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A MINIMUM PROBLEM WITH FREE BOUNDARY IN ORLICZ SPACES
SANDRA MARTINEZ AND NOEMI WOLANSKI

ABSTRACT. We consider the optimization problem of minimizing [, G(|Vul) + Ax{uso} dz in
the class of functions W% (Q) with u — @ € Wa¢(Q), for a given o > 0 and bounded.
WY (Q) is the class of weakly differentiable functions with [, G(|Vu|) dz < co. The conditions
on the function G allow for a different behavior at 0 and at co. We prove that every solution u
is locally Lipschitz continuous, that it is a solution to a free boundary problem and that the free
boundary, Q2 N d{u > 0}, is a regular surface. Also, we introduce the notion of weak solution to
the free boundary problem solved by the minimizers and prove the Lipschitz regularity of the
weak solutions and the C*® regularity of their free boundaries near “flat” free boundary points.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we study the following minimization problem. For {2 a smooth bounded domain
in RY and ¢y a nonnegative function with ¢g € L>(Q) and [, G(|Vg|) dz < oo, we consider
the problem of minimizing the functional,

(1) @ = | G(Val) + Nequso) da

in the class of functions

K= {v c LY9) : / G(|Vv|)dz < 0o, v = ¢ on OQ}.
Q

This kind of optimization problem has been widely studied for different functions G. In
fact, the first paper in which this problem was studied is [3]. The authors considered the case
G(t) = t2. They proved that minimizers are weak solutions to the free boundary problem

{AuzO in {u > 0}

1.2
(12) u=0, [Vul=X on d{u> 0}

and proved the Lipschitz regularity of the solutions and the C® regularity of the free boundaries.

This free boundary problem appears in several applications. A very important one is that of
fluid flow. In that context, the free boundary condition is known as Bernoulli’s condition.

The results of [3] have been generalized to several cases. For instance, in [5] the authors
consider problem (L)) for a convex function G such that ¢t < G'(t) < Ct for some positive
constants ¢ and C. Recently, in the article [7] the authors considered the case G(t) = ¥ with
1 < p < co. In these two papers only minimizers are studied. Minimizers satisfy very good
properties like nondegeneracy at the free boundary and uniform positive density of the set
{u = 0} at free boundary points. On the other hand, the free boundary problem ([2]) and its
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counterpart for different choices of functions G' appears in different contexts. For instance, as
limits of singular perturbation problems of interest in combustion theory (see for instance, [6],
[16]). The study of weak solutions to (IL2) also appears when considering some optimization
problems with a volume constrain (see for instance, [2], [4], [10], [I1], [13], [I7]). Thus, the
study of the regularity of weak solutions and their free boundaries, while including the case of
minimizers, it is of a wider interest.

Thus, one of the goals of this paper is to return to the ideas of [3] and study weak solutions.
Nevertheless, our main goal is to get these results under the natural conditions on G introduced
by Lieberman (see [I4]) for the study of the regularity of weak solutions to the elliptic equation
(possibly degenerate or singular)

Ay

(1.3) Lu = div <g(|Vu|) Tl

where g(t) = G'(t).

These conditions ensure that the equation (3] is equivalent to a uniformly elliptic equation
in nondivergence form with ellipticity constants independent of the solution u on sets where
Vu # 0. Moreover, these conditions do not imply any kind of homogeneity on the function G
and moreover, they allow for a different behavior of the function g when |Vu| is close to zero or
infinity. Namely, we assume that g satisfies

(1.4) 0<o< <go Vt>0
for certain constants § and gg.

Observe that § = g9 = p — 1 when G(t) = tP, and conversely, if § = gp then G is a power.
A different example consists of a function G such that g(t) = t*log (bt + ¢) with a,b,c > 0 that
satisfies (L4) with § = a and go = @ + 1. Another interesting case is that of a function G with
g € CY([0,00)), g(t) = c1t™ for t < s, g(t) = c2t® + d for t > 5. In this case g satisfies (L4
with § = min(ay,as) and go = max(ay,asz).

Moreover, any linear combination with positive coefficients of functions satisfying (L4]) also
satisfies (L4]). Also, if g1 and go satisfy condition ([4]) with constants §° and gi, i = 1,2,
the function g = g1go satisfies (L4) with § = 6! + 6% and gg = gé + gg, and the function
g(t) = g1(g2(t)) satisfies (L) with 6 = 6162 and go = g} g3

This observation shows that there is a wide range of functions G under the hypothesis of this

paper.

The main results in this article are:

Theorem 1.1. If g satisfies (L), there exists a minimizer of J in K and any minimizer u
is nonnegative and belongs to Cl?)’cl(Q) Moreover, for any domain D CC ) containing a free

boundary point, the Lipschitz constant of u in D is controlled in terms of N, go, 9, dist(D,00Q)
and \.

We also prove that £Lu = 0 in the set {u > 0} and that {u > 0} has finite perimeter locally in
Q. Asusual, we define the reduced boundary by 0,cq{u > 0} := {z € QN{u > 0} / |vy(x)| = 1},
where v, () is the unit outer normal in the measure theoretic sense (see [9]), when it exists, and
vu(z) = 0 otherwise. Then, we prove that H¥~1(0{u > 0} \ Opeq{u > 0}) = 0.

We also prove that minimizers have an the asymptotic development near any point in their
reduced free boundary. Namely,
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Theorem 1.2. Let u be a minimizer, then for every xg € Opeq{u > 0},
(1.5) w(x) = X (x — xo,v(x0))” +o(lx —x0|]) asz— xo

where \* is such that g(\*)A* — G(A*) = \. (Here (-,-) denotes the scalar product in RN and
v~ = —min(v,0)).

So that, in a weak sense minimizers satisfy,

(1.6) Lu=0 in  {u> 0},
' u=0, |Vul=X" on QnNno{u>0}.

These results suggest that we consider weak solutions of the problem (L6]). We give two
different definitions of weak solution (Definition and Definition B2]). Minimizers of the
functional J verify both definitions of weak solution. The main difference between these two
definitions is that for functions satisfying Definition B we have that HY =1 (0{u > 0}\ Opeq{u >
0}) = 0, whereas for functions satisfying Definition B2l we may have 0,¢q{u > 0} = (). Definition
is more suitable for limits of singular perturbation problems.

Hypotheses (1), (2) and (3) of Definition B are similar to the ones in the definition of weak
solution to the problem studied in [3]. In our case, we add hypothesis (4) in order to prove that
weak solutions satisfying Definition also have the asymptotic development (LH) at HN !
almost every point of the reduced free boundary. Condition (4) is also used in the proof of the
regularity of the free boundary. We prove the following theorem,

Theorem 1.3. Let u be a weak solution. Then, HN~' almost every point in the reduced free
boundary Oreq{u > 0} has a neighborhood where the free boundary is a CY® surface. Moreover, if
w is a weak solution according to Definition[81), the remainder of the free boundary has HN~1—
measure zZero.

We point out that we prove that, if u is a weak solution, the free boundary is a C1® surface
in a neighborhood of every point where u has the asymptotic development (L3 for some unit
vector v. We prove that this is the case for every point in the reduced free boundary when u
is a minimizer (see Theorem [ZI]). So that, if v is a minimizer the reduced free boundary is an
open C1 surface and the remainder of the free boundary has HN~'-measure zero.

Outline of the paper and technical comments. In Section 2 we give some properties of
the function g and define some spaces that we use to prove existence of minimizers. Then, we
prove some properties of solutions and subsolution of Lv = 0. We also state some real analytic
properties for functions with finite [, G(|Vu|) dz and we prove a Cacciopoli type inequality valid
for these functions. We also prove an inequality (Theorem 2.3]) that will be used several times
in this work.

In Section 3 we prove the existence of minimizers and that they are subsolutions of Lv = 0.
We also prove a maximum principle and the positivity of the minimizers. The existence of
minimizers, while standard in its form, makes strong use of the Orlicz spaces and the second
inequality in condition (L4]).

In Section 4 we prove that any local minimizer u is Hélder continuous (Theorem [T, Lu =0
in {u > 0} (Lemma[41]) and finally we prove the local Lipschitz continuity (Theorem [.2]). The
proof of the Holder continuity of the minimizers is a key step in our analysis. Although, the
proof follows closely the one for the case of the p—laplacian ([7]), here we have to use all the
properties of the function G which mainly come into play through the inequality in Theorem
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In Section 5 we prove that minimizers satisfy a nondegeneracy property near the free boundary
QN o{u > 0}. We also prove that the sets {u > 0} and {u = 0} have locally uniform positive
density at the free boundary (Theorem [BE.1]). In this theorem we make strong use of the properties
of G and the corresponding Orlicz space.

In Section 6 we prove that the free boundary has Hausdorff dimension NV — 1 and we obtain
a representation theorem for minimizers (Theorem [63). This implies that {« > 0} has locally
finite perimeter in Q. Finally we prove that HV~1(0{u > 0} \ Oreqa{u > 0}) = 0.

In Section 7 we give some properties of blow up sequences of minimizers. We prove that
any limit of a blow up sequence of minimizers is again a minimizer (Lemma [[.2)) and we finally
prove the asymptotic development of minimizers at every point in their reduced free boundary
(Theorem [TT]).

In Section 8 we give the definition of weak solution (Definition and Definition B2)). We
show that most of the properties that we proved for minimizers also hold for weak solutions
according to Definition [RJ] and we mention the differences between the two definitions (Remark
and Remark B3]).

In Section 9 we prove the regularity of the free boundary of weak solutions near “flat” free
boundary points (Theorem [0.3]) and then, we deduce the regularity of the free boundary of weak
solutions near almost every point in their reduced free boundary and, in the case of minimizers,
the regularity of the whole reduced free boundary (Theorem [@.4]). While most of the steps
of the proof of the regularity of the free boundary of weak solutions are very similar to the
corresponding ones for minimizers in the uniformly elliptic case considered in [5] and in the case
G(t) = tP considered in [7], there are some steps that need a new proof since weak solutions do
not verify the locally uniform positive density of {u = 0} at the free boundary (See Lemmas
and and Theorem [0.3]).

2. PROPERTIES OF THE FUNCTION GG

In this section we state and prove some properties of the function G and its derivative g that
are used throughout the paper. We also state some real analytic properties for functions with
finite [, G(|Vu|) dx like a form of Poincaré Inequality, a Cacciopoli type inequality, the Holder
continuity of functions in a kind of Morrey type space, properties of weak solutions to Lu = 0
and a comparison principle for sub and supersolutions. We also prove an important inequality
(Theorem [Z3]). All these properties will be thoroughly used throughout the paper. Some of
them have been proved in [I4]. We only write down the proof of statements not contained in
[14].

Lemma 2.1. The function g satisfies the following properties,

(g1) min{s’, s }g(t) < g(st) < max{s’, 57 }g(t)

(g2) G is convex and C?

tg(t)

(83) 154, SO <tglt) V=0

Proof. For the proofs of (g1)—(g3) see [14]. O

Remark 2.1. By (gl) and (g3) we have a similar inequality for G,

(1) minfs* 1,541 < Gty < (14 go) maxfs™ 1,0 1) G
0

and, then using the convexity of G and this last inequality we have,
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(G2) G(a+b) <2%(1 + go)(G(a) +G(D) ¥ a,b> 0.

As g is strictly increasing we can define g~ *.

similar to (L4]). That is,

1

Now we prove that ¢~ satisfies a condition

1

Lemma 2.2. The function g~ satisfies the inequalities

1 _ g D)@ _1
(2.7) w0 <5 vt > 0.

Moreover, g~! satisfies,
(1) min{s'/?,s1/9} g7 (1) < g7 (st) < max{s'/?, s/ 0} g7 (2)
and if G is such that G'(t) = g~(t) then,

. Stg~'(t) _ ~ -1

< < >

(92) T <G <tg'(t) Yt=0

=~ (L40) 141/5 141/g01 ~ 0 141/ 1+1/go /&
(G1) 5 min{s )8 YG(t) < G(st) < s max{s )8 G (t)
(43) ab < eG(a) + C(e)G(b) Y a,b>0 and e > 0 small
(94) G(g(t)) < goG(t)

Proof. Let s = g~ '(t), then
tg)'(t) _ gls)
g7'@)  g(s)s
and using (L4) we have the desired inequalities.
Now follows by property (g1) applied to g~!, and (§2) by property (g3). (él) follows by
g1 and go. N
By Young’s inequality we have that ab < G(a) + G(b) and then, for 0 < & < 1 such that
e = (14 go)e'+9),

5'@5 < G(ga) + é(g) < eG(a) + C(e)G(b).

In the las inequality we have used (G1) and (G1). Thus (§3) follows.
As g is strictly increasing we have that G(g(t)) + G(t) = tg(t) (see equation (5), Section 8.2 in
[1]) and applying (g3), we get
G(g(t)) = tg(t) — G(t) < goG(t).
Thus, (g4) follows. O

In order to prove the existence of minimizers we will use some compact embedding results. To
this end, we have to define some Orlicz and Orlicz-Sobolev spaces. We recall that the functional

Huyy(;:mf{moz/ﬂc(@) dr <1}

is a norm in the Orlicz space L&(Q) which is the linear hull of the Orlicz class

Ka(Q) = {u measurable : /QG(|u|)dx < oo},
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observe that this set is convex, since G is also convex (property (g2)). The Orlicz-Sobolev space
WG (Q) consists of those functions in L& () whose distributional derivatives Vu also belong
to L& (). And we have that ||uy1.c = max{||ullg, |Vul/g} is a norm for this space.

