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GLOBAL SCHAUDER THEORY FOR

MINIMIZERS OF THE Hs(Ω) ENERGY

MOUHAMED MOUSTAPHA FALL AND XAVIER ROS-OTON

Abstract. We study the regularity of minimizers of the functional E(u) := [u]2Hs(Ω)+
∫
Ω
fu.

This corresponds to understanding solutions for the regional fractional Laplacian in Ω ⊂ R
N .

More precisely, we are interested on the global (up to the boundary) regularity of solutions,
both in the case of free minimizers in Hs(Ω) (i.e., Neumann problem), or in the case of
Dirichlet condition u ∈ Hs

0(Ω) when s > 1
2
.

Our main result establishes the sharp regularity of solutions in both cases: u ∈ C2s+α(Ω)
in the Neumann case, and u/δ2s−1 ∈ C1+α(Ω) in the Dirichlet case. Here, δ is the distance
to ∂Ω, and α < αs, with αs ∈ (0, 1 − s) and 2s + αs > 1. We also show the optimality of
our result: these estimates fail for α > αs, even when f and ∂Ω are C∞.

1. Introduction and main results

Given s ∈ (0, 1) and a bounded domain Ω ⊂ R
N , we study the regularity of minimizers of

energy functionals of the type

E(u) := [u]2Hs(Ω) +

∫

Ω
fu dx, (1.1)

where f ∈ L2(Ω),

[u]2Hs(Ω) =
cN,s
4

∫

Ω

∫

Ω

∣∣u(x)− u(y)
∣∣2

|x− y|N+2s
dxdy,

and cN,s =
s4sΓ(N2 +s)

π
N
2 Γ(1−s)

.

Notice that, as in the classical case s = 1, one can study two types of minimizers:

• Free minimizers u ∈ Hs(Ω) of (1.1) —i.e., minimizing among all functions in Hs(Ω)—,
which corresponds to a Neumann problem.

• Minimizers with prescribed zero boundary data —i.e., minimizing among functions u ∈
Hs

0(Ω)—, which corresponds to a Dirichlet problem. Notice however that one needs s > 1
2

in order to have a trace operator1, thus the Dirichlet problem makes sense only for s > 1
2 .

The aim of this paper is to understand the global (up to the boundary) regularity of
solutions in both cases:

If f and Ω are regular enough, what is the regularity of minimizers u?

This is the question that motivates our work.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35B65, 35R11.
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1When s ≤ 1

2
we have Hs

0(Ω) = Hs(Ω) for any Lipschitz domain Ω ⊂ R
N , see e.g. [14, Theorem 1.4.2.4].
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Minimizers of (1.1) solve the equation (−∆)sΩu = f in Ω in the weak sense, where

(−∆)sΩu(x) = cN,sp.v.

∫

Ω

u(x)− u(y)

|x− y|N+2s
dy (1.2)

is the so-called regional fractional Laplacian. Recall that this operator, subjetcs to Dirichlet
or Neumann boundary conditions are generated by Lèvy-type processes which are censored
to leave Ω, see e.g. [3].

Problems involving the regional fractional Laplacian have been studied both from the
point of view of Probability [3, 7, 8, 15, 16] and of Analysis [2, 6, 12, 17]. The best known
regularity results in this direction are those in [12], where the first author established that
for Ω sufficiently regular and f ∈ L∞(Ω), solutions u are C2s−ε(Ω) in the Neumann case and
that u/δ2s−1 ∈ C1−ε(Ω) for the Dirichlet problem, for every ε > 0.

Our main results here establish for the first time Schauder-type estimates for such problem,
which we show to be optimal. They can be summarized as follows:

Theorem 1.1 (Neumann problem). Let s ∈ (0, 1), and let αs ∈ (0, 1 − s) be given by

Lemma 2.6, which satisfies 2s + αs > 1. Let Ω ⊂ R
N be any bounded Cmax(1,2s+α) domain,

and f ∈ Cα(Ω) with
∫
Ω f dx = 0. Let α < αs with α+ 2s 6= 1.

Let u be the minimizer of (1.1) in Hs(Ω). Then, u ∈ C2s+α(Ω) and

‖u‖C2s+α(Ω) ≤ C‖f‖Cα(Ω),

with C depending only on N , s, α, and Ω. In addition, if α is such that 2s+ α > 1 then

∂νu = 0 on ∂Ω.

Moreover, for α > αs, solutions u are in general not C2s+α(Ω).

The critical exponent αs > 0 is given by an explicit equation in terms of Gamma functions;
see Remark 1.4 below. For example, in the simplest case s = 1

2 , it is the first positive solution

of 1 + α = 1
π tan(πα).

Next, we notice that Theorem 1.1 implies that the minimizer u satisfies (−∆)sΩu ∈ Cα(Ω)
and thus it is in fact a classical solution: (−∆)sΩu(x) = f(x) for all x ∈ Ω. This will follow
from the results in Section 4 below.

Remark 1.2. It is natural to wonder whether, for s ∈ (0, 12 ], solutions to the Neumann

problem are C1 up to the boundary or not and have zero normal derivative when f and Ω are
regular enough.

Our result answers this question for the first time: solutions are always C1(Ω), for every
s ∈ (0, 1). Furthermore, since αs < 1− s, then solutions are in general not C2(Ω).

We think it is quite surprising that the answer is the same for all s ∈ (0, 1).

In the Dirichlet case our result reads as follows:

Theorem 1.3 (Dirichlet problem). Given s ∈ (12 , 1), let αs ∈ (0, 1−s) be given by Lemma 2.6.

Let Ω ⊂ R
N be a C2,β domain and f ∈ Cα(Ω), with α < min{αs, 2s − 1, β} and α+ 2s 6= 1.

Let u be the minimizer of (1.1) in Hs
0(Ω). Then, u/δ2s−1 ∈ C1+α(Ω) and

‖u/δ2s−1‖C1+α(Ω) ≤ C‖f‖Cα(Ω),

with C depending only on N , s, α, and Ω. Here, δ ∈ C2,β(Ω) is a positive function in Ω that
coincides with dist(·, ∂Ω) near ∂Ω.

In addition, if we denote ψ := u/δ2s−1, we have

∂νψ = −(N − 1)H∂Ω ψ on ∂Ω, (1.3)
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where H∂Ω is the mean curvature of ∂Ω and ν is the exterior normal of ∂Ω.
Moreover, for α > αs the quotient u/δ2s−1 does not belong in general to C1+α(Ω).

We point out that (1.3) does not hold in the local case s = 1. Indeed, in that case
we have ψ = −∂νu and hence ∂νψ = −(N − 1)H∂Ω ψ + f on ∂Ω, where we used ∆u =
∂2νu+ (N − 1)H∂Ω∂νu on ∂Ω.

A difficulty that arises in the proof of Theorem 1.3 in dimension N ≥ 2 is that (−∆)sΩδ
2s−1

does not in general belong to L∞(Ω) even if Ω is C∞. In fact near ∂Ω, we have that
(−∆)sΩδ

2s−1(x) ≍ g(x) log(δ), with g|∂Ω = (N −1)H∂Ω. This leads to the assumption Ω to be

of class C2,β with β > α. To overcome this difficulty we consider the correction δ2s−1 + bδ2s,
for some appropriately chosen function b defined on ∂Ω. This yields also the identity (1.3).

Remark 1.4 (The 1D case). Let us briefly explain what happens in dimension 1.
Let us assume for example that Ω = R+. Then, we will show that any solution to (−∆)sΩu =

0 in (0, 1) ⊂ R has an expansion of the form

u(x) = c0 + a0x
2s−1 + a1x

β1 + ...+ akx
βk + ... for x ≈ 0, (1.4)

where all βk’s can be characterized as the positive solutions of

Γ(β + 1)

Γ(β − 2s+ 1)Γ(2s)
=

1

π

sin
(
π(β − 2s)

)
sin(πs)

sin
(
π(β − s)

) .

By an appropriate analysis of such equation2, we will show that

βk+1 > 1 + βk for all k ≥ 1,

and β1 = 2s+ αs. In addition, we will see that αs ∈ (0, 1 − s) and 2s+ αs > 1.
In case of zero Neumann boundary conditions on ∂Ω, we must have a0 = 0 in (1.4), while

in case of zero Dirichlet conditions we must clearly have c0 = 0. This already shows that the
C2s+α regularity result from Theorem 1.1 cannot hold for α > αs, as stated above.

In higher dimensions several difficulties arise, and we will have an expansion of this type
with some new terms, both coming from the tangential extra variables and from the curvature
of the domain.

We expect the assumptions on Ω in both Theorems 1.1 and 1.3 to be optimal.

1.1. Preliminaries and definitions. Let us next give some important definitions that will
be used throughout the paper.

First, recall that given any open set Ω ⊂ R
N , the regional fractional Laplacian in Ω is

defined by (1.2), and its associated bilinear form is given by

DΩ(u, v) =
cN,s
2

∫

Ω

∫

Ω

(u(x)− u(y))(v(x) − v(y))

|x− y|N+2s
dxdy

The natural notion of weak solution is the following.

Definition 1.5. We say that u is a (weak) solution of

(−∆)sΩu = f in Ω ∩B1 (1.5)

2Notice that when s = 1
2
this equation becomes πβ = tan(πβ). In this case, it is easy to visualize and

prove all properties of the exponents βk.
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with zero Neumann boundary condition on ∂Ω ∩B1 if u ∈ Hs(Ω) and

DΩ(u, ϕ) =

∫

Ω
fϕdx ∀ϕ ∈ C∞

c (B1).

On the other hand, when s > 1
2 , we say that u is a (weak) solution of (1.5) with zero

Dirichlet boundary condition on ∂Ω ∩B1 if u ∈ Hs
0(Ω) and

DΩ(u, ϕ) =

∫

Ω
fϕdx ∀ϕ ∈ C∞

c (B1 ∩ Ω).

By approximation, we can of course take any ϕ ∈ Hs
0(Ω ∩B1).

We notice that being a weak solution is equivalent to being a minimizer of the func-
tional (1.1), for both the Neumann and the Dirichlet case.

1.2. Acknowledgements. The first author’s work is supported by the Alexander von Hum-
boldt foundation. The second author was supported by the European Research Council
(ERC) under Grant Agreement No 801867.

1.3. Organization of the paper. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we
completely characterize all 1D homogeneous solutions, and prove (1.4). In Section 3 we use
this to prove Liouville theorems in a half-space. Then, in Section 4 we provide some new
estimates for the regional fractional Laplacian in domains. Finally, in Sections 5 and 6 we
prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.3, respectively.

2. 1D homogeneities

The aim of this section is to classify all possible homogeneities in dimension 1 and, as a
consequence, to prove (1.4).

Roughly speaking, we want to classify all solutions u ∈ Hs
loc([0,∞)) of

(−∆)sR+
u = 0 in R+. (2.1)

To do so, we will define

v(x) :=

{
u(x)− u(0) for x ≥ 0
0 for x ≤ 0,

and notice that we have3 (−∆)sv(x) = (−∆)s
R+
u(x) + u(x)c1,s

∫
R−

|x− y|−1−2s dy. Then by

a direct computation, we find
{
(−∆)sv − as

x2s
v = 0 in R+

v = 0 in R−,
(2.2)

where as :=
c1,s
2s . This allows us to use the Caffarelli-Silvestre extension (see e.g. [4]).

Now note that, since our aim is to obtain C2s+α regularity, we will need to consider
solutions to (2.2) that grow like |x|2s+α at infinity. Thus, the equations in (2.2) needs to be
understood in a generalized sense.
In the following of this paper we let χR ∈ C∞

c (B2R) be such that χR ≡ 1 in BR.

3Here, (−∆)s denotes the fractional Laplacian in R, i.e., (1.2) with Ω = R.
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Definition 2.1. As in4 [1, Section 3], given a function with polynomial growth
∫

RN

|u(x)|
1 + |x|N+2s+k

dx <∞,

we say that

(−∆)su
k
= f in Ω ⊂ R

N

if there exists a family of polynomials pR of degree at most k − 1 and a family of functions
fR such that (−∆)s(uχR) = fR + pR in Ω ∩BR/2, with fR → f uniformly in Ω as R→ ∞.

Thanks to [1, Lemma 3.3], this is equivalent to saying that there exists an extension ũ(x, y)

with polynomial growth in R
N+1
+ , satisfying ũ(x, 0) = u(x) and div(t1−2s∇ũ) = 0 in {y > 0},

such that

− lim
t→0

t1−2s∂tũ = κsf on Ω ∩ {y = 0}.

It is easy to check that, if
∫
RN

|Dku(x)|/(1 + |x|N+2s)dx < ∞, and (−∆)sDku = Dkf in

Ω for some function f , then (−∆)su
k
= f in Ω.

In the extended variables (x, t) ∈ R × R+ —and denoting v(x, t) the extension of v(x)—,
(2.2) reads as 




div(t1−2s∇v) = 0 in {t > 0}
− lim
t→0

t1−2s∂tv = κs
as
x2s

v on {t = 0, x > 0}
v = 0 on {t = 0, x ≤ 0},

(2.3)

where κs =
Γ(1−s)

22s−1Γ(s) .

If we look for homogeneous solutions

v(r cos θ, r sin θ) = rβψ(θ), (2.4)

with r > 0 and θ ∈ [0, π], we are led to the the following eigenvalue problem for the function
ψ in the space H1

(
(0, π); sin(θ)1−2sdθ

)
:





−
(
sin(θ)1−2sψ′

)′
= λ sin(θ)1−2sψ for θ ∈ (0, π)

− limθ→0 sin(θ)
1−2sψ′(θ) = κsasψ(0)

ψ(π) = 0,

(2.5)

where

λ = β(β − 2s+ 1).

