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HERBERT KOCH, ANGKANA RULAND, AND WENHUI SHI

ABSTRACT. In this article we investigate the higher regularity properties of the
regular free boundary in the fractional thin obstacle problem. Relying on a
Hodograph-Legendre transform, we show that for smooth or analytic obstacles
the regular free boundary is smooth or analytic, respectively. This leads to
the analysis of a fully nonlinear, degenerate (sub)elliptic operator which we
identify as a (fully nonlinear) perturbation of the fractional Baouendi-Grushin
Laplacian. Using its intrinsic geometry and adapted function spaces, we invoke
the analytic implicit function theorem to deduce analyticity of the regular free
boundary.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this article we study higher regularity properties of the regular free boundary
associated with the “fractional thin obstacle problem”. More precisely, given an
obstacle ¢ : B{ — R and assuming that s € (0, 1), we consider local minimizers of
the functional

1 .
J(w) = / (§|Vzb|2 + sz) z) 3 da,
B
in the convex, constrained set
K:={we H'(Bf,z,7°dx) : © > ¢in B{}.

Here B := {z € R™"! : |z| < 1,2,.1 > 0} denotes the upper half-ball and
1= B N {2,341 = 0} is the co-dimension one ball on the boundary of R, If
the obstacle ¢ and inhomogeneity f are assumed to be in a suitable class, classical
arguments involving variational inequalities ensure the existence of local minimiz-
ers.
The relation of a minimizer with the co-dimension one (hence “thin”) set, on which
it is constrained to lie above the obstacle, gives rise to three sets which are of impor-
tance in the sequel: The contact set Ay := {x € B} : W = ¢}, in which the obstacle
is attained by the minimizer, the non-coincidence set Qg = {x € B} : w > ¢},
on which the minimizer is strictly larger than the obstacle, and the free boundary
Ty := 0y N BY, which separates the previous two sets.
Carrying out variations of the functional J around minimizers, yields that a min-
imizer of J in the class K solves a Signorini problem for the degenerate elliptic
operator V - ), 3°V:
V-2l 3 Vi = 223 f in B,
W > ¢ on B,

(1) lim 228, 1@ < 0 on B,
1n+1_’0+

: 1-2 ~ /
zwhlgm 2, 1" Op 1w = 0 on By N {u > ¢}.
Relying on previous work on the the fractional thin obstacle problem (in particular
on [CSS08, Sil07]) and on regularity assumptions for the inhomogeneity f, these
equations will be understood in a pointwise sense in the sequel. In particular this
holds for the complementary (or Signorini) boundary conditions on Bj.
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In investigating the higher regularity properties of solutions to the fractional
thin obstacle problem, we build on the seminal work on the obstacle problem for
the fractional Laplacian by Caffarelli, Silvestre and Salsa [CSS08]. As explained
in Section 1.3.1 there is a close connection between the above Signorini problem
(1) and the obstacle problem for the fractional Laplacian (c.f. [CS07, CSS08] and
Section 1.3.1). Due to this reason we refer to the problem (1) as the “fractional
thin obstacle problem”. This close relationship also allows us to exploit the results
from [CSS08] in our context.

Let us briefly recall the, to us, most relevant results from [CSS08] (for a more
detailed summary we refer to Section 1.3.1). Firstly, optimal regularity of the
solutions is established: Assuming that f € C%(B;) and that ¢ € C*'(B)),
and assuming that the free boundary I'y is compactly contained in B /2 (which
permits us to extend the local problem for the fractional Laplacian (1) into a global
problem, c.f. Section 1.3.1), the solution w to (1) has the optimal regularity (up to

the boundary Bj)
0w € CO’S(BI%) for i € {1,...,n},
Ty 3 Oy € CO’I_S(BIL/Q).

(2)

The optimality of this can be seen by noting that the function

1 S
o (\/x%—i—xiﬂ—i—xn) (s\/x%—i—xiﬂ —:vn>,

which will play the role of a model solution for us, satisfies (1) for f=¢=0.
Furthermore, the free boundary I',, decomposes as

(4) I'g = Pl-‘rs(d}) U U Fﬁ(ﬂ})v

K>2

(3) wy s(x) =

—n—2—2s

where I';, (@) = {:vo ely: {)“’z“(O*)Q = m} and @ 4, (r) denotes a trun-

cated frequency function associated with the function w(z)—¢(z)— %x% 11

at the point zp € I'p (c.f. Section 1.3.1 for more details). The set I'y4¢(w), which
is denoted as the reqular free boundary, is an open subset of 'y and it is locally a
CY« graph for some a > 0.

1.1. Main result. In this article we seek to derive an improved understanding of
the higher regularity properties of the regular free boundary I'syq(w). Similar as
in [CSS08] we first reduce the setting to the zero obstacle problem by considering
the equation for w = w — ¢. This function then solves the Signorini problem

1—-2s _ o 1-2s g +
Vex, [ 7"Vw=uz,7fin By,
w >0 on Bj,

(5) lim  2)73%9,1w < 0 on B,
mn+1~>0+

. 1-2
MRIEM 2,31 Onr1w = 0 on By N{w > 0}.
Considering obstacles and inhomogeneities of suitably high regularity, we may as-
sume that the resulting inhomogeneity f is at least C*!(B;") regular.
In this set-up our main result asserts the smoothness and even analyticity of the
regular free boundary.
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Theorem 1. Let w: B — R be a solution to (5) with inhomogeneity f Assume
that Oyw € C'lOO’CS(Bfr) forie{l,....,n} and z, 30w € C'loo"clfs(Bf). Then, if f
is smooth, the regular free boundary Tsi1(w) is locally smooth. If f is real analytic,

the reqular free boundary Tsy1(w) is locally real analytic.

Here the assumption on the smoothness of the inhomogeneity is due to the
desire of avoiding technicalities as far as possible. We however emphasize that the
situation of smooth inhomogeneities is not the only case in which our arguments
hold (c.f. Remark 7.5 in Section 7). Also, the assumption on the regularity of the
solution w is not a major restriction. For example, it covers the problem studied
in [CSS08].

1.2. Strategy of the proof. In order to infer the result of Theorem 1, we rely on
a partial Hodograph-Legendre transform, a precise analysis of the resulting fully
nonlinear, degenerate (sub)elliptic equation, and the implicit function theorem. We
discuss these ingredients in greater detail in the sequel.

Definition of the Hodograph-Legendre transform. Seeking to fix and straighten
the free boundary, we carry out a (partial) Hodograph-Legendre transform [[XN77]
of the problem at hand. In this context, the choice of the dependent and in-
dependent variables requires certain care: In contrast to the case s = %, which
corresponds to the classical thin obstacle problem, the choice

" " 1-2s
Yy =T, Yn = 6nw7 Yn+1 =Ty 4 a’ﬂ-‘rlwu

of which one would hope that it suffices to fix the free boundary, is not ideal.
Indeed, considering the model solution wy s from (3) yields

S
8n’LU175($) = <\/I721 + I/,21+1 + In) )
s 1—s
xizjr2lsan+1w1,s(x) P (\/ z; + 517721+1 - xn) ‘

This indicates that

v 2s 2(1—s) 1—2s
(6) y =, yns = Ohw, Yny1 = = —CsTpq an-l—lwa

for some ¢y > 0 provides a better choice of dependent and independent variables.
Simplifying, we see that this change of coordinates then corresponds to the square
root mapping
y" =2", yp = Re(z, + ixn+1)1/2, Ynt+1 = Im(z, + ia:n+1)1/2,

which was already used in the analysis of [[KPS14]. The Hodograph-Legendre
transformation hence maps the upper half-plane into the upper quarter space
Q+ = {y € R"™ : gy, > 0,y,41 > 0} and maps the free boundary into the
co-dimension two hyperplane P := {y € R"™! : y,, = y,.1 = 0}.

Indeed, this heuristic argument for using (6) is made rigorous by a careful analysis
of solutions to (5), for which we prove a leading order asymptotic expansion around
the free boundary in terms of the model solution wy s (c.f. Proposition 3.6). As in
[KPS14] this analysis plays a central role, since general solutions to (5) are not reg-
ular enough to prove the invertibility of the Hodograph-Legendre transform (6) by
means of the classical implicit function theorem. Instead, we use the asymptotics
at the free boundary combined with elliptic estimates in annuli around it to deduce
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the invertibility of the transformation (c.f. Proposition 4.2).

Fractional fully nonlinear subelliptic equation. Asin [KPS14] a second main step
consists of analyzing the transformed equation. Defining the Legendre function as

s 1 s 2(1—s
o(y) == w(x) — zayp® + mxiﬂyn(ﬂ ),

where w is a solution to (5), we note that the free boundary is parametrized as

1

1-2
Ip = _%yn Sanv(y)|y:(y”70,0)-

Hence, seeking to deduce regularity of the regular free boundary, we study the
regularity of the Legendre function v. However, while the Hodograph-Legendre
transform allows us to fix the free boundary, it comes at the expense of transform-
ing our linear equation (5) into a fully nonlinear, degenerate (sub)elliptic Monge-
Ampere type equation. Yet, as in the case of the thin obstacle problem, it is
possible to deduce a certain structure for this equation and to view it as a pertur-

n+1
bation of a fractional Baouendi-Grushin Laplacian Ag s = Y, Yiw(y)Y;, where Y;,
i=1

i€ {l,...,n+ 1}, denote the classical Baouendi-Grushin vector fields (c.f. Def-
inition 5.1) and where the weight w(y) = (Ynynt1)' =2 for s € (0,1) belongs to
Muckenhoupt class As.

To avoid a bootstrap argument in proving the higher (partial) regularity result,
we apply the implicit function theorem as in [[{RS16] (relying on the observation
that the subelliptic structure is translation invariant in the tangential variables y').
Here the definition of suitable function spaces (such that conditions of the Banach
implicit function theorem are satisfied) plays a pivotal role. These function spaces
can be viewed as weighted generalizations of the generalized Holder spaces from
[KRS16]. Compared with [[KRS16] the fractional character of the equation poses
additional difficulties in constructing the spaces. The correct choice of the weights
is of central importance (c.f. next point below).

Analyticity of the functional, function spaces. Compared to the situation s = %,
we encounter a further complication related to the additional “fractional weight”
in our fully nonlinear operator: Due to our choice of dependent and independent
coordinates in (6), the fully nonlinear equation for the Legendre function v involves
non-integer powers of (derivatives) of v. Seeking to prove analyticity of the Le-
gendre function by means of the analytic implicit function theorem as in [[KRS16],
therefore requires a careful choice of the function spaces to ensure that the resulting
operator still yields an analytic mapping from the domain into the image space.
To this end, we introduce weighted versions of the generalized Holder spaces from
[KRS16]. We recall that the generalized Holder spaces in [[XRS16] were constructed
in order to mimic the asymptotic expansion of our Legendre functions at the
straightened boundary P = {y € R"*! : y, = y,.1 = 0} and were motivated
by Campanato type norms [Cam64]. In the setting of the fractional Baoeundi-
Grushin operator, spaces which only reflect the asymptotic behavior at P do not
suffice: Due to the presence of the Muckenhoupt weight (y,y,11)' 2%, our spaces
also have to capture the asymptotic behavior at the planes {y,, = 0} and {y,+1 = 0}
where the weights degenerate. By interpolating between the asymptotics at P and
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the asymptotics at {y, = 0} U {ynt1 = 0}, we construct weighted Holder spaces
with respect to the intrinsic Baouendi-Grushin geometry which are adapted to our
problem. We show that with these choices the nonlinear operator is an analytic
map from its domain into the image space. Moreover, by deducing “Schauder type”
apriori estimates for the fractional Baoeundi-Grushin operator in our generalized
Holder spaces, we prove that the linearization of the nonlinear operator at v is in-
vertible. Thus, the analytic implicit function theorem can be applied in our spaces,
which then yields our main result.

1.3. Context and literature. In this section we relate the fractional thin obstacle
problem to the obstacle problem for the fractional Laplacian and provide some
background on the literature on these problems.

1.3.1. Relation to the fractional obstacle problem. Let us consider the obstacle prob-
lem for the fractional Laplacian (—A)%, s € (0,1): Given a function ¢ : R" — R
with rapid decay at infinity, one seeks a function u with lim|,|_ u(x) = 0 which
satisfies

(7) min{(—A)’u(z),u(z) —¢(x)} =0, xe€R™

Here (—A)?® is the fractional Laplacian, which for s € (0,1) can be defined as an
integral operator
, u(@) — u(y)
(—Afuw)~w%§pwlén1;:gﬁ?§d%
and ¢, s denotes a universal constant depending on n,s. In [Sil07] Silvestre consid-
ered the existence and regularity of the solution to the obstacle problem (7). For

¢ € C%(R™) he proved that there exists a solution u which is C*#(R"™) regular for
all B € (0,s) and (—A)*u € C%7 for all v € (0,1 — s).

The relationship between the obstacle problem for the fractional Laplacian (7)
and the Signorini problem (5) is established by the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map for
the degenerate elliptic operator L, := V-a:,llffv. More precisely, given u € C.(R"),
we extend it to the upper half space Riﬂ = R"™ x Ry by solving the Dirichlet

problem
Lyw(z) =0in R, @(2,0) = u(z’) on R™ x {0}.
Then w satisfies

lim cn75x3112158H+11D(:17/,:17n+1) = —(=A)%u(z’),
zn+1~>0+

where ¢, s > 0 is an only dimension and s dependent constant (c.f. [CS07]). Using

this characterization, the obstacle problem for the fractional Laplacian (—A)® can

be reformulated as a Signorini problem for the degenerate elliptic operator L:
Lo =0 in R

~ : 1-2 ~ ~ : 1-2 =Y

B2, iy, T G 0, (0 =), iy @i Gnia®) =0 on R x 0}

Localizing the above problem by considering w := wn, where 7 is a radial cut-off
function which is equal to one in B;", we obtain the problem (1) with obstacle

= pn.
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Conversely, assume that @ € L*(B]") is a solution to (1) with sufficiently regular
obstacle ¢ : Bf — R and sufficiently regular inhomogeneity f . Following the
argument of Lemma 4.1. in [CSS08], we can transform the local problem (1) into
a global problem of the form (7). Let us explain this reduction: As in Lemma 4.1
of [CSS08], we consider the function @w — ¢ and extend it globally by defining
w := (W — ¢)n, where n denotes a radial cut-off function which is supported in

3;/4 and which is equal to one in BIF/Q. Then, w satisfies L,w = x};jw for

a compactly supported function § (which is computed in terms of f ,M, ) with
unchanged Neumann data (which is a consequence of the radial dependence of 7).
In particular, the inhomogeneity is non-trivial in general. To remedy this and to
reduce the situation to that of the Caffarelli-Silvestre extension, we consider an
auxiliary function w which solves the equation Lsw = x;ﬁg in R’}rﬂ with w =0
on R™ x {0}. Then the function W — w satisfies

Ly(w —w) =0 in R},
w—w =n(w— ¢) on R" x {0},

Lm0 @ —w) < - m 2530w on R” x {0},
) Pfgm 2220, (W — w) = — i Pfgm )33 Ony1w on (R™ x {0}) N {w — ¢ > 0}.
n n

Thus, the function @(z’) := (w — w)(2’,0) solves the following problem in R™:
. @>0, (=A)*@>1 inR",

® (—A)*a =1 in R" N {a(z") > 0},

Here ¢(2') := ¢y limg, ., 0, Thy1 Ons1w. Setting ¢ := (—A)~*% and u(z') :=

u(z") — p(a’) then turns this into an obstacle problem (7) for the fractional Lapla-

cian:

min{(—A)*u(z"),u(z’) + p(z")} >0, 2 €R™

In this (slightly restricted) sense the fractional thin obstacle problem (1) and the
thin obstacle problem for the fractional Laplacian (7) can be regarded as equivalent.

Motivated by the available regularity results for the obstacle problem for the
fractional Laplacian (c.f. [Sil07], [CS07]) and the described (slightly restricted)
equivalence of the local and nonlocal problems (1) and (7), it can be expected that
solutions to (1) enjoy analogous optimal regularity results as the ones described
in (2). Indeed, using the (generalized) frequency function, the characterizations of
global homogeneous solutions in two-dimensions (and a reduction to this following
the argument of Remark 16 in [KRS15]) and regularity estimates as in [Urag7]
allows us to prove this optimal regularity result by purely local means. As in the
sequel we are however mainly interested in higher regularity properties, we do not
further elaborate on the details of this point, but will instead always assume some
initial regularity (c.f. assumption (A2) in Section 2.1).

1.3.2. Almgren frequency function and blow-ups. In analyzing solutions to the frac-
tional thin obstacle problem, a key tool in [CSS08] consists of a truncated frequency
function: Assuming that w is a solution to (5) with w(0) = 0, we reflect w evenly
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about x,11 and set w(x) := w(x) — %xiﬂ. Setting

Fool)i= [ [@) ol do

"

then allows us to define the modified frequency function at 0
d
r = Buo(r) i= (r+ Cor®) - log max(Fy (r), prt(1=2s) 44y
T

Its relevance stems from the fact that it is a monotone quantity. Moreover, it
satisfies the following dichotomy (Lemma 6.1 in [CSS08]):

Either @, 0(04) =n+ (1 —2s) +2(1 + s) or @y 0(04) > n+ (1 —2s) + 4.

In particular, this yields the decomposition into the regular free boundary 'y 4 (w)
and the remaining free boundary (c.f. (4)). Furthermore, for each zg € T'144(w),
there exists a blow-up sequence wy, 4, (z) = w(xo + rjz)/(r~ =2 E, o (1)),
such that

+
1/2

Jr
1/2

Wy zy — Wz, Uniformly in B

V'wy, zy = V'wg, uniformly in B
x}L:LzlSanerj,mo — x}lffanﬂwmo uniformly in Bf'/Q.

Here wgy, () := ¢p swi45(Qx), Q € SO(n+1) is a rotation matrix which might de-
pend on the choice of the converging subsequence, ¢,  is a normalization constant
and wy s is the function from (3). This in particular exemplifies the role of wy , as
a model solution: It is unique blow-up profile at the regular free boundary. It has a
flat free boundary (c.f. Proposition 6.3 in [CSS08]). With this at hand, regularity
of the regular free boundary was shown in [CSS08] by means of the comparison
principle and a boundary Harnack inequality.

Building on the these results in [CSS08], our main statement, Theorem 1, trans-
lates into the analyticity (smoothness) of the regular free boundary of the obstacle
problem for the fractional Laplacian:

Theorem 2. Let u : R™ — R be a solution of the obstacle problem for the fractional
Laplacian (7) with obstacle ¢ : R™ — R. Then if ¢ is smooth, the regular free
boundary T14s(w) is locally smooth. If moreover ¢ is real analytic, the regular free
boundary T'14s(u) is locally real analytic.

1.3.3. Literature. After the seminal articles of Silvestre [Sil07] and of Caffarelli,
Salsa and Silvestre [CSS08], the thin obstacle problem has been studied by var-
ious authors with different focuses: For instance, Barrios, Figalli and Ros-Oton
[BFRO15] study the regularity of the free boundary in the obstacle problem for
the fractional Laplacian under the assumption that the obstacle ¢ satisfies Ap < 0
near the contact region. Petrosyan and Pop [PP15] investigate the effects of the
presence of drift terms on the the optimal regularity of solutions to the fractional
obstacle problem. A further analysis of the free boundary regularity in this situa-
tion including drifts has been carried out in [GPPG15]. Recently, fully nonlinear
versions of the fractional obstacle have been addressed by Caffarelli, Ros-Oton and
Serra [CROS16].
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In spite of these activities to the best of our knowledge the higher regularity of
the regular free boundary has not yet been addressed in the case of the fractional
thin obstacle problem with general s € (0,1), but has up to now been restricted
to the case s = 1/2: In the case that s = 1/2 the analyticity of the regular
free boundary was proved by Koch, Petrosyan and Shi in [KPS14] by relying on
the Legendre-Hodograph transform. Simultaneously, but building on higher order
boundary Harnack estimates, De Silva and Savin [DSS14] showed the C'*° smooth-
ness of the free boundary. Finally, in [[KRS16] the higher regularity properties of
the regular free boundary are studied depending on the (potentially low regularity)
of the present variable coefficient metrics and inhomogeneities.

1.4. Organization of the article. The remainder of the article is organized as
follows: After briefly summarizing and explaining our main assumptions and no-
tations in Section 2, we deduce the asymptotic behavior of solutions (around the
regular free boundary) in Section 3. Here we argue in two steps and first construct
barrier functions, prove a comparison result and a boundary Harnack inequality.
Then we apply these tools to infer a leading order asymptotic expansion of solutions
around the free boundary (Proposition 3.6) and a priori regularity estimates around
the free boundary (Proposition 3.10). Building on these, in Section 4 we then in-
troduce the Hodograph-Legendre transform, show its invertibility (c.f. Proposition
4.2) and deduce the fully nonlinear equation which is satisfied by the Legendre func-
tion (c.f. Proposition 4.3). In Section 4.3, we translate the asymptotic behavior
which was deduced in Section 3 in the original variables into the Legendre variables
(c.f. Propositions 4.10, 4.11). Motivated by the structure of the model solution in
Legendre variables (c.f. Example 4.12), we then define a suitable intrinsic geometry
adapted to the nonlinear operator in Section 5. Based on this, we introduce the
function spaces which we are using to describe the mapping properties of the non-
linear equation and its linearization (c.f. Definition 5.8). With the aid of the new
geometry we in particular conclude that the Legendre function lies in these function
spaces (c.f. Corollary 5.16). Relying on this observation, in Section 6 we discuss
the mapping properties of the nonlinear and linearized operators (c.f. Propositions
6.2, 6.3), which in Section 7 is used to invoke the implicit function theorem and to
prove Theorem 1.

Finally in two appendices, we discuss various auxiliary results. Here the appendices
are structured such that in Appendix A, c.f. Section 8, various regularity results
are collected and proved which might be of independent interest (c.f. Propositions
8.1, 8.2, 8.3 and the eigenfunction characterization in Section 8.3). This in par-
ticular includes the explicit computation of the higher order eigenfunctions to the
fractional Laplacian in the (flat) slit domain with mixed Dirichlet-Neumann data
(c.f. Lemma 8.10 and Proposition 8.14 in Section 8.3). In Appendix B (c.f. Section
9), we provide the proofs of various results which are used in the main body of the
text (e.g. Propositions 5.12, 5.14 and 5.15), but which we decided to prove later,
in order to clarify the structure of our main argument in Sections 3-6.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Set-up. In this paper, we will study the higher regularity of the free boundary
around regular free boundary points. We start with the following observation:
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Proposition 2.1. Let @ be a solution of (5) with f € C*Y(B;). Then,
_ ~ 1 LY 2 1 Ry 3
= - 0 ————0, ,0
’LU(.’II) ’U}((E) 2(2 — 28)f($ ) )xn+1 3(3 — 25) +1f(.’IJ )xn+1
is a solution to the Signorini problem
V .z Vo =223 f in B,

w>0, lm 2,370,410 <0, ® lim 2,359,410 =0 on B,
1n+1_)0+

where f(x) € COY(BY) and
F@) = (F@) = F@,0) = 0 f @/, 0amin ) 22,

_# P! _# / /
2(2_2S)Af(:v,0) 3(3_25)A8n+1f(;p,0)xn+1,

In particular, the free boundary of w remains unchanged, i.e. I'y = I'y.

Proof. The statement follows from a direct computation and a Taylor expansion of
f at {$n+1 = 0} [l

Compared to the problem (5), the change from @ to @ provides additional decay
of the order z2 41 for the inhomogeneity. This has the advantage that we can treat
the cases s € (0,1/2] and s € (1/2,1) simultaneously in our analysis (c.f. Remark
7.5). In particular, we can work with the same function spaces (c.f. Section 5)
in both cases. As in this article we are primarily interested in smooth or analytic
inhomogeneities, the loss in the derivatives which is involved in this reformulation
does not pose any restrictions onto our framework. Since we are primarily inter-
ested in the regularity of the free boundary, and since I'y; = I'p, in the sequel we
mainly consider (9) instead of (5).

