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A POSITIVE HOMOGENEOUS FRACTIONAL HARMONIC

FUNCTION IN A LIPSCHITZ CONE

CHILIN ZHANG

Abstract. We construct a positive function u supported and solving (−∆)su = 0 in a
Lipschitz cone. Such a function is unique up to a constant multiplication. Moreover, we
show that it is homogeneous of some degree 0 < α < 2s.

1. Introduction

Let Σ ⊆ ∂B1 be an open spherical domain with respect to the north pole ~en. Let
ConeΣ be the cone of Σ defined as

ConeΣ = {X ∈ R
n \ {0} :

X

|X|
∈ Σ}.

If ∂ConeΣ = {xn = g(x′)} for some g ∈ C0,1. then we say ConeΣ is a Lipschitz cone.

The purpose of this paper is to prove the following result.

Theorem 1.1. Let 0 < s < 1 and fix a Lipschitz cone ConeΣ. Then there exists a
function u : Rn → R such that:

(1) u > 0 in ConeΣ, and it can be continuously extended to zero elsewhere;
(2) u ∈ L2s(R

n), and it is a classical solution to (−∆)su = 0 inside ConeΣ;
(3) u is a homogeneous function with degree 0 < α < 2s, and max

|X|≤1
u(X) = 1;

(4) Any other function satisfying (1) and (2) must be a constant multiple of u.

Here the non-local operator (−∆)s is defined using the singular integration

(1.1) (−∆)su(X) := Cn,sPV

∫

Rn

u(X)− u(Y )

|X − Y |n+2s
dY.

If u is compactly supported (or has a fast decay), then the fractional Laplacian can be
equivalently defined using the Caffarelli-Silvestre extension [2].

The problem is a natural extension of the spherical harmonic of the local operator.
Suppose that λΣ is the first eigenvalue of Σ with respect to the Laplace-Beltrami operator

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2502.09157v2


2 CHILIN ZHANG

on the sphere, which can also be defined in the following variational way

(1.2) λΣ = inf
F (θ)∈C∞

0
(Σ)

∫

Σ
|∇F (θ)|2dθ

∫

Σ
|F (θ)|2dθ

,

we then let αΣ > 0 satisfying αΣ(αΣ + n − 2) = λΣ. If E(θ) ∈ C∞(Σ) ∩ C0(Σ) is a
minimizer of (1.2), then we can obtain a homogeneous positive harmonic function

HΣ(X) = rαΣE(θ), (r, θ) = (|X|,
X

|X|
).

It is very surprising that the homogeneous degree α is strictly less than 2s in
Theorem 1.1. Recall that for the local operator −∆ (so s = 1), the homogeneous degree
α is not guaranteed to be less than 2s = 2, since the positive homogeneous harmonic
function in a θ angle has degree α = π/θ. If θ ≤ π/2, we will have α ≥ 2. Therefore,
property (3) in Theorem 1.1 is a special feature of the fractional Laplace equation.

The author thinks that it is also an interesting question to find other homogeneous
solutions to (−∆)su = 0 in ConeΣ with a changing sign. Such solutions might not belong
to the class L2s, but (−∆)su might still be defined in some weaker sense (for instance in
the PV sense) because there will be significant cancellation in the expression (1.1).

Besides, we will later see in Example 2.1 that when ConeΣ = R
n
+, u(X) obtained

in Theorem 1.1 is exactly the well-known s-harmonic function u(X) = max{xn, 0}
s.

The strategy in proving Theorem 1.1 is to "reverse the logic" of the Caffarelli-
Silvestre extension. We intend to find a homogeneous solution to the extension problem,
which is a degenerate or singular equation with A2-Muckenhoupt weight. Equations with
a generic A2-Muckenhoupt weight were initially studied in [5, 6]. Recently, higher order
estimates were obtained in [3, 4, 8, 9] for weights with asymptotic behavior ya. Such
a degenerate or singular equation could also be treated as an equation with a d-regular
weight, see [7].

2. Proof of Theorem 1.1

The easier part in proving Theorem 1.1 is the uniqueness part (4) and the key is to
use the boundary Harnack principle for fractional Laplacian obtained by Bogdan in [1].

Proof of Theorem 1.1 (4). Let v be another function satisfying (1)(2) in Theorem 1.1. We
further assume that u(~en) = v(~en) by multiplying a constant to v(X). Let R > 2 be a
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sufficiently large radius and we apply [1] to u and v in BR. It then follows that in BR/2,

∣

∣

∣

u(X)/u(R
2
~en)

v(X)/v(R
2
~en)

− LR

∣

∣

∣
≤ C

∣

∣

∣

X

R

∣

∣

∣

ǫ

, C−1 ≤ LR ≤ C.