Lemma 2.3. There ezists a constant C' = C(go,d) such that,

[ulle < Cmax{([)GuuDdx)l/(éH), (/QG(|u|)dx) 1/(90+1)}

Proof. O

If/ G(|u|)dz = 0 then u = 0 a.e and the result follows. If [, G(|u|)dz # 0, take k =
Q

maX{( (1 + g0) [, Glul) d:c) 1/(6+1)

|l 1
/Q <k)duv<(1—i—go)max{k(prl,kﬁgﬁ1 G]u\ )dr <1

therefore ||ul|¢ < k and the result follows.

1/(go+1)
< (1+90) Jo G(Jul) dﬂ:) ” }, by (G1) we have,

Theorem 2.1. Lé(Q) is the dual of LE(Q). Moreover, LY (Q) and Wh%(Q) are reflexive.

Proof. As G satisfies property (G1) and G property (G1), we have that both pairs (G, ) and
(G, Q) are A— regular (see 8.7 in [I]). Therefore we are in the hypothesis of Theorem 8.19 and
Theorem 8.28 at [I], and the result follows. O

Theorem 2.2. LE(Q) — L'T9(Q) continuously.

Proof. By theorem 8.12 of [I] we only have to prove that G’ dominates t'+9 near infinity. That
is, there exits constants k, to such that t% < G(kt) Vt > ty. But this is true by property
(G1). So the result follows. O

The following result is a Poincaré type inequality.

Lemma 2.4. If u € W'Y(Q) with u=0 on 9Q and [, G(|Vul)dx is finite, then

/G(u de/G(!Vu\)dw for R = diam ().
o ‘R Q

Proof. See Lemma 2.2 of [14]. O
Now we state a generalization of Morrey’s Theorem. Let
u(z) — u(y
[u]o,a.0 = sup lutz) = uly)| i )|-
z,ye |5C - y|

TFY
We have the following result,

Lemma 2.5. Let u € L>®(Q2) such that for some 0 < o < 1 and ro > 0,
G(|Vul)dz < CrVTe=l Vo <r<r
B
with B, C Q. Then, uw € C*(Q) and there exists a constant Cy = C1(C, o, N, go, G(1)) such that
[t]o,a,0 < Ch.
Proof. The proof of this lemma is included in the proof of Theorem 1.7 (pag. 346) in [14]. O
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Now, we will give some properties of subsolutions and solutions of Lv = div(A(Vv)) = 0,
where A(p) = g(\p!)%. First, let us observe that if a;; = gA'

p gl|p
29 winds, A 2 < 056, < ma (o, 1} X0
which means that the equation £v = 0 is uniformly elliptic for < (|‘p| D hounded and bounded away
from zero.

The next lemma is a Cacciopoli type inequality for subsolutions of Lv = 0.

Lemma 2.6. Let v be a nonnegative weak subsolution of Lv = 0. That is,

(2.9) 0> / (|Vv|) Vo |V¢d:c V ¢ € C5°(9) such that ¢ > 0.
Q
Then, there exists C = C(N,d,gp) > 0 such that

/ G(|Vo|) da < C G(M) da
By Bir

r
for all v > 0, such that B%r c Q.

Proof. Let ¢ = vn?t! where 0 < 7 € Col(B%r), with |Vn| < %, n <1,np=1in B,. Then,
Vo = n9tVu +vVn(go + 1)n% and replacing in (Z3) we have,

0> /B 9(|V0]) [ Vol d + (go + 1) /B o(|Ve)) 2

T

Vn v dx.
Vvl

[9V)
[9V)

T

Then,
/ (Vo) Vol dr < (go + 1) / oIV Vallol® de,

Bs, B3

2 2

By property (g3) we have,
g(|Vo) |Vl < eG(g(IVo[)n®) + C()G(|Vr[v]).

Then, by property (él) and as 7 < 1, we have,

Gla(1vel) < Co®1430) G(g(1Vo])) < 06w,
where the last inequality holds by (g4). Summing up, and using property (g3), we obtain

G(]Vv])ngOH dx < Ce G(\Vv\)ngOH dx 4+ C(e) G(|Vn||v|) dz
ut gk gk

and if we take ¢ small and use the bound for |Vn| we have,

G(|Vol)n ! da < c/ G(|Vnllo]) dz < C G(M) da.
By, Bs

r

lce

T

Finally, if we use that 7 = 1 in B, the result follows.
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Lemma 2.7. Let v be a weak solution of Lv =0, that is
/ (yw)w Vods =0 Vo€ CE(Q)
Then v € CH*(Q). Moreover, there exists C = C(N, 6, go) > 0 such that for every ball B, C 2,

(1) up G(Vo) < /B G(|Vol) da

r/2

(2) sup (Vo] <  suplo

r/2 T

For every € (0,N), there exists C' = C(N, 3,6, go, [|v]| oo (2,)) > 0 such that,
3

(3) / G(|Vv|) < CrP.
By 2

Proof. For the proof of (1) see Lemma 5.1 of [I4] and for the proof of (3) see (5.9) page 346 of
[14]. Let us prove (2). By using (1) and then Lemma [2.6] we have,

sup G(|Vv|) < / G(|Vv])dz < —/ d < G<—HvHLoo B, >

r/2
Then
C
IVo(yo)l = —llvllzee(s,)  Yyo € Brya
and the result follows. O

Lemma 2.8. Let U be an open subset, u a weak subsolution and w a weak supersolution of
Lu=01inU. Ifw>wu ondU then, w > w in U. If w is a solution to Lw =0 and w = u on
OU then, w is uniquely determined.

Proof.

0> /U (o (\Vu!)w | g(WwD%)w —w)tds

= g(|Vu Vuw V(iu—w)dz
Lo (19 gy =¥ ) ¥
1
:/ / 01 (Va4 (1 — 1)(Vew — Vo)) (1t — w03, ) (1, — ) dlt
Un{u>w}
And using (2.8]) we have that the right hand side is grater an equal than
1
c/ / PV + (1 — £)(Ve — Va) )| Vo — V|2 dt da,
Un{u>w}

where F(t) = @. Now, we take the following subsets of U
Si={zeU:|Vu—Vuw| <2|Vu|}, Sy={zxeU:|Vu—-Vuw|>2Vul}
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Then S7; U Sy, = U and

1
(2.10) §|Vu| < |Vu+ (1 —t)(Vw — Vu)| < 3|Vu| in Sp for t >

e~ w

1
(2.11) Z|Vu—Vw| < |Vu+ (1 —¢)(Vw — Vu)| < 3|Vu — Vu| in Sy for ¢t <

]

In Sy, and for ¢t > 3/4 we have using (ZI0]), that

g(IVu+ (1= )(Yw - Vu)) _ g3[Vul) _ 1

F(|V 1-t)(Vw -V = (v
(Vut =0V =Vu)l) = g T Vw —va)| = 3va = 2w’ 4Vl
where in the last inequality we have used (gl).
In S, and for ¢t < 1/4 we have using (g3) and then (2.I1]) that,
G(|V 1-t)(Vw -V
F(Vu+ (1 8)(Vo — Va)|)|Vu - Vo2 > SVt =DV = Vo)) o - g,

|[Vu+ (1 —t)(Vw — Vu)|?
- G(3|Vu — Vul)
~ 9Vu—Vuw|?
G(|Vu — Vuwl)
> AveE YERD
— 490+19(1 4 go)

|Vu — Vuwl?

where in the last inequality we have used (G1).
Therefore, we have that

0> c(/s P(Vul)|V (o —w)* Pde 4 GV~ w)*]) d).

Sa

Hence V(u — w)™ =0 in S and V(u —w)* =0, or F(|Vu|) =0 in S; in which case Vu = 0
and, by the definition of Sy, this implies that V(u —w) = 0 in Sj. Therefore, V(u —w)*™ =0 in
U, then (u —w)* = 0, which implies u < w. O

The following inequality will be a key tool in the proof of the Holder continuity of minimizers.
As an observation, we mention that the following result is a generalization of well known integral
inequalities for the p- Laplacian (see, for example, pag.4 in [7]). Here the difference is that we
obtain a unique inequality for any ¢ and go, (for the p-Laplacian the inequalities were separated
in two cases p>2and 1 <p < 2).

Theorem 2.3. Let u € WH4(Q), B, CC Q and v be a solution of
Lyv=0 in By, v—u € Wol’G(BT).
then

| @(vul) - cveyds = o

G(|Vu — Vo)) dz + / F(|Vu|)|Vu — Vo2 daz),
By Ao Ay

where F(t) = g(t)/t,
Ay ={z € B, : |Vu—Vuv| <2|Vu|} and Az ={zr € B,:|Vu— V| >2|Vu|}
and C = C(go,9).
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Proof. Let u® = su + (1 — s)v. Using the integral form of the mean value theorem and the fact
that v is an £— solution, we have,

T _/( (1Vu)) = G(Vo)) da:_// (V) |v s| V(u— v)dzds
/ / g(|Vu?]) |—g(|v |)|§z|).V(u —v)drds
:/0 g//0 0 (V' + (1= (Vo — Vo)) (s, — vp,) (1, — v,,) di d ds.

And, by (Z8) we have that the right hand side is grater than or equal to

1 1 1
C/ E/ / F(IVu® + (1 = t)(Vv = Vu)|)|[Vo — V' [* dt dz ds.
0 - J0

where F' was defined in Lemma 2.8 and C = C(9).
Now, we take the following subsets of B,
S1={z € B, : |Vu’ —Vu| <2|Vu’|}, S ={z € B,:|Vu’—Vu|>2|Vu’l}
Then S; U Sy = B, and

(2.12) %]Vus] < |Vl + (1 =) (Vo — Vu?)| < 3|V’ on S for t > %
(2.13) %]Vus — V| <|Vu' + (1 —t)(Vo — Vu®)| < 3|Vu® — V| on Sy for t < %

Proceeding as in Lemma 2.8 we get

RV + (1= (Vo — Va)]) > g PV

in S7 and
G(|Vu® — Vo))

s - oS 2 AUYE 7 VED
F(‘VU +(1 t)(V?} Vu )mvu - Vo ‘ = 4g0+19(1 +90)

in SQ.
Therefore, we have that

1 |
ch</ —/ F(\vuS\)\vU—vuSdemder/ = G(\VuS—Vv])dxds>
0o S S1 0o S Sa

Now, let
A ={zx € B, : |[Vu—Vv| <2|Vul|}, Ay={x € B, :|Vu—Vu| > 2|Vul|},
then B, = A1 U Ay, and

1
(2.14) SIVul < [V <39l on A, for s > %
1 1
(2.15) Z]Vu — V| < |Vu’| < 3|Vu — Vo on Aj for s < T
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Therefore

1/4
7> C(/ 1/ F(|Vu®|)|Vo — Vu' | da ds
0 S S1NAs

1
+/ —/ F(|Vu®|)|Vo — V' | da ds
3/48 S1NAq

1/4 4
+/ —/ G(|Vu’® — Vol|)dz ds
0 S SoNAs
|
+/ —/ G(|Vus—Vv|)d:cds) =T+ II+IIT+]1V.
3/4 5 JSanA;

Let us estimate these four terms,

In S; N Ay, for s <1/4 we have by (ZI5]) and (gl), that
R 1
F(|Vu®|) > 49—03F(|Vu — V).

Therefore,

1/4
I> C/ 1/ F(|Vu — Vo|)|Vv — Vu®|* dz ds
0 S S1NAs
1/4
:C/ S/ F(|Vu — Vo|)|Vo — Vu|? dz ds
0 S1NAs

1/4
> C/ S/ G(|Vu — Vvl|)dz ds
0 S1NA2

where in the last inequality we are using (g3).
In S; N Ay, for s > 3/4 we have by (Z14]) and (gl), that

s 1
F(Vu']) 2 5o= F(IVal).

Therefore,

1
IIZC/ s/ F(|Vul|)|Vv — Vul|? dz ds
3/4 S1NAq

1
> C/ / F(|Vu|)|Vv — Vu|? dz ds.
3/4 JS1NAy
In Sy N Ag, for s < 1/4 we have by definition of S, by (ZI5) and (G1), that

G(|Vu® — Vo)) |Vu — Vu)|),

1
>
- 290+1(go + 1) G(

therefore

1/4
IIIZC’/ —/ G(|Vu — Vvl|)dx ds
0 S SoNAs

1/4
> C/ S/ G(|Vu — Vvl|) dz ds.
0 SaNAs
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In So N Ay, for s > 3/4 we have, by definition of Sy and by (2Z14)
(2.16) |Vu® — Vol > 2|Vu®| > |Vu|

By (g3), using (2.I6]) and the definition of A; we have,

1 1
G(|Vu® — Vo|) > o 1g(|Vu8 — Vu|)|Vu® — Vo| > o 1g(|Vu|)|Vu5 — V|

1
= F(Vul)s|Vu = Vo[Vl > ﬁmwwu — Vol

(g0 +

Therefore,

1
IVZC/ / F(|Vu))|Vu — Vo|* dz ds.
3/4 SoNAq

If we sum I + I11, we obtain
1/4
I+1IT> / Cs(/ G(|Vu — VU\)dw—i—/ G(|Vu — VU\)dxds)
0 S1NAs SoNAs

1/4
:C/ s G(\Vu—Vv\)dwds:C/ G(|Vu — Vvl|) dx
0 Ao As
and if we sum I1 4+ IV, we obtain

3/4
II+1V > C/ (/ F(IVu)|Vu — Vol? dz
1 S1NAq

+/ F(IVu)|Vu — Vo2 dx) ds = C/ F(|IVu))|Vu — Vo] da.
SoNA; A
Therefore,

(2.17) >0 G(\Vu—Vv\)dm—i—/ F(Vul) |V~ Vol dr),
Ay

Az

where C' = C(go, 9).
U

In Section 4 we will need an explicit family of subsolutions and supersolutions in an annulus.
We state here the required lemma.

