arXiv:2109.03380v1 [math.AP] 8 Sep 2021

A two phase boundary obstacle-type problem for the bi-Laplacian

Donatella Danielli^∗ & Alaa Haj Ali^†

Abstract

In this paper we are concerned with a two phase boundary obstacle-type problem for the bi- Laplace operator in the upper unit ball. The problem arises in connection with unilateral phenomena for flat elastic plates. It can also be seen as an extension problem to an obstacle problem for the fractional Laplacian (−Δ)^{3∕2}, as first observed in [Y]. We establish the well-posedness and the optimal regularity of the solution, and we study the structure of the free boundary. Our proofs are based on monotonicity formulas of Almgren- and Monneau-type.

Mathematics Subject Classifications: 35B65, 35R35, 35J35 Keywords: Free boundary problems, Variational methods, Biharmonic operator, Monotonicity formulas.

1 Introduction

In this paper we consider the following two-phase boundary obstacle problem ⎧ ⎪ ⎨ ⎪ ⎩

Δ^2𝑢 = 0 in 𝐵^+_1 𝑢 = 𝑔 on (𝜕𝐵_1)^+ 𝑢_𝑦 = 0 on 𝐵^′_1 (Δ𝑢)_𝑦 = 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^{𝑝−1} − 𝜆_+(𝑢^+)^{𝑝−1} on 𝐵^′_1.

(1.1)

Here 𝐵^+_1 = {𝑧 = (𝑥, 𝑦) ∈ 𝐵_1; 𝑦 > 0}, with 𝐵_1 being the unit ball in ℝ^{𝑛+1} centered at the origin, (𝜕𝐵_1)^+ = 𝜕𝐵_1 ∩ {𝑦 > 0}, 𝐵^′_1 = 𝐵_1 ∩ {𝑦 = 0}, 𝜆_−, 𝜆_+ are positive constants, and 𝑝 > 1. For 𝑞 ∶= max{2, 𝑝}, we let 𝑔 ∈ 𝑊^{2,𝑞}(𝐵^+_1 ), with 𝑔_𝑦 = 0 on 𝐵^′_1.

In the two dimensional case, this problem arises from Kirchhoff’s phenomena of a linearized plate bending, where an isotropic thin elastic plate Ω is clamped at its edges along a portion Γ_1 of the boundary 𝜕Ω and satisfies a unilateral restriction on the remaining portion Γ_2 ∶= 𝜕Ω ⧵ Γ_1. In such a model, the vertical deflection 𝑢 is subject to the boundary conditions 𝑢 = 𝑔, 𝑢_𝜈 = 0 on Γ_1 (where 𝜈 is the outer unit normal vector to 𝜕Γ_1). This says that the plate is clamped on a portion of its boundary along a curve 𝑔(𝑥), and it remains horizontal there. The vertical deflection of the plate is caused by a unilateral displacement applied to the portion Γ_2 of the boundary. When the displacement is small, the vertical deflection is governed by the bi-Laplace operator. For more details, we refer the reader to [LL, Chapter 2]. This problem is equivalent to a non-local one in a lower dimensional Euclidean space, as first observed in [Y]. More precisely, Yang [Y] generalized the characterization of the fractional Laplacian (−Δ)^𝑠 as a Dirichlet-to-Neumann map, established by Caffarelli and Silvestre [CS] for 0 < 𝑠 < 1, to all positive non-integer 𝑠. In particular, for 𝑠 = 3∕2, we recall the following result.

∗School of Mathematical and Statistical Sciences, Arizona State University. Email: ddanielli@asu.edu †Department of Mathematics, Purdue University. Email: hajalia@purdue.edu

Theorem 1.1 ([Y, Theorem 2.1]) Suppose 𝑢 ∈ 𝑊^{2,2}(ℝ^{𝑛+1}_+ ) is a solution (in a suitable weak sense) to ⎧ ⎪ ⎨ ⎪ ⎩ Δ^2𝑢(𝑥, 𝑦) = 0 in ℝ^𝑛 × ℝ_+ 𝑢(𝑥, 0) = 𝑢_0(𝑥) for all 𝑥 ∈ ℝ^𝑛 𝑢_𝑦(𝑥, 0) = 0 for all 𝑥 ∈ ℝ^𝑛

for some 𝑢_0 in 𝐻^{3∕2}(ℝ^𝑛). Then

(−Δ)^{3∕2}𝑢_0(𝑥) = 𝐶_𝑛 𝜕 𝜕𝑦 Δ𝑢(𝑥, 0). (1.2)

Given the above result, we see that our problem (1.1) can be seen as a local version (thanks to the bi-harmonic extension) of a two-phase obstacle-type problem, associated with the fractional operator (−Δ)^{3∕2}, (−Δ)^{3∕2}𝑢 = 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^{𝑝−1} − 𝜆_+(𝑢^+)^{𝑝−1} in ℝ^𝑛, 𝑢 → 0 as |𝑥| → ∞ (1.3)

in the lower dimensional Euclidean space ℝ^𝑛. It should be noted that in our work, however, we do not exploit this connection, and we deal exclusively with the local formulation (1.1).

The problem (1.1) has been considered in [FF] in the case where the non-homogeneous boundary condition is given by (−Δ𝑢)_𝑦 = ℎ(𝑥)𝑢(⋅, 0), with ℎ(𝑥) being a 𝐶^1-function on 𝐵^′_1. The authors prove a monotonicity formula of Almgren’s type and classify the possible blow-up limit profiles. Then, they use their results to establish the strong unique continuation property for the fractional equation (−Δ)^{3∕2}𝑢(𝑥) = 𝑎(𝑥)𝑢(𝑥) for some 𝐶^1 function 𝑎(⋅).

In the present work, both the formulation of problem (1.1) and our objectives are different. The non-homogeneous thin boundary condition (Δ𝑢)_𝑦 = 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^{𝑝−1} − 𝜆_+(𝑢^+)^{𝑝−1} on 𝐵^′_1 has a right-hand-side which is non-differentiable in 𝑢 when 1 < 𝑝 ≤ 2 and non-linear in 𝑢 when 𝑝 > 2. Moreover, one of our main goals is to study the regularity of the solution of (1.1) for all 𝑝 > 1, and to prove that the regularity we establish is optimal in the cases where 𝑝 is an integer. Moreover, in the cases when 𝑝 = 2 and 𝑝 ≥ 3, we study the structural properties of the free boundary (𝜕{𝑢 > 0} ∪ 𝜕{𝑢 < 0}) ∩ 𝐵^′_1.

There have been several results in the literature concerning free boundary problems associated to the bi-harmonic operator. To mention a few, in [DKV1] the authors study a singular perturbation problem which can be understood as the bi-harmonic counterpart of the classical combustion problem. Then, in [DKV2] the same authors study the regularity of the minimizer of the Bernoulli-type functional for the bi-Laplacian: ∫_Ω(|Δ𝑤|^2 + 𝜒_{𝑤>0})𝑑𝑥. They also carry out a structural analysis of the free boundary of such a minimizer. In addition, there have been some results related to the thick obstacle problem for the bi-Laplacian. In [F1] the author establishes the 𝑊^{3,2}_{𝑙𝑜𝑐} regularity of a solution, and in [F2] and [CF] the authors provide different approaches to prove the 𝐶^{1,𝛼}_{𝑙𝑜𝑐} regularity of the solution (for 0 < 𝛼 < 1). Finally, in the recent paper [A], the author establishes the 𝐶^{1,𝛼}-regularity of the free boundary, and then improves the regularity of the solution to 𝐶^{3,𝛼}_{𝑙𝑜𝑐} , under the assumption that the solution is almost one-dimensional and its positivity set {𝑢 > 0} is a non-tangentially accessible (NTA) domain.

In the last decade, there has been a surge of interest in lower dimensional obstacle problems for second order uniformly elliptic operators. These extensive studies were motivated by the discovery of several powerful monotonicity formulas which provided the necessary tools to establish the optimal regularity of a solution, as well as the regularity and the structure of the free boundary. We refer the reader to [ACS], [AC], [CSS], [CS], [GP], the survey [DS] and the book [PSU], as well as the references therein. On the other hand, much less work has been done on boundary obstacle-type problems associated with the bi-harmonic operator. In the 1980s, B. Schild studied the regularity of the solution of the thin obstacle problem for the bi-Laplacian. This problem can be seen as a limit case of our problem (in the model case 𝑝 = 2) when one of the constants 𝜆_± vanishes and the other goes to ∞. In [S1], the author establishes the 𝐻^{2,∞}_{𝑙𝑜𝑐} ∩ 𝐻^{3∕2}_{𝑙𝑜𝑐} regularity of a solution, whereas in [S2] he proves the 𝐻^{3∕2} and 𝐶^{2,1∕2} optimal regularity of the solution for the two-dimensional case. In fact, the author obtains such results for the general polyharmonic operator (−Δ)^𝑚 for all integers 2 ≤ 𝑚 ≤^{𝑛+2}_2 . However, many important questions related to the structure of the free boundary and the characterization of the free boundary points remained open. As far as we are aware, our work is the first instance of a comprehensive study of the free boundary in a boundary obstacle problem associated with a fourth-order operator.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we introduce a variational formulation of the problem to prove the existence and uniqueness of a minimizer for the corresponding functional. The relevant functional is similar to a thin and higher order version of the classical Alt-Phillips functional first introduced by Alt and Phillips in [AlP] and [P]. We then establish the weak differentiability of the Laplacian of the minimizer, and we obtain some sub-harmonicity properties for the minimizer and for its Laplacian. In Section 3 we establish the 𝐶^{𝑝+1,𝛼}-regularity of a solution (0 < 𝛼 < 1) for all 𝑝 > 1, and then we show that the established regularity is optimal in the cases where 𝑝 is an integer. Next, we turn our attention to obtaining all the necessary tools to study the structure of the free boundary. In the remaining sections of the paper, for technical reasons the range of the values of 𝑝 is restricted to 𝑝 = 2 or 𝑝 ≥ 3. In Section 4 we prove an Almgren-type monotonicity formula and we deduce the growth rate of the solution away from the free boundary. In Section 5 we carry the analysis of the blow-up sequences around a free boundary point. In Section 6 we obtain a Monneau-type monotonicity formula and we deduce the nondegeneracy of the solution near so-called singular free boundary points. Finally, in Section 7 we collect all the results previously obtained to determine the structure of the singular set.

2 Existence and Uniqueness of a minimizer

We begin by introducing the notion of a weak solution for the problem (1.1). We recall 𝑞 ∶= max{2, 𝑝}.

Definition 2.1 We say that 𝑢 ∈ 𝑊^{2,𝑞}(𝐵^+_1 ) is a weak solution of (1.1) if

∫_𝐵+_1

Δ𝑢Δ𝜙𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 = ∫_𝐵′_1 ( 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^{𝑝−1} − 𝜆_+(𝑢^+)^{𝑝−1} ) 𝜙𝑑𝑥 (2.1)

for all functions 𝜙 ∈ 𝐶^∞(𝐵^+_1 ) such that 𝜙 = 0 on (𝜕𝐵_1)^+ and 𝜙_𝑦 = 0 on 𝐵^′_1.

To prove the existence of a weak solution to (1.1), we follow a variational approach by minimizing the functional 𝐽 [𝑤] ∶= ∫_𝐵+_1

(Δ𝑤)^2𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 + 2 𝑝 ∫_𝐵′_1 𝜆_−(𝑤^−)^𝑝 + 𝜆_+(𝑤^+)^𝑝𝑑𝑥 (2.2)

over the admissible set ∶= { 𝑤 ∈ 𝑊^{2,𝑞}(𝐵^+_1 ), 𝑤 = 𝑔 on (𝜕𝐵_1)^+, and 𝑤_𝑦 = 0 on 𝐵^′_1 } . (2.3)

This is a free boundary problem with two phases. We will denote the free boundary with

Γ = Γ_− ∪ Γ_+, where Γ_− = 𝜕_𝑥({𝑢 < 0} ∩ 𝐵^′_1) and Γ_+ = 𝜕_𝑥({𝑢 > 0} ∩ 𝐵^′_1). (2.4)

Our starting point is the following Poincaré type inequality on a half ball. This result was proven in [FF, Lemma 2.3], but for the reader’s convenience we include the proof here.

Lemma 2.2 For 𝑤 ∈ 𝑊^{1,2}(𝐵_𝑟) we have 𝑛 𝑟^2 ∫_𝐵^+_𝑟 𝑤^2𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 ≤ 1 𝑟 ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ 𝑤^2𝑑𝑆 +

∫_𝐵+_𝑟

|∇𝑤|^2𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦. (2.5)

Proof. Letting 𝑧 ∶= (𝑥, 𝑦) we have

(𝑛 + 1) ∫_𝐵+_𝑟 𝑤^2𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 = ∫_𝐵+_𝑟

∇ ⋅ (𝑤^2𝑧) − 2 ∫_𝐵+_𝑟 𝑤∇𝑤 ⋅ 𝑧 = 𝑟 ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ 𝑤^2 − 2

∫_𝐵+_𝑟 𝑤∇𝑤 ⋅ 𝑧 ≤ 𝑟 ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ 𝑤^2 + ∫_𝐵+_𝑟 𝑤^2𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 + 𝑟^2 ∫_𝐵+_𝑟

|∇𝑤|^2𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦, which gives 𝑛 ∫_𝐵+_𝑟 𝑤^2𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 ≤ 𝑟 ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ 𝑤^2𝑑𝑆 + 𝑟^2 ∫_𝐵+_𝑟

|∇𝑤|^2𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦.

Dividing by 𝑟^2 we obtain the desired inequality.

We proceed to establish existence and uniqueness of the minimizer.

Theorem 2.3 There exists a unique minimizer 𝑢 of the functional (2.2) over the admissible set .

Proof. First we note that the admissible set ≠ ∅ since 𝑔 ∈ . Next, let {𝑢_𝑙} be a minimizing sequence of 𝐽 [⋅] and denote 𝑣_𝑙 ∶= Δ𝑢_𝑙 for all 𝑙 ≥ 1. Clearly, {𝑣_𝑙} is bounded in ^2(𝐵^+_1 ). Moreover, integrating by parts and applying (2.5), we have

∫_𝐵+_1

|∇(𝑢_𝑙 − 𝑢_1)|^2𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 = − ∫_𝐵+_1

(𝑢_𝑙 − 𝑢_1)(𝑣_𝑙 − 𝑣_1)𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 ≤ ||𝑢_𝑙 − 𝑢_1||2_{(𝐵}+_{1 )}||𝑣_𝑙 − 𝑣_1||2_{(𝐵}+_{1 )}

≤ 𝐶||∇(𝑢_𝑙 − 𝑢_1)||2_{(𝐵}+_{1 )}||𝑣_𝑙 − 𝑣_1||2_{(𝐵}+_{1 )},

and thus ||∇(𝑢_𝑙 − 𝑢_1)||2_{(𝐵}+_{1 )} ≤ 𝐶||𝑣_𝑙 − 𝑣_1||2_{(𝐵}+_{1 )}.

Also, ||𝑢_𝑙 − 𝑢_1||2_{(𝐵}+_{1 )} ≤ 𝐶||∇(𝑢_𝑙 − 𝑢_1)||2_{(𝐵}+_{1 )} ≤ 𝐶^2||𝑣_𝑙 − 𝑣_1||2_{(𝐵}+_{1 )}.

