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AN EPIPERIMETRIC INEQUALITY APPROACH TO THE REGULARITY OF
THE FREE BOUNDARY IN THE SIGNORINI PROBLEM WITH VARIABLE
COEFFICIENTS

NICOLA GAROFALO, ARSHAK PETROSYAN, AND MARIANA SMIT VEGA GARCIA

ABSTRACT. In this paper we establish the C1'? regularity of the regular part of the free boundary
in the Signorini problem for elliptic operators with variable Lipschitz coefficients. This work is
a continuation of the recent paper [GSVGI4|, where two of us established the interior optimal
regularity of the solution. Two of the central results of the present work are a new monotonicity
formula and a new epiperimetric inequality.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Statement of the problem and main assumptions. The purpose of the present paper is
to establish the C1# regularity of the free boundary near so-called regular points in the Signorini
problem for elliptic operators with variable Lipschitz coefficients. Although this work represents
a continuation of the recent paper [GSVGI14], where two of us established the interior optimal
regularity of the solution, proving the regularity of the free boundary has posed some major new
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challenges. Two of the central results of the present work are a new monotonicity formula (Theorem
[4.3)) and a new epiperimetric inequality (Theorem [6.3]). Both of these results have been inspired by
those originally obtained by Weiss in [Wei99] for the classical obstacle problem, but the adaptation
to the Signorini problem has required a substantial amount of new ideas.

The lower-dimensional (or thin) obstacle problem consists of minimizing the (generalized) Dirich-
let energy

(1.1) ggjr{l /Q(A(x)Vu, Vu)dz,

where u ranges in the closed convex set
K=%Kyp={uecWQ)|u=gondQ, u>yponMNQO}.

Here, 2 C R™ is a given bounded open set, M is a codimension one manifold which separates {2 into
two parts, g is a boundary datum and the function ¢ : M — R represents the lower-dimensional, or
thin, obstacle. The functions g and ¢ are required to satisfy the standard compatibility condition
g > ¢ on 00 N M. This problem is known also as (scalar) Signorini problem, as the minimizers
satisfy Signorini conditions on M (see (L7)—(T9) below in the case of flat M).

Our assumptions on the matrix-valued function z — A(x) = [a;;(x)] in (L)) are that A(z) is
symmetric, uniformly elliptic, and Lipschitz continuous (in short A € C%!). Namely:

(1.2) a;j(x) = aji(x) fori,j=1,...,n, and every x € §;
there exists A > 0 such that for every z € {2 and £ € R", one has

(1.3) MNP < (A2)€,€) < ATHEP,

there exists @ > 0 such that

(1.4) |aij(x) — ai;(y)| < Qlz —yl, x,y €.

By standard methods in the calculus of variations it is known that, under appropriate assumptions
on the data, the minimization problem (I.I]) admits a unique solution u € X, see e.g. [Fri8§]|, or
also [Tro87]. The set

A?(u) ={z e MN Q[ u(z) = ¢(z)}
is known as the coincidence set, and its boundary (in the relative topology of M)
I'?(u) = O A¥ (u)

is known as the free boundary. In this paper we are interested in the local regularity properties of
I'¥(u). When ¢ = 0, we will write A(u) and I'(u), instead of A°(u) and T°(u).

We also note that since we work with Lipschitz coefficients, it is not restrictive to consider the
situation in which the thin manifold is flat, which we take to be M = {z,, = 0}. We thus consider
the Signorini problem (1)) when the thin obstacle ¢ is defined on

Bi =MnNB; = {(l‘,,O) € By | |ZE/| < 1},

which we call the thin ball in B;. In this case we will also impose the following conditions on the
coefficients

(1.5) ain(2’,0) =0 in By, fori <mn,

which essentially means that the conormal directions A(z’,0)vy are the same as normal directions
vy = Fe,. We stress here that the condition (LL5]) is not restrictive as it can be satisfied by means
of a C! transformation of variables, as proved in Appendix B of [GSVGI14].
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We assume that ¢ € C*!(B/) and denote by u the unique solution to the minimization problem
(CI). (Notice that, by letting ¢(2', z,) = ('), we can think of p € C%!(By), although we will
not make such distinction explicitly.) Such u satisfies

(1.6) Lu=div(AVu) =0 in Bff UB7,
(1.7) u—p>0 in B,
(1.8) (AVu,vi) + (AVu,v_) >0 in B,
(1.9) (u— ) ((AVu,vy) + (AVu,v_)) =0 in Bj.

The conditions (L7)—(L9) are known as Signorini or complementarity conditions. It has been
recently shown in [GSVG14] that, under the assumptions above, the unique solution of (L6])—(T9l)
is in CHY2(Bif U B}). This regularity is optimal since the function u(x) = R(x; + i|z,|)*? solves
the Signorini problem for the Laplacian and with thin obstacle ¢ = 0.

Henceforth, we assume that 0 is a free boundary point, i.e., 0 € I'?(u), and we suppose without
restriction that A(0) = I. Under these hypothesis, we consider the following normalization of u
(1.10) v(z) = u(z) — (') + bry,, b= 03, u(0).

Note that 9, u(0) 4+ 0,_u(0) = 0, which follows from (L3)), by taking a limit from inside the set
{(2/,0) € B} | u(z’,0) > ¢(2’)}, and from the hypothesis A(0) = I. This implies that
(1.11) v(0) = |Vu(0)| = 0.

Next, note that, in view of (I4)) above and of the assumption ¢ € C'1(By), we have
—L(p(z') — bwn) & € Lo(B)).

Hence, we can rewrite (L6)—(T9) in terms of v as follows:

(1.12) Lv=div(AVv) = f in Bf UBy, f¢€L>B),

(1.13) v>0 in By,

(1.14) (AVv,vy) + (AVo,v_) >0 in By,

(1.15) v((AVv,vy) + (AVo,v_)) =0 in By.

Note that from (LI2]) we have

(1.16) /B ((AVv, V) + fn) = /B, ((AVo,vy) + (AVo,v_))n, ne CP(By).
1 1

and thus the conditions (LI3)—(LI5) imply that v satisfies the variational inequality

/ ((AVo,V(w —v)) + f(w—wv)) >0, forany w e K,y,
B1

where K, o = {w € WH2(B;) | w = v on By, w > 0 on B}}. Since K, is convex, and so is the
energy functional

(1.17) /B (AVaw, Vo) + 2fw),

this is equivalent to saying that v minimizes (I.I7]) among all functions w € X, . Notice as well
that

AP(u) = {u(-0) = ¢} = {u(,0) = 0} = A°(v) = A(v).
We will write I'¥(u) = I'°(v) = I'(v), and thus 0 € T'(v) now and (L)) holds.
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1.2. Main result. To state the main result of this paper, we need to further classify the free
boundary points. This is achieved by means of the truncated frequency function

det 0(r) g '3 d L 2, 346
N(r) = Np(v,r) = —5 € r alogmax R STU W, )

Here, u(z) = (A(x)z, x)/|z|? is a conformal factor, o(r) is an auxiliary function with the property
that o(r)/r - a>0asr — 0,0 <0 <1, and K’ is a universal constant (see Section [2] for exact
definitions and properties). This function was introduced in [GSV(G14], and represents a version of
Almgren’s celebrated frequency function (see [Alm79]), adjusted for the solutions of (LI12)—(TI%).
By Theorem 24 in [GSVG14], N(r) is monotone increasing and hence the limit

N(0+) = 71}2}) N(r), where N(r)= %N(r)
exists. The remarkable fact is that either N(04) = 3/2, or N(0+) > (3 + 6)/2, see Lemma
below. This leads to the following definition.