Lemma 2.9. Let w, = ae*“|m|2, fore >0, ry > ry >0 then there exists p > 0 such that
Lw, >0 in B, — B,
and p depends only on ra, go, 0 and N.

Proof. First, note that

_ g(Vw]) g g (IVw]) - )
B = T up {<g(\vw\) Vel 1)Zwriwrjwmj+ﬁwlvwl }

2
Computing, we have

(2.18)  wy, = —2epae M Wy, = e(dp’aim; — Quéij)e_“‘x‘Q |Vw| = 2€u]x\e_“|$|2,
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therefore using (2.I8]) and (L4]) we obtain,
it gy 9050 (9T

[Vl = 1) (16" = 8 [2f2) + (4] — 2uN) 4% 2]}

[Vwl W\ g([Vw])
= I D ayaP{ (LT 9l = 1) ulof? — 2) + (aulof? — 2}
- el { (S 9ot it~ (S v = 1)2 -2}
> &3 g|(|vku|)3|)4p3|x|2(4p2|x|25 CK) > 39|(|VV |3|)4M37‘22(4u27“225 —K)
where K = 2N if g9 < 1 and K = 2(go — 1) + 2N if go > 1. Therefore if p is big enough,
depending only on 9, gg, 72 and N, we have Lw > 0. O

3. THE MINIMIZATION PROBLEM

In this section we look for minimizers of the functional 7. We begin by discussing the existence
of extremals. Next, we prove that any minimizer is a subsolution to the equation Lu = 0 and
finally, we prove that 0 < u < sup ¢g.

Theorem 3.1. If J(pg) < oo, then there exists a minimizer of J .

Proof. The proof of existence is standard. We write it here for the reader’s convenience and in
order to show how the Orlicz spaces and the condition (I4]) on the function G' come into play.

Take a minimizing sequence (uy,) C K, then J (uy) is bounded, so [, G(|Vuy,|) and |{u, > 0}
are bounded. As u, = o in 9, we have by Lemma 23 that ||Vu, — Vol < C and by
Lemma 24 we also have [|u,, — LpoHG < C. Therefore, by Theorem 2.1 there exists a subsequence
(that we still call u,) and a function ug € WH%(Q) such that

U, — ug  weakly in WHE(Q),
and by Theorem
U, — ug weakly in WHOtH(Q),

and by the compactness of the immersions W191(Q) < L+1(Q) and WHH(Q) — Lo+1(9Q)
we have that,

Uy —> Uy a.e. €.
ug =@ on 0f),

Thus,

{up > 0} <liminf|{u, >0}/ and
n—o0

/G(|Vu0|)dx < liminf/ G(|Vuy|) dz
QO n—o0 QO

In fact,

(3.19) /QG(|vun|)dxz/gaqvuopdm/ﬂguvuopﬂ

. n — dx.
Vo) (Vuy, — Vug) dz
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Recall that Vu,, converges weakly to Vug in LE. Now, since by property (g4)
G(9(|Vuo])) < CG(|Vuol),

there holds that g(|Vug|) |g50| e LG so that, by Theorem 2] and passing to the limit in (3.19)
we get

n—oo

liminf/ G(|Vuy|) dz > / G(|Vug|) dz
Hence ug € K and N N
T (o) < limint F (un) = inf T (v).
Therefore, ug is a minimizer of 7 in . OJ
Lemma 3.1. Let u be a minimizer of J. Then, u is an L— subsolution.

Proof. Let ¢ > 0 and 0 < ¢ € C§°. Using the minimality of v and the convexity of G we have
1
(w2 = () < 2 [ G1Vu—eVe)) -~ G(IVul) da
Q

Vu —eVE
< /Q —9(|Vu — €V5|)m

0<

m | =

Védx
and if we take ¢ — 0 we obtain

og/Q (|vu|)|v Ve da

Lemma 3.2. Let u be a minimizer of J. Then 0 < u < sup ¢g.
Q
Proof. Let M = sup g, € > 0 and v = min(M — u,0), then

1 1
0<—(Tu+er) = T@w) = ( /Q G(IVu +£Ve]) = G(IVul) + A urers0) — Mfusop 42 )

! Vu+eVu
< —</ﬂ (G(!Vu—i—va’) - G(!Vu\)) dac) < /Qg(\Vu—i-eva\)mvvdx

g

where in the last inequality we are using the convexity of G.
Now, takeing ¢ — 0, using the definition of v and (¢3) we have that,

0< / o(IVu)) 2L Vo dg = —/ (V)| V| dz < —/ G(|Vu|) da
|Vl {u>M} {u>M}

= —/ G(|Vv|) dz
{u>M}

therefore Vo =0 in © and as v = 0 on 9f2 we have that v =0 in Q and then v < M.
To prove that u > 0 we argue in a similar way. Take v = min(u 0), then we have that,

. eV
0< gj(u —ev) = J(u) < —/Qg(|Vu ’SVUDWV v

Therefore taking ¢ — 0, using the definition of v and (g3) we have that
0> / G(|Vv|) dz.
Q

As in the first part, we conclude that u > 0. U
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4. LIPSCHITZ CONTINUITY

In this section we study the regularity of the minimizers of J. The main result is the local
Lipschitz continuity of a minimizer. This result, together with the rescaling invariance of the
minimization problem, is a key step in the analysis. Once this regularity is proven, a blow up
process (passage to the limit in linear rescalings) at points of d{u > 0} allows to simplify the
analysis by assuming that v is a plane solution.

As a first step, we prove that minimizers are Holder continuous. We use ideas from [7], here
all the properties of the function G come into play.

Theorem 4.1. For every 0 < o < 1, any minimizer u is in C*(Q) and for ' CC Q, ||lul|ce @y <
C, where C = C(go, 0, \, ||t/ oo, v, dist(Y,0Q), G(1)).

Proof. We will see that, for every 0 < a < 1 and Q' CC Q there exists pg such that if y € €/,

0 < p < po we have that

1

— G(|Vul)dx < Cp*~1,
P By(y)

for a constant C(N, 6, go, [[u|| e (q), po, G(1)).
In fact, let 7 > 0 such that, B,(y) C Q. We can suppose that y = 0. Then if v is the solution
of

Lyv=0 in B,, v—u € WOI’G(BT),
we have, therefore by Theorem that
(4.20) / (G(IVu]) - G(IVo]) dz > c(/ G|V — Vo) da +/ P(Vul) [V — Vof? dz).
Az

T Ay

where
A1 ={zx € B, : |[Vu— V| <2|Vul|}, Ay={x € B, :|Vu—Vu| > 2|Vul|},

and C' = C(go,9).
On the other hand, by the minimality of u, we have

(4.21) / (G(|Vu|) = G(|V])) dz < A(|{v > 0N B,} — [{u > 0N B,}|) < MVCy.
Combining ([£20]) and ([Z21]) we obtain
(4.22) G(|Vu — Vo|)dz < CAr™Y
Az
(4.23) / F(|Vu|)|Vu — Vo> dz < CArl¥
Aq

Let £ > 0 and suppose that ¢ < 1/2. Then, using (g3), Holder’s inequality, the definition of A;
and ([4.23)) we obtain,

/ G(|Vu — Vvl|)dx
A1NB 14«
1/2 1/2
(4.24) gc(/ F(\vuy)yvu—wy?dm) (/ G(\vuy)dx)
Aq B 14e

< C}\l/QTN/2</

B ite

G(|Vu]) dx) 2,
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Therefore, by ([@.22) and ([£24]), we get,

1/2
(4.25) / GV~ Vol dz < OV (W20 ¢ rN/Q(/ G|V de) / ).
B 14

B ite

On the other hand by property (3) of Lemma [Z7] we have for every 5 € (0, N), that there exists
a constant C' = C(, go, N, B, [[v][ 1 (p,)) such that

(4.26) / G(|Vv|) dz < CrP.
BT/Q
By the maximum principle we have,
(4.27) [l oo (B,) < IVl @m,) = ullLoe @B,y < Jullpe(s,) < vllLe(s,)
where in the last inequality we are using Lemma 2.8 Then |v||zo(p,) = [|ul/z(p,). This means

that the constant C' depends on §, go, N, B and [[uz~(p,)-

By (G2) we have, G(|Vu|) < C(G(|Vu — Vv|) + G(|Vv]|)). Therefore by ([@25]) and ([Z20]),
and for r < 1 we have,

1/2
/ G(|Vu|) dz < c<rﬂ(1 FA) 4 AL/ZpN/2 <Br1+gG(|Vu|) dm) )
BT1+E

SC<r5(1+)\)+7“5/2(1+)\)1/2(/ G(|Vu|)dx>1/2>.

BT1+E

If we call A= fB%+s G(|Vul|) dz, we have
A< C((l + 07 (1 + A)l/Qrﬁ/QAl/z) < C((l + 07 201 + A)l/Qrﬁ/QAl/Z)
= O((r21+ N2+ A% - ),
therefore
(C+DA<O(r#P1 4 ) 4 472)
= (C 4+ 1)2412 < 012 <r5/2(1 )2 +141/2)
= ((C+1)Y/2 = CV2) A2 < CV/208/2(1 4 212,

Thus, we have the inequality

(4.28) /B G(|Vu|) dz < (C + D)V + V2201 + \)r?

Let now, 0 < a < 1, and take ¢ > 0 such that 8 := (1+¢)(N — (1 —«a)) < N. Take

po = (%)lﬂ/e- Then, if 0 < p < po, taking r = p!/(79), we have that 7 < 1/2. And therefore
replacing in (£28]) we have,
(4.29) G(|Vul) < ((C+ )2+ CV3)0(1 + )N~

BP

and by Lemma we conclude that for all 0 < o < 1, u € C*(B,) for 0 < p < py and
||uHC'O‘(Bp) < C where C' = C(N,Oé,go, 9, )"pO’ HUHLDO(Q)) U
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We then have that u is continuous. Therefore, {u > 0} is open. We can prove the following
property for minimizers.

Lemma 4.1. Let u be a minimizer of J. Then u is an L-solution in {u > 0}.

Proof. Let B C {u > 0} and v such that
{Ev —0 B,

vV=u in B¢

By the comparison principle we have that v > u in B. Thus,

0> / G(IVau|) — G(|Vo]) dz + A{u > 0} — A[{v > 0}| = / G(|IVu|) — G(|Vol) da
Q Q

ZC(/A F(\Vu])]Vu—Vv[zdac—i-/A G(!Vu—Vv[)dx)

where we are using Theorem and Ay, As, and F are as define therein.
Therefore

/ F(|Vu|)|Vu — Vo|* dz = 0.
Ay

Thus, F(|Vu|)|Vu—Vuv|? = 0in A; and, by the definition of Ay, we conclude that |Vu—Vv| = 0
in this set.
On the other hand, we also have

G(|Vu —Vu|)dx =0
Az
so that |Vu — Vu| = 0 everywhere in B.

Hence, as u = v on 0B we have that v = v. Thus, Lu =0 in B.

O
In order to get the Lipschitz continuity we first prove the following estimate for minimizers.

Lemma 4.2. For all x € Q, with 5d(z) < d(z,00) we have u(z) < Cd(z), where d(x) =
dist(z,{u = 0}). The constant C' depends only on N and .

To prove Lemma it is enough to prove the following lemma. In this proof it is essential
that the class of functions G satisfying condition (L)) is closed under the rescaling

G(st
Gs(t) == L
59(s)
Lemma 4.3. If u is a minimizer in By with u(0) = 0, there exists a constant C such that
||UHL<><>(Bl/4) < C, where C' depends only on N, X\, § and go.