Here, C and ǫ depend only on the shape of ConeΣ. By plugging in X = ~en, we have

∣

∣

∣
LR −

v(R
2
~en)

u(R
2
~en)

∣

∣

∣
≤ CR−ǫ, and thus

u(R
2
~en)

v(R
2
~en)

≤
1

C−1 − CR−ǫ
.

Then for any X ∈ ConeΣ, without loss of generality we assume |X| ≤ 1, then as R → ∞,

∣

∣

∣

u(X)

v(X)
− 1

∣

∣

∣
≤

∣

∣

∣

u(X)

v(X)
−

u(R
2
~en)

v(R
2
~en)

LR

∣

∣

∣
+
∣

∣

∣

u(R
2
~en)

v(R
2
~en)

LR − 1
∣

∣

∣
≤

2CR−ǫ

C−1 − CR−ǫ
→ 0.

This proves the uniqueness part of Theorem 1.1. �

The harder part in proving Theorem 1.1 is the construction part. Our strategy
is to reverse the logic in the Caffarelli-Silvestre extension. We first consider a higher
dimensional half-space R

n+1
+ . A point in R

n+1
+ will be written as

Z = (X, y) ∈ R
n × R+.

The polar coordinate for a non-zero point is (r,Θ) such that r = |Z|, Θ = Z
|Z|

∈ S
n.

We intend to find a positive function U(Z) = rαΦ(Θ) : Rn+1
+ → R such that

(2.1)















div(y1−2s∇U(Z)) = 0 in R
n+1
+

U(Z) = 0 on R
n \ ConeΣ

− lim
y→0+

y1−2s∂yU(X, y) = 0 for X ∈ ConeΣ

.

We will then let u(X) be the restriction of U(Z) on R
n = {y = 0}. Since we have reversed

the logic of [2] and u(X) has a faster growth rate, we need to eventually verify that it is
a fractional harmonic function in ConeΣ.

We state the following Proposition, and it will be proven in the next section.

Proposition 2.1. The problem (2.1) has a positive α-homogeneous solution U(Z) =

rαΦ(Θ) : Rn+1
+ → R, which is locally continuous. Moreover, we have 0 < α < 2s.

In the present section we just assume its correctness and continue on the proof of
Theorem 1.1. Without loss of generality, we can assume that the solution U(Z) given by
Proposition 2.1 is normalized such that max

B1∩ConeΣ
U(Z) = 1.
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Proof of Theorem 1.1 (1)(3). We just let u(X) be the restriction of U(Z) to R
n, that

u(X) = U(X, 0), X ∈ R
n.

One then easily verifies u(X) satisfies (1)(3). �

We then show that u(X) satisfies (2). We first notice that as u(X) is homogeneous
of degree 0 < α < 2s, we have u(X) ∈ L2s. We now let η be a smooth positive function
supported in B2 ⊆ R

n so that it equals 1 in B1. Consider the following cut-off of u(X),
which equals u(X) in BR and vanishes outside B2R:

uR(X) = u(X) · η(
X

R
).

It then follows that lim
R→∞

‖uR − u‖L2s(Rn) = 0. For a fixed X0 ∈ ConeΣ, when R ≥ |X0|

we have u(X0) = uR(X0), so

(−∆)su(X0) = (−∆)suR(X0) + Cn,s

∫

Bc
R

−u(Y ) + uR(Y )

|X0 − Y |n+2s
dY = (−∆)suR(X0) + o(1).

We let UR(Z) : R
n+1
+ → R be the Caffarelli-Silvestre extension of uR(X), such that











div(y1−2s∇UR(Z)) = 0 in R
n+1
+

UR(X, 0) = uR(X) on R
n \ ConeΣ

UR(Z) → 0 as |Z| → ∞

,

existence of which lies on uR(X)’s being compactly supported. Moreover, for X0 ∈ ConeΣ,

(−∆)suR(X0) = − lim
y→0+

y1−2s∂yUR(X0, y).

The proof of Theorem 1.1 (2) is then reduced to showing

(2.2) lim
R→∞

{

lim
y→0+

y1−2s∂yUR(X0, y)
}

= 0.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 (2). As is discussed above, it suffices to show (2.2). Recall that for
X0 ∈ ConeΣ we already have from Proposition 2.1 that lim

y→0+
y1−2s∂yU(X0, y) = 0, so we

consider VR(Z) = UR(Z)− U(Z) and thus

lim
y→0+

y1−2s∂yUR(X0, y) = lim
y→0+

y1−2s∂yVR(X0, y).

We list some properties of VR(Z):

(a) VR(X, 0) = 0 for |X| ≤ R;
(b) div(y1−2sVR(Z)) = 0 in R

n+1
+ ;

(c) |VR(Z)| ≤ C1R
α if |Z| ≤ 2R for some universal C1.
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One can easily verify (a)(b), while (c) needs some explanation. In fact, on the one
hand, we know |U(Z)| ≤ CRα by the homogeneity. On the other hand, since uR(X) ≤
u(X) · χ{|X|≤2R}, we know by the maximal principle that

‖UR(Z)‖L∞(Rn+1) ≤ ‖uR(X)‖L∞(Rn) ≤ CRα.

