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MINIMIZATION OF
A FRACTIONAL PERIMETER-DIRICHLET INTEGRAL
FUNCTIONAL

LUIS CAFFARELLI, OVIDIU SAVIN, AND ENRICO VALDINOCI

ABSTRACT. We consider a minimization problem that combines the Dirichlet
energy with the nonlocal perimeter of a level set, namely

/Q |Vu(z)|? dz + Per, ({u > 0}, Q),

with o € (0,1). We obtain regularity results for the minimizers and for their
free boundaries 9{u > 0} using blow-up analysis. We will also give related
results about density estimates, monotonicity formulas, Euler-Lagrange equa-
tions and extension problems.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let Q be a bounded domain R™ and o € (0, 1) a fixed parameter. In this paper
we discuss regularity properties for minimizers of the energy functional

(1.1) J(u) := / |Vul?dz + Per, (E,Q), E ={u>0}in Q.
Q

where Per, (E, Q) represents the o-fractional perimeter of the set E in €.

Here the set E is fixed outside €2 and coincides with {u > 0} in €, and we
minimize J among all functions v € H'(Q) with prescribed boundary data i.e.
u = ¢ on I for some fixed p € H*(Q).

The fractional perimeter functional Per,(FE, ) was first introduced in [6] and it
represents the Q-contribution in the double integral of the norm ||xg| fe/2. Pre-
cisely, for any measurable set £ C R™

(1.2) Per,(E,Q):=LENQ,E )+ L(E\Q,Q\ E),
where
dx dy
L(A,B) := / _
( ) AxB |‘T - y|n+g

It is known (see [8l 3, 12, [I1]) that up to multiplicative constants Per,(FE,R")
converges to the classical perimeter functional as ¢ — 1 and it converges to |E|,
the Lebesgue measure of E, as ¢ — 0. In this spirit, the functional in (I.1]) formally
interpolates between the two-phase free boundary problem treated in [I] (where the
term Per,(E, ) is replaced by the classical perimeter of E in 2) and the Dirichlet-
perimeter minimization functional treated in [4] (where Per,(FE, Q) is replaced by
the Lebesgue measure of F in Q).

In fact, all previous models correspond to particular cases of the general nonlocal
phase transition setting as discussed in [I0] (see in particular Section 3.5 there): in
our case, the square of the H?/? norm of the function signu is, in terms of [10],
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the double convolution of the
fractional Laplacian kernel.

The existence of minimizers follows easily by the direct method in the calculus of
variations, see Lemma [2.I] below. Our first regularity result deals with the Holder
regularity of solutions and density estimates for the free boundary OF.

Theorem 1.1. Let (u,E) be a minimizer of J in By with 0 € OE. Then u
is C*(By), with a :=1—§) and

(1.3) ullce(s,,) < C.

Moreover for any r < rg

phase field parameter” ¢ with the corresponding

(1.4) min{|BmE|, |BmEC|} > e,

The positive constants C, ¢ above depend only on n and o, and rg depends also on
l[ullz2(s,)-

We remark that the Holder exponent obtained in Theorem [[.I]is consistent with
the natural scaling of the problem, namely
(1.5) if u is a minimizer and u,(z) := r% ~lu(rz),
' then w, is also a minimizer.

A minimizer v is harmonic in its positive and negative sets and formally, at
points x on the free boundary {u = 0} it satisfies

(16)  alw)i= [ XEXE gy [Vt ) - [V @)
e |2 =yt

where k. (x) represents the o-fractional curvature of OF at x (a precise statement

will be given in Theorem []).

Generically, we expect that the minimizer u is Lipschitz near the free boundary.
Then the fractional curvature becomes the dominating term in the free boundary
condition above and OF can be viewed as a perturbation of the o-minimal surfaces
which were treated in [6]. However, differently from the limiting cases ¢ = 0 and
o =1, for o € (0,1) it seems difficult to obtain the Lipschitz continuity of u at all
points (see the discussion at the end of Section 5). For the regularity of the free
boundary we use instead a monotonicity formula and study homogenous global
minimizers. Following the strategy in [6] we obtain an improvement of flatness
theorem for the free boundary OFE. We also show in the spirit of [14} [I5] that in
dimension n = 2 all global minimizers are trivial and by the standard dimension
reduction argument we obtain the following result.

Theorem 1.2. Let (u, E) be a minimizer in By. Then OF is a CY7-hypersurface
and it satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equation (LG in the viscosity sense, outside a
small singular set ¥ C OF of Haussdorff (n — 3)-dimension.

In particular in dimension n = 2 the free boundary is always a C1*7 curve. We
remark that by using the strategy in [5] the C1'7 regularity of F can be improved
to C'*° regularity.

The proofs of Theorem [[.1] and require some additional results, that will be
presented in the course of the paper, such as a monotonicity formula, a precise
formulation of the Euler-Lagrange equation and an equivalent extension problem
of local type.
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The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we state various estimates for
the change in the Dirichlet integral whenever we perturb the set £ by E U A. We
use these estimates throughout the paper and their proofs are postponed in the
last section of the paper. We prove Theorem [[.1]in Section 3 and the improvement
of flatness theorem in Section 4. The monotonicity formula and some of its conse-
quences are presented in Section 5. Finally in Section 6 we prove Theorem by
showing the regularity of cones in dimension 2.

2. ESTIMATES FOR THE HARMONIC REPLACEMENT

In order to rigorously deal with the minimization concept of the functional
in (), we introduce some notation.
Let o € HY(Q2) and Ey C Q¢ be given. We want to minimize the energy

(2.1) Ja(u) = /Q |Vu|?*dz + Per, (E, Q)

among all admissible pairs (u, E) that satisfy
u— @€ Hy (), ENQ° = Ey,
u >0 a.e in ENQ, u<0 a.e. in E°NQ.

We assume that there is an admissible pair with finite energy, say for simplicity
J(¢, Eg U{¢ > 0}) < co. From the lower semicontinuity of J we easily obtain the
existence of minimizers.

Lemma 2.1. There exists a minimizing pair (u, E).

Proof. Let (ug, E) be a sequence of pairs along which J approaches its infimum.
By compactness, after passing to a subsequence, we may assume that uy — u in
HY(Q), up, — uin L2() and xg, — xg in L'(Q). Then (u, E) is admissible and by
the lower semicontinuity of the fractional perimeter functional (i.e. Fatou’s lemma)
we obtain that (u, F) is a minimizing pair. (]

Notice that a minimizing pair in € is also a minimizing pair in any subdomain
of Q. We assume throughout, after possibly modifying E on a set of measure 0,
that the topological boundary of E coincides with its essential boundary, that is

OF = {x € R" s.t. 0 < |EN B.(z)| < |Br(z)| forallr>0}.
We recall the notion of harmonic replacement from [4].

Definition 2.2. Let ¢ € H*(Q) and K C Q be a measurable set. Assume that the
set

D:={vst. v—9pc HyN) andv=0a.e. in K}
is not empty. Then we denote by ¢x € D the unique minimizer of

min / Vo2,
vED Jq
and say that ¢k is the harmonic replacement of ¢ that vanishes in K.
From the definition it follows that
/V@K-szo, for all w € H}(Q) with w =0 a.e. in K.
Q

Also, it is straightforward to check that if ¢ > 0 then g is subharmonic. In this
case we think that ¢ is defined pointwise as the limit of its solid averages.
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Clearly if (u, E) is a minimizing pair then we obtain
ut = ugc and u~ =upg.