Problem (2.5) possesses a sequence of increasing eigenvalues

λ0(s) < λ1(s) ≤, . . . ,
with corresponding eigenfunctions ψk ∈ L2

(
(0, π); sin(θ)1−2s

)
, normalized as

∫ π

0
sin(θ)1−2sψ2

k(θ) dθ = 1.

Moreover, see e.g. [12], 5 we have λ0(s) = 0. Using this, we can prove the following.

4This kind of definition was originally introduced in [10]. However, the definition in [10] requires only
pointwise convergence of fR, while here (as in [1]) we take uniform convergence.

5This follows from the Poincaré type inequality: λ0(s) = inf
ψ∈C1([0,π])

ψ(π)=0

∫
π
0 sin(θ)1−2s(ψ′(θ))2 dθ−κsasψ(0)2

∫
π
0 sin(θ)1−2sψ2

k
(θ) dθ

= 0.
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Lemma 2.2. Let λk and ψk as above, and let βk = 2s−1
2 +

√
λk(s) + (2s−1

2 )2. Then, the

functions

vk(r, θ) = rβkψk(θ)

are homogeneous solutions of (2.3).

Moreover, if w ∈ H1
(
B+
ρ ; t

1−2sdxdt
)
∩ C(B+

ρ ) is any weak solution of




div(t1−2s∇w) = 0 in B+
ρ

− limt→0 t
1−2s∂tw = κsasx

−2sw on {t = 0, 0 < x < ρ}
w = 0 on {t = 0, −ρ < x ≤ 0},

(2.6)

then

w(r cos θ, r sin θ) =

∞∑

k=0

ωkr
βkψk(θ), (2.7)

with ωk ∈ R.

Proof. The first part of the lemma holds by construction of λk and ψk.
For the second part, notice that since ψk are an orthonormal basis of L2

(
(0, π); sin(θ)1−2sdθ

)
,

then we can write

w(ρ cos θ, ρ sin θ) =
∑

k≥0

ωkρ
βkψk(θ)

for some constants ak ∈ R (recall that here ρ is a fixed positive number).
But then, the function

w̃(r cos θ, r sin θ) :=
∑

k≥0

ωkr
βkψk(θ)

is a solution of (2.6) that coincides with w on ∂Bρ. Moreover, since λ0(s) = 0, then
β0 = max(2s − 1, 0) so that by continuity, ω0 = 0 for s ≤ 1/2. This implies that w̃ ∈
H1(Bρ; t

1−2sdxdt). Now by uniqueness of solutions, the two functions w̃ and w must coin-
cide. �

As a consequence, we find:

Corollary 2.3. Let u ∈ Hs([0, 1]) ∩ C([0, 1)) be a function satisfying

(−∆)sR+
u = 0 in (0, 1) ⊂ R,

in the sense that (−∆)sv
k
= asx

−2sv in (0, 1) for some k ∈ N, with v := (u−u(0))1R+ . Then,
near x = 0 we have

u(x) = ω0x
β0 + ω1x

β1 + ω2x
β2 + ...,

where ωi ∈ R, and the exponents βi are given by Lemma 2.2.

Proof. It follows from Lemma 2.2. �

Our next goal is to find an explicit equation for these exponents βk. We start with the
following

Lemma 2.4. Let s ∈ (0, 1) and β > −1. Then, there exists a unique β-homogeneous function
vβ satisfying {

div(t1−2s∇vβ) = 0 in R
2
+

vβ(x, 0) = (x+)
β on {t = 0},
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Moreover, such function satisfies

− lim
t→0

t1−2s∂tvβ = κs
Γ(β + 1)

Γ(β − 2s+ 1)

sin(π(β − s))

sin(π(β − 2s))
(x+)

β−2s.

Equivalently, in R we have

(−∆)s(x+)
β k
=

Γ(β + 1)

Γ(β − 2s+ 1)

sin(π(β − s))

sin(π(β − 2s))
(x+)

β−2s for x > 0, (2.8)

where the equality must be understood in the sense of Definition 2.1, and with k > β − 2s.

Proof. We will show6 (2.8). Assume first β ∈ (−1, 2s). Then, at x = 1 we have:

(−∆)s(x+)
β = c1,s

∫

R

(
1−(1+y)β+

) dy

|y|1+2s
= c1,s

2πΓ(−2s)

Γ(−β)Γ(1 − 2s+ β)

cos(πs) sin(π(β − s))

sin(πβ) sin(π(β − 2s))
,

where we used [9, Proposition 4.3].
Moreover, by definition of (−∆)s, we have

c1,s =
4sΓ(s+ 1

2)√
π|Γ(−s)| =

2Γ(2s)

|Γ(−s)|Γ(s) =
2s

π
Γ(2s) sin(πs),

where we used

Γ(z + 1
2)Γ(z) = 21−2z√π Γ(2z), Γ(z + 1) = zΓ(z), and Γ(1− z)Γ(z) =

π

sin(πz)
.

Combining the previous expressions, we find that at x = 1

(−∆)s(x+)
β =

2s

π
Γ(2s) sin(πs)

2πΓ(−2s)

Γ(−β)Γ(1− 2s+ β)

cos(πs) sin(π(β − s))

sin(πβ) sin(π(β − 2s))

=
Γ(β + 1)

Γ(β − 2s + 1)

sin(π(β − s))

sin(π(β − 2s))
,

where we used again the properties of the Γ function and that sin(2πs) = 2 sin(πs) cos(πs).
Thus, by homogeneity, (2.8) follows in case β < 2s.

Once we have the result for β ∈ (−1, 2s), the general result follows by induction on ⌊β⌋,
by noticing that we can take derivatives in (2.8). �

As a consequence of the previous Lemma, we find:

Lemma 2.5. Let β > −1, and vβ be as in Lemma 2.4. Then, vβ solves (2.3) if and only if

Γ(β + 1)

Γ(β − 2s+ 1)Γ(2s)
=

1

π

sin(π(β − 2s)) sin(πs)

sin(π(β − s))
. (2.9)

In particular, the exponents βk are characterized as solutions to this equation.

Proof. The statement is equivalent to (2.2) in the generalized sense. Thus, we need

(−∆)s(x+)
β =

c1,s
2s

(x+)
β−2s.

Thanks to the previous Lemma, this is equivalent to

Γ(β + 1)

Γ(β − 2s+ 1)

sin(π(β − s))

sin(π(β − 2s))
=

1

π
Γ(2s) sin(πs),

and the result follows. �

6Equivalently, one could do these computations in the extended variables, see [19, Appendix A] for a related
result.
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Let us next analyze the equation (2.9).

Lemma 2.6. There exists a sequence 0 ≤ β0 < β1 < β2 < ... → ∞ of solutions of (2.9).
Moreover, they satisfy

β0 = max{2s − 1, 0},
βk ∈ (k + β0, k + s) and βk+1 > 1 + βk for k ≥ 1.

In particular, we have β1 = 2s+ αs, with

αs ∈ (0, 1 − s) and 2s + αs > 1

for all s ∈ (0, 1).

Proof. Let us first notice that both β = 2s− 1 and β = 0 are solutions of (2.9). We let

β0 := max{2s − 1, 0},
and look for solutions β > β0.

We consider the two functions

h1(β) =
Γ(β − 2s+ 1)Γ(2s)

Γ(β + 1)

and

h2(β) =
π sin(π(β − s))

sin(π(β − 2s)) sin(πs)
,

and we need to study the intersection of their graphs for β ≥ β0.
Let us first analyse the two functions separately, and then combine the informations in

order to see their intersections.
First notice that, by definition of the Beta function and its relation to the Gamma function,

for β > 2s− 1 we have

h1(β) = B(β − 2s+ 1, 2s) =

∫ 1

0
tβ−2s(1− t)2s−1dt.

On the other hand, using sin(a+ b) = sin a cos b+ sin b cos a we find

h2(β) =
π

tan(π(β − 2s))
+

π

tan(πs)
.

The function h1 satisfies:

lim
β↓2s−1

h1(β) = +∞, h1(0) =
π

sin(2πs)
, lim

β→+∞
h1(β) = 0,

and

h1(β) is positive, decreasing, and convex in (2s − 1,∞).

The function h2 satisfies:

h2(β) is 1-periodic, lim
β↓2s−1

h2(β) = +∞, h2(0) =
π

sin(2πs)
,

h2(β) is decreasing in the intervals (2s − 1, 2s) + N, convex in (2s − 1, 2s − 1
2 ) + N,

it is positive in the intervals (2s− 1, s) + N, and negative in (s, 2s) + N.

We then split the analysis into three cases:

Case 1. Assume s = 1
2 . This is the easiest case, and we have h1(β) = 1/β and h2(β) =

π/ tan(π(β − 1)). It is easy to see that these two functions intersect exactly once at each
interval (k, k + 1), with k ∈ N, at a point βk ∈ (k, k + 1

2) for k ≥ 1 satisfying βk+1 > 1 + βk.
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Case 2. Assume s > 1
2 . In this case, β0 = 2s − 1. Then, we claim that the functions h1 and

h2 intersect exactly once in each of the intervals (2s− 1 + k, 2s + k), k ∈ N, k ≥ 1.
Indeed, notice first that h1 is continuous, positive, and decreasing in (2s − 1,∞), while

h2 is continuous, positive, and decreasing in (2s − 1 + k, s + k), k ∈ N, with h2 → +∞ as
β ↓ 2s − 1 + k and h2(s + k) = 0. Thus, these two functions intersect at least once in each
of the intervals (2s − 1 + k, s + k), k ≥ 1, and they never intersect in [s + k, 2s + k] (since
h2 ≤ 0 therein).

It remains to see that they cannot intersect twice in one of these intervals. For this, we
notice that both h1 and h2 are differentiable in the intervals (2s − 1 + k, s + k). Moreover,
for any β ∈ (2s − 1 + k, s+ k) and k ≥ 1 we have

h′1(β) ≥ h′1(2s) = −
∫ 1

0
| log t|(1 − t)2s−1dt ≥ −1,

h′2(β) = − π2

sin2(−π(β − 2s))
≤ −π2.

This means that h′2 < h′1 in each of these intervals, and therefore they cannot intersect twice
in (2s − 1 + k, s + k), for k ≥ 1, thanks to Rolle’s theorem.

It only remains to see that the two functions do not intersect in the first interval (2s−1, s).
In that case, however, we are looking for solutions of (−∆)s

R+
xβ = 0 in R+, with β ∈ (2s−1, s),

which we know they do not exist.

Case 3. Assume s < 1
2 . In this case, β0 = 0. Then, we claim that the functions h1 and h2

intersect exactly once in each of the intervals (2s − 1 + k, 2s+ k), k ∈ N, k ≥ 1.
Notice first that h1 is continuous, positive, and decreasing in [0,∞), while h2 is continuous,

positive, and decreasing in (2s − 1 + k, s + k), k ∈ N, with h2 → +∞ as β ↓ 2s − 1 + k and
h2(s + k) = 0. Thus, these two functions intersect at least once in each of the intervals
(2s − 1 + k, s + k), k ≥ 1, and they never intersect in [s+ k, 2s + k] (since h2 ≤ 0 therein).

To see that they cannot intersect twice in one of these intervals, notice that for β ∈
(k + s, k + 2s) the two functions cannot intersect —since h2 is negative therein—, while for
β ∈ (2s−1+k, k), k ≥ 1, they cannot intersect either —since h1 < h1(0) = h2(0) = h2(k) < h2
therein.

Instead, for β ∈ (k, k + s), k ≥ 1, we have7

h′1(β) ≥ h′1(1) = −
∫ 1

0
t1−2s| log t|(1− t)2s−1dt ≥ − 1

2s
,

h′2(β) ≤ h′2(1) = − π2

sin2(π(1 − 2s))
≤ − 1

s2
.

This means that in such intervals we have h′1 > h′2, and thus the functions cannot intersect
twice in (k, k + s) for all k ≥ 1 by Rolle’s theorem.

Notice also that we have showed that βk ∈ (k, k + s) for all k ≥ 1. Moreover, since h1 is
decreasing and h2 is periodic, then βk+1 > 1 + βk.

Finally, notice that in the interval (0, 2s) we know that there are no solutions to (−∆)s
R+
xβ =

0 in R+ for β ∈ (0, 2s), and we are done. �

7This can be seen by using that t1−2s < 1 and that, since | log t| is decreasing and (1− t)2s−1 is increasing,

then
∫ 1

0
| log t|(1− t)2s−1dt ≤

∫ 1

0
| log t|dt

∫ 1

0
(1− t)2s−1dt = 1

2s
.
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3. Liouville theorems on the Half-space

3.1. Solutions with growth larger than 2s. We denote RN+ = {x = (x′, xN ) ∈ R
N−1×R :

xN > 0} and B′
r(z) the ball in R

N−1 with radius r centred at z, while B+
r := Br ∩ R

N
+ .

Definition 3.1. 8 Let U be an open subset of RN with 0 ∈ U . Let u ∈ Hs(U), f ∈ L1
loc(U)

and α < 1. We say that u is a solution to (−∆)s
RN+
u
α
= f in U if for all R ≥ 1, there exist a

constant cR ∈ R and a function RR ∈ C0,1(BR/2), such that

(−∆)s
RN+

(χRu) = f + cR +RR in U ∩B+
R/2, (3.1)

with RR(0) = 0 and ‖∇RR‖L∞(BR/2) ≤ C0R
α−1.

Remark 3.2. (i) We observe that if (−∆)s
RN+
u

α
= 0 in U and |u(x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|2s−ε),

with ε > 0, then (−∆)s
RN+
u=0 in U .