We recall that our equation enjoys the following scaling and multiplication sym-
metries:

Lemma 2.2 (Scaling and multiplication symmetries). Let w : B — R be a solu-
tion to (5) and consider constants ¢ >0, A\ > 0 and a point vg € B}. Then in B}
with v € (0, \"Y(1 — |zo|)) the function

X We 20 () 1= cw(zo + M),
s a solution of
V2, 3 Ve n ey = T 1 fe o
with Signorini boundary conditions. Here feox .z, () = cA?f(zo + Ax).
Proof. This follows from a simple computation. O

Relying on these properties, throughout the paper we will assume that:
(A1) we C?

loc

(B N {n41 > 0}) is a solution of the Signorini problem
V.2, BVw =233 f in B,
w >0 on Bj,

(9) 1 1-2s /
im x Op+1w <0on B
Tnt101 n+1 Unt+1W = 1

lim 2,30y 11w =0 on Bj N {& > 0},
Tn41—04
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with f : B — R satisfying assumption (A4). The boundary conditions
are attained in a pointwise sense (c.f. (A2)).
(A2) w is sufficiently close to the blow-up limit wy s in the sense that

||V/w — VIUJLSHC()(BT) + ||I71112158n+1w - xillisa'nA»lwl,cho(Br) S €0,

for some small ¢y > 0. Here V' denotes the gradient with respect to the
tangential directions only and w; ¢ is defined in (3).

(A3) The free boundary T',, in Bj only consists of regular free boundary points
and is a C™® graph for some «a € (0,1), i.e.

TN By ={(z" g(2"),0):9ecC"B)}.

Moreover, we assume that g(0) = [V”g(0)] = 0.
(A4) The inhomogeneity f is C%'(B]") regular and it satisfies Il coapry < Ho
for a small, positive constant p.

Let us comment on these assumptions. By Proposition 2.1, assumption (A1) does
not pose any restrictions, as we are interested in the regularity of the free boundary
in the presence of smooth inhomogeneities f . If the conditions of the equivalence
of the local problem (9) and the nonlocal problem (7) are satisfied (c.f. Section
1.3.1), the assumptions (A2)-(A3) are consequences of the regularity results for w
and the regular free boundary from [CSS08]: Since our result is local, we can always
assume these by using the scaling and multiplication symmetries from Lemma 2.2
combined with the identification of the blow-up limits of solutions w of (5) at the
regular free boundary (c.f. Section 1.3.2). Finally, a further application of Lemma
2.2 with a suitable rescaling allows us to always assume the smallness condition for
f from (A4).

Remark 2.3 (Optimal regularity). We stress that we do not assume that w has the
optimal regqularity O;w € C%*(B), i € {1,...,n} and 2}, 3°0p 11w € CO1=3(BT).
We will see later (c.f. Proposition 3.6) that this optimal regularity is a consequence
of our assumptions (A2)-(A4).

Remark 2.4. We remark that by the boundary Harnack inequality (Theorem 7.7
in [CSS08]) we have that 0;g(x") = —gi—z (@ g(z).0) I E {1,...,n—1} (where the
right hand side is understood as a Holder continuous extension up to the boundary).

Therefore, in this situation we can always assume that [V" g]oo,a( B},) is sufficiently

small by choosing the constant €y from (A3) sufficiently small (by noting that the
size of the Holder norm is controlled by ||V'w — V/wLSHCO(Bl*)’ c.f. for instance

the proof of Theorem 2 in [KRS15]).

Remark 2.5. Sometimes we extend the solution w and the inhomogeneity f evenly
about x,+1. Here we use that by the complementary boundary conditions it holds

that limo x}ljrzls&ﬂrlw =0 on B} \ Ay. Thus, after the extension, w solves
Tn+41—04

V- |xn+1|1_25Vw = |$n+1|3_28f m Bl \Aw,
w=0 on A,.

With a slight abuse of notation, we still use the symbol Ls to refer to the evenly
reflected fractional Laplacian, i.e. Ly =V -|z,41/1 72V,
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2.2. Notation. In the sequel we use the following notations:

R = {(2", @, tpg1) € RM 2 2040 > 03,
R™ x {0} := {(2", 2, Tps1) € R"™ 129 = 0}
Euclidean balls:
B, (wg) := {x € R""! ¢ |z — 20| < 7},
B (x0) :== By (20) "R,
Bl(x0) := B(x9) N (R™ x {0}).
If g is the origin, we also write B,., B;" and B for simplicity.
We use Cf (e,) to denote the cone in R™ x {0} with axis e, and opening
angle 7.
For s € (0,1), Ly := v-x};‘ﬁsv is the degenerate elliptic operator associated

with the fractional Laplacian (—A)®. To abbreviate the associated weight

: : — o 1=2s
function we introduce w(x) := x, 7"

Weighted L? space: For a measurable set Q C R+, L2 (Q) = L*(Q, z,, 3" dz)
is the Banach space of measurable functions u : 2 — R such that

ullzz (@) = (/ﬂ |u(x)|2®(az)da¢> < 0.

Weighted Sobolev space: HJ(Q) = H(Q,z,,7°dz) is the Banach space
of functions u € L2(Q2) whose distributional derivatives exist and |Vu| €
L2(Q). We define the norm

lull 1) = llullz @) + IVl pz (@)

Given u € L2(12), we denote the L2 average by

Il 2y = (ﬁ / |u<x>|2w<w>dw)é, a() = [ s

Let w be a solution to the thin obstacle problem (associated to L) in Bj.
Then

Ay :={x € B} : w(z) =0} (contact set),
Qy:={x € B} :w(z) >0} (positivity set),
[y = 0p; Ay (free boundary).

Model solution:

1 S
w s(x) = e <,/x721 +I721+1 —|—xn> (—xn + sy /a2 +$31+1)

is a model solution to the free boundary problem with flat free boundary
Pwl,s = {xn = Tn+1 = 0} We let

S
wO,S(x) = Wo,s(Tn, Tny1) := (\/ r2 + x?ﬁ-l + xn) .

Note that for some, only s dependent constant cg

8n’LU175((E) = Cst,s(:E)u
S
—1

I}ljrzlsanJrlwl,s(I) = Cs s wO,lfs(_In; InJrl)-
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e We use ¢g > 0 to quantify the closeness of w and the model solution w; 4
in the C'(B;") norm (c.f. assumption (A3)).

We usually use x to denote the original coordinates and y to denote the coordinates
after the partial hodograph-Legendre transformation. In the following we collect
the notation which we use after the change of coordinates:

e Quarter space:
Qv = {(¥" Yn>Yns1) ER" 1y > 0,510 > 0}

Edge of the quarter space:

P = {(yllvynvynJrl) eR": UYn = Ynt1l = ()}

e Baouendi-Grushin metric dg(z,y) (c.f. Definition 5.1).
e Baouendi-Grushin balls:

Br(yo) := {y € R"*' : da(y,y0) < R},
B (yo) := Br(yo) N Q4.

If yo is the origin, we write Br and B;,S for simplicity.
e Fractional Baouendi-Grushin operator: For s € (0,1)

Acs = Untnt1) > Wa + Un ) A" + 0n(Ynyni1)' >0,
+ an+1(ynyn+1)1_2san+1,

17" n—1
where A" = %" 055

The associated weight function is also abbreviated as w(y) := (Ynyni1) 2.

e Similarly, as above, we define the weighted Banach spaces L2 () = L?(Q,w(y)dy)

and HL(Q) = H(Q,w(y)dy). Given u € L2 (1), we use H“HLEJ(Q) to denote
the L? average of u.

e Function spaces: We use the global function spaces X, ¢, Yo, and their
local analogues Xo (B%), Ya.c(B}) (c.f. Definitions 5.8, 5.11).

e Given u € Xayé([j’f) or u € X, ¢, we denote the r—neighborhood of u in
the corresponding Banach space by

Up(u) == {v € Xo (B :|Jv— uHXa,e(Bf) <r} 0<r<oo.

e Model solution w; s in the Grushin coordinates:

S 2542 |, 25,2
vo(y) = —myns + Yn Y-
e F' is the nonlinear function in (28). L, denotes the linearized operator of

I at v.
We also rely on the following convention:

e We denote the derivative with respect to the z” (or y”) components of x
(or y) by V”".

e We use the Landau symbol f(z) = Os(g(z)) as * — 0 to denote that
lim £&)
x—0 g(z

e Without specific notice a constant C' is assumed to be universal, i.e. it is

assumed to only depend on the dimension n.

= (s, where the constant Cj is allowed to depend on s.
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3. ASYMPTOTICS

In this section we derive a leading order asymptotic expansion for solutions of
the fractional thin obstacle problem around the regular free boundary (c.f. Propo-
sition 3.6). Moreover, we prove regularity results for solutions to the fractional thin
obstacle problem (c.f. Proposition 3.10). To achieve these objectives, we construct
upper and lower barrier functions (c.f. Lemmas 3.2, 3.3), which allow us to prove
a non-degeneracy result on solutions by means of the comparison principle (c.f.
Proposition 3.4). Then a suitable boundary Harnack inequality (c.f. Proposition
3.5) yields the desired asymptotic expansion around the free boundary.

This section is divided into two parts: In the first part (Section 3.1), we provide
the necessary technical tools (e.g. the construction of barrier functions, comparison
results, a boundary Harnack inequality), which are then applied to the setting of
the thin obstacle problem in the second part of the section (Section 3.2). We
use similar ideas as in [[KRS15], where these technical tools are developed for the
variable coefficient thin obstacle problem.

3.1. Barrier functions, comparison results and the boundary Harnack in-
equality. We recall and provide some necessary tools of dealing with the fractional
thin obstacle problem. As the results of this section are also of interest in a more
general framework, we use the following conventions in this part of the section.

Assumption 3.1. In the sequel, we consider the slit domain By \ A, where
A= {(a",0) s 2 < g(2")},
for some C%® function g. Moreover, we define its boundary as
:={,0):z, =g(a")}.
For convenience and normalization purposes, we assume that g(0) = |[V"g(0)| = 0.

We also recall that L := V - |z,41]172*V.

These assumptions are clearly motivated by the application of the following
results to the fractional thin obstacle problem. In providing the tools which will
later be applied to solutions of the fractional thin obstacle problem, we begin with
the construction of a lower barrier function.

Lemma 3.2 (Lower barrier function). Lets € (0,1), a € (0,1), 7 € (0,min{2, 1=2})
and let By \ A be as in Assumption 3.1. Then, if [V" g o is sufficiently small de-
pending on n,s, T, there exists a function h € C%*(By), h(z) > 0 in By \ A and
h(z) =0 on A, such that:

(i) h is a subsolution to L which satisfies
Lih(z) > Cy o7l dist(z,T) 72117 in By \ AL
(ii) h satisfies the non-degeneracy condition:

dist(z, A)

h(x) > cp dist(z,T')* (m

2s
) for x € By.



HIGHER REGULARITY FOR THE FRACTIONAL THIN OBSTACLE PROBLEM 15

(iii) A has the following leading order asymptotic expansion at xo € I'N By a:

hix) = (\/((x —0)  Vm)? + 22 + (& — 20) um) S

1910000 ({0 = a0) 02+ (0 = ) gl — 0l

Here I' 3 29 /= vy, = EY9(20):10) o e in-plane, outer unit normal
1+[V"g(z0)|?
of A at xo. The symbol V"' denotes the gradient with respect to the x”

components of x = (2", Ty, Tni1).

Proof. We construct the desired barrier function by patching together suitably ro-
tated profile functions. These profile functions are given by the derivative of the
model solution to the fractional thin obstacle problem. By a slight convexification,
it is possible to control the error terms that arise from the patching procedure.

S
wo,s(x) = (\/x% +ak g+ xn) .

For 7 € (0, 12], a direct computation shows that

Let

Lowg i7" = (1 + 1)l [~ Vo o[ Pwg

1-256.2(,2 | .2 -

(10) = T(l + 7-)|:E77«Jr1| T72s (xn + xn—i—l) 2w0,ss

> 27 (L 1) |en [ 72 (@ + a2,
Here we used that 1 — 2 +7 < 0 by definition of 7 and wo s (z) < 2%(22 + 22 ,)%/2.
Let {Q;}, be a Whitney decomposition of By \I" and let {n,}, be a partition of
unity associated to {Q,} such that 7 satisfies 9,411 = 0 on {z,4+1 = 0}. Let &;
be the center of the Whitney cube @; and let z; € I realize the distance of Z; to I'.

Let r; = diam(Q;), which (by definition of a Whitney decomposition) is equivalent
to dist(Q;,T"). Let v; be the (in-plane) outer unit normal to A at z; and set

wi () == wo,s((x — xk) - Vi, Trt1)-

Furthermore, define

he () := an(af)(wk(:r))l”-

Then
Lih, = Z(Lsnk)wt” +2(1+7) Z [Tt |t 25 (Vg - Vg )w],
k k
+ an(stiJﬂ-)'
%

We estimate the above three sums separately. Firstly, by using >, m = 1, we
observe that ), Ly, = 0. Thus, for any = € Q, with ¢ fixed,

D (Lonp(@)wy T (@) = Y (Lome) (w7 (2) —wp ™7 (@)

k k
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By the assumption that 9,417, = 0 on {x,,+1 = 0} and by the regularity of n, we
further conclude that |0p4+1mk ()] < C|2p+1|. Combining this with the fact that

|I/k - I/£| S C[v//g]co,ar?u Qk C N(Q€)7
yields

Z(Lsnk)wllg-H— < Cms[v//g]c_mﬂ|xn+1|172sr;2+s(1+7)+a'
k

Similarly, the second sum can be estimated by

2(1+7) Z . |1_2S(V77k - Vg )wf < Cn,s[v"g]c'o,a . |1_287‘;2+S(1+T)+a,
k

Using (10), the last sum can be bounded from below by

3 (@) (Lowp T (@) = Cs*r(L+ )| |20, 2H 0T,
k

for x € Qy. Combining all these observations, leads to

(11) Lgh,(z) > Cs)nT|£Cn+1|172ST‘;2+S(1+7),
for a fixed 7 € (0,1=%] and s € (0,1), if [V”g]¢0.. is sufficiently small depending
on 7,s and n. Thus, setting

h(x) = ho(@) + hr(a) =Y i (wi (@) +wi(2)7),
k

for fixed 7 € (0, min{2, 1=2}), yields a function which satisfies h(z) > 0. Moreover,

by similar considerations as above (with 7 = 0) we have

(12) Lsho() < Cp s[V"g) 0.0 | Tngr [T 250, 2151,

Combining this with (11) gives
Lsh(l') > Cn757—x1111215r;2+5(1+7)'

Here we have used that 7 < «/s (as there is no gain of the form 7s in the lower
bounds for patching errors originating from hg) and we have chosen [V”g]co.a
sufficiently small depending on n,«,s. Finally, h(x) satisfies the non-degeneracy
condition

. 2s
h(z) > ¢, dist(z, T)° (%) '

This concludes the proof. 0

Using a similar proof, we can also construct an upper barrier function:

Lemma 3.3 (Upper barrier function). Lets € (0,1), a € (0,1), 7 € (0, min{2, 1=5})
and let By \ A be as in Assumption 3.1. Then, if [V"glco.a is sufficiently small de-
pending on n,s, T, there exists a function h € C%*(By), h(x) > 0 in B; \ A and
h(z) =0 on A, such that:

(i) h is a supersolution to L with

Loh(z) < —Cy st 3 dist(2,T) 727517 in By \ A.
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(ii) h satisfies

dist(x, A)

2s
m) fO’l" xr € Bl.

0 < h(z) < dist(z,T)* (

Proof. Let h(z) = ho(z) — hr (), where ho and h, are the same functions as in the
proof of Lemma 3.2. The claims of the lemma follow analogously as in the proof of
Lemma 3.2. O

With the lower barrier function at hand, we can proceed to the following com-
parison principle.

Proposition 3.4 (Comparison principle). Let s € (0,1) and let By \ A be as in
Assumption 3.1. Suppose that u € C(By) N HY(By, |xp11|'~2%dx) solves

Lou= |z, 1|72 f in BL\ A, u=0onA,
where for some sy > 0 and 69 > 0 the function f satisfies,
: 2—s—s
||d15t(-,1") OfHLoo(Bl\A) < do.

Moreover, suppose that u satisfies the following non-degeneracy conditions

1-s
> >Sf=,]——
u(z) > 1 onBlﬁ{|:vn+1| >/ 2(n—|—1)}’

u(z) > =278 on By x (=4, 0).

Then, if 8o = do(n, s, s0, @) is sufficiently small, there exists a constant ¢, > 0 such
that

dist(x, A)

2s
_ / J—
dlst(g;,I‘)) , T € Bl/2 X ( [,f)

u(z) > ¢, dist(z,T')* (
Proof. The proof follows from the construction of a suitable comparison function
(which relies on our barrier function from Lemma 3.2) and the comparison principle.
For zg € Bi/2 x (=0, 0), let

n+1 ,

P(I) = |$/ — I/O|2 — mxn_,’_l.

Note that LsP(x) = 0. Let h(z) be the barrier function constructed in Lemma 3.2
with 7 = 7(s, so, ) satisfying the condition 7 € (0, min{2, =2}) from Lemma 3.2
and chosen such that s7 < sy (e.g. it would be possible to set 7 :=  min{%, =%, 50 }),

We define our comparison function to be

a(z) = u(z) + P(z) — 2 %n(x).

Using the non-degeneracy conditions from the assumptions of the proposition, it
follows that

1
uzgon {zntal > £},
@ >0on dB] x (—{,0),
2> 0on A.
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Moreover, for 69 = do(n, s, so, @) > 0 sufficiently small,
Lyt = |z |7%f —278L,h
< Solzng]t T2 dist(z, T)~2F5T50 2780, (r|@g, 1|28 dist(z, T) 2T TeT
<0in By \ A.
Thus, by the comparison principle, @(zo) > 0. This implies that

dist(z, A) ) 2

u(zo) > 278h(20) > 27 8¢, dist(x, T)* (d'st( T
ist(x,

Since xq is an arbitrary point in B}, x (—(,), we infer the desired lower bound
for w. O

Combining the comparison principle from Proposition 3.4 with the resulting
non-degeneracy property gives the following boundary Harnack inequality.

Proposition 3.5 (Boundary Harnack). Let A, T be as in Assumption 3.1. Suppose
that uy,us € C(By) N HY(By, |zyy1|'~2%dx) are positive in By \ A, even in the
Typ41-variable and that they solve

Louy = |zp1|7% f1 in By \ A, u; =0 on A,

Loug = |2ny1| 7% f2 in By \ A, uz =0 on A,
where the inhomogeneities f;, i = 1,2, satisfy the following bound: For some so > 0

|| dist(-,T) < Jo.

275750]”1’HLoc(J_:;l\A)

Then, if [V"gleo.. and o are sufficiently small depending on n,s, so and «a, there
exists a constant Cy = Cy(n, s) > 0, such that

us(teni1)  uo(x) _qua(Fent1)
13 Cp—222 < <ot 22t s oo\ AL
4 P Gempn) = (@) = wen) "2

Moreover, ua/uy extends to a C*P function in Byy for some B € (0,1). More
precisely, there exist constants 8 = B(n,s,s0) € (0,1) and C = C(n,s) > 0, such

that for all xg € AN Bi/4

u9 u9 UQ(%enJrl) 8
14 — - —= <C———L|x — , €B .
(14) ” ) ” (zo)| < w(Lensy) |z —20l”, =€ Bya(xo)

Proof of Proposition 3.5. Step 1: Proof of (18). The inequality (13) is a conse-
quence of the comparison principle: Without loss of generality we assume that
ui(ent1) = uz(eny1) = 1. By the Harnack inequality, for any B, (Zy) € By \ A,
there exists a constant C' = C'(n, s) > 0 such that

sup u; <C inf wu; +Cr® sup |fs|, i=1,2.
B,./2(%0) Bi./2(Zo) B,(Zo)
Hence, if 6y = do(n, s, so) is sufficiently small, there exist constants & C > 0 de-
pending on n,s such that ¢ < u;(z) < C in {z € B3y |Tng1| > € = ﬁ}
(note that |f;(z)| < dol57%0=2 if |z,,41| > £). Thus, by a comparison argument,
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using the upper/lower barrier function (c.f. Lemma 3.3 and Proposition 3.4), we
have that for all z € By )y

dist(z, A)\ **
dist(x,T) )
dist(z, A) ) **
dist(z,T) J

uy () < O dist(x,T)* (
ug(x) > cdist(z,T)° (

if 69 = do(n, s, 80, ) is sufficiently small. Here the constants C and ¢ might be
different from the equally denoted ones from above. They however also only depend
on n,s. Hence, there exists a constant Cy = Cy(n, s) € (0,1) with

us(x) — Couq (z) > 0.

As the roles of uy,us can be reversed, this results in (13).

Step 2: Proof of the Holder continuity. The proof of the Holder continuity of
the quotient follows from a scaling argument. Since the proof is very similar to the
one given in Lemma 3.24 in [[KRS15], we only give a short outline here: Without
loss of generality we assume that 2o = 0. As in [KRS15] we prove that there exist
sequences of constants {ax }ren, {bx }ren such that

(i) it holds Cp < ap <1 < b < Cy'" and by, — ap < Cpf with g € (0, 1),
(ii) bx — ax > Cpb with ps € (0, 1] and C > 1 being an absolute constant,

(iil) agur < ug < bruy in By-«.

The sequences are constructed inductively by a scaling argument and an application
of Step 1: We set

ua(27%2) — apui (27" 2)

by — ag,

 bpur(27F) —ua(27a)

wl(x) = , 1D2(x) =

by, — ag

As these functions are a convex combination of uz(27%z), we may without loss of

generality assume that
—k
~ €n+1 ) 1 2 €n+1
> = i
i ( 2 ) =32 ( 2 )

We rescale this and define

w1 () () = w1 (27 %)

wl(x) = = -
2-k 2-k
Uy ( ;n+1) Uy ( 2en+l)

This in particular implies that 2wq(e,+1/2) > 1. In order to prove the existence
of the sequence ay, by, with the desired properties (i)-(iii), we seek to apply Step
1 to the functions wy,u. To this end, we have to check the size assumption on
the respectively associated inhomogeneities and the non-degeneracy condition. We
only provide the proof for the scaling argument: We have

2—2k

stl =

1—2s 1-2s ¢
2,1 filo—ry = 2, 70 f1(2).
(b, — ar)ur (—2 kgnﬂ) ' '



20 HERBERT KOCH, ANGKANA RULAND, AND WENHUI SHI
Setting I'y—» := {x € By : 27%z € I'} and recalling that dist(x, [y« ) = 2~ dist(27%x, T),
thus yields

| dist(-, Ta—s)>"* = fi]| Lo (,)
272k

- (b — ar)us (H%)

2(275750)]6” dist(-, F)275,50 fi |‘L°°(B2,k)

Thus, if po > C~'47127%0 Step 1 is applicable and it results in

2
&200-
u

Spelling this out, leads to
Co .
(ar + T(bk —agp))ur < ug < bruy in By—k-1.

Setting ax11 = ax+ %(bk —ay) and by := by, therefore implies that by41 —agt1 =

Q — %) (b — ag), which inductively yields bgi1 — agy1 = C'( — %)k, where
C=0Cy ! — Cy. This leads to a Holder exponent 3 which is less than or equal to

min{so, 1, |log, (1 — %) |} and a constant C' in (14) with C' < Cyt — Co. O

3.2. Application to the fractional thin obstacle problem. With the results
of Section 3.1 at hand, we now turn to the fractional thin obstacle problem. In
this context and in the whole of the remaining text, we assume that the conditions
(A1)-(A4) from Section 2.1 hold. In particular, we note that A, and T, satisfy
the requirements of Assumption 3.1. Thus, applying the results from the previous
section allows us to infer a leading order asymptotic expansion (c.f. Proposition
3.6) and regularity results (c.f. Proposition 3.10).

We begin with a particularly relevant consequence of the boundary Harnack
inequality and derive the following leading order asymptotic expansion of solutions
to (9) with inhomogeneities which satisfy the condition (A4). We remark that by
Proposition 2.1, this asymptotic expansion transfers to the solution of (5).

Proposition 3.6. Let w : B — R be a solution to (9) and assume that the
conditions (A1)-(A4) hold. Then, if ||f||co‘1(Bl+) and [V"glco. are sufficiently
small depending on n, s, a, there exist a constant 8 € (0,1—3s), a function ¢ : T —
R with Ty, 3 xg + c(x0) being COP regular, such that at each xo € Ty,

(i)
w(x) = C(IEO)U)LS(QIO (I)a InJrl) + Oy (|ZE — :170|1+5+ﬁ) ,

where x € By 4(20), Quo(x) = (. — 20) - Va, is an affine transformation at
xo, and vy, is the in-plane outer unit normal of Ay, at xzg.
(ii) Forie{l,...,n}, x € Bys(xo) and Qu,(x) as in (i),
Oiw(x) = c(wo)(ei - Vay )wo,s(Quo (%), Tni1)
+ Os (woﬁs(on(x),:anrlﬂ:z: - 330|'8) .
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(iii) For x € By4(z0) and Qu, () as in (i),

2 P Onprw(x) = c(xo) wo,1—5(— Qo (), Tnt1)

s—1
+ Os (U)O,lfs(_on (I); 17n+1)|517 - $0|5) .

