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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 (—A)*u =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 < o < 2s.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let X C 0B; be an open spherical domain with respect to the north pole ¢,,. Let
Coneys, be the cone of ¥ defined as
X

Coney, = {X e R"\ {0} : x| e X}

If 0Cones = {x,, = g(a')} for some g € C%. then we say Coney 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 Conesx. Then there exists a
function u : R — R such that:

u > 0 in Coney, and it can be continuously extended to zero elsewhere;
u € Log(R™), and it is a classical solution to (—A)’u = 0 inside Coney;
w is a homogeneous function with degree 0 < o < 2s, and max u(X) =1;

)
)
) |x|<1
)

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

(1
(2
(3
(

Here the non-local operator (—A)?® is defined using the singular integration
uw(X) —u(Y)
1.1 —A)Yu(X) = C, PV —————=dY.
(1) (~Ayux) = 0PV [ T
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 Ay is the first eigenvalue of > with respect to the Laplace-Beltrami operator
1
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on the sphere, which can also be defined in the following variational way

VF(9)>do
(1.2) A= in J5 [VEOFdf )2| :
FO)ece®)  [5 |[F(0)[2d6
we then let ay > 0 satisfying ax(ay +n —2) = A\x. If E(f) € C®(X)NCT) is a
minimizer of (LZ), then we can obtain a homogeneous positive harmonic function

Hyo(X) = rE(6), (r6) = (|X]. é—p.

It is very surprising that the homogeneous degree « is strictly less than 2s in
Theorem [Tl Recall that for the local operator —A (so s = 1), the homogeneous degree
« is not guaranteed to be less than 2s = 2, since the positive homogeneous harmonic
function in a 6 angle has degree o = /0. If § < 7/2, we will have o« > 2. Therefore,
property (3) in Theorem [[.Tlis a special feature of the fractional Laplace equation.

The author thinks that it is also an interesting question to find other homogeneous
solutions to (—A)*u = 0 in Coneyx, with a changing sign. Such solutions might not belong
to the class Lo5, but (—A)®u might still be defined in some weaker sense (for instance in
the PV sense) because there will be significant cancellation in the expression (LI).

Besides, we will later see in Example 1] that when C'ones; = R, u(X) obtained
in Theorem [[.1]is exactly the well-known s-harmonic function u(X) = max{z,,0}".

The strategy in proving Theorem [L.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 As-Muckenhoupt weight. Equations with
a generic As-Muckenhoupt weight were initially studied in [5] [6]. Recently, higher order
estimates were obtained in [3, [4, 8, @] for weights with asymptotic behavior y*. Such
a degenerate or singular equation could also be treated as an equation with a d-regular
weight, see [7].

2. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.1]

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

Proof of Theorem[11 (4). Let v be another function satisfying (1)(2) in Theorem [L.TI We
further assume that u(e;,) = v(e;,) 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 Bg. It then follows that in Bg/s,

u(X)/u(5en) Xy
——L}<C‘—, Cl'<Lp<C.
‘U(X)/v(ge;) fI="IR ==
Here, C' and € depend only on the shape of Coney. By plugging in X = ¢,,, we have
v(&e;) u(Ze;) 1
Lp— —2 <CR d th 2 < .
L u(Be)| =7 MO Ry = 6T CR

Then for any X € Coney, without loss of generality we assume | X| < 1, then as R — oo,

R R~ —€
‘U(X) _ ‘ < ‘U(X) _ U(éef) ‘ U(éej)LR < _?CR _
v(X) o(X) o T (e, iR
This proves the uniqueness part of Theorem [I.T] U

The harder part in proving Theorem [[T] 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’:™'. A point in R’ will be written as

Z=(X,y) eR" x R,.

The polar coordinate for a non-zero point is (r, ©) such that r = |Z|, © = % € S".