Definition 1.1. We say that 0 € I'(v) is a regular point iff N(0+) = 3/2. Shifting the origin to

xo € I'(v), and denoting the corresponding frequency function by N,,, we define
T5/5(v) = {0 € T'(v) | Ny (0+) = 3/2},
the set of all regular free boundary points, also known as the regular set.

The remaining part of the free boundary is divided into the sets I'y(v), according to the cor-

responding value of N(0+) & . We note that the range of possible values for £ can be further

refined, provided more regularity is known for the coefficients A(x). This can be achieved by re-
placing the truncation function 3+ in the formula for N(r) with higher powers of r, similarly to
what was done in [GP09] in the case of the Laplacian. This will provide more information on the
set of possible values of N (04) which will serve as a classification parameter.

The following theorem is the central result of this paper.

Theorem 1.2. Let v be a solution of (LI2)~(LI3) with zo € I's/5(v). Then, there exists ng > 0,
depending on xq, such that, after a possible rotation of coordinate azes in R"™1, one has B,’70 (zg)N
[(v) CTy/9(v), and

By, NA(w) = B, N{xn1 < g(x1,...,70-2)}
for g € CHP(R"2) with a universal exponent 3 € (0,1).

This result is known and well-understood in the case L = A, see [ACS08|] or Chapter 9 in [PSU12].
However, the existing proofs are based on differentiating the equation for v in tangential directions
e € R"! and establishing the nonnegativity of d,v in a cone of directions, near regular free
boundary points (directional monotonicity). This implies the Lipschitz regularity of I's (v), which
can be pushed to C1# with the help of the boundary Harnack principle. The idea of the directional
monotonicity goes back at least to the paper [Alt77], while the application of the boundary Harnack
principle originated in [ACS85|; see also [Caf98] and the book [PSUI2|. In the case L = A, we
also want to mention two recent papers that prove the smoothness of the regular set: Koch, the
second author, and Shi [KPS14] establish the real analyticity of I's /2 by using hodograph-type
transformation and subelliptic estimates, and De Silva and Savin [DSS14b] prove C'* regularity of
I'3/2 by higher-order boundary Harnack principle in slit domains.

Taking directional derivatives, however, does not work well for the problem studied in this paper,
particularly so since we are working with solutions of the non-homogeneous equation (ILI12]), which
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corresponds to nonzero thin obstacle . In contrast, the methods in this paper are purely energy
based, and they are new even in the case of the thin obstacle problem for the Laplacian. They
are inspired by the homogeneity improvement approach of Weiss [Wei99] in the classical obstacle
problem. The latter consists of a combination of a monotonicity formula and an epiperimetric
inequality. In this connection we mention that recently in [FGS13], Focardi, Gelli, and Spadaro
extended Weiss” method to the classical obstacle problem for operators with Lipschitz coefficients.
We also mention a recent preprint by Koch, Riiland, and Shi [KRS15a] in which they use Carleman
estimates to establish the almost optimal interior regularity of the solution in the variable coefficient
Signorini problem, when the coefficient matrix is WP, with p > n+1. In a personal communication
[KRS15b] these authors have informed us of work in progress on the optimal interior regularity as
well as the O regularity of the regular set for W1» coefficients with p > 2(n +1). Their preprint
was not available to us when the present paper was completed.

We next describe our proof of Theorem above. The first main ingredient consists of the
“almost monotonicity” of the Weiss-type functional

= [ awve v o - 22

T

Wi (v,r) =

for solutions of (LIZ)-(LI5). In Theorem E3 below we prove that Wi (v,r) 4+ Cr'/? is nonde-
creasing for a universal constant C. Here, we were inspired by [Wei99] and [Wei98|, where Weiss
introduced related monotonicity formulas in the classical obstacle problem. In [GP09] two of us
also proved a similar monotonicity formula in the Signorini setting, in the case of the Laplacian.
In the present paper we use the machinery established in [GSVG14] to treat the case of variable
Lipschitz coefficients. We mention that the geometric meaning of the functional Wy, above is that
it measures the closeness of the solution v to the prototypical homogeneous solutions of degree 3/2,
i.e., the functions

aR((a',v) + ilza))*?, a >0, ve S

The second central ingredient in the proof is the epiperimetric inequality for the functional

W(v):WA(v,l):/ yvuy2—§/ o)
B1 2 Sl

which states that if a (3/2)-homogeneous function w, nonnegative on B, is close to the solution
h(z) = R(x1 + i|x,|)%/? in WH2(By)-norm, then there exists ¢ in By with ¢ = w on dB; such that

W) <1 =r)W(w),

for a universal 0 < k < 1, see Theorem [6.3] below.
The combination of Theorems 3] and Theorem [6.3] provides us with a powerful tool for esta-
blishing the following geometric rate of decay for the Weiss functional:

WL(”) 7") < Cr’ya

for a universal v > 0. In turn, this ultimately implies that
/ [vz.0 — vg0| < Clz — g/’
51

for properly defined homogeneous blowups vz o and vy at Z,§ € I'3/5(v). This finally implies the
C18 regularity of T'y /2(v) in a more or less standard fashion.
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1.3. Structure of the paper. The paper is organized as follows.

e In Section 2] we recall those definitions and results from |[GSVGI14] which constitute the
background results of this paper.

e In Section [3 we give a more in depth look at regular free boundary points and prove some
preliminary but important properties such as the relative openness of the regular set I's /5 (v)

in T'(v) and the local uniform convergence of the truncated frequency function Ny (r) — 3/2
on I'/5(v). We also introduce Almgren type scalings for the solutions, see (B.2), which play
an important role in Section [7

e In Section Ml we establish the first main technical tool of this paper, the Weiss-type mono-
tonicity formula discussed above (Theorem [£.3]). This result is instrumental to studying the
homogeneous blowups of our function, which we do in Section Bl

e Section [0 is devoted to proving the second main technical result of this paper, the epiperi-
metric inequality (Theorem [6.3]) which we have discussed above.

e Finally, in Section [{l we combine the monotonicity formula and the epiperimetric inequa-
lity to prove the main result of this paper, the C''f-regularity of the regular set I's /2(v)
(Theorem [T2).