Here the notation O in (i) means that there exists positive C' = C(n, s) universal,
such that

D) — e(x0) (€5 - Vg )w0,5(Quo (), 1) < C(n, )| — 20| wo,6(Quo (2), Tnt1)

holds for any xo € T'y, and x € By 4(x0). The same applies to the use of Oy in (i)
and (ii1).
Remark 3.7. Proposition 2.1 implies that the asymptotic expansion from Propo-
sition 3.6 also yields an analogous asymptotic expansion around the reqular free
boundary of a solution w to (5) with inhomogeneity f € C*Y(BF) (i.e. without
the modifications of Proposition 2.1). We also note that the asymptotic expansion
for tangential derivatives O;w, i € {1,...,n}, only requires that fe C%Y(By). The
higher regularity assumption on f 18 only needed for the asymptotic expansion of
On+1w (and hence of w).

Proof. We first show property (ii). This follows by applying the boundary Harnack
inequality (Proposition 3.5) to de.w and hg, where e € C;(e,) and ho(w) is the
barrier function from Lemma 3.2 with 7 = 0. Here C;(e,) denotes a cone with
opening angle n in R™ x {0}. More precisely, by the proof of Lemma 3.2 (c.f. (12))
we have that on the one hand

Lsho = |§En+1|1_281€($) in By \Aun
where the function k satisfies

[|dist(-, T'w) ) < Cns[V'gleo.a-

2—s5—a
kHLOO(Bl\Aw
Moreover, hq satisfies the non-degeneracy conditions and the asymptotics stated in
Lemma 3.2 (ii), (iii). Thus, h satisfies the assumptions of Proposition 3.5. On the
other hand, by the assumption (A2) and Proposition 3.4, if ¢ is sufficiently small,
then d.w with e € C;(en) is positive in By \ Ay. Moreover, it solves Lg(0.w) =
|41t 720 f, where by (A4) ||0cf|r < po. Thus, by Proposition 3.5, if ug =
po(n, s, @) and [V”g] o« are sufficiently small, the quotient dew/hg is C%? regular
up to A, for some § = f(n,s). More precisely, there exists a C%P function b, :

Ay — R and a constant C' = C(n, s) such that for each xg € Ay,

Oew(x)
ho(x)
Multiplying by ho on both sides of the estimate, we obtain that
dew(x) = be(x0)ho(z) + Os(ho(z)|z — 20|°).

Using the asymptotics of hg (c.f. (iii) in Lemma 3.2) and restricting b to T',, we
therefore deduce that around zg € Ty,

dew(x) = be(w0)wo,5(Qug (), Tnt1) + Os(wo,5(Quo (¥), Tn1)|z — x0|ﬂ)'

For 7 ¢ C;,(en), we express T = cie, + coe for some e € C;,(en) and write d,w =
Cc10pw + c20.w.
In order to obtain the leading order asymptotic expansion for the (weighted) normal

— be(zo)| < Clz — 3:0|ﬁ.
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derivative x}ljrﬁsanﬂw, we note that it satisfies the conjugate equation with respect
to w (c.f. [('S07]): More precisely, let w(x) := |2,11|'2*0p1w. We reflect w and
f oddly about z,41 (thus w is even about x,11). From the equation we have
| 1|27 101w = 0 on A,,. Thus, w solves

Lo = Opy1fin By \ Qy, @ =0o0nQ,,
where

flx) = ap 1 (2, Tngr) for xp41 >0,
' _$721+1f($7 —Zpy1)  for z,pq <O.

We note that the inhomogeneity 9,11 f is of the form |z,41|h(z) with h(z) € L.
Moreover, by assumption (A4) the smallness condition for f implies a smallness
condition for h. As a consequence, we may apply the comparison result of Propo-
sition 3.4 to w with s being replaced by 1 —s. This concludes the proof on the
asymptotic expansion for w.

To obtain the asymptotic expansion of w at zo € T',, which is claimed in (i), we
use an argument relying on path integration as in Corollary 4.8 in [KRS15]. We
obtain that w(z) = c(x0)w1,s(Quy(2), Tny1) + Os(|z — 20| F5H7), where c(z) =
Sglbnﬂ(:vo). Thus, ¢(xg) > 0 for any zg € 'y, and ¢ € C%A(T,,).

In the end, we express b.(zg) in terms of ¢(z¢) and v,,, and infer that b.(x¢) =
c(xo)(e - vy,) for any e € S™ N {e,41 = 0}. This completes the proof of property
(1). O

For convenience of notation we introduce the following convention:

Convention 3.8. Let o € (0,1) be the exponent from assumption (A3) and let
B € (0,1) be the Holder exponent from Proposition 3.6. Then in the sequel, we
assume that § = a.

We stress that this does not cause severe restrictions on our set-up, as we did
not specify the explicit form of the exponent « (therefore we can always reduce its
size appropriately) and as the regularity of the free boundary is also inferred from
a boundary Harnack inequality (c.f. Theorem 7.7 in [CSS08]).

Convention 3.9. Without loss of generality we assume that ¢(0) = 1, i.e. the
blow-up of Op,w at 0 is wy s. Moreover, without loss of generality we will assume
that 3 < c(zo) < 3 for any xo € T'y. This can be achieved by a scaling w(Aoz) /A5
for a sufficiently small \g = Ao(n, ).

Invoking interior regularity estimates for the fractional Laplacian in non-tangential
regions (c.f. Propositions 8.1 and 8.2), we also obtain the leading order asymptotic
expansion for higher derivatives of w. To this end, we compare the derivatives of w
with their blow-up at a given free boundary point xy. More precisely for g € Ty,
and A € (0,1/2), we consider

w(zo + Az)
(15) wmm)\(x) = T
We denote the associated blow-up of wg, x by ws,(x) = ;inb Wy a(x) and note
—

that by the asymptotics from Propostion 3.6
(16) Wao (7) = (T0)W1,s(T + Vs Try1)-

Using interior estimates in non-tangential regions around each xo € I'y,, we obtain
the following (higher order) asymptotic expansion:
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Proposition 3.10. Let w : B — R be a solution to (9) and assume that the
conditions (A1)-(A4) hold. Let o be the constant from Proposition 3.6. Then in a

non-tangential cone No = {z : |z| < /22 + 22|} we have:

(i) In A_ == NonN{zy, < Tpy1,1/4 < |x| < 2}, there exists a constant Cs > 0
such that for any v € (0,1) and X € (0,1/4)

n
25 25 (Wao x = wag)lloom(a_y + D 1203105 (wag.x — way )| comva_)
=1
n+1
+ ”Iflzjrzlsafﬂrl(wmoy)\ - wﬂco)”CO"V(Af) + Z ||81x}1121583 (wioy)\ - wm0)||co,w(A7)
ij=1

< O™,

(i) In Ay := NoN{xy, > —xpt1,1/4 < |z| < 2} there exists a constant Cs > 0
such that for any v € (0,1) and X € (0,1/4)

wao)\ - wI0||C2"V(A+) < O\

Proof. We note that since the regular free boundary in B; is a C1'* graph, '), =
{z: 2, = g(a")} with g(0) = |V”g(0)] = 0, we have

(17) Qo(@) = 2n,  |Quy(2) — Qo(@)] < CIV"glgo.alz[' T

Thus, for [V"g]¢o.« sufficiently small, Ty, , N {z € N : 1/4 < |z] < 2} is empty
for every A € (0,1/2). Hence,

Ls(Wagn — Way) = Ty 1 foor in Ay UA_,

Wagn — Wey =0 0on B NA_,

mn+liln_1)0+ 213 Ong1 (Wey ) — Wyy) = 0 on By N Ay,
where fo, A () = M7%27 1 f(z0 + Ax) with [fooaleos gty = A 7°1flcon (s, (w0)-
Moreover, by property (i) of Proposition 3.6

[Wagx — Way| < CsA™.

Then (i)-(ii) follow immediately from the up to the boundary a priori estimates for
the operator Ly = V - x}jfv with Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions,
respectively (c.f. Propositions 8.1 and 8.2). O

4. HODOGRAPH-LEGENDRE TRANSFORMATION

Relying on the asymptotic expansion from the previous section, in this section
we carry out a Legendre-Hodograph transformation to fix and flatten the regular
free boundary (c.f. Proposition 4.2). While this fixes the free boundary, it comes
at the expense of transforming the fractional Laplacian into a fully nonlinear, de-
generate elliptic, fractional Baouendi-Grushin type operator (c.f. Proposition 4.3
and Example 4.12). As in the previous section, we assume throughout the section
that the conditions (A1)-(A4) are valid.
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We consider a partial Hodograph transformation which is adapted to the frac-
tional thin obstacle problem:
T:BT%Q-F ::{yERn+1:yn207 yn+120}7
(18) = T(x) =y,

s —s I—s 1 s
y' =a", (yn)2 = Ohw(z), (yn+1)2(1 ) =- s wvlz-i-zl On+1w ().

Here w : Bff — R is a solution to the thin obstacle problem (9) satisfying the
assumptions (A1)-(A4). We note that by the asymptotic expansions in (ii) and (iii)
of Proposition 3.6, the Hodograph transform has the following mapping properties

T(int(B;")) € int(Q4), T(Aw) C {yn = 0,yns1 > 0},
T(lnt(Qw)) C {ynJrl = ann > 0}7 T(Fw) - {yn - annJrl = 0}

Associated with the transformation 7', we define the Legendre function, v, associ-
ated with w

s 1 s 2(1—s
(19) oly) = o) = 2yl + gr—s et

where y = T'(x). With this definition, the function v satisfies the following dual
conditions

Oiv(y) = w(x), i€ {1,...,n— 1},

(20) Un 2Onv(y) = —(25)an,
yfffllanﬂv(y) =22,
In particular, the free boundary is parametrized by

1,

_ = 2s
:En - 2Syn a’ﬂv(y)‘y:(y//yoﬁo)'

Thus the study of the free boundary reduces to the analysis of the regularity prop-
erties of v and its (weighted) derivatives (c.f. Sections 4.3-7).

4.1. Invertibility. In this section we show that the Hodograph-Legendre trans-
form which was defined in (18) and (20) maps B(}t) invertibly onto its image (c.f.
Proposition 4.2) if the radius 6y = dg(s) is chosen small enough. To this end, we
observe that, if 7" is the Hodograph-Legendre transform with respect to a solution
w of the thin obstacle problem (9), the regularity of w (c.f. Remark 2.3) and the
asymptotic expansion of w (c.f. Proposition 3.6)) immediately imply that T is con-
tinuous up to Bj. Moreover, by using the asympototics of d,,w and xiflsanﬂw
from Proposition 3.6, we also obtain the asymptotics of y = T'(x) in a neighborhood
of xg € T'yy:

1 1

y =,
Yn = 6(170)1/(25) (en : Vzo)l/(Qs)wO,lﬂ(on (x)7$n+1)
(21) + Os (wo,1/2(Quy (7)), i1 )& — 20|*)

Ynt1 = c(20)2 D wg 1 1o (—Qu (2), Tng1)

+ O (wo,1/2(—Quo (), Tny1) |z — 20[¥) .
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Here Qqu,(z) = (r—x0) - vVs,- We note that in deducing (21) we have implicitly used
that c(z0) > 3, (en - Vg,) > & for some § > 0 (in order to expand the corresponding
roots). These lower bounds are consequences of the assumptions (A2)-(A4).

Using the asymptotic expansions from (21), we obtain improved regularity prop-
erties for the Hodograph transform:

Proposition 4.1. Assume that w : B — R is a solution of (9). Let wy, x and
Wy, be the associated rescalings and the blow-up limit from (15) and (16). Denote
by T"=0:x and T"=o their respective Hodograph transformations and use A+, A_ to
denote the non-tangential sets from Proposition 3.10. Then T%=o» € C1(A; UA_)
for any X € (0,1/2). Moreover:

(i) For any vy € (0,1) and A € (0,1/4),
(22) [ DT*m0> — DT |[gov(a,ua_y < CA%.

(ii) There exist constants cs,Cs > 0 and Ng = Ao(s) > 0, such that for any
A€ (0,N) and xg € Ty, it holds

(23) cs < || det(DT*=0*)|[co(a,ua_y < Cs.

Proof. Using the definition in (18), the Jacobian matrix (DT™");; can be computed
to read

(24)
61'T;U:5ij, i,jE{l,...,’rL—l},
BT =0, 9pir TP =0,
w 1 s 1
81Tn = 2Syn -2 a"iw’ Ty n+l — _2 yn-l—llal( n+1 a"Jrlw)a
—2s —2s
w y 6nnw y 871 n—i—lw )

DT i,j=n,n = i " .
( Jig=nnt1 ( 25yn+118 (x, Tl P On1w) zsyn+1lan+1( L1 2 On1w)

Here y = T"(z) = (11" (x),..., T}, 1(x)). We note that by the asymptotic expan-
sions from (21), there exists a constant ¢ € (0,1) such that

1-c< yn() s |Yns1(z)] <1+¢, on A_,
Tn+1
(25) @)
1-c< Ynt1\2) , lyn(z)| <14¢, on Ay
Ln+1

Thus, using the asymptotics in (21) in combination with the regularity of v, we
infer that

| T70 — T%503 || oo < CA.

We proceed with the Holder estimates. Here we seek to reduce the estimates
to already known bounds on the function w (c.f. the estimates from Proposition
3.10). Hence, we have to control the terms in (24) which involve expressions in y
by comparable expressions in x.

We begin by rewriting the expressions with y in terms of controlled expressions in
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xX.
yn(I) i —2s 1-2s
= (xn—i-lanw) 2e ’
Tn+1
2s—1
1 — s 2(1—s)
2s5—1 1-2 .
Ynt1(x)* 7 = (—Taznﬂsanﬂw ,ifrxe A,
and

1—2s
Yn (I>1725 = (Onw) =,
2s—1

251 _es=1
; 1—s _ 2(1—s) )
(y +1({E)> _ <_Tsxnila”+lw> , 1f£L'€A+-

Tn41
By (25) and Proposition 3.10, if [V”g] 0.« is sufficiently small, we have

_ 1-2s _ 1-2s
(@033 0ntwaon) 2 — (@ 7500way) 7 [loom(ay < CsA™.

Here we used that z,,759,w,, is uniformly bounded away from zero in A_ for each

A €(0,1/2). As a consequence, combining the above estimates with the estimates
in Proposition 3.10 (which controls :10711:_21581-”(111107 A — Wy,)), we infer a bound for
[0: T ™0 — 0Ty ™ | com(a_y with i € {1,...,n —1}.

Similarly,
1—2s 1—2s
1—3s Pl 1—g Pl
1-2 1-2
<_T$n+1san+1wwo,>\ T Ty 1 Ont1Wa,
CO(A)
2s—1 2s—1
1—s 3(1—s) 1—3g 3(1—s)
—1 —1
+ <_T$n+lan+lwwo,>\ — (7 T2 Onr1way
COv(Ay)
1-2s 1-2s
+ || (Onwagn) 2 = (Onwa,) > < O
COv(Ay)

Invoking Proposition 3.10 once more, then yields the Holder bounds.
Finally, we note that by (21)

(26) e (55) = (55”7w0,1/2($n,$n+1)=w0,1/2(—$n7$n+1)) s
which in the z,,z,41 variables is the square root mapping. Moreover,
T (x)
1 1 1
= (‘T”a C(wO) 28 (en : Vmo) 28 w0,1/2($ * Vg :En-l-l)u C((Eo) 21=9) w0,1/2(_x * Vg xn-i—l)) .

Computing the explicit expression for det(DT™=0) and using Convention 3.9, we
conclude that there exist constants ¢y, C's > 0 which only depend on s, such that

(27) cs < |det(DT"%0)| < C4, Vo €Ty N By,

if [V"g] 0.0 is sufficiently small. Combining this with the first estimate from (22)
yields the desired result. O

As a consequence of the previous proposition the Hodograph-Legendre trans-
formation satisfies the same properties as the one in [KRS16]. Arguing along the
lines of Proposition 3.8 of [[KRS16], we therefore obtain the invertibility of the
Hodograph-Legendre transform:
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Proposition 4.2. Let w : B — R be a solution to (9) and assume that the
conditions (A1)-(A4) hold. If [V"glio.. is sufficiently small, then there exists a
radius 69 = 0o(s) > 0 such that T := T" is a homeomorphism from B(}t) to
T(Bg;) c {y € Ry, > 0,9,01 > 0}. Moreover, away from Ty, T is a
C'-diffeomorphism.

Proof. We only give an outline of the proof. As in [KPS14] and [[KRS16] we reduce
the invertibility discussion to an analysis on annuli at which the mapping T is C*.

Step 1. Let 1 : R™ = R", ¢(2) = (2", 5(22 — 22,1), 2n2n+1) and let Ty = 4o T.
We observe that by (26) the map 77" is a non-degenerate linear map. By the
definition of T3, by Proposition 4.1 (i) and by a triangle inequality, we obtain that

|77 = T3 ler(ay o) < Cs (V" glcon +A%),

where Ay o1 ={z: |2"| < 1,3 < /a2 +22,, <1,2,41 > 0}. This implies that

if [Vg] o, and g are sufficiently small depending on s, then T,"*°* is injective in

Ay for A € (0,00). By scaling we conclude that T is injective in A,./5 ,.(zo) for
each r € (0,0p). Here Ar/g)r(aro) =x0+71A1/2,1-

Step 2. Next we show that T} is injective from By to T} (B{ ). Asin [KPS14] and
[KRS16] it suffices to prove the injectivity for fixed z”. To this end, we assume that
injectivity were wrong, i.e. there existed two points x1, 29 € By with 2 = 24 = 2§
but 1 # xo such that Ty (z1) = Ti(z2). As Ty, is a graph, T} is injective on it.
Furthermore, the non-degeneracy conditions from Proposition 3.6 further imply
that we may assume that neither 1 nor zo are free boundary points.

By the asymptotics of y,, (), ynt1(z) we observe that

T (‘T) =T+ EIo(x)v T € Bl/Q(x0)7

where g = (27, g(x(),0) and |E,,(z)] < C[V"g]é0.a|20|. Using this in combina-
tion with the assumption that Tj(z1) = T3 (x2) thus leads to

T2 — 0 = 21 — Lo + Eyo(21) — By (22).
By the estimate for E,, this however implies

|21 — 20

< <2

1
2 |I2 — I0|
Hence, the points x1,x9 lie in A, 2-(z9) for 7 = max{|z1 — |, |2 — x0|}. This is
a contradiction to the injectivity result from Step 1.

Step 8. As a consequence of the invariance of domain theorem, the previous result
implies that T} is a homeomorphism from int(Bj ) to T} (int(Bj) ). By a discussion
of the respective boundary points, it further extends to a homeomorphism from B;{:
to Ty (Bg;). Hence, also 7' is a homeomorphism from Bg; to T(Bg;). The fact that

T is a diffeomorphism follows from Proposition 4.1 (ii) and the second equation in
(22). O
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4.2. Nonlinear PDE. In this section we compute the equation which is satisfied
by the Legendre function associated with a solution w of the thin obstacle problem
(9) such that the assumptions (A1)-(A4) are satisfied. As our main result of this
section we show that the Legendre function v solves a Monge-Ampere type PDE. A
first example (c.f. Example 4.12) indicates that this equation should be interpreted
as a perturbation of a fractional Baouendi-Grushin equation.

Proposition 4.3. Let w: B — R be a solution to (9) and assume that the con-
ditions (A1)-(A4) hold. Lety =T"(x) and let v be a Legendre function associated
with w (c.f.(19)). Then in T (Bj) (where 8o = do(s) is the same constant as in
Proposition 4.2) the function v satisfies the fully nonlinear equation

(28)
F(D*v,Dv,y) =
0iiv Oinv 3i,n+1v
Z Tpp1(y)? " det %8 (Y2 0nv) _%&l () _%&Hl(yrlfzsanv)

2_1.56(yn+116"+1v) 3500 (Y21 On1v) 550011 (Ui Ong10)
+an( . 25y711+2158nv)+$n+1(y) - n-l-l(yrzzS 1y72;i-116n+lv)
— 1Y) IO f (Y, 2n(y), 2ar1(y)) = 0,

with mized Dirichlet-Neumann boundary condition

v(y) =0 on {y, =0},  lim ¢ 2y 38, 10(y) = 0 on {yn41 = 0}.
Yn+1—04
Here
1 1-2
n = 5 San 5
Ty (y) 55n v(y)

1

Tny1(y) = (yfli_llanﬂv)%

2s —2s
J(v) = det ( 23000, 7 000) 35 0n41 W, On0) ) |
s Tn+1 8 (ynJrl 8"+1v) 2s n+1 8n+1(yn+1 87l+1v)
Remark 4.4 (Boundary data). We point out that the boundary condition for v is
not uniquely determined. In particular, this holds for the Neumann condition. By
(20) we know that Opi+1v(y) = y}zﬁsxii_l( ), which by (30) is of the magnitude
O(W**yn+1) as yns1 — 0. Thus, the Legendre function for instance also satisfies

the condition lim0 8n+1(ygzsv) = 0. In the formulation of Proposition 4.3 we
Yn+1 =04

have chosen boundary conditions which “fit” to the linearized operator and come
handy in proving approximation results in Sections 8.2. However, in the definition
of our function spaces X, we will use the flexibility which we have at this point
(c.f. Definition 5.8, Proposition 5.12 and its proof in Section 9.3.1).

Remark 4.5 (Relation to s = 1/2). We remark that for s = 1/2 the above expres-
sion simplifies to the equation from [KRS16] with a¥ = §%.

Remark 4.6 (Divergence structure of leading terms). We remark that it is possible
to rewrite all terms of the form

:c;+1aj(y§1—116n+1u), jed{l,...,n+1},
into divergence form:

c 2s—1 452 +c c 2s—1
$n+1aj(yn+1 On41v) = TSQaj(%HynH On+1v).
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This demonstrates that we may view the leading order part of the equation either
as a divergence or as a non-divergence form operator.

Proof. We compute the corresponding expressions for w and its derivatives in terms
of v. We first observe that the following relations hold between D?w and D?v:

OYn
F)

0w = 040 + (0inv, Oj p410) - ymin | -
“Ow;

—2s s, 25— 9
(anrl)l 2 8nnw: (25)($n+1)1 2 y721 1 2n

Oz’
dy
1-2 1-2 +1
Onsr (2,350 p1w) = (289,51 5
InJrl
Let
oxy, Oy,
J(v) i=det 20, Jon =det( 72500 (0, 0n) + 2501 0, % Onv) )
ﬁ 8y:ii 2s n+1 a (ynJrl aﬂJrlv) 25 n+1 8"+1(yn+1 aﬂJrlv)
Using
Oyn _Oyn 1 OTni1 _ _Ozy
Dy, Oxni1 | _ OYn+1 OYnt1
OYnt1 OYn+t1 J(’U) _ OTn i )
Oxy, 6$n+1 OYn OYn
we write
1 Ox
1-2s 1-2s, 25—1 n+1
x Opnw = (28)(x _
( nt1) nn ( )( n+1) Yn T(0) Oynis
ox
0, 217259, w) = (=28)yl 72 =,
7l+1( n+1 Yn+1 ) ( )yn+l (1} ayn

By virtue of (20),

Oz
%Z__a ( 1— 258 1))

oz, 1

3y j: = %anrl O i1y On 1)

Thus,
—4Z8 1 25— S
(InJrl)l 2 Opnw = my ! iJﬁ anJrl(ynJrl 8n+lv)
1

6n+1(xvlz-_i-2188n+lw) = J(v )yn+1 °Oy, ( 25871“)'

In order to express 0w in terms of v, we use

OYn 1 OTny1 _ _Ozy 9zp
Dx; _ OYn+1 OYnt1 Ayi
OYnt1 | — J(’U) _ O0ZTpia Oz n OTn i1
611 OYn OYn Jyi

_ ! (215In+121 §n+1(y§f[1118n+1v) 2_15(?n+1(y111258nv)) (1 e yl Qs?mv )
J(v) 358011 On(Un1 Ont10)  —350n(yn” 2 0nv) 2s n+1 yn+1 D nt1v

Recalling the equation of w

(@n1)!' "2 Aw + Oy (23737001 1w) = (2011)° > f in Bf
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the equation of w is transformed into a nonlinear equation for v:

s 25— s s— 1 s s
1ll+21 Zallv+ —yn 11‘37,-‘,—%. an+l(y121+118n+1v) + J( )yn-‘,-?. 6 ( - 8,,1))

125*

n+1 z :
an ai,n—i—lv)'
=1

(28 1’11+2188"“(y§11_1118"+ 1) %?"ﬂ(y}ﬂsanv)) (1 il 2O )
Tt On (Y1 On1v) =25 0n(yn =2 0p0)

2s¥n+1 ynJrllaZ n+1vU
= (@n1)° "2 F(T ().