Below we estimate the difference in the Dirichlet energies of the harmonic re-
placements in two different sets E and E \ A, in terms of the measure of the set
A C Bsyy. These estimates depend on the geometry of ' and A. We assume that
o € HY(B1) N L>®(By), ¢ = 0, and let

W = PEge, V= QEcUA-
The first lemma deals with the case when A is interior to a ball.

Lemma 2.3. Assume v, w are as above and A := B, N E for some p € [%, %]
Then

/B Vol = [Vul? dz < CJA] w2,
1

for some constant C depending only on n.

The next lemma gives the same bound in the case when A is exterior to a ball
under the additional hypothesis that A satisfies a density property.

Lemma 2.4. Let v, w be as above and assume EN By = 0. Let A C Bsjy \ B2
be a closed set that satisfies the density property

|AN B(x)] > Br"  for all z € 0A and B,(x) N By =0,

for some > 0. Then
/B Vo2 = [Vwf? dz < CB)|A] w2 5,
1

for some constant C(B) depending only on n and (.

Finally we provide a more precise estimate in the case when 9F is more regular.
Let u € H*(B1) N C(Q) be harmonic in the sets £ = {u > 0} and {u < 0}.
Assume

0€dF and FE = {z,>g(x)}

is given by the subgraph in the e,, direction of a C™7 function. For a sequence of
e — 0 we consider sets

A :={g(@") <z, < fr(2")} C B,

for a sequence of functions fi with bounded C'” norm. For each k we define i
the perturbation of u for which the positive set is given by E'U Ay, i.e.

_+ . + —— —_
U =Uge\g, Up = Ugua-
Lemma 2.5. Then

1
lim — [ |Vag|* — |[Vu? dz = |[Vu™ (0)]? — |[VuT(0)%
k—o0 |Ak| B

The proofs of Lemmas 2.3H2.5] will be completed in the last section.
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3. PrRoOF oF THEOREM [T 1]

In this section we obtain the Holder continuity of minimizers and uniform density
estimates for their free boundary. We adapt to our goals the strategy of [4], and
we simplify some steps using Lemma 23] We start with a density estimate.

Lemma 3.1. Let (u, E) be a minimizer in By and assume
0€0F and ||u+||Loo(Bl) < M,
for some constant M. Then
[EN By 20,  |lullLes, ), <K,
for some positive constant 6, K depending on n, o and M.
Proof. First we prove the density estimate. For each p € [1, 2], set
Vo =|ENB,|, alp)= Hn_l(E NOB,).

and assume by contradiction that V;,, < small.

For each such p we consider @ the perturbation of v which has as positive set
E\ A with A:= EN B, that is

St T
U= Upeyy, U Ug g

From the minimality of (u, E') we find
(3.1) Per,(E, By) — Per,(E \ A, By) < / |Va|? — |Vul*da.

B,
Since (see (T2))
(3.2) / Val? — |Vuldz :/ IVt — |Vu+|2d:c—/ V(@ — )P da
B

By B,

é/ |Vﬁ+|2 — |Vu+|2d3:,
B,

we use Lemma 2.3 and the definition of Per, (see (I2)) and we conclude that
L(A,E°) — L(A,E\ A) < CM?|A.

Hence

(3.3) L(A, A°) < 2L(A,E\ A) + CM?|A| < 2L(A, BS) + CM?V,.

We estimate the left term by applying Sobolev inequality (see, e.g., Theorem 7
in [I3]): we obtain that

n—o
n

Vo = Il s . < Clale ey = CL(A 4°),

n—o (]Rn
If x € B, then

1 > 1
/ s dy < C/ n+gr"_1dr <C(p—lz))7°,
S el 7

—lz|

hence integrating in the set A we obtain

L(A,By) < C/Opa(r)(p —r)"%dr.
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We use these inequalities into ([B:3) and the assumption that V, < § is sufficiently

small to find

n—o

t . t
(3.4) V, ™ dp<Ct™° / a(r)dr < CV;.
1/4 0
The proof is now a standard De Giorgi iteration: let
1 1
tk:Z'i_?_ka ’Uk:‘/;fku

and notice that to = 3 and te = 1. Equation (34) yields

n—o

2_(k+1)vk+Tl < Cuy,.

p
V, <C/ a(r)(p —r)~7 dr.
0

Integrating the inequality above between 1 and ¢ € [, 1] gives

Since vy < J, that is conveniently small, we obtain vy — 0 as k¥ — oo. Thus

V174 = 0 and we contradict that 0 € OF.

For the bound on u~ we write the energy inequality for p = % and we estimate

also the negative term in (8:2) by Poincare inequality

/ V(@™ —u)|?de > c/ |a~ —u~ |2de > c/
B B EﬁBl/Q

where in the last inequality we used that u™ is harmonic in Bj 4.

‘We have

0< L(A,E°) < L(A,E\ A) + CM?V,, — c§(sup a~)?

and the desired conclusion follows since
L(AE\ A) < L(B,,,B;) <0, V,<C,

|~ |?dx > cd(sup a)?,

B2

and u” <u”.

O

If (u, F) is a minimizing pair in B, then the rescaled pair (u,, E,) is minimizing

in Bl with

(3.5) u,(z) := r2 tu(re), E,.:=r'E.

Let
%

A= luf ey =7

and define A similarly.

If either A\ or A, is less than 1 then, by Lemma B with M =1,
|EN By|
| Br|
with ¢, C' constants depending on o and n. Theorem [[I] follows provided the

Ay <G AL, <C and c<

“Hutll Lo (s,

inequalities above hold for all small r. Thus, in order to prove Theorem [Tl it

remains to show that for all r < 7o either A7 < 1 or A7 < 1. This follows from
the next lemma which is a consequence of the Alt-Caffarelli-Friedman monotonicity

formula in [2].

Lemma 3.2. Let (u, E) be a minimizing pair in By, and assume 0 € OE. Then

NN < CrollullFagg,)s vr e (0,1/4],

with C depending only on n.
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Proof. Similar arguments appear in Section 2 of [4]. We sketch the proof below.

First we prove that u™ and u~ are continuous. For this we need to show that
uT =wu~ =0 on JE. Assume by contradiction that, say for simplicity «~(0) > 0.
Since

limsupu™(z) = u™(0),
z—0

we see that the density of E in B, tends to 0 as r — 0. Since u™ > 0 is subharmonic
and 4T = 0 a.e. in E¢ it follows that u™ must vanish of infinite order at the origin.
Then Af < 1 for all small r and by the discussion above F has positive density in
B, for all small » and we reach a contradiction.

Since u™ and u~ are continuous subharmonic functions with disjoint supports
we can apply Alt-Caffarelli-Friedman monotonicity formula, according to which

1 |Vu™|? |Vu~|?
U(r) = r_4/ = dx/ P dz,
BT BT
is increasing in 7.