2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Basic notation. Throughout the paper we use following notation. We work in the Fuclidean
space R", n > 2. We write the points of R" as x = (2/,z,), where 2’ = (z1,...,2,_1) € R* L
Very often, we identify the points (z’,0) with 2/, thus identifying the “thin” space R"~! x {0} with
Rr-L

For z € R, 2’ € R* ! and r > 0, we define the “solid” and “thin” balls

Bi(z)={y eR" |z —y| <r}, Bi(a')={y/ eR"" ||z —y|<r}
as well as the corresponding spheres
Si@)={yeR" ||z —yl=r}, S@)={y eR" |2/ —y|=r}.

We typically do not indicate the center, if it is the origin. Thus, B, = B,(0), S, = S,-(0), etc. We
also denote

BE(2',0) = B.(2/,0) N {#x, >0}, RL=R"N{+z, >0}
For a given direction e, we denote the corresponding directional derivative by

Oeu = (Vu,e),

whenever it makes sense. For the standard coordinate directions e = ¢;, 1 = 1,...,n, we also
abbreviate 0;u = O, u.

In the situation when a domain 2 C R" is divided by a manifold M into two subdomains 4
and _, v; and v_ stand for the exterior unit normal for 2, and 2_ on M. Moreover, we always
understand 9,, u (9,_u) on M as the limit from within Q4 (Q_). Thus, when Q4 = B, we have

vi =Fen, -0y u(r,0)= lim Jdyu o ofu(2’,0), 0, u(x',0)= lim 0J,u o O u(z',0)
y—(a’,0) y—(2',0)
yeB;! yeB,

In integrals, we often do not indicate the measure of integration if it is the Lebesgue measure on
subdomains of R”, or the Hausdorff H* measure on manifolds of dimension k.
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Hereafter, when we say that a constant is universal, we mean that it depends exclusively on n, on
the ellipticity bound A on A(z), and on the Lipschitz bound @ on the coefficients a;;(x). Likewise,
we will say that O(1), O(r), etc, are universal if |O(1)] < C, |O(r)| < Cr, etc, with C' > 0 universal.

2.2. Summary of known results. For the convenience of the reader, in this section we briefly
recall the definitions and results proved in [GSVG14] which will be used in this paper.

As stated in Section [l we work under the nonrestrictive situation in which the thin manifold
M is flat. More specifically, we consider the Signorini problem (II]) when the thin obstacle ¢ is
defined on

B =MnNB; ={(2/,0) € By | |2| < 1}.
We assume that ¢ € C1!(B]) and denote by u the unique solution to the minimization problem
(LI)), which then satisfies (L6)—(T9). We assume that 0 is a free boundary point, i.e., 0 € I'?(u),
and that A(0) = I, and we consider the normalization of u as in (LI0), i.e.,

v(z) = u(z) — @(a’) + bx,, with b= 9,, u(0).

As remarked on Section [Il v satisfies (LI2)-(LI5) with f & —L(p(2') — bxy,) € L®(By), and has
the additional property that v(0) = |Vv(0)| = 0, see (I.II)) above.

We then recall the following definitions from [GSVGI4]. The Dirichlet integral of v in B, is
defined by

D(r) = Dr(v,r) = / (A(z)Vv, Vo),

T

and the height function of v in S, is given by

(2.1) H(r)=Hg(v,r) = / v,

T

where p is the conformal factor

u(e) = i e) = %

We notice that, when A(x) = I, then p = 1. We also define the generalized energy of v in B,

(2.2) I(r)=Ip(v,r) = / v(AVv,v) = Dr(v,r) +/ vf

T T

where v indicates the outer unit normal to S,. The following result is Lemma 4.4 in [GSVG14].

Lemma 2.1. The function H(r) is absolutely continuous, and for a.e. r € (0,1) one has
(2.3) H'(r) =2I(r) + / v?L|z).
Sr

As it was explained in [GSV(G14], the second term in the right-hand side of (Z3]) above repre-
sents a serious difficulty to overcome if one wants to establish the monotonicity of the generalized
frequency. To bypass this obstacle, one of the main ideas in [GSVGI4] was the introduction of the
following auxiliary functions, defined for v satisfying (LI2)—(LI5) and 0 < r < 1:

fsr v Llz| .
(2.4) P(r) = elo G(s)ds, o(r) = wn(f;, where G(r)={ Js, 00’ if H(r) #0,
" n—1 if H(r) =0.

T

When L = A, it is easy to see that ¢(r) = r"~! and that o(r) = r. We have the following simple
and useful lemma which summarizes the most relevant properties of ¥ (r) and o(r).
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Lemma 2.2. There exists a universal constant 8 > 0 such that

-1 -1

(2.5) nol e ey <Pl B 0<r<t,
r dr r

and one has

(2.6) e AUl <y (r) < LA g <r < 1.

This implies, in particular, 1 (0+) = 0. In terms of the function o(r) = 1 (r)/r"~2 we have

(2.7) ‘ilogﬂ <B, 0<r<l1
dr r
and
(2.8) e Pl < % <P p<r <1

In particular, o(0+) = 0.
The next result is essentially Lemma 5.6 from [GSVG14].

Lemma 2.3. There exist o > 0 such that

a(r)

(2.9) -

— a' < Ber, re 0,1),

for B8 as in Lemmal2.2. In particular,

(2.10) a = lim M.
r—0+ 7

Moreover, we also have that e ? < a < eP.

With ¢ as in (2.4]), we now define

1 1
WHL(U,T)7 Jr(v,r) = WIL(U”’)‘

The next relevant formulas are those of .J'(r) = L.J; (v,r) and M'(r) = L M (v, 7). Using formula
(5.28) in [GSVGI14], we have

(2.12) T (r) = (—QZ/((:)) + ";2 +0(1 )> J(r) + w(lr {2/ M

—%/T<Z,Vv>f—<—+0 1)>/va7+/ vf}

where the vector field Z is given by

(2.11) My (v,r) =

(2.13) 7 rAVr _ A(az)x
7 7

We also recall that (5.26) in [GSVG14] gives

(2.14) M'(r) = 2J(r).

The central result in [GSVGI4] is the following monotonicity formula.
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Theorem 2.4 (Monotonicity of the truncated frequency). Let v satisfy (LII)-(LI5) with f €
L>(B1). Given § € (0,1) there exist universal numbers ro, K' > 0, depending also on ¢ and
Il fllLe, such that the function

(2.15) N(r) = Ny(v,r) ¥ 0(2r)eKw di log max { ML(%T%T:&—M}'
r

is monotone non-decreasing on (0,7¢).

We call N(r) the truncated frequency function, by analogy with Almgren’s frequency function
[AIm79] (see |[GSVG14L/GP09LICSS08] for more insights on this kind of formulas).
We then define a modification of N as follows:
. - e 0158 d
N(r) = Np(v,r) def %NL(U,T) ;eK r2t . log max{Mp,(v,r), >0},
We notice that by Theorem 2.4] the limit N(0+) exists. Combining that with Lemma [2.3] above,
which states that lim @ = a > 0, we see that N(0+) also exists.

r—0+
The following lemma provides a summary of estimates which are crucial for our further study.

The lower bound on N (0+) is proved in Lemma 6.3 in [GSVG14] (whose proof contains also that
of the gap on the possible values of N(0+)), the bound on |v(x)| is Lemma 6.6 and the bound on
|Vu(x)| is proved in Theorem 6.7 there.