Multiplying by J(v) on both sides and rearranging, yields (28).
In order to deduce the form of the boundary data, we note that by the mapping
properties of T% and by Proposition 4.2 we have that {y, = 0} N Tw(Bf'/Q) =

TY(Ayw N B;F/Q) Thus the statement on the Dirichlet data then follows from the
definition of v(y) in terms of w(x). In order to infer the result on the Neumann

data, we observe that by (20) and Proposition 4.2 {y,4+1 = 0} N Tw(Bfr/Q) =

(2w N By,

and by consulting the asmptotics from (21) (c.f. also the asymptotics of 2% in
terms of y from Lemma 4.8): (y,¥ns1)'"20n110 ~ (Ynyni1)? 2%, which vanishes
as Ynpi+1 — O+. O

). The result then follows by recalling that 225, = y2°7 0ps10(y)

4.3. Asymptotics of the Legendre Function. In this section we derive the
asymptotics of the Legendre function by exploiting the corresponding bounds for
the solution to the fractional thin obstacle problem (c.f. Propositions 3.6, 4.1).
In order to achieve this, we first derive a relation between the rescalings of the
Legendre and the respective original functions (Lemma 4.7). With this at hand,
we deduce an asymptotic formula for z in terms of y. This then allows to transfer
the results from Propositions 3.6 and 3.10 to results on the Legendre function (c.f.
Propositions 4.10, 4.11).

Lemma 4.7. Let v be the Legendre function associated to a solution w of the
fractional thin obstacle problem (9) satisfying the assumptions (A1)-(A4). Let yo €
(T N Bj, ), where ng is as in Proposition 4.2. Then the function

—olyo +0a(y) — (555 2°0n0) (10) (0 (y))2°
vyo)\(y) L )\2_;’_25 9

with 5x(y) = (N2y", \yn, Nyns1) is the Legendre function of

w(zo + N2 w _
Weo2(T) = % w0 = (T"0*) " (yo)

with the Hodograph transformation y = T"=0>*(z). In particular, vy, (y), y =
T"=o0(x), is the Legendre function of wg,, where vy, and wy, denote the respective
blow-ups of vy, x, Wy 22 a8 A — 0.
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Proof. Consider the Hodograph transformation associated with w,, y2 and let y(x) :=
T" =03 (z) (c.f. (18)). Then,

()‘yn)QS = 8nw(z)|z:mo+>\2zv
1—5

)2(1—5) - _

(MYn+1 ()‘2$n+1)1_2San+lw(2)|z:zo+>\2x'

Let ©y,,» be the Legendre function of w,, 2 associated with the Hodograph trans-
formation T"=0:**. Then by the definition of the Legendre function in (19),

~ s 1 s 2(1—s
oA () = o 2 (@) = 0ni* + 5 v

w(ze +A%2)  Nan () 1 (X224 1)% (Aypg1)2 )

- A2+2s B A2+2s + 2(1 —s) A2+2s

_ w(zo + /\2517) (w0 + /\Qx)n(/\yn)2s (xO)n(/\yn)QS

A2+2s N A2+2s A2+2s
L1 (w0 + X22)n11)* (Ayng1) 279
2(1 — s) A2+2s '

Since v is the Legendre function of w associated with the Hodograph transformation
T™, equations (4.3) and (20) yield
1
zo + Nz = (2, —2—82711_25(9”1)(2), (zfli_jlan+1v(z))%)
= (T") " (yo + x(y))-
Using this in the expression of o, » and invoking again the definition of v in (19)
we have

(29) 2=yo+x(y)

N v(yo + 0a(y) | (20)n(Ayn)**
Uyo,A(y) = \2+2s \2+2s

Finally, recalling that

(0} = g() = ~ 5= (3 000) w0),

we obtain Uy, x = vy, - g

Next, we reverse the asymptotic expansion of T which yields the following ex-
plicit formulae. We recall that g is the parametrization of the regular free boundary,
ie. I'pyN Bl ={(z",2,,0) € By : &, = g(a”)} with g € C1*(BY).

Lemma 4.8. Suppose that w : Bf — R is a solution of (9) such that the as-
sumptions (A1)-(A4) hold. Let T" be the associated Hodograph transform and let
yo € T¥(I'y N Bs,), z0 = (T") " (yo). Then,

(i) the following asymptotic expansions hold:

za(y) = g(y") + ao(y")yZ — ar(y”)y2 1 + Os (W2 +y20)' ),

(30) s s s S S &
22 (y) = 200 (Y )yt yad + Os (ot ves (s + vn 1)) -
Here,
1 1
ao(yo) = ai(yo) =

20(20) V5 (e - Vg, )15)/5” 20(x0) =) (e, - Vg,

are positive C% functions which are uniformly bounded away from zero.
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(ii) We have that

v(y) = —g(y" )y —

S
1+ Sao(y//)stH + al(y”)yisyrzwrl + y’r27,sy’r27,+105 ((yrzl + y?ﬂrl)a) ’

vy (y) = =V"g(y0) - (V" — yo)ya® — >y

ao (Y v + a1 (yh)y2ty2 1.

1+s

Proof. We begin by deriving the asymptotics in (i). Reversing the asymptotics (21)
of y = T'(x) around xy € T'y,, we compute that in a neighborhood of yo = T'(x¢) =
(2,0,0),

1 y2 Y

B ) _1 B 2, .2 Alta
(@ = 0) - Vay 2(0(9&0)1/5(6”.1/10)1/5 c(xo)l/(1—5)>+05 (v +9m42) )

o YnYn+1 2 2 a
Tntl = c(20) /29 e(0)/20-5) (e, - 14y )1/ (29) + Os (ynyn1 (¥ + Yn11)?) -

(=V"g(x(),1,0)"

NEreaEi
zn = go) + V7o) - (v —y0o)

1 Y2 Yri 2, .2 1
- n _ n Os +a .
+ 5 (c(xo)l/s(en gy )5 e(20) V=5 (e, - 1gy) + ((yn + Yny1) )

By Convention 3.9 and by the assumption (A3) the functions c¢(xg) and (e - Vz,)
are uniformly bounded away from zero and are C%® regular functions. Setting

B 1 B 1
aO(yO) - 2C(I0)1/S(€n . Vzo)(1+s)/s, a:l(yo) - 26(1‘0)1/(1,5) (en . on))

Using that v,, = we furthermore obtain

we hence arrive at the desired asymptotics in (30). The formula for v in (ii) follows
by integrating the relations

On10(y) = Y3 10050 Onv(y) = —2595° an,
in combination with the asymptotics from (20) and the mixed Dirichlet-Neumann
boundary condition. Using the expression for vy, » in Lemma 4.7 and passing to
the limit we obtain the formula for vy, . O

With these auxiliary results at hand, we now address the asymptotic behavior of
the Legendre transform (which can be regarded as a partial analogue of Proposition
3.6):

Proposition 4.9. Let i = {y € Q4 : |y'| < 1, < y2+y2,, < 1}. There
exists A\g = Ao(s) > 0 such that for any X € (0,)\) and any 9 € Ty N ng,
(T"=022)~L € CLY(CF). Moreover, for any v € (0,1),

(T =022) ™ = (T"0) M| e (311 ) < O™,
HD(T’LUQ:O,XQ)*l _ D(wao)ilHCO,’y(cir) S Cs)\2a-

Proof. The first inequality directly follows from Lemma 4.8 (i) by exploiting the
coefficient regularity.

The second inequality follows from the first inequality and Proposition 4.1 (i), (ii).
More precisely, one uses the relation DT~1(y) = (DT(T~*(y)))~!. The constant
Ao is determined in the same way as Proposition 4.1 (ii). O
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Proposition 4.10. Let vy, x and vy, be as in Lemma 4.7. Let Ao and C{ be as in
Proposition 4.9. Then,

n—1
Z 97 2°0i(vyo 5 — Uyo)Hcoyw(cj) + [yn 20 (vyo x — Uyo)HCUw(C;r)
i=1

+ ”y;%yrjila?ﬂrl(vyo,)\ - UYJO)HCUW(Cfr) < Os)\zaa
for any X € (0, X0) and v € (0,1).
Proof. We note that by (20)
_ O;w(x) _
25 9. Y -~
yn 250(y) = Tw(xﬂm:(m,l(y), ie{l,...,n—1},

(31) Un 2 000(y) = =(29)n ,_opuy 1y

y;2sy7:—i1-18n+lv(y) - y;25y;_i2_slx7215+1 z=(Tw)~1(y)"
Step 1: Estimates for i € {1,...,n — 1}. Using (31) and the explicit expression
for vy, in Lemma 4.8 (ii), we observe that

o 8iww0)\2 (3:)

yrj2saivyoy>\(y) - y;%aivyo (y) ‘m:(Twz(),/\2 y-1(y) (=9ig(v0))-

 OpWay 22 ()
By the boundary Harnack inequality, for any y € C;-

0wy, x2() et .
8nwm,,\2(x)’m:(T%U’ﬂ)*l(y) = (=0ig(yo)) | < ONT[(T02* )" (y) — yol*.

This gives the L*>° bound.
To prove the Holder bound, noting that —d;g(yo) is constant, we have

‘ygzsai(vyo)\ - Uyo)(yl) - y;2sai(,uy0)>\ - Uyo)(y2)‘
81'11);307)\2 (:E)
8nww0),\z (:Z?)
By Proposition 3.6 (i) and by (33), there exists A\g = Ao(s) such that C;f C
T" 03 (AL UA_) for any 0 < A < X\g. We will consider the Holder estimate
in T%=02%(A}) and T"=02? (A_) separately. First for y1,ya € C;F N T =032 (A_),
we rewrite

81'10107)\2 (I)
8nwm07>\2 (.’,E)

‘m:@“’woﬂ)fl(yl) - ’m:<T“’W2>fl<y2> '

@wmmv (JJ) - x;ﬁ@iwwmp (.I)

8nwzo,>\2 (I) a x;-iz-sl anwmoJ\Q (‘T) '
Using Proposition 3.10 and the fact that the denominator is uniformly bounded
away from zero for x € A_ we have that for any v € (0, 1)
‘y;%ai(vyo)\ - Uyo)(yl) - y;%ai(vyo,)\ - Uyo)(y2)‘
S CNP(T 02 ) " Hyr) — (T02*) " (yo)| 7.

By Proposition 4.9 we thus conclude that
(32)  |yn®0i(vyon = vyo) (W1) = Y5 2 0i(vyo.n — Vyo) (y2)| < CN* [y — o]

diw,, (z)
T 022 Ay
"wzo)\z (:E)

guing similarly as above, we conclude that (32) also holds in this case. Combining

For y1,ys € C{ NT"=022(A,), we directly estimate the quotient
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these bounds we deduce
195 20 (vyo x — Uyo)”co,w(cj) < N

Step 2: Estimates for the remaining two expressions. The remaining two esti-
mates are shown in a similar way. More precisely, we observe that

9872 B0 1 (1) = 52 By ()] = (25) [((T702%) (9} = (X))

Using Proposition 4.9, we obtain the desired bound for y! =249, v.

Next we consider the term y_QSynHanHU. Using (31), the asymptotics of 225, (y)
from Lemma 4.8 (i), and noting that y;, 2y, 119,410y, (y) = 2a1(yo), we immedi-
ately infer that

—2s

Hy ynila’ﬂ"{‘lvyo,)\ - y'r:2sy7:-|1-16’n+1vyo HL“’(CT) S CS)\2a'

To show the Holder continuity, we write

2s
_ _ _ Tn+1 .
Yn 2Syn.|]:18n+1vy0,)\(y) = ynii ( - > ‘z:(TmeJZ)*l(y) if AS Twa’AZ (A*)a
Yn

2s
_9 _9 Tn+1 . W, 32
Yn Syn+13n+1vyo AY) =y, (yn+1> |1:(T%0,A2),1(y) if y e T"=03%(A,).

By the proof of Proposition 4.1, we have (z,,41/yn)* € C%7(A_) and (211 /Yn+1)*

C°%7(A4). Thus, arguing similarly as for (i) (where we use that in 7=0x* (A_),
Yni1 ~ 1 and that in T"=03?(Ay), y, ~ 1), we infer that for any v € (0,1) and for
all y1,y2 € Cf

Y 25U 1 On4 100 A (Y1) = U 2 Y1 Ong10yo A (12)]

< O |(T2032) L (yy) — (T=03*) " (y) |

Therefore, the estimate follows by invoking Proposition 4.9. This concludes the
proof. O

Similarly as in Section 3, it is possible to extend these asymptotics to second
order estimates:

Proposition 4.11. Let vy, , vy,, Ao and C; be as in Proposition 4.10. Then
for any X\ € (0,X0) and any v € (0,1), O;yLt=20vy0.n € COV(CI) with i,j €
{1,...,n+1}. Moreover,

n+1
Z Ha yl 256 Uyo)\ - Uyo)”oo,w(cf) < CS)‘2Q'

ij=1
Proof. By (20) a direct computation gives
Oyl 2°0,v) = —(25)(DT ™ Y,
Y 250, 11000 = —(25) (DT )pns1,
U O tni10 = (28) (Y 119 2 Ons10) " 5 (DT st
(1= 25y 2y v,
Oi(ypy 25 0n0) = (28)(DT )i,

Oi(yp, 2 Ong1v) = (25)(24;2@;113%1”) = (DT Vntiae

S
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Here v stands representatively for vy, x and vy, and T for T"=0.**  T%=o respec-
tively (zo = (T%)"(yo)). By invoking Proposition 4.10 and Proposition 4.9, this
yields the estimates.
Finally, we compute that for 4,5 € {1,...,n — 1},
Yn 200 =y 0w ()| gy
+ yvlzizsanjw(x) (DT?l)mj + y,117256n+1,jw(:v) (DT?l)n-‘rl,j ’m:T*l(y)'
We only show the estimate for y;;~2¢9;;w in detail, as the remainder of the proof is
similar. Let
. 1-259 .
G(y) =Yn 6Z]w(x)‘m:(Tw)fl(y)'
If y € C NTY(AL), we have y,, ~ 1. By Proposition 3.10 (ii) and Proposition 4.9,
for A € (0, \o),
HGA(y) - Go(y)||co,'v(Tw20,*2 (A4)ncH) < 05)\2a'

Here G (y) =y 2 0ijwy, 22 (z), x = (T"=02*)~! and and G corresponds t0 wy,.
If y e C NTY(A), we write

1-2s
_ Yn 1-2s 9
6= (L) o),
25271

= (yflzjjsy;%afﬂrlv) (Iqlljjsaijw(x))}m:;pfl(y)-

By Proposition 4.10, Proposition 3.10 and Proposition 4.9 we obtain
2c
|Gy — GoHco,w(T“’zo,Az (A_ynch) < CA“.

In the end, arguing similarly as in the proof of Proposition 4.10 (i), we obtain the
desired estimate for G\ — Gg in C;". This concludes the proof. O

Finally to conclude this section, we discuss the model solution vy which is defined
as the blow-up of v at y = 0 and which (up to constants) is the Legendre function
of the model solution w; s from (3):

Example 4.12. Recalling the assumptions that g(0) = 0 = |V”g(0)| yields that
the Legendre function, vg, of the blow-up wg at zero (c.f. (15)) is of a particularly
simple form (compare this also to the more general expressions from Lemma 4.8 in
Section 4.3). Up to rescaling it reads:

S S S
(33) vo(y) = — T 1)yi Tyl

Computing the expressions for x and J(vg) in terms of y (c.f. Proposition 4.3) in
this particular case then yields

1
Tn(y) = 5 = Yas1)s Te1 (V) = Ynynsrs  J(v0) = yn + Yngr

Hence, in the case of vanishing inhomogeneity, f = 0, up to a constant, the lin-
earization of the nonlinear functional F from (28) at vy is

(34) DG, st = YnYnt1)' (W2 + Yo 1) 050 + On((YnYnt1)'~>20,0)
+ 8n+1((ynyn+1)1_258n+16).



36 HERBERT KOCH, ANGKANA RULAND, AND WENHUI SHI

This is a Baouendi-Grushin type fractional Laplacian, which serves as a first mo-
tivation of the introduction of the Baouendi-Grushin geometry in the following sec-
tion.

5. GEOMETRY AND FUNCTION SPACES

Motivated by the linearization result from Example 4.12, we introduce the geom-
etry and function spaces in which we will be working in the sequel. More precisely,
we consider the intrinsic geometry which is induced by the Baouendi-Grushin oper-
ator (c.f. Definition 5.1). For the choice of our function spaces (c.f. Definition 5.8)
we build on this. Guided by the explicit form of the model solution from Example
4.12 and the a priori estimates for the fractional Baouendi-Grushin operator (c.f.
Sections 9.2), we construct weighted spaces with the right asymptotic behavior at
the straightened free boundary P := {y,, = y,+1 = 0}.

We begin by introducing the relevant geometric quantities in Definitions 5.1.
Definition 5.1 (Baouendi-Grushin geometry). Let

Yi:= ynayla Yy = yn+18y1a ey You 3= ynayn717 Yo 2= ynJrlaynfla
Yv2n—1 = 81/ Yv2n = au

n? n+17

denote the Baouendi-Grushin vector fields. We consider the associated Baouendi-
Grushin metric
n—1

gy(’U, w) = (y721 + y121+1)_1 (Z wi”i) + VnWp + Up41Wnt1,
i=1

for all y € R and v,w € span{Y;(y)}icq1,...2n}- This induces a (Carnot-
Caratheodory) distance on R™1:

b
da(z,y) := inf /\/gw)(ﬁ(t)d(t))dt y(a) = z,9(b) =y, a,b €R,

Y(t) € span{Yi(y(t)) bieqr,...2n1 | -

We denote the associated (closed) Baouendi-Grushin balls of radius R and with
center yo € R"™! by Br(yo), i.e.

Br(yo) == {y € R""' : de(y,y0) < R}.

Let Q1 = {y € R"" : gy, > 0,y,41 > 0} denote the upper quarter space. We
denote the intersection of balls with Q1 by B (yo).

Remark 5.2. As in Remark 4.2 of [KRS16], it is not hard to show that dg is
equivalent to the following quasi-metric:

5 . . . |y//_y//|
dc(9,y) == [In — Yn| + |Unt1 — Ynt1| + = - - .
:9) 3= 1 = ynl s = 9o+ e T T

Here Q = (ﬂ”,z}n,ﬁnﬂ), Y= (yllaynuyn-l-l)'

Using the previous notation, it is possible to define Holder spaces with respect
to the Baouendi-Grushin metric:
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Definition 5.3 (Hélder spaces). Let Q@ C R"™! and let a € (0,1]. Then we define

[]CQ’O‘(Q) : LOO(Q) - [0,00],

Moreover, we set

I oo : (@) — [0,00],
lullgo ) = sup [u(@)] + [l g g
§€Q
and define
CO0(@) = {u € L¥(9) : Jull oy < o}

Remark 5.4. As in the Euclidean case, the spaces Cg’a(ﬁ) form Banach spaces.

In order to approximate functions with respect to the Baouendi-Grushin geom-
etry, we rely on the notion of homogeneous polynomials. These are polynomials
whose tangential and normal degrees are counted differently. This is motivated
by the different scaling behavior of the tangential and normal components of the
operator from Example 4.12.

Definition 5.5 (Homogeneous polynomials). Let k € N and let 5= (S1,..., Bnt1)
with B; € NU{0} be a multi-index. We define

n—1
Premi=Sp(y) = > bgy’ ibg €R, bg=0if Y 28+ P+ Pur1 >k
|B|=k J=1

as the space of homogeneous polynomials with degree k. Here the notion homoge-
neous refers to the scaling behavior

pr(6x(y)) = Npe(y), i € PR,

where 5x(y) = (A2Y", \yn, \yns1) is the dilation associated with the Baouendi-
Grushin vector fields. We define

n—1
’Pk = p(y): Z bﬁyﬁ: bﬁGR, bﬁ:Oif Z2Bi+ﬂn+ﬂn+l>k P
1BI<k j=1

as the vector space of the homogeneous polynomials with degree less or equal to k.

Finally, as the last ingredient before defining our function spaces, we introduce
the notion of differentiability at P := {yn, = yn+1 = 0}:

Definition 5.6. We say that a function f: Q4+ — R is Ch® at P if for each point
Yo € P there exists a homogeneous polynomial Py, 1 € Py such that

[f(y) = Pyoe(y)] < O (y, y0) > in By (y0)-
We call the polynomial Py, an approximating polynomial for f at yo.

Remark 5.7. We emphasize that the previous notion does not imply the differen-
tiability of f at P up to order k. If however f is k-times classically differentiable at
a point yg € P, then the approximating polynomial Py, 1 corresponds to the Taylor
polynomial (of homogeneous degree less than or equal to k) of [ at P.
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With the previous preparation, we can now define our main function spaces
which are needed for the application of the implicit function theorem in Section 7.
We are seeking Banach spaces X and Y such that

(i) the nonlinear functional F' in (28) is smooth (or analytic) from X to Y, if
the inhomogeneity f is smooth (or analytic),
(ii) the model solution vy is contained in X, and Ag s = Dy F' : X — Y is
invertible,
(iii) the Legendre function v from Section 4 is in X. Morevoer, the differential
D, F is a perturbation of Ag s : X — Y.

Definition 5.8 (Function spaces). Let a, e € (0,1). We set
Xoe:={veL®Qy): v=0on{y, =0}, y,*v e C>* at P,
hm0 Ont1(y, *v(y)) =0, hm On (YL 25 0n0(y)) = 0, supp(Ag.sv) C B,
Yn+1—7
[0l X0, < oo},

Ya,e = {f € LOO(Q+) yn+11f € Cl ¢ at P hm yn+1 f( ) - 0 = Uli_r)rllpan-l-l(yn-i-l f( ))7

supp(f) € B, | flly.. < oo},

where the associated norms are given by
Jollx.... = sup (Hda(wy)@”a)ynQ (v -2 Py
geP L=(Q+)

[da(,5) 72 Y1y, O (v — Y2 Py 2)] o O (Qy)

[dG('a §)7(2+2a7€)y};258ﬂ (v— yrzzspﬂsﬂ)} 2 (Q4)

3 [dotm) =y - )

n+1
+ Z {dG( ) (142a— E)Yyl 25Y (,U_yQSPs ):|C,0,5(Q+)

f y, . = sup [dG (1+2a— e)y2s 1 f y —25 )8 :| - )
I1ve.. = sup [da (- 5)° (F =93] o g
The functions Py 5 and Q; , denote the respective (in the homogeneous sense) sec-
ond and first order approzimating polynomials (in the sense of Definition 5.6) of

Y 2*u(y) and 255" f(y) at §:= (§",0,0) € P.

Let us briefly comment on the main ideas leading to these definitions. The
spaces are constructed so as to measure the deviation of functions from suitable
approximations at the boundary of (). In this sense they mimic the asymptotic
expansions of the Legendre function v (for the definition of the space X, ) and of
the function Ag sv (for the space Yy (), c.f. Section 4.3. The asymptotic behavior
at the boundary of @ is thus encoded by considering the difference of v to y2° 52
and yrllfls 5.1+ These specific approximations are motivated by the structure of the
“eigenpolynomials” to the fractional Baouendi-Grushin Laplacian and the associ-
ated elliptic regularity estimates (c.f. Sections 8.1-8.3). The existence of such an

approximation is ensured by the requirement that y,, 2v € C2* at P. The choice
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of the norms rests on the availability of “Schauder type” elliptic estimates for the
Grushin Laplacian with mixed Dirichlet-Neumann conditions with respect to these
(c.f. Sections 8.1 and 9.2).

The pointwise conditions imposed on functions in the space X, . are a mixture
of boundary and normalization properties: We require Dirichlet conditions on
{yn = 0} and a “strengthened” form of Neumann conditions on {y,+1 = 0} (c.f.
Remark 4.4). The Neumann condition in particular rules out the presence of a
linear term y,,41 in the asymptotic expansion of y,;, ?*v at P and is hence adapted
to the expansion of y, 2*v. Finally, the remaining pointwise condition is a nor-
malization which excludes the presence of the linear term vy, in the approximating
polynomial for y, **v at P.

The requirement that v € L in combination with the compact support condition
on Ag sv entails that the space X, ¢ is a Banach space.

Remark 5.9. Restrictions on the specific form of the weights (which are used in
the norms) originate from the second order estimates (c.f. Propositions 8.1, 8.2),
the compatibility with the linear and monlinear operators, and the aim of proving
analyticity of the nonlinear function (28) in the function spaces Xoe,Ya,e. We
remark that this still leaves a non-negligible amount of freedom for instance in the
exact choice of the weights for the lowest order contributions.