Moreover, by classical elliptic regularity we have

||𝑢_𝑙 − 𝑢_1||_𝑊 2,2_{(𝐵}+_{1 )} ≤ 𝐶 ( ||𝑢_𝑙 − 𝑢_1||2_{(𝐵}+_{1 )} + ||𝑣_𝑙 − 𝑣_1||2_{(𝐵}+_{1 )} )

for some constant 𝐶 depending only on the dimension. Therefore, the sequence {𝑢_𝑙} is bounded in 𝑊^{2,2}(𝐵^+_1 ). By standard compactness arguments, for a subsequence still denoted by {𝑢_𝑙} we have

𝑢_𝑙 → 𝑢 weakly in 𝑊^{2,2}(𝐵^+_1 ) and strongly in ^2(𝐵^+_1 ).

Passing to a subsequence (without changing its name for simplicity), we may assume that 𝑢_𝑙 converges a.e. in 𝐵^+_1 . Since the admissible set is a closed subset of 𝑊^{2,2}(𝐵^+_1 ), we conclude that 𝑢 ∈ . From the weak convergence we infer

∫_𝐵+_1

(Δ𝑢)^2𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 ≤ lim inf_{𝑙→∞} ∫_𝐵+_1

(Δ𝑢_𝑙)^2𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦. (2.6)

Now we claim that we also have

∫_𝐵′_1 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^𝑝 + 𝜆_+(𝑢^+)^𝑝𝑑𝑥 ≤ lim inf_{𝑙→∞} ∫_𝐵′_1 𝜆_−(𝑢^−_𝑙 )^𝑝 + 𝜆_+(𝑢^+_𝑙 )^𝑝𝑑𝑥. (2.7)

To see this, we note that since the half unit ball is a Lipschitz domain, the trace operator 𝑇 ∶ 𝑊^{2,2}(𝐵^+_1 ) → 2(𝜕𝐵^+_1 ) is a compact bounded linear operator. Therefore, 𝑢_𝑙 → 𝑢 strongly in ^2(𝐵^′_1) and, for a subsequence, the convergence is a.e. in 𝐵^′_1. Clearly, this also implies that 𝜆_−(𝑢^−_𝑙 )^𝑝 + 𝜆_+(𝑢^+_𝑙 )^𝑝 converges a.e. to 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^𝑝 + 𝜆_+(𝑢^+)^𝑝 in 𝐵^′_1. Finally, an application of Fatou’s lemma finishes the proof of claim (2.7). Combining (2.6) with (2.7) we obtain

𝐽 [𝑢] ≤ lim inf 𝐽 [𝑢_𝑙],

which implies that 𝑢 is a minimizer of the functional 𝐽 [⋅]. The uniqueness of the minimizer follows from the convexity of our functional.

Theorem 2.4 The minimizer of the functional (2.2) over the set is a weak solution of (1.1).

Proof. Fix a function 𝜙 ∈ 𝑊^{2,2}(𝐵^+_1 ) such that 𝜙 = 0 on (𝜕𝐵_1)^+ and 𝜙_𝑦 = 0 on 𝐵^′_1. Writing 𝜙 = 𝜙^+ − 𝜙^− and noting that both 𝜙^+ and 𝜙^− are valid test functions, without loss of generality we can assume 𝜙 ≥ 0. Clearly, 𝑢 + 𝜏𝜙 is an admissible function for all values of 𝜏, and by the minimality of 𝑢 we have 𝐽 [𝑢 + 𝜏𝜙] ≥ 𝐽 [𝑢]. Then, for all 𝜏 > 0, we have 0 ≤ 𝐽 [𝑢 + 𝜏𝜙] − 𝐽 [𝑢] 𝜏 = ∫_𝐵+_1 ( (Δ𝜙)^2𝜏 + 2Δ𝑢Δ𝜙 )

+ 2 𝑝 ∫_𝐵′_1 ( 𝜆_−((𝑢 + 𝜏𝜙)^−)^𝑝 + 𝜆_+(((𝑢 + 𝜏𝜙))^+)^𝑝 ) − ( 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^𝑝 + 𝜆_+((𝑢)^+)^𝑝 ) 𝜏 . (2.8)

By convexity we see that the integrand in the last line is monotone in 𝜏 and converges to 𝑝 ( 𝜆_+(𝑢^+)^{𝑝−1} − 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^{𝑝−1} ) 𝜙 as 𝜏 ↘ 0.

Therefore, letting 𝜏 ↘ 0 and applying the monotone convergence theorem we get

∫_𝐵+_1

Δ𝑢Δ𝜙 +

∫_𝐵′_1 𝜆_+(𝑢^+)^{𝑝−1} − 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^{𝑝−1}𝜙 ≥ 0.

Similarly, an opposite inequality to (2.8) holds for 𝜏 < 0. Letting 𝜏 ↗ 0, we obtain the inequality

∫_𝐵+_1

Δ𝑢Δ𝜙 +

∫_𝐵′_1 𝜆_+(𝑢^+)^{𝑝−1} − 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^{𝑝−1}𝜙 ≤ 0,

and this finishes the proof of the theorem.

From now on, we will denote 𝑣 ∶= Δ𝑢 (2.9)

The following theorem shows the weak differentiability of 𝑣.

Theorem 2.5 The function 𝑣 is weakly differentiable, and its weak derivatives are in (𝐵^+_𝜌 ) for all balls 𝐵_𝜌 ⊂⊂ 𝐵_1.

Proof. Let 𝜂 be a smooth cut-off function in 𝐵_1 such that 𝜂 ≡ 1 on 𝐵_{1∕2}. We wish to show that 𝜂𝑣 admits a weak derivative in 𝐵_{1∕2}. To this end, we let 𝑤 = 𝜂𝑣 and we note that 𝑤 satisfies

∫_𝐵+_1 𝑤Δ𝜙𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 = ∫_𝐵+_1 𝑣𝜂Δ𝜙𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 = − ∫_𝐵+_1

(2∇𝜂 ⋅ ∇𝜙 + 𝜙Δ𝜂) 𝑣 + ∫_𝐵+_1 𝑣Δ(𝜂𝜙) = − ∫_𝐵+_1

2𝑣∇𝜂 ⋅ ∇𝜙 − ∫_𝐵+_1

Δ𝜂𝑣𝜙 + ∫_𝐵′_1 ( 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^{𝑝−1} − 𝜆_+(𝑢^+)^{𝑝−1} ) 𝜂𝜙𝑑𝑥

(2.10)

for all functions 𝜙 ∈ 𝐶^∞(𝐵^+_1 ) such that 𝜙 = 0 on (𝜕𝐵_1)^+ and 𝜙_𝑦 = 0 on 𝐵^′_1. That is, 𝑤 is a solution of the problem { ∫_𝐵+_1 𝑤Δ𝜙𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 = − ∫_𝐵+_1 2𝑣∇𝜂 ⋅ ∇𝜙 − ∫_𝐵+_1 Δ𝜂𝑣𝜙 + ∫_𝐵′_1 ( 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^{𝑝−1} − 𝜆_+(𝑢^+)^{𝑝−1} ) 𝜙𝑑𝑥 in 𝐵^+_1 𝑤 = 0 on (𝜕𝐵_1)^+ (2.11) Moreover, a solution to (2.11) is unique. To see this, suppose 𝑤_1 and 𝑤_2 are two solutions of (2.11) and let 𝑤_0 ∶= 𝑤_2 − 𝑤_1. Then, 𝑤_0 satisfies

∫_𝐵+_1 𝑤_0Δ𝜙𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 = 0 (2.12) for all functions 𝜙 ∈ 𝐶^∞(𝐵^+_1 ) such that 𝜙 = 0 on (𝜕𝐵_1)^+ and 𝜙_𝑦 = 0 on 𝐵^′_1. Now we show that we also have

∫_𝐵+_1 𝑤_0𝜓𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 = 0 (2.13)

for all functions 𝜓 ∈ 𝐶^∞(𝐵^+_1 ) such that 𝜓 = 0 on (𝜕𝐵_1)^+, and this would immediately imply that 𝑤_0 = 0 in 𝐵^+_1 . To this end, we observe that for such a function 𝜓, the problem ⎧ ⎪ ⎨ ⎪ ⎩ Δ𝜙 = 𝜓 in 𝐵^+_1 𝜙 = 0 on (𝜕𝐵_1)^+ 𝜙_𝑦 = 0 on 𝜕𝐵^′_1

(2.14)

admits an unique solution 𝜙. This in turn implies that 𝜓 satisfies (2.13), and shows that solutions to (2.11) are unique.

On the other hand, for 𝜂, 𝑢 and 𝑣 fixed as above, the right-hand-side of the PDE in (2.11) is a bounded linear functional on 𝐻^1_0 (𝐵_1). Therefore, by the Lax-Milgram theorem, there exists a function Ψ in 𝐻^1_0 (𝐵_1) such that

∫_𝐵+_1

∇Ψ∇𝜙𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 = ∫_𝐵+_1

2𝑣∇𝜂 ⋅ ∇𝜙 + ∫_𝐵+_1

Δ𝜂𝑣𝜙 +

∫_𝐵′_1 ( 𝜆_+(𝑢^+)^{𝑝−1} − 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^{𝑝−1} ) 𝜙𝑑𝑥 for all 𝜙 ∈ 𝐶^∞_0 (𝐵_1). Now integrating by parts in the left-hand-side of the equation above, we see that Ψ is a solution of the problem (2.11). Finally, by the uniqueness of a solution of the problem (2.11), we conclude that Ψ = 𝜂𝑤 in 𝐵^+_1 . Thus, Ψ = 𝑣 in 𝐵^+_{1∕2} and the result follows.

Proposition 2.6 The minimizer 𝑢 satisfies

∫_𝐵+_𝜌

∇𝑣 ⋅ ∇𝜙 + ∫_{𝐵𝜌}′ ( 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^{𝑝−1} − 𝜆_+(𝑢^+)^{𝑝−1} ) 𝜙𝑑𝑥 = 0 (2.15)

for all test functions 𝜙 ∈ 𝐶^∞(𝐵^+_𝜌 ) and satisfying 𝜙 = 0 on (𝜕𝐵_𝜌)^+. In particular, 𝑣 is harmonic in 𝐵^+_1 .

Proof. Thanks to Theorem 2.5, an integration by parts of (2.1) implies that (2.15) holds for all test functions 𝜙 which satisfy the additional restriction 𝜙_𝑦 = 0 on 𝐵^′_1. Now, for a general test function 𝜙, consider the sequence of test functions

𝜙_𝜖(𝑥, 𝑦) ∶= 𝜙(𝑥, 𝑦) − 𝜙_𝑦(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑦𝜂 (𝑦 𝜖 ) , where 𝜂 is a smooth function on ℝ, compactly supported in (−2, 2) and such that 𝜂 ≡ 1 in (−1, 1). It is easy to see that 𝜙_𝜖 → 𝜙 and ∇𝜙_𝜖 → ∇𝜙 uniformly as 𝜖 → 0. Moreover, 𝜙_𝜖 is a test function which satisfies the additional restriction 𝜙_𝑦 = 0 on 𝐵^′_1. Thus,

∫_𝐵+_1

∇𝑣 ⋅ ∇𝜙_𝜖 + ∫_𝐵′_1 ( 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^{𝑝−1} − 𝜆_+(𝑢^+)^{𝑝−1} ) 𝜙_𝜖𝑑𝑥 = 0

and the result follows by passing to the limit as 𝜖 → 0.

Proposition 2.7 For every 0 < 𝜌 < 1, the function 𝑣 is a minimizer of the functional

𝐼[𝑤] ∶= 1 2 ∫_𝐵+_𝜌

|∇𝑤|^2 +

∫_{𝐵𝜌}′ ( 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^{𝑝−1} − 𝜆_+(𝑢^+)^{𝑝−1} ) 𝑤𝑑𝑥 (2.16)

over the set 𝜌 ∶= { 𝑤 ∈ 𝑊^{1,2}(𝐵^+_𝜌 ) , 𝑤 = 𝑣 on (𝜕𝐵_𝜌)^+ } .

Proof. For 𝑤 ∈ _𝜌 we have

𝐼[𝑤] − 𝐼[𝑣] = 1 2 ∫_𝐵+_𝜌

|∇(𝑤 − 𝑣)|^2 + ∫_𝐵+_𝜌

∇𝑣 ⋅ ∇(𝑤 − 𝑣) + ∫_{𝐵𝜌}′ ( 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^{𝑝−1} − 𝜆_+(𝑢^+)^{𝑝−1} ) (𝑤 − 𝑣)𝑑𝑥 ≥ 0,

where the last inequality follows from (2.15).

In the remaining of the paper, we extend 𝑢 to the entire unit ball 𝐵_1 by even symmetry.

Lemma 2.8 Let 𝑢 be the minimizer of (2.2). Then, 𝑢^± and 𝑣^± are subharmonic in 𝐵_1.

Proof. Fix a non-negative test function 𝜙 such that 𝜙 = 0 on (𝜕𝐵_1)^+ and 𝜙_𝑦 = 0 on 𝐵^′_1. For small 𝜖 > 0, let 𝑢_𝜖 = (𝑢 − 𝜖𝜙)^+ − 𝑢^−. Clearly, 𝑢_𝜖 is an admissible function. Also, we see that 𝑢^+_𝜖 ≤ 𝑢^+ and 𝑢^−_𝜖 = 𝑢^−. This, along with the minimality of 𝑢, yields

∫_𝐵+_{1 ∩{𝑢>0}}

(Δ𝑢)^2𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 ≤ ∫_𝐵+_{1 ∩{𝑢>𝜖𝜙}}

(Δ𝑢 − 𝜖Δ𝜙)^2𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 ≤ ∫_𝐵+_{1 ∩{𝑢>0}}

(Δ𝑢 − 𝜖Δ𝜙)^2𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦,

which gives

∫_𝐵+_1

Δ𝑢^+Δ𝜙 ≤ 0. (2.17)

Now, for a non-negative smooth function 𝜓 such that 𝜓 = 0 on (𝜕𝐵_1)^+, let 𝜙 be the unique solution to ⎧ ⎪ ⎨ ⎪ ⎩ Δ𝜙 = 𝜓 in 𝐵^+_1 𝜙 = 0 on (𝜕𝐵_1)^+ 𝜙_𝑦 = 0 on 𝜕𝐵^′_1

(2.18)

By the maximum principle we have 𝜙 ≤ 0 on 𝐵^+_1 . Therefore, −𝜙 is admissible for (2.17), which immediately implies

∫_𝐵+_1

Δ𝑢^+𝜓 ≥ 0.

Integrating by parts we obtain

∫_𝐵+_1

∇𝑢^+ ⋅ ∇𝜓 ≤ 0, (2.19)

that is 𝑢^+ is subharmonic in 𝐵_1. Arguing in a similar way we can also show that 𝑢^− is subharmonic in 𝐵^+_1 .