(ii) If u satisfies (3.1) and |u(x)| ≤ C0(1 + |x|2s+α). Then for any open set U ′ ⊂ U with
U ′ ∩B+

1 6= ∅, there exists C = C(N, s, α, U ′) such that

|cR| ≤ C
(
C0R

α + ‖f‖L1(U ′)

)
. (3.2)

Indeed, consider φ ∈ C∞
c (U ′ ∩B+

1 ) with
∫
RN

φdx = 1. Then multiply (3.1) by φ and

integrate over R
N
+ to get

cR =

∫

RN

χRu(−∆)s
RN+
φdx−

∫

U ′

φf dx−
∫

U ′

RRφdx.

Since |(−∆)s
RN+
φ(x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|)−N−2s, we get (3.2).

The following result is contained in [12].

Lemma 3.3. Let v ∈ Hs(B+
2 ) ∩ L∞(RN ) be a solution to

(−∆)s
RN+
v = g in B+

2 , (3.3)

with zero Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions on ∂RN+ ∩B2. Then

‖v‖
Cβ(B+

1 )
≤ C(N, s, β)(‖v‖L∞(RN ) + ‖g‖L∞(RN )),

with β = 2s− 1 if 2s > 1 and β ∈ (0, 2s) if 2s ≤ 1. If moreover g ∈ Ck(B2), k = 1, 2, then

‖∇k
x′v‖L∞(B+

1 ) ≤ C(N, s)
(
‖v‖L∞(RN ) + ‖g‖Ck(B2)

)
.

3.2. Liouville theorem.

Lemma 3.4. Let u ∈ Hs
loc(R

N
+ ) satisfy, for α < 1, with 2s+ α 6= 1 and 2s+ α < 2,

|u(x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|)2s+α

and

(−∆)s
RN+
u
α
= 0 in R

N
+ ,

8This definition, is slightly different from Defnition 2.1. Here, we ask more regularity on the reminder RR

to simplify the proofs.
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with zero Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions on ∂RN+ . Then u(x′, xN ) = a ·x′+b(xN )
in the Neumann case, while in the Dirichlet case u(x′, xN ) = a · x′x2s−1

N + ω(xN ). Here

a ∈ R
N−1 is a constant and ω solves

(−∆)sR+
ω

α
= 0 in R+.

Proof. By definition, we have

(−∆)s
RN+

(χRu) = cR +RR in B+
R/2. (3.4)

Next, let v(x) = (χRu)(Mx), for M = R/2. Then

(−∆)s
RN+
v =M2scR +M2sRR(M ·) in B+

1 .

Now by Lemma 3.3,

‖∇x′v‖L∞(B1/2) ≤ C(N, s)
(
‖v‖L∞(RN ) +M2s|cR|+ ‖M2s∇x′RR(Mx)‖L∞(B1)

)
.

Hence, recalling the definition of RR, and Remark 3.2(ii), we get

R‖∇x′(χRu)‖L∞(BR/4) ≤ C(N, s)R2s+α.

Since |u(x)∇x′χR(x)| ≤ CR2s+α−1, we deduce that, for all R > 1,

‖∇x′u‖L∞(BR/4) ≤ C(N, s)R2s+α−1.

As a consequence

|∇x′u(x)| ≤ C(N, s)(1 + |x|2s+α−1) for all x ∈ R
N
+ . (3.5)

Differentiating (3.4) in x′ and using Lemma 3.3, we obtain ∇x′u ∈ Hs
loc(R

N
+ ) and

(−∆)s
RN+

(χR∇x′u) = −(−∆)s
RN+

(u∇x′χR) +∇x′RR in B+
R/2. (3.6)

Thanks to (3.5) and the fact that |∇x′RR| + |(−∆)s
RN+

(u∇x′χR)| ≤ CRα−1 in B+
R/2, we can

send R→ ∞ to deduce that

(−∆)s
RN+

∇x′u = 0 in R
N
+ .

with ∇x′u ∈ Hs
loc(R

N
+ ) satisfies the same boundary condition as u. In view of (3.5) and since

2s + α − 1 < 2s, by applying the Liouville theorems in [12], we deduce that ∇x′u(x
′, xN )

is a constant vector on R
N
+ in the Neumann case and is proportional to x

max(2s−1,0)
N in the

Dirichlet case. �

Lemma 3.5 (1D Liouville theorem). Let s ∈ (0, 1), and let αs be given by Lemma 2.6.
Let ω ∈ Hs

loc(R+) satisfy

|ω(x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|)2s+α, with α < αs, (3.7)

and

(−∆)sR+
ω

α
= 0 in R+,

with zero Dirichlet or zero Neumann at ∂R+. Then, ω(x) = c1+c2x
2s−1, for some c1, c2 ∈ R.
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Proof. By Lemma 3.3, (ω − ω(0))1R+ ∈ Hs
loc([0,∞)) ∩C([0,∞)). In addition, we have that

Ls
[
(ω − ω(0))1R+

] α
= 0 in R+,

where

Ls := (−∆)s − asx
−2s.

By [1, Lemma 3.3], there exists W ∈ H1
loc(R

2
+; t

1−2sdxdt) ∩C(R+
2 ) such that

|W (x, t)| ≤ C(1 + (t+ |x|)K), (3.8)

for some constants K ∈ N, C > 0, and




div(t1−2s∇W ) = 0 in R× (0,∞)

−t1−2s∂tW = κsasx
−2sW on R+ × {0}

W = (ω − ω(0))1R+ on R× {0}.

Thanks to Lemma 2.2, for all r > 0,

W (r cos θ, r sin θ) =
∞∑

k=0

bkr
βkψk(θ).

By the Parseval identity and (3.8), we get

∞∑

k=0

b2kr
2βk =

∫ π

0
W 2(r cos θ, r sin θ) sin(θ)1−2s dθ ≤ C(1 + r)2K .

Hence, letting r to ∞ we find that W (r cos θ, r sin θ) =
∑

βk≤K
bkr

βkψk(θ). As a consequence

W (r, 0) =
∑

βk≤K

bkr
βkψk(0).

Recall that 2s+α < β1 < βk for all k > 1. Therefore sinceW (r, 0) = ω(r)−ω(0) we then get
from (3.7) and the above identity that bk = 0 for all k > 1, so that ω(r) = ω(0)+ b0r

β0ψ0(0).
�

Combining Lemma 3.5, Lemma 3.4, and the regularity theory in [2, 12], where have that

u ∈ C2s−1+ε(B+
1 ) in the zero Neuman case, we get the

Theorem 3.6 (Liouville theorem: Neumann and Dirichlet). Let s ∈ (0, 1) and let αs ∈
(0, 1 − s) be given by Lemma 2.6. Let u ∈ Hs

loc(R
N
+ ) satisfy,

|u(x)| ≤ C0(1 + |x|)2s+α, with α < αs,

and

(−∆)s
RN+
u
α
= 0.

(i) If u satisfies zero Neumann boundary condition on ∂RN+ , then u(x′, xN ) = B+A ·x′
for all x ∈ R

N
+ , for some constants B ∈ R and A ∈ R

N−1.

(ii) If s > 1
2 and u = 0 on ∂RN+ then u(x) = (B+A · x′)x2s−1

N for all x = (x′, xN ) ∈ R
N
+ ,

for some constants B ∈ R and A ∈ R
N−1.
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4. Some estimates and formulas related to the regional fractional laplacian

In this Section we establish some new estimates related to the regional fractional Laplacian.
To alleviate the notations, we assume in this section that cN,s, the constant in (1.2), is equal
to 1. We start with the following:

Lemma 4.1. Let s ∈ (0, 1), α ∈ (0, 1) be such that 1 < 2s + α < 2, Ω ⊂ R
N be a C2s+α

domain, and u ∈ C2s+α(Ω) satisfying ∂νu = 0 on ∂Ω. Then,

‖(−∆)sΩu‖Cα(Ω) ≤ C‖u‖C2s+α(Ω),

with C depending only on N , s, α, and Ω.

Proof. It suffices to see that, for any x′ ∈ Br(x), where B2r(x) ⊂ Ω, we have
∣∣(−∆)sΩu(x)− (−∆)sΩu(x

′)
∣∣ ≤ Crα;

see e.g. [13, Appendix A].
For this, we write

(−∆)sΩu(x
′) =

∫

(−x′+Ω)∩Br

u(x′)− u(x′ + z)

|z|N+2s
dz +

∫

(−x′+Ω)\Br

u(x′)− u(x′ + z)

|z|N+2s
dz

=: I1(x
′) + I2(x

′),

for any x′ ∈ Br(x). Notice that r > 0 is fixed, and that Br(x
′) ⊂ Ω for all such x′. Let us

now treat the two terms I1 and I2 separately.
For I1 we have

I1(x
′) =

∫

Br

2u(x′)− u(x′ + z)− u(x′ − z)

|z|N+2s
dz =

∫

Br

∫ 1

0
[∇u(x′+tz)−∇u(x′−tz)]·z dt dz

|z|N+2s
.

Thus, since
∣∣∇u(x+ tz)−∇u(x− tz)−∇u(x′ + tz) +∇u(x′ − tz)

∣∣ ≤ C|z|2s+α−1,

we deduce that
∣∣I1(x)− I1(x

′)
∣∣ ≤ C

∫

Br

|z|2s+α−1 |z|dz
|z|N+2s

≤ Crα.

For I2 we have

∇I2(x′) =
∫

Ω\Br(x′)

∇u(x′)−∇u(y)
|x′ − y|N+2s

dy +

∫

∂Ω

u(x′)− u(y)

|x′ − y|N+2s
ν(y) dσ(y).

The first term can be bounded as follows.∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Ω\Br(x′)

∇u(x′)−∇u(y)
|x′ − y|N+2s

dy

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C

∫

Ω\Br(x′)

|x′ − y|2s+α−1

|x′ − y|N+2s
dy ≤ Crα−1.

For the second term in I2 we have notice that, since ∂νu = 0 on ∂Ω, then
∣∣u(x′)− u(x∗)

∣∣ ≤ Cd2s+α,

where x∗ ∈ ∂Ω is the projection of x′ onto ∂Ω, and d = dist(x′, ∂Ω) ≥ r. Then

|u(x′)− u(y)| ≤ Cd2s+α + |u(x∗)− u(y)|,
and therefore∣∣∣∣

∫

∂Ω

u(x′)− u(y)

|x′ − y|N+2s
ν(y) dσ(y)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cdα−1 +

∣∣∣∣
∫

∂Ω

u(x∗)− u(y)

|x′ − y|N+2s
ν(y) dσ(y)

∣∣∣∣ .
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Using that ∂Ω is locally a C2s+α graph, we will show that
∣∣∣∣
∫

∂Ω

u(x∗)− u(y)

|x′ − y|N+2s
ν(y) dσ(y)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cdα−1, (4.1)

and hence, combining the previous inequalities and using that d > r, we find

|∇I2(x′)| ≤ Crα−1.

Thus, since this holds for any x′ ∈ Br(x), we deduce
∣∣I2(x)− I2(x

′)
∣∣ ≤ C|x− x′|rα−1 ≤ Crα,

and the result follows.
It only remains to prove (4.1). Clearly, it is enough to show

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

∂Ω∩Bρ◦(x
∗)

u(x∗)− u(y)

|x′ − y|N+2s
ν(y) dσ(y)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cdα−1, (4.2)

for some small ρ◦ > 0. For this, notice that

u(y) = u(x∗) +∇u(x∗) · (y − x∗) +O
(
|y − x∗|2s+α

)

and

ν(y) = ν(x∗) +O
(
|y − x∗|2s+α−1

)
.

Therefore,
(
u(y)− u(x∗)

)
ν(y) = ∇u(x∗) · (y − x∗)ν(x∗) +O

(
|y − x∗|2s+α

)
.

Since ν(x∗) and ∇u(x∗) are fixed (and bounded), then
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

∂Ω∩Bρ◦(x
∗)

u(x∗)− u(y)

|x′ − y|N+2s
ν(y) dσ(y)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

∂Ω∩Bρ◦(x
∗)
(y − x∗)

dσ(y)

|x′ − y|N+2s

∣∣∣∣∣+ Cdα−1.

To bound the last integral, let us assume that x∗ = 0 and that ∂Ω ∩Bρ◦ can be written as a
graph in the eN = −ν(x∗) direction, i.e., ∂Ω∩Bρ◦(x∗) = {xN = g(x1, ..., xN−1)}. We denote
z = (x1, ..., xN−1), and then

∫

∂Ω∩Bρ◦

(y − x∗)
dσ(y)

|x′ − y|N+2s
=

∫

B′

ρ◦

(
z, g(z)

) J(z)dz
(
|d− g(z)|2 + |z|2

)N+2s
2

,

where J(z) is the Jacobian of the change of variables, and B′
ρ◦ ⊂ R

N−1.

Since g ∈ C2s+α and g(0) = |∇g(0)| = 0, then |g(z)| ≤ C|z|2s+α, and the last component
of such integral can be bounded by

∫

B′

ρ◦

|g(z)| J(z)dz
(
|d− g(z)|2 + |z|2

)N+2s
2

≤ C

∫

B′

ρ◦

|z|2s+α dz
(
d2 + |z|2

)N+2s
2

≤ Cdα−1,

where we used9 that |d− g(z)|2 + |z|2 ≥ 1
2d

2 − |g(z)|2 + |z|2 ≥ 1
2 (d

2 + |z|2) in Bρ◦ .
To control the first n − 1 components, we symmetrize the integral, and then we need to

bound

1

2

∫

B′

ρ◦

z





J(z)
(
|d− g(z)|2 + |z|2

)N+2s
2

− J(−z)
(
|d− g(−z)|2 + |z|2

)N+2s
2



 dz.