Remark 5.10. Due to the compact support of f and due to the definition of PZ
we have that

d —(142a),,25—1 _ps H
H G Ynt (f y,l) Loo(Q4)

<Cld (14+2a—€),,25—1 _ )
[a< 5" VR =P g

As in [IKRS16] these function spaces have local analoga:
Definition 5.11. Let a,e € (0,1). We set
Xo,c(BE) ={ve L>®BL): v=0on {y, =0}NBL, y,*veC> at PN B,
hmO Ont1(y,, v(y)) = 0 on B, yﬂllijﬁzg; O (yL=28,0(y)) = 0,

Yn41—
”UHX%E(B;) < Oo}u

Yoo BE) ={f: Q4 > R:y23'f € CH* at PN By,

1113126 yn-‘rl f( ) =0= J]lmeJr Ont1 (yn+1 f( ))7 ||f||ya&(3§) < ()o}7

y— R Y NBg

where the associated norms are defined as above but now contain the full e norms,
e.g.

lollx. .5 = I0llx, sy + sup  |Pgal
gEPNBY,
Here || - ||X (B is the homogeneous part which is defined the same way as for

the global spaces (c.f. Definition 5.8) with Q1 replaced by B, and |Pso| =
2oip1<2 08(@)] for Pjs(y) = 3 5<2 bs()y”

As in [KRS16], the function spaces from Definition 5.8 have a characterization
in terms of decompositions in appropriate Holder spaces:
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Proposition 5.12. Let a,e € (0,1) with € < o and let X, Yo, be the function

spaces from Definition 5.8. Then,

(i) v € Xa.c if and only if there exist functions ag,a; € CO*(R"™1), ¢ € CH(R"1)

and Co, C, Cre € C2(Q4) with k, 0 € {1,...,n+ 1} such that

(a) fori,je{l,....,n— 1} the following decomposition holds:
v(y) = coy" )y’ +ao(y" )yt + a1 (y" )ity
_|_y25,r2+2a750 ( )
Yn 2 0nv(y) = (28)co(y”) + (2 + 2s)ao(y" )yn + (25)ar(y" )y

+T2+2a750 ( )

6n+1v(y) =201 (y" VY2 Ynt1 + Yr Yn 4172 Crpa (1),
Biw(y) = dico(y" )y’ + yur* “Cily),
On (Y 2Sff%v)(y) = 2(2 4 2s)ao(y")yn + 2 Crnly),
Ony1(yn 22000)(y) = (48)ar(y")ynr1 + ' T2 Cryrn(y),
Yp O myrv(y) = (43)(11( Vnt1 + 127 Cr 1 (y),
Yo POnt1n10(y) = 2a1(y" )yn + 72T Crga i (v),
yn 2 0iv(y) = r1TTC(y),

Un 2 0inv(y) = (28)ico(y") + 12 Cin(y).
(b) The following estimate holds:

n+1 n+1
[oleo +larlens +laalena + 3 [Clege + D [Culege < Cllvlx....
5,J=1
(c) The functions Cy,C;, Cij, t € {1,...,n+1} vanish on P and C,41 vanishes

on {yn = 0}.
(d) supp(Ag.s)v € By .

(ii) f € Ya.c if and only if there exist functions fo € C%“(P), f1 € CY(Q4) such
that

f(y) - ynyn-‘,—l fO( )—’—yn-i-lS 1+20t 6f ( )
with
[fo]@o.a + [fl]c'ﬁf*e SO fllva.es
f1y) =0 fory € P and supp(fo). supp(f1) C BY x B3,

Remark 5.13. For the local spaces Xo (B}) and Yo, (BY,), there are similar char-
acterizations. One has the equivalence of the norms

||a0||cﬂya(3;mp) + ||“1||00,a(3;mp) + ”COHCLQ(BEHP)

n+1 n+1
+ Z ||Cz'||cfvﬁ(zs;) + Z ||Cz'j||c£3~€(8;) ~ ||U||Xa,€(8;)'
i=1 ij=1

Using these definitions and characterizations, we note that for v € X, , it follows
that Ag sv € Yy, .. Here Ag s is the fractional Baouendi-Grushin Laplacian defined
n (34). Moreover, the decomposition from Proposition 5.12 can be used to prove
that X, ¢, Yo, form Banach spaces (c.f. Section 9.3.2):
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Proposition 5.14. Let a, e € (0,1) with o > € and let Xq ¢, Ya.c be as in Definition
5.8. Then, Xo.c,Yn e are Banach spaces.

Next we state the following a priori estimate, whose proof is provided in the
Appendix (c.f. Proposition 9.3):

Proposition 5.15. Suppose that v € Xq. for some a,e € (0,1). Assume that
Ag v = [ for some f € Y, ., where Ag s is the fractional Baouendi-Grushin
Laplacian in (34). Then,

lollx, o5, < € (1l ot + 1ol sy -

Last but not the least, we show that the Legendre function v associated with
a solution w to (9) satisfying the assumptions (A1)-(A4) is in Xa76(8(}t)) for some
small dg > 0 which only depends on s.

Corollary 5.16 (Regularity of the Legendre function). Let v be the Legendre func-
tion associated with a solution w of the thin obstacle problem (9). Then there exists
a small radius 69 > 0 depending on s, such that for any « as in Proposition 3.6
and 0 < € < o we have v € Xa,e(B;;)-

Proof. This follows immediately from the local version of the characterization of
the space X, ¢ in Proposition 5.12, from Lemma 4.8 (ii), from Propositions 4.10

and Proposition 4.11 by scaling, i.e. by setting A = ,/y2 + y%H. Here we have

used that in i, where y/y2 + 2, | ~ 1, the Baouendi-Grushin metric is equivalent
to the Euclidean metric. O

6. MAPPING PROPERTIES

In this section we discuss the mapping properties of the nonlinear function F'
from (28) (c.f. Section 6.1) and of its linearization (c.f. Section 6.2). In particular,
we prove that F' is analytic as a function from a subset of X, . to Y, . for a
suitable choice of a, ¢, if the inhomogeneity f is also analytic (c.f. Proposition
6.2). These mapping properties are necessary conditions for the application of the
implicit function theorem in Section 7. They a posteriori justify the choice of our
spaces from Section 5 and make the intuition from Example 4.12 rigorous.

Throughout the section, we assume that the conditions (A1)-(A4) from Section
2.1 hold.

6.1. Mapping properties of the nonlinear functional. Let F(D?v, Dv,y) be
the nonlinear functional from (28). For convenience, we abbreviate it as F(v) :=
F(D%v, Dv,y). Let
___ S _o2+2s | 25 2
v(y) = = g¥n U Y
be the model solution from (33). We note that

S
lvollx, sy =1+ 577

and observe that F' is well-defined in a small X, .-neighborhood of wvy.
In the sequel, given u € XmE(Bf) or u € Xq,, we denote the r—neighborhood of
u in the corresponding Banach space by

Up(u) = {v € Xo(Bf):|v— “HXM(BI) <r}, 0<r<oo.
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We will show that there exists ro € (0, 3/[vo| x,, .] such that the nonlinear functional
F defined in (28) maps a neighborhood, U, (vg), of vo in Xo (B]) into Ya..(B7).
Moreover, we discuss the analyticity (or smoothness) properties of F' as a mapping
from Uy, (vo) into Y, (B7"). Here a major difficulty is that the functional F' contains
the term (yn+113n+1v) = which, if s # %, is not analytic in standard Holder
spaces. This however is overcome by the use of the function spaces from Section 5.

Proposition 6.1. Let F' be the nonlinear functional from Proposition 4.3. As-
sume that the inhomogeneity f € COY(Bf). Let a € (0,1) and ¢ € (0,a] and
let Xoo(BF),Ya(B) be the spaces from Definition 5.8. Then for any ro €

(0, 3llvollx...]»
Xoe(BF) DUy (vo) 20 F(v) € Yo (BY).

Proof. The argument follows by inserting the characterization of the function spaces

from Proposition 5.12 into the expression for F. We concentrate on dealing with
25—1 1-2s o . . .

the (y,,°1 Ont1v) = contribution in the equation and the inhomogeneity, as these

are the only non-standard terms.

We begin with the (y2%7" 0541 v) =" contribution and observe that

Yast Ong1vo(y) = 2027 yns 1
Thus, suppose that v € X, (Bf) NU, (vo) with 0 < ro < 1ol x., ., and suppose
(by Proposition 5.12) that v has the decomposition

2s,2s 20—
)

Y251 On1v(y) = 201 (Y Y2 Y25 + O (Y)y2 Y25

Then Remark 5.13 yields that 2 < a;(y”) < 2 and |Cpy1(y)| < 4 for any y € By
This implies that [Cy11(y)/a1(y”)| < 3. Thus for any v € Uy, (vo)

1-2s _ 1—
e Onav) = = ur Py P (ar(y) + Copa (y)r** =) =

2—4s, 2—4s 7 n+1\Y) oq_¢
14 -
yn yn-l,-l a’l(y ) ( al(y//) r )

= yn Cyniat (@) + Cly)r*e),

where a; = al o e C%(Pn B+) and C 6 CY“(BY). Here we used the analyticity
of the function t — (1 4 t)* = for |t| < 1. Using this and the asymptotics from
Proposition 5.12, we then obtain the desired mapping property.

In order to deal with the “inhomogeneity”, i.e. with the term

2s

1—2s

(Y25 00t 10) 7 T () LY B0 (y)s T (1)),

we make use of the asymptotics from Proposition 5.12 and the choice of « and e,
le. e <a:

(35) W25 On10) 2 T F(Y s 20 (¥), T (1) = Wnns1)* >r2Cy),
for some C(y) € CP°(BY). It can further be written in the form y:73%r7~2*C(y)

~ 3—2s,2
with C'(y) := (‘y"Ty{;“) C(y) € CY°(B). Here we have used the requirement
that s € (0,1). 0
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Based on the previous observations and the form of our function spaces, we
prove analyticity of F' as a mapping from an X, .(B]") neighborhood, U, (vy), of
the model solution vy into Yme(Bf). To simplify the notation, we set

_ 8“u 8177,114 81 n+1u
F(u,v,w) := det £0;(yL~**0nv) — O (Yt 2 00v) =5 Ong1 (Yt 0nv)
56 (yn+1lan+lw) Tlsan(yn+1 an-l-lw) lea’ﬂ-i'l(yn-l,-l an-l-lw)

(36) 1
J(u,v) = det <_g

On, ( 2sanu) —%3n+1(y1_253nu)> e I
) SE - y an = J .
(yn-i-l n+1’U) 2_158n+1(y72;+118n+11)) (y"Jrl +1’U) (’U)

Then the nonlinear functional F' can be written as

— 1—2s5 ~
F(v) = (yii1lan+1v) s F(v,v,0)
s 1-2s s—
+ On ( yn-ij Onv) + (yn+116"+1v) ° 6n+1(y721 1yn+116n+1v)

s— 2-2s x 1 —2s s— L
0510010 0,0 (3= k0,000, (02 00)F ).

Proposition 6.2. Let F' be the nonlinear function from Proposition 4.3 with in-
homogeneity f. Denote by vy be the model solution from (33) and let €, ;9 > 0
be the constants from Proposition 6.1. Then, if f is smooth in its arguments, the

mapping
Upo(v0) 2 v = F(v) € Yo, (B),

is smooth. If f is real analytic in its arguments, the above mapping is real analytic.

Proof. We only prove the real analyticity result. The proof for the smooth case is
similar. We show that there exist 79,71 > 0 such that for every v € U,,(vo) and
every h € U,, (0), we have an absolutely converging expansion

o0

Flv+h)= Z

O

where DI F denotes the j-th order differential of F with respect to v.
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Step 1: We claim that for each v € Uy, (vo) C Xa,(Bf) with 7o = +{jvo|/x
for all h,u, u1,us,uz € Xq . (B]), for each k € N and for s € (0,1)

a,e?

— 1-2
02551 90410) T T2 a1 a2 2 D)

Yae(BY)

—k
1 k
<G (ol ) 1Al op el x, o

S

— 1—2s ~
H(?/ii1lan+1v) ° (yn+1lan+1h)kF(U17 uz, Us)‘

Yae(BY)
1 —k 3
k )
<0 (gl W, e [Tl o
_ 2-2s s
| o) = G O T )|
a,e 1

—k 2
1
<0 (Gl ) Al ) (e

2s

(253 0n10) "7 T, w) (2 0h)"

BH) < CsHhHI;(a,e(BIr) ||'UJ||.2X0Le

e (By

Indeed, the estimates follow from the decomposition in Proposition 5.12 and the
proof of Proposition 6.1. We will only show the first inequality and the arguments
for the remaining ones are similar. Indeed, by the local version of Proposition 5.12,
for v,u,h € X, (B)) we may assume that they have the decompositions

Y2 010 = (2a1(y") + 12 Cri1 (v) Y2 Y2504,
Y2 O h = (2d1 (y") + T2a_6én+1(y)> YRy,
571-1-1(9721S 1yn+1 On41u) —4Sy4s lyii-lla ( )+y4s 2 23—11 e 60( )-

Then,
I:= (yiizlan+1”)1;2s (yn+118n+1h) an+1(yr218 1yn+118n+1u)
= Q")+ Cona ) 22
(220" + 20~ Coalw)) 20200)" (02 (0) + i O) )

Simplifying the above expression leads to

q " 200—€ ) k
1= @uy (2) (”T - D“”) (s vein () + yi2er 2 )

ai(y") L+ r2=<D(y)

where D(y) = $2510) and D(y) = S2LUL Tf u,0,h € Upy(vg) C Xoo(B)) with

ro = %HUOHXQ,E(BT)’ then similarly as in the proof of Proposition 6.1 we infer that

—_

>

||a1||coa BfnP) llaoll co.a (BfnP) 2||U0||Xa (B

[Crsa

%IH%IW

¢ty ICntillgoe sy < Zllvollx, . (s)-
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Using these relations as well as the characterization for space Y, . in Proposi-
tion 5.12,results in the claimed estimate for ||IHY (BF)-

Step 2: We first discuss the contributions originating from the expansion of

1—2s
Fi(v) i= (Y21 On10) = Ongr (o 25 Ong1v).
We begin by noting that
1—-2s

1-2s 1, 25—1 2s5—1

D, Fi(h) = (yn+1lan+1v) s (yn+1 Ont1h)Ony1 (Y, yn+118n+1v)

25—

1—2s
+(yn+116n+1v) s an-i—l(y yn+1lan+lh)

In general for k& > 2

o 1—-2s s—
DyFy(hF) = e (4257 Ongav) = (yn+115n+1h) Oni1(y2 Y Ongrv)
25 _(k—1) (

+Cs,k71(y7211_118n+1“) s yn+1lan+1h) 8n+1(y7215 lyn+1lan+1h)

k 1-2s—(j—1)s

where ¢, = [[;_, = . Thus, by virtue of Step 1 we obtain that D¥Fy

satisfies

—k
1
k k k
1Dy (R)ly,, sr) < Cscsp (§||UO|XQ,E(BI+)) 1Pl 54y

To show the absolute convergence of the Taylor series, we note that

o] e} —k

Z HHDUF (h)y, .5y < Cs kz TiCsk (§||UO|XQ,€(BT)> 170, .55
—0

k=0

As ‘CS "‘ < C < o0, by majorlzatlon by a geometric series, the series hence con-
Verges absolutely if HhHXa,e(Bf) 3 HUOHXM B

Step 3: Next we discuss the contribution originating from the expansion of

—25 ~

Fy(v) = (4253 0ns1v) = F(v,0,0).
We observe that
DF(h) F(h,v,v) + F(v,h,v) + F(v,v,h),
2F(h,h) = 2F(h hv)+2F(vhh)+2F(hvh)
(h h,h) = 6F(h, h,h).
Thus, estimating this similarly as in Step 2 and using Step 1, we obtain the ana-

lyticity of Fb.

Step 4: We finally discuss the contribution coming from the inhomogeneity:

s— 3—2s 1 —92s S— 1
J(U)(yi+11(9n+1v) = f (y”7_£y’r17, ’ anv,(yi_,,_llan_,_lv)%)

~ 2—2s

= J(0,0) (Y25 Onr1v) = F(v),

(37)
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with F(v) := f (", = yb 20,0, y251 Opr1v). Hence, F(v) is a composition of
the analytic function f, and the maps

Rﬁ“ >z g(z) = (2" zn,z,llff)

Ury(v0) x R S (0,9) = h(v,y) = (¥, —%&Lv, Y21 Ongv).

We note that away from {z,41 = 0} the function (f o g)(z), as a function of
z € Ri"’l, is analytic. However, instead of expanding on this observation to provide
the proof of the analyticity of (37), we argue similarly as in Steps 2 and 3. We use
the product and chain rules and invoke the last two inequalities in Step 1: More
precisely,
T 1 1-2s
Dv]'—(h) = (8nf>|(y”7_%1/717,72567111;(yi17118n+1v)%) <_%yn 8nh>

1
+ (3n+1f)|(y,,7,%y7ll 0,0, (42 O 1) ) 2 (Wno1 Onr1v) % (yn2 s ) -

Using the chain rule, it is possible to explicitly compute the higher derivatives
DEF(h*). Thus, to estimate D¥ (J( V) (Y255 On+10) == f'(v)), if the differen-
tiation falls on F (v), we invoke the last inequality in Step 1. Using the an-
alyticity of F in its arguments we obtain the convergence of the power series
2520 ] LJ(v, v)(ynHlanHv) “DIF(h?) in Ya.. If the differentiation falls on
j(v,v) or on (y2°" 8n+1v)%, the argument is analogous as in Steps 2 and 3:

We use the last two inequalities from Step 1 and the linear dependence of J(vy, v5)
on v1, V3. O

6.2. Mapping properties of the linearized equation. Let L, = D,F denote
the first order differential of the nonlinear functional with respect to v. In this
section we show that for v € U, (vo) with ro = %HUOHXQ .(5}) the linear operator

L, : XQ,E(BT) — Yme(Bf) is a perturbation of the constant coefficient fractional
Grushin operator Ag s in (34).

Proposition 6.3. Let vy be the model solution from (33). Let f be the inhomogene-
ity in (9) and suppose that it is C1<(B]") reqular (in x coordinates). Assume that
a,€,19 are as in Proposition 6.1. Then for any v, h € Uy, (vo) with ro = I |vollx....
we have

I(Lo = Aa.)hlly, sty < Cns (0= wollx, o I10llx,. . cat)

Hlol%, ey Plx ) I o ey ) -

Proof. The proof follows from the chain rule and Proposition 6.2. To further sim-
plify the notation, we define

1—2s 2—2s

Wi(v) i= (Y3 Ongav) =, Wa(v) i= (Y25 Onav) =
G(v) = F(U 0,0) + Ot (Y5>~ 1yn+1lan+lv)
J(v) == J(v,v),

1 S S— L
F0) 1= 1 (3= b 0,0, 025310,000)F ).
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where J(v,v) and F(v,v v) are as in (36) (note that J(v) differs from .J(v) in (28)
by a factor (yn+118n+1v) = ) Then F' can be written as

F(v) = Wi(0)G(0) + On(yn "Y1 0n0) + Wa(v)J (1) F (v).
By the product rule,

Lyh = G(v)DyWi(h) + W1 (v)DyG(h) + 0, (yh > yn:3°0nh)
+ J(0) F(v) Dy Wa(h) + Wa(v) Dy J (h) F(v) + Wa(v)J (v) Dy F(h).
Noting that Ag sh = G(vg) Dy, W1 (h) — W1(v9) Dy, G(h), we obtain
Loh — Ag sh
= G(v)D, W1 (h) + Wa(v)D,G(h) — G(v0) Dy, Wi (h) — Wi(vg) Dy, G(h)
+ J(0)F(0) Dy Wa(h) + Wa(v) Dy J () F (v) + Wa(v)J (v) Dy F(h)
= (DuW1 — Dy Wh) (R)G(v) + Dy, Wi (h) (G(v) — G(v0))
+ (DyG — Dy, G) ()W (v
+ J(v)F(0) D, Wa(h) +
= I+ 1II+1II.

) + Dy, G(h) (Wi (v) = Wi (o))
Wa(v) Dy J (h)F(v) + Wa(v)J (v) Dy F (h)

Using the estimates in Step 1 of Proposition 6.2, we obtain
Iy, .y + I 1ly, (51
<Cillv = vollx,.ap) (Ilx,., mp) + Ivolx. . sp) + 1) IAlx, s

Hence it remains to bound III. To this end, using Step 4 of Proposition 6.2 we note
that

||IHHY(,<,€(BI+) < CSHU”?XO“G(BT)”h”Xa,e(B;r)||f||Clve(Bl+)'

Here we used a bound similar as in the proof of Proposition 6.2, Step 1. O

7. APPLICATION OF THE IMPLICIT FUNCTION THEOREM

In this section we invoke the implicit function theorem to deduce the smooth-
ness and analyticity of the regular free boundary (for smooth and analytic inho-
mogeneities respectively). To this end, we introduce an auxiliary one-parameter
family of diffeomorphisms, which infinitesimally acts as a translation on P. Com-
posing our function with this one-parameter family of diffeomorphisms creates a
parameter-dependent problem, to which we apply the implicit function theorem
(c.f. [Ang90], [KKL12], [KRS16]). This then yields the desired tangential regularity
of our solution and hence proves Theorem 3.

As we rely on the results of the previous sections, we always assume that the con-
ditions (A1)-(A4) are satisfied in the sequel.

We begin by defining our family of diffecomorphisms. As this is identical to the
set-up in [[KRS16], we do not present the details of the proof.
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Lemma 7.1 (One-parameter family of diffeomorphisms, [KRS16]). Let y € By,
a € BY. Consider ¢ : [0,1] — R~ which is defined as the solution to the ODE

3Lt = a ((3/4)2 = [(OP) " 1(yn. yns1),
$a(0) =y,

Heren : R? — R is a smooth, radial cut-off function, which is one for |(yn, yni1)| <
1/4 and which vanishes for |(yn,Yn+1)| > 1/2. Let @o(y) = (¢a,y(1); Yn, Yn+1)-
Then the mapping ®, : B — R is well-defined and satisfies the following
properties:

i) For any fired y € B ,,, the map By > a+— ®,(y) € R*! is analytic.
1/2 1

(ii) For each a € BY, the map B 3y — ®,(y) € R** is C3, and moreover
1®a(y) = Yllcs sy < Ca

(m) ®a({yn = 0}) C {yn =0}, @a({yn+1 =0}) C {yn41 =0}

(iv) an-i-l_(I)a|{yn+1:0} = €ntl-

(V) On®l(y) = 0 = 91 P2(y) for all y with |(Yn,Ynt1)| < 1/4 and j €
{1,...,n—1}.

(vi) ®aly) =y fory e {y € B : [y"| > 7 or [(yn:ynt1)| > 3}

We now apply the implicit function theorem to deduce the tangential smooth-
ness or analyticity of our Legendre function v. Recall that given a solution w to
the fractional thin obstacle problem (9) satisfying the assumptions (A1)-(A4), the
Hodograph-Legendre transformation was invertible in B;; with some small radius
do = do(s). Hence, it is possible to consider the Legendre function v (c.f. (19)) in
the corresponding image domain. The asymptotics and regularity properties of v
were studied in Section 4.3. In particular, by Corollary 5.16, v € XO“E(B(;Z), where
« is the Holder exponent of the regular free boundary I'y, and € is any number in
(0, ) (here 6y might be different from above the constant from above, but it also
only depends on s).

To simplify the notation, in the sequel we will assume that
So=1, ie veE X, (B).

Furthermore, we suppose that v is close to the model solution vy in X, (By), i.e.

1
(38) v € Uro(vo) C Xoe(BY), where rg = ZHUOHXM-

We remark that by Proposition 4.10 and Proposition 4.11, these assumptions are
always satisfied by choosing €p, po and [Vg]eo.. in (A2)-(A4) to be sufficiently
small, and by a scaling with a factor which only depends on s.

After these normalizations, given a Legendre function v as above, as in [[{RS10]
we now consider a one-parameter family of Legendre functions:

(39> f)a(y) = ’U(‘I)a(y)).

We note that by Lemma 7.1 (vi), the perturbation @, is only active in B;F/Q e B
More precisely, Ta(y) = v(y) in B \ {y : [¢"] < 3, [(Yn,yns1)| < 3} We claim

that v, satisfies the following further properties:
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Proposition 7.2. Let «, € satisfy the same assumptions as in Proposition 6.1 and
let v, v, be as above. Then,

(i) there exists a constant g = no(n, s) € (0,1/4) such that for all a € By we
have, T, € Upy(vo) C Xa (B for ro = %”voHXa By In particular, Uq
satisfies the mized Dirichlet-Neumann conditions

Uq =0 on {y, =0}, lim y;258n+117a =0 on {yns+1 = 0}.
Y

104
(ii) 04 is a solution to the fully nonlinear equation
0= Fa(u,y) == Fluo ;" (2),2)|s=a,()-
Proof. To show (i) we compute the derivatives of 9, in terms of the ones of v:
0i0a(y) = 00, ()04 (y),
Dikta(y) = Djevla, () 0P ()0 o (y) + 00 (y) D Pl (y).