From the definition of the harmonic replacement it follows that (see Lemma 2.3
in [4] for example)

Aw)? =2|Vut|?
and we find

[Vt |?

CHU-‘FH%”(BTM) s¢ 7% (u*)?dz < /B T dr < C]é (u™)?dz.
" r 27

We use these bounds in the monotonicity formula above and obtain the conclusion.
O

4. IMPROVEMENT OF FLATNESS FOR THE FREE BOUNDARY

In this section we obtain the Euler-Lagrange equation at points on the free
boundary and also we show that if F is sufficiently flat in some ball B, then O0F
is a CYY graph in B, s2- The proofs are similar to the corresponding proofs for
nonlocal minimal surfaces in [6]. The difference is that when we perturb E by a set
A, the change in the nonlocal perimeter is bounded by the change in the Dirichlet
integrals (instead of 0), and by Section 2, this can be bounded in terms of |A|.

Our main theorem on this topic is the following.

Theorem 4.1. Assume (u, E) is minimal in By and that in By
{zn >e0} CEC{xy > —e0}, lul| L= < 1,

for some g9 > 0 small depending on o and n. Then OE N By, is a CY7 graph in

the e, direction and it satisfies the Fuler-Lagrange equation in the viscosity sense
XEc — XE _

@y [ Py V@R - Ve @,z cop.

The constant ~ above depends on n and o¢. The Euler-Lagrange equation in
the viscosity sense means that at any point 2 where F has a tangent C? surface
included in F (respectively E€) we have > (respectively <) in ({@I]).

First we bound the o-curvature of OF at points x that have a tangent ball from
E“.
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Lemma 4.2. Let (u, E) be a minimizing pair in By. Assume that Byj4(—en/4) is
tangent from exterior to E at 0. Then

XEc — XE
/n de < C ||u+||%oo(31)

with C depending on n and o. If moreover OF is a CY7 surface near 0 then

/ XEC ZXE g0 17t (0)[2 = [V~ (0)]2.
]Rn

|$|n+cr

Proof. We follow closely the proof of Theorem 5.1 of [6].

After a dilation we may assume that E° contains By(—2e,). Fix § > 0 small,
and € < §. Let T be the radial reflection with respect to the sphere 0B;.(—ey)

We define the sets:

A" :=Biy(—e,)NE, AT :=T(A")NE, A=A UA".
and let
F:=T(BsN(E\ A)).

It is easy to check that F' C E°N Bs.

Let @ be the perturbation of u which has as positive set F \ A as in the proof
of Lemma Bl First we estimate the right hand side in the energy inequality BI]).

Let @ be the perturbation of u which has as positive set E\ A~. We use Lemmata
and 2.4 and we obtain

/ |Va|2—|Vu|2d:v:/ |Va|2—|Vﬂ|2d:c+/ \Va|* — |Vul2da
By B B

</ |Va+|2—|va+|2dx+/ |VaT|? — |Vu™ *dx
B1 Bl

< COlA] [[ut )T p,)-
Notice that
at = uECUA*’ at = UECUA*UT(A*)
and, by Theorem [[LT] T(A™) satisfies the uniform density property of Lemma 24
Now we consider the left hand side of the energy inequality (B.I)):

Per,(E,B1) — Pero(E\ A, B1) = L(A,E°) — L(A,C(E\ A) =
=hL+L+I13>1+ 5.
We estimate I; and I as in [6], and we conclude that

1 XEe — XE
—1I —/ o=~ dx
|4 re\B; |T["TS

Iy > —C6'%|A| — CeL(A™, F).
It remains to show that for all small ¢
(4.2) L(A™,F) < CL(A™,B{,.(—en))
since then, as in Lemma 5.2 of [6], there exists a sequence of € — 0 such that
eL(A™,F) < Ce"|A™|,

< 051/25_1_8

and

and our result follows.
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We prove ([£2) by writing the energy inequality for @ defined above. We have
L(A~,F) < L(A™,E°) and

L(A~, %) < L(A~, B\ A”) +/ Vat|? - [Vut[2da
B

L(A7, Bi(=en)) + CIAT| [ull T e (5,

2L(A™, B . (—en)).

where the last inequality holds for all small €.

In the case when OF is a C17 surface near 0 we can estimate the change in the
Dirichlet integral by Lemma and obtain the second part of our conclusion. [J

<
<

With the results already obtained, Theorem H.I] now follows easily from the
improvement of flatness property of OF:

Proposition 4.3. Assume (u, E) is a minimal pair in By and fix 0 < o < s. There
exists ko depending on s, n and o such that if

0 €0FE, llullp(B) <1, and for all balls By—x with 0 < k < ko we have

(4.3) {z-ep>27FT N c B {z- e > 27kt lex| =1,
then there exist vectors ey for all k € N for which the inclusion above remains valid.

The proof now follows closely Theorem 6.8 in [6]. We sketch it below.
Assume ([£3)) holds for some large k > ko. Then by comparison principle we find
that

ut < Cr, in B, forallr>27%.
for some C depending on n and a.

Rescaling by a factor 2¥ the pair (u, E), the situation above can be described as
follows: if for all { with 0 <1 <k

||u||L°°(B2l) < 2l2*(0k)/2,
OE N By C {|£L' . €l| < 2l2a(lik)}, |€l| =1
then the inclusion holds also for | = —1, i.e.
(4.4) OEN By C {|x-e_yq| <2727k},

For some fixed [ we see that OF N By has C(1)2~** flatness, and u is bounded by
C(1)2=(@F)/2 in By.

First we give a rough Harnack inequality that provides compactness for a se-
quence of blow-ups.

Lemma 4.4. Assume that for some large k, (k > k1)
OEN By C{|zn| <a:=27"},  |ullpe(p,) < a”/CY
and
OEN By C {|z - <a2'0F9Y, 1=0,1,...,k.
Then either
OENBs C {%” < 1—52} or OENBs C {%” > —1+52},

for & small, depending on o, n, a, (a < o).
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Proof. The proof is the same as Lemma 6.9 in [6]. The only difference is that at
the contact point y between the paraboloid P and OF the quantity

1 c —
(4.5) - / AL XE gy
a Jeo |z —yl
is not bounded above by 0, instead by Lemma 2] it is bounded by

1
—C||u||2Lm(Bl) < Ca/7t 50 asa—0,
a
and all the arguments apply as before. O

Completion of the proof of Proposition[{.3 As k becomes much larger than ki, we
can apply Harnack inequality several times as in [6]. This gives compactness of the
sets

OF* = {(;v’, %) st.xe BE} ,

as a — 0. Precisely, we consider pairs (u, E) that are minimal in Byx with 0 € OF,
for which

OENB1 C {lza] <a:=27"}  |lullpe(s,) <a”/C.
and for all 0 <1 <k
OEN By C {o-al <a20),  [lull ey < 2'a7/C.

and we want to show that (Z4) holds.
If (um, Em) is a sequence of pairs as above with a,, — 0 there exists a subse-
quence my, such that
OE;, — (o', w(z"))
uniformly on compact sets, where w : R”~! — R is Hélder continuous and
w(0) =0, |w|<CO@+][["F).