For a fixed X0 ∈ ConeΣ and a sufficiently large R, we consider the barrier

β(Z) = 4sC1(1 +
n

2− 2s
)Rα−2sy2s + 4C1R

α−2
(

|X −X0|
2 −

n

2− 2s
y2
)

in the cylinder CR/2(X0) = {Z = (X, y) : |X − X0| ≤ R/2, 0 ≤ y ≤ R/2}. One
can verify that div(y1−2s∇β(Z)) = 0, and β(Z) ≥ |VR(Z)| on ∂(CR/2(X0)). Therefore,
|VR(Z)| ≤ β(Z) in CR/2(X0). In particular, there exists a uniform C2 such that

|VR(Z)| ≤ C2R
α−2s|Z − (X0, 0)|

2s in CR/2(X0).

We then apply the interior Schauder estimate to div(y1−2sVR(Z)) = 0 in each
ball By/2(X0, y) ⊆ R

n+1
+ (so that the equation is uniformly elliptic) and conclude that

|∇VR(X0, y)| ≤ C3R
α−2sy2s−1. We then have

∣

∣

∣
lim
y→0+

y1−2s∂yUR(X0, y)
∣

∣

∣
=

∣

∣

∣
lim
y→0+

y1−2s∂yVR(X0, y)
∣

∣

∣
≤ C3R

α−2s.

Recall that α < 2s, so we send R → ∞ and get (2.2). �

Example 2.1. In fact, for the simplest cone ConeΣ = R
n
+, we would consider

U(Z) =
(xn +

√

x2
n + y2

2

)s

.

It can be easily verified that U(Z) satisfies (2.1). By restricting U(Z) to R
n, we get

u(X) = max{xn, 0}
s. This is the well-known s-harmonic function in a half space.

Now we have completed the proof of Theorem 1.1. However, we still owe the
readers the proof of Proposition 2.1, and it will be proven in the next section.

3. Proof of Proposition 2.1

3.1. Setting up. Let’s now denote Σc ⊆ S
n−1 as the complement of Σ in S

n−1, then
Σc ∪ Σ = S

n−1 forms the boundary of Sn
+.

As we aim at finding a homogeneous U(Z) = rαΦ(Θ) solving div(y1−2s∇U(Z)) = 0,
we need to turn that into an equation satisfied by Φ(Θ) in Sn

+. We let

LΦ(Θ) = y
1

2
−s∆Θ(y

1

2
−sΦ)− y

1

2
−sΦ∆Θ(y

1

2
−s) = divΘ(y

1−2s∇ΘΦ(Θ)),
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where ∆Θ is the Laplace-Beltrami operator in S
n. As y

1

2
−sU is a homogeneous function

of degree (1
2
− s+ α), we have

0 =div(y1−2s∇U(Z)) = y
1

2
−s∆(y

1

2
−sU)− y

1

2
−sU∆(y

1

2
−s)

=(
1

2
− s+ α)(n−

1

2
− s+ α)

y1−2sU

r2
+

y
1

2
−s

r2
∆Θ(y

1

2
−sU)− y

1

2
−sU∆(y

1

2
−s)

=Λ
y1−2sU

r2
+

y
1

2
−s

r2
∆Θ(y

1

2
−sU) + (

1

2
− s)(n−

1

2
− s)

y1−2sU

r2
− y

1

2
−sU∆(y

1

2
−s)

=Λ
y1−2sU

r2
+

y
1

2
−s

r2
∆Θ(y

1

2
−sU)−

y
1

2
−sU

r2
∆Θ(y

1

2
−s), where Λ = α(n− 2s+ α).

By setting r = 1, we require

(3.1) LΦ(Θ) + Λy1−2sΦ(Θ) = 0 in S
n
+.

Moreover, to get (2.1), we also require

lim
y(Θ)→0+

y1−2s∇Θy · ∇ΘΦ(Θ) = 0 on Σ,(3.2)

Φ(Θ) = 0 on Σc.(3.3)

It then suffices to find such a pair (Φ,Λ) satisfying (3.1)(3.2)(3.3). The strategy is
to consider a variational problem in a weighted Sobolev space.

Definition 3.1. We denote S = H1(Sn
+, y

1−2sdΘ) as the linear subspace of H1
loc(S

n
+)

functions satisfying

‖Ψ‖H1(Sn
+
,y1−2sdΘ) =

{

∫

Sn
+

y1−2s|∇ΘΨ|2dΘ+

∫

Sn
+

y1−2sΨ2dΘ
}1/2

< ∞.

We also denote S ⊆ S as a subspace of C∞
loc(S

n
+) ∩ C(Sn

+) functions inside S.