We first note that in the domain in which |(yn,yn+1)| < 1/4, the tangential and
normal derivatives are not mixed (c.f. Lemma 7.1 (v)). Thus, as all tangential
derivatives are treated homogeneously, around P the function v, satisfies the de-
composition from Proposition 5.12, if |a| < 1/4. Away from P we invoke the radial
assumption on 7: In order to conclude that v, € Xa,E(Bfr ), it remains to discuss
the region in which 1/4 < |(yn, ynt1)| < 1/2. As r(y) ~ 1 in this region, it suffices
to study the behavior of d;v at the boundaries {y, = 0} and {y,+1 = 0}. Due
to the radial dependence of n (and by considering the ODE from Lemma 7.1), we
however have

1022 (y)| < Cyn and [0 1 @4 (y)| < Cynga for j € {1,...,n—1}.

Hence, the asymptotics at the boundary (and the Dirichlet-Neumann boundary
conditions) follow in this region as well.

Additionally, choosing |a| < ny for some sufficiently small ny(n, s) > 0, we further
infer that 9, € U,,(vo) with ro = %HUQHXM(BT) (this follows from (28) and the
estimate ||0g — U”XQ,E(BT) < lal).

In order to compute the equation satisfied by v,, we set ¥, := ®, ! and observe
that 9,(¥,(y)) = v(y). This then yields:

d;v(y) = 9;0alw, (1) 0 WL (y),
irv(y) = 0je0alw, (1) 0: VL (1) Ok W5 (y) + 9iTalw, () Oic Wi (1),

from which we infer the equation for 0. O

Remark 7.3. The linearization Dy Fo(-,y) of the nonlinear function F,(-,y) still
satisfies local a priori estimates in the spaces Xq.c,Ya,c. This is a consequence of
the existence of a one-to-one correspondence between the solutions of F, and F by

means of the diffeomorphism ®, and by the discussion in the preceding Proposition
7.2.

We finally prepare the application of the implicit function theorem by extending
our problem to a problem on the whole quarter space @) and by working with the
function w, := v, — v rather than with v,. We point out that as w, is compactly

supported in BI”/Q, we can avoid dealing with artificially created boundaries 9B, N

{yn > 0,Yng1 > O}-
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Proposition 7.4. Let v,7, € X,.(B]) be as (39). Let W, := 0, — v in B and
set W, =0 in Q4 \ By . Let ,a € (0,1) with ¢ < . Then,
(1) supp(w,) C B;}r/zl. Moreover, W, satisfies the equation
Ga(Wa,y) = 7(y) Fa(@a,y) + (1 = 7(y)Ag,s@a = 0 in Qs
where 7 is a smooth cut-off function that is one on B?j_/4 and zero outside
B, Fa(ﬁ)a, y) = Fo(v+wq,y), and Ag.s is the fractional Baouendi-Grushin
Laplacian in (34).
(ii) Forno =mno(n,s) > 0 as in Proposition 7.2 and for a € By, the map
w i Go(w) € Yo

is analytic in Uy, /2(0) C Xa,e with ro = 3|vol x., .-
(iil) For any w € Uy, /2(0),

By 3 ar Go(w) € Yo,

is analytic.
(iv) There exists pio = po(s,n) > 0 such that if ||f||cl,é(Bl+) < o, then

DwG|(w,a):(0,O) : Xa,e — Ya,e
s an invertible map.

Proof. The proof of (i) follows immediately by noticing that w, = 0 outside B;r/ 4
and by rewriting v, = w, + v.

To prove (ii), we first note that w + v € Uy, (vo) for each w € Uy /2(0) C Xoc.
Applying Proposition 6.2 we obtain that w — F(w +v,y) is analytic in U, /2(0) C
Xo.e(Bf). The analyticity of w — F,(w + v,y) for fixed a (recall F, is defined
Proposition 7.2 (ii)) follows from the properties (ii), (v) (in Lemma 7.1) of the
diffeomorphism ®, and the analyticity for F. Thus by the definition of G,, the
map w — Go(w) is analytic in U, /2(0) as well.

The statement (iii) follows from the analytic dependence of ®, and ¥, on a (c.f.
Lemma 7.1 (i), (ii)). Finally, using Lemma 7.1 (ii), we can directly compute that
DwG\(w)a):(O)o) =Ly + (1 — 7)Ag,s, where L, = D, F. Since Ag s : Xae — Yo,
is invertible, Proposition 6.3 implies that the linearization DwG’(o.o)  Xae = Yo
is also invertible, if Hf”clxé(Bj) is sufficiently small (e.g. by rewriting D,,G|(0,0) =
Ag,s(Id + AZ',(7P)) with P being the operator from Proposition 6.3 and using
the norm bounds from Proposition 6.3). O

With this at hand, we can finally prove our main theorem:

Theorem 3 (Analyticity). Let v be a Legendre function associated to a solution of
the fractional thin obstacle problem (9) with smooth or analytic inhomogeneity f.
Then there exists a constant ng > 0 such that the mapping

1
Bj, 29" = =5y 2000 (W) ly=(r0.0),

is smooth if f is smooth and real analytic if f is real analytic. In particular,
the regular free boundary Tsy1(w) is locally smooth if [ is smooth and locally real
analytic if f is real analytic.
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Proof. The proof follows by an application of the smooth/analytic implicit function
theorem (c.f. [Deil0]). We only show the real analytic case. The arguments for the
smooth case are analogous.

By Proposition 7.4 (i) and (iii) the mapping G : B; x U, (0) — Yo . is analytic
for 7o = %[|vo|| x..... By Proposition 7.4 (iv) the operator D., G| q,0) is invertible from
Xa,e to Yo . Due to the implicit function theorem there exists a neighborhood
(—€0,€0)" " x Uz(0) of (0,0), such that for each a € (—éy,é)" " there exists a
unique function w, € Us(0) C Xq . satisfying

(40) Galwy) = 0.

Moreover, this solution w, depends analytically on the parameter a. As the function
Wy = Vg — € Xq,e (defined in Proposition 7.4) also satisfies the nonlinear equation
Ga(q) = 0, and as ||| x,,.. < |a| < 7 for a small choice of |a|, the local uniqueness
result of the implicit function theorem asserts that w, = w,. Hence, as a function
in X4, W, depends analytically on a. Thus, by definition of the norm of X, . the
function y1=2%9,10, also depends analytically on a. As a consequence, this remains
true for y1 =249, 9,. Recalling that ®, infinitesimally corresponds to a (tangential)
translation at P, this implies that the function y.=2°9,v depends analytically on
the tangential variables. This yields the desired result. 0

Remark 7.5. We briefly comment on generalizations of Theorem 8 for inhomo-
geneities with less reqularity. It is clear that by carefully tracking our arguments,
the set-up of analytic and smooth inhomogeneities can also be extended to that of
Hoélder inhomogeneities.

8. APPENDIX A

The following three sections contain auxiliary regularity results for the fractional
Laplacian with Dirichlet, Neumann and mixed Dirichlet-Neumann data. These are
deduced by relying on the compactness method similar as in [Wan03] and build on
approximation results in terms of eigenfunctions of the respective operator. On the
one hand this is reminiscent of Campanato type arguments of proving regularity
[Cam64], on the other hand it also reminds us of the methods used in obtaining
the up to the corner (or edge) asymptotics of the solutions for elliptic equations in
conical domains by means of eigenfunction approximations (c.f. [Grill], [KMRI7]).

The Section is structured as follows: First we formulate and prove the up to the
boundary regularity results for solutions of L,w = f with Dirichlet and Neumann
boundary data in Section 8.1. For these we use the compactness argument in e.g.
[Wan03] to approximate the solution w by (a linear combination of) homogeneous
global solutions to Lsu = 0 (c.f. Section 8.2). A key step involves characterizing
the homogeneous global solutions with Dirichlet, Neumann or mixed Dirichlet-
Neumann boundary data. For this we use the eigenfunction approximations which
we then describe in Section 8.3.

Although we deal with linear problems, the results in this section might be of
independent interest. For instance, we obtain a full classification of all eigenvalues
and eigenfunctions of the mixed Dirichlet-Neumann problem in the slit domain.
This situation can be regarded as the linearization of the thin obstacle problem.

For us the results in this section play an important role in deducing the asymptotic
expansions and mapping properties for the fractional Baouendi-Grushin operator
(e.g. in Propositions 3.10 and 5.15). In particular in Section 9.1 we transfer the
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results from the Laplacian to the Baouendi-Grushin Laplacian by means of the
square root mapping.

8.1. Up to the boundary a priori estimates. The following sections are ded-
icated to regularity properties of the fractional Laplacian with various (linear)
boundary conditions (c.f. in particular Sections 8.1 and Section 8.2). Here a central
ingredient is given by the approximation results in terms of “eigenpolynomials” (i.e.
homogeneous global solutions with symmetry given by the Dirichlet and Neumann
boundary condition) (c.f. Section 8.2). To characterize the eigenpolynomials we
use polar coordinates and study the form of the eigenfunctions associated with the
respective operators on the sphere. These are computed in Section 8.3 and might
be of independent interest.

In the following two sections we first discuss the desired regularity results and
then provide the necessary auxiliary results (c.f. Propositions 8.1, 8.2).

In this section, we consider the equation
Lsu:fian', u =0 on B,
and the equation
Lou=x)3fin BY, 2,,3°0,41u=0on By,
where
Ly:=V 2.3°V, se(0,1).

In both cases, we assume that the inhomogeneity f € C%¢(B;") for some € € (0, 1).
For solutions of the above equations, we show Schauder a priori estimates which

hold up to Bj. In the sequel, for simplicity, we let @ denote the weight x};zls

Proposition 8.1 (Dirichlet data). Let u € L°°(B;) N HL(B;) be a solution of
Liu=f ianr, u=0 on B,

where f € C%<(B]) for some ¢ € (0,1). Then there exists a constant C =
C(n,s,e) >0 such that
n
—2 -2 1-2
||In+slu||co,e(31+/2) + Zl HxnflaiuHC“’é(Bf/g) * Hxn+188n+1u”co,e(31+/2)
1=
n+1
1-2
+ Z ||aifcn+1saju|‘cove(3j/2) <C (Hf”cove(Bj) + ||U||Lg(31+)> :
ij=1
Proof. The result follows from the approximation result at B} /2 which will be shown
in Proposition 8.3 and a scaling argument.
More precisely, let zg = (x(,0) € B /2- Without loss of generality we may assume
that f(zo) = 0, as we can always subtract the function ﬁ f(zo)zpt3°. Then,
by the polynomial approximation result at zy (c.f. Proposition 8.3 in Section 8.2),
there exists a polynomial P, (x) with the properties that
n
221 Py () 1= 221 (alzo) + Y bi(0);),

Jj=1
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Ls(xiilpmo) = 0 and HPHEO”LO@(Bf) < O(||f||Loo(Bl+) + ||u||L2@(Bl+))7 such that
(41)
flu — n+1Pm0||L2(B+) < Opltteste ([f]co,é(Br) + ||u||p@(31+)) for all r € (0,1/2).

1-2s o s
Here ||ul| ;2 q) = Wﬂxnjl ul|p2(q) with@(Q) := [z73%dz, and C = C(n, s, €).
Q
Given A € (0,1/2) , we consider

_ (u = 2351 Pry) (w0 + AZ)
Uy (2) = Al +2s+e

By (41) we infer that ||&,\||L§(BQ+) < C([f]cﬂxﬁ(Bj) + ||“||Lg(31+))- Moreover,

Lgux(z) = fa(2),  falz) := A" f(zo + A2).
Since f € C%¢(B;"), we have that f, € C%¢(B5) with ||f>\||CU,€(B2+) < OHf”CDvE(Bl*)'

We notice that in Bs/4(eny1) the equation for @y is uniformly elliptic with a C0e
inhomogeneity. Hence, by classical elliptic estimates, we have

@ llc (5 atensay < C (eoeqas) + laalagas) ) -
Scaling back, yields that in the non-tangential balls By /2(zo + Aepny1) it holds

—(14-2s+¢ 2s
A )||U - ‘rn+1P$0||L°°(BA/2(;E0+>\en+1))

+ A0, (u — 225 1 Pry) || Lo (B, (wo+rensn))

(42) A NG, (w — 2251 Pag) | Lo (B, o (w0 +-Aen i)
+ A2, (u — 353f+1Pxo)]C‘U@(Bx/z(mﬁmn“))
< C([f]oo,e(gj) + ||u||i§(31+))~

Repeating the above procedure at every z € B /2> leads to (42) for each z¢ € Bj] /2
and each X\ € (0,1/2).

Based on this, a triangle inequality argument implies that g — a(zg) is in
cht E(Bi/z) and xg — b;(zo), i € {1,...,n}, isin C% €(Bi/2) with norm bounded by
the right hand side of (42). More precisely, let zq, o € Bi/2. Let & be the mid
point of xg and . We apply (42) with A = 2|xg — Zo| at xo and Zo. By a triangle

inequality (note that By, 4(Z + Aenq1) C Byja(wo + Aent1) N By 2 (21 + Aeng1)),

AT (1+2s+6)” n+1PﬂCo - "E7218+1P11 ||LOO(B)\/4(§:+)\67L+1))
+AT 2s+6)||8 ( n+1P$0 - xn+1P$1)||L°°(B>\/4(i+>\8n+1)) < C.
Using that in 2,41 ~ A in By/4(% + Aeny1), we have [b;(zo) — bi(Zo)| < CAS,
la(xo) — a(Zo)] < CA, |Va(zo) — Va(Zo)| < CA°. Recalling the definition of A\, we
obtain the desired estimate.

A further triangle inequality argument combined with a covering argument gives
the up to B /2 Holder regularity of the weighted derivatives:

_2s 1-2s
x, P, T, *Oni1u € CH4(B 1/2)

-2 1—
310, xn+1 * 011, 87l+1($n+1 Ont1u) € c” ‘(B 1/2)
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and for each xg € Bi/2

x;—%—i ‘I:IO = a(iEo),
_ 1 .
x,750; uf _ vo = 2—:6,1”2158 n+1u‘m:zo =bi(xg), t1€{l,...,n},

8n+1(517n1158n+1u)|1:m0 = f(IO)

This yields the desired estimates. 0

Similarly as the Dirichlet case, we can treat the Neumann case.
Proposition 8.2 (Neumann data). Let u € L= (B) N HL(B]") be a solution of

. 1-2s . —+ . 1—2s _ /
Lsu=z,7°f in BT, lim = 2,75°0n11u =0 on By,
Tn41—04

where f € C%¢(Bf") for some € € (0,1). Then there exists C = C(n, s,€) > 0 such
that

||u||coe(B+ =+ ”auHcOe B* + ||33n+18n+1u”coe B* + HaljuHcOe(B+ )

<C (||f||co,e(31+) + ||u||Loo(Bl+)) :

Proof. Again the proof follows by approximation at the set {2,411 = 0} (where the
Muckenhoupt weight :vn +1 * degenerates) and by rescaling. Let z9 € B /2 Without
loss of generality we may assume that f(z¢) = 0 (as we can always subtract the

polynomial mf(:vo)xiﬂ). By Proposition 8.3 we have
[ (v — QI())HE%(BT(yO)) < CT2+E([f]coye(Bl+) + ||U||Z§J(Bl+))v

for all » € (0,1/2). Here,

n
Qo () = c(x0 +§ a;(xo)z; + g dij(zo)zizj,
i=1

7,7=1

which satisfies LsQ.,(z) = 0. With the approximation result at hand, we argue
similarly as in the previous proposition and rescale. Let A € (0,1/2) and consider

oy (u = Q) (o £ A2)
oa(z) == e .

This makes the equation uniformly elliptic in Bs/4(en41) and thus yields

[0:0;0x[|co-c(B, s (ensn)) < C (|‘f>\|‘CUvE(B3/4(en+1)) + |‘6)\||Z2(33/4(en+1))) :

Here f)\(z) = z}sz,\ €f(170 + )\Z), with ||f>\||CO’E(Bg/4(€n+1)) < C[f]C'Ove(Bfr)’ and
10A122 By 4 (ensn)y < CUScoemry + lullzz (5y))- Undoing the rescaling therefore
yields the desired result in a non-tangential neighborhood of zy. Applying this at
each g € B /2 and using a triangle inequality argument as in Proposition 8.1, we
obtain the Holder continuity of the coefficients of @), in terms of xg. This then
implies the estimate up to the boundary. Since this part of argument is similar as
in the proof of Proposition 8.1, we do not repeat it here. O
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8.2. Approximation results for the fractional Laplacian. In this section, we
prove approximation results for the fractional Laplacian in the upper half-space
with Dirichlet, Neumann and mixed Dirichlet-Neumann data. The proofs of these
results are based on the compactness method as for instance in [Wan03], [Wan92].
Here a key step is the characterization of the homogeneous global solutions (with
corresponding Dirichlet, Neumann boundary data). These rely on the computa-
tions of the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions in the following Section 8.3. As shown
in Section 9.1, these results for the fractional Laplacian also suffice to prove a cor-
responding approximation result for the fractional Grushin Laplacian Ag s (c.f.
Proposition 9.1).

The main result of this section is the following approximation statement:
Proposition 8.3 (Approximation). Let u € HL(B{) be a solution of
Lyu=g in B,
(43) y
Bu =0 on B,
where B € {Bp, By, Bpn} is one of the following operators:
e (Dirichlet) Bpu := u,
e (Neumann) Byu := Op41u,
e (mized Dirichlet-Neumann) Bpnu := u on {x, < 0} and Bpyu = Opy1u
on {xz, > 0}.
Assume that the inhomogeneity g is of the following form:
e g = f in the case of Dirichlet data,

e g = x};zls f for Neumann data,

e and
9(x) = 2 3 (@ + wp 1) Pwo s (@, wni) fo(@) + (2 + 2 0) T2 fila)
in the case of mized Dirichlet-Neumann data.
Further suppose that
e in the Dirichlet and Neumann cases f is C%% at 0 in the sense that for all
z € Bf
[f(z) = f(O)] < Cla|?,
e in the case of mized Dirichlet-Neumann data fy is C% at 0, and for all
r € B, f1 satisfies
|f1(2)] < ClaftTo7s.

Then, there exist a constant C = C'(n,s,«) > 0 and functions hg,(x) such that for
all r € (0,1/2)

= 73 5y < Cr% = (1714 Nl s))

Here || f|| denotes || f||co.«(oy in the Dirichlet and Neumann cases, or || follco. () +
sup ||z| =175 f1(2)| in the mized Dirichlet-Neumann case, and
By
1+ 2s in the Dirichlet case,
Bp =14 2 in the Neumann case,
1+ s in the mized Dirichlet-Neumann case,
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and
(44)
n
x5 <a + Z bja:j> + ifig)sxiﬁs in the Dirichlet case,
hgg(z) =< c+ Zl a;x; + ‘Zl dijxizy + %x%ﬂ in the Neumann case,
= ij=
w05 (Tn, Tnt1) (ao + a1 (s|z| — z,)) + 2(f204(rO2)s) wéjgl/s({[;n, Tpt1)
in the mized Dirichlet-Neumann case.

All coefficients of hg, are bounded in terms of HuHEg(BD and || f1].

Remark 8.4 (Inhomogeneity for the Dirichlet-Neumann data). The specific form
of the inhomogeneity in the mixed Dirichlet-Neumann case stems from our defini-
tion of the spaces Y, and the transformation behavior under the opening of the
domain transformation described in Section 9.1. Carrying out this transformation
carefully leads to an inhomogeneity of the form

—2s — 251 _
9($)::$i+?T 1(umﬁ(zn,fn+1lﬁﬁx)4'Ub§(zn,fn+1)25 pl/3te VQfﬂx)),

where 7 = (v2 + 22 ,1)'/2, fo € C%(0) and f1 € C%/2(0) with f1(0) = 0. This
imhomogeneity however falls into the class of the inhomogeneities from Proposition
8.3.

Remark 8.5. In the sequel, we assume that f(0) = 0 in the Dirichlet and Neumann
cases and that fo(0) = 0 in the mized Dirichlet-Neumann case. This can be achieved

by subtracting the profiles cs f(0)x 3%, csf(0)22,, and chO(O)w(lJ)tl/s.

Remark 8.6. We point out that in the Dirichlet and Neumann boundary data
cases, the approzimation result of Proposition 8.3 holds at all points xg € {xp11 =
0}, while in the mixed Dirichlet-Neumann case, it holds at all points xg € P :=
{z;, =0 = 241} (if the inhomogeneities f satisfy suitable regularity assumptions
at these points). This observation follows immediately from translation invariance
of the problem in the corresponding directions.

In order to infer this result, we first approximate the inhomogeneous problem
by the corresponding homogeneous one and then use the fact that homogeneous
solutions are well-approximated by “eigenpolynomials” (i.e. homogeneous global
solutions with corresponding Dirichlet Neumann boundary data).

Lemma 8.7. Let u be a solution of (43) with

2s—1

For each € > 0 there exists § = §(e,n,s) > 0 such that if (45) is satisfied, then there
exists a solution h of the homogeneous equation

Lsh =0 in B,
(46) _ /
Bh =0 on B,
such that

lu—hllz2 gty <e
2
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Here B- denotes the Dirichlet, Neumann or mized Dirichlet-Neumann operators
from Proposition 8.3.

Proof. In order to infer this result, we argue by contradiction. Assuming the state-
ment were wrong, there existed € > 0 and sequences of solutions uy of (43) with
inhomogeneities gi such that

2s-1 B
||UkH£§J(Bl+) <1 &, 2 gk||iz(31+) <k,
but

(47) k= Bl g2 ) >

n
1
2
for any solution h of the homogeneous problem (46). However, by energy estimates,
all these solutions wuy, satisfy

251
Hvuk”Lg(B y < C(HukHLg(Bl*) + [z, £ 9k||L2(Bl+)) <C <o

+

1

2

Hence, on the one hand uy — @ in HL(BT), with @ being a weak solution of
2

the corresponding homogeneous problem (46). As such it enjoys higher regularity

properties and in particular satisfies the boundary conditions in a pointwise sense.

On the other hand, by compactness up to a subsequence the functions uj converge

to @ strongly in L2(BY). This contradicts the assumption (47). O
2

As the next step towards the proof of Proposition 8.3, we approximate solutions
of (46) by “eigenpolynomials”:

Lemma 8.8 (Eigenpolynomial approximation). Let h be a solution of (46) with

HhHEg(BD < ¢. Then there exist solutions hg, of (46), which are of the form (44)
(c.f. Proposition 8.3), such that for all r € (0,1/2)

1h = hpsllz2 () < C(eyrPet,
All coefficients of hg, are bounded by C¢ with C = C(n, s).

Proof. We first prove that h can be decomposed as

(48) h(z) = axhi(z) with Y Jaxl* < &,

k=0 k=0
where the functions hy(z) denote the homogeneous solutions from Section 8.3.
Indeed, rewriting the equation (46) in (standard) polar coordinates (r, 6) with 6,, :=

erT yields

0 25 0 (" T 20, ) h + 1T TV gn 0 2 Vgnh = 0 in ST x Ry,
Bgn-ith=00n 8" ! xR,

where Bgn—1 denotes the suitably transformed boundary data operator B from (46).
Due to the compact embedding H'(6}72%df, S7) < L*(0}72%df, S) (and due to
the form of the boundary data), there is an orthonormal basis of L*(6}~2%df, S7)
consisting of eigenfunctions {h,, }men of the spherical operator as well as an as-
sociated discrete set of eigenvalues \,,, i.e., the functions h,, and the values A\,
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satisfy
Vnl) 2Vgnhp = =A% 0L **h,, in ST,
Bsnflhl = O on Snil.

Thus, h can be expanded into these eigenfunctions:
(49) h(r,0) = o (r)hm (0).

By orthogonality the functions a, (r) satisfy
O (r" T 0, o — A2 r T 0y, = 0,

and are hence homogeneous. As a consequence the functions o, (r)h.,(0) are ho-
mogeneous solutions to (46) which satisfy the boundary conditions (which implies
that the homogeneity « is larger than or equal to zero). Homogeneous solutions
to (46) are however exactly the ones which are classified in Propositions 8.14 and
8.15. Combining this with (49) shows the existence of the claimed decomposition
(48).