9It is easy to see that |a− b|2 ≥ 1
2
a2 − b2 for all a, b ∈ R.
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As before, we have |d− g(±z)|2 + |z|2 ≍ d2 + |z|2, and hence
∣∣∣
(
|d− g(z)|2 + |z|2

)−N+2s
2 −

(
|d− g(−z)|2 + |z|2

)−N+2s
2

∣∣∣ ≤ C
∣∣g(z)−g(−z)

∣∣(d2+|z|2
)−N+2s+1

2 .

Moreover,
∣∣J(z)− J(−z)

∣∣ ≤ C|z|2s+α−1 and
∣∣g(z) − g(−z)

∣∣ ≤ C|z|2s+α.
Therefore,
∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫

B′

ρ◦

z
J(z)dz

(
|d− g(z)|2 + |z|2

)N+2s
2

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ C

∫

B′

ρ◦

|z|





|z|2s+α
(
d2 + |z|2

)N+2s+1
2

+
|z|2s+α−1

(
d2 + |z|2

)N+2s
2



 dz

≤ C

∫

B′

ρ◦

|z|2s+α
(
d2 + |z|2

)N+2s
2

dz ≤ Cdα−1.

Hence, (4.2) follows, and we are done. �

In case 2s+ α < 1 we have the following.

Lemma 4.2. Let s, α > 0 be such that 2s + α < 1, let Ω ⊂ R
N be any open set, and let

u ∈ C2s+α(Ω). Then,

‖(−∆)sΩu‖Cα(Ω) ≤ C‖u‖C2s+α(Ω),

with C depending only on N , s, Ω and α.

Proof. It is easy to see that

‖(−∆)sΩu‖L∞(Ω) ≤ sup
x∈Ω

∫

Ω

|u(x)− u(y)|
|x− y|N+2s

dy ≤ C‖u‖C2s+α(Ω).

Now, for x, x′ ∈ Ω let r = 2|x− x′|. We have

J(x, x′) := (−∆)sΩu(x)− (−∆)sΩu(x
′) =

∫

|x−y|<r

u(x)− u(y)

|x− y|N+2s
dy −

∫

|x−y|<r

u(x′)− u(y)

|x′ − y|N+2s
dy

+ (u(x)− u(x′))

∫

|x−y|>r

1

|x′ − y|N+2s
dy

−
∫

|x−y|>r
(u(x) − u(y))

(
1

|x− y|N+2s
− 1

|x′ − y|N+2s

)
dy.

We observe that if |y − x| < r, then |y − x′| ≤ 3r/2 and if |y − x| > r, then |y − x′| ≥ r/2.
Moreover for all t ∈ (0, 1), if |x− y| ≥ r, then |tx+ (1− t)x′ − y| ≥ |y − x|/2. We then have

|J(x, x′)| ≤ Crα

+ Cr2s+α
∫

|x′−y|>r/2
|x′ − y|−N−2s dy + C

∫ 1

0

∫

|x−y|≥r

|x− x′||x− y|2s+αdy
|tx+ (1− t)x′ − y|N+2s+1

dt

≤ Crα + C|x− x′|
∫

|x−y|≥r
|x− y|2s+α|x− y|−N−2s−1 ≤ Crα.

The proof is complete. �

Finally, we provide a new formula for the regional fractional Laplacian on domains. This
can be used to give a different proof of Lemma 4.1 in case s > 1

2 .
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Lemma 4.3. Let Ω be a bounded Cmax(2s,1) domain. Let u ∈ C2s+α(Ω), with 2s+α > 1 and
∂νu = 0 on ∂Ω. Then, for x ∈ Ω we have

(−∆)sΩu(x) =

∫

Ω

u(x)− u(y)−∇u(x) · (x− y)

|x− y|N+2s
dy+

+
1

N + 2s− 2

∫

∂Ω

(
∇u(x)−∇u(y)

)
· ν(y)

|x− y|N+2s−2
dσ(y).

where ν is the unit exterior normal of Ω. Moreover, all the above integrals converge absolutely.

Notice that, for simplicity, we establish the result in case of bounded domains. Still, an
analogous result could be proved for unbounded domains.

Proof of Lemma 4.3. We have

(−∆)sΩu(x) =

∫

Ω

u(x)− u(y)−∇u(x) · (x− y)

|x− y|N+2s
dy + p.v.

∫

Ω

∇u(x) · (x− y)

|x− y|N+2s
dy.

Define

Iε(x) :=

∫

Ω∩∂Bε(x)

∇u(x) · ηε(y)
|x− y|N+2s−2

dσ(y),

where ηε is the unit exterior normal of Bε(x). Using that ∇y|x − y|−N−2s+2 = (N + 2s −
2)(x− y)|x− y|−N−2s, the divergence theorem and the fact that ∇u(y) · ν(y) = 0 for y ∈ ∂Ω,
we then get

(N + 2s− 2)p.v.

∫

Ω

∇u(x) · (x− y)

|x− y|N+2s
dy = p.v.

∫

∂Ω

∇u(x) · ν(y)
|x− y|N+2s−2

dσ(y)

=

∫

∂Ω

[∇u(x)−∇u(y)] · ν(y)
|x− y|N+2s−2

dσ(y) + lim
ε→0

Iε(x).

If x ∈ Ω then we immediately get limε→0 Iε(x) = 0 and the result follows. We now consider
the case x ∈ ∂Ω, then denote by Hx := Tx∂Ω the tangent plane of ∂Ω at x and H+

x the upper
half space containing −ν(x) with boundary Hx. The proof is now complete once we show
that

Iε(x) = −C(N)ε1−2s∇u(x) · ν(x) + oε(1) = oε(1), (4.3)

where C(N) =
∫
SN−1
+

θN dσ(θ). We have

Iε(x) =

∫

Ω∩∂Bε(x)

∇u(x) · ηε(y)
|y − x|N+2s−2

dσ(y) = ε−N−2s+1

∫

Ω∩∂Bε(x)
∇u(x) · (y − x)dσ(y)

= ε−N−2s+1

∫

H+
x ∩∂Bε(x)

∇u(x) · (y − x)dσ(y)− ε−N−2s+1

∫

Ω△H+
x ∩∂Bε(x)

∇u(x) · (y − x)dσ(y).

(4.4)

By oddness, we have
∫
H+
x ∩∂Bε(x)

∇u(x) · (y − x)dσ(y) = −εN∇u(x) ·ν(x)
∫
SN−1
+

θN dσ(θ). On

the other hand, since Ω is of class C2s, we can write a neighbourhood of x in ∂Ω as a graph
of a function yN = γ(y′) = o(|y′|2s) over the tangent plane Hx. We then observe that if
y ∈ Ω△H+

x ∩ ∂Bε(x) then |y′ − x| ≤ ε and |yN | ≤ γ(y′), so that

|Ω△H+
x ∩ ∂Bε(x)| = εN−2o(ε2s).

We thus conclude from this and (4.4) that (4.3) holds. �
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Remark 4.4. It follows from the above proof that the map

x 7→
∫

Ω∩|x−y|>ε

u(x)− u(y)

|x− y|N+2s
dy

converges in Cloc(Ω) to (−∆)sΩu, as ε → 0. The proof also shows that for (−∆)sΩu(x) to be
defined at x ∈ ∂Ω, then necessarily, ∂νu(x) = 0. See also [16], where these type of results
were obtained.

5. Regional Neumann problem

In this section, we consider Ω a domain of class Cmax(1,2s+α) with 0 ∈ ∂Ω and ν(0) = −eN .
For, 2 > 2s+α > 1, we suppose that there exists a global diffeomorphism ψ ∈ C2s+α(RN ;RN ),
satisfying

∂Ω ∩B2 = ψ(B′
2 × {0}), Ω ∩B2 = ψ(B+

2 ), ψ(0) = 0 (5.1)

and

− ∂yNψ(y
′, 0)

|∂yNψ(y′, 0)|
= ν(ψ(y′, 0)) for y′ ∈ B′

2, (5.2)

where ν is the exterior normal of ∂Ω, see [1] for the construction of such map.
In the case 2s + α < 1, we simply assume that ∂Ω ∩ B2 is parameterized by a global diffeo-
morphism ψ ∈ C1(RN ;RN ) satisfying (5.1).
Next, we define the operator Lψ by

Lψw(x) := cN,s

∫

B+
2

w(x) − w(y)

|ψ(x) − ψ(y)|N+2s
Jacψ(y) dy, (5.3)

so that for u(x) = w(ψ(x)), we get

(−∆)s
ψ(B+

2 )
u(ψ(x)) = Lψw(x). (5.4)

We also define the bilinear form Dψ : Hs(RN+ )×Hs(RN+ ) → R corresponding to this operator
as

Dψ(w,ϕ) =
cN,s
2

∫

B+
2 ×B+

2

(w(x) − w(y))(ϕ(x) − ϕ(y))

|ψ(x) − ψ(y)|N+2s
Jacψ(x)Jacψ(y) dydx.

Let A ∈ R
N−1 = {yN = 0} and define

qA(y) = A · y = A · y′ (5.5)

We now define
QA : RN → R

N , QA(x) = qA(ψ
−1(x)).

We have
QA(ψ(y)) = qA(y) = A · y′,

and thus
0 = ∂yN qA(y) = ∇QA(ψ(y)) · ∂yNψ(y).

This, together with (5.2), imply that

∂νQA = 0 on ∂Ω ∩B2.

Hence, since QA ∈ C2s+α(B2 ∩ Ω) for 2s + α > 1, by Lemma 4.1 and (5.4) we get:

Lemma 5.1. Let Lψ and qA be given by (5.4) and (5.5), respectively. Then,

‖LψqA‖Cα(B+
1 )

≤ C|A|.

with C depending only on α, ‖ψ‖C2s+α(B2), N, s.
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Proof. It follows from Lemma 4.1 and (5.4). �

Let

ℓ = ℓα =

{
1 for 2s+ α > 1

0 for 2s+ α < 1.
(5.6)

For r > 0 and w ∈ L2
loc(R

N ), let Ar,w ∈ R
N−1 such that

inf
A∈RN

‖w − ℓA · y′‖2
L2(B+

r )
= ‖w − ℓAr,w · y′‖2

L2(B+
r )
. (5.7)

Then

ℓAr,w · ei =
1∫

B+
r
z2i dz

∫

B+
r

w(y)yi dy. (5.8)

In particular
∫

B+
r

(w(y) − ℓAr,w · y′)yi dy = 0 for all i = 1, . . . , N − 1. (5.9)

Before stating the main result of the present section, we record first the following result
from [12].

Lemma 5.2 ( [12]). Let u ∈ Hs(RN+ ) and f ∈ L∞(RN+ ) be a solution to Dψ(u, ϕ) =
∫
RN+

uϕdx

for all ϕ ∈ C∞
c (B2). Then, for all ̺ ∈ (0, 2s), there exists C = C(N, s, ̺) > 0 such that

‖u‖C2s−̺(B1) ≤ C
(
‖u‖L2(RN+ ) + ‖f‖L∞(RN+ )

)
.

We next show the following.

Proposition 5.3. Let s ∈ (0, 1) and αs ∈ (0, 1− s) be given by Lemma 2.6. Let α ∈ (0, αs),
with 2s + α 6= 1, ψ be as above, with ‖ψ‖Cmax(1,2s+α)(RN ) ≤ c0. Let f ∈ Cα(RN+ ) and w ∈
Hs(RN+ ) ∩ C(RN+ ) such that w(0) = 0 and

Dψ(w,ϕ) =

∫

RN+

fϕdx for all ϕ ∈ C∞
c (B2).

Let ̺ < 2s + α− 1 if 2s + α > 1. Then, provided

ℓ|Ar,w| ≤ c0r
−̺, (5.10)

there exists C = C(N, s, α, c0, ̺, β) such that

sup
r>0

r−2s−β‖w − ℓAr,w · y′‖L∞(B+
r ) ≤ C(‖w‖L∞(RN+ ) + ‖f‖Cα(RN+ )), (5.11)

where β = α− ̺, ℓ = ℓα and Ar,u are given by (5.6) and (5.7) respectively.

Proof. Suppose that (5.11) does not hold. Then for all integer n ≥ 2, there exist ψn ∈
Cmax(1,2s+α)(RN ), fn ∈ Cαc (R

N
+ ) and wn ∈ Hs(RN+ ) ∩ C(RN+ ), with wn(0) = 0, such that

‖ψn‖Cmax(1,2s+α)(RN ) ≤ c0, (5.12)

‖wn‖L∞(RN+ ) + ‖fn‖Cα(RN+ ) ≤ 1 (5.13)

such that

ℓ|Ar,wn | ≤ c0r
−̺, (5.14)

Dψn(wn, ϕ) =

∫

RN+

fnϕdx for all ϕ ∈ C∞
c (B2). (5.15)
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and

sup
r>0

r−2s−α‖wn − ℓAr,wn · y′‖L∞(B+
r ) > n.

Then, since 2s+ β > 1 for 2s+ α > 1, by a well known (see e.g. [18]), we can find sequences
rn → 0 and θn → ∞ such that the function

vn(y) :=
1

r2s+αn θn

(
wn(rny)− rnℓArn,wn · y′

)

satisfies

‖vn‖L∞(B+
1 ) ≥

1

4
(5.16)

and, in view of (5.14), for all M ≥ 1 with Mrn ≤ 1,

‖vn‖L∞(B+
M ) ≤ CM2s+β, (5.17)

while for 2s+ α < 1

‖vn‖L∞(B+
M ) ≤ CM2s+β for all M ≥ 1, (5.18)

Moreover, by construction (recalling (5.9)),

vn(0) = 0,

∫

B+
1

vn(y)yi dy = 0 for all i = 1, . . . , N − 1. (5.19)

Now for Mrn > 1 and 2s + α > 1, we have

‖vn‖L∞(B+
M ) ≤

1

r2s+αn θn
(1 + r−̺n ) ≤M2s+β +M2s+β+̺ ≤ 2M2s+α.