Next, for a fixed 0 < 𝜌 < 1, take a non-negative test function 𝜙 such that 𝜙 = 0 on (𝜕𝐵_𝜌)^+, and for small 𝜖 > 0 let 𝑣_𝜖 = (𝑣)^+ − (𝑣 + 𝜖𝜙)^−. Clearly 𝑣_𝜖 ∈ _𝜌, 𝑣^−_𝜖 ≤ 𝑣^− and 𝑣^+_𝜖 = 𝑣^+. Thus, by Proposition 2.7 we have 1 2 ∫_𝐵+_{𝜌 ∩{𝑣<0}}

|∇𝑣|^2 +

∫_{𝐵𝜌}′_{∩{𝑣<0}} 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^{𝑝−1}𝑣^−𝑑𝑥 ≤ 1 2 ∫_𝐵+_{𝜌 ∩{𝑣<−𝜖𝜙}}

|∇𝑣 + 𝜖∇𝜙|^2 + ∫_{𝐵𝜌}′_{∩{𝑣<−𝜖𝜙}} 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^{𝑝−1}(𝑣 + 𝜖𝜙)^−𝑑𝑥 ≤ 1 2 ∫_𝐵+_{𝜌 ∩{𝑣<0}}

|∇𝑣 + 𝜖∇𝜙|^2 + ∫_{𝐵𝜌}′_{∩{𝑣<0}} 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^{𝑝−1}𝑣^−𝑑𝑥

for all 𝜖 > 0. Hence,

∫_𝐵+_𝜌

∇𝑣^− ⋅ ∇𝜙 ≤ 0 (2.20)

and 𝑣^− is subharmonic in 𝐵_𝜌. We can show that the same result holds for 𝑣^+ in a similar way.

Remark 2.9 We have 𝑣 = 0 on the free boundary Γ defined in (2.4).

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of the definition of a weak solution (2.1) and Lemma 2.8, which implies that 𝑣^± = Δ𝑢^±.

3 Regularity of the minimizer

We recall that we have extended our solution 𝑢 to the entire unit ball 𝐵_1 by even symmetry. We first prove the following local boundedness result.

Lemma 3.1 Let 𝑢 be the minimizer to (2.2). Then both 𝑢 and its Laplacian 𝑣 are in ^∞_{𝑙𝑜𝑐}(𝐵_1). Proof. Let 𝐵_𝑅 ⊂⊂ 𝐵_1. By Lemma 2.8 and the 𝐿^∞ − 𝐿^2 estimate for subharmonic functions, we have ||𝑢||∞_{(𝐵𝑅)} ≤ 𝐶(𝑅)||𝑢||2_{(𝐵1)} (3.1) and ||𝑣||∞_{(𝐵𝑅)} ≤ 𝐶(𝑅)||𝑣||2_{(𝐵1)}, (3.2) where 𝐶(𝑅) is a constant which depends only on 𝑅 and the dimension 𝑛.

In the remainder of the paper we denote 𝑚_1(𝑅) ∶= ||𝑢||∞_{(𝐵𝑅)} (3.3) and 𝑚_2(𝑅) ∶= ||𝑣||∞_{(𝐵𝑅)}. (3.4) Next, we obtain the following energy estimate.

Lemma 3.2 Let 𝑢 be the minimizer of (2.2). Then, for any 𝐵_{2𝑟} ⊂⊂ 𝐵_1 we have the estimates

∫_{𝐵𝑟}

|∇𝑢|^2 ≤ 𝐶 𝑟^2 ∫_{𝐵2𝑟} 𝑢^2, (3.5) where the constant 𝐶 depends only on the dimension 𝑛.

Proof. The energy inequality (3.5) holds given that 𝑢^± are subharmonic in 𝐵_1.

The following lemma gives a regularity result for our solution 𝑢. Then, in Theorem 3.4, we will prove that this regularity result is optimal in the case where 𝑝 is an integer.

Lemma 3.3 Let 𝑢 be the minimizer of (2.2). When 𝑝 is an integer, 𝑢 ∈ 𝐶^{𝑝+1,𝛼}_{𝑙𝑜𝑐} (𝐵^+_1 ∪ 𝐵^′_1) for all 𝛼 < 1. Moreover, ||𝑢||_𝐶𝑝+1,𝛼_{(𝐵}+_{𝜌 ∪𝐵}′_{𝜌)} ≤ 𝐶(𝛼, 𝜌) ( ||𝑢||∞_{(𝐵𝜌)} + ||𝑣||∞_{(𝐵𝜌)} ) . (3.6) When 𝑝 is not an integer, 𝑢 ∈ 𝐶^{⌊𝑝+1⌋,𝛼}_{𝑙𝑜𝑐} (𝐵^+_1 ) ∪ 𝐵^′_1 for all 𝛼 < 𝑝 − 1 − ⌊𝑝 − 1⌋ and ||𝑢||_𝐶𝑝+1,𝛼_{(𝐵}+_{𝜌 ∪𝐵}′_{𝜌)} ≤ 𝐶(𝛼, 𝜌) ( ||𝑢||∞_{(𝐵𝜌)} + ||𝑣||∞_{(𝐵𝜌)} ) . (3.7)

Proof. As a first step, we show that 𝑢 is locally Lipschitz continuous in 𝐵_1. Fix a point 𝑥 on 𝐵^′_1 and a ball 𝐵_𝑅 centered at 𝑥. For 0 < 𝑟 < 𝑅, let 𝑤 be the harmonic replacement of 𝑢 in 𝐵_𝑟. We then have

∫_{𝐵𝑟}

|∇𝑢 − ∇𝑤|^2𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 = ∫_{𝐵𝑟}

∇𝑢 ⋅ (∇𝑢 − ∇𝑤)𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 = − ∫_{𝐵𝑟} 𝑣(𝑢 − 𝑤)𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦, (3.8)

where the first equality follows from 𝑤 being harmonic, and the second one from an integration by parts. Now, an application of the maximum principle to the harmonic function 𝑤 on 𝐵_𝑟 yields |𝑤| ≤ ||𝑢||∞_{(𝐵𝑅)} = 𝑚_1(𝑅).

This, along with (3.8), gives

∫_{𝐵𝑟}

|∇𝑢 − ∇𝑤|^2𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 ≤ 𝐶(𝑅)𝑟^{𝑛+1}. (3.9)

Here, 𝐶(𝑅) depends only on 𝑚_1(𝑅), 𝑚_2(𝑅) and the dimension 𝑛.

Next, fix 0 < 𝑟 < 𝑅. For all 0 < 𝜌 < 𝑟 we have ( ∫_{𝐵𝜌(𝑥)}

|∇𝑢|^2

)^1_2 ≤ 𝐶 ( ∫_{𝐵𝑟(𝑥)}

|∇(𝑢 − 𝑤)|^2

)^1_2 + ( ∫_{𝐵𝜌(𝑥)}

|∇𝑤|^2

)^1_2

≤ 𝐶(𝑅)𝑟^{𝑛+1}2 + (𝜌 𝑟 )^{𝑛+1}_2 (

∫_{𝐵𝑟(𝑥)}

|∇𝑤|^2

)^1_2 ≤ 𝐶(𝑅)𝑟^{𝑛+1}2 + (𝜌 𝑟 )^{𝑛+1}_2 ( ∫_{𝐵𝑟(𝑥)}

|∇𝑢|^2

)^1_2 . The second inequality follows from (3.9) and the harmonicity of 𝑤, whereas the last one is a consequence of the minimality property of the harmonic function 𝑤. Using the energy inequality (3.5) and arguing as in [AP, Theorem 3.1] we arrive at

∫_{𝐵𝜌(𝑥)}

|∇𝑢|^2 ≤ 𝐶(𝑅)𝜌^{𝑛+1}

for all 0 < 𝜌 < 𝑟. Applying Morrey’s inequality we conclude that 𝑢 is 𝐶^{1,1∕2}_{𝑙𝑜𝑐} . In particular, 𝑢 is locally Lipschitz continuous in 𝐵_1. This in turn implies that, in the case 1 < 𝑝 ≤ 2, the function 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^{𝑝−1} − 𝜆_+(𝑢^+)^{𝑝−1} is Hölder continuous of order 𝛼 for all 𝛼 < 𝑝 − 1. In the case 𝑝 > 2, we conclude that 𝑢 ∈ 𝐶^{𝑝−2,𝛼}_{𝑙𝑜𝑐} for all 𝛼 < 1 when 𝑝 is an integer, and 𝑢 ∈ 𝐶^{⌊𝑝−2⌋,𝛼}_{𝑙𝑜𝑐} for all 𝛼 < 𝑝 − 1 − ⌊𝑝 − 1⌋ when 𝑝 is not an integer. Since 𝑣 is a weak solution on 𝐵^+_𝑟 to an oblique derivative problem, applying the regularity theory of such a problem we conclude that, when 𝑝 is an integer, 𝑣 is 𝐶^{𝑝−1,𝛼}_{𝑙𝑜𝑐} in 𝐵^+_1 up the boundary 𝐵^′_1 for all 𝛼 < 1. Moreover, when 𝑝 is not an integer, 𝑣 ∈ 𝐶^{⌊𝑝−1⌋,𝛼}_{𝑙𝑜𝑐} in 𝐵^+_1 up the boundary 𝐵^′_1 for all 𝛼 < 𝑝 − 1 − ⌊𝑝 − 1⌋. Finally, since 𝑢 solves Δ𝑢 = 𝑣 in 𝐵^+_1 , 𝑢_𝑦 = 0 on 𝐵^′_1, applying the same regularity theory we reach the desired conclusion.

Now we prove that the 𝐶^{𝑝+1,𝛼}_{𝑙𝑜𝑐} regularity is optimal. More specifically, we show that in the case where 𝑝 is an integer, 𝑢 is not 𝐶^{𝑝+1,1} near free boundary points 𝑧_0 with ∇_𝑥𝑢(𝑧_0) ≠ 0. Theorem 3.4 In the case where 𝑝 is an integer, let 𝑢 be the minimizer of the functional (2.2) and 𝑧_0 ∈ Γ a free boundary point such that ∇_𝑥𝑢(𝑧_0) ≠ 0. Then 𝑢 is not 𝐶^{𝑝+1,1} at 𝑧_0.

Proof. After a change of coordinates, without loss of generality we may assume that 𝑧_0 = 0, 𝑢_{𝑥1} (0) = 𝑏 ≠ 0 and 𝑢_{𝑥𝑖} (0) = 0 for all 2 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝑛. We argue by contradiction. Suppose that there exists 𝛿 > 0 such that 𝑢 is in 𝐶^{𝑝+1,1}(𝐵_𝛿(0)). For the sake of simplicity, we will assume 𝛿 = 1. Then, we have ||𝐷^{𝑝+2}𝑢||∞_{(𝐵}+_{1 )} < ∞. (3.10)

Let 𝑃 (𝑧) be the degree (𝑝 + 1)−Taylor polynomial of 𝑢 and consider the family of functions

𝑢_𝜌(𝑧) ∶= 𝑢(𝜌𝑧) − 𝑃 (𝜌𝑧)

𝜌^{𝑝+2} for all 𝜌 > 0 and 𝑧 ∈ 𝐵^+_{1∕𝜌}. Clearly 𝑢_𝜌 ∈ 𝐶^{𝑝+1,1}(𝐵^+_{1∕𝜌}) for all 𝜌 > 0. Also, the function 𝑢_𝜌 satisfies

Δ^2𝑢_𝜌 = − 1 𝜌^{𝑝−2}

Δ^2𝑃 (𝜌𝑧) in 𝐵^+_{1∕𝜌}.

We recall that 𝑢_𝑦(0) = 𝑣_𝑦(0) = 0. Then 𝑃_𝑦 = 0 and (Δ𝑃 )_𝑦 = 0 on ℝ^𝑛 × {0}. We thus have (𝑢_𝜌)_𝑦 = 0 on 𝐵^′_{1∕𝜌} and (Δ𝑢_𝜌)_𝑦 = 𝑣_𝑦(𝜌𝑧) 𝜌^{𝑝−1} = 𝜆_−(𝑢^−(𝜌𝑧))^{𝑝−1} − 𝜆_+(𝑢^+(𝜌𝑧))^{𝑝−1} 𝜌^{𝑝−1}

= 𝜆_− (( 𝑃 (𝜌𝑧) 𝜌 + 𝜌^{𝑝+1}(𝑢_𝜌)

)_−)_{𝑝−1}

− 𝜆_+ (( 𝑃 (𝜌𝑧) 𝜌 + 𝜌^{𝑝+1}(𝑢_𝜌)

)_+)𝑝−1

on 𝐵^′_{1∕𝜌}. Moreover, from (3.10) we deduce the uniform bound

||𝑢_𝜌||_𝐶𝑝+1,1_{(𝐵}+_{1∕𝜌)} ≤ 𝐶(𝑛, 𝑝)||𝐷^{𝑝+2}𝑢||∞_{(𝐵}+_{1 )}. (3.11)

By the Arzelà-Ascoli theorem, there exists a subsequence, still denoted by 𝑢_𝜌, and a function 𝑤 such that 𝑢^𝜌 → 𝑤 in the 𝐶^{𝑝+1}-topology on compact subsets of ℝ^{𝑛+1}_+ as 𝜌 → 0^+. Now we have

Δ^2𝑢_𝜌(𝑧) =

−Δ^2𝑃 (𝜌𝑧)

𝜌^{𝑝−2}

⟶ 𝑄(𝑧) ∶= ∑ |𝛼|=𝑝−2 1 𝛼! 𝐷^𝛼(Δ^2𝑃 )(0)𝑧^𝛼

uniformly of compact sets of ℝ^{𝑛+1}_+ as 𝜌 → 0^+. Also,^{𝑃 (𝜌𝑥)}_𝜌 → ∇_𝑥𝑢(0) ⋅ 𝑥 = 𝑏𝑥_1. Letting 𝑣_0 = Δ𝑤, we see that 𝑣_0 is a 𝐶^{𝑝−1,1}(ℝ^{𝑛+1}_+ ) solution of the problem { Δ𝑣_0 = 𝑄(𝑧) in ℝ^{𝑛+1}_+ (𝑣_0)_𝑦 = 𝜆_−(𝑏𝑥^−_1 )^{𝑝−1} − 𝜆_+(𝑏𝑥^+_1 )^{𝑝−1} on ℝ^𝑛 × {0} The rest of the proof follows the lines of the one of [DK, Theorem 4.2] to show that such a function 𝑣_0 does not exist. This gives a contradiction and finishes the proof of the theorem.

In the remainder of the paper, we assume that either 𝑝 = 2 or 𝑝 ≥ 3.

4 Almgren’s Type Frequency Formula

For 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝑊^{1,2}_{𝑙𝑜𝑐} (𝐵_1) we introduce the Almgren’s Frequency Functional

𝑁_0(𝑟, 𝑢, 𝑣) ∶= 𝑟

∫_𝐵+_𝑟 (|∇𝑢|^2 + |∇𝑣|^2)𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)+} (𝑢^2 + 𝑣^2)𝑑𝑆

. (4.1)

For 𝑢 the solution of our problem (1.1), we aim to show that 𝑁_0(𝑟) ∶= 𝑁_0(𝑟, 𝑢, Δ𝑢) has a non-negative limit as 𝑟 → 0^+. To this end, we first show that a suitable perturbation of 𝑁_0(𝑟) has a limit as 𝑟 → 0^+. More precisely, for 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝑊^{1,2}_{𝑙𝑜𝑐} (𝐵_1), we define the perturbed Almgren’s Frequency Functional

𝑁(𝑟, 𝑢, 𝑣) ∶= 𝑟

∫_𝐵+_𝑟 (|∇𝑢|^2 + |∇𝑣|^2 + 𝑢𝑣)𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 + ∫_{𝐵𝑟′} ( 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^{𝑝−1} − 𝜆_+(𝑢^+)^{𝑝−1} ) 𝑣𝑑𝑥 ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)+} (𝑢^2 + 𝑣^2)𝑑𝑆

. (4.2)

Our first step consists in proving the following result.

Theorem 4.1 For 𝑢 solution to (1.1) with 𝑝 = 2 or 𝑝 ≥ 3, let 𝑁(𝑟) ∶= 𝑁(𝑟, 𝑢, Δ𝑢). Then,

𝜇 ∶= lim_{𝑟→0+} 𝑁(𝑟) is finite and 𝜇 ≥ 0.