We intend to find a positive function U(Z) = r*®(0) : R*" — R such that

div(y'"*VU(Z)) =0 in R7H
(2.1) UZ)=0 on R"\ Cones,
I 1—2s .
yl_l)lgler 0,U(X,y) =0 for X € Coney,

We will then let u(X) be the restriction of U(Z) on R™ = {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 Cones:.

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

Proposition 2.1. The problem (21)) has a positive a-homogeneous solution U(Z) =
re®(0) : RT™ — R, which is locally continuous. Moreover, we have 0 < a < 2s.

In the present section we just assume its correctness and continue on the proof of
Theorem [T Without loss of generality, we can assume that the solution U(Z) given by

Proposition [2.1] is normalized such that |, ax UZ)=1.
1NConey
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Proof of Theorem[1.1 (1)(3). We just let u(X) be the restriction of U(Z) to R", that
w(X)=U(X,0), X eR"
One then easily verifies u(X) satisfies (1)(3). O

We then show that u(X) satisfies (2). We first notice that as u(.X) is homogeneous
of degree 0 < v < 2s, we have u(X) € Ly5. We now let  be a smooth positive function
supported in By C R" so that it equals 1 in By. Consider the following cut-off of u(X),

which equals u(X) in Bg and vanishes outside Bag:
X
un(X) = u(X) ().

It then follows that }%im |ugr — ||z, mny = 0. For a fixed X, € Cones;, when R > | X
— 00

we have u(Xy) = ugr(Xp), so

(~A)u(Xo) = (~A)ug(Xo) + Cos /

B

—u(Y) +ur(Y)
|XO _ Y|n+2s

dY = (—=A)°ur(Xo) + o(1).
i
We let Ug(Z) : R%™ — R be the Caffarelli-Silvestre extension of ug(X), such that
div(y'"*VUg(Z)) =0 in R
Ur(X,0) = ug(X) on R"\ Coney ,
Ur(Z)— 0 as |Z| — oo
existence of which lies on ug(X)’s being compactly supported. Moreover, for X, € Coney,
(—A)SUR(XO) = — yl—i>I(I)1+ yl_zsayUR(Xo, y)

The proof of Theorem [L.1] (2) is then reduced to showing
(2.2) lim { lim y1—2sayUR(X0,y)} — 0.

R—oo \ y—0+

Proof of Theorem[11 (2). As is discussed above, it suffices to show ([2.2]). Recall that for
Xy € Cones, we already have from Proposition 2.1] that h%1+ y'"#0,U(Xo,y) = 0, so we
y—

consider Vg(Z) = Ug(Z) — U(Z) and thus
: 1—2s I K 1—-2s
im0, Ur(Xo,y) = lim 5 =0, Ve(Xo, y).

We list some properties of Vz(Z):

(a) Vr(X,0) =0 for | X| < R;
(b) div(y'=%Vr(Z)) =0 in R,
(c) |Vr(Z)| < C1R* if | Z| < 2R for some universal C}.
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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)| < CR* by the homogeneity. On the other hand, since ugr(X) <
u(X) - x{/x|<2r}, we know by the maximal principle that

||UR(Z)||Loo(Rn+1) S ||uR(X)||LOO(R7L) S CR“.

For a fixed X, € Coney, and a sufficiently large R, we consider the barrier
__AS n a—2s, 2s a—2 - 2 n 2
B(Z) = #°Co(1 + 5= ) Ry +4C R (X = Xol? = 37 -0?)
in the cylinder Crpo(Xo) = {Z = (X,y) : |X = Xo| < R/2, 0 <y < R/2}. One
can verify that div(y'"*VB(Z)) = 0, and 5(Z) > |Vg(Z)| on 9(Cr/2(Xp)). Therefore,
\Vr(Z)| £ B(Z) in Crja(Xo). In particular, there exists a uniform C; such that

|VR(Z)| S CgRa_zs‘Z - (Xo,O)Ps in CR/Q(X(]).