Moreover, since the quantity in (@3] tends to 0, the proof of Lemma 6.11 of [6]
works as before, thus
o+1

A7 w=0 inR"L
This shows that w is a linear function and therefore [@.4)) holds for all large m. O

5. A MONOTONICITY FORMULA

The goal of this section is to establish a Weiss-type monotonicity formula for
minimizing pairs (u, F), that is different from the Alt-Caffarelli-Friedman mono-
tonicity formula used in Lemma 3.2l For this scope, we first introduce the localized
energy for the o-perimeter by using the extension problem in one more dimension
as in [6]. With a measurable set E C R™ we associate a function U(z, z) defined in
R as

+
[eg

z

U(,2) = (xg —Xxge) * P(-,2), with P(z,z):= Cmd(mz + 22)(nt0)/2”

where ¢, » is a normalizing constant depending on n and o.
For a bounded Lipschitz domain Q C R"*! we denote by

Qo :=Qn{z=0} CR", Qp :=0n{z >0},
and denote the extended variables as
X = (z,2) € RTLl, B = {|X| <}
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The relation between the o-perimeter and its extension is given by Lemma 7.2
in [6]. Precisely, let E be a set with Per,(F, B,) < co and U its extension, and let
F' be a set which coincides with E outside a compact set included in B,.. Then

Per,(F, B,) — Per,(E, B,) = ¢y o inf / A7 VV 2~ |VU)dX.
QV Jo+

Here the infimum is taken over all bounded Lipschitz sets with Qg C B, and all
functions V' that agree with U near 9Q and whose trace on {z = 0} is given
by xr — xre. The constant ¢, > 0 above is a normalizing constant. As a
consequence we obtain the following characterization of minimizing pairs (u, E)
using the extension U of E.

Proposition 5.1. The pair (u, E) is minimizing in B, if and only if
/ |Vul|* dz + cn,,,/ 279\ VU dX
B, Q+

</ |vu|2d:c+cn,a/ 7\ VV 2 dX
Qt

r

for any bounded Lipschitz domain Q0 with Qo C B, and any functions v, V that
satisfy

1) V. =U in a neighborhood of 0F2,

2) the trace of V on {z =0} is xp — xpe for some set F C R",

3) v=u near 0B,, and v >0 a.e. in F', v <0 a.e. in F°.

Now we present a Weiss-type monotonicity formula for minimizing pairs (u, E).

Theorem 5.2. Let (u, E) be a minimizing pair in B,. Then

O, (r) =1 " </ |Vu|2 dx + .o /+ Zl_U|VU|2 dX)
T B

(s

_ (1 _ g) ,r,crfnfl/ u2 danl
2 0B,
is increasing in r € (0, p).

Moreover, ®,, is constant if and only if u is homogeneous of degree 1 — 3 and U
is homogeneous of degree 0.

Proof. The proof is a suitable modification of the one of Theorem 8.1 in [6]. We
notice that ®, possesses the natural scaling

D, (rs) = Dy, (s),

where (u,, E,) is the rescaling given in (B.3]).
We prove that
d
—®(u,U,r) 2 0 for a.e. 7.
= (u,U, ) or a.e. T
By scaling it suffices to consider the case when r = 1 and r is a “regular” radius
for |Vu|?dz, 21=9|VU|*dzdz and E. We use the short notation ®(r) for ®,(r) and
write
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with

G(r):=r""" (/ |Vu|2d:1c+cn7g/ 21”|VU|2dX)
B +

H(r):= (1 — %) 7;_"_1 /aBT u? d?-[":l.

Below we use the minimality to obtain a bound for G’(1). We denote as usual u,
and u, for the normal and tangential gradient of u on 0B,. Let € > 0 be small.
We compute G(1) by writing the integrals in By_. and B; \ By_¢:

Gu(l):/ |Vu|2dx+5/ |Vu|> dH™
3175 881

—|—cn75/ zl"’|VU|2d:1:dz+a/ VU P dH™ | + o(e)
B oBy

1—e

—(1-e)""G(1—¢) + 5/ i |2+ g |2
OBy

+gcn,g/ AT (UL 2+ (U, 2) dH™ + ofe).
dB;

1
We now consider a competitor (u®, U®) for (u,U) defined as
(1—e)'72 u(%) if v € By_o,
u(z) == |zt~ %) u(f) if x € By \ Bi—e,
u(x) it x € BY,
and
U(£2) if v € B _,
Ux) = UG fee OB
U(X) if |1 X] > 1.
From Proposition 5.1l we obtain

Gu(1) < Gue(1).

We compute G- (1) noticing that u® in B;_. coincides with the rescaling u; /(1)
hence

Gue:(1)=(1—-¢)""Gy,_.(1—¢)+¢ cnyg/ U, [2dH"
aB;y

2 o 29 n—1
H/aBl <|u7-| +(1 2) u)dH +o(e).
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By scaling, the first term in the sum above equals (1—¢)""?G,,(1). Plugging G, (1)
and Gy:(1) in the inequality above gives

2
Gu(1)>Gu(1—s)+5/ unf? (1= ) w2 apr

+ecno / A7NUL P dH™ + ofe),
aB;y

hence

G'(1)

WV

2
/ |, |2 — (1 — E) w2 dH T+ cn)g/ 170U, |2 dH™.
4By 2 oBf

1
On the other hand,

H'(1) = (1 — g) / 2uu, + (o0 — 2)u? dH" 1.
9B

and we conclude that

o'(1) > /aBl (u - (1 - g)u)Q AH" + o /w 10|, 2 d,

1

and the conclusion follows. O

The monotonicity formula allows us to characterize the blow-up limit of a se-
quence of rescalings (u,, F,). First we need to show that minimizing pairs remain
closed under limits.

Proposition 5.3. Assume (up,, Ey,) are minimizing pairs in Bs and
Uy, —u in L*(B2), and E, —E in L (R").
Then (u, E) is a minimizing pair in By and um, — u in H*(By) and
Per,(Fm, B1) — Pery(E, By).

Proof. First we show that u,, — u in H'(Bj). Since Vu,, — Vu weakly in L? it
suffices to show that
|V |2de — |Vul*de.
B B
Indeed, since u,, and w are continuous functions which are harmonic in their positive
and negative sets we have

Au? =2|Vul?,  Aud, = 2|Vu,|?,

and the limit above follows since u2, — u? in L.
Let (v, F) be a compact perturbation for (u, E') in B;. Precisely, assume F' = FE
and v = u outside a compact set of By, and v > 0 a.e. in F, v < 0 a.e. in F°. Let

+

m =

w min{u,}, ut

and define v;}, such that v, = o™ in Bi_s., v}, = w}, in the annulus By, \ Bi_.
and v}, = u outside By ya.. In B\ By_2. we define v}, as an interpolation between
vt and w, ie.

vy =0T + (L= nwf,
with 7 a cutoff function with n =1 in B1_o. and n = 0 outside B;_.. Similarly, in
Bii2: \ By we let v}, to be an interpolation between u;, and w;'.
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We define v,,, similarly. We have
Um =20 a.e in F,, v, <0 ae. in F},, with
F, :=(FNBy)U(E,\ By),
thus (v, Fy,) is a compact perturbation of (s, E,,). From the minimality of
(U, Em) (see 21)) we find
IBy (Um) < IBy(Um).
By construction,