In view of this, (5.17) and (5.18), we see that whenever 2s+ α 6= 1,

‖vn‖L∞(B+
M ) ≤ CM2s+α for all M ≥ 1. (5.20)

Define ψ̃n(x) = 1
rn
ψ(rnx) and let 1 < R < 1

rn
. Then by a change of variable in (5.15), we

thus get

D
ψ̃n

(χRvn, ϕ) =

∫

RN+

GnRϕdx for all ϕ ∈ C∞
c (BR

2
), (5.21)

where

GnR(x) :=
1

rβnθn
fn(rnx)+cN,s

∫

RN+

(χR(x)− χR(y))vn(y)

|ψ̃n(x)− ψ̃n(y)|N+2s
Jn(y) dy−

ℓ

rαnθn
Lψn [Arn,wn ·y′](rnx),

where Jn(y) := Jac
ψ̃n

(y)1B+
1
rn

(y). Since ψn is a global diffeomorphism, by (6.15) and increas-

ing c0 if necessary, we obtain

c0|x− y| ≥ |ψ̃n(x)− ψ̃n(y)| ≥ c−1
0 |x− y|, |Dψ̃n(x)| ≤ c0 for all x, y ∈ R

N . (5.22)

Define, for x ∈ BR/2,

FnR(x) := cN,s

∫

RN+

(χR(x)− χR(y))vn(y)

|ψ̃n(x)− ψ̃n(y)|N+2s
Jn(y) dy

= cN,s

∫

RN+∩{|y|≥R}

(1− χR(y))vn(y)

|ψ̃n(x)− ψ̃n(y)|N+2s
Jn(y) dy.
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Since ψ̃n(0) = 0, by the mean value theorem, we have FnR(x) = FnR(0) +Rn
R(x), where

Rn
R(x) := −(N + 2s)cN,s

∫ 1

0

∫

RN+

(ψ̃n(x)− ψ̃n(y)) · ψ̃n(x)
|ψ̃n(x)− ψ̃n(y)|

(1− χR(y))vn(y)

|tψ̃n(x)− ψ̃n(y)|N+2s+1
Jn(y) dy dt.

Note that by (5.22), |tψ̃n(x)− ψ̃n(y)| ≥ c0
2 |y| whenever |y| ≥ R and |x| ≤ R

2c20
. Therefore, by

(5.20) and (5.22), there exists C,n0 > 0 such that

|∇Rn
R(x)| ≤ CRα−1 for all R > 1, |x| ≤ R

2c20
and n ≥ n0 (5.23)

and by construction we have Rn
R(0) = 0. We can thus write

GnR(x) = Hn
R(x) + cnR +Rn

R(x), (5.24)

with

Hn
R(x) =

1

rβnθn

{
fn(rnx)− fn(0) + Lψn [Arn,wn · y′](rnx)− Lψn [Arn,wn · y′](0)

}

and

cnR =
1

rβnθn

{
fn(0) + Lψn [Arn,wn · y′](0)

}
+ FnR(0).

Recalling that ‖fn‖Cα(RN+ ) ≤ 1, we then get from (5.14) and Lemma 5.1 that

|Hn
R(x)| ≤

rαnC

rβnθn
+ ℓ

rα−̺n

rβnθn
≤ C(R)

θn
for all x ∈ BR/2. (5.25)

Let us now show that cnR is bounded. For this, we pick φ ∈ C∞
c (B+

1

2c20

) with
∫
RN

φdx = 1.

Then multiply (5.21) by φ and integrate over RN+ to get

|cnR| ≤
∫

RN+

|χR(x)vn(x)||Lψ̃nφ(x)| dx +

∫

RN+

|Hn
R(x)φ(x)|dx +

∫

RN+

|Rn
R(x)φ(x)|dx ≤ C(R).

(5.26)

In view of this, (5.21), (5.24), (5.25) and (5.23), we can apply Lemma 5.2, to deduce that (vn)n
is bounded in Cs+δloc (RN+ ), for some δ > 0, and converges to some v ∈ Cs+δloc (RN+ ) ⊂ Hs

loc(R
N
+ ).

In addition passing to the limit in (5.16), (5.20) and (5.19), we get

|v(x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|2s+α), (5.27)

‖v‖L∞(B+
1 ) ≥

1

4
, v(0) = 0,

∫

B+
1

v(y)yi dx = 0, for i = 1, . . . , N − 1. (5.28)

Passing to the limit in (5.21), (5.23) and using (5.26), we get, for all φ ∈ C∞
c (BRc2

0
2

),

cN,s

∫

R2N
+

((ηRv)(x) − (ηRv)(y))(φ(x) − φ(y))

|Bx−By|N+2s
det(B)2dydx =

∫

RN+

(c∞R +R∞
R (x))φ(x) dx,

where B = limn→∞Dψ̃n(0) = limn→∞Dψn(0) and

c∞R ∈ R, R∞
R (0) = 0, |∇R∞

R (x)| ≤ CRα−1 for all R ≥ 2 and x ∈ B R

2c2
0

. (5.29)
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Recall from the construction of ψn that B = diag(1, . . . , 1, λ) is a diagonal matrix, for some
λ 6= 0. Hence by scaling and (6.39), we can assume that

(−∆)s
RN+
v
α
= 0 in R

N
+ .

Applying Theorem 3.4 and using (6.37), we deduce that v(x) = b+ a · x′. This is in contra-
diction with (5.28). �

As a consequence, we have :

Corollary 5.4. Let s ∈ (0, 1) and αs ∈ (0, 1 − s) be given by Lemma 2.6. Let α ∈ (0, αs),
ψ be as above, with ‖ψ‖Cmax(1,2s+α)(RN ) ≤ c0. Let f ∈ Cα(RN+ ) and w ∈ Hs(B+

2 ) ∩ L∞(RN+ )

such that

Dψ(w,ϕ) =

∫

RN+

fϕdx for all ϕ ∈ C∞
c (B2).

Then, there exists C = C(N, s, c0, α) such that for all z ∈ B′
1/2 there exists a vector e = ez ∈

R
N−1 =: ∂RN+ , with |e| ≤ C and

sup
r>0

r−2s−α‖w − w(z) − e · (y′ − z)‖L∞(B+
r (z)) ≤ C

(
‖w‖L∞(RN+ ) + ‖f‖Cα(RN+ )

)
. (5.30)

In particular, if 2s+ α > 1 then ∂yNw = 0 on B′
1/2.

Proof. Thanks to Lemma 5.2, the function vz(x) = χ2(x)(w(x + z) − w(z)) satisfies the
hypothesis of Proposition 5.3 . We can thus prove (5.30) with z = 0. We assume for
simplicity that ‖w‖L∞(RN+ ) + ‖f‖Cα(RN+ ) ≤ 1.

If 2s + αs < 1, then the result clearly holds with e = 0. We start with (5.30) and we
distinguish the two cases 2s > 1 and 2s < 1. We start with the case 2s > 1, where Lemma
5.2, yields |w(y)| ≤ C|y|, so that (6.25) holds with ̺ = 0. By (5.11) and an (algebraic)
iteration argument (see e.g. [5, 18]), we can find e ∈ R

N−1 such that

‖w − e · y′‖L∞(B+
r ) ≤ Cr2s+α, |e| ≤ C. (5.31)

We finally consider the case 2s < 1. Here, (5.11) implies that |w(y)| ≤ C|y|2s+α′

as soon as
2s + α′ < 1 (i.e. α′ < 1− 2s < α). As a consequence w satisfies (6.25) with ̺ = 1− 2s − α′.
Therefore choosing α′ close to 1 − 2s so that 2s + α − ̺ > 1, we get from (5.11) and an
iteration argument, as above, that

‖w − e · y′‖L∞(B+
r ) ≤ Cr2s+α−̺, |e| ≤ C, (5.32)

which again implies that |w(y)| ≤ C|y|. Hence w satisfies (5.33) with ̺ = 0 which, once again
by an iteration argument, yields (5.32) with ̺ = 0.

If 2s = 1 then Lemma 5.2 implies that |w(y)| ≤ C|y|1−̺, for all ̺ ∈ (0, 1) so that (6.25)
holds with ̺ ∈ (0, α 1

2
). We thus get, from (5.11) and an iteration argument, as above, a

vector e ∈ R
N−1 such that

‖w − e · y′‖L∞(B+
r ) ≤ Cr

1+α 1
2
−̺
, |e| ≤ C. (5.33)

This gives |w(y)| ≤ C|y|, so that w satisfies (6.25) with ̺ = 0. Hence as above, we get (5.33)
with ̺ = 0. �

We will also need the following interior Schauder estimate.
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Lemma 5.5. Let Ω be an open set containing B2 and α ∈ (0, 1). Let f ∈ Cα(B2) and
v ∈ Hs(Ω) be a solution to

(−∆)sΩv = f in B2

satisfying C0 :=
∫
Ω

|v(y)|dy
1+|y|N+2s+1 <∞. Then, provided 2s+ α 6∈ N,

‖v‖C2s+α(B1) ≤ C(N, s, α)(C0 + ‖v‖L2(B2) + ‖f − f(0)‖Cα(B2)).

Proof. We have

(−∆)sΩ(χ2v) = f + gv in B1,

where for x ∈ B1

gv(x) = cN,s

∫

Ω
(1− χ2(y))|x− y|−N−2sv(y) dy.

Letting ṽ = χ2v ∈ Hs(RN ), we get

(−∆)s
RN
ṽ + ṽV = f + gv = c0 + (f − f(0)) + (gv − gv(0)) in B1/2,

where c0 = f(0) + gv(0), V (x) = cN,s
∫
RN\Ω |x − y|−N−2s dy. Clearly ‖V ‖C3(B1) ≤ C(N, s).

Moreover ‖gv − gv(0)‖C1(B1/2)
≤ C(N, s)C0. Now as in Remark 3.2(ii), we can estimate

|c0| ≤ C(N, s)
(
C0 + ‖ṽV ‖L1(B1/4)

+ ‖gv − gv(0)‖L1(B1/4)
+ ‖f − f(0)‖L1(B1/4)

)

≤ C(N, s)
(
C0 + ‖v‖L2(B2) + ‖f − f(0)‖L∞(B2)

)
.

By the interior regularity estimates in [11], we have that

‖ṽ‖C2s−ε(B1/4)
≤ C(N, s, ε)(C0 + ‖v‖L2(B2) + ‖f − f(0)‖L∞(B2)).

We can now apply the interior Schauder estimate in [18] and a standard bootstrap (only
necessary for 2s < 1 because α < 1) argument to get the desired estimate. �

We can now prove the following.

Theorem 5.6. Let s ∈ (0, 1) and αs ∈ (0, 1 − s) be given by Lemma 2.6, which satisfies

2s + αs > 1. Let Ω ⊂ R
N be a Cmax(1,2s+α) domain, with 0 ∈ ∂Ω, and let f ∈ Cα(Ω ∩ B1),

with α < αs and with α+ 2s 6= 1. Let u ∈ Hs(Ω) be such that

DΩ(u, ϕ) =

∫

Ω
fϕdx ∀ϕ ∈ C∞

c (B1).

Then,

‖u‖C2s+α(Ω∩B1/2)
≤ C

(
‖u‖L2(Ω) + ‖f‖Cα(Ω∩B1)

)
. (5.34)

with C depending only on N , s, α, and Ω.
Moreover, if 2s+ α > 1 then ∂νu = 0 on ∂Ω ∩B1, where ν is the exterior normal of ∂Ω.

Proof. We assume for simplicity that ‖u‖L2(Ω) + ‖f‖Cα(Ω) ≤ 1 and that Ω satisfies (5.1) and

(5.2).
By Corollary 5.4 and the change of variable w(y) = u(ψ(y)) we have that, for all ζ ∈

∂Ω ∩B1/2, there exists e = eζ ∈ R
N−1 =: ∂RN+ with |eζ | ≤ C and such that

‖u− u(ζ)− ℓαe · (ψ−1(·)− ζ)‖L∞(Br(ζ)∩Ω) ≤ Cr2s+α. (5.35)

In addition, using also (5.2), we have ∂νu = 0 on ∂Ω ∩B1/2 as soon as 2s+ α > 1.
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Let x0 ∈ Ω ∩ B1 and ζ ∈ ∂Ω be such that dist(x0, ∂Ω) = |x0 − ζ|. Put ρ := |x0−ζ|
4 and

x = x0−ζ
2 ∈ Ω then B2ρ(x) ⊂ Ω. We next, define

vρ(y) = (u(x+ ρy)− u(ζ))− ℓαe · (ψ−1(ρy + x)− ζ), fρ(y) = ρ2sf(x+ ρy)

and Ωρ =
1
ρ(Ω− x). Then

(−∆)sΩρvρ = fρ + Fρ =: Gρ in B2 ⊂ Ωρ, (5.36)

where Fρ(y) := ℓαρ
2s[(−∆)sΩ(e · ψ−1)](x+ ρy)). Since f ∈ Cα(Ω), using Lemma 4.1, we then

get [Gρ]Cα(B1) ≤ Cρ2s+α. By (5.35), we have that ‖vρ‖L∞(B1) ≤ Cρ2s+α and

‖vρ(·/ρ)‖L∞(BRρ∩(Ω−x)) ≤ ‖vρ(·/ρ)‖L∞(BRρ+2ρ∩(Ω−ζ)) ≤ C(Rρ)2s+α for all R ≥ 1.

(5.37)
Now applying Lemma 5.5 to (5.36), we obtain

‖vρ‖C2s+α(B1/4)
≤ C(N, s, α)

(∫

Ωρ\B1

|vρ(y)|dy
|y|N+2s+1

+ ‖vρ‖L∞(B1) + ‖Gρ −Gρ(0)‖Cα(B1)

)
.

