄ > 0 such that

spt(ϕ) ∩ ∂Ωk = spt(ϕ) ∩
{»

A−1
3 (z̃k + rkz)y · y =

εk
rk

}
⊂ (Bd−n

R̄
× Rn) ∩

∂ΣA
εk
− z̃k

rk
.

Thus, denoting Ek = Bd−n
rkR̄

(−r−1
k z̃k)× Rn, we have

ˆ
spt(ϕ)∩∂Ωk

|y|a dz ≤
ˆ
(Bd−n

R̄
×Rn)∩

∂ΣA
εk

−z̃k
rk

|y|a dz = r1−d−a
k

ˆ
Ek∩∂ΣA

εk

|y|adz .

On the other hand, using Lemma A.3, iv) and performing the change of variables (x, τ) = Φ(z) (for
instance see [45, §11]), we obtainˆ

Ek∩∂Σεk

|τ |adσ(x, τ) =
ˆ
Ek∩∂ΣA

εk

(A−1
3 (z)y · y)

a
2 |det(Πεk ◦ J

⊤
Φ JΦ ◦Πεk)|dσ(z) ≥ c

ˆ
Ek∩∂ΣA

εk

|y|adσ(z) .

Summing up, we have thatˆ
spt(ϕ)∩∂Ωk

|y|a dz ≤ cr1−d−a
k

ˆ
Ek∩∂Σεk

|τ |adσ(x, τ) = cr1−n−a
k

ˆ
Bn

εk

|τ |adσ(τ) = c
(εk
rk

)a+n−1
.

Therefore
|I ′4| ≤ c

(εk
rk

)a+n
r1−α
k ≤ cr1−α

k → 0 ,

which implies that |I4| → 0 also in Case 3. Hence, the right hand side of (6.33) vanishes as k →∞.
From this point on, arguing as in Theorem 1.3, i), Step 5, we obtain that the left hand side of (6.15)

satisfies ˆ
Ωk∩spt(ϕ)

ρakAk∇wk · ∇ϕdz →
ˆ
Ω∞∩spt(ϕ)

ρ̄a Ā∇w̄ · ∇ϕdz ,

where

ρ̄(y) =

®
1 in Case 1 and Case 2 ,
|y| in Case 3 ,

and w̄ belongs to H1(Ω∞ ∩ BR, ρ̄
adz) for every R > 0. Hence, recalling the definition of the limit

domain Ω∞, see (6.11), we infer that w̄ is an entire solution to:
Case 1

−div(Ā∇w̄) = 0, in Rd ;
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Case 2 ®
−div(Ā∇w̄) = 0, in Πē

Ā∇w̄ · ν = 0 on ∂Πē;

Case 3, if ε̄ = 0

−div(|y|aĀ∇w̄) = 0, in Rd ,

Case 3, if ε̄ > 0 ®
−div(|y|aĀ∇w̄) = 0 in Rd \ ΣĀ

ε̄ ,

Ā∇w̄ · ν = 0 on ΣĀ
ε̄ .

Step 7. Liouville theorems and contradiction.
Since w̄ satisfies the growth condition (6.32), with 1 + α < min{2, α∗}, by the assumption (1.9), 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 1.4 in Case 3, we get that w̄ must be a linear function: this is a contradiction with
the Step 3, since ∇w̄ is not constant. Thus, (6.19) holds with a constant C uniformly bounded in ε.
Moreover, recalling (6.25), we get that (1.14) holds true. The proof is complete. □

Remark 6.2. In certain ranges of the parameters a and n, the exponent α∗ given by (1.7) can be
greater than 2 (see Remark 1.5). Hence, the regularity of solutions to (1.1) is expected to be higher
than C1,α (C2,α 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 ε with respect to domain perforation.

For a+ n ̸= 2 such that α∗ > 2, let us consider the family of functions

uε(x, y) := (a+ n)x21 − |y|2 +
2

2− a− n
εa+n|y|2−a−n,

which are solutions to ®
−div(|y|a∇uε) = 0, in B1 \ Σε,

∇uε · ν = 0, on ∂Σε ∩B1,

and satisfy ∥uε∥L∞(B1\Σε) ≤ c.
Fixed i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} such that i ̸= j, we compute

∂2yiyjuε(x, y) = −2(a+ n)εa+n|y|−2−a−nyiyj .

Let us fix the points

z1 =
ε√
2
(eyi + eyj ), z2 =

εβ√
2
(eyi + eyj ),

where β ∈ (0, 1). One has that z1, z2 ∈ B1/2 \ Σε. Then, for every α ∈ (0, 1), we have

|∂2yiyjuε(z1)− ∂
2
yiyjuε(z2)|

|z1 − z2|α
= (a+ n)

1− ε(a+n)(1−β)

εαβ|1− ε1−β|α
→∞ , as ε→ 0 ,

since 1− β > 0 and a+ n > 0. Then, we have proved that ε-uniform C2,α 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 1.1 and 1.2. Then, in
Theorem 7.4, we improve the regularity of axially symmetric solutions, achieving smoothness. Finally,
Proposition 7.6 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 matrix satisfying
(1.5) and (1.6) with constants 0 < λ ≤ λ∗ ≤ Λ∗ ≤ Λ. Let α∗ = α∗(n, a, λ∗/Λ∗) be defined as in (1.7).
Then the following points hold true:

i) Let p > (d+a+)/2, q > d+a+. Let α ∈ (0, 1) satisfying (1.8). Let A be C0 with ∥A∥L∞(B1) ≤ L,
f ∈ Lp,a(B1) and F ∈ Lq,a(B1)

d. Let u ∈ C0,α(B1) be a weak solution to (1.1) in B1. Then,
there exist a constant C > 0 depending only on d, n, a, λ, Λ, p, q α and L such that

∥u∥C0,α(B1/2)
≤ C

(
∥u∥L2,a(B1) + ∥f∥Lp,a(B1) + ∥F∥Lq,a(B1)

)
.

ii) Let p > d + a+. Let assume that α∗ > 1. Let α ∈ (0, 1) satisfying (1.9). Let A be C0,α with
∥A∥C0,α(B1) ≤ L, f ∈ Lp,a(B1) and F ∈ C0,α(B1). Let u ∈ C1,α(B1) be a weak solution to
(1.1) in B1 such that

(7.1) (A∇u+ F ) · eyi = 0, on Σ0 ∩B1, for every i = 1, . . . , n.

Then, there exist a constant C > 0 depending only on d, n, a, λ, Λ, p, α and L such that

∥u∥C1,α(B1/2)
≤ C

(
∥u∥L2,a(B1) + ∥f∥Lp,a(B1) + ∥F∥C0,α(B1)

)
.

We provide the proof only for the estimates in C1,α-spaces, as the proof for the other case follows
the same argument and is easier to establish.

Proof of Proposition 7.1, ii). The proof is similar to that of Theorem 1.3, ii), so we omit some details.
By contradiction, let us suppose that there exist sequences {uk}k, {fk}k, {Fk}k and {Ak}k, such

that Ak ∈ C0,α with ∥Ak∥C0,α(B1) ≤ L, fk ∈ Lp,a(B1), Fk ∈ C0,α(B1), and every uk is a weak solution
to

−div(|y|aAk∇uk) = |y|afk + div(|y|aFk), in B1,

which satisfies the boundary condition (7.1) and

∥uk∥C1,α(B1/2)
> k

(
∥uk∥L2,a(B1) + ∥fk∥Lp,a(B1) + ∥Fk∥C0,α(B1)

)
.

Let us fix a smooth cut-off function η ∈ C∞
c (B3/4) such that η = 1 in B1/2 and 0 ≤ η ≤ 1. Then,

arguing as in Step 1 in Theorem 1.3, ii), we have

Mk = [∇(ηuk)]C0,α(B1) ≥ [∇uk]C0,α(B1/2)
≥ ck

(
∥uk∥L2,a(B1) + ∥fk∥Lp,a(B1) + ∥Fk∥C0,α(B1)) .
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Take two sequences of points zk = (xk, yk), ẑk = (x̂k, ŷk) ∈ B1 such that

|∇(ηuk)(zk)−∇(ηuk)(ẑk)|
|zk − ẑk|α

≥ 1

2
Mk,

and define rk = |zk − ẑk|. Without loss of generality, we can assume that zk ∈ B3/4. From now on, we
distinguish two cases:

Case 1:
|yk|
rk
→∞ as k →∞ ,

Case 2:
|yk|
rk
≤ c uniformly in k .

Unlike the proofs of the stable estimates in Section 6, here we do not introduce any perforation around
Σ0. Consequently, we have only two blow-up regimes: in Case 1, the blow-up scale does not capture
Σ0, whereas in Case 2, it does.