Lemma 2.5. Let v satzsfy (CII)-([TI5) with f € LOO(Bl) and let ro € (0,1/2] be as in Theo-
rem[24. Then, N(0+) > 3, and actually N(0+) = 3 or N(0+) > 332,
Moreover, there exists a umversal C' depending also on §, H(ro) and || f||eo(p,) such that

(2.16) lv(z)| < Clz[*?,  |Vou(z)| < Clz|'?,  |z| < ro.

Corollary 2.6. With ro as in Theorem [2-]], one has

(2.17) H(r) < COr"t2 |I(r)| <Cr™™ r <.

Proof. Tt is enough to use (2.I0)) in definitions (2.1]) and ([2.2)) above. O

The results of this section have been stated when the free boundary point in question is the
origin. However, given any xg € I'(v), we can move z( to the origin by letting

Vo (@) = v(m + A1/2(x0) ) — bgoxn, where by, = <A1/2(x0)Vv(a;0),en>,
Ayy(x) = A7V (20) Ao + AY?(20)2) A2 (0),

frag (€) = (Ao (@)1 (2), v(2)),
Ly, = div(A., V).

(Note that, by the Cl’%—regularity of v established in [GSVGI14], the mapping x¢ — by, is C 2 on
I'(v).) Then, by construction we have the normalizations A,,(0) = I, 112,(0) = 1. We also know
that 0 € I'(vg,), and that
020 (0) = v(20) =0, |V, (0)] = 0.

Besides, vy, satisfies (LI2)-(I5) for the operator L,,. Thus, all results stated above for v are
also applicable to vy,,.

We thus also have the versions of the quantities defined in this sections, such as My, Ny, etc,
centered at xo (if we replace L with L,,). But instead of using the overly bulky notations M Lag s
Nonv etc, we will use My, Ng,, etc.
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3. REGULAR FREE BOUNDARY POINTS

Using Theorem [2.4] in this section we explore in more detail the notion of regular free boundary
points and establish some preliminary properties of the regular set. We begin by recalling the
following definition from Section [l

Definition 3.1. We say that z¢ € T'(v) is regular iff Ny, (vy,,04) = 3 and let ['3/2(v) be the set
of all regular free boundary points. I's/5(v) is also called the regular set.

In Lemma [3.3] below we prove that I'35(v) is a relatively open subset of the free boundary I'(v).
To accomplish this we prove that Nz(0+) = 3/2 for # in a small neighborhood of z¢ € I'y 2(v).

Since the definition of N(r) involves a truncation of M(r), we first need to establish the following
auxiliary result.

Lemma 3.2. Let v satisfy (LI2)-(LI5) with 0 € I'sj5(v). Then

ZMW)%§ — 0+
2 M(r) 5 asr .

In particular, for every e > 0 there exists r. > 0 and C: > 0 such that

r M'(r) c3+e

- > 3+¢ < .
3 S 2 M(r) > Coro™e,  for0<r<r

Proof. We first claim that since 0 € I'3/5(v), then M(r) > 3% for r > 0 small. Indeed, if there
was a sequence s; — 0 such that M (s;) < 8§?+6, then

- 346 pgroz0 346 3 -
N(S]) = —+ eK sj2 — —+ 75 - = N(O+),
2 2 2
which is a contradiction. Hence, for r small we have
N7 _r K’rl_g_é M’(?")
N(r) = 5 M)

1-6 ~
Since X" % — 1 asr — 0 and N(0+) = 3/2, we obtain the first part of the lemma. Hence, for
every € > 0 there exists a small r. > 0 such that

M (r
TM((T)) <3+¢e r<re.

Integrating from r to r., this gives

M(r:) re\3te
<
)
from which we conclude, with C. = M (r.)/r3*¢, that M(r) > C.r3*e. O

Lemma 3.3. Let v satisfy (LI2)-(LI5) with xo € T'3/5(v). Then, there exists no = no(wo) > 0
such that T'(v) N By (z0) C T'3/5(v) and, moreover, the convergence

Nz(r) —3/2 as r— 0+

is uniform for T € T'(v) N B;?O/2(a:0).



AN EPIPERIMETRIC INEQUALITY APPROACH, ETC. 11

Proof. Fix 0 < € < §/8, where 6 > 0 is fixed as in the definition ([2I5]) of the frequency Ny, (r).
Then, by Lemma [B.2] there exist C. = Cz(z9) > 0 and r. = r-(x9) > 0 such that
r Mg, (r) c3+e
2 My, (r) — 27
We then want to show that similar inequalities will hold if we replace z¢ with z € B,’% (x0) for a

sufficiently small n.. We will write Lz = div(AzV-). To track the dependence on z, we write, using
the differentiation formulas in [GSVG14], that
Mi(r) _ Hi(r)  ou(r) _ Hi(
My(r) — Hz(r) ¢z(r)  Hal
_2I( 2 [5, va(2)(Az(2) Vg (2), v)
Hz(

My, (r) > crdte r <.

T) _
r)

This implies that for fixed r > 0, the mapping & — ML (r)/Mz(r) is continuous. Thus, if p. < 7.,
we can find a small 7. > 0 such that
Pe Mg (ps) _ 3+2e
2 Mz (p) 2

On the other hand, since

M) = sy [ e A@)e o),

0'5(7“)

the continuity of the mapping & — Mz(r) is not so clear. However, having that ¢y < <cy !

for a universal constant ¢y > 0, we can write that
L, 5 -
Mz(pe) = §Coc'sp§+€ > 2t &€ By (x0),

if we take 7. and p. sufficiently small. The latter inequality implies that we can explicitly compute

Nz(pe) by
- _ Pe k1O ML (pe) o K342 343

N- —
w(pe) =5 Mz(p.) — € 2~ 2
again if p. is small enough. Hence, by the monotonicity of Nz(r) = (0z(r)/r)Nz(r), we obtain
~ 1 oz(pe) 3+ 3¢

Na(04) < — ,
(0+) Qz  Pe 2
where
Cdef . 0a(7)
(3.1) Az = rl—l>%1+ T

Using now the estimates in Lemma 23] we have

oz(r)

—az| <Cyr and az > ¢,

therefore we can guarantee that

~ 3+3 3+7 3+9
Na(04) < (14 ¢) zgg z€< ;

S B7/75 (1’0)
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But then, by the gap of values of Nz(0+) between 3/2 and (3 + §)/2, we conclude that
Nz(04) =3/2, z € B] ().
To prove the second part of the lemma, we note that for any fixed = € B{k (z0), the mapping
r— P"Ny(r) 0<r<p.
is monotone increasing for a universal constant 5 > 0, which follows from the inequality

72(r) <8, (see Lemma [2:3)),

i10
dr &

the monotonicity of r — Nz(r) = UE—(T)N;C(T), as well as the nonnegativity of Nz(r).