The proof follows the approach used in [FF]. We introduce

𝐷(𝑟) ∶= ∫_𝐵+_𝑟

(|∇𝑢|^2 + |∇𝑣|^2 + 𝑢𝑣)𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 + ∫_{𝐵𝑟}′ ( 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^{𝑝−1} − 𝜆_+(𝑢^+)^{𝑝−1} ) 𝑣𝑑𝑥,

𝐻(𝑟) ∶= ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+

(𝑢^2 + 𝑣^2)𝑑𝑆 and 𝐷_0(𝑟) ∶=

∫_𝐵+_𝑟

(|∇𝑢|^2 + |∇𝑣|^2)𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦.

We will need the following two auxiliary results.

Lemma 4.2 (Rellich Identity) For 𝑤 ∈ 𝑊^{1,2}(𝐵^+_𝑟 ) we have 𝑟 ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+

(|∇𝑤|^2 − 2𝑤^2_𝑟 )𝑑𝑆 = (𝑛 − 1) ∫_𝐵+_𝑟

|∇𝑤|^2 − 2

∫_𝐵+_𝑟

(𝑥 ⋅ ∇𝑤)Δ𝑤 − 2 ∫_{𝐵𝑟}′

(𝑥 ⋅ ∇𝑤)𝑤_𝑦. (4.3)

Proof. This is a classical result, based on integration by parts and the divergence theorem.

Lemma 4.3 (Trace inequality) For 𝑢 ∈ 𝑊^{1,2}(𝐵^+_𝑟 ) and 𝐵_𝑟 ⊂ 𝐵_1 we have

∫_{𝐵𝑟}′ 𝑢^2𝑑𝑥 ≤ 𝐶 ( 𝑟 ∫_𝐵+_𝑟

|∇𝑢|^2 + ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ 𝑢^2𝑑𝑆 ) . (4.4)

Proof. We refer to [FF, Lemma 2.2].

Next, we show that lim inf_{𝑟→0} 𝑁(𝑟) ≥ 0. (4.5)

To see this, we note that in view of Lemma 2.5 we have | | |∫^{𝐵+}𝑟 𝑢𝑣𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 | | | ≤ 𝐶 ∫_𝐵+_𝑟

(𝑢^2 + 𝑣^2)𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 ≤ 𝐶 ( 𝑟^2𝐷_0(𝑟) + 𝑟𝐻(𝑟) ) . (4.6)

Moreover, we infer from Lemma 4.3 that | | |∫^𝐵𝑟^′ ( 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^{𝑝−1} − 𝜆_+(𝑢^+)^{𝑝−1} ) 𝑣𝑑𝑥 | | | ≤ 𝐶 ( 𝑟𝐷_0(𝑟) + 𝐻(𝑟) ) , (4.7)

where the constant 𝐶 depends also on 𝑚_1(𝑅) when 𝑝 > 2. We thus have

𝑁(𝑟) ≥ 𝑟

𝐷_0(𝑟) − 𝐶𝑟𝐷_0(𝑟) − 𝐶𝐻(𝑟) 𝐻(𝑟)

≥ (1 − 𝐶𝑟)𝑟

𝐷_0(𝑟) 𝐻(𝑟)

− 𝐶𝑟, (4.8) which shows that for every 𝜖 > 0, there exists a small 𝑟_𝜖 > 0 such that 𝑁(𝑟) ≥ −𝜖 for 0 < 𝑟 < 𝑟_𝜖. That

is, (4.5) holds.

We can now proceed with the proof of Theorem 4.1.

Proof. [Proof of Theorem 4.1] We compute

𝑁^′(𝑟) =

𝑁(𝑟) 𝑟 + 𝑟 𝐷^′(𝑟)

𝐻(𝑟)

− 𝑁(𝑟)

𝐻^′(𝑟)

𝐻(𝑟)

. (4.9)

First we see that

𝐷(𝑟) =

∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+

(𝑢𝑢_𝑟 + 𝑣𝑣_𝑟). (4.10)

Moreover, by direct computation, we have

𝐻^′(𝑟) = 𝑛 𝑟 𝐻(𝑟) + 2 ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+

(𝑢𝑢_𝑟 + 𝑣𝑣_𝑟). (4.11)

Next,

𝐷^′(𝑟) = ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ ( |∇𝑢|^2 + |∇𝑣|^2 + 𝑢𝑣 ) 𝑑𝑆 +

∫_{𝜕𝐵𝑟}′ ( 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^{𝑝−1} − 𝜆_+(𝑢^+)^{𝑝−1} ) 𝑣𝑑𝑥 = 𝑛 − 1 𝑟 ∫_𝐵+_𝑟

|∇𝑢|^2 + 2 ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ 𝑢_𝑟^2𝑑𝑆 − 2

𝑟 ∫_𝐵+_𝑟

(𝑥 ⋅ ∇𝑢)𝑣𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦

+ 𝑛 − 1 𝑟 ∫_𝐵+_𝑟

|∇𝑣|^2 + 2 ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ 𝑣_𝑟^2𝑑𝑆 +

∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ 𝑢𝑣𝑑𝑆 − 2 𝑟 ∫_{𝐵𝑟}′

(𝑥 ⋅ ∇𝑣) ( 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^{𝑝−1} − 𝜆_+(𝑢^+)^{𝑝−1} ) 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 +

∫_{𝜕𝐵𝑟}′ ( 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^{𝑝−1} − 𝜆_+(𝑢^+)^{𝑝−1} ) 𝑣𝑑𝑥,

where we have used the Rellich identity (4.3) for 𝑢 and 𝑣. Therefore,

𝐷^′(𝑟) = 𝑛 − 1

𝑟 ∫_𝐵+_𝑟 ( |∇𝑢|^2 + |∇𝑣|^2 + 𝑢𝑣 ) 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 + 2 ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ 𝑢_𝑟^2𝑑𝑆 + 2

∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ 𝑣_𝑟^2𝑑𝑆 + ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ 𝑢𝑣𝑑𝑆 − 𝑛 − 1 𝑟 ∫_𝐵+_𝑟 𝑢𝑣𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 − 2

𝑟 ∫_𝐵+_𝑟

(𝑥 ⋅ ∇𝑢)𝑣𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 − 2 𝑟 ∫_{𝐵𝑟}′

(𝑥 ⋅ ∇𝑣) ( 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^{𝑝−1} − 𝜆_+(𝑢^+)^{𝑝−1} ) 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 +

∫_{𝜕𝐵𝑟}′ ( 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^{𝑝−1} − 𝜆_+(𝑢^+)^{𝑝−1} ) 𝑣𝑑𝑥.

(4.12)

Letting

𝐹 (𝑢) ∶= 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^{𝑝−1} − 𝜆_+(𝑢^+)^{𝑝−1},

we have

∇𝐹 (𝑢) = 𝐺(𝑢)∇𝑢 where 𝐺(𝑢) ∶= −(𝑝 − 1) ( 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^{𝑝−2} + 𝜆_+(𝑢^+)^{𝑝−2} ) . When 𝑝 = 2, 𝐺(𝑢) = −𝜆_−𝜒_{{𝑢<0}} − 𝜆_+𝜒_{{𝑢>0}} and ∇𝐺(𝑢) = 0. In the case 𝑝 ≥ 3 instead

∇𝐺(𝑢) = −(𝑝 − 1)(𝑝 − 2) ( −𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^{𝑝−3} + 𝜆_+(𝑢^+)^{𝑝−3} ) ∇𝑢. We now focus our attention to the last two terms in (4.12). An integration by parts on 𝐵_𝑟^′ gives −2 𝑟 ∫_{𝐵𝑟}′

(𝑥 ⋅ ∇𝑣)𝐹 (𝑢)𝑑𝑥 + ∫_{𝜕𝐵𝑟}′

𝐹 (𝑢)𝑣𝑑𝑥 = −1 𝑟 ∫_{𝐵𝑟}′

(𝑥 ⋅ ∇𝑣)𝐹 (𝑢)𝑑𝑥 − ∫_{𝜕𝐵𝑟}′

𝐹 (𝑢)𝑣𝑑𝑥 + 𝑛 𝑟 ∫_{𝐵𝑟}′

𝐹 (𝑢)𝑣𝑑𝑥 + 1

𝑟 ∫_{𝐵𝑟}′

𝐺(𝑢)𝑣(𝑥 ⋅ ∇𝑢)𝑑𝑥 + ∫_{𝜕𝐵𝑟}′

𝐹 (𝑢)𝑣𝑑𝑥

= −1 𝑟 ∫_{𝐵𝑟}′

(𝑥 ⋅ ∇𝑣)𝐹 (𝑢)𝑑𝑥 + 𝑛 𝑟 ∫_{𝐵𝑟}′

𝐹 (𝑢)𝑣𝑑𝑥 + 1

𝑟 ∫_{𝐵𝑟}′

𝐺(𝑢)𝑣(𝑥 ⋅ ∇𝑢)𝑑𝑥 = 1 𝑟 ∫_{𝐵𝑟}′ 𝑥 ⋅ (𝐺(𝑢)𝑣∇𝑢 − 𝐹 (𝑢)∇𝑣) 𝑑𝑥 + 𝑛 𝑟 ∫_{𝐵𝑟}′

𝐹 (𝑢)𝑣𝑑𝑥.

(4.13)

The identity (4.12) then becomes

𝐷^′(𝑟) = 𝑛 − 1 𝑟 𝐷(𝑟) + 2

∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ 𝑢_𝑟^2𝑑𝑆 + 2 ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ 𝑣_𝑟^2𝑑𝑆 + ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ 𝑢𝑣𝑑𝑆 − 𝑛 − 1

𝑟 ∫_𝐵+_𝑟 𝑢𝑣𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 − 2 𝑟 ∫_𝐵+_𝑟

(𝑥 ⋅ ∇𝑢)𝑣𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 + 1 𝑟 ∫_{𝐵𝑟}′

𝐹 (𝑢)𝑣𝑑𝑥 + 1

𝑟 ∫_{𝐵𝑟}′ 𝑥 ⋅ (𝐺(𝑢)𝑣∇𝑢 − 𝐹 (𝑢)∇𝑣) 𝑑𝑥

(4.14)

We need to estimate the terms in the right hand side of (4.14). We have

∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ 𝑢𝑣𝑑𝑆 ≤ 𝐶𝐻(𝑟) (4.15) and − 𝑛 − 1 𝑟 ∫_𝐵+_𝑟 𝑢𝑣𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 ≤ 𝑛 − 1 𝑟 ∫_𝐵+_𝑟 ( 𝑢^2 + 𝑣^2 ) 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 ≤ 𝐶(𝐻(𝑟) + 𝑟𝐷_0(𝑟)), (4.16)

where the last inequality follows from Lemma 2.5. Similarly, −2 𝑟 ∫_𝐵+_𝑟

(𝑥 ⋅ ∇𝑢)𝑣𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 ≤ ∫_𝐵+_𝑟 𝑣^2𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 + ∫_𝐵+_𝑟

|∇𝑢|^2𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 ≤ 𝐶(𝑟𝐻(𝑟) + 𝐷_0(𝑟)). (4.17)

Next, as in (4.7) we obtain 1 𝑟 ∫_{𝐵𝑟}′

𝐹 (𝑢)𝑣𝑑𝑥 ≤ 𝐶 ( 𝐻(𝑟) 𝑟 + 𝐷_0(𝑟) ) . (4.18)

It remains to estimate the last term on the right hand side of (4.14). We begin by computing

∫_{𝐵𝑟}′

(𝑥 ⋅ ∇𝑢)𝐺(𝑢)𝑣𝑑𝑥 = − ∫_𝐵+_𝑟 𝜕 𝜕𝑦 ((𝑥 ⋅ ∇𝑢)𝐺(𝑢)𝑣) 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 + 1 𝑟 ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ 𝑦(𝑥 ⋅ ∇𝑢)𝐺(𝑢)𝑣𝑑𝑆 = − ∫_𝐵+_𝑟

(𝑥 ⋅ ∇𝑢_𝑦)𝐺(𝑢)𝑣𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 − ∫_𝐵+_𝑟

(𝑥 ⋅ ∇𝑢)𝐺(𝑢)𝑣_𝑦𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 − ∫_𝐵+_𝑟

(𝑥 ⋅ ∇𝑢) 𝑑 𝑑𝑦 𝐺(𝑢)𝑣𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 + 1 𝑟 ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ 𝑦(𝑥 ⋅ ∇𝑢)𝐺(𝑢)𝑣𝑑𝑥 = ∫_𝐵+_𝑟

(𝑛𝐺(𝑢)𝑣 + 𝐺(𝑢)𝑥 ⋅ ∇𝑣 + 𝑣𝑥 ⋅ ∇𝐺(𝑢)) 𝑢_𝑦𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 − ∫_𝐵+_𝑟

(𝑥 ⋅ ∇𝑢)𝐺(𝑦)𝑣_𝑦𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 − ∫_𝐵+_𝑟

(𝑥 ⋅ ∇𝑢) 𝑑 𝑑𝑦 𝐺(𝑢)𝑣𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 − 1 𝑟 ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+

|𝑥|^2𝑣𝐺(𝑢)𝑢_𝑦𝑑𝑆 + 1 𝑟 ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ 𝑦(𝑥 ⋅ ∇𝑢)𝐺(𝑢)𝑣𝑑𝑥

(4.19)

Taking into account Lemma 2.2, we see that the first three integrals in the last equality in (4.19) are

bounded above by 𝐶 ( 𝑟𝐷_0(𝑟) + 𝐻(𝑟) ) . Moreover, the last two terms in (4.19) are bounded above by 𝐶𝑟 √ 𝐻(𝑟) √ 𝐵(𝑟). Here

𝐵(𝑟) ∶=

∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ ( |∇𝑢|^2 + |∇𝑣|^2 ) 𝑑𝑆. (4.20)

In both instances, the constant 𝐶 depends on the dimension and the local uniform bounds of 𝑢 and 𝑣.

Similarly, we have

∫_{𝐵𝑟}′

(𝑥 ⋅ ∇𝑣)𝐹 (𝑢)𝑑𝑥 = − ∫_𝐵+_𝑟 𝜕 𝜕𝑦 ( (𝑥 ⋅ ∇_𝑥𝑣)𝐹 (𝑢) ) 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 + 1 𝑟 ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ 𝑦(𝑥 ⋅ ∇_𝑥𝑣)𝐹 (𝑢)𝑑𝑆 = − ∫_𝐵+_𝑟

(𝑥 ⋅ ∇_𝑥𝑣_𝑦)𝐹 (𝑢)𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 − ∫_𝐵+_𝑟

(𝑥 ⋅ ∇_𝑥𝑣)𝐺(𝑢)𝑢_𝑦𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 + 1 𝑟 ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ 𝑦(𝑥 ⋅ ∇_𝑥𝑣)𝐹 (𝑢)𝑑𝑥 = ∫_𝐵+_𝑟 ( 𝑛𝐹 (𝑢) + 𝐺(𝑢)𝑥 ⋅ ∇_𝑥𝑢 ) 𝑣_𝑦𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 − ∫_𝐵+_𝑟

(𝑥 ⋅ ∇_𝑥𝑣)𝐺(𝑢)𝑢_𝑦𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 − 1 𝑟 ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+

|𝑥|^2𝐹 (𝑢)𝑣_𝑦𝑑𝑆 + 1 𝑟 ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ 𝑦(𝑥 ⋅ ∇_𝑥𝑣)𝐹 (𝑢)𝑑𝑥.