Thanks to (5.37) and a change of variable we get
∫

Ωρ\B1

|vρ(y)|dy
|y|N+2s+1

= ρ2s+1

∫

(Ω−x)\Bρ

|vρ(x/ρ)|dx
|x|N+2s+1

≤
∞∑

i=0

(2iρ)−N−2s−1ρ2s+1

∫

(Ω−x){|y|<2i+1ρ}
|vρ(x/ρ)|, dx

≤ C
∞∑

i=0

(2iρ)−N−2s−1ρ2s+1(2i+1ρ)N+2s+α ≤ Cρ2s+α.

We conclude that ‖vρ‖C2s+α(B1/4)
≤ Cρ2s+α. Therefore scaling and translating back, we get

for 2s + α < 1 that

[u]C2s+α(Bρ(x)) ≤ C (5.38)

and thus [u]C2s+α(B1/2∩Ω) ≤ C because x is arbitrary.

If now 2s+ α > 1, we obtain

[∇u−∇e · (ψ−1(·)− ζ)]C2s+α−1(Bρ(x)) ≤ C.

Hence, since [∇e · (ψ−1(·)− ζ)]C2s+α−1(Bρ(x)) ≤ C, we get

[∇u]C2s+α−1(Bρ(x)) ≤ C.

This implies

[∇u]C2s+α−1(B1/2∩Ω) ≤ C.

�

Finally, we give the:

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The result follows from Theorem 5.6. �
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6. Regional Dirichlet problem

In this section, we consider φ ∈ C2,β(RN−1) satisfying ‖φ‖C2,β (RN−1) ≤ 1
4 and φ(0) =

|∇φ(0)| = 0. We define Φ(x′, xN ) = (x′, xN + φ(x′)). We start with the following result.

Lemma 6.1. Let η ∈ C2s−1
c (R) with η = 0 on R− and ℓ(x′) := a · x′ + b. Let f(x) =

η(xN )ℓ(x
′). Then, for all x ∈ R

N
+ ,

cN,s

∫

RN+

f(x)− f(y)

|Φ(x)−Φ(y)|N+2s
dy = ℓ(x′)T1(x

′)(−∆)sR+
η(xN ) + ℓ(x′)T3(x

′)(−∆)sR+
(xNη)

− T2(x
′) · a

∫

R

(t− xN )(η(t) − η(xN ))

|xN − t|1+2s
dt− T3(x

′)ℓ(x′)
(
η(−∆)sR+

xN + xN (−∆)sR+
η
)
+ h(x),

where ‖h‖
Cmin(α,β)(B+

1 )
≤ C‖η‖C2s−1(R) for all α < 2s − 1, T1(0) = 1, T2(0) = 0 and

‖Tj‖C1,β (B′

1)
≤ C(N, s, β), for j = 1, 2. Moreover, ‖T3‖Cβ(B′

1)
≤ C(N, s, β) and

T3(0) = −D2φ(0)[ei, ei] = −∆φ(0). (6.1)

Proof. We have

∫

RN+

f(x)− f(y)

|Φ(x)− Φ(y)|N+2s
dy =

∫

RN−1

∫ ∞

−xN

f(x)− f(x+ z)

|Φ(x)− Φ(x+ z)|N+2s
dz

=

∫

RN−1

∫ ∞

−xN

f(x)− f(x+ z)

|DΦ(x′)z|N+2s
dz +

∫

RN−1

∫ ∞

−xN

f(x)− f(x+ z))

|z|N+2s
B(x′, |z′|, z′/|z′|, z/|z|) dz,

where

B(x′, r, θ′, θ) =
1

|
∫ 1
0 DΦ(x′ + trθ′)θdt|N+2s

− 1

|DΦ(x′)θ|N+2s
.

Recall that for all y ∈ R
N

DΦ(x+ rθ′)y = y +
(
∇φ(x′ + rθ′) · y′

)
eN .

We can thus write

B(x′, r, θ′, θ) = rµ1(x
′, θ′, θ) + rO(x′, r, θ′, θ), (6.2)

where

µ1(x
′, θ′, θ) = ∂rB(x′, 0, θ′, θ) = −(N + 2s)

D2Φ(x′)[θ′, θ − (θ · eN )eN ] ·DΦ(x′)θ

|DΦ(x′)θ|N+2s+2
,

and

O(x′, r, θ′, θ) = ∂rB(x′, r, θ′, θ)− ∂rB(x′, 0, θ′, θ).

We then have µ1,O ∈ Cβx (B2), µ1(x
′,−θ′,−θ) = −µ1(x′, θ′, θ), |O(x′, r, θ′, θ)| ≤ Cmin(1, rβ)

and

|O(x′, r, θ′, θ)| ≤ Cmin(1, rβ), |O(x′, r, θ′, θ)−O(x′, r, θ′, θ)| ≤ Cmin(|x′−x′|, rβ). (6.3)
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We thus get from (6.2),

cN,s

∫

RN+

f(x)− f(y)

|Φ(x)− Φ(y)|N+2s
dy = cN,s

∫

RN−1

∫ ∞

−xN

f(x)− f(x+ z)

|DΦ(x′)z|N+2s
dz

+ cN,s

∫

RN−1

∫ ∞

−xN

f(x)− f(x+ z))

|z|N+2s
|z′|µ1(x′, z′/|z′|, z/|z|) dz

+ cN,s

∫

RN−1

∫ ∞

−xN

f(x)− f(x+ z))

|z|N+2s
|z′|O(x′, |z′|, z′/|z′|, z/|z|) dz

= I1(x) + I2(x) + I3(x). (6.4)

Letting T1(x
′) := 1

c1,s

∫
RN−1

cN,s
|DΦ(x′)(z′,1)|N+2s dz

′ and T2(x
′)·ei = cN,s

∫
RN−1

zi
|DΦ(x′)(z′,1)|N+2s dz

′,

we then get

I1(x) = ℓ(x′)

∫

RN−1

∫ ∞

−xN

η(xN )− η(xN + zN )

|DΦ(x′)z|N+2s
dz −

∫

RN−1

∫ ∞

−xN

a · z′η(xN + zN )

|DΦ(x′)z|N+2s
dz

= T1(x
′)ℓ(x′)c1,s

∫ ∞

−xN

η(xN )− η(xN + zN )

|zN |1+2s
dzN − T2(x

′) · a
∫ ∞

−xN

zN
η(xN + zN )

|zN |1+2s
dzN

= T1(x
′)ℓ(x′)(−∆)sR+

η(xN )− T2(x
′) · a

∫

R+

(t− xN )η(t)

|xN − t|1+2s
dt.

Since η = 0 on R−, then∫

R+

(t− xN )η(t)

|xN − t|1+2s
dt =

∫

R

(t− xN )η(t)

|xN − t|1+2s
dt =

∫

R

(t− xN )(η(t) − η(xN ))

|xN − t|1+2s
dt.

We thus conclude that

I1(x) = T1(x
′)ℓ(x′)(−∆)sR+

η(xN )− T2(x
′) · a

∫

R

(t− xN )(η(t) − η(xN ))

|xN − t|1+2s
dt. (6.5)

Since DΦ(0) = id, we see that T1(0) =
1
c1,s

∫
RN−1

cN,s

(1+|z′|2)
N+2s

2

dz′ = 1 and by oddness we have

T2(0) = 0.

We consider next I2. Similarly, letting T3(x
′) =

cN,s
c1,s

∫
RN−1

|z′|
|(z′,1)|N+2sµ1(x

′, z
′

|z′| ,
(z′,1)
|(z′,1)|) dz

′,

we obtain

I2(x) =T3(x
′)ℓ(x′)c1,s

∫ ∞

−xN

zN
η(xN )− η(xN + zN )

|zN |1+2s
dzN + h1(x)

= T3(x
′)ℓ(x′)c1,s

∫

R+

(t− xN )(η(xN )− η(t))

|xN − t|1+2s
dt+ h1(x)

= T3(x
′)ℓ(x′)

(
(−∆)sR+

(xNη)− η(−∆)sR+
xN − xN (−∆)sR+

η
)
+ h1(x), (6.6)

where

h1(x) := cN,s

∫

RN−1

∫ ∞

−xN

|z′|a · z′η(xN + zN )

|z|N+2s
µ1(x

′, z′/|z′|, z/|z|) dz

= cN,s

∫

RN−1

|z′|a · z′
|(z′, 1)|N+2s

µ1(x
′,
z′

|z′| ,
(z′, 1)

|(z′, 1)| ) dz
′

∫ ∞

−xN

zNη(xN + zN )

|zN |2s
dzN .

Since 2s > 1, we can easily see that

‖h1‖Cmin(β,2s−1)(B+
1 )

≤ C|a|‖η‖C2s−1(R). (6.7)
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Using that DΦ(0) = Id, a change of variable and integration by part, we get

c1,sT3(0) = −(N + 2s)cN,s

∫

RN−1

|z′|2D2φ(0)[z′/|z′|, z′/|z′|]
|(z′, 1)|N+2s+2

dz′

= −(N + 2s)cN,s

∫ ∞

0

rN

(r2 + 1)
N+2s+2

2

dr

N−1∑

i=1

D2φ(0)[ei, ei]

∫

SN−2

θ21dσ(θ)

= −(N + 2s)
cN,s|SN−2|
N − 1

∫ ∞

0

rN

(r2 + 1)
N+2s+2

2

dr

N−1∑

i=1

D2φ(0)[ei, ei]

= −cN,s|SN−2|
∫ ∞

0

rN−2

(r2 + 1)
N+2s

2

dr
N−1∑

i=1

D2φ(0)[ei, ei] = −c1,s
N−1∑

i=1

D2φ(0)[ei, ei]. (6.8)

Here, we used that cN,s
∫
RN−1

1

(1+|z′|2)
N+2s

2

dz′ = c1,s. Finally, using (6.3), we see that

‖I3‖Cmin(α,β)(B+
1 )

≤ C‖f‖C2s−1(R) for all α ∈ (0, 2s − 1).

From this together with (6.8), (6.7), (6.6), (6.5) and (6.4), we get the result. �

Lemma 6.2. Let η ∈ C∞
c (−3, 3) with η = 1 on (−2, 2) and ℓ(x′) := a · x′ + b. Define

P (x) = η(xN )(xN )
2s−1
+ ℓ(x′)− bT3(0)η(xN )(xN )

2s
+ ,

where T3(0) is given by Lemma 6.1. Then, for all x ∈ B+
1 ,

cN,s

∫

RN+

P (x)− P (y)

|Φ(x)− Φ(y)|N+2s
dy = g1(x) log(xN ) + g2(x),

where ‖gi‖Cmin(β,α)(B+
1 )

≤ C(N, s, β, α, η)(|a| + |b|) for all α < 2s− 1 and g1(0) = 0.

Proof. Recall from Lemma 6.1 that

cN,s

∫

RN+

P (x)− P (y)

|Φ(x)− Φ(y)|N+2s
dy = L1(x) + L2(x) + h(x), (6.9)

where h ∈ Cβ(B+
1 ),

L1(x) = ℓ(x′)T1(x
′)(−∆)sR+

(x2s−1
N η) + ℓ(x′)T3(x

′)(−∆)sR+
(x2sN η)

− bT3(0)T1(x
′)(−∆)sR+

(x2sN η)− bT3(0)T3(x
′)(−∆)sR+

(x2s+1
N η)

and

L2(x) = −T2(x′) · a
∫

R

(t− xN )(t
2s−1
+ η(t)− (xN )

2s−1
+ η(xN ))

|xN − t|1+2s
dt

− T3(x
′)ℓ(x′)

(
ηx2s−1

N (−∆)sR+
xN + xN (−∆)sR+

(x2s−1
N η)

)

− bT3(0)T2(x
′) · a

∫

R

(t− xN )(t
2s
+ η(t)− (xN )

2s
+ η(xN ))

|xN − t|1+2s
dt

− bT3(0)T3(x
′)
(
ηx2sN (−∆)sR+

xN + xN (−∆)sR+
(x2sN η)

)
. (6.10)

We now write

L1(x) = −bT3(0)(T1(x′)− 1)(−∆)sR+
(x2sN η) + b(T3(x

′)− T3(0))(−∆)sR+
(x2sN η)

+ a · x′T3(x′)(−∆)sR+
(x2sN η)− bT3(x

′)(−∆)sR+
(x2s+1
N η) + ℓ(x′)T1(x

′)(−∆)sR+
(x2s−1
N η).
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Moreover since xN 7→ x2s+1
N η(xN ) has zero derivative at xN = 0, we get (−∆)s

R+
(x2s+1
N η) ∈

Cβ([0, 1]) by Lemma 4.1. In addition, since (−∆)s
R+
x2s−1 = 0, we see that (−∆)s

R+
(x2s−1)η ∈

Cβ([0, 1]). Therefore, recalling that T1(0) = 1, we thus obtain

L1(x) = g1(x)H(xN ) + g2(x), (6.11)

for some functions gi as in the statement of the lemma and H(xN ) = (−∆)s
R+

(x2sN η)(xN ). To

estimate L2, we first observe that

c1,s

∫

R

(t− xN )(t
2s−1
+ η(t)− (xN )

2s−1
+ η(xN ))

|xN − t|1+2s
dt

= −(−∆)s(xN (xN )
2s−1
+ η) + xN (−∆)s((xN )

2s−1
+ η)

= −(−∆)sR+
((xN )

2sη)− as + xNcN,s

∫

R+

η(xN )− η(t))t2s−1

|xN − t|1+2s
dt,

where we used that (−∆)s
R+
x2s−1
N = 0 and (−∆)sxN = 0 and the formula (−∆)s(1R+u)(x) =

(−∆)s
R+
u+ asx

−2su in R+. We have that

c1,s

∫

R

(t− xN )(t
2s
+ η(t)− (xN )

2s
+ η(xN ))

|xN − t|1+2s
dt = −(−∆)s((xN )

2s+1
+ η) + xN (−∆)s(xN )

2s
+ η

= −(−∆)s((xN )
2s+1
+ η) + xN (−∆)sR+

(x2sN η) + asxN . (6.12)

Moreover (−∆)s
R+
xN = κsx

1−2s
N , for some κs > 0. Next, using that (−∆)s

R+
x2s−1 = 0, we

see that (−∆)s
R+

(x2s−1η) ∈ Cβ([0, 1]). Since T2(0) = 0, we thus get from (6.12) and (6.13),

L2(x) = g1(x)H(xN ) + g2(x), (6.13)

for some functions gi as in the statement of the lemma and H(xN ) = (−∆)s
R+

(x2sN η)(xN ).