T

Now, for each fixed 0 < r < p., the mapping

B0/ r? fST vz () (Az(2)Voz(x), z)
fS’r vz(x)2(Az (), T)

T eBTNf(r)

is continuous on B{k (x0). Since the limit

lim e”"Nz(r) = Nz(0+) = 3/2, forall Z € By _(x0),
r—0+ N

by the classical theorem of Dini, we have that the convergence e®” Nz(r) — 3/2 as r — 0+ will be

uniform on I'(v) N B;?E/Z(xo), implying also the uniform convergence Nz(r) — 3/2. O
In the remaining part of this section we study Almgren type scalings

B vz (rz) d

(3.2 o) = 2512, 4, :(Tn—l_lHAr))l/z.

This is slightly different from what was done in [GSVG14], but more suited for the study of the
free boundary. Notice that we have the following normalization:

~ (Az(rx)x, x)
/Sl ”:%,rﬂ:?:,r =1, pz,r= I‘T

Now, if Z € T'3/5(v), then the results of [GSVGI4] imply that over subsequences r = r; — 0, we
have the convergence

_ 1/2
o) <U—()> — aR((@', ) +ilea))¥? in Gl (RE UR™)

r loc

for some ¢/ € R"~! with |¢/| = 1 and a > 0. Since we also have the convergence

ox(r)

— Qz > 0,

see Lemma [2.3] we obtain that

a . . _
R((', €'Y +i|zp])*? in C’llo’?(R?E UR™M ).

1/2
ai,/

’Dfﬂ« (33‘) —
The normalization | s, f)%ruf,r = 1 then implies that there exists a dimensional constant ¢, > 0
(independent of Z), such that, on a subsequence,
() = caR((@, €Y + iz |)*2

Moreover, we can actually prove the following result.
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Lemma 3.4. Let v satisfy (LI12)(LI5) with xo € T'/o(v). Given 6 > 0, there exists ro = ro(z0) >
0 and 1o = no(xo) > 0 such that

e 198 (@) = R ) i) ety < 0

for any & €=T'3/5(v) ﬂm and r < 1.

Proof. Suppose the contrary. Then, there exists a sequence z; — g and r; — 0 such that
||2~19‘cj,rj - Cn%(@/’ €/> + Z'|xn|)3/2||c1,o¢(B;—LuBi) >0

for any unit vector ¢/ € R*~!. Observe now that

e—K/(Pr)(lf‘s)/ZNi (pr) =

(3.3)

Now, we claim that the scalings vz, ,, are uniformly bounded in chl/ 2(B; U BY) for any R > 0.
Indeed, by Lemma [3.3] given € > 0 small, we have that

tMy(t) _ 3+
2Mz(t) — 27
Let R > 1 and Rr < p.. Integrating the above inequality from ¢ = r to Rr, we obtain that
Mz (Rr) < Mg(r)R¥"e.
Changing Mjz to Hz we therefore have, using (2.0)), that
Hz(Rr) < CoHg(r)R"2Te,

t < pe, T € By (x0).

The latter can we written in the form

/ f):%,rﬂfc,r S C(ORTHQ—F?
Skr

Thus, the uniform boundedness of vz, ,; in L?*(Bg), and consequently in Cl’l/z(Bljé/2 U B}%/z),

follows. Hence, we can assume without loss of generality that vz, ,, — vo in C’ﬁf(Rl UR™ ). It
is immediate to see that vy will solve the Signorini problem for the Laplacian in the entire R".
Besides, by Lemma [3.3], we will have that ij (prj) — 3/2. On the other hand, passing to the limit
in (B.3]), we obtain that

o, 0@ Veo@) )y, Vel
g fg, ve(@)?

Therefore, vy is 3/2 homogeneous global solution of the Signorini problem and thus has the form
vo(2) = e, R((2', €)) + i|z,|)3/2. Hence, for large j we will have

g for any p > 0.

Hf):?:jn“j - c,ﬂR((x/, 66> + i’x"‘)gﬂ”Cl(Bf‘LUBi) <9,

contradictory to our assumption. The proof is complete. O
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4. A WEISS TYPE MONOTONICITY FORMULA

In this section we establish a monotonicity formula which is reminiscent of that established by
Weiss in [Wei99] for the classical obstacle problem, and which is one of the two main ingredients
in our proof of the C1'8 regularity of the regular set. We consider the solution u to the Signorini

problem (L6)—(L9) above, and we set v as in (L.I0).

Definition 4.1. Let 79 > 0 be as in Theorem 241 For r € (0,79) we define the 3-th generalized
Weiss-type functional as follows

(4.1) Wi (v,r) = % {JL(’U,T‘) - 3T£ML(U,T)}
(4.2) = rn—LIL(v,r) = %HL(U,T)

-t [ vy o - 22 [

T

where I1, Jr, Hr, and My, (v,r) are as in Section[2l Whenever L = A, we write W (v,r) = Wa(v,r),
and unless we want to stress the dependence on v, we will write W, (r) = W (v, 7).

In this section we will show that there exists C' > 0 such that r — W (v,r) 4+ Cr/? is monotone
nondecreasing, that the limit lir% Wi (v, r) exists and is zero, and that Wi (v,r) > —Cr!2. We start
r—

by proving that W (v,-) is bounded.
Lemma 4.2. The functional W (v,-) is bounded on the interval (0,70).

Proof. Indeed, from Corollary 2.6l we have

W) < i {|1(r)| " ;’_TH(T)} <c O

The functional Wi (r) in ([@IJ) is tailor-made to the study of regular free boundary points of
solutions of the Signorini problem ([L.I2)—(LI5). The following “almost monotonicity” property of
Wi, plays a crucial role in our further study.

Theorem 4.3 (Weiss type monotonicity formula). Let v satisfy (LI2)-(LI5) and let 0 € T'3/9(v).
Then, there exist universal constant C,rq > 0, depending also on ||f|pe(p,), such that for every
0 <r<ryone has

I G R A G SR

In particular, there exists C > 0 such that function r — Wr(v,r) + Cr'/2 is monotone nonde-

creasing, and therefore the limit Wr,(v,0+) o lin% Wr(v,r) exists.
r—

Proof. We have from Definition BTl above,
3 i, = 7 { <% - §> <J(7~) - %M(T)> n <J’(r) 2+ %M(ﬂ)}

T r T

o {@8 =y §> ( sy 32 M(r)) | (fm 32+ ?’r@M(r)) } |

r3 r r r r
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Using (212]) and (2.14) above, we thus find

aien = T2 (-1 3) (1201 ”)
{ (AVU,V>2

(_w’m n-2 >J
o(r) 8
z "2 1on >>/ vf+/&vf}—§*7<”+i£M(”>}

2 (AVv, v)?
¥(r) /s f

L322 (1 - (rz’;g) —n+2—3>> M(r)
(-2 avar- (" row) [+ [ )}
(1). We thus obtain from the latter chain

By (2.3) in Lemma 2.2l above, we see that ﬁ/((:)) = ";1
of equalities

St~ E (S o) [ £, 2o

+rs;z:n><—%/&<zyw>f—<”z2+o<1>>/3rvf+/sff>-

By the definitions (2]) and (2.2)) of H(r) and I(r) we have
(AVo,v) (3/2)\/% [ AV, p)? 3 % .
J (5 B = S - o e

Since o(r) = r?~™)(r), we conclude that

(4.4) %WL(U,T) _ %{ /S T <<AT};’ v _ G/ 22\/51))2 +OMI(r) + Off)H(r)}

ot (22 vow) o )

Returning to (£.4]) and making use of (2.I7]), we conclude that

2
@ Lwn- 2 /S <<A3_z;u>_(3/2:\/ﬁv> +0(1)

(Lo (5 o0) f e [ )

The proof of the estimate (4.3) will be completed if we can show that there exists a universal

constant C' > 0 such that
O(l)> / vf—i—/ vf
By Sr

2 n—2
—;/BT(Z,wa—< .