In fact, as the weighted measure y1−2sdΘ is a finite positive measure in S
n
+, we can

then apply Lusin’s theorem. Precisely we mean that if a function f satisfies

‖f‖L2(Sn
+
,y1−2sdΘ) =

{

∫

Sn
+

y1−2sf 2dΘ
}1/2

< ∞,

then f can be approximated by a sequence of C(Sn
+) functions in the L2(Sn

+, y
1−2sdΘ)

sense, see [7]. We conclude the following density result.

Lemma 3.1. S is dense in S with respect to the H1(Sn
+, y

1−2sdΘ) norm.

Proof. Let’s parametrize S
n
+ using the parameters (~θ, γ) ∈ S

n−1 × (0,
π

2
), that

Θ(~θ, γ) = sin γ · ~θ + cos γ · ~en+1.
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We would then like to map S
n
+ to itself via the map

Fǫ(~θ, γ) = sin
[

(1− 2ǫ)γ
]

· ~θ + cos
[

(1− 2ǫ)γ
]

· ~en+1 = Θ
(

~θ, (1− 2ǫ)γ
)

.

For any X, Y ∈ S
n, we let ηǫ,Y (X) ≥ 0 be a smooth mollifier on S

n such that

(1) ηǫ,Y (X) depends only on |X − Y |, ηǫ,Y > 0 if and only if |X − Y | ≤ sin (
ǫπ

2
);

(2) For each fixed Y ∈ S
n,

∫

X∈Sn
ηǫ,Y (X)dX = 1;

(3) There is a constant C1 independent of ǫ, such that |∇ηǫ,Y | ≤
C1

ǫn+1
.

Let Ψ ∈ S, we then consider the following approximation

(3.4) Ψǫ(Θ) = (Ψ ◦ Fǫ) ∗ ηǫ :=

∫

X∈Sn
Ψ(X)ηǫ,Fǫ(Θ)(X)dX.

Notice that X ∈ S
n
+ when ηǫ,Fǫ(Θ)(X) > 0, so (3.4) is a well-defined expression for any

Θ ∈ S
n
+. Next we show the convergence of Ψǫ to Ψ. We have

‖Ψǫ −Ψ‖H1(Sn
+
,y1−2sdΘ) ≤ ‖Ψǫ −Ψ ◦ Fǫ‖H1(Sn

+
,y1−2sdΘ) + ‖Ψ ◦ Fǫ −Ψ‖H1(Sn

+
,y1−2sdΘ).

By Lusin’s theorem, both Ψ and ∇Ψ can be approximated by C(Sn
+) functions in the

L2(Sn
+, y

1−2sdΘ) sense, and thus so do Ψ◦Fǫ and ∇(Ψ◦Fǫ). These guarantee the smallness
of ‖Ψǫ −Ψ‖H1(Sn

+
,y1−2sdΘ). �

In the weak sense, we would rephrase (3.1)(3.2)(3.3) as follows.

Definition 3.2. Let Ψ ∈ S. We say Ψ satisfies (3.3) in the trace sense, denoted by
Ψ ∈ SΣ, if it can be approximated by Ψk ∈ S vanishing on Σc, under the distance of the
H1(Sn

+, y
1−2sdΘ) norm.

Remark 3.1. One can verify that SΣ with the H1(Sn
+, y

1−2sdΘ) norm is a Hilbert space.

Definition 3.3. Assume that Φ ∈ SΣ. Then we say Φ satisfies (3.1)(3.2) in the weak
sense, if for any η ∈ S (or just η ∈ S) satisfying (3.3), we have

∫

Sn
+

y1−2s∇Φ · ∇ηdΘ = Λ

∫

Sn
+

y1−2sΦ · ηdΘ.

One can easily verify that a weak solution of (3.1)(3.2)(3.3) can generate a homo-
geneous solution of (2.1) in the weak sense.

Lemma 3.2. Let U(Z) = rαΦ(Θ) and Λ = α(n−2s+α). Then (3.1)(3.2)(3.3) can imply
(2.1) in the weak sense. Moreover, if 0 < Λ < 2ns, then 0 < α < 2s.
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Now we define J(Ψ) and I(Ψ) which take value in [0,∞], such that

J(Ψ) =

∫

Sn
+

y1−2s|∇ΘΨ|2dΘ, I(Ψ) =

∫

Sn
+

y1−2sΨ2dΘ.

Lemma 3.3. Assume that some Φ ∈ SΣ minimizes J(Ψ)/I(Ψ) among all Ψ ∈ SΣ, and
J(Φ)/I(Φ) = Λ. Then the pair (Φ,Λ) satisfies (3.1) and (3.2) in the weak sense.

Proof. Let η ∈ S be a test function satisfying (3.3). We let Ψt = Φ+ tη, then

f(t) = J(Ψt)− Λ · I(Ψt) ≥ 0, f(0) = 0.