/ Vo2 — [V [2de </ V0[2 = [Var|2dz + em(e),
B2

B,

with
em(e) = 0572/ (U, — u)?dx + C’/ |Vaul|? + |V, |*ds.
B B

142e —Bi-2¢
Notice also that
Pery(Fy, Bs) — Pery(Ep, Ba) < Pery(F, By) — Pety (B, B1) + b,
with
Since E,, — F in L (R") it follows easily that b,, — 0 (see Theorem 3.3 in [6]).

loc
Using the last two inequalities in the energy inequality and letting first m — oo

and then € — 0 we find
lim sup Jg, (um) < Jp, (v).
On the other hand from the lower semicontinuity of J we have
liminf Jpg, (um) = Jp, (u).
This shows that (u, F) is a minimizing pair and that Jp, (um) — Jp, (u) and our
conclusion follows. O

Next we consider the limit of a sequence of rescalings u,., E,, U, as r — 0,
uo(x) =73 tu(re), E.=r"'E, U.(X)=U(X).
Proposition 5.4 (Tangent cone). Assume (u, E) is a minimizing pair in By, and
0 € OF. There exists a sequence of r = r, — 0 such that
R", E,—E inLL (R"), U.—U inL} (R, z179dX)
with u homogeneous of degree 1 — Z, U homogeneous of degree 0 and (u,E) a
minimizing pair in R™.

Up —> U N L1200

We refer to a minimizing homogeneous pair (u, E’) as a minimizing cone. From
Theorem [Tl we see that on compact sets u,, — wu uniformly and FE, — FE in
Hausdorff distance.

Proof. By compactness we can find a sequence such that v, — u and E;, — E as

above. From Proposition [5.3] we have Per,(E,) — Per,(F) and, as in Proposition
9.1 in [6], this implies the convergence above of U, to U, and

D, (t) = Pz(t) asr — 0.
Then ®5(t) = ®,(0+) and the conclusion follows from Theorem Notice from

the definition of ® that ®(0+) is bounded since u € C%(By), with a = 1 — §,
thanks to Theorem [[1] O
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Let (%, ) be a minimizing cone. We define its energy as ®; which is a constant
(recall Theorem [5.2]). From the homogeneity of @ it follows that

O, = c,w/ |VU|?dX,
By

hence the energy depends only on E. -
~ Since @t are complementary homogeneous harmonic functions in E respectively
E<, at least one of them, say @, has homogeneity greater or equal to 1, thus

@~ =0. Then @" is homogeneous of degree 1 — § and

/Rn % dy = |Vat(z)]?, VzedB,
holds in the viscosity sense. Notice that both terms are homogeneous of degree —o.

If ™ = 0 then the study of minimizing cones reduces to the study of o-minimal
surfaces. This is the case when o = 1 which was treated in [4]. Indeed, the homo-
geneity of a positive harmonic function in a mean-convex cone E which vanishes
on OF cannot be less than 1. This follows since a multiple of the distance function
to OF is superharmonic and is an upper barrier for . When o < 1 it is not clear
whether or not there exist minimizing cones with 4 # 0 and it seems difficult to
relate the o-curvature of OF with the homogeneity of ut.

When E = II is a half-space then @ = 0 and we call (0,1I) a trivial cone. If the
blow-up limit (%, E') of a minimizing pair (u, E) is trivial then we say that 0 € OF
is a regular point of the free boundary. By Theorem EIl OF is a C17 surface in a
neighborhood of its regular points.

We remark that if E admits an exterior tangent ball at 0 € OF then E C II
and 4T = 0. Then, we use the Euler-Lagrange equation (Lemma [£2]) and obtain
E = II. Thus any point on 0F which admits a tangent ball from E or E€ is a
regular point. Therefore the set of regular points is dense in JF. We summarize
these results below.

Proposition 5.5. Let (u, E) be a minimal pair, 0 € OF, and let (u,E) be its
tangent cone as in Proposition [5.4] If E is a half-space (i.e. if 0 is a regular point)
then OF is a CY7 surface and the free boundary equation (&I holds. Moreover,
all points on OF which have a tangent ball from either E or E° are regular points.

By a standard argument (see Theorem 9.6 in [6]), we also obtain that the trivial
cone has the least energy amongst all minimizing cones. Precisely if (@, E) is a
minimizing cone then

Oy > P,
and if F is not a half-space then
Oy > P+ do

for some dy > 0 depending only on n, o.

6. PROOF OoF THEOREM

In this section we prove Theorem using the dimension reduction argument of
Federer. As in Section 10 in [6], in order to obtain Theorem [[.2]it suffices to prove
the following two propositions.

Proposition 6.1. The pair (u, E) is minimizing in R™ if and only if (u(x), E X R)
is minimizing in R"T1,
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Proposition 6.2. In dimension n = 2, all minimizing cones are the trivial.

Proof of Proposition [61l The proof is similar to the one of Theorem 10.1 in [6].
We just sketch the main difference. The only issue that needs to be discussed is
the existence of a perturbation which is admissible when we prove that (u, E) is
minimizing in R if (u(z), E x R) is minimizing in R" .

Precisely let v(x), V(z, 2) be admissible functions which coincide with u, respec-
tively U say outside B;r/2. It suffices to construct an admissible pair w(z, T,41)
and W(z,zp41,2) in one dimension higher i.e. in By x [0, 1] such that on the n
dimensional slice x,,+1 = 0, (w, W) coincides with (u, U), and on the slice z, 41 = 1,
(w, W) coincides with (v, V).

For z,,11 € [0,1/4] we define

W(z,nt1,2) =U(x,2), and w(z,zpy1) =1 — ¢+ en(z))u(x)

with ¢ = ¢(zp+1) a smooth function vanishing for z,; < 0 and which equals 1
for x,,41 > 1/4. The function 7 above is a cutoff function which vanishes in B/,
and equals 1 outside Bg 4.

Similarly we construct W and w for x,4+1 € [3/4, 1], by using the pair (v, V).