(r) +

|
,_/Hﬁll\D/—\
S
3
<
=
\h
k4/—\

+

< Crita,
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From the expression of the vector field Z = #, see (ZI3]) above, we have |Z| < Cr for |z| < r.

Since f € L™, we obtain from the second inequality in (2.I6])
2 nal
2 [z v <o,

r

T

for a universal C' > 0 which also depends on || f|| o (p,). The first inequality in ([2.16) gives instead

(52 00) fere o

thus completing the proof of (43]). The existence of W (v,0+) now follows from the monotonicity
and boundedness of Wp,(v,7) + Cr'/2, see Lemma O

n+i
< Cr'"'e,

From Theorem 3] we obtain that W (v,04) = lin% Wr(v,r) exists. In the next lemma we prove
r—

that this limit must actually be zero.
Lemma 4.4. Let v satisfy (LII)-(LI5) with f € L>(B1) and 0 € T'y)9(v). Then, Wi(v,0+) = 0.

Proof. Recall from (1)) that one has

ao Wil =wit) = 59 {270 - 2arn } = S 70 24

where in the last equality we have used (2.I4]) and (2Z.I1]) above. The proof now follows from the

ﬁ(fg by (2.I7) and the convergence % ]J\\/[/[/((:)) — 2 by Lemma O

boundedness of
Corollary 4.5. Let C and o be as in Theorem [{.3. Then, for every 0 < r < ry one has
Wi(v,r) > —Cr'/2,

Proof. This follows directly by combining Theorem A3 with Lemma 4] O

5. HOMOGENEOUS BLOWUPS

In this section we analyze the uniform limits of some appropriate scalings of a solution v to the
Signorini problem (LI2)—(LI5]) by making essential use of the monotonicity formula in Theorem [£.3]
above. These scalings, together with the Almgren type ones defined in ([3.2)), will be instrumental
in Section [Tl

Let v satisfy (LI2)-(LI5) and let 0 € I's/5(v). We consider the following homogeneous scalings
of v

v(rz)

(5.1) vp(z) = Yo

Lemma 5.1. Define A.(x) = A(rz) and f.(x) = r'/2f(rz). Then, v, solves the thin obstacle
problem (LI2)—(LIG6) in B1 with zero thin obstacle, operator L, = div(A,V-) and right-hand side

frin [@LI2).
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Proof. We only need to verify (II6)). Indeed, given n € C§°(B1), define p € C§°(B;) by letting
p(y) = /2y (%) By a change of variable one easily verifies that

(5.2) /B

A0, V) = [ (A4 @) Vo (@), + (A (@) )] ()

1

3=

T

= [ fr(@)n(e). O

Bi
!

Lemma 5.2. Let v satisfy (LI2)-(LI5) and let 0 € I'y)9(v). Given r; — 0, there exists a subse-
quence (which we will still denote by r;) and a function vy € CEY(REUR™ 1Y) for any a € (0,1/2),

loc

such that v, — v in C’l YR URY). Such vy is a global solution of the Signorini problem
(r12) (EI:IE) in R™ with zero thin obstacle and zero right-hand side f.

Proof. By Lemma [2Z5] there exist universal constants C,rg > 0 such that

(@) < Clz)*? and  |Vo(z)] < Clz|Y?,  |z| < ro.

Moreover, as proved in [GSVG14], v € . 2 (B U BY}) with

loc

190l gt sy < O A Qullolhwsaony 17 100).
2 2

Given r; \, 0, by a standard diagonal process we obtain convergence in C (R” UR"™ 1), for any
a € (0,1/2), of a subsequence of the functions v, to a function v. Passmg to the limit in (5.2))
we conclude that vy is a global solution to the Signorini problem with zero thin obstacle. The fact
(important for our later purposes) that the right-hand side f is also zero, follows again from (5.2))
since we obtain

fr( / FE)n@)| < 1o Il @y y/F — 0. 0

Remark 5.3. Notice that we have not yet ruled out the possibility that vg = 0. This crucial
aspect will be dealt with later, in Proposition [7.3] below. The next result establishes an important
homogeneity property of the global solution vyg.

Proposition 5.4. Let vy be a function as in Lemma[22. Then, vy is homogeneous of degree 3/2.

Proof. In what follows we denote with p, () = p(rz). Furthermore, recall that the scaled functions
in (B) are given by v,.(z) = r~3/2 v(rz). Let r; \, 0 and denote by vg a corresponding blowup as
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in Lemma 5.2l Let 0 < r < R. We integrate (43]) over the interval (r, R) obtaining

iR U, T 2
WL(v,rjR)—WL(v,rjr)—c\/r—j(\/ﬁ_\/;)2/_ t"2+3/s ((AYFM, >_g\/ﬁv> dt

i (S )

2
1 (7 (Ar,()Vo(ryy),y)r; 3
= ﬁ/ Sn+3/ ’ - = — S\t W)o(ryy) | ds
7o 5 ir; (y)
1 (R <Arj(y)rjl/2vvrj(y)ay>rj 3 3/2 i
- ﬁ/ gn+3 / - 5 IUTJ (y)vrj (y)T ds
T Ss ta; ()

2

s (Y)or; (y) | ds.

Since W (v,0+) exists, the left-hand side goes to zero as j — oo. Since A(0) = I, u(0) = 1 and
we have Cﬁ)’?(Ri UR™ 1) convergence of vy; t0 vp, passing to the limit as j — oo in the above, we

conclude that
R 1 3 2 ;
2 n+3 S .
0 —/T s /S ((Vvo(y),w 2vo(y)> s

This inequality, and the arbitrariness of 0 < r < R, imply that vy is homogeneous of degree 3/2. [

Definition 5.5. We call such vy a homogeneous blowup.

6. AN EPIPERIMETRIC INEQUALITY FOR THE SIGNORINI PROBLEM

In this section we establish in the context of the Signorini problem a basic generalization of the
epiperimetric inequality obtained by Weiss for the classical obstacle problem. Our main result,
which is Theorem below, is tailor made for analyzing regular free boundary points in the
Signorini problem, being the second main tool we use to reach our goal — the O regularity of the
regular set.