We then apply the interior Schauder estimate to div(y'™2*Vz(Z)) = 0 in each
ball Bys(Xo,y) € RT™ (so that the equation is uniformly elliptic) and conclude that
IVVR(X0,y)| < C3R*25y?~1 We then have

yl—i>I(I)1+ yl_zsayUR(wa)‘ = ‘yl_iglerl_zs@yVR(Xo,y)‘ < C3R*%,

Recall that oo < 2s, so we send R — oo and get (2.2). O

Example 2.1. In fact, for the simplest cone Cones = R}, we would consider

<xn + /22 +y2)8
5 :

It can be easily verified that U(Z) satisfies (21). By restricting U(Z) to R™, we get
u(X) = max{z,,0}*. This is the well-known s-harmonic function in a half space.

U(Z) =

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

3. PrROOF OF PROPOSITION [2.1]

3.1. Setting up. Let’s now denote ¥¢ C S"! as the complement of ¥ in S"~!, then
¥¢U Y =S""! forms the boundary of S';.

As we aim at finding a homogencous U(Z) = r*®(0) solving div(y' VU (Z)) = 0,
we need to turn that into an equation satisfied by ®(©) in .. We let

LO(O) = y7*Ap(y? *®) — y? " Ao (y? %) = dive(y' " Ved(0)),
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where Ag is the Laplace-Beltrami operator in S”. As y%_sU is a homogeneous function
of degree (3 — s+ a), we have

0 =div(y'">VU(Z)) = y2 > A(y2°U) — y2 *UA(y>")

1 1 ylm2y oy 1 1 1
:(5 —s+a)(n— 5~ 8 + a) = + - No(yz—*U) — y2 *UA(yz~*)
1-2s B 1-2s
AL LMoy U) + (5 sl — 5 — ) e — g UAGE)
—2s 1_g 1_g
:Aylrz u + y; A@(y%_sU) — yzrz UA@(y%_s), where A = a(n — 2s + a).
By setting r = 1, we require
(3.1) L®(O) + Ay'"*®(©) =0 in S".
Moreover, to get (2.1), we also require
(3.2) y(@li)r—r>10+ y' " *Vey - Ve®(©) =0 on %,
(3.3) ®(O©)=0 on X

It then suffices to find such a pair (®, A) satisfying (3.1 (B.2]) (B3). The strategy is

to consider a variational problem in a weighted Sobolev space.

Definition 3.1. We denote S = H'(S%,y'™2dO) as the linear subspace of Hp.(S™)
functions satisfying

1 -2 = | /
s

We also denote S C S as a subspace of C(S™) N C(ST) functions inside S.

1/2
y1_28|V@\If|2d@+/ y1_28\112d@} < 0.
st

In fact, as the weighted measure y'~2*d© is a finite positive measure in S’}, we can
then apply Lusin’s theorem. Precisely we mean that if a function f satisfies

Il vamy = { [

then f can be approximated by a sequence of C(S%) functions in the L?(S7,y'~%*dO)
sense, see [7]. We conclude the following density result.

1/2
g} <o,

n
+

Lemma 3.1. S is dense in S with respect to the H' (S, y*=2*d©) norm.

Proof. Let’s parametrize S" using the parameters (4.7) € S x (0, g), that

—

O(f,7) = sinvy -0 + cosv - ;1.
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We would then like to map S} to itself via the map
Fo(0,7) =sin [(1 —2€)7] -0 +cos [(1 —2€)7] - ent1 = O(6, (1 — 2¢)7).
For any X,Y € S", we let 7.y (X) > 0 be a smooth mollifier on S" such that

(1) ney(X) depends only on | X — Y|, n.y > 0 if and only if | X — Y| < sin(%);

(2) For each fixed Y € S", / Ney (X)dX = 1;

XesSn

(3) There is a constant C independent of €, such that |V, y| < C:il.
En
Let ¥ € S, we then consider the following approximation
(34) V(0) = (Vo F)xni= [ W(X)nne(X)dX.
Xesn