(4.21)

Arguing as we did for (4.19), we can show that the first two integrals in (4.21) are bounded above by 𝐶 ( 𝑟𝐷_0(𝑟) + 𝐻(𝑟) ) , whereas the remaining two are bounded above by 𝐶𝑟 √ 𝐻(𝑟) √ 𝐵(𝑟). In both estimates, the constant 𝐶 depends on the dimension and the local uniform bounds of 𝑢 and 𝑣. We can thus conclude 1 𝑟 ∫_{𝐵𝑟}′ 𝑥 ⋅ (𝐺(𝑢)𝑣∇𝑢 − 𝐹 (𝑢)∇𝑣) 𝑑𝑥 ≤ 𝐶 ( 𝐻(𝑟) 𝑟 + 𝐷_0(𝑟) ) + 𝐶 √ 𝐻(𝑟) √ 𝐵(𝑟). (4.22)

Taking into account (4.15)-(4.18) and (4.19), the estimate (4.14) becomes

𝐷^′(𝑟) ≥ 𝑛 − 1 𝑟 𝐷(𝑟) + 2

∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ ( 𝑢_𝑟^2 + 𝑣_𝑟^2 ) 𝑑𝑆 − 𝐶 (√ 𝐻(𝑟) √ 𝐵(𝑟) +

𝐻(𝑟) 𝑟 + 𝐷_0(𝑟) ) , (4.23)

where 𝐵(𝑟) is as defined in (4.20). It remains to obtain an upper bound for 𝐵(𝑟). For this, we write

𝐷^′(𝑟) = 𝐵(𝑟) + ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ 𝑢𝑣𝑑𝑆 +

∫_{𝜕𝐵𝑟}′

𝐹 (𝑢)𝑣𝑑𝑥

= 𝐵(𝑟) +

∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ 𝑢𝑣𝑑𝑆 + 𝑛 𝑟 ∫_{𝐵𝑟}′

𝐹 (𝑢)𝑣𝑑𝑥 + 1

𝑟 ∫_{𝐵𝑟}′

(𝑥 ⋅ ∇𝑣)𝐹 (𝑢)𝑑𝑥 + 1 𝑟 ∫_{𝐵𝑟}′

𝐺(𝑢)𝑣(𝑥 ⋅ ∇𝑢)𝑑𝑥

≥ 𝐵(𝑟) − 𝐶 ( 𝐷_0(𝑟) +

𝐻(𝑟) 𝑟 ) − 𝐶 √ 𝐻(𝑟) √ 𝐵(𝑟).

Here, the first equality follows from the definition of 𝐷(𝑟), the second one from an integration by parts on 𝐵_𝑟^′, and the last inequality from an application of (4.15), (4.18) and (4.22). Hence, by Young’s inequality

𝐷^′(𝑟) ≥ 𝐵(𝑟) − 𝐶

𝐻(𝑟) 𝑟 − 𝐶𝐷_0(𝑟) − 1 2 𝐵(𝑟), (4.24)

or equivalently

𝐵(𝑟) ≤ 2𝐷^′(𝑟) + 𝐶 ( 𝐻(𝑟) 𝑟 + 𝐷_0(𝑟) ) . (4.25)

At this point we need an upper bound for 𝐷^′(𝑟). We consider two different cases. If 𝑁^′(𝑟) ≥ 0 for a.e. 𝑟 > 0 small enough, then 𝑁(𝑟) is non-decreasing. Taking into account (4.5) we conclude that 𝑁(𝑟) has a non-negative limit as 𝑟 → 0^+ and the proof is complete. Thus, without loss of generality, we may now assume that for every small 𝑟 > 0, |(0, 𝑟) ∩ {𝑁^′ ≤ 0}| > 0. But 𝑁^′(𝑟) ≤ 0 is equivalent to saying that

𝐷^′(𝑟) ≤ 𝐷(𝑟) ( 𝐻^′(𝑟) 𝐻(𝑟) − 1 𝑟 ) = 𝐷(𝑟) ( 𝑛 𝑟 + 2 𝐷(𝑟) 𝐻(𝑟) − 1 𝑟 ) = 𝑛 − 1 𝑟 𝐷(𝑟) + 2

𝐷^2(𝑟) 𝐻(𝑟) . Combining this estimate with (4.25) gives

𝐵(𝑟) ≤

2(𝑛 − 1) 𝑟 𝐷(𝑟) + 4

𝐷^2(𝑟) 𝐻(𝑟) + 𝐶 ( 𝐻(𝑟) 𝑟 + 𝐷_0(𝑟) ) . (4.26)

Recalling (4.6) and (4.7), for 𝑟 > 0 small enough we have

|𝐷(𝑟)| ≤ 𝐶 ( 𝑟𝐷_0(𝑟) + 𝐻(𝑟) ) (4.27)

and therefore

𝐵(𝑟)𝐻(𝑟) =

2(𝑛 − 1) 𝑟 𝐷(𝑟)𝐻(𝑟) + 4𝐷^2(𝑟) + 𝐶𝐻(𝑟) ( 𝐻(𝑟) 𝑟 + 𝐷_0(𝑟) )

≤ 𝐶𝐷_0(𝑟)𝐻(𝑟) + 𝐶𝐷^2_0(𝑟) + 𝐶

𝐻^2(𝑟) 𝑟 ≤ 𝐶𝐷^2_0(𝑟) + 𝐶

𝐻^2(𝑟) 𝑟 , (4.28)

which yields √ 𝐵(𝑟)𝐻(𝑟) ≤ 𝐶 ( 𝐷_0(𝑟) +

𝐻(𝑟) 𝑟 ) . Using this estimate in (4.23) we obtain

𝐷^′(𝑟) ≥ 𝑛 − 1 𝑟 𝐷(𝑟) + 2 ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ ( 𝑢_𝑟^2 + 𝑣_𝑟^2 ) 𝑑𝑆 − 𝐶

𝐻(𝑟) 𝑟 − 𝐶𝐷_0(𝑟). (4.29)

Finally, using (4.10), (4.11) and (4.29) in (4.9), we have

𝑁^′(𝑟) =

𝑁(𝑟) 𝑟 + 𝑟 𝐷^′(𝑟) 𝐻(𝑟)

− 𝑁(𝑟) ( 𝑛 𝑟 + 2 𝐷(𝑟) 𝐻(𝑟) )

= −(𝑛 − 1)

𝑁(𝑟) 𝑟 + 𝑟 𝐷^′(𝑟)𝐻(𝑟) − 2𝐷^2(𝑟) 𝐻^2(𝑟)

≥ 2𝑟 ( ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)+} ( 𝑢_𝑟^2 + 𝑣_𝑟^2 ) 𝑑𝑆 ) ( ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)+} (𝑢^2 + 𝑣^2)𝑑𝑆 ) − ( ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)+} (𝑢𝑢_𝑟 + 𝑣𝑣_𝑟)𝑑𝑆

)_2

𝐻^2(𝑟)

− 𝐶 − 𝐶𝑟

𝐷_0(𝑟) 𝐻(𝑟) . Letting 𝑁_0(𝑟) = 𝑟

𝐷_0(𝑟) 𝐻(𝑟)

(4.30)

and applying the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality we conclude

𝑁^′(𝑟) ≥ −𝐶 − 𝐶𝑁_0(𝑟). (4.31)

From (4.8) we infer 𝑁_0(𝑟) ≤

𝑁(𝑟) + 𝐶𝑟 1 − 𝐶𝑟

(4.32)

for some 𝐶 > 0, which combined with (4.31) gives

𝑁^′(𝑟) ≥ −𝐶 − 𝐶

𝑁(𝑟) + 𝐶𝑟

1 − 𝐶𝑟 . Thus, taking (4.5) into account, we have 𝑁^′(𝑟) 1 + 𝑁(𝑟)

≥ −𝐶. (4.33)

We recall that we are working under the assumption 𝑁^′(𝑟) < 0. But it is obvious, thanks again to (4.5), that the inequality (4.33) also holds in the case 𝑁^′(𝑟) ≥ 0. Hence, (4.33) holds for all 0 < 𝑟 < 𝑟_0 with 𝑟_0 sufficiently small. For a fixed 𝑟 in (0, 𝑟_0), we integrate (4.33) on (𝑟, 𝑟_0) to deduce

𝑒^{𝐶𝑟}(𝑁(𝑟) + 1) ≤ 𝑒^{𝐶𝑟0} (𝑁(𝑟_0) + 1) (4.34) for all 0 < 𝑟 < 𝑟_0. Therefore, 𝑒^{𝐶𝑟}(𝑁(𝑟) + 1) is monotone increasing. Thus, it has a limit as 𝑟 → 0. This along with (4.5) immediately implies that 𝜇 ∶= lim_{𝑟→0} 𝑁(𝑟) exists and it is non-negative.

Now we observe that 𝑁_0(𝑟), as defined in (4.30), also has a limit as 𝑟 → 0^+. Corollary 4.4 There exists lim_{𝑟→0}+ 𝑁_0(𝑟), and it coincides with lim_{𝑟→0}+ 𝑁(𝑟). Proof. Immediate consequence of the estimates (4.6), (4.7), and (4.32).

Next, we introduce the quantity

𝜙(𝑟) = 1

𝑟^𝑛 ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ ( 𝑢^2 + 𝑣^2 ) 𝑑𝑆, (4.35)

and we obtain the following estimates for it.

Lemma 4.5 Let 𝜇 ∶= lim_{𝑟→0}+ 𝑁(𝑟). Then, the following hold:

1. There exists a constant 𝛼 > 0, and 𝑟_0 > 0 such that

𝑟^{−2𝜇} 𝜙(𝑟) ≤ 𝑅^{−2𝜇} 𝜙(𝑅)𝑒^{2𝐶(𝑅}

𝛼 −𝑟𝛼 )

𝛼 (4.36) for all 0 < 𝑟 < 𝑅 < 𝑟_0.

2. For any 𝛿 > 0, there exists 𝑟_0(𝛿) such that

𝑟^{−2𝜇} 𝜙(𝑟) ≥ 𝑅^{−2𝜇}𝜙(𝑅) ( 𝑟 𝑅 )_{2𝛿} (4.37) for all 0 < 𝑟 < 𝑅 < 𝑟_0(𝛿).

Proof. By (4.34) we have 𝑁(𝑟) ≥ 𝑒^{−𝐶𝑟}(𝜇 + 1) − 1 for all 0 < 𝑟 < 𝑟_0 for some 𝑟_0 > 0, which gives 𝑁(𝑟) − 𝜇 ≥ (𝜇 + 1)(𝑒^{−𝐶𝑟} − 1) ≥ −𝐶𝑟^𝛼 (4.38) for some 𝛼 > 0 and for all 0 < 𝑟 < 𝑟_0. Moreover, by the definition of 𝜇, for any 𝛿 > 0 there exists 𝑟_0(𝛿) such that 𝑁(𝑟) − 𝜇 ≤ 𝛿 (4.39) for all 0 < 𝑟 < 𝑟_0(𝛿). Now we compute

𝜙^′(𝑟) = 1 𝑟^𝑛 ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ ( 2𝑢𝑢_𝑟 + 2𝑣𝑣_𝑟 ) 𝑑𝑆 = 2 𝑟^𝑛

𝐷(𝑟),

which in turn yields 𝑑 𝑑𝑟 ( 𝑟^{−2𝜇} 𝜙(𝑟) ) = 2𝑟^{−2𝜇−1}

𝑟^𝑛

(𝑟𝐷(𝑟) − 𝜇𝐻(𝑟)) = 2𝑟^{−2𝜇−1}𝜙(𝑟) (𝑁(𝑟) − 𝜇) . We can rewrite this as_𝑑 𝑑𝑟 (𝑟^{−2𝜇}𝜙(𝑟)) 𝑟^{−2𝜇}𝜙(𝑟) = 2 𝑟 (𝑁(𝑟) − 𝜇) (4.40) for all 𝑟 > 0. Using the estimate (4.38) we get 𝑑 𝑑𝑟 (𝑟^{−2𝜇} 𝜙(𝑟))

𝑟^{−2𝜇}𝜙(𝑟)

≥ −2𝐶𝑟^{𝛼−1} for all 0 < 𝑟 < 𝑟_0, and integrating over (𝑟, 𝑅) for 0 < 𝑟 < 𝑅 < 𝑟_0 we obtain

𝑟^{−2𝜇} 𝜙(𝑟) ≤ 𝑅^{−2𝜇} 𝜙(𝑅)𝑒^{2𝐶(𝑅}

𝛼 −𝑟𝛼 )

𝛼 , (4.41) which proves the first part of the lemma.

Similarly, using (4.39) in (4.40) we get 𝑑 𝑑𝑟 (𝑟^{−2𝜇}𝜙(𝑟)) 𝑟^{−2𝜇}𝜙(𝑟)

≤ 2𝛿 𝑟 for all 0 < 𝑟 < 𝑟_0(𝛿). Integrating over (𝑟, 𝑅) for 0 < 𝑟 < 𝑅 < 𝑟_0(𝛿) we now infer

𝑟^{−2𝜇}𝜙(𝑟) ≥ 𝑅^{−2𝜇} 𝜙(𝑅) ( 𝑟 𝑅 )_{2𝛿}

, (4.42) thus showing the second part of the lemma.

As a corollary, we obtain the following growth estimate.

Corollary 4.6 Let 𝑢 be the minimizer of (2.2). Then, for all 𝑧 ∈ 𝐵^+_𝑟 ∪ 𝐵^′_𝑟, 0 < 𝑟 <^1_2 , we have 𝑢(𝑧) ≤ 𝐶𝑟^𝜇 and 𝑣(𝑧) ≤ 𝐶𝑟^𝜇, where 𝐶 depends on the dimension and the local ^∞-norms of 𝑢 and 𝑣. Proof. Since 𝑢^± are subharmonic, we have

𝑢^±(𝑧) ≤

⨍_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ 𝑢^±𝑑𝑆 < 𝐶𝑟^𝜇, (4.43)

where the last inequality follows from (4.36). The constant 𝐶 depends on the dimension and ||𝑢||∞_{(𝐵 12 )}. Since 𝑣^± are also subharmonic, we see that the same growth estimate holds for 𝑣 as well.

5 Almgren rescalings and blow-ups

First we note that all the results of Section 4 obtained for the origin, apply to any free boundary point 𝑧_0 = (𝑥_0, 0) as well.

The next step in our program is the study of blow-up sequences around a free boundary point 𝑧_0 = (𝑥_0, 0). Without loss of generality, we assume 𝑧_0 = 0 and let 𝜇 ∶= lim_{𝑟→0}+ 𝑁(𝑟). For 𝑧 = (𝑥, 𝑦) ∈ 𝐵^+_1 ∪ 𝐵^′_1 and 0 < 𝑟 < 1, we define the Almgren’s rescalings

𝑢_𝑟(𝑧) ∶= 𝑢(𝑟𝑧) √ 𝜙(𝑟) and 𝑣_𝑟(𝑧) ∶= 𝑣(𝑟𝑧) √ 𝜙(𝑟)

(5.1)

We notice that Δ𝑢_𝑟 = 𝑟^2𝑣_𝑟. In addition, we have ||𝑢_𝑟||2_{(𝜕𝐵1)}+ + ||𝑣_𝑟||2_{(𝜕𝐵1)}+ = 1 (5.2) The following convergence theorem is crucial in our analysis.