To conclude, we observe that

H ′(xN ) = 2s(−∆)s(x2s−1
N η)(xN ) + (−∆)s(x2sN η

′)(xN )− asη
′(xN )

= 2s(−∆)sR+
(x2s−1
N η)(xN ) + asx

−1
N η(xN ) + (−∆)s(x2sN η

′)(xN )− asη
′(xN ).

As a consequence, xN 7→ H ′(xN ) − asx
−1
N ∈ C∞([0, 1]). It follows that for xN ∈ (0, 1), we

have H(xN ) = −
∫ 1/2
xN

H ′(t) dt + H(1/2) = as log xN + h̃(xN ), with h̃ ∈ C∞([0, 1]). In view

of this, (6.13), (6.11) and (6.9), we get the result. �

6.1. Expansion near the boundary. In the remaining of this section, we define BΦ :
Hs(RN+ )×Hs(RN+ ) → R by

BΦ(u, ϕ) :=
cN,s
2

∫

RN+×RN+

(u(x)− u(y))(ϕ(x) − ϕ(y))

|Φ(x)− Φ(y)|N+2s
dxdy.

We start recalling the following result from [12].

Lemma 6.3 ( [12]). Let 2s > 1. Let f ∈ Lp(B+
2 ) and u ∈ Hs

0(R
N
+ ) by a solution to

BΦ(u, ϕ) =

∫

RN+

fϕdx for all ϕ ∈ C∞
c (B+

2 ).

Then for all p > N , there exists C = C(N, s, p) > 0 such that

‖u/x2s−1
N ‖C1−N/p(B+

1 ) ≤ C
(
‖u‖L2(RN+ ) + ‖f‖Lp(B+

2 )

)
.
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We state the next result which is crucial for the proof of Theorem 6.7.

Proposition 6.4. Let s ∈ (12 , 1), αs ∈ (0, 1− s) be given by Lemma 2.6 and β ∈ (0, αs). Let

α ∈ (0,min(β, 2s − 1)), with 2s+ α 6= 1, f ∈ Cα(RN+ ) and w ∈ Hs
0(R

N
+ ) such that

BΦ(w,ϕ) =

∫

RN+

fϕdx for all ϕ ∈ C∞
c (B+

2 )

and

‖w/x2s−1
N ‖L∞(RN+ ) + ‖f‖Cα(RN+ ) ≤ 1.

Let η ∈ C∞
c (−3, 3) with η = 1 on (−2, 2). Then, there exists C = C(N, s, α, β, η) such that

sup
r>0

r−1−α

∥∥∥∥∥
w

x2s−1
N

−
(
ar,w · x′ + br,w(1− T3(0)xN )

)
η(xN )

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞(B+

r )

≤ C, (6.14)

where ar,w := Ar,w/x2s−1
N

is given by (5.7),

br,w =
1∫

B+
r
(1− T3(0)yN )2dy

∫

B+
r

w

x2s−1
N

(y)(1 − T3(0)yN )dy,

and T3(0) = −∆φ(0) is given by (6.1).

Proof. Suppose on the contrary that (6.14) does not hold. Then for all integer n ≥ 2, there
exist φn ∈ C2,β(RN−1), fn ∈ Cα(RN+ ) and wn ∈ Hs

0(R
N
+ ), such that

‖φn‖C2,β(RN−1) ≤
1

4
, φn(0) = |∇φn(0)| = 0, (6.15)

‖wn/x2s−1
N ‖L∞(RN+ ) + ‖fn‖Cα(RN+ ) ≤ 1 (6.16)

with

BΦ(wn, ϕ) =

∫

RN+

fnϕdx for all ϕ ∈ C∞
c (B+

2 ). (6.17)

and

sup
r>0

r−1−α

∥∥∥∥∥
wn

x2s−1
N

−
(
ar,wn · x′ + br,wn(1− T n3 (0)xN )

)
η(xN )

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞(B+

r )

> n, (6.18)

where (recalling (6.1))

T n3 (0) := −∆φn(0). (6.19)

Define

Qr(x) = ar,wn · x′ + br,wn(1− T n3 (0)xN ).

By (6.16), we can define the monotone nonincrease sequence of function θn by

θn(ρ) := sup
r>ρ

r−1−α

∥∥∥∥∥
wn

x2s−1
N

−Qr(x)η(xN )

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞(B+

r )

. (6.20)

Obviously, for n ≥ 2, by (6.18), there exists ρn > 0 such that

θn(ρn) > n/2 ≥ 1. (6.21)
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Hence, provided n ≥ 2, by definition of θn(ρn) as a supremum and the monotonicity of θn,
there exists rn ≥ ρn such that

θn(rn) ≥ r−1−α
n

∥∥∥∥∥
wn

x2s−1
N

−Qrn(x)η(xN )

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞(B+

rn )

≥ θn(ρn)− 1/2 ≥ (1− 1/2)θn(ρn) ≥
1

2
θn(rn), (6.22)

Also by (6.21) and the above estimate, we have that θn(rn) ≥ n
2 − 1

2 → ∞ as n → ∞. We

now define vn ∈ Hs
0(R

N
+ ) by

vn(x) :=
1

r2s+αn θn(rn)

(
wn(rnx)−Qrn(rnx)η(rnxN )(rnxN )

2s−1
)
.

In view of (6.22), it clearly satisfies

‖vn/x2s−1
N ‖L∞(B+

1 ) ≥
1

2
. (6.23)

Moreover, by construction (recalling (5.9)),
∫

B+
1

vn

x2s−1
N

(y)(1 − T n3 (0)yN )dy = 0,

∫

B+
1

vn

x2s−1
N

(y)yi dy = 0 for all i = 1, . . . , N − 1.

(6.24)
Note that by Lemma 6.3, (6.17) and (6.16),

|ar,wn | ≤ c0r
−̺, for all ̺ ∈ (0, β − α). (6.25)

By (6.15) and (6.19), for M ≤ 1, we have

‖Q2r −Qr‖2L2(BM ) ≍ |BM |
(
M2|a2r,wn − ar,wn|2 + |b2r,wn − br,wn|2

)
. (6.26)

Therefore by (6.20), for 2r ≤ 1,

2r|a2r,wn − ar,wn |+ |b2r,wn − br,wn |
≤ C

∥∥wn/x2s−1
N −Q2r

∥∥
L∞(B+

2r)
+ C

∥∥wn/x2s−1
N −Qr

∥∥
L∞(B+

r )

≤ C
(
θn(2r)(2r)

1+α + θn(r)r
1+α
)
≤ Cθn(r)r

1+α.

Using the monotonicity of θn, we see that for all m ∈ N such that 2mr ≤ 1, we get

‖Q2mr −Qr‖L∞(B2mr) ≤ C‖Q2mr −Qr‖L2(B2mr) ≤ C
m∑

i=1

‖Q2ir −Q2i−1‖L2(B
2ir

)

≤ C
m∑

i=1

2ir|a2ir,wn − a2i−1r,wn|+ |b2ir,wn − b2i−1r,wn| ≤ Cθn(r)
m∑

i=1

2i(1+β)r1+α

≤ Cθn(r)(2
mr)1+α.

Hence for all M ≥ 1 such that Mr ≤ 1, we get

‖QMr −Qr‖L∞(BMr) ≤ θn(r)(Mr)1+α.
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From this, (6.20) and the monotonicity of θn, we then have, for Mr ≤ 1,

∥∥vn/x2s−1
N

∥∥
L∞(B+

M )
=

1

r1+αn θn(rn)
‖wn/x2s−1

N −Qrn‖L∞(B+
Mrn

)

+
1

r1+αn θn(rn)
‖wn/x2s−1

N −QMrn‖L∞(B+
Mrn

) +
1

r1+αn θn(rn)
‖QMrn −Qrn‖L∞(BMrn )

≤ CM1+α.

As a consequence,

‖vn‖L∞(B+
M ) ≤ CM2s+α whenever Mrn ≤ 1. (6.27)

Now for Mrn > 1 and using (6.15), we have (recall that 2s+ α > 1)

‖vn‖L∞(B+
M ) ≤

C

r2s+αn θn(rn)
(1 + r−̺n +Mrn + |T n3 (0)|Mrn) ≤ CM2s+α+̺.

In view of this and (6.27) we deduce that

‖vn‖L∞(B+
M ) ≤ CM2s+β for all M ≥ 1. (6.28)

Letting Φ̃n(x) =
1
rn
Φ(rnx), we thus get

BΦ̃n
(χRvn, ϕ) =

∫

RN+

GnRϕdx for all ϕ ∈ C∞
c (B+

1
rn

), (6.29)

where

GnR(x) :=
1

rβnθn(rn)
fn(rnx) + cN,s

∫

RN+

(χR(x)− χR(y))vn(y)

|Φ̃n(x)− Φ̃n(y)|N+2s
dy − 1

rβnθn(rn)
(LΦnPn)(rnx),

Pn(x) = η(xN )
(
arn,wn · x′ + brn,wn(1− T n3 (0)xN )

)
x2s−1
N

and (LΦnPn)(x) = cN,s
∫
RN+

Pn(x)−Pn(y)
|Φn(x)−Φn(y)|N+2s dy. By Lemma 6.2,

(LΦnPn)(rnx) = g1,n(rnx) log(rnxN ) + g2,n(rnx) (6.30)

and thus using (6.25) we see that

1

rβnθn(rn)
|(LΦnPn)(rnx)− (g2,n(rnx)− g2,n(0))| ≤

Crβn|x|β
rαnθn(rn)

(1 + | log xN |+ | log rn|) (r−̺n + 1)

≤ C|x|β
θn(rn)

(1 + | log xN |) . (6.31)

Since |∇φn| ≤ 1
4 and Φ̃n(x) = x+ (0, r−1

n φn(rnx)), we obtain

2|x− y| ≥ |Φ̃n(x)− Φ̃n(y)| ≥
1

2
|x− y|, |DΦ̃n(x)| ≤ 2 for all x, y ∈ R

N . (6.32)

Define, for x ∈ BR/2,

FnR(x) := cN,s

∫

RN+

(χR(x)− χR(y))vn(y)

|Φ̃n(x)− Φ̃n(y)|N+2s
dy

= cN,s

∫

RN+∩{|y|≥R}

(1− χR(y))vn(y)

|Φ̃n(x)− Φ̃n(y)|N+2s
dy.
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By the mean value theorem and the fact that Φ̃n(0) = 0, we have FnR(x) = FnR(0) +Rn
R(x),

where

Rn
R(x) := −(N + 2s)cN,s

∫ 1

0

∫

RN+

(Φ̃n(x)− Φ̃n(y)) · Φ̃n(x)
|Φ̃n(x)− Φ̃n(y)|

(1− χR(y))vn(y)

|tΦ̃n(x)− Φ̃n(y)|N+2s+1
dy dt.

Note that by (6.32), |tΦ̃n(x) − Φ̃n(y)| ≥ 1
4 |y| whenever |y| ≥ R and |x| ≤ R

4 . Therefore, by
(5.20) and (6.32), there exists C > 0 such that

|∇Rn
R(x)| ≤ CRβ−1 for all R > 1, |x| ≤ R

4
and n ≥ 2 (6.33)

and by construction we have Rn
R(0) = 0. We can thus write

GnR(x) = Hn
R(x) + cnR +Rn

R(x), (6.34)

with (recalling (6.30))

Hn
R(x) =

1

rαnθn(rn)
{fn(rnx)− fn(0)− (LΦnPn)(rnx) + (g2,n(rnx)− g2,n(0))}

and

cnR =
1

rαnθn(rn)
(fn(0) − g2,n(0)) + FnR(0).

Recalling that ‖fn‖Cα(RN+ ) ≤ 1, we then get from (6.31) that

|Hn
R(x)| ≤

C(R)

θn(rn)
(1 + | log xN |) for all x ∈ B+

R/2,

so that

‖Hn
R‖Lp(BR/2) ≤

C(R)

θn(rn)
for all p > 1. (6.35)

Let us now show that (cnR)n∈N is bounded. For this, we pick φ ∈ C∞
c (B+

1/4) with
∫
RN

φdx = 1

and let R ≥ 2. Then multiply (6.29) by φ and integrate over RN+ to get

|cnR| ≤
∫

RN

|χR(x)vn(x)||LΦ̃n
φ(x)| dx+

∫

BR/2

|Hn
R(x)φ(x)|dx +

∫

BR/2

|Rn
R(x)φ(x)|dx ≤ C(R).

(6.36)

In view of this, (6.29), (6.34), (6.35) and (6.33), we can apply Lemma 6.3, to deduce that

vn is bounded in C2s−1
loc (RN+ ) ∩Hs

loc(R
N
+ ) and converges to some v ∈ C2s−1

loc (RN+ ) ∩Hs
loc(R

N
+ ).