We then have f ′(0) = 0, or in other words,
∫

Sn
+

y1−2s∇Φ · ∇ηdΘ− Λ

∫

Sn
+

y1−2sΦ · ηdΘ = 0.

By arbitrarily choosing η, we see (Φ,Λ) satisfies (3.1) and (3.2). �

3.2. Solving the variational problem. Now let’s prove that J(Ψ)/I(Ψ) has a mini-
mizer in SΣ. We first show that such a ratio could be less than 2ns.

Lemma 3.4. We can guarantee that inf
Ψ∈SΣ

J(Ψ)

I(Ψ)
< 2ns.

Proof. We consider Ψ0(Θ) = y2s ∈ S vanishing on ∂Sn
+, then J(Ψ0)/I(Ψ0) = 2ns. More-

over, as Ψ0 does not satisfy (3.2) (even in the weak sense), we see from Lemma 3.3 that
Ψ0 is not a minimizer. Therefore, the infimum of J(Ψ)/I(Ψ) can be even smaller. �

Next, such a ratio must be bounded away from zero.

Lemma 3.5. For every Ψ ∈ SΣ, J(Ψ)/I(Ψ) ≥ c for some c > 0.

Proof. Let D be a small spherical disc inside Σc, then we see Ψ = 0 on D. For simplicity,
let’s assume that after a rotation, there exists some t > 1 such that

D = S
n−1 ∩ {|x′|2 + |xn + t|2 ≤ t2 − 1}.

Then we would like to parametrize S
n
+ by two parameters (~β, γ) with

~β ∈ S
n−1, ∠(~β, ~en) < sin−1(

1

t
), γ ∈ (0, π),



A POSITIVE HOMOGENEOUS FRACTIONAL HARMONIC FUNCTION IN A LIPSCHITZ CONE 9

such that X ∈ S
n
+ can be expressed as

X(~β, γ) =− t ~en +
{

√

1−
(

t sin∠(~β, ~en)
)2

sin γ
}

~en+1

+
{

t cos∠(~β, ~en)−

√

1−
(

t sin∠(~β, ~en)
)2

cos γ
}

~β.

Let Ψ(~β, γ) = Ψ(X(~β, γ)), by integrating

Ψ(~β, γ)2 ≤
{

∫ γ

0

∣

∣

∣

∂Ψ(~β, t)

∂γ

∣

∣

∣
dt
}2

≤
{

∫ γ

0

(sin t)2s−1dt
}{

∫ γ

0

(sin t)1−2s
∣

∣

∣

∂Ψ(~β, t)

∂γ

∣

∣

∣

2

dt
}

≤C
{

∫ π

0

(sin γ)1−2s
∣

∣

∣

∂Ψ(~β, γ)

∂γ

∣

∣

∣

2

dγ
}

,

we see that there exists some positive constant c independent of β, such that

(3.5)

∫ π

0

(sin γ)1−2s
∣

∣

∣

∂Ψ(~β, γ)

∂γ

∣

∣

∣

2

dγ ≥ c

∫ π

0

(sin γ)1−2sΨ(~β, γ)2dγ.

Besides, there exists a density function µ(~β, γ), such that the area measure dΘ on

S
n
+ can be expressed as dΘ = µ(~β, γ)d~βdγ. Moreover, there exists a constant C = C(t)

depending only on t, so that for any ~β we have

(3.6) sup
γ∈(0,π)

µ(~β, γ) ≤ C inf
γ∈(0,π)

µ(~β, γ).

Notice that
∣

∣

∣
∇Ψ(~β, γ)

∣

∣

∣
≥

∣

∣

∣

∂Ψ(~β, γ)

∂γ

∣

∣

∣
for any ~β, then we have

J(Ψ) =

∫

∠(~β, ~en)<sin−1( 1
t
)

∫

γ∈(0,π)

(sin γ)1−2s
∣

∣

∣
∇Ψ(~β, γ)

∣

∣

∣

2

µ(~β, γ)d~βdγ

≥

∫

∠(~β, ~en)<sin−1( 1
t
)

{

∫

γ∈(0,π)

(sin γ)1−2s
∣

∣

∣

∂Ψ(~β, γ)

∂γ

∣

∣

∣

2

µ(~β, γ)d~β
}

dγ

&

∫

∠(~β, ~en)<sin−1( 1
t
)

{

∫

γ∈(0,π)

(sin γ)1−2sΨ(~β, γ)2µ(~β, γ)d~β
}

dγ = I(Ψ).

Here, the third line is obtained from the second line by using (3.5) and (3.6). �

We have a Sobolev inequality for the weighted measure y1−2sdΘ on S
n
+.