Theorem 5.1 Let 𝑢 be the solution to (1.1) with 𝑝 = 2 or 𝑝 ≥ 3, and 𝑣 = Δ𝑢. There exists subsequences 𝑢_𝑗 ∶= 𝑢_{𝑟𝑗} and 𝑣_𝑗 ∶= 𝑣_{𝑟𝑗} such that 𝑢_𝑗 → 𝑢^∗, ∇𝑢_𝑗 → ∇𝑢^∗, 𝑣_𝑗 → 𝑣^∗ and ∇𝑣_𝑗 → ∇𝑣^∗ as 𝑗 → ∞, uniformly on every compact subset of ℝ^{𝑛+1}_+ . Moreover, 𝑢^∗ and 𝑣^∗ are homogenous harmonic polynomials of degree 𝜇. If, in addition, we have ∇_𝑥𝑢(0) = 0 or ∇_𝑥𝑣(0) = 0, then we must have 𝜇 ≥ 2.

Proof. First we want to show that the sequence {𝑢_𝑟} is bounded in 𝑊^{2,2}_{𝑙𝑜𝑐} (ℝ^{𝑛+1}_+ ). To this end, we begin

by noticing that for 𝑟, 𝑅 > 0 we have

𝑁(𝑟𝑅, 𝑢, 𝑣) =𝑟𝑅

∫_𝐵+_{𝑟𝑅} ( |∇𝑢|^2 + |∇(Δ𝑢)|^2 + 𝑢Δ𝑢 ) 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 + ∫_{𝐵𝑟𝑅′} ( 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^{𝑝−1} − 𝜆_+(𝑢^+)^{𝑝−1} ) 𝑣𝑑𝑥 ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟𝑅)+} (𝑢^2 + (Δ𝑢)^2)𝑑𝑆 ≥ 𝑅 ∫_𝐵+_𝑅 ( |∇𝑢_𝑟|^2 + 𝑟^{−4}|∇(Δ𝑢_𝑟)|^2 + 𝑢_𝑟Δ𝑢_𝑟 ) 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 − 𝐶𝑟^{−1} ∫_{𝐵𝑅′} |𝑢_𝑟||Δ𝑢_𝑟|𝑑𝑥

∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑅)+} (𝑢^2_𝑟 + 𝑟^{−4}(Δ𝑢_𝑟)^2)𝑑𝑆 = 𝑅 ∫_𝐵+_𝑅 ( |∇𝑢_𝑟|^2 + |∇𝑣_𝑟|^2 + 𝑟^2𝑢_𝑟𝑣_𝑟 ) 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 − 𝐶𝑟 ∫_{𝐵𝑅′} |𝑢_𝑟||𝑣_𝑟|𝑑𝑥

∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑅)+} (𝑢^2_𝑟 + 𝑣^2_𝑟 )𝑑𝑆 .

(5.3)

Here, the constant 𝐶 depends on 𝜆_±, 𝑝, and the local ^∞-bound of 𝑢. Thus,

∫_𝐵+_𝑅

(|∇𝑢_𝑟|^2 + |∇𝑣_𝑟|^2)𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 = 1 𝑅 𝑁(𝑟𝑅, 𝑢, 𝑣) ( ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑅)}+ ( 𝑢^2_𝑟 + 𝑣^2_𝑟 ) 𝑑𝑆 ) − 𝑟^2

∫_𝐵+_𝑅 𝑢_𝑟𝑣_𝑟𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 + 𝐶𝑟 ∫_{𝐵𝑅}′ ( 𝑢^2_𝑟 + 𝑣^2_𝑟 ) 𝑑𝑥 ≤ 1 𝑅 𝑁(𝑟𝑅, 𝑢, 𝑣) ( ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑅)}+ ( 𝑢^2_𝑟 + 𝑣^2_𝑟 ) 𝑑𝑆 ) + 𝑟^2

2 ∫_𝐵+_𝑅 ( 𝑢^2_𝑟 + 𝑣^2_𝑟 ) 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 + 𝐶𝑟 ∫_{𝐵𝑅}′ ( 𝑢^2_𝑟 + 𝑣^2_𝑟 ) 𝑑𝑥 ≤ 1 𝑅 𝑁(𝑟𝑅, 𝑢, 𝑣) ( ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑅)}+ ( 𝑢^2_𝑟 + 𝑣^2_𝑟 ) 𝑑𝑆 ) + 𝐶𝑟^2

∫_𝐵+_𝑅

(|∇𝑢_𝑟|^2 + |∇𝑣_𝑟|^2)𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 + 𝐶𝑟 ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑅)}+ ( 𝑢^2_𝑟 + 𝑣^2_𝑟 ) 𝑑𝑆 where, in the last inequality, we have used Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 4.3. Therefore, for 𝑅_0(𝛿) as in Lemma

4.5 and 𝑟 > 0 small enough such that 𝑟𝑅 < 𝑅_0(𝛿) and 𝐶𝑟^2 < 1, we have

∫_𝐵+_𝑅

(|∇𝑢_𝑟|^2 + |∇𝑣_𝑟|^2)𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 ≤ 𝐶 ( 1 𝑅 𝑁(𝑟𝑅, 𝑢, 𝑣) + 𝑟 ) ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑅)}+ ( 𝑢^2_𝑟 + 𝑣^2_𝑟 ) 𝑑𝑆 = 𝐶 ( 1 𝑅 𝑁(𝑟𝑅, 𝑢, 𝑣) + 𝑟

) 𝜙(𝑟𝑅, 𝑢)

𝜙(𝑟, 𝑢)

𝑅^𝑛

≤ 𝐶 ((𝜇 + 𝛿) + 𝑟𝑅) 𝑅^{𝑛−1+2(𝜇+𝛿)}.

(5.4)

The last inequality follows from (4.37) and (4.39). We conclude that, for every fixed 𝑅 > 1, the sequences

{𝑢_𝑟} and {𝑣_𝑟} are uniformly bounded in 𝑊^{1,2}_{𝑙𝑜𝑐} (𝐵^+_𝑅 ∪ 𝐵^′_𝑅) for 𝑟 sufficiently small. Moreover, it is readily

seen that the pair (𝑢_𝑟, 𝑣_𝑟) is a weak solution of the system ⎧ ⎪ ⎪ ⎨ ⎪ ⎪ ⎩

Δ𝑢_𝑟 = 𝑟^2𝑣_𝑟 in 𝐵^+_𝑅

Δ𝑣_𝑟 = 0 in 𝐵^+_𝑅

(𝑢_𝑟)_𝑦 = 0 on 𝐵_𝑅^′

(𝑣_𝑟)_𝑦 = 𝑟 (𝜙(𝑟, 𝑢))^{𝑝−22} ( 𝜆_−(𝑢^−_𝑟 )^{𝑝−1} − 𝜆_+(𝑢^+_𝑟 )^{𝑝−1} ) on 𝐵_𝑅^′

(5.5)

In a similar way to the proof of Theorem 3.3, we can show that 𝑢_𝑟 ∈ 𝐶^{3,𝛼}_{𝑙𝑜𝑐} (ℝ^{𝑛+1}_+ ) and 𝑣_𝑟 ∈ 𝐶^{1,𝛼}_{𝑙𝑜𝑐} (ℝ^{𝑛+1}_+ )

with norms controlled by ||𝑢_𝑟||_𝑊 2,2_{(𝐵}+_{𝑅)} + ||𝑣_𝑟||_𝑊 1,2_{(𝐵}+_{𝑅)}. This result, along with a compactness argument,

implies that for any sequence {(𝑢_{𝑟𝑗} , 𝑣_{𝑟𝑗} )}, with 𝑟_𝑗 → 0^+ as 𝑗 → ∞, there exists a subsequence denoted

by {(𝑢_𝑟, 𝑣_𝑟)} and two functions 𝑢^∗ and 𝑣^∗ such that 𝑢_𝑗 → 𝑢^∗, ∇𝑢_𝑗 → ∇𝑢^∗, Δ𝑢_𝑗 → Δ𝑢^∗, 𝑣_𝑗 → 𝑣^∗ and

∇𝑣_𝑗 → ∇𝑣^∗ uniformly on every compact subset of ℝ^{𝑛+1}. Moreover, it is obvious that

||𝑢^∗||2_{(𝜕𝐵}+_{1 )} + ||𝑣^∗||2_{(𝜕𝐵}+_{1 )} = 1, (5.6) which implies that 𝑢^∗ and 𝑣^∗ cannot both vanish identically. Next, passing to the weak limit in (5.5) with 𝑟 = 𝑟_𝑗 → 0^+, we see that 𝑢^∗ and 𝑣^∗ are both harmonic in 𝐵^+_𝑅 and satisfy 𝑢^∗_𝑦 = 𝑣^∗_𝑦 = 0 on 𝐵_𝑅^′. Furthermore, we have

𝑁_0(𝑅, 𝑢^∗, 𝑣^∗) = lim_{𝑗→0} 𝑁_0(𝑅, 𝑢_{𝑟𝑗} , 𝑣_{𝑟𝑗} ) = lim_{𝑗→∞} 𝑁_0(𝑟_𝑗 𝑅, 𝑢, 𝑣) = lim_{𝑗→∞} 𝑁(𝑟_𝑗 𝑅, 𝑢, 𝑣) = 𝜇.

Here, the second equality is obtained by rescaling, whereas the last two follow from Corollary 4.4 and Theorem 4.1, respectively. Arguing as in the proof of [FF, Lemma 3.1], one can see that 𝜇 must be an integer, and 𝑢^∗ and 𝑣^∗ must be homogenous harmonic polynomials of degree 𝜇.

Finally, if in addition we have ∇_𝑥𝑢(0) = 0 or ∇_𝑥𝑣(0) = 0, then, by the uniform convergence of ∇𝑢_𝑗 and ∇𝑣_𝑗 to ∇𝑢^∗ and ∇𝑣^∗ respectively, we must have 𝜇 ≥ 2.

6 A Monneau-type monotonicity formula

Now we turn our attention to the study of the regularity and structure of the free boundary. We define the regular set of the free boundary as

(𝑢) = {𝑧 = (𝑥, 0) ∈ Γ(𝑢) | 𝑢(𝑥, 0) = 0, ∇_𝑥𝑢(𝑥, 0) ≠ 0, and ∇_𝑥𝑣(𝑥, 0) ≠ 0} (6.1)

and the singular set Σ(𝑢) ∶= Γ(𝑢) ⧵ (𝑢). An immediate consequence of the regularity of the solution and of the implicit function theorem is the following result showing the regularity of the free boundary around regular points.

Theorem 6.1 If (𝑥, 0) ∈ (𝑢), then the free boundary is a 𝐶^{3,𝛼}− graph in a neighborhood of (𝑥, 0) for all 0 < 𝛼 < 1.

To study the structure of the singular set, we first need to derive some additional properties (such as non-degeneracy and continuous dependence of blow-ups) at singular points. A crucial tool in this endeavor is the monotonicity of the Monneau-type functional

𝑀_𝜇(𝑟, 𝑢, 𝑣, 𝑝_𝜇, 𝑞_𝜇) = 1 𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇} ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ ( (𝑢 − 𝑝_𝜇)^2 + (𝑣 − 𝑞_𝜇)^2 ) 𝑑𝑆 (6.2)

where 𝑝_𝜇 and 𝑞_𝜇 are two homogeneous harmonic polynomials of degree 𝜇. We introduce the Weiss-type functional 𝑊_𝜇(𝑟, 𝑢, 𝑣) =

𝐻(𝑟, 𝑢, 𝑣) 𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇}

(𝑁_0(𝑟, 𝑢, 𝑣) − 𝜇) (6.3)

to prove the following result.

Theorem 6.2 Let 𝑢 be the solution to (1.1), and let 𝑝_𝜇 and 𝑞_𝜇 be two homogenous harmonic polynomials of degree 𝜇, symmetric with respect to the thin space {𝑦 = 0}. Then, there exists a positive constant 𝐶 such that 𝑑 𝑑𝑟 𝑀_𝜇(𝑟, 𝑢, 𝑣, 𝑝_𝜇, 𝑞_𝜇) ≥ 2 𝑟 𝑊_𝜇(𝑟, 𝑢, 𝑣) − 𝐶 (6.4)

Proof. We begin by observing that, for all 0 < 𝑟 < 1, 𝑁_0(𝑟, 𝑝_𝜇, 𝑞_𝜇) = 𝜇 and thus 𝑊_𝜇(𝑟, 𝑝_𝜇 , 𝑞_𝜇) = 0. We let 𝑤 = 𝑢 − 𝑝_𝜇 and ℎ = 𝑣 − 𝑞_𝜇. Then,

𝑊_𝜇(𝑟, 𝑢, 𝑣) = 𝑊_𝜇(𝑟, 𝑤 + 𝑝_𝜇, ℎ + 𝑞_𝜇) = 1 𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇−1}

𝐷_0(𝑟, 𝑤 + 𝑝_𝜇, ℎ + 𝑞_𝜇) − 𝜇 𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇}

𝐻(𝑟, 𝑤 + 𝑝_𝜇, ℎ + 𝑞_𝜇) = 1 𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇−1} ∫_𝐵^+_𝑟 ( |∇𝑤|^2 + |∇ℎ|^2 + 2∇𝑤 ⋅ ∇𝑝_𝜇 + 2∇ℎ ⋅ ∇𝑞_𝜇 ) 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 − 𝜇 𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇} ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ ( 𝑤^2 + ℎ^2 + 2𝑤𝑝_𝜇 + 2ℎ𝑞_𝜇 ) 𝑑𝑆.

Integrating by parts and keeping in mind that 𝑝_𝜇 and 𝑞_𝜇 are both harmonic, with (𝑝_𝜇 )_𝑦 = (𝑞_𝜇)_𝑦 = 0 on 𝐵_𝑟^′, we have

𝑊_𝜇(𝑟, 𝑢, 𝑣) = 1 𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇−1} ∫_𝐵^+_𝑟

(−𝑤Δ𝑢 − ℎΔ𝑣) 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 + 1 𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇−1} ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ ( 𝑤∇𝑤 ⋅ 𝑧 𝑟 + ℎ∇ℎ ⋅ 𝑧 𝑟 + 2𝑤∇𝑝_𝜇 ⋅ 𝑧 𝑟 + 2ℎ∇𝑞_𝜇 ⋅ 𝑧 𝑟 ) 𝑑𝑆 − 𝜇 𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇} ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ ( 𝑤^2 + ℎ^2 + 2𝑤𝑝_𝜇 + 2ℎ𝑞_𝜇 ) 𝑑𝑆 − 1

𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇−1} ∫_{𝐵𝑟}′ ( 𝑤𝑢_𝑦 + ℎ𝑣_𝑦 ) 𝑑𝑥 = − 1

𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇−1} ∫_𝐵^+_𝑟 𝑤𝑣𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 + 1 𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇−1} ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+

(𝑤∇𝑤 + ℎ∇ℎ) ⋅ 𝑧 𝑟 𝑑𝑆 − 𝜇 𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇} ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ ( 𝑤^2 + ℎ^2 ) 𝑑𝑆 − 1

𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇−1} ∫_{𝐵𝑟}′ ℎ𝑣_𝑦𝑑𝑥.

(6.5)

Here we have used ∇𝑝_𝜇 ⋅ 𝑧 = 𝜇𝑝_𝜇 and ∇𝑞_𝜇 ⋅ 𝑧 = 𝜇𝑞_𝜇. Now we notice 1 𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇−1} ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+

(𝑤∇𝑤 + ℎ∇ℎ) ⋅ 𝑧 𝑟 𝑑𝑆 − 𝜇 𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇} ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ ( 𝑤^2 + ℎ^2 ) 𝑑𝑆 = 𝑟 2 𝑑 𝑑𝑟 ( 1 𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇} ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ ( 𝑤^2 + ℎ^2 ) 𝑑𝑆 ) = 𝑟 2 𝑑 𝑑𝑟 𝑀_𝜇(𝑟, 𝑢, 𝑣, 𝑝_𝜇, 𝑞_𝜇).