Let ζk = (xk, 0) be the projection of zk onto Σ0. Let us define

z̃k = (x̃k, ỹk) =

®
zk, in Case 1,
ζk, in Case 2,

ξk =
zk − z̃k
rk

,

the sequence of rescaled domains

Ωk =
B1 − z̃k
rk

,

and the sequences of functions

vk(z) =
η(z̃k + rkz)

(
uk(z̃k + rkz)− uk(z̃k)

)
− η(zk)∇uk(zk) · rk(z − ξk)

r1+α
k Mk

, for z ∈ Ωk ,

wk(z) =
η(z̃k)(uk(z̃k + rkz)− uk(z̃k))− (η∇uk)(z̃k) · rkz

r1+α
k Mk

, for z ∈ Ωk ,

and set the limit blow-up domain Ω∞ as in (6.5).
By arguing as in Theorem 1.3, ii), Step 2 one has that [vk]C1,α(K∩Ωk) ≤ 2 and ∥vk∥C1,α(K∩Ωk) ≤ c(K)

for every compact set K ⊂ Rd. Therefore, by applying the Arzelá-Ascoli theorem, we infer that vk → v̄
in C1,γ

loc (Ω∞) for every γ ∈ (0, α) and

|v̄| ≤ c(1 + |z|1+α).

Moreover, employing a similar argument as in Theorem 1.3, ii), Step 3, it follows that also wk → v̄
uniformly on compact set of Ω∞. Next, repeating the argument of Theorem 1.3, ii), Step 4, Step 5,
we conclude that ∇v̄ is not constant and rk → 0, which immediately implies that Ω∞ = Rd in both
Case 1 and Case 2.

Finally, we prove that v̄ is an entire solution to a homogeneous equation with constant coefficients.
Since ∥Ak∥C0,α(B1) ≤ L, we have that Ak(z̃k + rkz)→ A(z̄) = Ā, which is a constant matrix satisfying
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(1.5) and z̄ = limk→∞ z̃k. Let us define

ρak(y) =


|yk + rky|a

|yk|a
, in Case 1,

|y|a, in Case 2.

Fixed ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Rd), we have thatˆ

Ωk

ρak(y)Ak(z̃k + rkz)∇wk(z) · ∇ϕ(z)dz = I1 − I2 − I3 − I4 ,

where

I1 =
r1−α
k

Mk

ˆ
Ωk

ρak(y)η(z̃k)fk(z̃k + rkz)ϕ(z)dz

I2 =
r−α
k

Mk

ˆ
Ωk

ρak(y)η(z̃k)
(
Fk(z̃k + rkz)− Fk(z̃k)

)
· ∇ϕ(z)dz

I3 =
r−α
k

Mk

ˆ
Ωk

ρak(y)η(z̃k)
(
Ak(z̃k + rkz)−Ak(z̃k)

)
∇uk(z̃k) · ∇ϕ(z)dz

I4 =
r−α
k

Mk

ˆ
Ωk

ρak(y)η(z̃k)
(
Ak∇uk + Fk

)
(z̃k) · ∇ϕ(z)dz .

The terms I1, I2 vanishes as k →∞ exactly as in Theorem 1.3, Step 6.
To show that the term I3 vanishes, we proceed in two steps, as in the proof of Theorem 1.3, ii), Step

6. First, we establish local C1,α′ estimates for some suboptimal α′ ∈ (0, α). Once this is done, we can
then obtain the regularity with the optimal exponent α, using as additional information a L∞ bound
for the gradient of the solutions. Hence, in the first step, we have

|I3| =
∣∣∣r−α′

k

Mk

ˆ
Ωk

ρak(y)η(z̃k)(Ak(z̃k + rkz)−Ak(z̃k))∇uk(z̃k) · ∇ϕ(z)dz
∣∣∣

≤
cLrα−α′

k (∥ηuk∥L∞(B1) + ∥∇(ηuk)∥L∞(B1))

Mk
≤ cLrα−α′

k → 0, as k →∞.

Next, restarting the proof with the optimal exponent α, a priori estimates with a suboptimal exponent
imply that ∥∇(ηuk)∥L∞(B1) ≤Mk/k and we can conclude in the following way

|I3| ≤
cL(∥ηuk∥L∞(B1) + ∥∇(ηuk)∥L∞(B1))

Mk
≤ cLk−1 → 0, as k →∞.

Finally, we show that the term I4 goes to zero. Let us consider the Case 1, recalling that z̃k = zk,
rk/|yk| → 0, ρak → 1 and ζk = (xk, 0) ∈ Σ0 ∩ B1. Arguing as in the proof of Theorem 1.3, ii), Step 6,
and using the boundary condition (7.1), we have that

|(ηAk∇uk + ηFk)2(zk)| = |(ηAk∇uk + ηFk)2(zk)− (ηAk∇uk + ηFk)2(ζk)| ≤ cMk|yk|α,
and thus

|∇ρak(y) · (ηAk∇uk + ηFk)(zk)| ≤ c
rk

|yk|1−α
Mk.
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Hence, by using the divergence theorem, one has that

|I4| =
r−α
k

Mk

∣∣∣ ˆ
Ωk

∇ρak(y) · (ηAk∇uk + ηFk)(zk)ϕ(z)dz
∣∣∣ ≤ c( rk|yk|

)1−α
→ 0, as k →∞.

In Case 2, since uk satisfies (7.1) and z̃k = (xk, 0), the divergence theorem allows us to conclude
directly that I4 = 0. In fact,ˆ

Ωk

ρak(y)(Ak∇uk + Fk)(z̃k) · ∇ϕ(z)dz = −
ˆ
Ωk

∇ρak(y) · (Ak∇uk + Fk)(z̃k)ϕ(z)dz = 0.

From this point on, arguing as in Theorem 1.3 i), Step 6, we obtain thatˆ
Ωk

ρak(y)Ak(z̃k + rkz)∇wk(z) · ∇ϕ(z)dz →
ˆ
Rd

ρ̄a(y)Ā∇v̄(z) · ∇ϕ(z)dz,

where

ρ̄(y) =

®
1, in Case 1,
|y|, in Case 2.

Then, we have proved that v̄ is an entire solution to

−div(Ā∇v̄) = 0, in Rd, in Case 1

and v̄ is an entire solution to

−div(|y|aĀ∇v̄) = 0, in Rd, in Case 2.

Finally, as in Theorem 1.3, ii), Step 7, by invoking appropriate Liouville type theorems we get a
contradiction and the thesis follows. □

7.2. Proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. We will prove Theorem 1.2 only, as the proof of Theorem 1.1
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 ∈ C1,α(B1), then u ∈ C1,α(B3/4) and satisfies (1.10) in
B3/4.

Let u be a weak solution to (1.1). By applying Lemma 4.7 there exists a family of functions
{uε}0<ε≪1, such that every uε is a weak solution to®

−div(|y|aA∇uε) = |y|af + div(|y|aF ), in B4/5 \ ΣA
ε

(A∇uε + F ) · ν = 0, on ∂ΣA
ε ∩B4/5,

and a sequence εk → 0 such that uεk → u in H1
loc(B4/5 \ Σ0).

By applying Theorem 1.3, ii) to the sequence {uεk}, combined with (4.5) and (4.4), we get

∥uεk∥C1,α(B3/4\ΣA
εk

) ≤ c
(
∥u∥L2,a(B1) + ∥f∥Lp,a(B1) + ∥F∥C0,α(B1)

)
,
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for some c > 0 depending only on d, n, a, λ, Λ, p, α and L. By using the Arzelá-Ascoli Theorem and
the a.e. convergence uεk → u, we get that uεk → u in C1,γ

loc (B3/4 \Σ0), for every γ ∈ (0, α). Moreover,
by taking z, z′ ∈ B3/4 \ Σ0 such that z ̸= z′, we have that

|∇u(z)−∇u(z′)|
|z − z′|α

= lim
εk→0+

|∇uεk(z)−∇uεk(z′)|
|z − z′|α

≤ c
(
∥u∥L2,a(B1) + ∥f∥Lp,a(B1) + ∥F∥C0,α(B1)

)
.

Hence, by taking the supremum, we get

[∇v]C0,α(B3/4\Σ0) = sup
z,z′∈B3/4\Σ0

|∇u(z)−∇u(z′)|
|z − z′|α

≤ c
(
∥u∥L2,a(B1) + ∥f∥Lp,a(B1) + ∥F∥C0,α(B1)

)
.

By continuity, we can extend v in the whole B3/4 in such a way that [∇v]C0,α(B3/4)
= [∇v]C0,α(B3/4\Σ0),

hence, we have that u ∈ C1,α(B3/4).
Further, let us prove that u satisfies the boundary condition (1.10). Fix z = (x, y) ∈ B3/4 \ Σ0 and

let zε be a chosen projection of z onto ∂ΣA
ε ∩B3/4. For every i = 1, . . . , n, by using (1.14), we get∣∣(A∇u+ F )(z) · eyi

∣∣ ≤ ∣∣(A∇u)(z)− (A∇uε)(z)
∣∣+ ∣∣(A∇uε + F )(z)− (A∇uε + F )(zε)

∣∣
+
∣∣(A∇uε + F )(zε) · eyi

∣∣
≤ Λ

∣∣∇u(z)−∇uε(z)∣∣+ c
(
∥u∥L2,a(B1) + ∥f∥Lp,a(B1) + ∥F∥C0,α(B1)

)(
|z − zε|α + εα

)
.