Lemma 3.6. There exist constants q = q(n, s) > 2 and C = C(n, s,Σ), such that
{

∫

Sn
+

y1−2sΨqdΘ
}1/q

≤ C
{

∫

Sn
+

y1−2s|∇Ψ|2dΘ
}1/2

for any Ψ ∈ SΣ.
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Proof. It was introduced in [7] the terminology of d-regularity for a bounded metric space
equipped with a measure. We treat S

n
+ as a metric space with the distance function

generated by geodesics, and equip it with the measure µ = y1−2sdΘ. Then S
n
+ has finite

diameter (less than π) and finite total measure, meaning µ(Sn
+) < ∞.

For any Θ ∈ S
n
+ and any r ≤ π, we see the geodesic ball of radius r centered at Θ,

denoted as Br(Θ), has measure µ
(

Br(Θ)
)

greater than c1·r
d with d = max{n+1−2s, n} ≥

2. Moreover, the measure µ has a doubling property, that µ
(

B2r(Θ)
)

≤ C · µ
(

Br(Θ)
)

.

In [7], the gradient of Ψ(x) is defined as g(x) ≥ 0, such that

|Ψ(x)−Ψ(y)| ≤ (g(x) + g(y)) · dist(x, y)

for two points x, y in the metric space. In our situation, g(x) can be defined as the
Hardy-Littlewood maximal function of |∇Ψ|.

By [7, Theorem 6], there exists some q > 2, such that

‖Ψ−Ψavg‖Lq(Sn
+
,y1−2sdΘ) ≤ C2‖Ψ‖H1(Sn

+
,y1−2sdΘ),

where

|Ψavg| =

∣

∣

∫

Sn
+

y1−2sΨdΘ
∣

∣

∫

Sn
+

y1−2sdΘ
≤ C3‖Ψ‖L2(Sn+,y1−2sdΘ) ≤ C3‖Ψ‖H1(Sn+,y1−2sdΘ).

Moreover, by Lemma 3.5, we see for Ψ ∈ SΣ,

‖Ψ‖H1(Sn
+
,y1−2sdΘ) ≤ C4

{

∫

Sn
+

y1−2s|∇Ψ|2dΘ
}1/2

.

Therefore, we can bound ‖Ψ‖Lq(Sn
+
,y1−2sdΘ) using

∫

Sn
+

y1−2s|∇Ψ|2dΘ. �

We immediately obtain the following corollary using the Hölder inequality.

Corollary 3.1. Assume that Ψ ∈ SΣ and J(Ψ) ≤ 1. Then for any ǫ ≤ 1/2 we have
∫

Sn
+
∩{y≤ǫ}

y1−2sΨ2dΘ ≤ Cǫ2(1−s)(1− 2

q
) = o(1).

Therefore, we can prove the existence of a minimizer of J(Ψ)/I(Ψ) in SΣ.

Lemma 3.7. There exists some Φ ∈ SΣ minimizing the ratio J(Ψ)/I(Ψ).
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Proof. Let’s just write Λ = inf
Ψ∈SΣ

J(Ψ)

I(Ψ)
. Let Ψk ∈ SΣ be a minimizing sequence so that

I(Ψk) = 1, Λ ≤ J(Ψk) ≤ Λ +
1

k
.

In the argument below, each time we find a subsequence of Ψk, we still write it as Ψk.

• Step 1: We can first find a subsequence Ψk converging weakly to Φ ∈ SΣ in the
H1(Sn

+, y
1−2sdΘ) sense. This implies that

I(Φ) ≤ lim inf
k→∞

I(Ψk) ≤ 1, J(Φ) ≤ lim inf
k→∞

J(Ψk) ≤ Λ.

• Step 2: For each ǫ, we can apply the classical Rellich compactness theorem, and
find a subsequence of Ψk converging in L2(Sn

+ ∩ {y ≥ ǫ}, y1−2sdΘ). Its limit could
be nothing but Φ because it is the weak limit of Ψk. By a diagonal argument,
there is a subsequence Ψk, such that for any fixed ǫ > 0,

lim
k→∞

‖Ψk − Φ‖L2(Sn
+
∩{y≥ǫ},y1−2sdΘ) = 0.

For any given δ, we can find ǫ sufficiently small so that by Corollary 3.1,

‖Ψk‖L2(Sn
+
∩{y≤ǫ},y1−2sdΘ), ‖Φ‖L2(Sn

+
∩{y≤ǫ},y1−2sdΘ) ≤ δ/3.

We let k sufficiently large so that ‖Ψk − Φ‖L2(Sn
+
∩{y≥ǫ},y1−2sdΘ) ≤ δ/3, then

‖Ψk −Φ‖L2(Sn
+
,y1−2sdΘ) ≤ ‖Ψk −Φ‖L2(Sn

+
∩{y≥ǫ},y1−2sdΘ) + ‖Ψk −Φ‖L2(Sn

+
∩{y≤ǫ},y1−2sdΘ) ≤ δ.