Building on this decomposition we prove the claim of the lemma: As the functions
hy, are homogeneous, orthogonal with respect to the L2(Bj) scalar product and

BB
normalized on B, the result follows by setting hg, (z) := > arhg(z):
k=0

(oo}

b =hpalys gy = D lelllhel}s o,
k=Bp+1
< p2BerD+2(n+ =25 ()

This concludes the proof. 1

Combining the results of the previous two lemmas, we obtain the following key
approximation lemma. An iteration of it yields the proof of Proposition 8.3.

Lemma 8.9 (Iteration). There exist 6 > 0 and a radius ro € (0,1) such that for
any solution u of (43) with H'LLHZ/%(BT) <1 and

20-1
2, £1 9||52(Bl+) <4,

there exists a sum of homogeneous functions hg, as in (44) in Proposition 8.8 with

all coefficients bounded by a uniform constant C = C(n,s,«) such that

llu— hgpg ||i§(3i0) < TgBJra-

Here 0 and o are constants depending only on n, s, c.

Proof. For a sufficiently small € > 0 which will be determined later, Lemma 8.7
implies the existence of § = d(e,n,s) > 0 and a homogeneous solution h of (46)

201
such that if ||z, 7 gHP(Bf) < 4, we have
Ju — hHig(B? <e
Moreover, Lemma 8.8 then yields a sum of homogeneous solutions of the form (44)
from Proposition 8.3 such that for all » € (0,1/2)
Ih = hpsllz2 () < Crfett,



HIGHER REGULARITY FOR THE FRACTIONAL THIN OBSTACLE PROBLEM 59

where C'is an absolute constant (since by the triangle inequality ||A[|;2 5+ | < 2).
@\ Py

)
/2
Thus, the triangle inequality leads to
lu—=hpsllze (pry < lu—=hllgz pry + 1h = hesllzz 51
<e+Crfetl e (0,1/2).

Choosing first 79 € (0,1/2) such that CrgBH < %rgB'm and then e such that

€< %rg BT gives the desired estimate. Here the constants ¢ and 7o depend on n, s

and a. O

Iterating this result and exploiting the structure of the right hand side, then
yields the proof of Proposition 8.3:

Proof of Proposition 8.3. It suffices to prove the following iteration statement: If
HuHEg(BD < 1 and if for some sufficiently small § > 0 (which can be chosen as in
Lemma 8.9)

251 k(Bp+a—3—s
(50) lea T allzaqs, < o757,
where Bp is the exponent from Proposition 8.3, then there exist solutions hg, &

which satisfy the corresponding boundary data and which are as in (44) in Propo-
sition 8.3 such that

k
(51) Ju— hBBJC”Z%(BTk) < To(ﬁBJra)'
0
Once this is shown the remainder of the proof is similar as in [Wan03] or [[KRS16].

In order to derive this claim, we argue by induction. As the base case corresponds
to the statement of Lemma 8.9, it suffices to prove the step from k to k + 1. To
this end, let hg, 1 be the approximating solution at step k. We consider

(u—hgg ) (r§x)
rk(ﬁBJra)
0

up(x) ==

By the inductive assumption assumption (51) we have that |ux ;2 g5y < 1. More-
over,

Va3V = g OO g k) =g, (@),
By (50)
251 —k(Beta) (B+s)k, 21
2, 21 groHiz(Bj) =T e a)r(()2 ) 2, 21 9||Z2(BT§) <.

Hence, Lemma 8.9 is applicable and yields a solution ﬁ551k+1 which is of the form
of (44) such that

lur = Pon il p2 gy < 7720
Rescaling and setting
~ x
hp k1 (@) = h(@) + 757 Ry (r_k> ’
0

yields the claim. Using the geometric decay of the coefficients of iLBB,k"Fl hence
allows us to find a limiting function hg, (z) = klim hgg.k(x) which is still a
—00

solution and of the desired form (44) and satisfies the right boundary conditions.
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We remark that this iteration procedure is applicable in the setting of Proposition
8.3 as scaling allows us to assume that the inductive hypotheses are satisfied. [

8.3. Eigenfunctions and eigenvalues. In the following two sections we discuss
the form of the global homogeneous solutions to Lsw = 0 in the upper half-plane
with Dirichlet, Neumann and mixed Dirichlet-Neumann data on the boundary. We
recall that these results played a crucial role for our approximation arguments in
the regularity statements of Section 8.1 and also of Section 9.1.

8.3.1. Mixed Dirichlet-Neumann data. In this section we compute homogeneous
solutions to the mixed Dirichlet-Neumann problem. In the following section we
then deal with the Dirichlet and Neumann problems, respectively. In deducing the
approximation result for the mixed Dirichlet-Neumann problem, we argue in two
steps: We first compute the solutions in the two-dimensional set-up (c.f. Section
8.3.1) and then exploit the translation invariance in tangential directions of our
problem to infer an analogous (n + 1)-dimensional result from that.

We begin by considering the mixed Dirichlet-Neumann problem for the fractional
Laplacian with s € (0, 1) in the two-dimensional upper half plane:

(81:10%_2551 + (92.%'%_28(92)11, =0in Ri,
(52) u(z1,0) =0 on {z1 <0} N (R x {0}),
lim 23 2 9ou(xy,22) = 0 on {1 > 0} N (R x {0}).

z2—04

In the polar coordinates (x1,x2) = (rcosp,rsing), ¢ € [0,7], and with a sep-
aration of variables ansatz u(r,¢) = u1(r)uz(p) the bulk equation in spherical
variables reads

(02 + (2 — 28)r 10 )ur (r) = N2y (1),
sin(p)** ™, (sin() 20 Jua(p) = —Aua(p),

(we stress that the separation ansatz is justified here, as the spherical operator forms
a basis of L?(S1,sin(p)'~?%) and as the separation ansatz essentially corresponds
to an expansion into these eigenfunctions). The Neumann condition becomes

(sin())! ~*Opuz(p) = 0.

(53)

lim

©—0
In the sequel we focus on the spherical part of the problem and determine the
corresponding spherical eigenfunctions:

Lemma 8.10 (2D spherical eigenfunctions

sin(p)** 1 0, (sin(p)' 20, Jua (i
u2(7r

~

. Let ua(p) be a solution of
= —\ua(p) for ¢ € (0,7),

)

0
=0.

— ~— —

lim (sin(gp))ldsawuz (¢

@—0
Then, the eigenvalue N> has the form

N =Fk(k+1)—s(s—1) for some k € N.
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The associated spherical eigenfunction is given as

ug(cp)=C<H+Os(w) F(l—s—k,k—i—s,l—i—s;%),

where F is a hypergeometric function. Moreover, the hypergeometric function F(1—
s—k,k+s,1+s;z) is a polynomial of degree k in z.

Proof. In order to prove the lemma, we consider the following change of variables:
We set z = cos(p) and define us(¢) =: v(cos(p)). In these coordinates the equations
become

(1 — 2" (x) + (25 — 2)2v'(x) + No(z) = 0 for x € [~1,1],
v(—=1) =0,
lim (1 —2%)'*v/(z) = 0.

r—1_
This equation has three regular singular points at = 1, c0. By further defining
z = ZH and v(z) =: w(z), we transform this into a standard hypergeometric
equation with the three regular singular points z = 0, 1, oc:

2(1— 2)w”(2) + (1 — 5) +2(s — 1)2)w'(2) + Nw(z) = 0 for z € [0,1],
(54) w(O) = 0,
lim (2(1 — 2))' 0. w(z) = 0.
z—1_
The general solution of the bulk equation is given as

(55)  w(z) = AF(a,b,c;2) + Bz' °F(a+1—¢,b+1—¢,2—¢;2), A, BER,

where F' denotes the hypergeometric function and where

1
a:§(1—25+\/4/\2+452—4s+1),

1
b:§(1—25—\/4/\2+452—4s+1),
c=1-s.

As F(a,b,c;0) = 1, the Dirichlet boundary conditions immediately imply that
A =0 and thus, for some B € R,
w(z) = Bz'"Fla+1—¢,b+1—¢,2—c2)=Bz*Fla+s,b+s,1+s;2).
In order to determine the possible values of \, we now use the Neumann condition.
To this end, we recall the following relations for hypergeometric functions:
(56)
ab
0.F(a,b,c;z) = —F(a+1,b+1,c+ 1; 2),
¢
L(c)T'(¢c—a—10)
I'(c—a)l'(c—1b)
c—a—bF(C)F(a’ +b— C)
L(a)I'(b)

F(a,b,c;z) = F(a,b,a+b—c+1;1—2)

+(1-2) Flc—a,c—bc—a—-b+1;1—2).
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Thus, 0,w(z) turns into

(57)

ab

0. =525 LF Jb+s, 14 s; s
w(z) = sz (a+s,b+s —I—sz)+z1+8

Fla+s+1,b+s+ 1,24 s;2).

We consider the two terms separately. For the first contribution we note that

I'(1+ s)I(s)
I'l1—a)l(1-0)
T(1+s)T(1—s)

F(a+s)T'(b+s)

Fla+s,b+s,1+s2)= Fla+s,b+s,1—51-2)

+(1-2) F(l—a,1=b1+s;1—2).

In the relevant Neumann derivative (coming from the equation) the previous ex-
pression is weighted with the vanishing factor (1 — 2)'=% (we recall that s € (0,1)).
Since the prefactors in the expression for F(a + s,b+ 5,1+ s; z) are all finite and
as F(a,b,¢;0) = 1, the first part in (57) always satisfies the boundary conditions.
As a consequence, we turn to the second contribution from (57). We have:

T2+ s)(1+s)
T(1—a)l(1—b)
T2+ s)(2-ys)
F'l+a+s)I(1+b+s)

Fla+s+1,b+s+1,2+s;2) = Fl+a+s,1+b+s2—s1—2)

+(1—2)t F(2—-0a,2—b,2+s1-2).

Similarly as above, the first summand vanishes in the limit z — 0 if it is multiplied
with the weight (1 —2)!7%. Therefore, it suffices to consider the second term which
does not vanish in the limit z — 0 unless the prefactor

Ir'2+s)I'2-s)
F'l4+a+s)I(1+b+s)

vanishes. This is the case iff at least one of the I'-functions in the denominator
explodes (i.e. iff at least one of the arguments of the I'-functions in the denominator
is a negative integer). Plugging in the definition of a, b, this is the case iff

1

1
515\/1+4)\2+4s2—4s:—k, k € N.

This however is equivalent to
N=k4k+s—s%

The result on the eigenfunction representation in terms of the corresponding hy-
pergeometric functions therefore follows from inserting these values of X into the
expressions for a, b.

We prove that F(1 —s—k,k+s,1+s,2) is a polynomial of degree k: To this end,
we first set w(z) = 2°h(z) (where w(z) is the solution of the transformed equation
(54)). Inserting this into the equation for w, we deduce that h(z) satisfies

2(1—2)h"(2) + (1 + s — 22)h/(2) + k(k + 1)h(z) = 0.
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[ee]
Making a series ansatz, h(z) = > an,z™ thus yields
m=0

0= [X(mz1ym(m + Dams1 — X{mz2ym(m — Dam + (1+ 5)(m + 1)am 1
m=0

= 2X{m>1} M + k(k + 1)am]2™.

For a prescribed non-zero value of ay this corresponds to the following system of
equations for the coefficients a,,:

(1+ s)ar + k(k + 1)ag = 0,

(4+2s)ag + (k(k+1) —2)a; =0,

(m?+2m+ms+ 1+ 8)ams1 — (mim +1) — k(k+1))a, = 0.
Asm?+2m+ms+1+s #0 form € N, s € (0,1), this system is up to order
m = k uniquely solvable for given ag. Moreover, we note that it is possible to

choose a,, = 0 for all m > k + 1. This yields the claimed polynomial form of the
hypergeometric function F(1 —s —k,k+s,1+ s, 2). O

As a corollary of Lemma 8.10 we obtain the following result on the structure of
2D homogeneous solutions to (52):
Corollary 8.11 (2D homogeneous solutions). Let u : R3 — R be a k-homogeneous
solution of (52) with k > 0. Then,
k=k+s, for some k € N,

and u has the form

e (1T ° ol
u(z) = Clx| —5 F l—s—k,k—l—s,l—i-s;T ,

where F' denotes the hypergeometric function from 8.10. By the observation on
the polynomial structure of the relevant hypergeometric function F', this can also be
rewritten as

u(z) = wo,s(z1, x2) Py (21, |2),
where Py, is a polynomial and wy s is the function from Section 3.
Remark 8.12. For later reference, we note that for instance for k = 0,1 we have
uo () = cowo,s(T1,22),
u1(z) = crwo,s(x1, x2) (s|lz] — xp) -
Here we used the series approach from the proof of Lemma 8.10 to compute the

coefficients of u1. We note that these functions correspond to the ones from the
asymptotic expansion in Proposition 3.6.

Remark 8.13 (Orthogonality). We note that the spherical eigenfunctions are pair-
wise orthogonal with respect to the L?((sin(p))!=2¢dy, [0,7]) scalar product. This
entails that the homogeneous solutions from Corollary 8.11 are orthogonal with re-
spect to the L*(zy~**dx) scalar product on Bf C R2.

Proof. The corollary is an immediate consequence of the form of the solutions
in Lemma 8.10, the fact that x; = rcos(¢) and of the equation for the radial
component of uy. (I
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Relying on the two-dimensional result from above, we now proceed to deter-
mining the full set of (n + 1)-dimensional homogeneous solutions for the mixed
Dirichlet-Neumann problem.

Proposition 8.14 (Homogeneous solutions in R7™). Let u : R — R be a
k-homogeneous solution of

Voz) 3 Vu =0 in R},
(58) u=0 on {z, <0} N (R" x {0}),
lim Ox;jjsawrlu =0 on {x, >0} N(R" x {0}),

Tp41—
with k > 0. Then, the possible homogeneities are of the form
k =35+ with { € N.
The corresponding k homogeneous solutions are

we@) = 3" (@ o) P Pacan (2 Y (),

r=m-+d+s
d—2k>0

where d, k € NU {0},

s Za 41
Um(.’l,') = |($n7$n+1)|m (l(mnuxn-l-l)' +xn) la (1 _s —m,m+s,1 + s || ) ,

2 2

and Py(z") denotes a l-homogeneous polynomial. In particular, a general (n + 1)-
dimensional eigenfunction can also be represented as

() = Y we0(@ns Tng1) Pe(@n, (/223 + 22 ) Pa(w),
k+d=k
where Py, is one of the k-homogeneous polynomials from Corollary 8.11 and Py(z")
denotes a polynomial of degree d.

Proof. We begin by introducing new coordinates (2, r, ¢) which are defined as

(2", &, tni1) = (2", 7 cos(p), rsin(p)).

Dividing our equation (58) by :1:7111215 and rewriting it in the new variables leads to

(59) (A" + (92 + (2 —25)r710,) + r~2(sin(p)** L0, (sin(p) =), )u = 0.

Let um(p) denote the functions from Lemma 8.10. As they form an orthogonal
basis of L?(S%,sin(p)!"?¢dyp) (as they are eigenfunctions of an associated Sturm-
Liouville operator), we obtain an expansion

oo

(60) w(@” r o) = Z Cm (2" 7)um ().

m=1
By orthogonality of the functions u,,(¢), each of the functions ¢, (z”,r) solves
(61) (=A" + 1202 + (2 —28)r710,) — A\2))em(2”,r) = 0,

with A2, = m? +m — s? + s. Moreover, again by orthogonality and by the homo-
geneity of u each of the functions ¢,, is £ homogeneous.
Since the problem is translation invariant in tangential variables z/, we carry out a
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Fourier transform of ¢,, (2", r) (interpreted as a Fourier transform on tempered dis-
tributions) in the tangential variables " and denote the partial Fourier transform
of ¢, by

em(€7,7).
We note that by the k-homogeneity the functions ¢,,, we obtain that
(62) Em (NI M) = AT e (€ ).
Therefore,
(63) |em (€7, 7)] < Cmax{r™F"=1, "7,

After the Fourier transform the equation (61) for ¢,, reads
(64) (=r?|8"|* +r*(07 + (2 = 25)r™10r) — A7 )ém(€",7) = 0,

with A2, =m? +m — s? + s.
Considering the ansatz, &, (€”,7) = r° = fn(€",7), we deduce that f,(€”,r) sat-
isfies a modified Bessel equation:

)2
PIE ) (€)= o) (384 CEEE e o

A fundamental system of this ODE is given by the modified Bessel functions
fm(§",7) = d1 (§") Luzam (1€"|7) + d2 (") K 120 (1€ |1).

These functions satisfy the following asymptotics:

I(x)~ (T(v+1)" (g)y, K, (x) ~ %F(V) (g)iu for x — 0 and v > 0,

I,(x) ~ \/%, K, (x) ~ :;i_ for |x| — oc.

Combining this asymptotic behavior with the bounds from (63), we infer that
fm(€",r) is only supported in [¢”| = 0 (this follows by considering the limits r — 0,
and r — oo for fixed &” # 0). Thus,

(65) Z Z Cma 5(?// 0}(6”)

k=0 |a|=k

Here o = (a1, . .., ap—1) is a multi-index with a;; € NU{0} for all j € {1,...,n—1},
and & Z‘,), —0} (€") denotes the distribution which is obtained by taking « distribu-
tional derivatives of the delta distribution d¢¢v—gy. Using the homogeneity of ¢,
(c.f. (62)), we deduce that ¢, o(r) is £ +n — 1 — k homogeneous. However the
Dirichlet data (which hold on part of the domain) require that & < k +n — 1,
whence we observe that the series in (66) is a finite sum. We use Ky(m) to denote

the largest positive integer less than & +n — 1 with ¢, k,(m)(7) # 0. Then,

K() m)

(66) Z Z Cma {g// 0}(51/)

k=0 |a|=k
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Here [-] denotes the floor function.
We plug this expression back into (64) and test it with a smooth, compactly sup-
ported function . This yields

Ko(m)
—[(Dg(|¢"? 1=0]r? a7
(67) ];) |az_k[ (D (1€ ¢))|err=o0] (r)

+ [(DE ) O)](r202 + (2~ 26)r0, = X2 )em.al = 0.

Successively inserting the test functions ¢; (") = €} for j € {1,..., Ko(m)} with
¢; being extended away from zero to have compact support in {” (and beginning
the testing with large j first and then decreasing the power in each step), we obtain
the following equations for ¢, (r): For & with |&] € {Ko(m), Ko(m) — 1} we have

(ﬁaﬁ +(2- 23)7“‘1& — Afn)cm@(r) =0,

from which we obtain ¢, (1) = ém@r’"*‘s with an absolute constant ¢,, 5 in both
cases. As ¢, is however homogeneous (in the sense of (62)), this implies that
either ¢, 5(r) = 0 for all & with |&] = Ko(m) or ¢pma(r) = 0 for all & with
|a| = Ko(m) — 1 (as the functions Cm@é?{?:o} with |&| = Ko(m) and cm,@éf{j‘g,,zo}
with |@] = Ko(m) — 1 can else not have the same homogeneity). We assume that
the second case holds (the other one is analogous).

Again invoking (62), we obtain a condition for Ko(m) depending on m, x,n:

Ko(m)=k+n—-1—s—m>0.

This in particular entails that x + s € N. Further we note that with increasing m
the value of Ky(m) decreases. Hence é,, # 0 only for finitely many values of m
(depending on k). In particular the sum in (60) is finite.

We return to the condition on the coefficients ¢y, o (r): Evaluating (67) for ¢, with
ke{l,...,Ko(m) — 2}, we then have

(r263 +(2- 25)7‘71& — )\%l)cm,a(r) = dm,aCm,a(r),

where |a| = k and & = k + 2 and d,,, o is an absolute constant. Integrating this
iteratively and recalling that ¢,, obeys the homogeneity condition (62), we thus
deduce that for |a| = Ko(m) — 1 we have cpo(r) = dp rmst20-140/2) - By
homogeneity of ¢,,, we conclude that d,, 2,41 = 0 for all j € {1,...,[(Ko(m) —
2)/2]}. Therefore, (66) turns into

ém (5//7 ’f‘) _ Z Z Tm+s+2k5§??l:0} (61/)'

ke2NU{0}, |a|=Ko(m)—2k
k<Ko(m)/2
Inserting this information, using that the inverse Fourier transform of 5‘({?,),:0} is a

homogeneous polynomial of degree |a, and transforming back into (z”,r, ¢) coor-
dinates then yields

Cm(l'/l, 'f') _ Z T‘m+s+2kPKg(m)72kfn+1(x”)um(sp)'

ke2NU{0},
k<(Ko(m)—n+1)/2
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Here Pgy(m)—2k—n+1 is a polynomial of degree Ko(m) —2k —n+1>0. As

u(xllu r, 90) = Z Z m+s+2kPKg(m)72k7n+1 (xll)um((p)u
ke2NU{0},
Ko(m)>0 k<(Ko(m)—n+1)/2
where P4 41]42k(2”) is a polynomial of degree 2k and k — [k +n 4+ 1] —s € N,
this concludes the proof of the proposition. O

8.3.2. Dirichlet and Neumann data. In this section we determine all homogeneous
solutions to the (n + 1)-dimensional Dirichlet and Neumann problems for the frac-
tional Laplacian. This is slightly less involved than the argument for the mixed
Dirichlet-Neumann problem, as the problem has only one “broken symmetry” orig-
inating from the operator (which is inhomogeneously weighted in the ' and 2,41
directions). In contrast in the mixed Dirichlet-Neumann case we had to deal with
two directions of “symmetry loss” as the boundary data caused an additional di-
rection with loss of symmetry.

For the Dirichlet and Neumann problems our main result is:

Proposition 8.15 (Dirichlet, Neumann homogeneous solutions in Ri"’l). Letup,n :

R’}rﬂ — R be a k-homogeneous solution of
V-2, *Vupy =0 in R?,
BDyNu =0mRx {0}
with k > 0. Here Bpup = up and Byuy = lim an #Ons+1uN, respectively.
m71+1_)
Then,
[m/2]
up = xn+1 Z $n+1Pm 2k )

[m/2]
Z anrle 2k )
with m € NU{0} and Py,—or being a polynomial of degree m — 2k.

Proof. We begin with the Dirichlet case. Carrying out a Fourier transform (in-
terpreted as a tempered distribution) and dividing by x};ﬁls yields an ODE for

a(€/7 xn-ﬁ-l):
1-2 .
<82+1 + 15 i1 — |€] > @ =0 for z,4+1 € (0, 00),
Ln+
w(€,0)=0.
Similarly as in the proof of Proposition 8.14, homogeneity further implies that

(69) [a(€', wni1)| < Cmax{l¢| 7 2}

Making the ansatz a({, 2n11) = 25, 1v(£', Zny1), the ODE from (68) is transformed
into a modified Bessel equation

(68)

10"+ Tng1v’ — (€225 + 5%)0 =0,
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where differentiation with respect to z,41 has been abbreviated with the dashes
and ¢’ plays the role of a parameter. The general solution of this ODE is of the
form

v(€, wpp1) = CL(E) I (|€ |2ng1) + Co(§) K (|€|Tnt1)-

The asymptotics for I, K (c.f. the proof of Proposition 8.14) and the Dirichlet
data (i.e. the limit z,4; — 0) imply that for |£'| # 0, Co = 0. Considering the
asymptotics z,41 — oo in combination with the bound (69) and the exponential
growth of I, then also results in C; = 0. Hence, v is supported in £’ = 0. Thus @
can be written as

§,In+1 Z Z Ca InJrl {E') 0}(5)

k=0 |o|=Fk

where o = (a1, ..., a;,) € (NU{0})™ and (5{2‘,) 0}(5’) denotes an a-fold distributional
derivative of the delta-distribution d¢er—gy(§’). Using the homogeneity of i, we
further obtain that ¢, (2n41) is £ — || — n homogeneous. As @ has to satisfy
Dirichlet boundary conditions, we thus have that |«| < k — n, which yields that the
series is a finite sum:

[k—n]

(70) WE Tn) = D caltni)dg)_o (€).

k=0 |o|=k

As in the proof of Proposition 8.14, we can further compute the functions ¢, iter-
atively, by plugging it into (68) and by testing with test functions which vanish of
sufficiently high order. More precisely, we obtain that for a with |a] =k —n

/I+1_2SC;:07

C

«
Tn41

Le. ca(Tng1) = Caxii, with ¢, € R (where we used the Dirichlet data). The
functions cg(z,+1) with 8 = [k —n] — 1 also satisfy this equation and are hence of

the same form. Inductively, for I € {2,..., [x —n] —1}, & with |&| = [ —n] —l and
B with |B| = [k —n] — 1 + 2 we have
1-2
g + Scfi = dlCB'
Tn41

Inductively and by invoking the Dirichlet data, we thus infer that

1—14[1/2]
_ . 2s ~ 2j
Cd($n+1) - xn—i—l E Cl;jﬂi‘rn-{-l’
j=1

for some constants ¢; ;4 € R. Due to the homogeneity condition on cg from above,
this further simplifies to

o 2sHR0—1HL/2])
ca(@nt1) = Cam, s

for & with |&| = [x — n] — 1 and é; € R. Therefore transforming (70) back into
z-coordinates, leads to
[m/2]

U@ onsr) =21 S a2 P,
k=0
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where m € N and P,,,_24(2’) denotes a polynomial of degree m — 2k depending on
the 2’ variables and [-] denotes the floor function. This concludes the proof for the
case with Dirichlet data.
For the Neumann problem we argue analogously. As in the Dirichlet case, the
Neumann boundary condition implies that the transformed function @(¢', z,41)
has the form

[k—n]

f,anrl Z Z Ca InJrl {5/ 0}(5)

k=0 |o|=k

As before the finiteness of the sum is a consequence of homogeneity. We obtain the
same recurrence relation as above for the coefficient functions ¢, _,)_;. However,
as these now satisfy Neumann data, we have that c,_,j(z,41) = ¢ € R. Thus,

[m/2]
u I InJrl Z $n+1Pm 2k )

which concludes the proof. O

9. APPENDIX B

In this second appendix, we study the fractional Baouendi-Grushin Laplacian
Ag,s, which is related to the operator Lg by a square root transformation (c.f. Sec-
tion 9.1). As the main result in Section 9.2 we provide the argument for Proposition
5.15 and show that Ag s is invertible as a map from X, to Y, .. Here X, . and
Y., denote the function spaces which were introduced in Section 5. To this end, we
prove a Schauder type apriori estimate (in our function spaces) by using a similar
compactness argument as in Appendix A (c.f. Section 9.2.1) and a Schwartz kernel
estimate (c.f. Section 9.2.2). Last but not least, in Sections 9.3.1 and 9.3.2 we
also deduce the characterization results of Proposition 5.12 for our function spaces
Xao,e and Y,  and give the argument that they form Banach spaces which had been
claimed in Proposition 5.14.