By taking the limit as ε→ 0+ in the previous ineqaulity, we get∣∣(A∇u+ F )(z) · eyi
∣∣ ≤ c(∥u∥L2,a(B1) + ∥f∥Lp,a(B1) + ∥F∥C0,α(B1)

)
|y|α,

therefore, by taking |y| → 0 it follows that (A∇u+ F )(x, 0) · eyi = 0, that is, (1.10) holds true.
Step 2. Finally, we prove that if A ∈ C0,α(B1), then u ∈ C1,α(B1/2), satisfies (1.11) and (1.10).

Let u be a weak solution to (1.1). For δ > 0, let {ρδ}δ>0 be a family of smooth mollifiers and let
us define Aδ = A ∗ ρδ. Choosing δ small enough, we have that Aδ ∈ C∞(B4/5), satisfies (1.5) and
∥Aδ∥C0,α(B4/5)

≤ ∥A∥C0,α(B1). By using the approximation Lemma 4.8, we have that there exists a
family {uδ} such that every uδ is a weak solution to

−div(|y|aAδ∇uδ) = |y|af + div(|y|aF ), in B4/5,

satisfies
∥uδ∥H1,a(B4/5)

≤ c(∥u∥H1,a(B1) + ∥f∥L2,a(B1) + ∥F∥L2,a(B1)),

and, up to consider a subsequence, uδ → u in H1,a(B4/5).
By applying Step 1, we have that uδ ∈ C1,α(B3/4) and satisfies (1.10). Hence, by using Proposition

7.1, ii), it follows that

(7.2) ∥uδ∥C1,α(B1/2)
≤ c
(
∥u∥L2,a(B1) + ∥f∥Lp,a(B1) + ∥F∥C0,α(B1)

)
,

for some c > 0, depending only on d, n, a, λ, Λ, p, α and L. Hence, we can apply the Arzelá-Ascoli
theorem to get that uδ → u in C1,γ(B1/2) (for every γ ∈ (0, α)) and passing to the limit as δ → 0 in
(7.2) we obtain that u satisfies (1.11). Moreover, by Step 1 every uδ satisfies (1.10), so u also satisfies
(1.10), and our statement follows. □
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7.3. Smoothness of axially symmetric solutions. In this section, we prove that axially symmetric
- with respect to Σ0 - 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 : B1 ⊂ Rd → R is axially symmetric in y (i.e. with
respect to Σ0) if there exists a function ũ : B+

1 ⊂ Rd−n+1 → R such that u(x, y) = ũ(x, |y|), where
B+

1 := Bd−n+1
1 ∩ {(x, r) ∈ Rd−n × R | r > 0} denotes the unitary upper half ball in Rd−n+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|a∇u) = 0, in B1,

if and only if the function ũ(x, r) is a weak solution to

(7.4)

{
−div(ra+n−1∇ũ) = 0, in B+

1 ,

lim
r→0

ra+n−1∂rũ = 0, on B1 ∩ {r = 0},

in the sense that ũ ∈ H1(B+
1 , r

a+n−1dxdr) and

ˆ
B+

1

ra+n−1∇ũ · ∇ϕdxdr = 0, for every ϕ ∈ C∞
c (B1) .

Proof. First, we notice that, by taking the spherical-in-y change of variable, one has
ˆ
B+

1

ra+n−1(ũ2 + |∇ũ|2)dxdr = cn

ˆ
Sn−1

ˆ
B+

1

ra+n−1(ũ2 + |∇ũ|2)dxdrdσ

= cn

ˆ
B1

|y|a(u2 + |∇u|2)dxdy,

where cn = |Sn−1|−1. Then, u ∈ H1,a(B1) if and only if ũ ∈ H1(B+
1 , r

a+n−1dxdr).
Next, let us suppose that u is a weak solution to (7.3). Fix ϕ̃ = ϕ̃(x, r) ∈ C∞

c (Bd−n+1
1 ) and call

ϕ(x, y) := ϕ̃(x, |y|). Then,
ˆ
B+

1

ra+n−1∇ũ · ∇ϕ̃ dxdr = cn

ˆ
Sn−1

ˆ
B+

1

ra+n−1∇ũ · ∇ϕ̃ dxdrdσ

= cn

ˆ
B1

|y|a∇u · ∇ϕdxdy = 0 .

Hence, ũ is a weak solution to (7.4).
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Instead, let us suppose that ũ is a weak solution to (7.4), fix ϕ = ϕ(x, y) ∈ C∞
c (B1) and define

ϕ̃(x, r) :=
´
Sn−1 ϕ(x, rσ)dσ. Then, one hasˆ

B1

|y|a∇u · ∇ϕdxdy =

ˆ
B+

1

ˆ
Sn−1

ra+n+1(∇xũ, ∂rũ) · (∇xϕ, ∂rϕ) dσdxdr

=

ˆ
B+

1

ra+n+1(∇xũ, ∂rũ) ·
(ˆ

Sn−1

(∇xϕ, ∂rϕ)dσ
)
dxdr

=

ˆ
B+

1

ra+n−1(∇xũ, ∂rũ) · (∇xϕ̃, ∂rϕ̃)dxdr = 0.

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 axially
symmetric in y weak solution to (7.3). Then, u ∈ C∞

loc(B1).

Proof. By definition u(x, y) = ũ(x, |y|), for some function ũ : B+
1 ⊂ Rd−n+1 → R and by using Lemma

7.3 one has that ũ = ũ(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 ũ ∈ C∞

loc(B
+
r ),

for every r ∈ (0, 1).
Next, by using [55, Lemma 7.3], the function ṽ(x, r) := r−1∂rũ(x, r) is a weak solution to{

−div(ra+n+1∇ṽ) = 0, in B+
3/4,

lim
r→0

ra+n+1∂rṽ = 0, on B3/4 ∩ {r = 0}.

Applying again Lemma 7.3, the function

v(x, y) := ṽ(x, |y|) = ∇u(x, y) · y
|y|2

,

is a weak solution to

(7.5) −div(|y|a+2∇v) = 0, in B3/4.

Next, we prove that ∇u ∈ L∞(B1/2). For every j = 1, . . . , d−n, Proposition 5.1 ensures that ∂xju is a
weak solution to (7.3). By using Theorem 1.1 we get that ∂xju ∈ C0,α(B1/2) and then ∂xju ∈ L∞(B1/2).
On the other hand, since u is an axially symmetric in y function, one has that

∇yu(x, y) = ∂rũ(x, |y|)
y

|y|
∈ L∞(B1/2),

so ∇u ∈ L∞(B1/2). Hence, we have proved that u ∈ C0,1(B1/2) ⊂ H1(B1/2) and we can rewrite
equation (7.3) as

(7.6) −∆u = av, in B1/2.

Since v is a weak solution to (7.5), by using Theorem 1.1 one has that v ∈ C0,α(B1/2) for some
α ∈ (0, 1). Then, by applying classical Schauder regularity theory to (7.6), we get that u ∈ C2,α(B1/3).



ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS DEGENERATING ON LOWER DIMENSIONAL MANIFOLDS 75

Resuming, we have shown that if u is an axially symmetric in y weak solution to (7.3), then u ∈
C2,α(B1/3). Therefore, since v is an axially symmetric in y weak solution to (7.5), we get that v ∈
C2,α′

(B1/3), for some α′ ∈ (0, 1) and, by using again classical Schauder regularity theory to (7.6),
this implies u ∈ C4,α′

(B1/4). By iterating this procedure and using a covering lemma our statement
follows. □

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 Σ0 in the case A = I. As discussed in Remark 4.2, the weak
formulation of equation (4.1), which holds across Σ0, implies the fact that the solutions formally
satisfy a homogeneous conormal condition on Σ0. In the mid-range a + n ∈ (0, 2), it is possible to
impose inhomogeneous conormal boundary conditions on Σ0.

Definition 7.5. Let 2 ≤ n < d and a+ n ∈ (0, 2). We say that u is a weak solution to

(7.7)

−div(|y|a∇u) = 0, in B1,

− lim
|y|→0

|y|a+n−1∇u · y
|y|

= g(x), on Σ0 ∩B1,

if u ∈ H1,a(B1) and satisfiesˆ
B1

|y|a∇u · ∇ϕdz = ωn

ˆ
Σ0∩B1

g(x)ϕ(x, 0)dx, for every ϕ ∈ C∞
c (B1),

where ωn = |Sn−1|.

Before stating the main result of this section, we first discuss the expected regularity for the solutions
of the equation. Specifically, the function |y|2−a−n solves equation (7.7) with g(x) = cost, and this
provides an upper bound on the regularity. In particular, when a + n ∈ (1, 2), we expect Hölder
continuity of solutions, and when a + n ∈ (0, 1), we expect Hölder continuity of their gradient. Let
us remark that |y|2−a−n also solves the homogeneous Dirichlet problem (9.1) whenever a+ n < 2, see
Section 9.