Moreover vn/x
2s−1
N converges to v/x2s−1

N in C1−ε
loc (RN+ ), for all ε ∈ (0, 1). In addition passing

to the limit in (6.23), (6.28) and (6.24), we get

|v(x)| ≤ C|x|2s+β for all x ∈ R
N , (6.37)

‖v/x2s−1
N ‖L∞(B+

1 ) ≥
1

2
,

∫

B+
1

v

x2s−1
N

(1− T∞
3 (0)xN ) dx =

∫

B+
1

v

x2s−1
N

xi dx = 0, (6.38)

for i = 1, . . . , N − 1, where T∞
3 (0) is the limit T n3 (0) as n→ ∞ and satisfies |T∞

3 (0)| ≤ 1/4.
Passing to the limit in (6.29), (6.33) and using (6.36), we get, for all φ ∈ C∞

c (BR
4
),

∫

R2N
+

((ηRv)(x)− (ηRv)(y))(ϕ(x) − ϕ(y))

|x− y|N+2s
dydx =

∫

RN+

(c∞R +R∞
R (x))ϕ(x) dx

and

c∞R ∈ R, R∞
R (0) = 0, |∇R∞

R (x)| ≤ CRβ−1 for all R ≥ 2 and x ∈ BR
2
. (6.39)
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Consequently, since β < αs < 1,

(−∆)s
RN+
v
β
= 0 in R

N
+ .

Applying Theorem 3.4 and using (6.37), we deduce that v
x2s−1
N

(x) = b + a · x′. This is in

contradiction with (6.38). �

Corollary 6.5. Under the assumptions of Proposition 6.4, there exist a ∈ R
N−1 and b ∈ R

with |a|+ |b| ≤ C such that letting ψ = w
x2s−1
N

, we get

∥∥ψ −
(
(a · x′ + b)− bT3(0)xN

)∥∥
L∞(B+

r )
≤ Cr1+α for all r > 0. (6.40)

Moreover a = ∇x′ψ(0), b = ψ(0) and ∂xNψ(0) = −bT3(0).
Proof. Let Qr(x) = ar,w · x′ + br,w(1 − T3(0)xN ). Let 0 < ρ2 ≤ ρ1/4 ≤ 1/4. Pick k ∈ N and

σ ∈ [1/4, 1/2] such that ρ2 = σkρ1. Then provided r ∈ (0, 1), by (6.26) and (6.14) we get

ρ1|aρ2,w − aρ1,w|+ |bρ2,w − bρ1,w|

≤
k−1∑

i=0

σi+1ρ1|aσi+1ρ1,w − aσiρ1,w|+
k−1∑

i=0

|bσi+1ρ1,w − bσiρ1,w|

≤ C
1

|Bσi+1ρ1 |
1
2

‖Qσi+1ρ1 −Qσiρ1‖L2(B
σi+1ρ1

)

≤ C
k−1∑

i=0

(
‖ψ −Qσiρ1‖L∞

(
B
σiρ1

) + ‖ψ −Qσi+1ρ1‖L∞

(
B
σi+1ρ1

)
)

≤ C

k−1∑

i=0

(
(σiρ1)

1+α + (σi+1ρ1)
1+α
)
≤ Cρ1+α1 .

This implies that the limits a := limr→0 ar,w and b := limr→0 br,w exist. Moreover, letting
ρ2 → 0 and ρ1 = 1/2 in the above estimate, we get |a|+ |b| ≤ C. Hence (6.40) follows.
It is by now easy to see from (6.40), that b = ψ(0) and ∇ψ(0) = (a,−bT3(0)). �

Corollary 6.6. Under the hypothesis of Proposition 6.4, there exists a constant C depending
only on N, s, α and β such that for all ξ ∈ B+

1 ∩ ReN ,

[w/x2s−1
N ]C1+α(BξN /2(ξ))

≤ C.

Proof. Let ξ := (0, 2ρ) ∈ B+
1 with ρ < 1/2. We define

P (x) = η(xN )(xN )
2s−1
+ (a · x′ + b)− bT3(0)η(xN )(xN )

2s
+ ,

where b and a are given by Corollary 6.5 and T3(0) is given by Lemma 6.2. Put vξ(y) =
w(ξ + ρy)− P (ξ + ρy), fξ(y) = ρ2sf(ξ + ρy). We have

LΦρvξ = fξ(x) + ρ2s(LΦP )(ξ + ρx) for all ϕ ∈ C∞
c (B+

1 ), (6.41)

where Φρ(x) = ρ−1Φ(ρx+ ξ) = (x′, xN + ρ−1φ(ρx′)) and

LΦρv(x) = cN,s

∫

{yN>−2}

v(x)− v(y)

|Φρ(x)− Φρ(y)|N+2s
dy.

By Lemma 6.2, we have

F (x) := (LΦP )(ξ + ρx) = g1(ξ + ρx) log(2ρ+ ρxN ) + g2(ξ + ρx)
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from which it follows that ‖F‖Cβ([0,1)) ≤ Cρβ| log ρ| ≤ Cρα. Note that |uξ(x)| ≤ C(1 +

|x|2s+α) and thus since Φρ ∈ C2(RN ;RN ) is a global (volume preserving) diffeomorphism, by
a change of variable and (6.41), we obtain

(−∆)sΩρvξ ◦Φ−1
ρ =Gξ ◦Φ−1

ρ in Ωρ,

where Gξ(x) := fξ(x)+ρ
2sF (ξ+ρx) and Ωρ = Φ−1

ρ ({yN > −2}). We note that [Gξ]Cα(B1/2) ≤
ρ2s+α, ‖vξ ◦Φ−1

ρ ‖L∞(B1/2) ≤ ρ2s+α and B1 ⊂ Ωρ. We then apply Lemma 5.5 to deduce that

‖vξ ◦ Φ−1
ρ ‖C2s+α(B1/4)

≤ C

(∫

Ωρ\B1/8

|y|−N−2s−1|vξ ◦Φ−1
ρ (y)|dy + ρ2s+α

)

≤ C

(∫

RN+ \B1/16

|x|−N−2s−1|vξ(x)|dx+ ρ2s+α

)

≤ C

(
∞∑

i=0

∫

2i−3>|x|>2i−4

|x|−N−2s−1|vξ(x)|dx + ρ2s+α

)

≤ C

(
∞∑

i=0

(2iρ)−N−2s−1ρ2s+1

∫

2i−3ρ>|z|>2i−4ρ
vξ(z/ρ)|dz + ρ2s+α

)

≤ C

(
∞∑

i=0

(2iρ)−N−2s−1ρ2s+1

∫

2iρ>|x|
|w(x) − P (x)|dx+ ρ2s+α

)

≤ C

(
∞∑

i=0

2i(α−1)ρ2s+α + ρ2s+α

)
≤ Cρ2s+α,

where we used (6.40) which yields |w(x)− P (x)| ≤ C|x|2s+α. We conclude that

‖vξ‖C2s+α(B1/4) ≤ Cρ2s+α.

Scaling and translating back, we then get

‖w − P‖L∞(Bρ/4(ξ)) ≤ Cρ2s+α, [∇w −∇P ]Cα(Bρ/4(ξ)) ≤ Cρ2s−1.

Combining the above estimates with

‖1/x2s−1
N ‖L∞(Bρ/4(ξ)) ≤ Cρ1−2s, [∇(1/x2s−1

N )]Cα(Bρ/4(ξ)) ≤ Cρ−2s−α

we finally get

[∇(w/x2s−1)−∇(P/x2s−1)]Cα(Bρ/4(ξ)) ≤ C.

Since [∇(P/x2s−1)]Cα(Bρ/4(ξ)) = 0, this yields

[∇(w/x2s−1)]Cα(Bρ/4(ξ)) ≤ C.

and the proof is complete. �

We now prove the following.

Theorem 6.7. Given s ∈ (12 , 1), let αs ∈ (0, 1− s) be given by Lemma 2.6. Let Ω ⊂ R
N be a

C2,β domain, with 0 ∈ ∂Ω, and f ∈ Cα(Ω ∩B1) with α < min{αs, 2s− 1, β} and α+2s 6= 1.
Let u ∈ Hs

0(Ω) be such that

DΩ(u, ϕ) =

∫

Ω
fϕdx ∀ϕ ∈ C∞

c (B1 ∩ Ω),
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and let δ = dist(x, ∂Ω). Then,

‖u/δ2s−1‖C1+α(Bρ/2∩Ω) ≤ C
(
‖u‖L2(Ω) + ‖f‖Cα(Ω)

)
, (6.42)

with C, ρ > 0 depending only on N , s, α, and Ω.
Moreover, letting ψ = u/δ2s−1, we have

∂νψ(σ) = −(N − 1)H∂Ω(σ)ψ(σ) for all σ ∈ ∂Ω ∩B1, (6.43)

where H∂Ω is the mean curvature of ∂Ω.

Proof. We assume for simplicity that ‖u‖L2(Ω) + ‖f‖Cα(Ω) ≤ 1. Hence by Lemma 6.3, we get

‖u/δ2s−1‖L∞(Ω∩B1/2) + ‖u‖C2s−1(Ω∩B1/2)
≤ C.

Up to a scaling and a rotation, we may assume that B1/4 ∩ ∂Ω is contained in the graph

{xN = γ(x′)} with γ ∈ C2,β(B′
1/4). For q ∈ ∂Ω, let ν(q) denote the unit exterior normal

vector of Ω at q and denote Tq∂Ω = ν(q)⊥ the tangent plane of ∂Ω at q.
By the local inversion theorem, there exist r0 ∈ (0, 1/4] depending only on N , β and
‖γ‖C2,β(B′

1)
such that for any q ∈ Br0∩∂Ω, there exist an orthonormal basis (E1(q) . . . , EN−1(q))

of Tq∂Ω and φ̃ ∈ C2,β(B′
r0) such that

x′ 7→ q +

N−1∑

i=1

xiEi(q)− φ̃(x′)ν(q) : B′
r0 → ∂Ω

with ‖φ̃‖C2,β(B′
r0

) ≤ C(N,β, γ, r0). It is clear that φ̃(0) = |∇φ̃(0)| = 0. We let η ∈ C∞
c (B′

r0)

with η ≡ 1 on B′
r0/2

and put φ = ηφ̃. For all q ∈ Br0 ∩ ∂Ω, we define

Φ : RN → R
N , Φ(x′, xN ) = q +

N−1∑

i=1

xiEi(q)−
(
xN + φ(x′)

)
ν(q). (6.44)

Next, decreasing r0 if necessary, Φ is a global C2,β diffeomorphism and clearly DetDΦ(x) = 1
for all x ∈ R

N . We may assume that the (signed) distance function d ∈ C2,β({d < r0/2}).
We also recall that the mean curvature of ∂Ω at q is given by

H∂Ω(q) :=
1

N − 1
∆φ(0). (6.45)

We define Qδ := B′
δ× (0, δ) and Qδ := Φ(Qδ) ⊂ Ω. For any x0 ∈ Qr0/9, let q ∈ ∂Ω∩Br0 such

that |x0 − q| = d(x0). Letting v = χr0/4u, we have

(−∆)sΩv = f + cN,s

∫

Ω

(1− χr0/4(y))u(y)

|x− y|N+2s
dy =: f1.

Clearly ‖f1‖Cα(Qr0/8) ≤ C for all α ∈ (0,min(2s− 1, β)). Now we get

(−∆)sQr0/2
v = f1 − (−∆)sΩ\Qr0/2

v =: f2,

and obviously ‖f2‖Cα(Qr0/8) ≤ C because ‖v‖C2s−1(Qr0/8)
≤ C. We define w(x) = v(Φ(x))

and g2(x) = f2(Φ(x)). Then by a change of variable, we get

cN,s

∫

Qr0/2

w(x)− w(y)

|Φ(x)− Φ(y)|N+2s
dy = g2(x).
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Hence w ∈ Hs(RN+ ) satisfies ‖w/x2s−1
N ‖L∞(RN+ ) + ‖w‖C2s−1(RN+ ) ≤ C and solves

cN,s

∫

RN+

w(x)− w(y)

|Φ(x)− Φ(y)|N+2s
dy = g3(x), (6.46)

with g3(x) = g2(x)− cN,s
∫
RN+\Qr0/2

w(x)−w(y)
|Φ(x)−Φ(y)|N+2s dy. We have that ‖g3‖Cα(Qr0/8) ≤ C.

Recall that x0 = q − |x0 − q|ν(q) = Φ(0, |x0 − q|). We can thus apply Corollary 6.6 to the
equation (6.46), to get

[w/x2s−1
N ]C1+α(Br/2(ξ))

= [u ◦ Φ/x2s−1
N ]C1+α(Br/2(ξ))

≤ C, with ξ = Φ−1(x0) ∈ Q r0
9
∩ ReN .

(6.47)
where r = ξN/2 = |x0 − q|/2. In addition, Corollary 6.40, (6.1) and (6.45) yield

∂xN [w/x
2s−1
N ](0) = −T3(0)[w/x2s−1

N ](0) = (N − 1)H∂Ω(q)[w/x
2s−1
N ](0). (6.48)

In view of (6.44) and (6.47), by changing variables, we thus obtained

[u/δ2s−1]C1+α(Br/8(x0)) ≤ C,

where we used that x 7→ d(Φ(x))
xN

∈ C1+α(Br0/2) and that d = δ in Ω. This implies that

[u/δ2s−1]C1+α(Qr0/9)
≤ C and (6.42) follows.

Finally using (6.48) and the fact that d(Φ(0, xN )) = d(0, xN ) = xN +O(x2N ), we conclude
that

∂ν [u/δ
2s−1](q) = −(N − 1)H∂Ω(q)[u/δ

2s−1](q)

and the proof is complete. �

We finally give the:

Proof of Theorem 1.3. The result follows from Theorem 6.7 and a covering argument. �
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