Notice that X € S when 7. 5. (X) > 0, so (34) is a well-defined expression for any
© € S7}. Next we show the convergence of ¥, to W. We have

||\IfE - \I]HHl(Si,yl*QSd@) S ||\I/E — V%o FEHHl(Sﬁ,yl*Z"d@) + ||\I/ e} [7E — \IIHHl(Si,yl*Z"d@)'

By Lusin’s theorem, both ¥ and VW can be approximated by C(@) functions in the
L*(S",y'~2%dO) sense, and thus so do o F, and V(UoF,). These guarantee the smallness
Of ||‘~If6 — \I]HHl(Sfﬁ,yl*QSd@)- |:|

In the weak sense, we would rephrase (31)(32) (B3] as follows.

Definition 3.2. Let ¥ € S. We say ¥ satisfies [3.3)) in the trace sense, denoted by
U € Sy, if it can be approximated by V. € S vanishing on ¢, under the distance of the
HY(S",y'2%d®) norm.

Remark 3.1. One can verify that Ss, with the HY(S",y'"5d®) norm is a Hilbert space.

Definition 3.3. Assume that ® € Sy,. Then we say ® satisfies 1) B2) in the weak
sense, if for anyn € S (or just n € S) satisfying [B.3), we have

J

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) = r*®(0) and A = a(n—2s+«). Then BI)B2)B3) can imply
(210 in the weak sense. Moreover, if 0 < A < 2ns, then 0 < a < 2s.

y' "BV - VndO = A / y' "2 d - nde.

n n
+ St
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Now we define J(W) and I(W) which take value in [0, oo], such that
s = [ yvenpae, 1w = [ v,
S sn

Lemma 3.3. Assume that some ® € Sy, minimizes J(¥)/I(¥) among all ¥ € Sy, and
J(®)/1(®) = A. Then the pair (®,A) satisfies BI]) and B2)) in the weak sense.

Proof. Let n € S be a test function satisfying ([8.3]). We let ¥, = ® + ¢n, then
f)=J(¥) = A-I(¥y) >0, f(0)=0.
We then have f'(0) = 0, or in other words,

/Si

By arbitrarily choosing 7, we see (®, A) satisfies (B.I]) and (3:2)). O

Yy BV - Vndo — A/ y' 7P - ndO = 0.

T
5%

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

J(U
Lemma 3.4. We can guarantee that inf Q < 2ns.
VeSs I(\D)

Proof. We consider ¥((0) = y** € S vanishing on 9S7, then J(Uy)/I(¥,) = 2ns. More-
over, as Wy does not satisfy (8:2) (even in the weak sense), we see from Lemma [3.3 that
Uy is not a minimizer. Therefore, the infimum of J(W)/I(¥) can be even smaller. O

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

Lemma 3.5. For every ¥ € Sy, J(V)/I(¥) > ¢ for some ¢ > 0.

Proof. Let D be a small spherical disc inside ¢, then we see W = 0 on D. For simplicity,
let’s assume that after a rotation, there exists some ¢ > 1 such that

D=S"'"n{|2]*+ |z, +t]* <> —1}.

Then we would like to parametrize % by two parameters (ﬁ ,7) with

= = 1
fes Z(B.é)<sin(3), ye(0.m)
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such that X € S} can be expressed as
X(B,7) =—te, + {\/1 — (tsin (3, e}}))2 siny}en__’ﬂ
+ {tcos Z(E, €n) — \/1 — (t sin Z(E, e}}))%osy}ﬁ.