Proof. Suppose that there exists a sequence u; € K of minimizers in By (0) such that

ur(0) =0 and max ug(x) > k.
1/4
1 — ||
3

Let di(z) = dist(z, {ur = 0}) and O = {x € By : di(x) <
El/4 C O, therefore

}. Since ug(0) = 0 then

3 3
my :=sup(l — |z|)ug(x) > max(1 — |z|)uk(x) > = maxug(x) > —k.
Oy, B1/4 4 B 4
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For each fix k, uj is bounded, then (1 — |z|)ug(x) — 0 when |z| — 1 which means that there
exists zp € Oy such that (1 — |xg|)ug(2r) = supp, (1 — |z])ux(x), and then

3
> -k
_mk>4

as x € Ok, and 0y := dg(zg) < 17?‘“‘. Let yp € 0{ur > 0} N By such that |yx — x| = d. Then,

(1) B25k(yk) - Bl7

since if y € Bos, (yr) = |y| < 30k + |zx| < 1,

(2) By (yr) C Ok,

3 3 0 1-
since if y € By, (y) = |yl < 50k + |z <1 =50 = dily) < Ek < 3‘?/’ and

2
3 1-
(8) £ 2 € Bay () = 1 |21 2 1~ ] — o — 21 2 1 o] — 55 = -4
2
By (2) we have
1—
max(1l — |z|)ug(z) > max (1 — |z|)ug(z) > max ( 2|xk|)uk(x),
)

where in the last inequality we are using (3). Then,

(4.30) 2ui(z) > max ug(z).
Bs), (ur)
2

As Bs, () C {ur > 0} then Luy = 0 in Bs, (x1), and by Harnack inequality in [I4] we have

(4.31) min  ug(z) > cug(zg).
B%gk (zk)
As B%(;k(xk) N By, (yx) # 0 we have by (31
4
(4.32) ~max  ug(z) > cug (k).
Bs, (k)
4

ur(yr + %’“35)

Let wg(z) = ) Then, wi(0) = 0 and, by (@30) and [E32) we have,
(4.33) max wy < 2 max wy > ¢ > 0.
B Bya
Let now
G(IVwler) /
Jp(w) = dx X x)dz
(w) B, 9(ck)ck g(er)er Jp, (w>0}(2)
where ¢, = %%—Ef’“) so that ¢, — oo.
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Let us prove, that wy is a minimizer of J;. In fact, for any v € WLG(Bl) with v = wy on

0By, define vi(y) = v(yé_/gk)uk(xk) Thus, vy = ug on 9Bs, j2(yx). Then,
k
2N G(\Vuk]) A
D) = e[ Sy | Xueoy @
(wr) 5,@7( Bs, () 9(Cr)Ch YT glen)en B, >0} (8) y)
% LY

2N / G(|Vugl) A
= (e, Wt / X{v y) dy
5]]?\[( Bs, (yk) g(ck)ck g(ck)ck B () { k>0}( ) >
=z =2

G(|Vvlceg) A /
= d],‘ —|— v dl‘ == J v).
/31 erer I X{v>0} () k(v)

g(er)ek
Let gx(t) := i]({cc:)), where the primitive of gi is Gi(t) = g%:;kci and \, = m — 0. Then,
Ji(w) = Gr(|Vw|) dz + )\k/ X{w>0} (7) d.
B1 By

Observe that for all k, g satisfies the inequality ([4]), with the same constants § and go. In
fact,

g, ()t _ g (cxt)cpt
gk (t) gr(cxt)

and then by (L4]) applied to tcx we have the desirer inequality.
Let us take v, € Wh%(Bs,,) such that,

(4.34) Lrvy=0 in By,
(4.35) v =wy  in 0By

where Ly, is the operator associated to gx. By (@20, (£28)) (with ¢ = 0 and r = 3/4) and the
fact that A\, — 0, we have that

Gr(|Vwy, — Vg dz < CA/?,
B34

where C' depends on 4, go, N and |[wg|| e (p,) (observe that, since A is bounded for k large
then the constants in [L25]) and [@28) are independent of A;). We also have, by ([@33]) that C
depends only on 0, gg and N. On the other hand, by (G1) and (g3) we have

Gter) G(cr)

Gi(t) = g(ce)er — (1 + go0)g(ew)ck

rnin{tgoJrl7 t5+1} >

1
— — min{to !, 1)
(14 g0)?

Therefore,
1/2
C)‘k > / Gk(]Vwk—Vvk])dx
B34

/ |Vwy — VU]JQOH d + / |Vwy — Vvk";Jrl
B an{|Vwi,—Vog|<1} (14 90)? By 4N{|Vwy,—Voug|>1} (14 90)?

> dz.
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Hence

Ay = / |Vwy — Vvk]5+1 dr —0 and
B Vw,—Vui|>1
(4.36) 3/4N{|Vwy, k|>1}

By = / |Vwy, — Vgt dz — 0.
By Hélder inequality and (4.36]) we have,

=1 903
|Vwk - Vvk|5+1 dr < Bg(ﬁl |Bg/4|g0+5 — 0,

Cy = /

therefore,
(4.37) / ]Vwk — V?)k’(S-H der = A+ Cy — 0.
B34
As wg = vy, on OBg)y then pp = wy, — vy, € W01’5+1(33/4) and by (£37)) we have
(4.38) pr— 0 in Wy (Byy).
On the other hand by Theorem H.1] we have that,
(4.39) lwillcasy < Cllwk e (s,,4): 90,6, B') < C(g0,6,B") VB’ CC By

(Here again we may suppose that the constant C' dose not depend on A, since A\, — 0. Also,
recall that [[wg || pe(p,) < 2).
As vy, are solutions of (£34]) by Theorem 1.7 in [14] (see Lemma[2Z3]), we have for B’ CC By,

(4.40) ”Uk”cl,a(Bl) S C(N, 5, g0, Gk(l),diSt(Bl,aB3/4), ”URHL‘X’(B;;M))'

But Gi(1) = cfé?i) < 1 by (g3) and |lvg||pe(B,,,) < lwkllz=@s,,,) < 2. Then, this constant

only depends on NV, and gg.
Therefore by ([@39) and (£40]) we have that there exist subsequences, that we call for simplicity

v and wy, and functions wo, vo € C*(B’) for every B’ CC Bg)y, such that

wy, — wo uniformly in By g,
vp — v uniformly in B’
Vv — Vg uniformly in B’
Then,
Vwy — Vwy  weakly in L5+1(B3/4)
P = W — v — wo — vy uniformly in B’.
But by @38) we have py — 0 in W9+t (B’). Thus, vy = wy.
Using Harnack’s inequality of [14], we have that

sup v < C' inf v

By 2 B2
where the constant C' depends only on gg, d, N. Then, passing to the limit and using that vg = wq
we have that

sup wo < C' inf wy.
B2 By /2
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But by ([@33)), passing to the limit again, we have that sup wy > ¢ > 0 and énf wo = 0 since
By 1/2

w(0) = 0 for all &, this is a contradiction. O

Proof of Lemma[{.2 Let zo € {u > 0} with 5d(xo) < d(zg, ). Take u(z) = %ﬁdom), where
do = dist(xg, 0{u > 0}) = dist(xo,y0) with yo € 0{u > 0}. If we prove that @ is a minimizer in
B1(0), as u(0) = 0 and % = 1/4, by Lemma 3] we have

~(To — Yo u(zo)
> =
= u( 4dy > 4dy

and the result follows.
So, let us prove that @ is a minimizer in B;(0). As 5d(xo) < d(zo,02) we have, Bag,(yo) C 2.
Let v € WH%(B1(0)) and v such that v(z) = lyot4do) - pen | changing variables we have,

4do
G(IVu(y)l)

d
avay Y

G(Vihds = [ G(Voluo+1do))do = [

By dg (Y0)

and -
[{0 > 0N Buygy (y0)}|

diV 4N

As w is a minimizer of J in Bug,(yo) we have, if v = w on 0B1(0),

Hv>0NB}| =

. . G([Vu(y)]) A{u > 00 Bug, (y0)}|
G(|Vii(@))) dz + \|{@ > 01 B, (0)}] :/ dy + 0
/BI(O) Bugwo) 44N dg’ 4N
- / G([Vu(y))) dy A{v > 0N Byg, (yo) }|
B Buaq (yo) déV4N déV4N

:/ G(IVi(z)]) dz + A{T > 0N B (0)}].
B1(0)

Therefore, u is a minimizer of J in B1(0).

Now we can prove the uniform Lipschtiz continuity of minimizers of 7.

Theorem 4.2. Let u be a minimizer. Then u is locally Lipschitz continuous in 2. Moreover,
for any connected open subset D CC §) containing free boundary points, the Lipschitz constant
of w in D is estimated by a constant C' depending only on N, go, 9, dist(D,0Q) and A.

Proof. First, take z such that d(z) < idist(z, ) and u(y) = ﬁu(:ﬂ + d(x)y) for y € B1(0).
By Lemma .3 we have u(0) < C' in By, where C' depends only on N, A, § and gp. Since u > 0
in By (r), Lu = 0 in this ball. Thus Lu = 0 in B;(0) By Harnack’s inequality u(y) < C
in By5(0) where C' depends only on N, )\, and go. Now, by property (2) in Lemma 7]
[Vu(0)| < Cllal[r=(s,,,) < C where C' depends only on N, A,é and go. Since Vu(z) = Vu(0),
the result follows in the case d(z) < Ldist(z,dS).
Let 7 such that dist(x,0Q) > r1 > 0 Va € D, take D', satisfying D CcC D" CC 2 given by
D' = {z € Q/dist(z,D) < r1/2}.

If d(z) < idist(z,09) we proved that |[Vu(z)| < C. If d(z) > Ldist(z,0%), thus u > 0 in B%(x)
and B%(CC) C D’ so that |Vu(z)| < QHUHLoo(D/).

— ry
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To prove the second part of the theorem, consider now any domain D, and D’ as in the
previous paragraph. Let us see that |u[[z(ps) is bounded by a constant that depends only on
N,D,r1, A6, and go (we argue as in [3] Theorem 4.3). Let ro = %, since D’ is connected and
not contained in {u > 0} NQ, there exists zo, ...,z € D’ such that z; € B%o(xj,l) ji=1,..k,
By (z;) C{u>0} j=0,....,k —1and B, (z}) € {u > 0}. By Lemma B3l u(zy) < Cry and by
Harnack’s inequality in [I4] we have u(z;41) > cu(z;). Inductively we obtain u(xg) < Cro Vg €
D’. Therefore, the supremum of u over D’ can be estimated by a constant depending only on
N,ry, A\, 0, and gg. O

Observe that, if we don’t use Lemma [£2] then we obtain that the Lipschitz constant depends
also on [|ul|pe(q) (that is, depends also on the Dirichlet datum ¢y).

5. NONDEGENERACY

In this section we prove the nondegeneracy of a minimizer at the free boundary and the locally
uniform positive density of the sets {u > 0} and {u = 0}.

Lemma 5.1. Lety >0, D CC Q and C the constant in Theorem[4.2 Then, if C1 > C, B, C 2
and u is a minimizer, there holds that
1 L/~
- <][ zﬂ) >Cv  implies u>0in B,
B

r

Proof. If B, contains a free boundary point, as u vanishes at some point zg € B,, and |Vu(z)| <

1/
C in B,, then |u(z) — u(xg)| < Cr, that is, u(z) < Cr in B, and then 1 (UCBT zﬂ) ! < C which

T
is a contradiction.

O

Lemma 5.2. For any v > 1 and for any 0 < k < 1 there exists a constant ¢, such that, for any
minimizer u and for every B, C ), we have

1

1/~ . )
—< uV> <c¢. implies u =0 in By,
r B

where ¢, depends also on N, A, go,6 and 7.

Proof. We may suppose that » = 1 and that B, is centered at zero, (if not, we take the rescaled
function u = w) By Theorem 1.2 in [14] we have

1/~
€= supu<C<][ u“’)
B e Bi
where C' = C(k, 7). Now chose v such that
ulzl? k2 .
. Cre(e Hel™ — g=nn™) in B s\ By,
0 in B,.

Here the constants 1 > 0 and C; < 0 are chosen so that Lv < 0 in B s \ By (see Lemma 2.9)
and v =¢ on dB ;. Hence, v > u on 9B, /;, and therefore if

v min(u, v) in B,
u in Q \ B\/Ev
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w is an admissible function for the minimizing problem. Thus, using the convexity of G, we find
that

/ G(|IVul) dz + A|Bx 1 {u > 0}
By
— () - / G(Vu) dz + N By O {u > 0} = QA {u > 0}]
O\B,.

< J(w) - /Q\B G(IVul) d + A By 1 {u > 0} = A2 N {u > 0}

_ / G(|Vw) da —/ G(|Vul) da
B 7\B B 7\Bx

K

<[ Ve (Ve Vod = [ (V) eV ) ds
B /z\Bx [Vwl B \Bx V|
= —/ g(!Vv[)EV(u—v)+ dx
(B_z\Br)N{u>v} [Vl
and as v is a subsolution we have,
/ G(IVul) dz + A|Be 1 {u > 0}] < —/ o[V a1,
By OB [V

And, as |Vv| < Ce we have that

/ G(IVu]) dz + A[By. N {u > 0}] < g(Ce)/ wdiN 1,
By OBy

By Sobolev’s trace inequality and by (§3), for G(a) = A we have,

/ uSC(N,n)/ |Vu| +udx
0By

K

Vu ~
< C(N,/ﬁ;)(/ﬂG(%) +/Bm{u>0} G(a) —l—/ﬁudm)
< C(N k5, N1 + @(/B G|Vl + M{u > 0} 1 By
where in the last inequality we are using that [ 5, wdr < e[{u >0} N By|. Therefore,
/B G(IVu) dz + N By 1 {u > 0} < g(C)C(1 + g)(/B G(IVul) o+ AlBe 1 {u > 0}]).
So that, if € is small enough

/ G(IVu]) dz + A[By. N {u > 0} = 0.
By

Then, v = 0 in B, and the result follows.

As a corollary we have,
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Corollary 5.1. Let D CC Q, z € DN o{u > 0}. Then

sup u > cr,
By (z)

where ¢ is the constant in Lemma 23 corresponding to k = 1/2 and ~y fized.
Corollary 5.2. For any domain D CC € there exist constants ¢,C depending on N, gg, 6, D

and A, such that, for any minimizer u and for every B.(x) C D N {u > 0}, touching the free
boundary we have

er <ux) <Cr
Proof. Tt follows by Lemma and Lemma O

Theorem 5.1. For any domain D CC ) there exists a constant ¢, with 0 < ¢ < 1 depending
on N, go,0,D and X\, such that, for any minimizer v and for every B, C ), centered on the free
boundary we have,

o IBnfu>0y

<1l-c¢
= B, <

Proof. First, by Corollary 5.1l we have that there exists y € B, such that u(y) > ¢r and as u is
a subsolution we have by Theorem 1.2 in [14] that

<][ u” daz) v > Cu(y).
L, )=

Now, if k is small enough, we have

L, ) e

KT

Therefore

so that by Lemma [5.1] we have that u > 0 in By, where k = k(C1, ¢). Thus,

|Br N {u > 0} > | Br | — N
| By ~ |By ’

and k = k(C1,¢).