9.1. Fractional Baouendi-Grushin Laplacian, open up the domain. We
first recall the definition of the fractional Baouendi-Grushin Laplacian

2n
i=1

where {Y;} are the Baouendi-Grushin vector fields from Defnition 5.1, and w(y) =
[YnYna1| =2 is the associated Muckenhoupt weight. As seen in the Example 4.12
Ag,s is the push-forward operator of the operator Ly = V - x}lffv by means of

the square root mapping.

Next we introduce some notation and recall some known results which are re-
lated to our set-up. We define the weighted L? Sobolev space associated with the
Baouendi-Grushin vector fields {Y;}: For Q C R"", we set

ML) :={u:uecL2(Q), YueclLi(Q)}

Here L2/(9) := L*(Q,w(y)dy). If @ = R"™! we omit the domain dependence and
write M} and L2, for simplicity. Given f such that w™'f € L2(Q), we say that
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v € ML(Q) is a weak solution to Ag sv = f iff for all ¢ € C(Q)

/ YoYio wy)dy = [ fo dy.
Q Q

From this the energy estimate is immediate: Suppose that w € M2 () is a weak
solution to Ag sv = f, then for any ' € Q,

2n

Z [1Yivll 2 ) < C (lw " fllzz @ + vz @)
i=1

where C' = C(n, s,, Q).

In the sequel we will consider weak solutions to

Agsv=fin int(B), Bf =Bin{yn>0ynp1 >0},

with mixed Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions:

w=0on By N{y, =0}, ) iilgm W(Y)On+1w(y) = 0 on By N {yp+1 = 0}.

Similarly as in the setting for the Laplacian it is possible to switch between the
fractional Laplacian L, and the fractional Baouendi-Grushin Laplacian Ag s by
“opening up the domain”. This allows us to transfer the approximation results for
L, in Section 8.2 to the corresponding approximation result for Ag s along the set
{Yn = Yn+1 = 0} where the operator degenerates.

Proposition 9.1 (Opening up the domain). Let Ag s be the fractional Baouendi-
Grushin Laplacian. Assume that v € ML(B) is a weak solution to
Ag sv = f in int(By),
(71) v=0 on Bf Nn{y, =0},
Ont1v =0 on B N {yny1 = 0},
where for all v € (0,1/2) the function [ satisfies

1

- 1 - 2 S o
b iy = (g oy W )< e

Here w(B}) := [z+ w(y)dy. Then, there exist a constant C = C(n,s,a) >0 and a
function

n—1
hat2s(y) = y2* (ao +> ayi + anyy + an+1yﬁ+1>
i=1

with coefficients

n+1
> lail<C (Co + IIUHig(B;)) :

i=1
such that

lv — h2+2s|‘ig(zsj) < CpPteetie (CO + ”UHii(BTO

for all r € (0,1/2).
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Proof. Step 1: Square root transformation. First we observe the following relation
between Ag s and L, which is established by means of the square mapping: Suppose
that h is a solution to

Agsh=01in Q4,
h=0on {y, =0}, lim w(y)Opt1h =0 on {y,11 =0}.

Yn+1—>04

Let
T1Q+—>Rn+1, wZT(y),

v =y; forie{l,..,n—1}, x, = (y121 - y721+1)a Tn+1 = YnYn+1-

N =

We define h(z) := (7' (z)). Then & solves
Lsh=0in RYM,
with the mixed Dirichlet-Neumann boundary condition

h=0onR" x {0} N{z, <0}, lim0 x};jsanﬂﬁ =0on R" x {0} N {z, > 0}.
Tn+1 04

Thus, global homogeneous solutions to Ag sh = 0 with Dirichlet-Neumann bound-
ary data are characterized by invoking the characterization result for Lsh = 0 from
Proposition 8.14.

Step 2: Approzimation. With this at hand, we argue by compactness as in the
proof for Proposition 8.3. Since the proofs are very similar we only sketch the
argument here. First one can normalize such that [[v||;. s+ < 1and

Supr_(2s+20t)||w—1f||ia(6j) S 1)
T

with 0 small. Then by using similar arguments as in Lemma 8.7-8.9 we show that
there exists a radius rp > 0 and an “eigenpolynomial”

n—1
hat2s,0(y) = yn*(ao + Z Y + anYin + Ant1Yp 1)
i=1
which solves Ag sh = 0 in Q4 with Dirichlet and Neumann boundary condition,
such that [[v — hotas,0llp2 (51 ) < Cryt25+2% In the end, an inductive argument as
w 0
in the proof for Proposition 8.3 gives the desired result. 0

Remark 9.2. By translation invariance of the operator, this approximation result
holds at every point y € B1 N {yYn = Ynst1 = 0}.

9.2. Invertibility of Ag s from X, . to Y, .. In this section we show that the
fractional Baouendi-Grushin operator Ag s is invertible as a map from the general-
ized Hoélder space X4 ¢ to Yo e (c.f. Definition 5.8). In Section 9.2.1 we begin with
the proof for the apriori estimate stated in Proposition 5.15. Then in Section 9.2.2
we provide the argument for the invertibility properties based on kernel estimates.
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9.2.1. Apriori Schauder estimate (Proof of Proposition 5.15). As our main result
in this subsection we prove the apriori estimate from Proposition 5.15.

Proposition 9.3. Suppose that v € L>®(B]) N ML(B1) is a weak solution to
Ag sv = f in Bf with f € Ya., and that it satisfies the following mived Dirichlet

and Neumann boundary condition: v =0 on BiN{y, = 0} andlimy, ,, o, w(y)Ont1v(y) =
0 on By N{ynt1 =0}. Then, v € Xa,e(Bf_/Q) and it satisfies

1ollx, .o, < € (Ifl o) + 1ol )

Proof. Step 1: “Eigenpolynomial” approzimation at P. Given f € Y, ., Proposi-
tion 5.12 implies that

F@W) = ynyp 3 fo") +yp P2 f1(y)

with supp(fo),supp(f1) € BY x R? and with || follco.es,np) + ||f1||c§3~€(31+) <
C|lflly... Let y € Byja N P be an arbitrary point. Without loss of generality we
may assume that fo(7”) = 0 (as else we can subtract the correction Tl%y,lzﬁs folg")
from v). Note that f satisfies sup,¢ g 1/2) r*(25+20‘)|\w71f”iw(8i) <C|flly..- By
virtue of Proposition 9.1, there exists a function

n—1
Yo Py(y) = 2 (ao + Z aiyi + anyy + an+ly121+1> ;
i=1

with coefficients aj, depending on g and 3 |ax| < C||f|y,. (81> such that
- y
v — yingllig<B¢<g>> < OpPrestae (HfHYa,e(Bf) + ”UHEEJ(BT)) ’
for all r € (0,1/4).

Step 2: Interpolation. We consider

_ _ (w—y2Py) (5 +0x(y))
0A(y) = \2+2s+2a ;

A€ (0,1/4),
where 0 (y) = (A%y”, \yn, Ayn+1). By Step 1,

1oxlz2 sty < € (Iflly, .oty + ol 2 st ) -
Moreover, vy solves
Ag,stx(y) = A2 (5 4 5yy)
=Yt A fo+ 41T (@) PN AT + 0ay) = A():

In the region y € C3 == {y: [y/| < 1,% < 2 +y2,1 < 4,yn > 0}, the operator
Ag s can be viewed as

L= (ynyn+l)1_2sA” + an((ynyn-l-l)l_%an) + 6n+1((ynyn+1)1_2san+1)7

i.e. the weight (y2 + y2 41) in front of the tangential Laplacian can be ignored.
Moreover, since fo € C%, fi € CY° and since both vanish at P, the function fy
satisfies y2°5" fa(y) € CO<(CF).
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We now distinguish between three regions in which the operator £, behaves differ-
ently:

Cp :=C3 N{0 <y, < 1/8},
Cyn = C;r n {lyn+1| < 1/8},
Cg = C;\(CNUOD).

These correspond to the regions in which the equation is governed by a fractional
Laplacian with Dirichlet (Cp) or Neumann data (Cy) or where the equation be-
comes uniformly elliptic (Cg). We discuss these cases separately:

(i) We observe that in the region Cp we have y, 11 > 1/8. Hence, y,[7° is

smooth in this region. Thus, the operator L4 can be viewed as a simple
variation of V - y1=2*V. Furthermore, we note that o, = 0 vanishes con-
tinuously on C” N {y, = 0}. Therefore, the up to the boundary apriori
estimate from Proposition 8.1 applies.

(ii) In the region Cy we have y, > 1/8. Thus, we can invoke the apriori
estimate with the Neumann data from Proposition 8.2.

(iii) In the remaining region Cg the operator L, is uniformly elliptic, therefore
classical Schauder estimates hold.

Combining the three cases from above, therefore leads to the following apriori esti-
mate for ¥y:
n—1

||971;258n6>\”co,e(c1+) + Z ||y;253i1~)>\|\co,e(cl+) + ”y;%y;ilawrl{))\Hco,e(cj)
i=1
n+1

+ ||y;2577/\||cowe(c1+) + Z ||61-y711_258j17,\||00,6(cl+)

i,7=1

<€ (1255 Alooriep) + 193 lepy ) -

(72)

Scaling (72) back results in
[Yiyn 2Yj(v =y’ Py)] eoe et ) = Alrzaze (HfHYa,e(Bl*) + HUHig(Bf)) )
where C(7) = {y : ly — 71 < N, N2/4 < i +yi 1 <A yn > 0}

Applying this to every § € PNB; ; and every A € (0,1/4), yields the boundedness
of ||v] (Bf,)’ i.e. a local version of the estimate from Proposition 5.15. We note
a,elPy /o

that from the specific expression of the approximation eigenpolynomials y2 Py (y),

the boundary condition of v on By, N P are satisfied. O

9.2.2. Invertibility. The main result of this section is the proof of the inverbility
result:

Proposition 9.4 (Invertibility). Let Ag s be the fractional Baouendi- Grushin Lapla-
cian and let Xo.c,Ya,e be the function spaces from Definition 5.8 with e < .. Then
the operator Ag s : Xo,e = Ya,c is invertible. Moreover,

||U||Xo¢,e S CHAG;SU”Ya,e .
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To show the above result, we first prove a global L*° estimate for the solution
by using a kernel estimate (c.f. Lemma 9.5).

We recall several auxiliary results which we will use in the sequel. As a central
tool, we will Sobolev embedding for the space M}, which we briefly recall here: We
note that the Baouendi-Grushin vector fields {Y;} satisfy the Hormander vector
field condition. Furthermore, for all s € (0,1) the weight w(y) = |ynynt1|' 2
satisfies the Ao condition:

() () = ()

for all Grushin balls B C R"*!. Under these conditions the following Sobolev
inequality holds true (c.f. [Lu92]): Let u € M}, then u € LP with % + é = 1,
where Q = 2(n + 1 — 2s), and moreover

(73) [ullLy, < Cnsl

quHLg

We also recall the definition of the homogeneous Sobolev spaces: Let M denote
the homogeneous Sobolev space, which is the completion of C5° with respect to
the homogeneous norm |[v|| y := >, [|Yiv|l 2. Let M;' := (M})* denote the dual

space of Mulj By the Riesz representation theorem, for each I’ € MJ ! there exists
FieL?,i=1,...,2n,such that (F,v) = >, [ F'Y;v w for any v € M}. Moreover,
HF”]\'/_[;l =infp: ) ”FZ”LEJ

Now we show a global L* estimate for the weak solution to Ag su = f in R}
with f compactly supported and w™!f in some Morrey type space.

Lemma 9.5. Given f with w='f € L? and (suppf) C By. Suppose that
1
2

1 / 12 -
sup | —5—— (W) wdy | < Cor™" for some v € [0,2).
B (1) <W(Br(y)) B.) ’

Then there exists a unique weak solution u € Mi, N LP which solves Ag su = f in
R Moreover, u € L™ and it satisfies llull oo mnt1y < ey Co for some cy > 0.

Proof. Step 1: FEuxistence and representation. Consider the Hilbert space (M; N

LP || - || y) for p satisfying % + % = % By the Lax-Milgram theorem, for any
F e MJl, there exists a unique function u € M&, N LP such that (F,¢) =

fFiY'mwdy = [YuYi¢wdy for any ¢ € C. Moreover, by energy estimates,
[Yiull2 < [|F| -1 We will write u:= AL F.

By the Sobolev embedding (73) and by duality, we have the embedding L?
M1, where p’ is the Hélder conjugate of p. Thus, for any g € Lf;, there exists a

unique function u := Aa}sg € Mulj N LP such that [ ggwdy = [ YiuY;¢wdy for any
¢ € O, with [|[Yiullz < Clgl[y;-1. By Sobolev embedding (73),

(74) 1AGLglls < CIYiAGLgllez < Clgllyz < Cllgll -
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Thus, by the Schwartz kernel theorem there exists a distribution kernel k(z,y) €
D'(R™ x R"™1) such that the right inverse of Ag s is represented as

u(z) = (AgLg)(z) = / k(2 y)g(y)(y)dy.
Rn+1

Step 2: Kernel estimates. We estimate the distribution kernel. Suppose that
supp(g) C Bi(y) for some y, then outside B1(y), u is a solution to the homogeneous
equation Ag su = 0. By Moser’s inequality (c.f. equation (2.2) in [Lu92]), for any
2 € R™H\ Bs(y)

sup |u(Z)| < CllullL2(s,(2))-
zZeB1(z)

By Holder’s inequality and (74) and the fact that g is compactly supported, we
infer that

sup |u(2)| < Cllgllzz 5, (y))-
5681(2)

Hence, for fixed z, the mapping g — u(z) = Ag;)lsg is a continuous linear func-
tional from L2 (Bi(y)) to R, which is represented by k(z,-) € L2 (Bi(y)) with
152, )22 (B, (y)) < C. Scaling thus yields that

_1
15z, )22 53 () < CAw(Br(y)) ™
for any y and z with dg(y, z) > 3X. Here A > 0 and C' is independent of \.

Step 8: L>° estimate. With the previous considerations at hand we proceed to
the claimed L™ estimate. Let f satisfy the assumptions of the lemma, and let
u=AgL W) = [aue k(2 9)(w(y) 7 f(y))w(y)dy € MENLP. For any 2 € R,
by Holder s inequality,

z)| < Z k(2 Mz apllw™ fllrz ca;),

where A; 1= By (2) \ Ba—i—1 (z) are dyadic annuli centered at z. Using the estimate
on the kernel k(z, -) from step 2, as well as our growth assumption on f, we further
obtain

2l < cz (277 2w(By4(2)) ECo(277) (B (=)

< cco > (27777 = ¢y Co.
J
This completes the proof. 0

In the end, we combine Proposition 9.3 and Lemma 9.5 to conclude the statement
of Proposition 9.4:

Proof of Proposition 9.4. Given f €Y, ¢, we extend f to the whole space by reflec-
tion about y,, and y,+1. By Proposition 5.12 it is not hard to see that w=!f € L2,
supp(w~1f) C By, and moreover,

1
2

1 / —1r\2 a—(1-2s)
sup | ————= (W) wdy | < |[fllva.r -
B (y) <W(Br(y)) B, (y) ’
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Thus w™!f satisfies the assumption of Lemma 9.5. Then, by Lemma 9.5, there
exists a unique weak solution v € M N LP to Ag v = f in the sense that

YioYip w(y)dy = / (@ e wiy)dy, Ve e C.
R+ R+

Moreover,
(75) [Vl Lo ®nt1y < Cllfllva.-

By Proposition 9.3, v € X, (B},) for each R > 0. Moreover, it satisfies HU”Xa,e(B;) <
Cllfllva. + R_1_2SHU||LOO(B;’R)) with a constant C' > 0 which is independent of
R (here we used that the norm of Xa,e is a homogeneous norm). Combining
this with the L estimate in (75), we infer that v € X, . and that it satisfies
vl x.. < C|flly... Note that this estimate also implies the uniqueness of the
solution. g

9.3. Characterization and Banach property of the function spaces. In this
section we show the characterization of the functions spaces X, . and Y, . stated in
Proposition 5.12, and the Banach property of the function spaces stated in Propo-
sition 5.14. As these follow from ideas which are similar to those presented in
[KRS16] and as they would have obscured the structure of the main argument, we
decided to present them separately in this appendix.

9.3.1. Proof of Proposition 5.12. In this section we provide the proof of Proposition
5.12

We begin with the discussion of the decomposition and regularity of f. We show
that if f € X, ., the decomposition and the estimates from the Proposition hold.
We define fo(y"”) := Qy{}—l(y), where Q,,1(y) denotes the first order approximating

polynomial of f(y) := yfﬁ[llf(y) As f was assumed to be C1'® at P, these limits

exist. We further define

Fiy) =253 () TP () = fo( ) ymyna)-

By Remark 5.10 and the definition of the norm on Yy, . this quantity is finite. Hence,
it remains to prove the claimed regularity properties for these two functions. We
begin with the estimate for fy: Let y1,y2 € P be given. Define § € P such that
y1,y2 € Bi(y). Further let y € Bi(y) be another point with the property that

yn = da(5,y) = ly1 — v2"/2, yny1 = 0 and with da(y,v1) ~ da(y,y2) ~ da(y, ).
By to Remark 5.10 we infer that

lde (v, y) ™ 2y (F(y) = a3 Quua)l < C fori € {1,2}.
Thus, the triangle inequality and the choice of y, 7 yield
1Qui1(y) = Quan ()| < Clda(y, 1) 2 + da(y, y2) %) < Cda(y, 7).
Using the form of @).; and the choice of y again by dividing by ¥,,, we obtain that

|folyr) — fo(y2)| < Cda(y, 5)** = Clyr — ya|™.

This proves the claimed regularity of fy. We proceed by discussing the regularity
of fi(y). We first note that we can always bound

|f1(y)] < Cr(y)©.
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Therefore, for points y1,y2 € Q4 with max{r(y1),(y2)} < 10da(y1, y2) we infer

Ifi(yr) = fi(y2)| < [fily)] + | fr(ye)] < C(r(yr) +7r(y2)°) < Cda(y, y2)°.

In the case that yi,y2 are such that max{r(y1),7(y2)} > 10dc(y1,y2), there always
exists a point § € P with y1,y2 € Cf (). In this case the estimate follows by
an application of the triangle inequality and the result for fy. Indeed, setting
r; = r(y;), for i = 1,2, we note that in this case dg(y2,y)) ~ r1 ~ ro. By the
triangle inequality,

|fi(yr) — fi(y2)]
= [ T ) (1) = o) (y)n] — 7o T2 (y2) 205 f (y2) — fo(ys ) (y2)n) |
<Py 20 f () — fo(y! ) (ya)n)

—da(y2,97) T P (y2) 25 F (y2) — fo(yl) (y2)nl|

+ [(da (ya, y) 71200 =y 12N (o) 2 () — fo(yy) (w2)nl |

+ P (folyl) = folwh) (y2)n] -

Using the bound on the norm of Y, ., the estimate for fy and the Hélder continuity
of z — ¢ in combination with the form of the Y,  norm, then bounds the three
terms. Conversely, we show that, if f is of the form stated in Proposition 5.12, then
f €Yy Indeed, for any § € P, let P;1(y) := fo(§)yn. Therefore,

lynia £ (W) = Paa)l < 1fo(@) = foly")lyn + 27| fi(y))]
< [folgoaly” = 7"1%yn + () 27| fu(y)]
< Clfolgoada(y. y)' 2.

Thus, yn+1 Lf(y) is CP™ at § € P. It hence remains to discuss the boundedness of
IIf Hya .. This however follows from the regularity of fy and fi.

Conversely, if f is of the form stated in Proposition 5.12; then yn+11f is CF

P and | flly,.. < C([fol¢o.e + [fi]¢o.). The remaining properties satisfied by func—
tions in the space Y, . follow by assumption.

We proceed with the characterization of the space X,.. First we note that if
v € Xq.e, then the boundary and pointwise conditions which are imposed in the
definition of X,  imply that the (homogeneous) approximating polynomial P ,(y)
of y,?%v at §j € P is of the form stated in the decomposition in (a). The regularity
results for the functions cg,ap, a1 and C;, C;; follow as in the proof for the space
Yo e
In the end, we show that if a function v satisfies the conditions (a)-(d) in Propo-
sition 5.12, then v € X, .. It is not hard to see that the boundary conditions are
satisfied. We claim that v € C2**: For each y € P, we set

Py o(y) :==co(y Z dico(@)(yi — i) + ao(P)yz + a1 (F)y2 1
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Then

lyn 2*v(y) — Pya(y)|

)

< leo(y") — co(y Z dico () (yi — 9i)l + lao(y") — ao(@)lys + lar(y") — a1 (9) |y

+ 772 Co ()]
< [Veolgoa |y = 91 + [ao)go.a [y — 912 + [a1] o |y — 9% [Ynsa]?
+ [Oo]cug,er2+2a,

<C ([VCO]c'o,a + [ao]go.o + [a1]go.a + [Col o )dc(y )

with C independent of 3. Hence, y, %*v is C22* at each y € P. To show the
boundedness of the remaining terms in the norm [|v| x,, ., we argue similarly as for
the space Yy c.

a,e?

9.3.2. Proof of Proposition 5.14. In this section we show that X, . and Y, . are
Banach spaces.

Proof of Proposition 5.14. For the space Y, . the Banach property follows from the
compact support assumption: Using the characterization from Proposition 5.12, we
have that for a given function f € Y, . the functions fy, fi are supported only in
BY x R2. Thus, the homogeneous Hélder norms control the lower order L norms.
This yields the Banach property for Y, ..

Next we show that X, ¢ is complete under the homogeneous norm. Indeed, for
any v € Xq.e, it is not hard to check that Ag v € Yo and ||Ag sv]ly.. < [|v]|x...-
By Lemma 9.5 we have [[v| p~ < C||Ag svly,.. < C||v[ x, .. This then also implies
L% bounds for the functions co, ag, a1, Cy, Cy; in terms of [|v|x, .: Indeed, recalling
that Co(y) = 0 for § € P and recalling the Hélder bound for Cy in terms of ||v]| x
implies that

o(y) == co(y")yr® + a0y + a1 (v )yryr 1 € L({y : dist(y, P) < 2})

and ||| peo (fy:dist(y,P)<2}) < Cllvx,... Now varying the values of y,,yn11 € {y:
dist(y, P) < 2} yields the desired bounds

a,e?

llollLoe @n—1) + llaoll Loe rn-1) + llan [ Lo mn—1) < Cllol x..-

This then also implies the global L bound for Cy in terms of ||v||x,, .. We note that
the L> bounds for C;,C;j, i,j € {1,...,n + 1} follow from the a priori estimates
for Ag.s, e.g. a slight modification of the arguments in Section 8.1 also yields

e (-, 5) "2y Yi(0 = ya* Py o)l (@) < C (8¢ 50y, + I0ll) -
Similar estimates hold for the properly weighted first derivatives. O
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