Let U(5,7) = W(X (5 7)), by integrating

V(B,7)? S{/O 8\11 }dt} < {/O”Y(Sint)%_ldt}{/O”Y(Sint)l 26

SC{/OW(SiH”Y)l 2s 8‘1’57 } d }

we see that there exists some posfcwe constant ¢ independent of [, such that

" a\I] _)a 2 T . _ =
(3.5) / (siny)! =2 %\ dy > ¢ / (siny) 20 (F, 1) dry

8\Ifﬁt‘dt}

Besides, there exists a density function u(ﬁ ,7), such that the area measure d© on
S% can be expressed as d© = u(,7)dBdy. Moreover, there exists a constant C' = C(t)
depending only on ¢, so that for any 5 we have

(3.6) sup p(B,y) < C inf p(B,7).
~v€(0,m) Y€(0,m)
0U(5,7)

Notice that ‘VW(E, fy)’ > ’ ’ for any 3, then we have

o
= [ R
Z(B.eh)<sin=1 (L) Jye(0,m)

2/ {/ (Sin7)1—2s
Z(B,eh)<sin=1 (L) ~ Jrye(o,m)

2/ {[ 2w puGadha - 100)
4(5,6})<sin’1(%) ~€(0,m)
Here, the third line is obtained from the second line by using (8.5]) and (3.6]). O

V(5 7)‘ 1(B,~)dBdy

OV (6,) ‘2
oy

(B, ) }dv

We have a Sobolev inequality for the weighted measure y*~2d© on S';.

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

1/ 1/2 _
{/ y1_2S\I/qd@} 1 < C{/ y1—2s‘v\1,|2d@} for any ¥ € Sy.
i +
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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? as a metric space with the distance function
generated by geodesics, and equip it with the measure p = y*=2*d©. Then S7 has finite
diameter (less than 7) and finite total measure, meaning £(S%) < oco.

For any © € S} and any r < 7, we see the geodesic ball of radius 7 centered at O,
denoted as B,.(0), has measure p <BT(@)> greater than c;-r¢ with d = max{n+1-2s,n} >
2. Moreover, the measure p has a doubling property, that M(B2r(@)> <C- u(B,(@)).

In [7], the gradient of W(z) is defined as g(z) > 0, such that
(W (z) = W(y)| < (9(x) +9(y)) - dist(z,y)

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

By [7, Theorem 6], there exists some g > 2, such that
| — \IlangLq(Si,y1*23d9) < C2H\IIHH1(81,y1*QSd®)7

where
| Joz y' = Wdo)|

Wavg| = 1—2s
fs¢ y'~*do

< G|V p2(sn yr-2sa0) < Csl| ¥ gsn y1-2540)-

Moreover, by Lemma 3.5, we see for ¥ € Sy,

1/2
H\IfHHl(SLylﬂsd@) S C4{/ y1_2S|V\If‘2d@} '

51

Therefore, we can bound |[¥|| ey y1-2:40) using / y' |V |2de. O

53

We immediately obtain the following corollary using the Holder inequality.

Corollary 3.1. Assume that ¥ € Sy, and J(V) < 1. Then for any ¢ < 1/2 we have

/ y 2 02de < I = o(1),
Syn{y<e}

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

Lemma 3.7. There exists some ® € Sy, minimizing the ratio J(V)/I(V).
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J(U —
Proof. Let’s just write A = inf L Let V), € Sy, be a minimizing sequence so that
VeSy [(\Ij)

[(T) =1, A<J(T,) <A+ %

In the argument below, each time we find a subsequence of Wy, we still write it as Uy.
e Step 1: We can first find a subsequence ¥}, converging weakly to ® € Sy, in the
H'(S",y'"*3dO) sense. This implies that
I(®) < liminf I(Vg) <1, J(P) <liminf J(V;) < A.
k—o0 k—ro0
e Step 2: For each ¢, we can apply the classical Rellich compactness theorem, and
find a subsequence of Wy, converging in L*(S" N{y > ¢}, y'~2°dO). Its limit could

be nothing but ® because it is the weak limit of U;. By a diagonal argument,
there is a subsequence Wy, such that for any fixed € > 0,

Jim ([ Wy, — @] 251 gy ze) y1-2000) = 0.