In order to prove the other inequality, we may assume that r = 1. Let us suppose by
contradiction that, there exists a sequence of minimizers uy in Bj, such that, 0 € 9{uy > 0},
with [{ux = 0} N By| =&, — 0. If we take v, € WHC(By ) such that,

(541) £’Uk =0 in Bl/2
(542) Vg = Ug in 831/2

Let A1 and As as in Theorem 23] for » = 1/2. Then we have, by (£2]]) that

G(|Vur — Vog|)dx < Ce, and
Az

/ F(|Vug|)|Vuy, — Vog|* dz < Cey,

Ay
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where C' = C(6,g0). By [@24)) (with e =0 and r = 1/2) we have,

G(|Vu — Vug|) dz < C</

Ay

1/2 1/2
F(IVuy)) | Vg — Vvk\zdx) ( G(\Vuk])) .
A1 Al

Therefore, by (4.28]), there exists C independent of £ such that

G(|Vug — Vug|) dx < C€]1§/2 — 0.
By o

As up = vg on OBy g, wg = up — vy € W01’6+1(B1/2). Thus,
(5.43) wp =0 in Wy (B ).
By Theorem [l and Theorem 1.7 in [14], we have

lugllca(, p) < CON, 6, go, gl oo, s @) (for ey small),
[okllcre(y < C(N, 0,90, G(L), l[urllLoe (s, 5), @) (see @.2T)).

Therefore, there exist subsequences, that we call for simplicity u, and v, and functions vy €
CY(B'), ug € C(B') for all B' CC By, such that

ur —> ug  uniformly in By

vp — vo  uniformly in B’

Vv, — Vug  uniformly in B’

Vup — Vuy  weakly in L5+1(B1/2)

wy, = up — v — 0 uniformly in B’

Thus, vg = ug. By Lemma 5.2 we have that

<][Bl/4 uz)lh A

Therefore, passing to the limit, we have

<][Bl/4 ug) 1/7 2C>0.

On the other hand, by Harnack inequality supp, 15 Uk < Cinfp, /4 Uk and again, passing to the
limit we have, supp, , o < Cinfp, , uo. As up(0) = 0, then ug = 0 in By, which is a
contradiction.

O

Remark 5.1. Theorem B implies that the free boundary has Lebesgue measure zero. More-
over, it implies that for every D CC 2, the intersection d{u > 0} N D has Hausdorff dimension
less than N. In fact, to prove these statements, it is enough to use the left hand side esti-
mate in Theorem Bl In fact, this estimate says that the set of Lebesgue points of xy,50y in
0{u > 0} N D is empty. On the other hand almost every point zg € d{u > 0} N D is a Lebesgue
point, therefore [0{u > 0} N D| = 0.
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6. THE MEASURE A = Lu

In this section we prove that {u > 0} N is locally of finite perimeter. Then, we study the
measure A = Lu and prove that it is absolutely continuous with respect to the H~~! measure on
the free boundary. This result gives rice to a representation theorem for the measure A. Finally,
we prove that almost every point in the free boundary belongs to the reduced free boundary.

Theorem 6.1. For every ¢ € C§°(2) such that supp(<p) C {u> 0},

6.44 / Vau|)~2 Ve = 0.
(6.44) [ (v
Moreover, the application
M) == [ aIVal) v da
[Vl
from C3°(Q) into R defines a nonnegative Radon measure A = Lu with support on QN{u > 0}.

Proof. We know that u is an £— subsolution, then by the Riesz Representation Theorem, there
exists a nonnegative Radon measure A, such that Lu = A . And as Lu = 0 in {u > 0}, then for

any ¢ € C§°(2\ 0{u > 0})

Ap) = — / Ve g(|Vul) b de =
{u>0} |v |

and the result follows.

O

Now we want to prove that QN d{u > 0}, has Hausdorff dimension N — 1. First we need the
following lemma,

Lemma 6.1. If up is a sequence of minimizers in compact subsets of By, such that ui — ug
uniformly in By, then

(1) Hug > 0} — 0{up > 0} locally in Hausdorff distance,
(2) X{u,>0} — X{uo>0} in Llloc(RN)’
(3) If 0 € O{ug > 0}, then 0 € d{up > 0}.

Proof. Here we only have to use Lemma and Theorem [l and the fact that up — wug
uniformly in compacts subsets of By. To see the complete proof see pp. 19-20 in [5]. ]

Now, we prove the following theorem,

Theorem 6.2. For any domain D CC ) there exist constants c¢,C, depending on N, gg,d, D
and X\, such that, for any minimizer u and for every B, C (), centered on the free boundary we
have

erN 1 §/ dA < orN T
Proof. Let € € C§°(2), € > 0. Then,

A) = — /{ » vsguw)m dz.
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Approximating x g, from below by a sequence {,} such that &, = 1in B, _1 and |V§,| < Cyn
and using that u is Lipschitz we have that,

/ang ]Vu\)—dx‘ < Cn‘B \ B, 1| < CrN T+ 0(1/n)).

A%

Then, as
/ EndA — dA,
Q By

the bound from above holds.

In order to prove the other inequality, we will suppose that » = 1. Arguing by contradiction we
assume that there exists a sequence of minimizers uy in By, with 0 € 9{u > 0}, and Ay = Luy,
such that fBl dA = e — 0. As the u s are uniformly Lipschitz, we can assume that u, — ug

Vuyg
[Vug|*

ho such that hy — hg *— weakly in L>(B; /). We claim that ho = g(\Vuo\) VUO . In fact, if

B, CC {up > 0} then there exists a subsequence such that u; — ug strongly in C’1 “(B,). So

that hg = g(|Vu0|)|g—Zg| If B, C {ug = 0}, then by Lemma [5.2] we have that uj = 0 in B, for

k > ko(k). Thus hg = 0 = g(|Vug)) Vuo‘ also in this case. Finally 0{ug > 0} N By, has zero

Lebesgue measure. In fact, by (1) in Lemma [B.1] every point zg € d{ug > 0} N Byp is a limit
point of xy € d{uy > 0} N By/y. Thus,

(][BT(M) ug) v > cr

for any ball B,(zo) C By/s. Using this fact, and the Lipschitz continuity we have that | B, (z¢)N
{uo > 0} > ¢|By(wo)| with ¢ > 0. This implies that [0{ug > 0} N By /3| = 0 (see Remark B.T]).
Therefore, for all £ € C§°(By/2), £ > 0 we have
VUO

YVu
/ o[ Vo) v = im [ g(|Vugl)
B2 Vol k=00 ) B, s V|

uniformly in Byjo. Let hy = g(|Vugl)

Then, there exists a subsequence and a function

VE.
On the other hand,
dAg = i dAy < o li = 0.
/31/2§ 0 klﬂnolo/Bl/zg e HSHL (Biy2) k‘ggogk
Therefore Ag = 0 in By/y. That is, Lug = 0 in Byp. But ug > 0 and uo(0) = 0, so that by the

Harnack inequality we have ug = 0 in By .
On the other hand, 0 € d{u; > 0}, and by the nondegeneracy, we have

1/
</ uZ) ! >c> 0.
By

N\
( u0> >c>0
By

Thus,

which is a contradiction.

Therefore, we have the following representation theorem

Theorem 6.3 (Representation Theorem). Let u be a minimizer. Then,
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(1) HN"YD N o{u > 0}) < oo for every D CC Q.
(2) There exists a Borel function q, such that
Lu = q, HN 71 0{u > 0}.
i.e
Vu N-—1 o)
— | 9(IVul)ig-Vedz = ¢qu dH Ve Cy°(Q).
Q [Vl QNo{u>0}

(3) For D CC ) there are constants 0 < ¢ < C' < oo depending on N, go,0,Q, D and \ such

that for B,.(z) C D and x € 0{u > 0},

c<qulz) <C, eV <HNTYB(z)no{u > 0}) < CrNTL

Proof. Tt follows as in Theorem 4.5 in [3]. O
Remark 6.1. As u satisfies the conclusions of Theorem [6.3] the set Q N {u > 0} has finite
perimeter locally in  (see [9] 4.5.11). That is, py, := —Vx{y,>0} i3 a Borel measure, and the

total variation || is a Radon measure. We define the reduced boundary as in [9], 4.5.5. (see
also [§]) by, Oreq{u > 0} := {x € QN I{u > 0}/|vy(x)| = 1}, where v, (x) is the unit vector with

(6.45) /B 0y = Xtyty-snpo] = 00"

for r — 0, if such a vector exists, and v, (x) = 0 otherwise. By the results in [9] Theorem 4.5.6
we have,
i = VMY 7 Opeq{u > 0}.

Lemma 6.2. HY"1(0{u > 0} \ Orea{u > 0}) = 0.

Proof. This is a consequence of the density property of Theorem 5.1l and Theorem 4.5.6 (3) of

[9]. O
7. ASYMPTOTIC DEVELOPMENT AND IDENTIFICATION OF THE FUNCTION ¢,

In this section we give some properties of blow up sequences of minimizers, we prove that any
limit of a blow up sequence is a minimizer. We prove the asymptotic development of minimizers
near points in their reduced free boundary. We finally identify the function ¢, for almost every
point in the reduced free boundary.

We first prove some properties of blow up sequences,

Definition 7.1. Let B, (x) C Q be a sequence of balls with p, — 0, x, — x9 € Q and
u(zg) = 0. Let

1
up() == —u(@k + pr).
Pk
We call uy, a blow-up sequence with respect to B, (x).

Since w is locally Lipschitz continuous, there exists a blow-up limit uy : R — R such that,
for a subsequence,
up —up in C2(RY) forevery 0<a<l,
Vup = Vug  * —weakly in L (RY),

loc

and ug is Lipschitz in RV with constant L.

Lemma 7.1. If u is a minimizer then,
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(1) H{ug > 0} — 0{up > 0} locally in Hausdorff distance,
(2) X{up>0} = X{ug>0} 1 Llloc(RN);

(3) Vuy — Vug uniformly in compact subsets of {ug > 0},
(4) Vu — Vug a.e in S,

(5) If z, € O{u > 0}, then 0 € {ug > 0}

(6) Lug =0 in {ug > 0}.

Proof. (1), (2) and (5) follow as in Lemma [6.Il For the proof of (3) and (4) see pp. 19-20 in [5].
(6) follows by Lemma [£I] and by (2) and (3). O

Lemma 7.2. If u(zy,) =0, 2, — g in Q. Then, any blow up limit ug respect to By, () is
a minimaizer of J in any ball.

Proof. Let ty,, up be as is Lemma [[ Il R > 0 and v such that v —ugp € WOI’G(BR(O)). Let
n € C3°(BRr(0)), 0 <n <1and vy, =v+ (1 —n)(upm —up) then v,, = uy, in 0BR(0). Therefore

/ G(|Vtm) d + Ax g, 50y < / G (Vo)) d + Axgun, 503
Br(0)

Br(0)
As |Vu,,| < C and Vu,, — Vug a.e, we have

/ G(]Vum])dx%/ G(|Vuo|) da,
Br(0) Br(0)

/ G(|va|)dx—>/ G(|Vv|) dz
Br(0) Br(0)

X{om>0} < X{v>0} T X{n<1}-

and

Therefore,

/ G| Vo) dz + A (ugsop < / G(IVol) d, + A xqus0y + M e}
Br(0) Br(0)

Taking 1 such that [{n < 1} N Br(0)| — 0 we have the desired result.

Let A* be such that, g(A*)A\* — G(A\*) = A. Then we have,

Lemma 7.3. Let u be a minimizer in RN such that u = \o(x,1v9)~ in B,,, with ro > 0,
0 < Ay < 00 and vy a unit vector. Then, A\g = \*.

Proof. Let 1.(x) = x + en(x) with n € C§°(B,,)), and let u.(7-(z)) = u(x). Then,
0< J(ue) = T (u),

|det D7 | dx = / (1+edivn+o(e))dx
ByroN{(z,v0)<0}

B e > 0} = [

Byron{{z,v0)<0}
and

/ (V) dy
ByroN{us>0}

9(|Vul)
[Vl

= (G(!Vu\) + a(G(\Vu])divn — VanVu)) dx + o(e).

/]:Eim N{{(z,v0)<0}
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Therefore, since u. = u in RV \ B,,,

0<e / ((G(|Vu|) + \)divy — wanvu) dx + o(e).
BryN{(2,00) <0} |Vu|
Thus,
/ ((G(|Vu|) + A)divy — gﬂquVanVu) dz > 0.
Byron{{z,v0)<0} ’vu‘

If we change n by —n and recall that Vu = —\o v in {(z,19) < 0} we obtain,

/ <(G()\o) + A)divy — g(Ao)Ao vo D Vo) dr =0
ByroN{(z,v0)<0}
for all n € C§°(By,).
Take n(z) = ¢(|z|)vo with supp ¢ C (—rg,79). Then,
¢'(|z)

divy(z) = W(% Vo)

on; x .
vo Dy = VOia—;VOj = (z,v0) = divn.
(2
Hence

0= / (G(Ao) + A = g(Ao)Xo)divy da
{{,10)<0}N By (0)

— (G(0) + A — g(h0)o) / 0o dHY L (z)
{(z,10)=0}NBy,

— (60%) + A = g0)) | o)) aHN ()

{{z,10)=0}NBy,

for all ¢ € C§°(—ro,r0).
Therefore, g(Ag)Ao — G(Ag) = A.