This means ‖Ψk − Φ‖L2(Sn
+
,y1−2sdΘ) → 0, so I(Φ) = 1. We then have J(Φ) = Λ since

J(Ψ)/I(Ψ) ≥ Λ for all Ψ ∈ SΣ. Therefore, Φ ∈ SΣ is the desired minimizer and we have
completed the proof of Lemma 3.7. �

Moreover, by Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.3, U(Z) = rαΦ(Θ) satisfies (2.1) in the
weak sense. One can also easily verify that U(Z) does not change sign in R

n+1
+ , and

(3.7)

∫

R
n+1
+

∩B4

y1−2s
(

|∇U(Z)|2 + U(Z)2
)

dZ ≤ C.

3.3. Continuity estimates. In the previous subsection, we have found a minimizer Φ,
and U(Z) = rαΦ(Θ) is a weak solution to (2.1). In this part, we prove that U(Z) is in
fact a continuous classical solution to (2.1), thus finishing the proof of Proposition 2.1.

By the homogeneity of U(Z), it suffices to consider Z∗ = (X∗, y∗) ∈ R
n+1
+ ∩B1 and

show that U(Z) satisfies (2.1) in the classical sense near Z∗.
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Let’s first consider the simplest case where y∗ > 0, then (2.1) is uniformly elliptic
in By∗/2(Z

∗) ⊆ R
n+1
+ ∩B4. By the standard elliptic theory, we see U is C2,α in By∗/4(Z

∗).
Here we have used (3.7) to bound the L2 norm of U in By∗/2(Z

∗). In other words, we see
U(Z) satisfies the first line of (2.1) in R

n+1
+ in the classical sense.

Next, we consider the case where y∗ = 0 and X∗ ∈ ConeΣ. We consider a half ball
Bǫ(Z

∗)+ = R
n+1
+ ∩ Bǫ(Z

∗), where ǫ is so small that Bǫ(X
∗)′ ⊆ ConeΣ. Then the second

line of (2.1) is in fact useless in Bǫ(Z
∗)+. Besides,

∫

Bǫ(Z∗)+
y1−2sU(Z)2dZ is bounded

because of (3.7). We then apply [8, Theorem 1.6] and conclude the C1,α regularity of U
near Z∗. This implies that the third line of (2.1) holds at Z∗ in the classical sense.

We can argue similarly for the case where y∗ = 0 and X∗ ∈ int
(

R
n \ConeΣ

)

. This

time we can apply [6, Theorem 2.4.6] or [9, Theorem 1.6] because the weight y1−2sdZ is
A2-Muckenhoupt, and U vanishes in ∂Rn+1

+ near X∗ in the weak sense. We see U(Z) is
locally Hölder continuous near Z∗ and U(Z∗) = 0 in the classical sense.

By discussion above, the remaining job in proving Proposition 2.1 is to show

(3.8) lim
r→0

sup
Br(Z∗)+

|U | = 0

for a fixed Z∗ = (X∗, y∗) satisfying y∗ = 0 and X∗ ∈ ∂(ConeΣ). To achieve this, we first
prove the following L∞ estimate using the De Giorgi iteration.

Lemma 3.8. Assume that U(Z) is a weak solution to (2.1) in B+
4 = R

n+1
+ ∩B4 and that

∫

B+
4

y1−2sU2dZ is sufficiently small, then ‖U‖L∞(B+
2
) ≤ 1.

Proof. Let’s assume U ≥ 0 for simplicity because it does not change sign. We denote
(U − t)+ = max{U − t, 0} for any t ≥ 0, then it satisfies the second and the third line of

(2.1) in the weak sense, and satisfies div
(

y1−2s∇(U − t)+

)

≥ 0 in the weak sense.

We first prove a Caccioppoli inequality. For any smooth η ≥ 0 supported in B4,

(3.9)

∫

B+
4

y1−2s|∇
(

η(U − t)+
)

|2dZ ≤

∫

B+
4

y1−2s(U − t)2+|∇η|2dZ.

In fact, we multiply η2(U− t)+ on both sides of div
(

y1−2s∇(U− t)+

)

≥ 0. Notice that by

the second and the third line of (2.1), no boundary term is produced during the integration
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by parts. Precisely we have

∫

B+
4

y1−2s
(

|∇
(

η(U−t)+
)

|2−(U−t)2+|∇η|2
)

dZ =

∫

B+
4

y1−2s∇(U−t)+·∇
(

η2(U−t)+
)

dZ ≤ 0.

We next apply [6, Theorem 1.2] to the weight y1−2sdZ, which is A2-Muckenhoupt,
and obtain a Sobolev inequality. If V (Z) = 0 for all Z ≥ 4, then

(

∫

B+
4

y1−2sV (Z)pdZ
)1/p

≤ C
(

∫

B+
4

y1−2s|∇V (Z)|2dZ
)1/2

for some p > 2.