Definition 6.1. Given v € W2(By), we define the boundary adjusted energy as the Weiss type
functional defined in (4] for the Laplacian operator with » = 1 and zero thin obstacle, i.e.,

e 3
W (v) & Wa(v,1) = / Vol — —/ v?.
By 2 S1
Remark 6.2. We observe explicitly that if |, 5 v? # 0, then we can write

W(v) = </S v2> [N(v, 1) - g] .

It follows that if v is a solution to the Signorini for the Laplacian in R™, with zero thin obstacle, and
which is homogeneous of degree 2, then by [ACS08] we have N(v,7) = 2, and therefore W (v) = 0.
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We now consider the function h(z) = R(x1 + z|xn|)%, which is a 3-homogeneous global solution
of the Signorini problem for the Laplacian with zero thin obstacle, and introduce the set

H = {aR(({2,v) +ilzn])? | v € S1,a > 0}
of all multiples and rotations of the function h. The following is the central result of this section.

Theorem 6.3 (Epiperimetric inequality). There ezists k € (0,1) and 6 € (0,1) such that if
w € WH2(By) is a homogeneous function of degree 3 such that w > 0 on B and |w—hllw1i2m,) <0,
then there exists ( € W12(By) such that ( = w on Sy, ¢ >0 on B} and

W(Q) < (1—r)W(w).

Proof. We argue by contradiction and assume that the result does not hold. Then, there exist
sequences of real numbers x,, — 0 and 6, — 0, and functions w,, € W12(B;), homogeneous of
degree %, such that wy,, > 0 on B} and

(61) me — h|lwl,2(Bl) S Hm,
but such that for every ¢ € W12(B;) with ¢ > 0 on B}, and for which ¢ = w,, on S, one has
(6'2) W(C) > (1 - ’{m)W(wm)'

With such assumption in place we start by observing that there exists g, = anR({(2/,vy) +
i|lz,|)?/? € H which achieves the minimum distance from w,, to H:

lwm = gmllwr2s) = i fwm = glwrz,)-

Indeed, this follows from the simple fact that the set H is locally compact. Combining this inequality
with (6.I)) we deduce that [gm — hllw12(p,) < 20m. As a consequence, we must have that vy, — e;
and a,, — 1. Hence,

Wm

P R, vm) + i)

Njw

< 9—’” — 0.
wi2(p) Am

If we rename 2 ~ w,, and 2—’” ~+ 0,,, and rotate R"~! to send v, to e;, the renamed functions
m m

wy, will be homogeneous of degree %, nonnegative on B, and will satisfy

(6.3) glenlf{ lwm = gllwr2z,) = lwm = bllwi2,) < Om.

Moreover, (6.2]) will still hold for the renamed w,,, because of the scaling property W (tw) = t*W (w)
and the invariance of W (w) under rotations in R?~1!.

We note explicitly that ([6.2]) implies in particular that w,, # h for every m € N, as W(h) = 0
(see Remark [6.2] above). Thus we may also set

(6.4) Om = llwm = hllwr2(s,) >0

for the rest of the proof.
We next want to rewrite (G2]) in a slightly different way, using the properties of function h.
Given ¢ € W12(By), consider the first variation of W at h in the direction of ¢

(6.5) W (h)(6) %t /B 2Vh, V) — g /S oo
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where the boundary integrals in (6.5]) and thereafter must be interpreted in the sense of traces. To
compute dW (h)(¢) we write the first integral in the right-hand side of ([65) as [ B, 2(Vh, Vo) =

I} 5+ 2(Vh, V) + i) 5 2(Vh, V). Now,

/B L2V, Vo) = - /B , 2(Ah)¢ + /S L 20(Vh,v) + / 20(Vh, )

By
:/ 2¢<Vh,u>+/ 2¢(Vh,v),
Cha By

where we have used the fact that Ah =0 in Bf[. Since h is homogeneous of degree %, by Euler’s

formula we have (Vh,v) = %h in Sfc. Keeping in mind that on B{ we have vy = Fe,, we find

3 3
/ 2(Vh, V) —/ 26h +/ 26(Vh, vs) = —/ 26h q:/ 2605 h.

BE 2 JsE B 2 /st B,
Since h is even in x,, so that 9, h = —9,;"h in B, we conclude
(6.6) SW(h)(¢) = —4 [ ¢Oh.

By

If now ¢ € WhH2(By) is a function with ¢ > 0 on B} and such that ¢ = w,, on S, by plugging in
¢ = ( — h into (6.5]) and (6.6), we obtain that

W(C) = W(C) — W(h) — 6W()(C — h) — 4 / (¢~ h)Fh

/

Bl
_ 23 AR +
= [ weemr =g [ comroa ) com,

where we have used that W(h) = 0 and hd;"h = 0 on Bj. By using a similar identity for W (wy,),
we can rewrite ([6.2]) as

/Bl\V(wm—h>\2—§LI<wm—h>2—4/L?
) 3

_ A Y +
< weenr =g [ comroaf o

Inequality (6.7) will play a key role in the completion of the proof and will be used repeatedly.
Let us introduce the normalized functions

6.7) (1 —rm)

Wm0y h]

/
1

By (6.4) we have
|0 llw12(p,) =1 for every m € N.

By the weak compactness of the unit sphere in W2(B;) we may assume that
Wy, — W weakly in WH2(By).

Besides, by the compactness of the Sobolev embedding and traces operator from W'2(B;) into
L?(By), L*(B}), L?(S1) (see e.g. Theorem 6.3 in [Nec12]), we may assume

Wy, —  strongly in L?(By), L*(By), and L*(S;).
We then make the following
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Claim.
(i) w =0;
(ii) W — O strongly in WH2(By).

Note that (ii) will give us a contradiction since, by construction [|wm|ly1.2(5,) = 1. Hence, the
theorem will follow once we prove the claim.
In what follows we will denote A = A(h), the coincidence set of h.

Step 1. We start by showing that there is a constant C' > 0 such that

(6.8) ‘ Ym o, < C, for every m € N.

n
LY(By)

To this end, we pick a function 7 € Wol’oo(Bl) such that 0 < n < 1, and define ¢ = (1 —n)w,, + nh.
Then, ¢ = wy,, on S; and ¢ > 0 on Bj. Furthermore, ( — h = (1 — n)(wy, — h). We can thus apply
(67)) to such a ¢, obtaining

(1= i) (/B \V(wm—w—%/Slmm—h)z—zl/iwma;h)

3

< [, O =P =5 [ @2 =4 (0w o

- /B (L= )21V (1w — B + [V (i — 1) — 2(1 — ) (s — ) (Y, V(0 — )]

-3/ (b ) 4 / (= undin

Dividing by 62,, rearranging terms and using the fact that |[@,, |ly1.2(5,) = 1 and that 8;7h < 0 on
A, we obtain

Win, . 3 .
1 ) gognl <~ =) ([ 1wan? -3 [ a)
i m B1 S1

+ / [(1 = 0)?| Vo] + |Vn*d2, — 2(1 = )tm (Vn, Viiy,)] — g/ (1—n)*w2, < C,
B1 St

where C' > 0 is independent of m € N. At this point we choose n(z) = 7(|x|), and let

1
0<e d—ef/ n(r)r'dr.
0

Since Ky, — 0 as m — oo, possibly passing to a subsequence we can assume that x,, < 5(n + 1)
for every m € N. With such choice we have

1
/(ﬁ( ) — o) dr >
0

Using the fact that w,, and h are homogeneous of degree

m € N.

l\')lm

3
27

Wm | o+ ' n + Wm | o+
C>4 /(n—ﬁm)9—2]8nh\ =4 ; (n(r) — kp)r"dr ]8 h| > 2¢ /0—2](%}1],
1 m 51 Ym

which, again by the homogeneity of w,, and h, and the fact that w,, > 0 on B}, proves (6.8]).

we thus obtain
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Step 2. We next show that
(6.9) Aw =0, in By \A.