For any given 0, we can find e sufficiently small so that by Corollary B.1],
Wkl L2(sn n{y<eryi-2:a0), |l L2(n niy<er,yi-2200) < 6/3.
We let k sufficiently large so that [[Wy — @[ L2snn{y>e}y1-2:a0) < /3, then
Wk — @ 251 y1-2000) < [[ Vi — Pl L2(snn{yz ety -22a0) T Wk — Pl 21 n(y<erpr-2a0) < 0.

This means [|W) — ®f|r2sn y1-2000) — 0, so I(®) = 1. We then have J(®) = A since

J(U)/I(¥) > A for all ¥ € Sx.. Therefore, ® € Sy, is the desired minimizer and we have
completed the proof of Lemma 3.7 O

Moreover, by Lemma and Lemma B3] U(Z) = r*®(0) satisfies (2] in the
weak sense. One can also easily verify that U(Z) does not change sign in R, and

(3.7) / y1‘23<\VU(Z)|2 + U(Z)z)dZ <.
R NB,

3.3. Continuity estimates. In the previous subsection, we have found a minimizer ®,
and U(Z) = r*®(0©) is a weak solution to (2.I]). In this part, we prove that U(Z) is in
fact a continuous classical solution to (2.I]), thus finishing the proof of Proposition 2.1l

By the homogeneity of U(Z), it suffices to consider Z* = (X*,y*) € R?"' N B, and
show that U(Z) satisfies (2.I]) 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 o(Z*) C R N By. By the standard elliptic theory, we see U is C*® in By 4(Z*).
Here we have used (37) to bound the L? norm of U in By« /2(Z*). In other words, we see
U(Z) satisfies the first line of (Z1]) in R™ in the classical sense.

Next, we consider the case where y* = 0 and X* € Cones. We consider a half ball
B(Z*)t = R N B.(Z*), where € is so small that B.(X*)' C Cones. Then the second

line of (ZI)) is in fact useless in B.(Z*)". Besides, / y'"*U(Z)*dZ is bounded
Be(Z*)*

because of (B.7). We then apply [8, Theorem 1.6] and conclude the C1* regularity of U

near Z*. This implies that the third line of (2.I]) holds at Z* in the classical sense.

We can argue similarly for the case where y* = 0 and X* € int <]R" \ Coneg> . This

time we can apply [6, Theorem 2.4.6] or [9, Theorem 1.6] because the weight y'=2*dZ is
Ag-Muckenhoupt, and U vanishes in ORM! near X* in the weak sense. We see U(Z) is
locally Holder continuous near Z* and U(Z*) = 0 in the classical sense.

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

(3.8) lim sup |[U]=0
r—0 BT(Z*)+

for a fixed Z* = (X*, y*) satistying y* = 0 and X* € 9(Coney). 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 (Z1)) in Bf = Rt N By and that
/ y'"#U%dZ is sufficiently small, then Ul oo 55y < 1.
B

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

(21) in the weak sense, and satisfies div (y1_2SV(U — t)+> > 0 in the weak sense.

We first prove a Caccioppoli inequality. For any smooth 1 > 0 supported in By,

(3.9) [ VO 0Pz < [y - 2Pz,
Bf s

B

In fact, we multiply n*(U —t), on both sides of div (yl_st(U —t)+> > 0. Notice that by
the second and the third line of (2.I]), no boundary term is produced during the integration
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by parts. Precisely we have

|y =) PR 90z = [ V-9 (U=t )dz < 0.