(6.6)

Moreover, − 1 𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇−1} ∫_𝐵^+_𝑟 𝑤𝑣 𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 − 1 𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇−1} ∫_{𝐵𝑟}′ ℎ𝑣_𝑦 𝑑𝑥

= − 1 𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇−1} ∫_𝐵^+_𝑟 𝑣(𝑢 − 𝑝_𝜇)𝑑𝑥𝑑𝑦 − 1 𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇−1} ∫_{𝐵𝑟}′ ( 𝜆_−(𝑢^−)^{𝑝−1} − 𝜆_+(𝑢^+)^{𝑝−1} ) (𝑣 − 𝑞_𝜇)𝑑𝑥 ≤ 𝐶 𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇−1} 𝑟^{2𝜇+𝑛} ≤ 𝐶𝑟,

(6.7)

where in the first inequality above we have used Corollary 4.6 and the fact that 𝑝_𝜇 and 𝑞_𝜇 are homogenous polynomials of degree 𝜇. The constant 𝐶 depends on the coefficients of the polynomials 𝑝_𝜇 and 𝑞_𝜇, and on the local ^∞-norms of 𝑢 and 𝑣. Inserting (6.6) and (6.7) in (6.5) we finally obtain

𝑊_𝜇(𝑟, 𝑢, 𝑣) ≤ 𝑟 2 𝑑 𝑑𝑟 𝑀_𝜇(𝑟, 𝑢, 𝑣, 𝑝_𝜇, 𝑞_𝜇) + 𝐶𝑟,

which yields the desired conclusion.

In what follows, we will always let 𝜇 ∶= lim_{𝑟→0}+ 𝑁(𝑟).

Corollary 6.3 Let 𝑢, 𝑣, 𝑝_𝜇 and 𝑞_𝜇 be as in Theorem 6.2. Then, there exists a positive constant 𝐶 such that 𝑑 𝑑𝑟 𝑀_𝜇(𝑟, 𝑢, 𝑣, 𝑝_𝜇, 𝑞_𝜇) ≥ −𝐶.

In particular, 𝑀_𝜇(𝑟, 𝑢, 𝑣, 𝑝_𝜇, 𝑞_𝜇) has a limit as 𝑟 → 0^+.

Proof. From (4.6) and (4.7) we know that

𝑁_0(𝑟, 𝑢, 𝑣) ≥

𝑁(𝑟, 𝑢, 𝑣) − 𝐶𝑟 1 + 𝐶𝑟

, (6.8)

and thus, applying (4.38),

𝑁_0(𝑟, 𝑢, 𝑣) − 𝜇 ≥ −𝐶𝑟 1 + 𝐶𝑟 .

But then, thanks to (4.36),

𝑊_𝜇(𝑟, 𝑢, 𝑣) ≥ −𝐶

𝐻(𝑟, 𝑢, 𝑣) 𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇}(1 + 𝐶𝑟) 𝑟 ≥ −𝐶𝑟.

Using this in (6.4) we obtain 𝑑 𝑑𝑟 𝑀_𝜇(𝑟, 𝑢, 𝑣, 𝑝_𝜇, 𝑞_𝜇) ≥ −𝐶,

and the proof is complete.

We now prove the non-degeneracy of the solution at singular free boundary points.

Lemma 6.4 Let 𝑢 be the solution to (1.1) with 𝑢(0) = 0 and either ∇_𝑥𝑢(0) = 0 or ∇_𝑥𝑣(0) = 0. There exists 𝐶 > 0 and 0 < 𝑅_0 < 1, depending possibly on 𝑢, such that

sup_{(𝜕𝐵}

𝑟)^+

|𝑢| ≥ 𝐶𝑟^𝜇 or sup_{(𝜕𝐵}

𝑟)^+

|𝑣| ≥ 𝐶𝑟^𝜇 (6.9)

for all 0 < 𝑟 < 𝑅_0.

Proof. We argue by contradiction. Suppose (6.9) does not hold. Then, there exists a sequence of radii 𝑟_𝑗 ↘ 0 and a sequence of positive constants 𝐶_𝑗 ↘ 0 such that 1 𝑟^𝜇_𝑗 sup (𝜕𝐵_{𝑟𝑗} )^+

|𝑢| ≤ 𝐶_𝑗 and 1 𝑟^𝜇_𝑗 sup (𝜕𝐵_{𝑟𝑗} )^+

|𝑣| ≤ 𝐶_𝑗 . (6.10)

This implies that both^1_{𝑟𝑛+2𝜇𝑗} ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟𝑗 )+} 𝑢^2 and^1_{𝑟𝑛+2𝜇𝑗} ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟𝑗 )+} 𝑣^2 converge to 0 as 𝑟_𝑗 → 0^+. We know by Theorem 5.1 that the Almgren rescalings 𝑢_𝑟 and 𝑣_𝑟 (as defined in (5.1)) converge - passing to a subsequence 𝑟_𝑗 - to some homogenous harmonic polynomials 𝑝_𝜇 and 𝑞_𝜇 of degree 𝜇 ≥ 2. We now compute

𝑀_𝜇(𝑟, 𝑢, 𝑣, 𝑝_𝜇 , 𝑞_𝜇) = 1 𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇} ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+

(𝑢^2 + 𝑣^2)𝑑𝑆 + 1 𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇} ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+

(−2𝑢𝑝_𝜇 − 2𝑣𝑞_𝜇)𝑑𝑆 + 1 𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇} ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+

(𝑝^2_𝜇 + 𝑞^2_𝜇)𝑑𝑆.

(6.11)

By the assumption (6.10), the first term in the right-hand-side of (6.11) converges to 0 as 𝑟 = 𝑟_𝑗 → 0^+. For the third term on the right-hand-side of (6.11), we notice that by the homogeneity of 𝑝_𝜇 and 𝑞_𝜇 we have 1 𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇} ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+

(𝑝^2_𝜇 + 𝑞^2_𝜇)𝑑𝑆 = ∫_{(𝜕𝐵1)}+

(𝑝^2_𝜇 + 𝑞^2_𝜇)𝑑𝑆. (6.12)

Finally, the second term in the right-hand-side of (6.11) can be estimated as | | | 1 𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇} ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+

(−2𝑢𝑝_𝜇 − 2𝑣𝑞_𝜇)𝑑𝑆 | | | ≤ 2 ( 1 𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇} ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ 𝑢^2

)^1_2 ( 1 𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇} ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ 𝑝^2_𝜇

)^1_2 + 2 ( 1 𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇} ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ 𝑣^2

)^1_2 ( 1 𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇} ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ 𝑞^2_𝜇

)^1_2

which, again by assumption (6.10), converges to zero as 𝑟 = 𝑟_𝑗 → 0^+. Therefore, passing to the limit in (6.11) as 𝑟 = 𝑟_𝑗 → 0^+ we infer

𝑀(0+, 𝑢, 𝑣, 𝑝_𝜇 , 𝑞_𝜇) = ∫_{(𝜕𝐵1)}+

(𝑝^2_𝜇 + 𝑞^2_𝜇)𝑑𝑆. (6.13)

Applying Corollary 6.3 we obtain

𝑀_𝜇(0+, 𝑢, 𝑣, 𝑝_𝜇 , 𝑞_𝜇) ≤ 𝑀_𝜇(𝑟, 𝑢, 𝑣, 𝑝_𝜇, 𝑞_𝜇) + 𝐶𝑟

for all 0 < 𝑟 <^1_2 , which immediately gives, together with (6.12), 1 𝑟^{2𝜇} ∫_{(𝜕𝐵1)}+ ( 𝑢^2(𝑟𝑧) + 𝑣^2(𝑟𝑧) ) 𝑑𝑆 − 2 1 𝑟^𝜇 ∫_{(𝜕𝐵1)}+ ( 𝑢(𝑟𝑧)𝑝_𝜇 (𝑥) + 𝑣(𝑟𝑧)𝑞_𝜇(𝑧) ) 𝑑𝑆 ≥ −𝐶𝑟

for all 0 < 𝑟 <^1_2 . We can rewrite this as 1 𝑟^{2𝜇} ∫_{(𝜕𝐵1)}+ ( 𝜙(𝑟)𝑢^2_𝑟 (𝑧) + 𝜙(𝑟)𝑣^2_𝑟 (𝑧) ) 𝑑𝑆−2 1 𝑟^𝜇 ∫_{(𝜕𝐵1)}+ (√ 𝜙(𝑟)𝑢_𝑟(𝑧)𝑝_𝜇 (𝑧) + √ 𝜙(𝑟)𝑣_𝑟(𝑧)𝑞_𝜇(𝑧) ) 𝑑𝑆 ≥ −𝐶𝑟,

which is equivalent to

∫_{(𝜕𝐵1)}+ ( √ 𝜙(𝑟) 𝑟^𝜇 𝑢^2_𝑟 (𝑧) + √ 𝜙(𝑟) 𝑟^𝜇 𝑣^2_𝑟 (𝑧) ) 𝑑𝑆 − 2

∫_{(𝜕𝐵1)}+ ( 𝑢_𝑟(𝑧)𝑝_𝜇(𝑥) + 𝑣_𝑟(𝑧)𝑞_𝜇(𝑧) ) 𝑑𝑆 ≥ −𝐶 𝑟^{𝜇+1}√ 𝜙(𝑟) ≥ −𝐶𝑟^{1−𝛿}

for all 0 < 𝑟 <^1_2 . Here, we have employed Lemma 4.5, part 2. Finally, letting 𝑟 = 𝑟_𝑗 → 0^+ in the above inequality we obtain − ∫_{(𝜕𝐵1)}+ ( 𝑝^2_𝜇(𝑥) + 𝑞^2_𝜇(𝑥) ) 𝑑𝑆 ≥ 0,

which gives a contradiction since 𝑝_𝜇 and 𝑞_𝜇 do not both vanish at the same time.

7 The structure of the singular set

Let 𝑧_0 be a point on the free boundary of 𝑢, the solution of (1.1). For 𝑅 ≥ 1, we introduce the homogenous rescalings

𝑢^𝜇_𝑟 (𝑧) ∶= 𝑢(𝑧_0 + 𝑟𝑧)

𝑟^𝜇 and 𝑣^𝜇_𝑟 (𝑧) ∶= 𝑣(𝑧_0 + 𝑟𝑧) 𝑟^𝜇

, for 𝑧 ∈ 𝐵^+_𝑅 ∪ 𝐵^′_𝑅 and 0 < 𝑟 < 1 𝑅 , (7.1)

and we study the existence and uniqueness of their blow-ups.

Theorem 7.1 Let 𝑢 be the solution of (1.1) and suppose that 𝑧_0 is a free boundary point such that ∇_𝑥𝑢(𝑧_0) = 0 or ∇_𝑥𝑣(𝑧_0) = 0. Then, there exist two unique harmonic polynomials 𝑝_𝜇 and 𝑞_𝜇, homogenous of degree 𝜇 and such that 𝑢^𝜇_𝑟 → 𝑝_𝜇 in 𝑊^{3,2}_{𝑙𝑜𝑐} (𝐵^+_𝑅 ∪ 𝐵^′_𝑅) and in 𝐶^{3,𝛼}(𝐵^+_𝑅 ∪ 𝐵^′_𝑅), and 𝑣^𝜇_𝑟 → 𝑞_𝜇 in 𝑊^{1,2}_{𝑙𝑜𝑐} (𝐵^+_𝑅) and in 𝐶^{1,𝛼}(𝐵^+_𝑅 ∪ 𝐵^′_𝑅) for all 𝑅 ≥ 1.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume 𝑧_0 = 0. By (4.36) and (6.9) there exist positive constants 𝐶_1 and 𝐶_2 such that 𝐶_1𝑟^𝜇 ≤ (𝜙(𝑟))^12 ≤ 𝐶_2𝑟^𝜇 for all 0 < 𝑟 < 1 2 . Hence 𝐶_2𝑢^𝜇_𝑟 (𝑧) ≤ 𝑢_𝑟(𝑧) ≤ 𝐶_1𝑢^𝜇_𝑟 (𝑧) and 𝐶_2𝑣^𝜇_𝑟 (𝑧) ≤ 𝑣_𝑟(𝑧) ≤ 𝐶_1𝑣^𝜇_𝑟 (𝑧)

where 𝑢_𝑟 and 𝑣_𝑟 are the Almgren’s rescalings defined in (5.1). This, together with Theorem 5.1, implies that for any sequence 𝑟_𝑗 → 0^+ there exists a subsequence, which we will not rename for simplicity, such that 𝑢^𝜇_{𝑟𝑗} and 𝑣^𝜇_{𝑟𝑗} converge. Moreover, the limit functions are homogenous harmonic polynomials of degree 𝜇. It remains to be shown that all subsequences converge to the same limit. For, suppose that (𝑢_∗, 𝑣_∗) and (𝑢_0, 𝑣_0) are limits over two different subsequences. By Corollary 6.3,

𝑀_𝜇(0+, 𝑢, 𝑣, 𝑢_∗, 𝑣_∗) = lim_{𝑟𝑗 →0} 𝑀_𝜇(𝑟_𝑗 , 𝑢, 𝑣, 𝑢_∗, 𝑣_∗) = lim_{𝑟𝑗 →0} 𝑀_𝜇(1, 𝑢^𝜇_{𝑟𝑗} , 𝑣^𝜇_{𝑟𝑗} , 𝑢_∗, 𝑣_∗)

= lim_{𝑟𝑗 →0} ∫_{(𝜕𝐵1)}+

(𝑢_{𝑟𝑗} − 𝑢_∗)^2 + (𝑣_{𝑟𝑗} − 𝑣_∗)^2𝑑𝑆 = 0.

(7.2)

In a similar fashion we have 𝑀_𝜇(0+, 𝑢, 𝑣, 𝑢_0, 𝑣_0) = 0

and therefore

∫_{(𝜕𝐵1)}+

(𝑢_∗ − 𝑢_0)^2 + (𝑣_∗ − 𝑣_0)^2𝑑𝑆 = 0,

which implies that 𝑢_0 = 𝑢_∗ and 𝑣_0 = 𝑣_∗.

In the remainder of the paper, 𝑁^{𝑧0}_0 will denote Almgren’s frequency formula as in (4.1) at the free boundary point 𝑧_0, 𝜇_{𝑧0} = lim_{𝑟→0} 𝑁^{𝑧0}_0 , and 𝑝^{𝑧0}_𝜇 and 𝑞^{𝑧0}_𝜇 the 𝜇−homogenous blow-up polynomials at 𝑧_0 as in Theorem 7.1. For 𝜇 ∈ ℕ, we define

Σ_𝜇(𝑢) = {(𝑥, 0) ∈ Γ(𝑢) | 𝑢(𝑥, 0) = 0, ∇_𝑥𝑢(𝑥, 0) = 0 or ∇_𝑥𝑢(𝑥, 0) = 0, and 𝑁^{𝑧0}_0 (0+, 𝑢, 𝑣) = 𝜇}. (7.3)

We denote by (𝑢) the class of homogenous harmonic polynomials of degree 𝜇 and even in 𝑦. We note that (𝑢) is a convex subset of the finite dimensional vector space of all polynomials homogenous of degree 𝜇. We endow (𝑢) with the norm of ^2((𝜕𝐵_1)^+). Our next step consists in establishing continuous dependence of the blow-ups on the singular points.