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(Σ0 ∩B1), with p > d−n
2−a−n and α ∈ (0, 2− a−n− d−n

p ]∩ (0, 1). Then, u ∈ C0,α
loc (B1)

and there exists a constant C > 0 depending only on d, n, a, p and α such that

∥u∥C0,α(B1/2)
≤ C

(
∥u∥L2,a(B1) + ∥g∥Lp(Σ0∩B1)

)
.

ii) Let us suppose that a + n ∈ (0, 1). Let g ∈ Lp(Σ0 ∩ B1), with p > d−n
1−a−n and α ∈ (0, 1 − a −

n− d−n
p ]. Then, u ∈ C1,α

loc (B1) and there exists a constant C > 0 depending only on d, n, a, p
and α such that

∥u∥C1,α(B1/2)
≤ C

(
∥u∥L2,a(B1) + ∥g∥Lp(Σ0∩B1)

)
.
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iii) Let us suppose that a + n ∈ (0, 1) and let α ∈ (0, 1 − a − n). Let g ∈ C0,α(Σ0 ∩ B1). Then,
u ∈ C1,α

loc (B1) and there exists a constant C > 0 depending only on d, n, a and α such that

∥u∥C1,α(B1/2)
≤ C

(
∥u∥L2,a(B1) + ∥g∥C0,α(Σ0∩B1)

)
.

Proof. We provide the proof of iii) only, as the proofs of i) and ii) follow from the same arguments.
Let us consider the weak solution ũ1 = ũ1(x, r) : B

+
1 ⊂ Rd−n+1 → R to

−div(ra+n−1∇ũ1) = 0, in B+
1 ,

− lim
r→0

ra+n−1∂rũ1 = g(x), on B1 ∩ {r = 0},

ũ1 = 0, on ∂B1 ∩ {r > 0}.

By [55, Theorem 8.4], it follows that ∂rũ1 = 0 on Σ0 ∩B1 and

∥ũ1∥C1,α(B+
1/2

) ≤ C∥g∥C0,α(Σ0∩B1),

where C > 0 depends only on d, n, a and α. Hence, by applying Lemma 7.3 with a minor modification,
one has that u1(x, y) := ũ1(x, |y|) is an axially symmetric in y solution to

−div(|y|a∇u1) = 0, in B1,

− lim
|y|→0

|y|a+n−1∇u1 ·
y

|y|
= g(x), on Σ0 ∩B1,

u1 = 0, on ∂B1.

Since ∂rũ1 = 0 in Σ0 ∩ B1, following computations analogous to those in [55, Lemma 7.5] and [3,
Lemma 2.9], we conclude that u1 inherits the same regularity as ũ1; that is,

∥u1∥C1,α(B1/2)
≤ C∥g∥C0,α(Σ0∩B1).

Next, let us define u2 := u− u1, which is a weak solution in the sense of Definition 4.1 to

−div(|y|a∇u2) = 0, in B1.

Noticing that α∗ = α∗(n, a, 1) given by (1.7) satisfies α∗ − 1 > 1− a− n > α, Theorem 1.2 yields that

∥u2∥C1,α(B1/2)
≤ C∥u∥L2,a(B1).

Hence, u = u1 + u2 satisfies the desired estimate and the proof is complete. □

8. Equations degenerating on curved manifolds

This section is devoted to the extension of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 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 C1-manifold Γ which is locally embedded in Rd

and parametrized by φ ∈ C1(Σ0 ∩ B1;Rn), in the sense that, up to perform a dilation, a translation
and a rotation, one has

(8.1) Γ ∩B1 = {(x, y) ∈ Rd | y = φ(x)} ∩B1, 0 ∈ Γ, φ(0) = 0, Jφ(0) = 0.
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Let us define the diffeomorphism

(8.2) Φ(x, y) := (x, y + φ(x)),

which satisfies Φ(Σ0 ∩BR) ⊂ Γ ∩B1 for some R > 0, Φ(0) = Φ−1(0) = 0 and the Jacobian associated
to Φ is

JΦ(x, y) =

Å
Id−n 0
Jφ(x) In

ã
, |det JΦ| ≡ 1, JΦ(0) = Id.

Next, we define the class of admissible weights with respect to the parametrization φ.

Definition 8.1 (α-defining function). Let 2 ≤ n < d, α ∈ [0, 1) and φ ∈ C1,α(Σ0 ∩ B1;Rn) be a
parametrization in the sense of (8.1). We say that δ is an α-defining function with respect to the
parametrization φ if δ ∈ C0,1(B1) and the two following condition holds true:

i) there exist two constants 0 < c0 ≤ c1 such that

c0 ≤
δ

distΓ
≤ c1;

ii)

(8.3) δ̃(x, y) :=
δ(Φ(x, y))

|y|
∈ C0,α(B1).

Remark 8.2. Let us consider a variable coefficient matrix A ∈ C0(B1) satisfying the global uniform
ellipticity condition (1.5) with ellipticity constants 0 < λ ≤ Λ and satisfying the restricted-to-Γ uniform
ellipticity condition

(8.4) λ∗|ξ|2 ≤ A(z)ξ · ξ ≤ Λ∗|ξ|2, for a.e. z ∈ B1 ∩ Γ and for all ξ ∈ Rd,

for some constants 0 < λ ≤ λ∗ ≤ Λ∗ ≤ Λ. Given a 0-defining function δ, let δ̃ as in (8.3) and define
the matrix

(8.5) Ã := δ̃a(J−1
Φ )(A ◦ Φ)(J−1

Φ )⊤,

which is symmetric, continuous and satisfies the global uniform ellipticity condition (1.5). The latter
condition follows by i) and ii) in Definition 8.1, which implies δ̃ ≥ c > 0. In addition, since JΦ(0) = I,
one has that Ã(0) = δ̃a(0)A(0) has ellipticity constants restricted to Σ0 given by

0 < δ̃a(0)λ∗ ≤ δ̃a(0)Λ∗.

By using the continuity of Ã, for every σ ∈ (0, 1) there exists a small radius r̄ ∈ (0, 1) such that Ã has
ellipticity constants restricted to Br̄ ∩ Σ0 given by

δ̃a(0)λ∗ − σ ≤ δ̃a(0)Λ∗ + σ.

That is, in a local scale, Ã and A have the same ellipticity ratio restricted to the thin space, up to an
error

δ̃a(0)λ∗ − σ
δ̃a(0)Λ∗ + σ

=
λ∗
Λ∗

+ σ̃,

where σ̃ > 0 is arbitrarily small.
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As done in Section 2.1, we can define the spaces Lp(B1, δ
a), Lp(B1, δ

a)d and H1(B1, δ
a). Then, we

provide the definition of weak solution to (1.17).

Definition 8.3. Let a + n > 0, A satisfying (1.5) and δ be a 0-defining function in the sense of
Definition 8.1. Let f ∈ L2(B1, δ

a) and F ∈ L2(B1, δ
a)d. We say that u is a weak solution to (1.17) if

u ∈ H1(B1, δ
a) and satisfies ˆ

B1

δaA∇u · ∇ϕdz =
ˆ
B1

δa(fϕ− F · ∇ϕ)dz,

for every ϕ ∈ C∞
c (B1).

The main results of this section are the following corollaries, which establish local C0,α and C1,α

estimates for weak solutions to (1.17).

Corollary 8.4. Let a+ n > 0, p > (d+ a+)/2 and q > d+ a+. Let f ∈ Lp(B1, δ
a), F ∈ Lq(B1, δ

a)d,
A ∈ C0(B1) be a continuous matrix satisfying (1.5) and (8.4) with constants 0 < λ ≤ λ∗ ≤ Λ∗ ≤
Λ, α∗ = α∗(n, a, λ∗/Λ∗) defined in (1.7) and α satisfying (1.8). Let φ ∈ C1(Σ0 ∩ B1;Rn) be a
parametrization in the sense of (8.1). Let δ be a 0-defining function with respect to φ in the sense of
Definition 8.1 and set δ̃ ∈ C0(B1) as in (8.3).

Let u be a weak solution to (1.17) in the sense of Definition 8.3 and let us suppose that

∥A∥C0(B1) + ∥δ̃∥C0(B1) + ∥φ∥C1(Σ0∩B1;Rn) ≤ L.

Then, there exists r̄ ∈ (0, 1/2), depending only on α and L, such that u ∈ C0,α(Br̄) and there exists a
constant c > 0, depending only on d, n, a, λ, Λ, p, q, α and L such that

∥u∥C0,α(Br̄) ≤ c
(
∥u∥L2(B1,δa) + ∥f∥Lp(B1,δa) + ∥F∥Lq(B1,δa)

)
.