Lemma 7.4. Let u € K be minimizer. Then, for every xo € QN d{u > 0}
(7.46) limsup |Vu(z)| = A\*.

T—rT()
u(x)>0
Proof. Let xo € QN O{u > 0} and let

[ := limsup |Vu(z)|.
ugz;)x>00
Then there exists a sequence z — xo such that
u(z) >0, |Vu(zg)| — 1.

Let yx be the nearest point to zx on QN o{u > 0} and let dy, = |z — yi|. Consider the blow up
sequence with respect to By, (yx) with limit ug, such that there exists

v:= lim e,
k—00
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where ej, = y’Ej’“, and suppose that v = ey. Then, by Lemmal[Z.Jl(1), 0 € 90{ug > 0}. By Lemma
[C12) and by Lemma [[22] we have that wug satisfies Theorem Bl Then, Bi(—en) C {ug > 0}.
By Lemma [TT)(3) we obtain,

|[Vuo| < 1in {ug > 0} and |Vug(—en)| = 1.

Then, 0 < I < oo and since, by Lemma [[T] (6), we have that ug is an £ solution in {ug > 0}
then, we have that u is locally C1 there. Thus, there exists p > 0 such that |Vug| > /2 in
Bu(—en). Let e = %. Let v = %, then v satisfies the uniformly elliptic equation,
D;(a;jDjv) = 0 where

9(IVuol) [(9'(!VUO\) DiugDjug
. Fug 1) Dalite )
9= Vol g VT TR T
Then, by the strong maximum principle we have D.ug = | in B, (—ep) so that, Vuy = le in
B, (—en). By continuation we can prove that this is true in By(—ex). Then, up(z) = l(x,e)+C

in Bi(—en). As up(0) = 0 and up > 0 in Bj(—ey), we have ug(z) = l{z,e) and e = —epn.
Therefore ug(x) = —lxy in Bi(—en). Using again a continuation argument we have that
uo(x) = —lzy in {zy < 0}.

Now, we want to prove that up = 0 in {0 < zx < ¢} for some ¢y > 0.
We argue by contradiction. Let
s:= limsup Dyug(z',zn),
zny—0t 2/ eRN—1
ug(z/,xn)>0

and suppose that s > 0 (s < oo since ug is uniformly Lipschitz). Let (zy, ht) such that, by — 0
and Dyug(zk, hy) — s, and take a blow up sequence with respect to Bp, (z,0) with limit
ugo- Arguing as before, we have that ugy = szy for xy > 0. On the other hand, we have
ugg = —lxy for zxy < 0. By Lemma ugo is a minimizer, and as all the points of the form
(2',0) belong to the free boundary, we get a contradiction to the positive density property of
the set {ugg = 0}(Theorem [5.1]).

Therefore, s = 0. But this implies that ug(2’,zx) = o(zy) as xx N\ 0T. Thus, for all € > 0,
ho > 0,

1

1/
—<][ u&’) V<€ if 29 = (yo, ho) and r = hg
r Br(l‘o)

for r small enough independent of yg. Then, by the nondegeneracy property, we have that ug = 0
in {0 <azy <eo}
Now, by Lemmas and we conclude that [ = \*, and the result follows. O

Now we prove the asymptotic development of minimizers. We will use the following fact.

Remark 7.1. Observe that in {|Vu| > ¢}, u satisfies a linear nondivergence uniformly elliptic
equation, Tu = 0 of the form

(7.47) Tv = bij(Vu)Dijv =0
where

g (|Vul)|Vul DjuDju
7.48 bij = 0y - ,
(7.48) 1=+ (Syreuy ) e

and the matrix b;;(Vu) is B-elliptic in {|Vu| > ¢}, where f = max{max{go, 1}, max{1,1/d}}.
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Theorem 7.1. Let u be a minimizer. Then, at every xoy € Oreg{u > 0}, u has the following
asymptotic development

(7.49) u(z) = N (x — xo,v(z0))” + o(Jx — x0])-
where v(xg) is the outer unit normal to O{u > 0} at xg.

Proof. Take B,, (x¢) balls with p, — 0 and uy, be a blow up sequence with respect to these balls
with limit ug. Suppose that v, (z¢) = en.
First we prove that

up=0 in {xy > 0},
up >0 in {xy <0}

1
loc*

converges t0 X(z <o} in Lj,, by @48). It follows that ugp = 0 in {zx > 0} and ug > 0 a.e in
{.%'N < 0}.
If uy were zero somewhere in {zx < 0} there should exist a point Z in {zny < 0} N9{ug > 0}.
But, as ug is a minimizer, for 0 < r < |Zy/,
|B-(z) N {up =0} N{zn < 0}]
| B (2)]
Since this is a contradiction we conclude that uy > 0 in {xx < 0} and therefore Lug = 0 in this

set. Since up = 0 on {x)y = 0}, we conclude that ug € C»*({zy < 0}) (see [14]). Thus, there
exists 0 < A\g < oo such that

In fact, by Lemma [1l Xy, >0y converges to X(yo>0) in L On the other hand, Xy, >0

>c>0.

up(x) = Aoz + o(|x).
By the nondegeneracy of u at every free boundary point (Lemma [£.2]) we deduce that A\g > 0.
%:x) with 7, — 0. Then,
upp = Ao . Since ugo is again a minimizer, Lemma gives that A\g = \*.
Let us see that actually ug = ANz In fact, by applying Lemma [Z.4] we see that [Vug| < A*
and thus, ugp < A*z. Since the function w = A"z is a solution to

Tw= bjwee, =0 in{zy <0}

]

Now, let ugp be a blow up limit of ug. This is, ugy(z) = lim

with b;; as in (L48]) and ug is a classical solution of the same equation in a neighborhood of any
point where |Vug| > 0, and since up < w in {zy < 0}, up = w in {xy = 0}, there holds that
either ug = w or ug < w. In the latter case, there exists §y > 0 such that

(w —up)(z) > —dozn + of|z]).

But (w —up)(x) = o(|z]). Thus, ug = w = XN*z.
Finally, since the blow up limit ug is independent of the blow up sequence pg, we deduce that

u(z) = A (x — o, v(w0))” + o]z — zol).
]

Lemma 7.5. For HY~'— almost every point xo in Opeq{u > 0} there holds that,

Gu — qu(x0)|d7-lN_1 = O(TN_l), asr — 0

Lr (x0)NO{u>0}
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Proof. 1t follows by Theorem (3) that g, is locally integrable in RV—! and therefore almost
every point is a Lebesgue point. ]

Lemma 7.6. Let u be a minimizer, then for HN=1 a.e g € Oyeq{u > 0},
qu(@o) = g(A").
Proof. Let ug be as in Theorem [Tl Now let

&(x) = min <2( — @, 1))17(x1,...,xN,1)

where n € C§°(B}.), (where B is a ball (N —1) dimensional with radius r) and n > 0. Proceeding
as in [3], p.121 and using Lemmas [T.1] and [T.5] we get for almost every point zg € Opeq{u > 0}

and ug = lim,_,q M that,

(7.50) _/ 9(|VUO|)ﬂV€ dr = qu(xo) [ &(2',0)dHN "1 Ve CF(B,),
B,N{zn<0}

Vg B!
where we have assumed that v(xg) = ep.
By Lemma [T}, ug = A*x}. Substituting in (Z50) we get

g\ | & 0)dHN T = gu(w) | €, 0)daHNTT YV Ee CFO(By).
B! By

Thus, qu(zo) = g(A*). O
As a corollary we have

Theorem 7.2. Let u be a minimizer, then for HN=1 a.e xg € 0{u > 0}, the following properties
hold,

qu(wo) = g(A")
and
u(x) - )\*<.%' — o, Vu(x0)>7 + 0(’1’ — 1‘0’)
where A* is such that, g(A\*)\* — G(A\*) = A.

Proof. The result follows by Lemma and by Theorem [T.11 O

8. WEAK SOLUTIONS

In this section we introduce the notion of weak solution. The idea, as in [3], is to identify
the essential properties that minimizers satisfy and that may be found in applications in which
minimization does not take place. For instance, in [I7] we study a singular perturbation problem
for the operator £ and prove that limits of this singular perturbation problem are weak solutions
in the sense of Definition 8.2. In the next section, we will prove that weak solutions have smooth
free boundaries. In this way, the regularity results may be applied both to minimizers and to
limits of singular perturbation problems.

With these applications in mind, we introduce two notions of weak solution. Definition 8.1 is
similar to the one in [3] for the case £ = A. On the other hand, as stated before, Definition 8.2
is more suitable for limits of the singular perturbation problem.

Since we want to ask as little as possible for a function u to be a weak solution, some properties
already proved for minimizers need a new proof. We keep these proofs as short as possible by
sending the reader to the corresponding proofs for minimizers as soon as possible.
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One of the main differences between these two definitions of weak solution is that for weak
solutions according to Definition 8.1 almost every free boundary point is in the reduced free
boundary. Instead, weak solutions according to Definition 8.2 may have an empty reduced
boundary (see, for instance, example 5.8 in [3]).

In the sequel \* will be a fixed positive constant.

Definition 8.1 (Weak solution I). We call u a weak solution (I), if

(1) w is continuous and non-negative in Q and Lu =0 in QN {u > 0}.
(2) For D CC Q) there are constants 0 < ¢pin < Craz, v > 1, such that for balls B.(x) C D
with x € 0{u > 0}

Crmin < %<][Br(m) u’de)l/V < Chaz

Lu = g\ ) HY 7 0yeqfu > 0}.
i.e

\V4
- [ vy Zevpds = [ pg\)dHY ! Y p e CER(Q)
0 V| eg{u>0}

limsup [Vu(z)| < A7, for every xg € QN O{u > 0}

u(z)>0

Definition 8.2 (Weak solution II). We call u a weak solution (II), if

(1) w is continuous and non-negative in Q and Lu =0 in QN {u > 0}.
(2) For D CC Q2 there are constants 0 < Cmin < Cmaz, ¥ = 1, such that for balls B.(z) C D
with x € 0{u > 0}

Cmin < %(][ By (x) md;ﬂ)m < Crmag

(3) For HN=! a.e 2o € Dreqg{u > 0}, u has the asymptotic development
u(x) = Az — 2o, v(20))” + of|z — wol)
where v(x) is the unit exterior normal to O{u > 0} at xo in the measure theoretic sense.
(4)
limsup [Vu(z)| < A7, for every xg € QN O{u > 0}
w(@)>0
(5) For any ball B C {u = 0} touching QN o{u > 0} at ¢ we have,

1 ——— >\
e dist(z, B) ~

Lemma 8.1. If u satisfies the hypothesis (1) of Definitions 81) and [82]) then u is in VVlif(Q)
and A := Lu is a nonnegative Radon measure with support in QN d{u > 0} (in particular, u is
an L— subsolution in §2).
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Proof. Since Lu = 0in QN{u > 0}, then u is in C%* in QN{u > 0}. For s > 0, take v = (u—s)™.
Let n € C§°(Q2) with 0 <n < 1. We have,

g(|Vul) +1
0 :/ VuV (n?" v) dx
o [vu

:/ o (V) [V + ( o—i—l)/ngov‘q(WuDVandx.
Qﬂ{u>s} Q [Vl

Therefore,

(8.51) / 1 g(IVul)|Vul dz < (go + 1)/ g([Vul) v [0V, dx
Qﬁ{u>s} Qn{u>s}

by (73), (G1) and () we obtain,
(| VuDnl* o[ V| < eGg(|Vul)lnl#*) + C(e)G(|o|IVn])
< Cen® ™G (g(|Vul)) + C(e)G(|vl| V)
< CeG(|Vul)n® ™ + C(e)G(|vl[Vnl).

Then, using (¢3), (851 and choosing € small enough, we have that

[ praqvia<c Goli Tl do < € [ G(lul[ V) da
QN{u>s} @

QN{u>s}
Then, letting s — 0 yields the first assertion.

To prove the second part, take £ € C5°(€2) nonnegative, € > 0 and v = max <min (1, 2—%) ) 0).
As Lu =0 in {u > 0}, we have that,

/ (Wu‘)v V¢ dz /g(’vu‘)VuV@(l—v)) dac—l—/ g(‘vu’)VuV(fv)dx
Q Q “

Val Val vl
o1V o( V)
— VuV dr = VuV d
-/ v VUV /m{o@@} VYUV Ev)d

9(|Vul) / 9(|Vul)
= VuV(&(2——) ) de + VuVEdx
/Qﬂ{a<u<26} [Vl <§( )> Qn{o<u<e} [Vl ¢
<2 f s(Va)IVeldo+ [ g(Vu|velda
QN{e<u<2e} QN{0<u<e}

<2 9(|Vu))|VE] da,
QN{0<u<2e}

which tends to zero when ¢ — 0 yielding the desired result. O

Now we will prove as in Theorem [5.1] the density property of the set {u > 0} at free boundary
points. It is not true in general, for weak solutions satisfying only properties (1) and (2) of
Definitions or that the set {u = 0} has positive density at HY~!— almost every free
boundary point (see examples in [3]).