Theorem 7.2 Let 𝑢 be the solution to (1.1). The mapping 𝑧_0 ↦ (𝑝^{𝑧0}_𝜇 , 𝑞^{𝑧0}_𝜇 ) from Σ_𝜇(𝑢) to (𝑢) × (𝑢) is continuous. Moreover, for any compact set 𝐾 ⊂⊂ Σ_𝜇(𝑢), there exists a modulus of continuity 𝜔_𝜇 such that |𝑢(𝑧) − 𝑝^{𝑧0}_𝜇 (𝑧 − 𝑧_0)| ≤ 𝜔_𝜇(|𝑧 − 𝑧_0|)|𝑧 − 𝑧_0|^𝜇

for any 𝑧_0 ∈ 𝐾.

Proof. Fix 𝑧_0 ∈ Σ_𝜇(𝑢) and 𝜖 > 0 small enough. Then, by (7.2), there exists 𝑟_𝜖 = 𝑟_𝜖(𝑧_0) > 0 such that

𝑀^{𝑧0}_𝜇 (𝑟_𝜖, 𝑢, 𝑣, 𝑝^{𝑧0}_𝜇 , 𝑞^{𝑧0}_𝜇 ) ∶= 1 𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇}_𝜖 ∫(𝜕𝐵_{𝑟𝜖} )^+ (( 𝑢(𝑧_0 + 𝑧) − 𝑝^{𝑧0}_𝜇

)_2 + ( 𝑣(𝑧_0 + 𝑧) − 𝑞^{𝑧0}_𝜇

)_2) 𝑑𝑆 < 𝜖. (7.4)

Also, by the continuity of 𝑢 and 𝑣, there exists 𝜌_𝜖 > 0 such that for all 𝑧_1 ∈ Σ_𝜇(𝑢) ∩ 𝐵_{𝜌𝜖} (𝑧_0) we have

𝑀^{𝑧1}_𝜇 (𝑟_𝜖, 𝑢, 𝑣, 𝑝^{𝑧0}_𝜇 , 𝑞^{𝑧0}_𝜇 ) < 2𝜖.

Moreover, by Corollary 6.3 and possibly for a smaller 𝑟_𝜖 we have

𝑀^{𝑧1}_𝜇 (𝑟, 𝑢, 𝑣, 𝑝^{𝑧0}_𝜇 , 𝑞^{𝑧0}_𝜇 ) < 3𝜖 (7.5)

for all 0 < 𝑟 < 𝑟_𝜖. Rescaling and passing to the limit as 𝑟 → 0 we see that

∫_{(𝜕𝐵1)}+ ( 𝑝^{𝑧1}_𝜇 − 𝑝^{𝑧0}_𝜇

)_2 + ( 𝑞^{𝑧1}_𝜇 − 𝑞^{𝑧0}_𝜇

)_2 = 𝑀^{𝑧1}_𝜇 (0+, 𝑢, 𝑣, 𝑝^{𝑧0}_𝜇 , 𝑞^{𝑧0}_𝜇 ) < 3𝜖, (7.6)

and this proves the continuity of the mapping.

For the second part of the theorem, we notice that (7.5) and (7.6) imply that

𝑀^{𝑧1}_𝜇 (𝑟, 𝑢, 𝑣, 𝑝^{𝑧1}_𝜇 , 𝑞^{𝑧1}_𝜇 ) ≤ 𝑀^{𝑧1}_𝜇 (𝑟, 𝑢, 𝑣, 𝑝^{𝑧0}_𝜇 , 𝑞^{𝑧0}_𝜇 ) + 1 𝑟^{𝑛+2𝜇} ∫_{(𝜕𝐵𝑟)}+ ( 𝑝^{𝑧1}_𝜇 − 𝑝^{𝑧0}_𝜇

)_2 + ( 𝑞^{𝑧1}_𝜇 − 𝑞^{𝑧0}_𝜇

)_2 ≤ 6𝜖

for all 𝑥_1 ∈ 𝐵_{𝜌𝜖} (𝑥_0) and all 0 < 𝑟 < 𝑟_𝜖. This is equivalent to say

||𝑢^𝜇_{𝑧1,𝑟} − 𝑝_𝜇||^2_{2(𝜕𝐵1)+} + ||𝑣^𝜇_{𝑧1,𝑟} − 𝑞_𝜇||^2_{2(𝜕𝐵1)+} ≤ 6𝜖. (7.7)

Now we observe that 𝑤^𝜇_𝑟 ∶= 𝑢^𝜇_𝑟 − 𝑝_𝜇 satisfies the oblique derivative problem { Δ𝑤^𝜇_𝑟 = 𝑟^2𝑣^𝜇_𝑟 in 𝐵^+_1 (𝑤^𝜇_𝑟 )_𝑦 = 0 on 𝐵^′_1

By the 𝐿^∞ − 𝐿^2 interior estimate for oblique derivatives problems for elliptic equations (see for example [L], theorem 5.36), we have

||𝑢^𝜇_{𝑧1,𝑟} − 𝑝_𝜇||∞_{(𝐵}+_{1∕2)} ≤ ( ||𝑢^𝜇_{𝑧1,𝑟} − 𝑝_𝜇||2_{(𝐵}+_{1 )} + 𝐶𝑟^2||𝑣^𝜇_𝑟 ||∞_{(𝐵}+_{1 )} ) ≤ 𝐶(𝜖) (7.8)

for some 𝐶(𝜖) → 0 as 𝜖 → 0. Here, the last inequality follows from (7.7) and Corollary 4.6. Similarly, ℎ^𝜇_𝑟 ∶= 𝑣^𝜇_𝑟 − 𝑞_𝜇 is a weak solution for the oblique problem { Δℎ^𝜇_𝑟 = 0 in 𝐵^+_1 (ℎ^𝜇_𝑟 )_𝑦 = 𝑟 ( 𝜆_− ( (𝑢^𝜇_𝑟 )^−

)_{𝑝−1} − 𝜆_+ ( (𝑢^𝜇_𝑟 )^+

)_{𝑝−1}) on 𝐵^′_1

and the same 𝐿^∞ − 𝐿^2 interior estimate implies that

||𝑣^𝜇_{𝑧1,𝑟} − 𝑞_𝜇||∞_{(𝐵}+_{1∕2)} ≤ 𝐶 ( ||𝑣^𝜇_{𝑧1,𝑟} − 𝑞_𝜇||2_{(𝐵}+_{1 )} + 𝐶𝑟 ‖𝜆_− ( (𝑢^𝜇_𝑟 )^−

)_{𝑝−1}

− 𝜆_+ ( (𝑢^𝜇_𝑟 )^+

)_{𝑝−1}‖

‖_{∞(𝐵′1)} ) ≤ 𝐶(𝜖).

(7.9) for some 𝐶(𝜖) → 0 as 𝜖 → 0. We recall that (7.8) and (7.9) hold for all for all 𝑧_1 ∈ 𝐵^+_{𝜌𝜖} (𝑧_0) and all 0 < 𝑟 < 𝑟_𝜖. Now, covering the compact set 𝐾 by finitely many balls of radius 𝜌_𝜖, we can find a small radius 𝑟^𝐾_𝜖 such that (7.8) and (7.9) hold for all 𝑧_1 ∈ 𝐾 and for all 0 < 𝑟 < 𝑟^𝐾_𝜖 . Clearly, this proves the second part of the theorem.

In order to study the dimension of the singular set we will need the following result.

Lemma 7.3 Let 𝑢 be the solution to (1.1). Then Σ_𝜇(𝑢) is of type 𝐹_𝜎 , that is, it is a union of countably many closed sets.

Proof. Let 𝐸^𝑢_𝑗 ∶= {𝑧_0 ∈ Σ_𝜇(𝑢) ∩ 𝐵^+_{1− 1𝑗} such that 1 𝑗 𝜌^𝜇 ≤ sup_{𝐵+}

𝜌 (𝑧_0)

|𝑢| < 𝑗𝜌^𝜇} and 𝐸^𝑣_𝑗 ∶= {𝑧_0 ∈ Σ_𝜇(𝑢) ∩ 𝐵^+_{1− 1𝑗} such that 1 𝑗 𝜌^𝜇 ≤ sup_{𝐵+}

𝜌 (𝑧_0)

|𝑣| ≤ 𝑗𝜌^𝜇}.

By Corollary 4.6 and Lemma 6.4 we see that Σ_𝜇(𝑢) = ( ∪^∞_{𝑗=1}𝐸^𝑢_𝑗 ) ∪ ( ∪^∞_{𝑗=1}𝐸^𝑣_𝑗 ) . Moreover, in a similar way to ([GP, Lemma 1.5.3]), we can show that 𝐸^𝑢_𝑗 and 𝐸^𝑣_𝑗 are closed sets for all 1 < 𝑗 < ∞.

Next, we denote by 𝑑^{𝑧0}_𝜇 the dimension of Σ_𝜇 at a point 𝑧_0 ∈ Σ_𝜇. That is,

𝑑^{𝑧0}_𝜇 = max{𝑑^{𝑢,𝑧0}_𝜇 , 𝑑^{𝑣,𝑧0}_𝜇 }, (7.10) where 𝑑^{𝑢,𝑧0}_𝜇 = 𝑑𝑖𝑚{𝜁 ∈ ℝ^𝑛 | 𝜁 ⋅ ∇_𝑥𝑝^{𝑧0}_𝜇 (𝑥, 0) = 0 for all x ∈ ℝ^𝑛} and 𝑑^{𝑣,𝑧0}_𝜇 = 𝑑𝑖𝑚{𝜁 ∈ ℝ^𝑛 | 𝜁 ⋅ ∇_𝑥𝑞^{𝑧0}_𝜇 (𝑥, 0) = 0 for all x ∈ ℝ^𝑛}.

Finally, we let Σ^𝑑_𝜇 ∶= {𝑧_0 ∈ Σ_𝜇(𝑢)|𝑑^{𝑧0}_𝜇 = 𝑑}. We are now ready to establish the rectifiability of the singular set.

Theorem 7.4 Let 𝑢 be the solution to (1.1). Then for every 𝜇 ∈ ℕ and 𝑑 = 0, 1, 2, .., 𝑛 − 2, the set Σ^𝑑_𝜇 is contained in a countable union of d-dimensional 𝐶^1-manifold.

Proof. The proof is based on Theorem 7.2, Whitney’s extension theorem, and the implicit function theorem. It follows by applying the same arguments as in [GP, Theorem 1.3.8] to the families of polynomials {𝑝^{𝑧0}_𝜇 } and {𝑞^{𝑧0}_𝜇 } respectively, to show that Σ^𝑑_𝜇 ∩ 𝐸^𝑢_𝑗 and Σ^𝑑_𝜇 ∩ 𝐸^𝑣_𝑗 are both contained in a d-dimensional manifold in a neighborhood of 𝑧_0.

Acknowledgment We would like to thank the referees for their careful reading of the manuscript, and for their helpful suggestions.

References

[A] G. Aleksanyan, Regularity of the free boundary in the biharmonic obstacle problem, Calc. Var.

Partial Differential Equations 58 (2019), no. 6, Paper No. 206, 28 pp.

[AP] M. Allen and A. Petrosyan, A two-phase problem with a lower-dimensional free boundary, Interfaces and Free Boundaries, 14 (2012), no. 3, pp. 307-342.

[AlP] H.W. Alt and D. Phillips, A free boundary problem for semilinear elliptic equations, J. Reine Angew. Math. 368 (1986), 63-107.

[AC] I. Athanasopoulos and L.A. Caffarelli, Optimal regularity of lower dimensional obstacle problems, Zap. Nauchn. Sem. S.-Peterburg. Otdel. Mat Inst. Steklov. (POMI) 310 (2004), pp. 49-66, 226.

[ACS] I. Athanasopoulos, L.A. Caffarelli and S. Salsa, The structure of the free boundary for lower dimensional obstacle problems, American Jour. Math., 130 (2008), pp. 485-498.

[CF] L.A. Caffarelli and A. Friedman, The obstacle problem for the biharmonic operator, Ann.

Scuola Norm. Sup. Pisa, Cl. Sci. (4) 6, no. 1, (1979), pp. 151-184.

[CSS] L.A. Caffarelli, S. Salsa and L. Silvestre , Regularity estimates for the solution of the free boundary of the obstacle problem for the fractional Laplacian, Invent. Math., 171 (2008), pp. 425- 461.

[CS] L.A. Caffarelli and L. Silvestre, An extension problem related to the fractional Laplacian, Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 32 (2007), pp. 1245-1260.

[DKV1] S. Dipierro, A. Karakhanyan and E. Valdinoci, Limit behaviour of a singular perturbation problem for the biharmonic operator, Applied Mathematics and Optimization, Volume 80 (2019), 679-713.

[DKV2] S. Dipierro, A. Karakhanyan and E. Valdinoci, A free boundary problem driven by the biharmonic operator, Pure and Applied Analysis Volume 2 (2020), No. 4, 875-942.

[DK] D. Danielli and B. Krummel, Existence and regularity results for the penalized thin obstacle problem with variable coefficients, arXiv:2005.05524, (2020).

[DS] D. Danielli and S. Salsa, Obstacle problems involving the fractional Laplacian, Developments in the Nonlocal Theory, (T. Kuusi and G. Palatucci, Eds.), Book Series on Measure Theory, De Gruyter, Berlin (2017).

[FF] V. Felli and A. Ferrero, Unique continuation and classification of blow-up profiles for elliptic systems with Neumann boundary coupling and applications to higher order fractional equations, Nonlinear Analysis, 196 (2020), 111826, 28 pp.

[F1] J. Frehse, Zum Differenzierbarkeitsproblem bei Variationsungleichungen h¨oherer Ordnung, Abh. Math. Sem. Univ. Hamburg 36 (1971), 140–149.

[F2] J. Frehse, On the regularity of the solution of the biharmonic variational inequality, Manuscripta Math. 9 (1973), 91–103.

[GP] N. Garofalo and A. Petrosyan, Some new monotonicity formulas and the singular set in the lower dimensional obstacle problem, Invent. Math. 177 (2009), pp. 415-461.

[LL] L. D. Landau and E. M. Lifshitz, Theory of Elasticity, Course of Theoretical Physics, Vol. 7.

Translated by J. B. Sykes and W. H. Reid, Pergamon Press, London-Paris-Frankfurt; Addison- Wesley Publishing Co., Inc., Reading, Mass. (1959).

[L] G.M. Lieberman, Oblique derivative problems for elliptic equations, World Scientific Publishing Co. Pte. Ltd., Hackensack, NJ (2013).

[PSU] A. Petrosyan, H. Shahgholian and N. Uraltseva, Regularity of free boundaries in obstacle-type problems, Graduate Studies in Mathematics, 136, AMS Providence, RI (2012).

[P] D. Phillips, A minimization problem and the regularity of solutions in the presence of a free boundary, Indiana University Mathematics Journal 32 (1983), no.1, 1-17.

[S1] B. Schild, A regularity result for polyharmonic variational inequalities with thin obstacles, Ann. Scuola Norm. Sup. Pisa, Cl. Sci. (4) 11, no. 1, (1984), pp. 87-122.

[S2] B. Schild, On the coincidence set in biharmonic variational inequalities with thin obstacles, Ann. Scuola Norm. Sup. Pisa, Cl. Sci. (4) 13, no. 4, (1986), pp. 559-616.

[Y] R. Yang, On higher order extensions for the fractional Laplacian, arXiv:1302.4413, (2013).