Corollary 8.5. Let a + n > 0 and p > d+ a+. Let A be a matrix satisfying (1.5) and (8.4) with
constants 0 < λ ≤ λ∗ ≤ Λ∗ ≤ Λ, α∗ = α∗(n, a, λ∗/Λ∗) defined in (1.7) and α satisfying (1.9). Let
φ ∈ C1,α(Σ0 ∩B1;Rn) be a parametrization in the sense of (8.1). Let δ be a α-defining function with
respect to φ in the sense of Definition 8.1 and set δ̃ ∈ C0,α(B1) as in (8.3). Let us suppose that A is
C0,α-continuous, f ∈ Lp(B1, δ

a), F ∈ C0,α(B1).
Let u be a weak solution to (1.17) in the sense of Definition 8.3 and let us suppose that

∥A∥C0,α(B1) + ∥δ̃∥C0,α(B1) + ∥φ∥C1,α(Σ0∩B1;Rn) ≤ L.

Then, there exists r̄ ∈ (0, 1/2), depending only on α and L, such that u ∈ C1,α(Br̄) and there exists a
constant C > 0, depending only on d, n, a, λ, Λ, p, α and L such that

(8.6) ∥u∥C1,α(Br̄) ≤ C
(
∥u∥L2(B1,δa) + ∥f∥Lp(B1,δa) + ∥F∥C0,α(B1)

)
.

Moreover, denoting by TzΓ the tangent space to Γ at the point z ∈ Γ, we have that u satisfies the
following boundary condition for every z ∈ Γ ∩Br̄,

(8.7) (A∇u+ F )(z) · ν(z) = 0, for every ν(z) ⊥ TzΓ.
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Since the proofs of Corollaries 8.4 and 8.5 are quite similar, we merely provide the proof of the
Corollary 8.5. 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|a. The desired result then follows by applying Theorem 1.2.

Let Φ be as in (8.2), and define ũ = u ◦ Φ. Let r̄ ∈ (0, 1) to be chosen later, and let ϕ ∈ C∞
c (B2r̄).

Using the change of variable z = Φ(z), we obtain that

0 =

ˆ
B1

δa
(
A∇u · ∇ϕ− fϕ+ F · ∇ϕ

)
dz =

ˆ
B1

|y|a
(
Ã∇ũ · ∇ϕ̃− f̃ ϕ̃+ F̃ · ∇ϕ̃

)
dz,

where Ã is defined in (8.5) and

f̃ := δ̃af ◦ Φ ∈ Lp,a(B2r̄), F̃ := δ̃a(J−1
Φ )F ◦ Φ ∈ C0,α(B2r̄), ϕ̃ := ϕ ◦ Φ.

By using the properties of the defining function (see Definition 8.1), one has that Ã ∈ C0,α(B2r̄).
Moreover, by Remark 8.2, for every σ > 0 there exists r̄ > 0 such that Ã has ellipticity constant
restricted to B2r̄ ∩ Σ0 given by

0 < δ̃a(0)λ∗ − σ ≤ δ̃a(0)Λ∗ + σ.

Let us consider r̄ small enough such that

α < α∗

(
n, a,

δ̃a(0)λ∗ − σ
δ̃a(0)Λ∗ + σ

)
− 1,

where α∗ is defined in (1.7). This choice is always possible since Ã(0) has ellipticity constant δ̃a(0)λ∗ ≤
δ̃a(0)Λ∗ on Σ0 and α < α∗(n, a, λ∗/Λ∗)− 1 (see Remark 8.2).

Resuming, we have shown that ũ is a weak solution to

−div(|y|aÃ∇ũ) = |y|af̃ + div(|y|aF̃ ), in B2r̄.

By the choice of r̄, after rescaling the domain, the assumptions of Theorem 1.2 are satisfied. Hence,
we have that ũ satisfies (1.11) and (1.10) and composing back with Φ−1 we get that u satisfies (8.6)
and (8.7) in Br̄. □

9. Homogeneous Dirichlet problem via a boundary Harnack principle

In this section, we prove Hölder C0,α and Schauder C1,α regularity for solutions to the homogeneous
Dirichlet problem

(9.1)
®
−div(|y|a∇u) = 0 in B1 \ Σ0

u = 0 on B1 ∩ Σ0 ,

whenever a + n < 2. The solutions we are referring to are elements of H̃1,a(B1), which is defined as
the completion of C∞

c (B1 \ Σ0) with respect to the norm ∥ · ∥H1,a(B1) and satisfiesˆ
B1

|y|a∇u · ∇ϕdz = 0 , for every ϕ ∈ C∞
c (B1 \ Σ0).
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We remark that in the supersingular case a+ n ≤ 0, any function in H1,a(B1) is forced to have trace
u = 0 on Σ0 (see Proposition 2.5). Instead, in the mid-range a+ n ∈ (0, 2), the trace condition u = 0
on Σ0 is well-defined, since Σ0 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 1.1 and 1.2 via a boundary Harnack
principle, in the same spirit as [56]. In fact, the ratio w := u/u0 between a solution u to (9.1) and the
characteristic solution to (9.1)

u0(y) = |y|2−a−n

solves the equation

(9.2) −div(|y|b∇w) = 0 in B1

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 u0 = |y|2−a−n. Then, w = u/u0 solves (9.2).

Proof. The equation is trivially satisfied far from Σ0 in a classic sense. Moreover, due to the superde-
generacy of the weight |y|b, and combining Lemma 2.8 with the density of C∞

c (B1 \ Σ0) in H1,b(B1),
the result is trivially true if one shows that the H1,b(B1)-energy of w is finite. Recalling the Hardy
inequality (see Proposition 2.2), we easily compute thatˆ

B1

|y|b|∇w|2 dz ≤ c
ˆ
B1

|y|b
( |∇u|2
|u0|2

+
u2|∇u0|2

|u0|4
)
dz

= c
( ˆ

B1

|y|a|∇u|2 dz +
ˆ
B1

|y|a−2u2 dz
)
≤ c
ˆ
B1

|y|a|∇u|2 dz .

Furthermore, ∥w∥L2,b(B1) = ∥u∥L2,a(B1), hence w ∈ H1,b(B1) and the proof is complete. □

Let us recall that the homogeneity degree appearing (1.7), related to the new exponent b, is given
by

(9.3) α∗(b, n) := α∗(b, n, 1) =
2− b− n+

√
(2− b− n)2 + 4(n− 1)

2
.

Then, Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 imply the following result.

Corollary 9.2. Let a + n < 2 and b = 4 − a − 2n. Let α∗(b, n) > 0 be the homogeneity exponent in
(9.3) and

α ∈ (0, 1) ∩ (0, α∗(b, n)).

Let u be a weak solution to (9.1) in B1 and u0 = |y|2−a−n. Then, u/u0 ∈ C0,α
loc (B1) and there exists a

constant c > 0 depending only on d, n, a and α such that∥∥∥ u
u0

∥∥∥
C0,α(B1/2)

≤ c∥u∥L2,a(B1).

If moreover α∗(b, n) > 1 and
α ∈ (0, 1) ∩ (0, α∗(b, n)− 1),
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then u/u0 ∈ C1,α
loc (B1) and there exists a constant c > 0 depending only on d, n, a and α such that∥∥∥ u

u0

∥∥∥
C1,α(B1/2)

≤ c∥u∥L2,a(B1).

Remark 9.3. The previous result improves [50, Theorem 1] in the flat case, which corresponds to a L∞-
bound of u/u0. Moreover, it slightly improve [33, Theorems 1.2 and 1.3] in the present homogeneous
case. The exponent α∗(b, n), given by (9.3), satisfies α∗(b, n) > 2− a− n whenever

(9.4) n− 1 > 2(2− a− n)2.

In particular this implies that, under (9.4), one can imply the sharp C2−a−n regularity of solutions to
(9.1). In fact, if w = u/u0 has Cβ regularity with β ≥ 2− a− n, then

u = wu0 ∈ C2−a−n.

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 Σ0, 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 Rd−n equivalently as a integro-differential operator

(−∆)su(x) = Cd−n,s lim
ε→0+

ˆ
Rd−n\Bε(x)

u(x)− u(ξ)
|x− ξ|d−n+2s

dξ ,

or via Fourier transform ◊�(−∆)su(ξ) = |ξ|2sû(ξ) .
Assuming d − n > 2s, and using the fractional Hardy inequality, we can set fractional problems in

Ds(Rd−n), defined as the completion of C∞
c (Rd−n) with respect to the norm

∥u∥2Ds(Rd−n) =

ˆ
Rd−n

|(−∆)s/2u(x)|2 .

Let a = 2−n− 2s, which satisfies a+n ∈ (0, 2). This corresponds to the mid-range regime, where the
local weighted capacity of Σ0 is positive and finite, see Lemma 2.4. Next, we define D1,a(Rd) as the
completion of C∞

c (Rd) with respect to

∥U∥2D1,a(Rd) =

ˆ
Rd

|y|a|∇U |2,

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 D1,a(Rd) to Ds(Rd−n). 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 Ca,n > 0 such that

(10.1) Ca,n∥ϕ|Σ0
∥Ds(Rd−n) ≤ ∥ϕ∥D1,a(Rd)

for any ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Rd) 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 : D1,a(Rd)→ Ds(Rd−n).