In the interval 2,41 € [1/4,3/4] we extend w to be constant in the z,,41 variable.
We also extend W to be constant in the annulus B\ B;r/2. It remains to construct
W in the inner cylinder By, x [1/4,3/4]. Since w = 0 on the “bottom” of this
cylinder, any choice for W with trace +1 on {z,+1 = 0} makes the pair (w, W)
admissible. Now we can argue precisely as in the proof of the o-minimal surfaces,
and the construction for the interpolating W is given in Lemma 10.2 in [6]. O
Proof of Proposition [6.2. We follow the methods in [I4] [I5] where the same result
was proved for o-minimal surfaces. We remark that the assumption that n = 2 is
only necessary at the end of the proof. We define

& V)= [ Vi detens [ SITVORAX,
B B

P

By Proposition 5] we know that (u,U) minimizes £ under domain variations. We
consider a diffeomorphism on R"*! given, for any X € RT’l by

(6.1) X =Y =X+ ¢(|X|/R)er,

where ¢ € C®(R), ¢ = 1in [-1/2,1/2] and ¢ = 0 outside (—3/4,3/4), and R
is a large parameter. We define U7 (Y) := U(X) and similarly, if we change e;
into —e; in (G.1)), we may define Uy . The diffeomorphism in (@I)) restricts to a
diffeomorphism in R™ just by considering points of the type X = (z,0), i.e.

y =+ p(lz|/R)er.
and we set u}f(y) := u(z), and similarly we define u. We claim that
(6.2) Er(ufy, Up) + Erlug, Ug) — 26p(u,U) < CR™77,
for some C independent of R. By Proposition 5.1} the minimality of (u,U) gives
Er(u,U) < Er(up,Uy),
and the last two inequalities imply

(6.3) Er(uk,UY) < Er(u,U) + CR" 277,
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To prove ([6-2)), by direct calculations (or see formula (11) in [I4]) we obtain
(VUi + [Vugl?) dy = 201+ O/ R2)x 0\ 5,,,.) |Vl da
17 (IVUG 2 +|VUR[?) dY = 2517 (14+ O(L/ R:)x g, g )IVUI? dX.
1 2

We use that |Vu(z)|? and 21=7|VU(X)|? are homogeneous of degree —o respec-
tively —1 — ¢ and obtain

/ (|vu§|2 + |vu§|2) dy — 2/ Vu|? da
BR BR
< CR*Q/ |Vul?de < CR™%- R"™°
Br\Bry2

and

/ zl—a(|VUg|2+|VUg|2) dY—2/ 2179 |VU 2 dX
BF B
R R

< OR*Z’/ 2179\ VUPdX < OR™?-R"™7
BE\BY,
and so the proof of ([6.2)) is complete.

Next we perform an argument similar to the one of Theorem 1 of [I4] (the main
difference here is that two functions are involved in the minimization procedure
instead of a single one). For this, we assume now that n = 2, we argue by con-
tradiction and we suppose that E is not a halfplane. Thus, there exist M > 0
and p € B)y, say on the es-axis, such that p lies in the interior of E, and p + e;
and p — e; lie in E°. Therefore, if R is sufficiently large we have that
uh(z) = u(z —e1), for all € By
UL(X)=U(X —ey), for all X € By,,,
uf(z) = U(x) for all z € R?\ Bg, and

Uf(X) = U(Y) for all X € R® \ Bj..

(6.4)

We define

vgr(z) == min{u(z), uf(z)}, wr(z):=max{u(z), uf(z)},

Vr(X) == min{U(X), Ug(X)} and Wg(X):=max{U(X), U4(X)}
and P := (p,0) € R3. From (6.4) and the trace property of U we have that

(6.5) Up < Wg =U in a neighborhood of P, and
(6.6) U < Wg = U} in a neighborhood of P + e;.
Moreover
Er(u,U) < Er(vr, VR)

and

Er(VR, VR) + Er(wr, WR) = Er(u,U) + Er(uf, UR),
therefore
(67) SR(’U}R,WR) <5R(U—I§,Ug)

Now we observe that

(wr, Wg) is not a minimizer for Eaps
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with respect to compact perturbations in Bajs X B; a- Otherwise Wk would be a
minimizer too: then the fact that U < Wk, (6.5) and the strong maximum principle
would give that U = Wg in Bj,,, but this would be in contradiction with (G.0).
Thus there exists § > 0 and a competitor

(s, U,) that coincides with (wg, Wg) outside Bans x By,
(with u. = wg) and such that
Eant (U, Uy) + 6 < Eapg(wr, Wr).

Here ¢ > 0 is independent of R since (wr, Wg) does not depend on R when re-
stricted to Bays x Bj,, (recall (6.4)). We conclude that

Er(uw, Uy) + 6 < Er(wr, Wg).
Combining this with (63)) and (6.7]) we obtain

Er(u,U,) + 6 < Er(wr, Wr) < Er(uk, Up) < Er(u,U) + CR™°.

If R is large enough we obtain that Eg(u«, U*) < Er(u,U), which contradicts the
minimality of (u,U) and completes the proof of Proposition [6.21 O

7. PROOFS OF LEMMAS [2.3] -

In this section we estimate the difference in the Dirichlet energies of the harmonic
replacements in two different sets £ and E'\ A, with A C Bs;,. We assume that
o € HY(B1)NL*>®(By), ¢ = 0, and let

w .= SDEC7 V= QDEcuA.

Here above, we used the notation for the harmonic replacements of ¢ that vanish
in £ and E°U A, as introduced in Definition We remark that the existence
of v follows from the existence of w. Indeed, given w we can easily find an explicit
test function with finite energy which vanishes in £°U B34, for example a function
of the form w(1 — n) with 7 a cutoff function.

Since w minimizes the Dirichlet energy among all functions which are fixed in
E< and have prescribed values on 0B; we find

(7.1) Vw - Vipdr =0, Vi € Hy(By) with ¢ =0 a.e. in E°,
B

and therefore
(7.2) / IV(w —)|* — |Vw|? doe = / |Ve)|? da.
Bl Bl

By definition, v minimizes the Dirichlet energy among all functions which equal
w on 0By, and are 0 a.e. in £°U A. We may relax this last condition to functions
that are equal to 0 a.e. in E° and are nonpositive in A, since then we can truncate
them wherever they are negative. This and (T.2]) show that

7.3 / VU2—Vw2dx:inf/ V|2 da
(7.3) Bll |” = [Vl Inf, Bll |
where

A:={yp € HY(By), =0 ae. inE°, ¢>w ae. in A}.
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We use this characterization and show that the difference between the energies of
v and w depends monotonically on ¢, F and A. Precisely, for ¢ = {1, 2} let w;, v;
be the corresponding functions for ¢;, E;, A;.

Lemma 7.1. Assume
01 <2, FE1 CEy A CAs.
Then

/ Vo2 — [V |? dz < / |Va|? — [Vws|? da.
Bl Bl

Proof. Let v2 minimize the Dirichlet integral in By among all the functions that
equal vy a.e. in Ef and U2 —v2 € H& (B1). Notice that 7 is well defined since vy is
a test function with finite energy, so the minimizer exists by direct methods. As in

(1) and ([T2) above, we find

/ |VU2|2 - |V1_)2|2 dx = / |V(52 — ’UQ)|2 dx.
B

By

Since v = vy = 0 a.e. in E§ C EY, and v3 = wy on 0B; we find from the

definition of wy that
/ |Vws |? dr < / |V |? da.
B B
hence

/ IV (52 — vo)|? da :/ Vsl — |Vas|? d < / Va2 — [V ]? da.
B B B

Using the characterization in (Z3)) for v1, w; it suffices to show that 7o — vy € A;.
By construction vy — vg € H(B1), U2 — v2 = 0 a.e. in Ef and ¥y — vy = U a.e. in
Ay C As. Tt remains to check that 5 > w; which follows by maximum principle.