Theorem 8.1. For any domain D CC () there exists a constant ¢, with 0 < ¢ < 1 depending on
N,%,90,0, D, ¢min and Cpaz, such that, for any function u satisfying (1) and (2) of Definitions
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B and [82 and for every B, C D, centered at the free boundary we have

B0 {u>0}
| Br|

Proof. The proof follows as in Theorem Bl the only difference here is that, instead of using
Lemma [5.1] and [5.2] we use property (2) of Definitions and O

Remark 8.1. Now, by Remark 5.1l we have that the free boundary has Lebesgue measure zero.
Moreover, for every D CC €, the intersection d{u > 0} N D has Hausdorff dimension less than
N.

Lemma 8.2. If u satisfies hypothesis (1) and (2) of Definitions (81)) and [B2) then

(1) w 1is Lipschitz and for any domain D CC €, the Lipschitz constant depends only on
N,~,90,0,dist(D,0Q) and Chnqz, provided D contains a free boundary point.

(2) For any domain D CC ) there exist constants ¢,C depending on N,7, go,0, D, ¢pmin and
Crnaz, such that, for every B, C D centered at the free boundary we have

eVl < / dA < CrN 7T

Proof. The proof of (1) is similar to the one in Theorem The only change that we have to
make here is the following, instead of using Lemma [£.2] we have to use property (2) of Definitions
and We give the proof for the readers convenience.

Let d(z) = dist(z,Q N d{u > 0}). First, take z such that d(z) < idist(z,0Q). Let y €
o{u > 0} N 0By (). As u > 0 in By,)(z), Lu = 0 in that ball and u is an £~ subsolution
in Bsg(y). By using the gradient estimates and Harnack’s inequality of [14] (see Lemma [2.7)
and property (2) of Definitions and we have,

1 1 1 1/
—— sup u<C—— sup u<C’—(][ uydx) ! < CCraz-
B3a(a)(y)

[Vu(z)| < C < <
d(x) Bi(z) (@) d(x) Baa(x)(y) d(x)

So, the result follows in the case d(z) < Ldist(z,0%).
Let 7 such that dist(x,0Q) > r1 > 0 Vz € D, take D', satisfying D CcC D" CC 2 given by

D' = {z € Q/dist(z,D) < r1/2}.

Let z € D. If d(z) < $dist(z, Q) we have proved that |Vu(z)| < C.

If d(z) > idist(z,0Q), u >0 in B% (x) and B%(x) C D’ so that |Vu(z)| < %HUHLOO(D/).

To prove the second part of (1), consider now a connected domain D that contains a free
boundary point and let D’ as in the previous paragraph. Let us see that [[ul|ze(p) is bounded
by a constant that depends only on N,~,D,r(,A,d, and go. Let ro = 5 and 2y € D. Since
D’ is connected and not contained in {u > 0} N Q, there exists x1,...,x; € D’ such that
xj € B%o(acj_l) j=1,..k By(z;) C{u>0}j=0,.,k—1and By (x) € {u > 0}. Let
yo € O{u > 0} N By (vx). As u is an L— subsolution, by Theorem 1.2 in [I4] there exists C
depending on N, 7, d, go such that,

u(zy) < C(][Bgm 5

where in the last inequality we have used property (2) of Definitions and By Harnack’s
inequality in [I4] we have u(xj11) > cu(z;). Inductively we obtain u(zg) < Crg Yzo € D’

1
u“’dw) " < CCruazTos
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Therefore, the supremum of u over D’ can be estimated by a constant depending only on
N,v,71, A, 0, and gg.

In order to prove (2) we use that Lemma [6.1] holds if uy is a sequence of functions satisfying
properties (1) and (2) of Definitions and with the same constants ¢, and ¢pee. Then,
the rest of the proof follows as in Theorem O

Remark 8.2. Now, we are under the conditions used in the proof of Theorem and therefore
this result applies to functions u satisfying properties (1) and (2) of Definition BJ] and This
is, @NO{u > 0} has finite perimeter and there exists a Borel function ¢, defined on QNd{u > 0}
such that Lu = ¢, HN "1 0{u > 0}.

As w satisfies the conclusions of Theorem then Remark also holds. We also have that
any blow up sequence satisfies the properties of Lemma [7.11

Moreover, we have the following result that holds at points zg € Opcq{u > 0} that are Lebesgue
points of the function ¢, and are such that

HN=L(0{u > 0} N B(wo,7))
8.52 lim su - < 1.
(552) T W B
(Here B'(xq,7) = {2/ € RN=1/|2/| < r}).
Recall that H¥ =1 — a.e. point in O,eq{u > 0} satisfies (852) (see Theorem 3.1.21 in [3]).

Lemma 8.3. If u is a function satisfying properties (1), (2) and (3) of Definition [81] or [82
we have that q,(zo) = g(\*) for HN=1 a.e 2o € Opea{u > 0}.

Proof. Clearly, we only have to prove the statement for weak solutions (II).
If u satisfies (3) of Definition B2 take xg € Opeq{u > 0} such that

u(z) = A (@ — o, v(w0))” + o[z — xol).

Take pr — 0 and ug(x) = piku(xo + pkx) If € € C§°(2) we have

— / (yw\) Y Vedr = / qu(z)EdHN L,
{u>0} |Vl O{u>0}

and if we replace & by & (z) = pkf(%) with £ € C3°(BRr), k > ko and we change variables we

obtain,
—/ 9(|Vu k!) "VE da / qu(o + prpx)EdHN L.
{ur>0} [V | O{ur >0}

Now, recall that for a subsequence, X{u, >0 — X{zy<o0} i Li (RY) and g(|Vuk|)Wu |

9(|Vuol) ‘gzo — weakly in LS (RY). Thus,

VUO
Vuy Vfd — g(|Vu Ve dx
/{uk>0} a( |)|V k| {en <0} ( OI)|VU(J|

On the other hand, d{u; > 0} — {xy = 0} locally in Hausdorff distance. Then, if z¢ is a
Lebesgue point of ¢, satisfying (852]),

(8.53) / g (20 + pra)E AHY 1 = qu (o) / cauN1,
O{ur>0} {zn=0}

As, Vug = —A*en X{zy <0}, We deduce that for almost every point xg € 9pcq{u > 0}, qu(z0) =
g(A"). O
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Now we prove the asymptotic development for weak solutions satisfying Definition

Lemma 8.4. If u satisfies (1),(2), (3) and (4) of Definition [81], then for xg € Oreq{u > 0}
satisfying (BE2), u has the following asymptotic development

(8.54) u(z) = A"z — zo,v(20))” + o]z — o)

where v(xg) is the unit outer normal to the free boundary at x.

Proof. Let xg € Opeqg{u > 0} and let pr, — 0. Let ug(z) = piku(xo + prx) be a blow up sequence

(observe that wy is again a weak solution in the rescaled domain). Assume that uy — wug
uniformly on compact subsets of RY. Also assume that v(zg) = exn. As in the proof of Theorem

[[ 1l we deduce that
up >0 in{zy <0}

up=0 in {zxy > 0}.

Let us see that ugp > 0 in {xy < 0}. To this end, let D CC {zn < 0} and let { € C§°(D). For
k large enough,

Vuy

(8.55) [ gV e vede = | g )E(w) dHN .
{u>0} |Vl Oreaf{ur>0}

As in [3], p. 121, we have that for every zy € Oreq{u > 0} satisfying (852]),
HY L O{ur, >0y ND) =0 ask — oo.
Thus, the right hand side of ([B55]) goes to zero as k — oco. Since the left hand side goes to

Vu
- [ aliVua) e Ve e

we deduce that Lup =0 in {xy < 0}. Thus, up > 0 in {xy < 0}.
As in Theorem [Tl we have that there exists 0 < A\g < oo such that

uo(x) = Moy + ol fz]).
By property (2) of Lemma [T we have that

X{up>0} = X{zy<0} 1IN L}OC(RN) as k — oo.

Let now & € C°(RY) in (855). Passing to the limit as k& — oo and using Lemma [T1] (1) we
get,
Vu " _
[ sVwh g veds = [ g an .
{en<0} [V {wn=0}

Replacing & by r&(x/r) with r — 0, using the fact that %uo(m:) — Ao uniformly on compact

sets of RY, changing variables and passing to the limit we get
g()\o)/ Endx = g()\*)/ E(z)dHN L,
{en<0} {zn=0}

Thus, \g = \*.

At this point we proceed as in Theorem [[1] to deduce that actually ug(x) = Nz (observe
that here we are using property (4) of Definition B1]). As the blow up limit ug is independent
of the blow up sequence pj we conclude that u has the asymptotic development (854]). O

Now we prove the property that we mentioned in the introduction to this section. The
following lemma only holds for weak solutions satisfying Definition
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Lemma 8.5. If u satisfies (1), (2) and (3) of Definition [81],
(1) HYH(0{u > 0} \ Opea{u > 0}) =0
(2) |DN{u =0} >0 for every open set D C Q containing a point of {u = 0}.
(3) For any ball B in {u = 0} touching QN O{u > 0} at xq, there holds that,

8.56 1 —— *
(550 WP Fist(e. B)

Proof. By [9], 4.5.6 (3) we have,
(8.57) |u|(Br(z0)) = o(rN 1) for r — 0

for #HV=1 almost all points zg € {u > 0} \ drea{u > 0} (Recall that 1, = —Vx{y>0}) - Assume
there exists zg € 0{u > 0} \ Oreq{u > 0} satisfying (851). Therefore, if ug is a blow up limit
with respect to balls Bpk (z9), we obtain for £ € Cgo(Bl) that,

—/[R <|Vuo|)| |vsdme/ |Vuk|>| -

N . —x _
= Ng(A )/ g(F="0) am
8Ted{u>0}ﬂBPk (:L'Q) Pk

< Cpy. Npul (B, (0)) — 0,

therefore Lug = 0. Since up(0) = 0, we must have ug = 0, but this contradicts the nondegeneracy
property (2) of the Definition Rl Therefore (1) holds.

To prove (2), suppose that X{u>0} = 1 almost everywhere in D, hence the reduced boundary
must be outside of D. Then by Definition (3) the function Lu = 0 in D, and therefore u is
positive. Hence D N {u =0} = 0.

In order to prove (3), Let [ be the finite limit on the left of (856]), and yx — z¢ with u(yx) > 0
and

b Ve dr

u(yx)
dy;
Consider the blow up sequence u; with respect to By, (x)), where z;, € OB are points with
|z — yr| = dg, and choose a subsequence with blow up limit ug, such that

. Tr — Yk
e:= lim ———
k—o0 dy.

1, dy = dist(yy, B).

exists. Then by construction, since > 0 by nondegenaracy, ug(—e) = [, and ug(x) < —i(z,e) for
x-e <0, up(z) =0 for z-e > 0. Both, up and [{z,e)” are L solutions in {up > 0}, and coincide
in —e. Since [ > 0, and |Vug| > /2 in a neighborhood of —e, we have that L is uniformly elliptic
there. Then we can apply the strong maximum principle to conclude that they must coincide
in that neighborhood of —e. By a continuation argument, we have that ug = ((z,e)~.

By the Representation Theorem, V ¢ € C§° (Bl) >0

[ == [ (VDG Veds [ (V) S Vieds
Ofup>0} RN Vu | |V ol

— 4(0) / pdHN !
{(x,e)=0}

(8.58)
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and

/ pdHN ! 2/ plery, ) dHN 1

a{uk>0} ared{uk>0}

(8.59) :/goe.duu,C :/ 8e<pdm—>/ Oep dx
{ur>0} {(z,e)<0}

= / edHN L,
{(z.)=0}

Therefore, for weak solutions of type I and II we have,

g(1) > liminf ¢, (x).
T—T0
Now, if u is a weak solution of type I we have, that g, (z) = g(\*) for HV 1 — a.e z € QNO{u >
0}. Thus, g(1) > g(\*) and I > \*.
0

We then conclude,

Theorem 8.2. Ifu satisfies (1), (2) (3) and (4) of Definition[81, then for HN=1 a.e 2o € 0{u >
0}, u has the asymptotic development (854

Proof. 1t follows by Remark and Lemmas and O

Remark 8.3. Now we have that with the additional hypothesis (4), weak solutions (I) satisfy the
same properties that we proved in the previous section for minimizers (with the only difference
that in (4) we have a less than or equal instead of an equal). The extra hypothesis (5), in the
definition of weak solution (II) (which always holds, by Lemma BF] for weak solutions (I)) is
used in key steps of the proof of the regularity of the free boundary. On the other hand, observe
that minimizers have the asymptotic development (854]) at every point in their reduced free
boundary, but we only proved that this development holds at almost every point of 9,eq{u > 0}
when u is a weak solution.

9. REGULARITY OF THE FREE BOUNDARY

In this section we prove the regularity of the free boundary of a weak solution v in a neighbor-
hood of every “flat” free boundary point. In particular, we prove the regularity in a neighborhood
of every point in Opeq{u > 0} where u has the asymptotic development ([854]). Then, if u is a
minimizer, d,cq{u > 0} is smooth and the remainder of the free boundary has H¥~!— measure
ZETO.