Proof. The proof is an adaptation of [14, Theorem 3.8], so we omit most of the details. Let ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Rd),

and let ϕ̂ denote the Fourier transform of ϕ with respect to the x variables. Then we haveˆ
Rd

|y|a|∇ϕ|2dz =
ˆ
Rd−n

ˆ
Rn

|y|a(|ξ|2|ϕ̂|2 + |∇yϕ̂|2)dydξ .

Next, define v(ξ, t) = ϕ̂(ξ, |ξ|−1t), and perform the change of variables y = |ξ|−1t in the integral above.
This leads to ˆ

Rd

|y|a|∇ϕ|2dz =
ˆ
Rd−n

|ξ|2−a−n

ˆ
Rn

|t|a(|v|2 + |∇tv|2)dt dξ .

We now claim that
inf

v∈C∞
c (Rn),v(0)=1

ˆ
Rn

|t|a(|v|2 + |∇tv|2)dt = Ca,n > 0 .

Assume that this claim is true. Then, recalling that v(ξ, 0) = ϕ̂(ξ, 0), we obtainˆ
Rd

|y|a|∇ϕ|2dz ≥ Ca,n

ˆ
Rd−n

|ξ|2−a−n|ϕ̂(ξ, 0)|2dξ = Ca,n

ˆ
Rd−n

|(−∆)s/2ϕ(x, 0)|2dx ,

with s = (2− a− n)/2 ∈ (0, 1). This completes the proof of (10.1). 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 Ca,n = 0. Then,
for every δ > 0 there exists vδ ∈ C∞

c (Rn) such that vδ(0) = 1 and

(10.2)
ˆ
Rn

|t|a(|v|2 + |∇tv|2)dt < δ .

Using computations similar to those in the proof of part iii) of Lemma 2.4, we find that for every
ρ > 0,

nωn =

ˆ
Sn−1

|vδ(0)|2dσ ≤ cρ2−a−n

ˆ
Rn

|t|a|∇tvδ|2dt+ 2

ˆ
Sn−1

|vδ(ρσ)|2dσ .

Multiplying by ρa+n−1, integrating over ρ ∈ (0, 1), and using (10.2), we obtain
nωn

a+ n
≤ c
ˆ
Rn

|t|a|∇tvδ|2dt+ 2

ˆ
B1

|t|a|vδ|2dt ≤ cδ ,

which is a contradiction for sufficiently small δ. Therefore, the claim holds true and the proof is
complete. □

As a dual result, we define a unique minimal energy extension in D1,a(Rd) for functions in Ds(Rd−n).
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Lemma 10.2. Let 2 ≤ n < d with d+ a > 2 and a+ n ∈ (0, 2). Let s = (2− a− n)/2. Then, for any
u ∈ Ds(Rd−n) the minimization problem

(10.3) inf
U∈D1,a(Rd) ,TrU=u

∥U∥2D1,a(Rd)

admits a unique minimizer. Moreover, (10.3) defines an extension operator

Ext : Ds(Rd−n)→ D1,a(Rd).

Proof. Fix u ∈ Ds(Rd−n). The existence of a minimizer Ū for (10.3) follows from standard variational
arguments. In particular, Ū satisfies

(10.4)
ˆ
Rd

|y|a∇Ū · ∇ϕdz = 0 , for every ϕ ∈ D1,a(Rd) , Trϕ = 0 .

Finally, to prove the uniqueness of Ū , it is sufficient to use a standard contradiction argument to show
that (10.4) admits an unique solution in the set {U ∈ D1,a(Rn) | TrU = u}. □

Then, the extension result can be summarized as below.

Proposition 10.3. Let 2 ≤ n < d with d + a > 2 and a + n ∈ (0, 2). Let s = (2 − a − n)/2 ∈ (0, 1)
Then for any u ∈ Ds(Rd−n), the extension U = Ext(u) is given by

U(x, y) = u ∗ P (x, y), P (x, y) =
Γ(d−n+2s

2 )

π
d−n
2 Γ(s)

|y|2s

(|x|2 + |y|2)
d−n+2s

2

,

and is solution to −div(|y|
a∇U) = 0 in Rd \ Σ0

− lim
|y|→0

|y|a+n−1∇U · y
|y|

= da,n(−∆)su on Σ0 ,

in the sense that U ∈ D1,a(Rd) and satisfiesˆ
Rd

|y|a∇U · ∇ϕdx dy = da,n

ˆ
Rd−n

(−∆)suϕ(x, 0) dx , for every ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Rd) ,

where da,n = 2a+n−1Γ(a+n
2 )/Γ(2−a−n

2 ).

Proof. Let u ∈ Ds(Rn). Notice that P (x, y) = P (|x|, |y|), and hence U(x, y) = Ũ(x, |y|), where
Ũ(x, r) = u ∗ P (x, r) for r > 0. From the codimension 1 extension theory in [8], we have that
Ũ ∈ D1,1−2s(Rd−n), and−div(r

1−2s∇Ũ) = 0 in Rd−n+1
+

− lim
r→0

r1−2s∂rŨ = 21−2sΓ(1− s)
Γ(s)

(−∆)su on Rd−n ,

or, equivalently, thatˆ
Rd−n+1
+

ra+n−1∇Ũ · ∇ϕ̃ dx dr = da,n

ˆ
Rd−n

(−∆)su ϕ̃(x, 0) dx , for every ϕ̃ ∈ C∞
c (Rd−n+1

+ ) ,
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where we used that s = (2 − a − n)/2. Thus, adapting the argument of the proof of Lemma 7.3 we
infer that U ∈ D1,a(Rd), TrU = u andˆ

Rd

|y|a∇U · ∇ϕdx dy = da,n

ˆ
Rd−n

(−∆)suϕ(x, 0) dx , for every ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Rd) .

In particular, U is the unique solution of (10.4) in the set {U ∈ D1,a(Rn) | TrU = u}, and thus, the
unique minimizer of (10.3). It immediately follows that U = Ext(u), and the proof is complete. □

Remark 10.4. Let u ∈ Ds(Rd−n). As shown in Proposition 10.3, it holdsˆ
Rd

|y|a∇Ext(u) · ∇ϕdx dy = da,n

ˆ
Rd−n

(−∆)suϕ(x, 0) dx , for every ϕ ∈ D1,a(Rd) .

By taking ϕ = Ext(u), we immediately infer ∥Ext(u)∥D1,a(Rd) = da,n∥u∥Ds(Rd−n). As a consequence,
Ca,n = da,n, where Ca,n is the constant in Lemma 10.1.

Appendix A. Geometry of perforated domains

Let R > 0 and A ∈ C1(BR;Rd,d) (see Remark 3.1 for the sharp requirement) be a symmetric matrix
satisfying the uniform ellipticity condition (1.5), and recall the notation (1.19). The block A3 is still
symmetric and satisfies

λ|ζ|2 ≤ A3(z)ζ · ζ ≤ Λ|ζ|2 , for a.e. z ∈ BR and every ζ ∈ Rn ,

where λ and Λ are the uniform ellipticity constants of A. By the ellipticity condition, A3 is invertible,
and A−1

3 ∈ C1(BR;Rn,n). The matrix A−1
3 is also symmetric and satisfies

(A.1) Λ−1|ζ|2 ≤ A−1
3 (z)ζ · ζ ≤ λ−1|ζ|2 , for a.e. z ∈ BR and every ζ ∈ Rn .

The square root of A−1
3 , denoted by A

− 1
2

3 , is well-defined and belongs to C1(BR;Rn,n) (see for instance
[23, Theorem 2.5]). It is also symmetric and satisfies

(A.2) Λ− 1
2 |ζ|2 ≤ A− 1

2
3 (z)ζ · ζ ≤ λ−

1
2 |ζ|2 , for a.e. z ∈ BR and every ζ ∈ Rn .

We will frequently use the following properties, which follow directly from (A.1) and (A.2).

(A.3)

|A− 1
2

3 (z)y| =
»
A−1

3 (z)y · y ,

Λ− 1
2 |y| ≤ |A− 1

2
3 (z)y| ≤ λ−

1
2 |y| ,

Λ−1|y| ≤ |A−1
3 (z)y| ≤ λ−1|y| .

In the following lemma, we describe some properties of the (ε,A)-neighborhood of Σ0

ΣA
ε = {z ∈ Rd−n × Rn | A−1

3 (z)y · y ≤ ε2} ,
and its boundary

∂ΣA
ε = {z ∈ Rd−n × Rn | A−1

3 (z)y · y = ε2} .