Indeed, let h := (w; — 2)T. We have h = 0 a.e. in E{ and also h € H}(B)
since 1 < 2. From the definitions of wq, vy (see (TI])) we obtain

/ Vw; - Vhdx =0, / Vv - Vhdr = 0.
Bl Bl

Then
/ |V(w1 — 52)+|2d$ = / V(w1 - 1_)2) -Vhdxr = 0,
Bl Bl
and the desired inequality wy < v9 is proved. (Il

Proof of LemmalZ3. After dividing w and v by an appropriate constant, we may
assume that ||w||ze(p,) = 1. Then by Lemma [ZT1it suffices to prove our bound in
the case when ¢ =1, By \ B, C E and A = B, N E. In this case

b= (g~ JaP )

for an appropriate ¢, and using symmetric rearrangement we see that the Dirichlet
integral of w is minimized whenever w and the set A are radial. Therefore we need
to prove the lemma only in the case when E = B¢, A = B, \ B,, for some r < p.
We have

/81 [Vol? = [Vl dw:/ |V(w—v)|2d:v:/ (w—v)A(v— w).

B, Bi\B,
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Using that in B, \ B,
A —w) = Av =v,dH" o8,
and that w —v =w < Cr on 0B, we find

/ |Vl — |Vw|? dz < Cr < C|A],
B

and the lemma is proved. (Il
Proof of Lemma[24] Assume that ||w|[z~(p,) =1 and as before, by Lemma [Tl it
suffices to obtain the bound in the case when ¢ =1 and E = By ;. Then

w = (202 — o
for an appropriate ¢, and let
7 := min{w, Coda},

where d 4 represents the distance to the closed set A, and Cj is a large constant
depending only on n. Notice that by construction v — ¢ € Hg(B1), v = 0 in A and
v has bounded Lipschitz norm. Then

/ V| — |[Vw|* dz < / V| — |Vw|? dz < C|S],
Bl Bl
where S := {# < w}. It remains to show that |S| < C(8)|A| which follows the
uniform density property of A.
By choosing Cj sufficiently large we have
S C {Coda <w} C{6ds < dsp,,,}
Thus if z € S and y € 0A is the closest point to x then it easily follows that
r € By, /5(y) with dy := daBl/z(y).
Hence by Vitali’s lemma we can find a collection of disjoint balls By, /5(y;) such

that
S c | Ba,, ).

Thus, by adding the inequalities

|AN By, /5(yi)| = c(B)|Ba,, (¥i)]

we obtain that |A] > ¢(8)|S|. O

For the proof of Lemma 23] we first need a regularization result for the maximum
of two C17 functions, v € (0,1). In the next lemma we smooth out the “corners”
of the graph of the positive part of a C'7 function without increasing its area too
much.

Lemma 7.2. Assume h: Q — Rt is a CY7 function that satisfies {h > 0} = Q,
h =0 on 09, and for any z € Q there exists a linear function I, (its tangent plane)
such that
|h — 1| <elz—2|'7, Vr € Q,
for some € > 0 small. Let
K:={:eQst. l.+|lx—2"">0 inR"}

and denote by
* 3 |14y
h*(x) := Zlgf (L + |z — 2|"t7).
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Then
/h*da:§(1—|—a”)/ hdx
Q K

with o > 0 depending on n and .

Clearly if we replace |z — z|**” by m|z — z|**7 the conclusion still holds since
the problem remains invariant under multiplication by a constant m. The function
h* can be thought as a C''7 upper envelope of norm ||Vh| ¢~ /e of the function h
(extended by 0 in the whole R™).

By construction h* > hin Q, h = h* in K, and at any point z € K the graph of
h is tangent by below to the C17 function I, + |z — z|**7 > 0.

Proof. Notice that

y+1 y+1

ze€ K &  h(z)2c|Vh(z)] 7, with co:i=~(y+1)" "7 .
We show that for any y € Q \ K there exists dy > 0 such that

(7.4) / h*dx < 5”/ hdz.
(Q\K)NBa, (y) Bay /5(y)NK

Then, by Vitali lemma, we cover Q \ K with a collection of balls Ba,, (yi) with
By, /5(yi) disjoint and we obtain the desired claim by summing (Z.4) for all y;.
Our hypotheses and (Z4) remain invariant under the scaling

ha(z) = NV R(z/N),

thus we may assume for simplicity that y = 0 and Vh(0) = e,. Since 0 ¢ K we
have h(0) € [0, ¢p), and by our hypothesis

|h(x) = (h(0) + z)| < ela|F7,
hence
1

|h(z) = (R(0) 4+ x,)| < e¥/? if |z| < 2dp := & 2GFD,

This implies that for some Cj sufficiently large,
an By, C {In > —Oo},

[Vh| <2, h> 2™ in the set B, N {x, = Co}.

We obtain
Bdoﬁ{anOQ}CK, and hA*<C in Bdom{|$n| gCO}

/ h*dx < Cdyt, / hdz > cdyt?,
(Q\K)NBay, KNByy /s

and (Z4) follows. O

hence

Assume for simplicity that F is a set
E:={x, > g(a')},

where g is a C™7 function and g(0) = 0, V. g(0) = 0.
Let u € HY(EN By), be positive and harmonic in the interior with u = 0 on 9E.
First we state a consequence of C'*7 estimates for harmonic functions.
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Lemma 7.3. Let ' = {z, = f(2')} be a compact perturbation of E in By, and
denote by v the harmonic function in F'N By which vanishes on OF N By and equals
u on OB;. Assume that f, g are CY7 functions with norm bounded by a constant
M, ||u|lpz € M and also that |f — g| <e. Then

~

[Vu — V| L (mnrnB, ) < Ce™7.
for some constant C depending on n, v and M.
Proof. By boundary C'7 estimates
[vllcrrBsunry SC = Ju—v[<Ce on O(ENFNDB).

By maximum principle, the last inequality holds also in the interior of the domain
and the conclusion follows since % — v has bounded C'Y norm in ByyNENF. O

Completion of the proof of Lemma [Z23. We estimate the change in the Dirichlet
integral for the harmonic replacement of u whenever we perturb E by a small C*7
set A C B.. We distinguish two cases, when A is interior to £ and when A is
exterior to E. Assume for simplicity that |Vu(0)| = 1.

Case 1: The set A is interior to F,
(7.5) A={g(a') <an < f(a')} C B,

for some function f with C™ norm bounded by a constant M. We let @ := ugeua
and we want to show that

e—0

1
(7.6) lim —/ (|Va|* — |Vul|*) dz = 1.
Al /g,

After modifying f in the set Bs. \ B. we may assume that f = g outside By, and
f has bounded C* norm. From (7.5) we also obtain that

X

(7.7) ”chl*%(B;E)’ Hf”cl’%(Bés) are bounded by Cez.
We have

/ \Va|? — |Vul? dz = V(a—wu)-V(a+u)dr.