In the last step we prove U ≤ 1 in B+
2 . Denote tk = 1− 2−k and rk = 2+ 2−k and

let Uk = (U − tk)+. We consider a smooth cut-off function ηk ≥ 0 so that

supp(ηk) = B+
rk
, ηk

∣

∣

∣

B+
rk+1

= 1, |∇ηk| ≤ C2k.

Let’s denote Ak =

∫

B+
rk

y1−2sU2
kdZ, then it follows from (3.9) that

∫

B+
rk

y1−2s|∇(ηkUk)|
2dZ ≤ C4k

∫

B+
rk

y1−2sU2
kdZ = C4kAk.

We apply the Sobolev inequality to ηkUk, then apply the Hölder inequality and obtain
∫

B+
rk+1

y1−2sU2
kdZ ≤

∫

B+
rk

y1−2sη2kU
2
kdZ ≤ C4kAk

(

∫

B+
rk

y1−2sχ{Uk>0}dZ
)

p−2

p
.

As Uk+1 ≤ Uk, we have

∫

B+
rk+1

y1−2sU2
k ≥ Ak+1. On the other hand, we first notice that

as {Uk > 0} = {Uk−1 > tk − tk−1 = 2−k}, we have

Ak−1 ≥

∫

B+
rk

y1−2sU2
k−1dZ ≥ 4−k

∫

B+
rk

y1−2sχ{Uk>0}dZ.

Now we have an inductive inequality Ak+1 ≤ C16kAkA
p−2

p

k−1. Taking the logarithm on both
sides, we know Ak → 0 as the initial data A1, A2 is small. This means U ≤ 1 in B+

2 . �

We can now prove Equation (3.8) using the weak Harnack principle.

Proof of Equation (3.8). Once more we write Z∗ = (X∗, 0) for X∗ ∈ ∂ConeΣ. Without
loss of generality, we assume sup

B1(Z∗)+
U ≤ 1 using Lemma 3.8. The key is to show that

(3.10) sup
B1/2(Z∗)+

U ≤ σ for some σ < 1.
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Then after an iterative argument, we have sup
B

2−i (Z∗)+
U ≤ σi → 0.

We let tk = 1− 2−k and Uk = 2k(U − tk)+. We need to prove

(3.11)

∫

Z∈B1(Z∗)+
y1−2sχ{UK(Z)>0}dZ ≤ c1 for some large K and small c1.

Then we can apply Lemma 3.8 to UK and conclude UK ≤ 1/2 in B1/2(Z
∗)+. This means

we can choose σ = 1− 2−K−1 in (3.10). We prove (3.11) using contradiction.

Recall that ∂ConeΣ = {xn = g(x′)} is a Lipschitz graph, we then have some
constant c2 depending only on [g]C0,1 such that |Ω′| = |B1/2(X

∗)′ ∩ {U = 0}| ≥ c2. Using
the Caccioppoli inequality (3.9), we see for h ≤ 1/4,

∫

X∈Ω′

U(X, h)dX ≤

∫

Ω′×[0,h]

|∇U(X, t)|dtdX

≤
{

∫

Ω′×[0,h]

t2s−1dtdX
}1/2{

∫

Ω′×[0,h]

t1−2s|∇U(X, t)|2dtdX
}1/2

≤Chs
{

∫

Z∈B3/4(Z∗)2
y1−2s|∇U(Z)|2dZ

}1/2

≤ Chs.

In particular, it implies that |B3/4(Z
∗)+ ∩ {y ≥ ǫ} ∩ {U ≤ 1/2}| ≥ c3 for any small ǫ.

Suppose (3.11) is false for large K, and thus even for any 1 ≤ k ≤ K − 1. We then see
∫

B1−ǫ(Z∗)+∩{y≥ǫ}

χ{Uk≥1/2}dZ ≥ c4,

∫

B1−ǫ(Z∗)+∩{y≥ǫ}

χ{Uk=0}dZ ≥ c4 for some small ǫ.

We apply the Poincaré inequality to Uk(Z) = min{Uk,
1

2
}, and have

∫

B1−ǫ(Z∗)+
y1−2s|∇Uk(Z)|dZ ≥ C

∫

B1−ǫ(Z∗)+∩{y≥ǫ}

|∇Uk(Z)|dZ ≥ c5.

Notice that by applying (3.9) to Uk we have

∫

B1−ǫ(Z∗)+
y1−2s|∇Uk(Z)|

2dZ ≤ C6, so

∫

B1−ǫ(Z∗)+
y1−2sχ{tk≤U≤tk+1}dZ ≥

∫

B1−ǫ(Z∗)+
y1−2sχ{∇Uk 6=0}dZ ≥ c7

for all 1 ≤ k ≤ K − 1. This prevents K from being too large (recall that y1−2sdZ is a
finite measure), and then (3.11) is proven. �

In conclusion, now we have completed the proof of Proposition 2.1.
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