Lemma A.1. Let R > 0, A ∈ C1(BR;Rd,d) and L := ∥A−1
3 ∥C1(BR). There exists ε0 > 0, depending

only on d, n, L, R, λ and Λ, such that for every ε ∈ (0, ε0] the following properties hold:
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i) the normal vector ν(z) to ∂ΣA
ε at z ∈ BR ∩ ∂ΣA

ε is well-defined. In particular,

(A.4) ν(z) = (0, N(z)) + ν̃(z) ,

where

(A.5) N(z) =
A−1

3 (z)y

|A−1
3 (z)y|

∈ Sn−1 ,

and
|ν̃(z)| ≤ cε ,

for some constant c = c(d, n,Λ, L, ε0) > 0;
ii) it holds

(A.6) ν(z) · y
|y|
≥ λ

2Λ
;

iii) there exists a constant c > 0 depending only on L, d, n, R, λ and Λ such that

[N ]C0,1(BR∩∂ΣA
ε ) ≤ cε−1 ;

iv) if in addition A ∈ C1,β(BR;Rd,d) for some β ∈ (0, 1), then

[ν̃]C0,β(BR∩∂ΣA
ε ) ≤ c ,

where c > 0 depends only on ∥A−1
3 ∥C1,β(BR), d, n, R, λ and Λ.

Proof. Define the function

(A.7) Ψ(z) =
»
A−1

3 (z)y · y .

From (A.3), we have Ψ ∈ C0,1(BR) ∩ C1(BR \ Σ0), and Ψ(x, y) = 0 if and only if y = 0.
Since ∂ΣA

ε = {Ψ(z) = ε}, the normal vector ν(z) at a point z ∈ ∂ΣA
ε is given by

ν(z) =
∇Ψ(z)

|∇Ψ(z)|
=
∇(A−1

3 (z)y · y)
|∇(A−1

3 (z)y · y)|
.

Let A−1
3 (z) = (bij(z))i,j=1,...,n. We define the functions G : BR → Rd and H : BR → R as follows

G(z) =
1

2

( n∑
i,j=1

∂zℓbij(z)yiyj
)
ℓ=1,...,d

,

H(z) = |A−1
3 (z)y| − |(0, A−1

3 (z)y) +G(z)| .
Using this notation, the normal vector can be expressed as

ν(z) =
(0, A−1

3 (z)y) +G(z)

|A−1
3 (z)y| −H(z)

.

There exists a constant c1 = c1(d, n) > 0 such that

(A.8) |H(z)| ≤ |G(z)| ≤ c1L|y|2 , for every z ∈ BR .
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Fix ε0 such that Λ−1λ
1
2 − c1LΛε0 > 0. Thus, if ε ≤ ε0 and z ∈ BR ∩ ∂ΣA

ε , thanks to (A.3) and (A.8)
we have

(A.9) |A−1
3 (z)y| −H(z) ≥ Λ−1|y| − cL|y|2 ≥ ε(Λ−1λ

1
2 − cLΛε) ≥ cε .

Therefore, ν is well-defined.
Define ν̃(z) := ν(z)− (0, N(z)), where N(z) is as in (A.5). Then

ν̃(z) =
H(z)N(z)

|A−1
3 (z)y| −H(z)

+
G(z)

|A−1
3 (z)y| −H(z)

.

It follows that
|ν̃(z)| ≤ cε ,

where c = c(d, n,Λ, λ, L, ε0) > 0. Thus i) is proved.
To prove ii), we compute

ν · y
|y|

= N(z) · y
|y|

+ ν̃ · y
|y|
≥ λ

Λ
− |ν̃| .

Taking if necessary a smaller ε0, so that |ν̃| ≤ λ/2Λ, we obtain (A.6).
For iii), note that for every z = (x, y), z′ = (x′, y′) ∈ BR it holds

(A.10) |A−1
3 (z)y −A−1

3 (z′)y′| ≤ |A−1
3 (z)−A−1

3 (z′)||y|+ |A−1
3 (z′)||y − y′| ≤ L(R+ 1)|z − z′| .

Therefore, for all z, z′ ∈ BR ∩ ∂ΣA
ε , we have

|N(z)−N(z′)| ≤ 2
|A−1

3 (z)y −A−1
3 (z′)y′|

|A−1
3 (z′)y′|

≤ cε−1|z − z′| ,

where c > 0 depends only on L, Λ, λ.
Finally, we prove iv). Assume that A−1

3 ∈ C1,β(BR;Rn,n). Using similar computations as before,
we obtain

(A.11) |G(z)−G(z′)| ≤ cε|z − z′|β , for every z, z′ ∈ BR ∩ ∂ΣA
ε ,

where c depends on d, n, λ, Λ, ∥A−1
3 ∥C1,β(BR), ε0.

Define the function

h(z) = 2
N(z) ·G(z)
|A−1

3 (z)y|
+
|G(z)|2

|A−1
3 (z)y|2

.

By combining (A.8), (A.10), (A.11), and iii), we deduce

(A.12) |h(z)| ≤ c|y| for all z ∈ BR , and |h(z)− h(z′)| ≤ c|z − z′|β for all z, z′ ∈ BR .

Thus, when ε is sufficiently small, we can apply the Taylor expansion for (1+t)
1
2 to |(0, A−1

3 (z)y)+G(z)|,
yielding for every z ∈ BR ∩ ∂ΣA

ε ,

H(z) = |A−1
3 (z)y|

∞∑
j=1

cjh
j(z) ,
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where cj are the coefficients of the expansion. Using (A.8) and (A.12), we infer that

(A.13) |H(z)−H(z′)| ≤ cε|z − z′|β .

Finally, combining (A.8), (A.9), (A.10), (A.11) and (A.13), we obtain

|ν̃(z)− ν̃(z)| ≤ c(|z − z′|+ ε−1|H(z)−H(z′)|+ ε−1|G(z)−G(z′)|) ≤ c|z − z′|β .

The proof is complete. □

Lemma A.2. Let G : B1 \ ΣA
ε → Rd be such that G ∈ C0,α(B1 \ ΣA

ε ) for some α ∈ (0, 1), and
G(z) · ν(z) = 0 for every z ∈ B1 ∩ ∂ΣA

ε . Then, there exist a constant c > 0 depending only on d, n, λ,
Λ, α and L := ∥A−1

3 ∥C1(BR) such that for every 0 < ε≪ 1 and i = 1, . . . , n, it holds

∥G · eyi∥L∞(B1/2∩∂ΣA
ε ) ≤ cεα∥G∥C0,α(B1/2\ΣA

ε ) .

Proof. We recall that by Lemma A.1, for ε ≤ ε0, the normal vector to the surface ∂ΣA
ε at z = (x, y) ∈

B1 ∩ ∂ΣA
ε is given by ν(z) = (0, N(z)) + ν̃(z), where ν̃(z) ≤ cε and

N(x, y) =
A−1

3 (z)y

|A−1
3 (z)y|

∈ Rn .

In what follows, we show that there exist δ1 = δ1(ε0,Λ), δ2 = δ2(L,Λ), such that for every x ∈ Bd−n
1/2

and for ε ≤ ε0 there exist x̄ ∈ Bd−n
1/2 and n vectors {yj}j=1,...,n ⊂ Rn (depending on x̄) such that,

defined τj = N(x̄, yj), it holds
|x− x̄| ≤ δ1ε ,
(x̄, yj) ∈ B1/2 ∩ ∂ΣA

ε ,

|τi · τj | ≤ δ2ε , for every i ̸= j .

Note that this implies that span{τj} = Rn.
Take δ1 > 0 such that Λ

1
2 < δ1 < (2ε0)

−1. Define

x̄ = (1− 2δ1ε)x.

Notice that by construction 1 − 2δ1ε > 0 and |x − x̄| ≤ δ1ε. Moreover, let y ∈ Rd be such that
(x̄, y) ∈ ∂ΣA

ε . It holds

|(x̄, y)| ≤ |x̄|+ |y| = (1− 2δ1ε)|x|+ |y| ≤
1

2
−
(
δ1 − Λ

1
2 )ε <

1

2
.

Hence (x̄, y) ∈ B1/2 ∩ ∂ΣA
ε , as needed.

Now, let us fix any point (x̄, y1) ∈ ∂ΣA
ε , and define τ1 = N(x̄, y1). One can choose σ2 ∈ Sn−1 such

that σ2 · A−2
3 (x̄, y1)y1 = 0 (where A−2

3 = (A−1
3 )2 = (A2

3)
−1), and define y2 = r2σ2, where r2 is chosen

in such a way that (x̄, y2) ∈ ∂ΣA
ε .

To show that such r2 exists, consider the function f(r) = Ψ(x, rσ), where Ψ is defined in (A.7).
Since f is continuous, f(0) = 0, and limr→∞ f(r) = ∞, there exists r2 such that f(r2) = ε, that is,
y2 = r2σ.
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Let us define τ2 = N(x̄, y2). Note that, by construction,

A−1
3 (x̄, y1)y1 ·A−1

3 (x̄, y1)y2 = r2A
−2
3 (x̄, y1)y1 · σ2 = 0 .