By

We next apply [6, Theorem 1.2| to the weight y'=2*dZ, which is Ay-Muckenhoupt,
and obtain a Sobolev inequality. If V(Z) = 0 for all Z > 4, then

1—9 1/p 1o ) 1/2
(/ Yy SV(Z)de> < C(/ y IV (Z)| dZ) for some p > 2.
B4+ B4+

In the last step we prove U < 1 in B. Denote t;, =1 — 27 and 7, = 2+ 27% and
let Uy = (U — t1)+. We consider a smooth cut-off function 7, > 0 so that

=1, |Vl <C2"

supp(ne) = B,k

+
Tk+1

Let’s denote Ay = / y'"*U2dZ, then it follows from (3.9) that

B,
/ YV (U 242 < C4F / yBU247 — Cab A,
B B,
We apply the Sobolev inequality to 1,Uy, then apply the Holder inequality and obtain
/ Y RURIZ < / y' Uz < C4 A /
Bt B,

By

p—2

yl‘st{Uk>0}dZ> "

Tk+1

As Upy1 < Uy, we have / y1_28U,? > Agi1. On the other hand, we first notice that

+
B"“k«kl

as {U > 0} = {Up_1 > t) — tp_1 = 27%}, we have

Ak Z/ y' "#UE_dZ > 4_k/ ¥ T o0 dZ.
Bt Bt

Tk Tk

p=2
Now we have an inductive inequality A1 < C16*A4;A,”,. Taking the logarithm on both
sides, we know Ay — 0 as the initial data A;, Ay is small. This means U < 1in B. O

We can now prove Equation (B.8) using the weak Harnack principle.

Proof of Equation ([3.8)). Once more we write Z* = (X*,0) for X* € dConey. Without
loss of generality, we assume sup U < 1 using Lemma B.8 The key is to show that
By (Z2%)*

(3.10) sup U <o for some o < 1.
Byya(Z*)*
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Then after an iterative argument, we have sup U < o' — 0.
B, i(Z*)*

Welet t, =1—2"% and U, = Qk(U — tx)+. We need to prove

(3.11) / y1_28X{UK(Z)>0}dZ < ¢, for some large K and small ¢;.
ZeB1(Z*)*

Then we can apply Lemma B.8 to Ux and conclude Ux < 1/2 in By5(Z*)*. This means
we can choose o = 1 — 2751 in [3I0). We prove ([B.I1)) using contradiction.

Recall that 0Cones, = {x, = g¢(2’)} is a Lipschitz graph, we then have some

constant ¢, depending only on [g]cor such that || = [By/2(X*) N {U = 0} > c,. Using
the Caccioppoli inequality (3.9), we see for h < 1/4,

/ U(X, h)dX < / VU (X, t)|dtdX
Xeq V' x[0,h]

1/2 1/2
g{ / t2s—1dth} { / t1‘2s|VU(X,t)\2dth}
Q/x[0,h] Q/x[0,h]
1/2
gChS{/ y1‘2S\VU(Z)|2dZ} < COhe.
ZEBS/4(Z*)2

In particular, it implies that |B;.(Z*)* N{y > e} N {U < 1/2}| > ¢3 for any small e.
Suppose (B.11]) is false for large K, and thus even for any 1 < k < K — 1. We then see

/ X{Up>1/2ydZ = ¢y, / X{v,=0ydZ > ¢4 for some small e.
Bi-(Z*)+0{y>e} B (2% n{y>e}

— 1
We apply the Poincaré inequality to U(Z) = min{Uy, 5}, and have

/ y =B\ VUL(Z)|dZ > C/ \VUL(Z)|dZ > cs.
Bi_—e(Z*)*

Bi—e(Z*)t0{y=e}

Notice that by applying ([8.9) to Uy we have / y' |\ VUL(Z)2dZ < C, so

Blfe(Z*)+

/ Z/l_st{tnggtkH}dZ > / y1_2sX{Vﬁk7$()}dZ > cr
Blfe(Z*)+ Blfe(Z*)+

for all 1 < k < K — 1. This prevents K from being too large (recall that y'=2°dZ is a
finite measure), and then (B3.11]) is proven. O

In conclusion, now we have completed the proof of Proposition 2.11
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