We will recall some definitions and we will point out the only significant differences with the
proofs in [7] for the case G(t) = tP. The rest of the proof of the regularity then follows as sections
6, 7, 8 and 9 of [7]. The main differences with [7] come from the fact that we don’t assume
the locally uniform positive density of the set {u = 0} at the free boundary. This is a property
satisfied by minimizers that is not know to hold, in principle, for weak solutions that appear in
a different context. This uniform density property implies, in particular, that HN~'— almost
every point in the free boundary belongs to the reduced free boundary and this is a very strong
assumption that we don’t want to make.

Remark 9.1. In [7], section 6, 7 and 8 the authors use the fact that when |Vu| > ¢, u satisfies
a linear nondivergence uniformly elliptic equation, Tu = 0. In our case we have that when
|[Vu| > ¢, u is a solution of the equation defined in Remark [Tl As in those sections the authors
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only use the fact that this operator is linear and uniformly elliptic, then the results of those
sections in [7] extend to our case without any change.

For the reader convenience, we will sketch here the proof of the regularity of the free boundary
by a series of steps and we will write down the proof in those cases in which we had to make
modifications.

9.1. Flatness and nondegeneracy of the gradient.

Definition 9.1 (Flat free boundary points). Let 0 < o1,0_ <1 and 7 > 0. We say that u is
of class
F(oy,0_;7) in B, = B,(0)
if
(1) 0 € 9{u > 0} and

u=0 for xn > oyp,
u(x) > =X (xy +o_p) for zny < —0_p.
(2) |Vu| <X (1+7) in B,,.
If the origin is replaced by xy and the direction ey by the unit vector v we say that u is of class
F(oy,0-;7) in By(xg) in direction v.

It is in the proof of the following theorems where we strongly use the extra hypothesis (5) of
weak solution (II) (which is always satisfied by weak solutions (I)). For the details see Section 6

in [7].
Theorem 9.1. There exists og > 0 and Cy > 0 such that
u € F(o,1;0) in By implies u € F(20,Co0;0) in By,

for 0 < o < ay.
Proof. Tt follows as in the proof of Theorem 6.3 in [7] by Remark U
Theorem 9.2. For every § > 0 there exists o5 > 0 and Cs > 0 such that

u € F(o,1;0) in By implies |[Vu| > X* = 3§ in By N{ry < —-Cso}
for 0 <o <os.
Proof. Tt follows as in the proof of Theorem 6.4 in [7] by Remark O

9.2. Nonhomogeneous blow-up.

Lemma 9.1. Let uy € F(oy,04;7;) € By, with o, — 0, 7',%%_2 — 0. Fory € By, set
fi(y) = sup{h : (pry, oxprh) € d{uy > 0}},
fie () = inf{h : (pry, oxpih) € OH{ug > 0}}.

Then, for a subsequence,

(1) f(y) =limsup s~y f; (2) = liminf -y f (2) for all y € BY.
k—o0 k—o0
Further, f,j = f, fi = [ uniformly, f(0) =0, |f| <1 and f is continuous.

(2) f is subharmonic.
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Proof. (1) is the analogue of Lemma 5.3 in [5]. The proof is based on Theorem 6.3 and is
identical to the one of Lemma 7.3 in [3].

The proof of (2) is a little bit different since here we don’t have in general that g, (z) = g(\*)
HN=1 — a.e point in {uy, > 0}. Instead, we have that this equality holds for H¥~! — a.e point
in Opeg{ur > 0}.

We may assume by replacing ug by up = pikuk(pkx), that pr = 1. Let us assume, by contra-

diction that there is a ball B, (yo) C B] and a harmonic function g in a neighborhood of this
ball, such that

g>fondBy(y) and f(yo) > g(yo)-
Let,
Z+:{$€Bl/$:(y,h), yGB;)(yO)’h>O-kg(y)}’

and similarly Zy and Z~. As in Lemma 7.5 in [3], using the same test function and the Repre-
sentation Theorem (see Remark B2]) we arrive at,

(9.60) / oV v = Quy (@) AHY 1,
{ur>0}nZ0 |Vug| Ofuy,>0}NZ+

As uy € F(og, 0k, ) we have that |Vug| < A*(1 4+ 74) and, by Lemma B3] there holds that

Quy, (2) = g(A*) for HV~! — a.e point in Greq{ur > 0}. Then, by ([@60) we have,

(9.61) gOVHY " (Breafur, > 0y N ZF) < gV (1 + 7)) HYH ({ur > 0} N Zp).

On the other hand, by the excess area estimate in Lemma 7.5 in [3] we have that,
HN " (0reaBr N Z) > HN Y (Z) + co?,

where Z = B (yo) x R and Ey = {u, > 0} U Z™.
We also have,

HNil(aredEk N Z) < 'HNil(ZJr N Gred{uk > O}) + HNil(ZQ N {uk = 0})

Using these two inequalities and the fact that HN=1(Zy N d{ug > 0}) = 0 (if this is not true we
replace g by g + ¢y for a small constant ¢y) we have that,

(9.62) HY Y (Opeq{ur, > 0} N ZT) > HY"1(Zo N {uy, > 0}) + cot.
Finally by (@.61)) and (@.62]) we have that,

g(A\") [’HN_l({uk >0}NZy) + cag] < g\ (1 + ) HY T {ug > 0} N Zp).
Therefore, for some positive constant ¢ we have

g (1 +7%)) — g(A")

2
O

c <
and this contradicts the fact that ;—‘5 — 0 as k — oo. U
k

Lemma 9.2. There exists a positive constant C' = C(N) such that, for any y € BT’,/Z,

1/4
TS ) et

Proof. 1t follows as in Lemma 8.3 at [7] , by Remark and Theorem O
With these two lemmas we have by Lemma 7.7 and Lemma 7.8 in [3],

Lemma 9.3. (1) f is Lipschitz in 31/4 with Lipschitz constant depending on Cy and N.
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(2) There ezists a constant C = C(N) > 0 and for 0 < 0 < 1, there exists cg = c(6,N) > 0,
such that we can find a ball B. and a vector | € RN with

cp<r<0, [[|<C, andf(y)gl.y—l—gr for |y| <.

And as in Lemma 7.9 in [3] we have,

Lemma 9.4. Let 0, C, cy as in Lemmal9.3 There exists a positive constants og, such that
(9.63) u € F(o,0;7) in B, in direction v
with o < oy, T < ogo?, implies

u € F(0o,1;7) in By in direction v
for some p and v with copp < p < Op and |[v —v| < Co, where o9 = og(0, N).
Lemma 9.5. Given 0 < 6 < 1, there exist positive constants oy, cg and C such that
(9.64) u € F(o,1;7) in B, in direction v
with 0 < o9 and T < 0go?, then

u € F(00,00;0°7) in B, in direction v

for some p and v with cogp < p < %p and |[v —v| < Co, where cg = cy(0,N), C = C(N,0d,q0),
og =o0g(0,N).

Proof. We obtain the improvement of the value 7 inductively. Assume that p = 1. If gy is small
enough, we can apply Theorem and obtain

u € F(Co,Co;7) in By in direction v.
Then for 0 < 6, < % we can apply Lemma [0.4] if again oy is small, and we obtain
(9.65) u € F(COy0,Co;7) in B,, in direction v
for some 71,1 with
co, <2rp <0, and |v; —v| < Co.

In order to improve 7, we consider the functions U, = (G(|Vu|) — G(\*) — 6)+ and Uy =
(G(|Vul) - G()\*))jL in Byy,. By Lemma [ and (4) in Definitions and we know that
Ue vanishes in a neighborhood of the free boundary. Since U. > 0 implies G(|Vu|) > G(\*) +¢,
the closure of {U. > 0} is contained in {G(|Vu|) > G(A\*) + ¢/2}. The function u satisfies the
linearized equation

Tu= bU(Vu)DUu =0
where b;; is defined in (Z47), and is uniformly elliptic in {G(|Vu|) > G(\*)+¢/2} with ellipticity
constant § independent of wu.

Let v = G(|Vul). By Lemma 1 in [I5], we have that v satisfies,

Muv = D;(bj;(Vu)Djv) >0 in {G(|Vu|) > G(\*) +¢/2}.
Hence U, satisfies
MU: >0 in {G(|Vu|) > G(\*) +¢/2}.
Extending the operator M with the uniformly elliptic divergence-form operator

MU} = Dz (EZ] (x)D]w) in B2r1
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with measurable coefficients such that
bij(z) = bii(Vu) in {G(|Vu]) > G(\*) +¢/2},
we obtain o
MUS > 0 in B2r1-
Moreover, by ([@.64) we have that U. < G(A*(1 + 7)) — G(\*) and by (@60) U. = 0 in B =
By, ja(%11), if Co <1/2.
Take now, V such that,

MV =0 in By, \ B,
V=G\(1+7))—G\) ondBy,,
V=0 on 0B.

Then, there exists 0 < ¢(NN, ) < 1 such that V < ¢(G(A\*(1 + 7)) — G(A\*)) in B,,. Applying
the maximum principle we have that, U, < ¢(G(A\*(1 4+ 7)) — G(\*)) in B,,. Taking ¢ — 0 we
obtain,

G(|Vul) < cGA*(1+ 7))+ G\*)(1 —¢) in B,,.
Since, G(A*(1 4+ 7)) = G(A*) + g(A*)A*7 + o(T) we have that
cGN*(1+7)+ G\ —¢) =GN) + cg AN T + o(T),
and since G is strictly increasing, we have,

|Vu| < G"HGN) + cg(N)NT + o(T))

=\*+ g()\*) (Q(A*))\*Tc—{— 0(7’)) + 0(7')
= )\*<1 +T(C+ @)) < )\*<1 _|_7_(C‘|2' 1)),

if we choose 7 small enough. And we see that if we choose #; small enough (depending on N),
we have
u € F(fyo,1;037) in B,, in direction vy,
where 6y = /<.
We can repeat this argument a finite number of times, and we obtain

u € F(05'0,1;02™7) in B,,. ,, in direction vy,

with
co; < 2r; < 0;, and |Um —v| < . 000.
Finally we choose m large enough and use Theorem O

9.3. Smoothness of the free boundary.

Theorem 9.3. Suppose that u is a weak solution, and D CC Q. Then there exist positive
constants oo, C' and « such that if

u € F(o,1;00) in B,(xg) C D in direction v
with o < a0, p < /30(5-0’0-)} then
B,/4(zo) N 0{u > 0} is a Ch surface,
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more precisely, a graph in direction v of a CY® function, and, for any x1, xo on this surface
r] — T2 |
p
Proof. By property (4) in Definitions and we have that, for every p— neighborhood D,
of DN of{u > 0},

lv(z1) — v(zg)] < CO"

|Vu(z)] < X+ 7(p), for every z € D,

where 7(p) — 0 when p — 0.
Therefore,
u € F(o,1;7) in Bpy(xg) in direction v.
Applying Theorem we have that
u € F(Coo,Coo;7) in B,(wg) in direction v
ifo<ogand 7 <o.
Let x1 € B,(wo) N O{u > 0} then
u € F(Coo,1;7) in B,s(x1) in direction v
and applying again Theorem we have,
u € F(Céo,Clo;7) in B,4(71) in direction v
if Cyo < o0g and 7 < Cyo.
Let 0 <0 <1, take pg = p/4, vo =v, C = CE, 0 < Zrand 7 < 09C?0?. Now, by Lemma [0.7]
and iterating we get that there exist sequences p,, and v, such that,
u€ F(0™Co,0™Co;0°™1) in B, (1) in direction vy,

with cgpm < pm+1 < pm/4 and V1 — vi| < 0™Co.
Thus, we have that [(z — z1, V)| < 0™ Copy, for z € B, (x1) N O{u > 0}.
We also have that there exists v(x1) = lim,, o vy, and

(1) = vl < T
V(1) = vm| < 7750
Now let z € B,,/4(z1) N 0{u > 0} and choose m such that py,11 < [r — 21| < py,. Then
— 1
e — a1, v(21))| < cama(’ml _x@l’ —i—pm) < ca%(l —+ a)m ~

and since |z — 21| < cgﬂ'lpo we have

_ e} l 6
gt < <|33 331|) with o — 0g(0) :
Po log(co)

and we conclude that

Co
|(x — 21, v(z1))] < p—alw — x|

Finally, observe that the result follows if we take, 69 = min{oy, g—‘;, Z} and if we choose pg
small enough such that if p < po, 7(p) < min{eo, Cyo, 09C%02}. O

Remark 9.2. By Lemma 84 Definition and by the nondegeneracy, we have that there
exists a set A C Opeq{u > 0}, with HY~1(0peq{u > 0} \ A) = 0, such that for 79 € A we have
that u € F(0,,1;00) in B,(zg) in direction v,(x¢), with o, — 0 for p — 0. Observe that by
Theorem [I.I] when u is a minimizer A = 0,..q{u > 0}. Hence applying Theorem we have,
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Theorem 9.4. If u is a weak solution then there erxists a subset A C Opeqg{u > 0} with

HN=

Y(0yeaf{u > 0}\ A) = 0 such that for any xo € A there exists r > 0 so that B, (zo)Nd{u > 0}

is a CY% surface. Moreover, if u satisfies Definition [81 then the remainder of O{u > 0}
has HN~'-measure zero. Finally, if u is a minimizer, Opeq{u > 0} is a CY* surface and

HN=

[1]
2]

8]
[4]
[5]

[6]

[7]

8]

(10]
(11]

(12]

(13]
(14]
(15]

(16]

(17]

Lo{u > 0} \ Opeg{u > 0} = 0.
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