Therefore

|τ1 · τ2| = |N(x̄, y1) ·N(x̄, y2)| =
|A−1

3 (x̄, y1)y1 ·A−1
3 (x̄, y2)y2|

|A−1
3 (x̄, y1)y1||A−1

3 (x̄, y2)y2|

≤ |A
−1
3 (x̄, y2)−A−1

3 (x̄, y1)||y2|
|A−1

3 (x̄, y2)y2|
≤ LΛ|y2 − y1| ≤ δ2ε ,

where δ2 depends only on L, Λ.
Next, fix y3 such that (x, y3) ∈ ∂ΣA

ε and y3 is orthogonal to both A−2
3 (x̄, y1)y1 and A−2

3 (x̄, y2)y2,
and define τ3 = N(x̄, y3). Performing the same computation as before, we find that τ3 · τ1 ≤ δ2ε,
τ3 · τ2 ≤ δ2ε. To conclude, it suffices to iterate this argument a finite number of times.

We are now in position to prove the lemma. Fix z = (x, y) ∈ B1/2∩∂ΣA
ε . Recall that τj = N(x̄, yj),

where (x̄, yj) ∈ B1/2 ∩ ∂ΣA
ε . Let T = (tij) denote the matrix with entries tij = τi · τj . Let ∥ · ∥Rn,n be

a chosen matrix norm. By construction, we have ∥T − In∥Rn,n ≤ cε, where c depends only on n, δ2.
Thus, for ε sufficiently small, detT > 0 and T is invertible.

Fix i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. We can decompose eyi =
∑n

j=1 αjτj with respect to the basis τj , where the
coefficients α = (αj)j=1,...n satisfy the linear system Tα = β, with β = (eyi · τj)j=1,...,n. Since T is
invertible, it follows that |αi| ≤ c, where c does not depend on ε. Therefore, we have

|G(z) · eyi | = |G(z) ·
n∑

j=1

αjτj | ≤ c
n∑

j=1

|G(z) · (0, N(x̄, yj))|

≤ c
( n∑

j=1

|G(z) · ν(x̄, yj)|+
n∑

j=1

|G(z) · ν̃(x̄, yj)|
)
.

Next, using that G(z) · ν(z) = 0 for every z ∈ B1/2 ∩ ∂ΣA
ε , and that ν̃(z) ≤ cε, we get

|G(z) · eyi | ≤ c
( n∑

j=1

|(G(z)−G(x̄, yj)) · ν(x̄, yj)|+ ε∥G∥L∞(B1/2\ΣA
ε )

)
≤ c
(
[G]C0,α(B1/2\ΣA

ε )

n∑
j=1

(δ1ε+ |y − yj |)α + ε∥G∥L∞(B1/2\ΣA
ε )

)
,

where we used that, by construction, (x̄, yi) ∈ B1/2 ∩ ∂ΣA
ε . Finally, since |y|, |yj | ≤ cε by the uniform

ellipticity condition, we obtain

|G(z) · eyi | ≤ cεα∥G∥C0,α(B1/2\ΣA
ε ) .

The proof is complete. □
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Lemma A.3. Let A ∈ C1(B1;Rd,d), and let Φ ∈ C1(B1;Rd) given by

Φ(z) = (x,A
− 1

2
3 (z)y) .

Then, there exists 0 < R ≤ 1 such that the following holds:
i) the function Φ : BR → Rd is injective. Moreover, there exists c > 0 such that

(A.14) c−1|z1 − z2| ≤ |Φ(z1)− Φ(z2)| ≤ c|z1 − z2| , for every z1, z2 ∈ BR;

ii) Φ : BR → Φ(BR) is a C1-diffeomorphism and it holds

1

2
Λ−n

2 ≤ det JΦ(z) ≤
3

2
λ−

n
2 ;

iii) the matrix J⊤
Φ JΦ is symmetric and uniformly elliptic. In particular

1

2
min{1,Λ−1}|ζ|2 ≤ J⊤

Φ JΦ(z)ζ · ζ ≤ 2max{1, λ−1}|ζ|2 for every ζ ∈ Rd ;

iv) Let ε < ε0, where ε0 is as in Lemma A.1. Given z ∈ BR ∩ ∂ΣA
ε , consider the projection map

Πε(z) : Rd → Tz∂Σ
A
ε ≃ Rd−1 given by

Πε(z)ξ = ξ − (ξ · ν(z))ν(z) , ξ ∈ Rd .

Then
(2−1min{1,Λ−1})d

2max{1, λ−1}
≤ det(Πε ◦ J⊤

Φ JΦ ◦Πε) ≤
(2max{1, λ−1})d

2−1min{1,Λ−1}
.

Proof. Let us prove i). To ease the notations, we call P = A
− 1

2
3 . Denote P = (pij)i,j=1,...n and

L = ∥P∥C1(B1). Let z1, z2 ∈ BR1 , where 0 < R1 ≤ 1 will be specified later. Obviously

|Φ(z1)− Φ(z2)| ≤ |x1 − x2|+ |(P (z1)− P (z2))y1|+ |P (z2)(y1 − y2)|

≤ |x1 − x2|+ L|z1 − z2|+ λ−
1
2 |y1 − y2| ≤ c|z1 − z2| ,

where c > 0 depends only on L, λ.
By similar computations,

|P (z1)y1 − P (z2)y2| ≥ |P (z1)(y1 − y2)| − |(P (z1)− P (z2))y2| ≥ Λ− 1
2 |y1 − y2| − L|z1 − z2||y2|,

hence,
|Φ(z1)− Φ(z2)| ≥ min{1,Λ− 1

2 }|z1 − z2| − LR1|z1 − z2| ≥ c−1|z1 − z2|,

by choosing R1 > 0 small enough, such that min{1,Λ− 1
2 } − LR1 > c−1. Then, (A.14) follows and the

map Φ is injective.
Let us prove ii). The Jacobian of Φ is given by

JΦ =

Å
Id−n 0
Px P + Py

ã
,
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where

Px = (pxij)i=1,...n,j=1...,d−n pxij =
n∑

k=1

∂xjpi,k(z)yk ,

Py = (pyij)i,j=1,...,n pyij =
n∑

k=1

∂yjpi,k(z)yk .

We compute (recall that P = A
− 1

2
3 is invertible)

(A.15) det JΦ = det(P + Py) = det(P ) det(In + P−1Py) .

First we notice that, thanks to (A.2), it holds

(A.16) Λ−n
2 ≤ detP (z) ≤ λ−

n
2 .

Let now ∥ · ∥Rn,n be a chosen matrix norm. We have

∥P−1Py∥Rn,n ≤ ∥P−1∥Rn,n∥Py∥Rn,n ≤ cL2|y| .
Since the determinant is continuous with respect to any matrix norm, we infer that there exists R2 ≤ R1

such that for every z ∈ BR2 it holds

(A.17)
1

2
≤ det(In + P−1Py) ≤

3

2
.

By (A.15), (A.16) and (A.17) we readily get that

(A.18)
1

2
Λ−n

2 ≤ det JΦ(z) ≤
3

2
λ−

n
2

holds for every z ∈ BR2 , thus proving ii).
Let now prove iii). Call M = J⊤

Φ JΦ. Obviously, M is symmetric and thanks to (A.18) is invertible
in BR2 . Moreover, via a straightforward computation (recall that P is symmetric and P 2 = A−1

3 ) we
find that M =M1 +M2 where

M1 =

Å
Id−n 0
0 A−1

3

ã
and M2 =

Å
P⊤
x Px (P + Py)

⊤Px

P⊤
x (P + Py) P⊤Py + P⊤

y P + P⊤
y Py

ã
.

We immediately see that there exists a constant c = c(L) > 0 such that

∥M2∥Rd,d ≤ c|y| .
Moreover, thanks to (A.1) we have

min{1,Λ−1}|ζ|2 ≤M1(z)ζ · ζ ≤ max{1, λ−1}|ζ|2 .
Thus

(min{1,Λ−1} − c|y|)|ζ|2 ≤M(z)ζ · ζ ≤ (max{1, λ−1}+ c|y|)|ζ|2 .
Hence, there exists R ≤ R2 such that for every z ∈ BR the matrix M satisfies

1

2
min{1,Λ−1}|ζ|2 ≤M(z)ζ · ζ ≤ 2max{1, λ−1}|ζ|2 for every ζ ∈ Rd .
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As for iv), let us call N = Πε ◦ M ◦ Πε. We can represent Πε via a Rd−1,d matrix Q. Thus,
N = QMQ⊤ ∈ Rd−1,d−1. By the Cauchy interlacing theorem (also known as Poincaré separation
theorem), the eigenvalues {µj}j=1,...,d of M are related to the eignevalues {µ̃i}i=1,...,d−1 of N via the
formula

µi+1 ≤ µ̃i ≤ µi .
Therefore, using iii), we infer

(2−1min{1,Λ−1})d

2max{1, λ−1}
≤ detM

µ1
≤ detN ≤ detM

µd
≤ (2max{1, λ−1})d

2−1min{1,Λ−1}
.

This completes the proof of iv) and of the lemma. □
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