B1 Bl
After integrating by parts in the sets £\ A and A we find
(7.8) / |Va|* — |Vu|? dr = / wit, dH™
B A

with v the exterior normal to A. We need to estimate
/uau dH" with T :={(a’, f(2')) s.t. f(z") > g(2')}.
r

Let T C T be a measurable set and denote by T/ C R"~! its projection along e,
direction. Since in Be, u, = 1+ o(1) with o(1) — 0 as € — 0, we use (1) and we
see that

(1+o(1))irr}fa,j/ hdx’ </u@,,d7—{"_l < (1+0(1))supa,j/ hdx',
’ T T ’

with
h:=f—-g.
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For the upper bound we use that & < v with v defined in Lemma Then
i, <v, =14 0(1) in T and we find that

(7.9) /Fuﬁ,, dH™ 1 < (14 0(1))|A].

For the lower bound we use Lemma for h* and consider its C''"7/2 envelope
of norm €7/4 > £7/2. Denote by K’ C R"™! the contact set between h* and its
envelope and let K C T' be the corresponding set that projects onto K'.

At any point z € K there is a C*7/2 graph

G, = {zn, = fo(2")} [z 5:g+lz+5%|x/_zl|l+%a
and G, is tangent by above to A and is included in E \ A. Moreover after using
a cutoff function we may assume h, has small C'**7/2 norm in a neighborhood of 0
and coincides with g outside this neighborhood. Let v, denote the corresponding
harmonic function for h, as in Lemma Then @ > v,, or 4,(z) > 1+ o(1) and
we obtain

(7.10) /Ka,,ucm"—l > (1+o(1))//hdz’ > (1+0(1))/ hdx',

/

where in the last inequality we used Lemmal[721 Then (Z.6)) follows from (7.9) and
@10).
Case 2: The set A is exterior to F,

A={f(@') <z <g(a')} C B,

for some function f with C*” norm bounded. We let @ := upe\ 4 and we want to
show that

1
(7.11) lim —/ (IVul® = |Va|?)dz = 1.
e—0 | A] B
As before we may assume that h = g outside Bo. and (Z1) holds. Since
(7.12) / Vil — |Vl de = / i, A
B 0A
and
(7.13) u, =14 0(1)

we need to estimate
/ﬁd’H"fl with T :={(z/,g(z")) s.t. g(z') > f(a')}.
r

The function v defined in Lemmal[73]is a lower barrier for @ and since v, = 1+0(1)
we obtain

(7.14) /Fﬁd’;’-["f1 > (14 0(1)) /, hdx’, with h:= (g — f)F.

For the upper bound we apply Lemma for the function h as in case 1 above.
For any z = (#/, f(#')), 2’ € I'" we define the graph G, of the function

G, = {In:fZ(II)}a fz ::g—lz—€%|$/—2/|l+%,
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which is included in E°¢ and it is tangent to A by below at z. Since @ < v, and
Onv, =14 o(1) we obtain

i < (14 o(1)(2n — f-(2)).

After taking the infimum over all z € I" we find

w(@, g(z,)) < (14+0(1)h*(z')  Va' el

By Lemma we find

(7.15)

’

/rﬁ dH" ™ < (1+0(1))//h* dr’ < (1—|—0(1))/ hdx'.

Now, (ZII)) is a consequence of (T12)), (ZI3), (CI4) and (TIH), and this ends the

proof of Lemma O
REFERENCES
(1] H. W. Alt and L. A. Caffarelli, Ezistence and regularity for a minimum problem

2]
3]
[4]

[5]

[10]
(11]

(12]

(13]

[14]

(15]

with free boundary, J. Reine Angew. Math. 325 (1981), 105-144.

H. W. Alt, L. A. Caffarelli and A. Friedman, Variational problems with two phases
and their free boundaries, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 282 (1984), no. 2, 431-461.

L. Ambrosio, G. De Philippis and L. Martinazzi, Gamma-convergence of nonlocal
perimeter functionals, Manuscripta Math. 134 (2011), no. 3-4, 377-403.

I. Athanasopoulos, L. A. Caffarelli, C. Kenig and S. Salsa, An area-Dirichlet integral
minimization problem, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 54 (2001), no. 4, 479-499.

B. Barrios, A. Figalli and E. Valdinoci, Bootstrap regularity for integro-differential
operators and its application to nonlocal minimal surfaces, Ann. Sc. Norm. Super.
Pisa Cl. Sci. (5)

http://arxiv.org/abs/1202.4606v1

L. Caffarelli, J.-M. Roquejoffre and O. Savin, Nonlocal minimal surfaces, Comm.
Pure Appl. Math. 63 (2010), no. 9, 1111-1144.

L. Caffarelli and L. Silvestre, An extension problem related to the fractional Lapla-
cian, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 32 (2007), no. 7-9, 1245-1260.

L. Caffarelli and E. Valdinoci, Uniform estimates and limiting arguments for non-
local minimal surfaces, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 41 (2011), no. 1-2,
203-240.

L. Caffarelli and S. Salsa, A geometric approach to free boundary problems, Gradu-
ate Studies in Mathematics 68 (2005), American Mathematical Society, Providence,
RI, x+270 pp.

C.-K. Chen and P. C. Fife, Nonlocal Models Of Phase Transitions In Solids, Adv.
Math. Sciences and Applications 10 (2000), 821-849.

S. Dipierro, A. Figalli, G. Palatucci and E. Valdinoci, Asymptotics of the s-
perimeter as s \y 0, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 33 (2013), no. 7, 2777-2790.

V. Maz’ya and T. Shaposhnikova, On the Bourgain, Brezis, and Mironescu theorem
concerning limiting embeddings of fractional Sobolev spaces, J. Funct. Anal. 195
(2002), no. 2, 230-238.

O. Savin and E. Valdinoci, Density estimates for a nonlocal variational model via
the Sobolev inequality, SIAM J. Math. Anal. 43 (2011), no. 6, 2675-2687.

O. Savin and E. Valdinoci, Regularity of nonlocal minimal cones in dimension 2,
Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, DOI 10.1007/s00526-012-0539-7
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007 /,2Fs00526-012-0539-7

O. Savin and E. Valdinoci, Some monotonicity results for minimizers in the calculus
of variations, J. Funct. Anal. 264 (2013), no. 10, 2469-2496.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1202.4606v1
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007

A FRACTIONAL PERIMETER-DIRICHLET INTEGRAL FUNCTIONAL 25

UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS AT AUSTIN, DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, 1 UNIVERSITY STATION,
C1200 AusTIN, TX 78712-1082 (USA)
E-mail address: caffarel@math.utexas.edu

CoLUMBIA UNIVERSITY, MATHEMATICS DEPARTMENT, 2990 BROADWAY, NEW YORK, NY 10027
(USA)

E-mail address: savin@math.columbia.edu

WEIERSTRASS INSTITUT FUR ANGEWANDTE ANALYSIS UND STOCHASTIK, MOHRENSTRASSE 39,
D-10117 BERLIN (GERMANY)

UNIVERSITA DI MILANO, DIPARTIMENTO DI MATEMATICA, VIA CESARE SALDINI 50, 1-20133
MILAN (ITALY)
E-mail address: enrico.valdinoci@unimi.it



	1. Introduction
	2. Estimates for the harmonic replacement
	3. Proof of Theorem 1.1
	4. Improvement of flatness for the free boundary
	5. A monotonicity formula
	6. Proof of Theorem 1.2
	7. Proofs of Lemmas 2.3 - 2.5
	References