To establish ([6.9) it will suffice to show that for any ball B, such that its concentric double 2B €
Bi1 \ A, and for any function ¢ € WH2(B) such that ¢ — 0 € W01’2(B), one has

/ Vol < / VP
B B

To begin, we fix a function ¢ € L>°(B;) N W12(B), and we consider

C=n(h+0m¢) + (1 —n)wn,

where n € C§°(B1 \ A), 0 < n < 1. Notice that on S1, { = wy,, and, since ¢ € L*>°(B;) and
n € C§°(By \ A), for m large enough we have ¢ > 0 on Bj. For such sufficiently large m’s, we can
thus use the function ¢ in (6.7)), obtaining

(1= Fm) </31 [V (wm — ) = g/&(u}m -’ _4/31

< [ 190 = m) = 1) £ 1) = 5 (= ) )+

W OF h)

4 / (0B + 0m) + (1 — )0 )0 .
B

/
1

Dividing by 62, and recalling that h9,;fh = 0 in B}, we obtain

3 w
1 — K / vwm2——/ w?n—4/ —L O h

< /B IV o) + [V (1 = n)iom)* +2(V (19), V((1 = 0)tom))]

3

s " :
o f (e a-mgron] <3 [ (@m0

Wm

= /Bl IV @6)? + V(1 = n)iom) 2 + 2(V (16), V(1 — 1)tim))] — 4/31 o) O h — g/sl w2,
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since n € C§°(B1 \ A). Hence

Wm

Vil <t [ (Vi + 50 =) [ iRt 41 =) [ D0l

2
By By S1 B em

+ /B [V 0&) + V(1 = n)om)? + 20V (1), V(1 — 7))
W, 3 .
—4 . ﬁaih—i/&wfn

R 3 R w
= K, |Vwm|2—§/£m/ wzn—4/ /{me—zm@:{h
B1 S1 Bi m

+ /B [ 06) + V(1 = n)om)? + 209 (16), V(1 — n)tbn))]

< Crim + /B V)2 + V(1 = n)in) 2 + 20V (06), V(1 - )ibm))]

Therefore

[ 0= =n2ITonP < Crnt [ V@R + a2 7P
By

By
= 2(1 = )i (Y, Vi) + 2(V(16), V(1 =)o)
Passing to the limit m — oo we obtain

[ a-a-wpvar < [ [[9oe)R + o vaf
By

By

(6.10)
— 2(1 = )i (Vn, Vid) + 2V (n6), V(1 = n)))] .

Notice that

Yo+ (=)o) = [ [V +1¥((1 — ) + 2T (1), V(1 — )]

B1 Bl

= | [I900R + 02190 + (1 =PVl ~ 201 = 1), V)

+2(V(n9), V((1 —n)))|,

hence ([G.10) gives us,

Va2 < | V(g + (1 —nya).
B1 Bl
By approximation we can drop the condition ¢ € L°(Bj) and by considering open balls B € By \ A
we may choose n =1 in B and ¢ = w outside B. This will give

/ |vw|2§/|w|2+/ VP,
B1 B B1\B

/ Val < / VP,

B B

which proves the harmonicity of w in B.

hence
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Step 3. We next want to prove that
(6.11) =0 H"lae inA.

We note that for the function h we have 9 h(z',0) # 0 for every (z/,0) € A° (interior of A in
R™~1). Therefore, given w € A°, there exists a constant C,, > 0 such that |0, h(2’,0)| > C,, for
every (2/,0) € w. At points (2/,0) € A°, we can thus write

O

ofh

Wm — R Wy,

O 02,

0 w Co
oo < 2T ZMoth < m
[l = g [ Gmorn < 2

where in the last inequality we have used (G.8]) in Step 1 above. Since 6,, — 0, we conclude that
[WmllL1(y — 0 as m — oo. By the arbitrariness of w € A® we infer that, in particular, we must
have

(6.12) W (2',0) = 0, H" lae. (2,0) € A,

which proves (G.11]).
Step 4 (Proof of (i)). We next show that

(6.13) Wy, — 0,  weakly in WH2(By),

or, equivalently, @ = 0. We begin by observing that, since the w,,’s are homogeneous of degree %,

their weak limit w is also homogeneous of degree % Combining this observation with Steps 2 and

3 above, we then have the following properties for w:
(i) A =0in By \ A;
(i) @ =0 H" t-a.e. on A;
S\ A 3
(iii) @ is homogeneous of degree 3.

Wy =

o h

This gives

We next obtain an explicit representation for w. First, we note that @ is Holder continuous up
to the coincidence set A of h. Indeed, this can be seen by making a bi-Lipschitz transformation
T :Bi\ A — B asin (b) on p. 501 of [AC8F]. The function @ = w o T~! € W12(B) solves a
uniformly elliptic equation in divergence form

div(b(x)Vw) =0 in B
with bounded measurable coefficients b(x) = [b;;(x)]. We will also have
w=0 on Bj

in the sense of traces. Then, by the boundary version of De Giorgi-Nash-Moser regularity theorem
(see, e.g., Theorem 8.29 in [GT01]) we have that w is C7 up to Bj for some v > 0. Since
w(x) = w(T(x)), this implies that w € CV(By).

Once we know that w € C7(By), together with (i)—(iii) above, we can apply a theorem of De Silva
and Savin on an expansion of harmonic functions in slit domains, see Theorem 3.3 in [DSS14a] (and
also Theorem 4.5 in the same paper) which implies that there are constants a1, asg, ..., an—1, b,
and ¢ such that, for some « € (0,1),

[@(x) — Po(a)Up(x) — can| = O(|z*/**),

1
Uo(z) = ﬁ”xl + /22 4 22 = R(xy + i|za]) 2,

where
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and .
Py(z) = Z arTy + by/a? + 2.
k=1

Since w is 3/2-homogeneous, we must have ¢ = 0 and thus
w(z) = Py(z)Up(x).

Now, a direct computation shows that such @ will be harmonic in B; \ A only if

a1+ 2b=0,
which implies the representation
n—1
N ai . .
wmy:Em@y+mwfﬂ+§:%%m@rmuwwa
=2

n—1
ai
= 7h($> + ; aj:Eon(x).

We next show that all constants a; = 0, j = 1,...,n — 1. To simplify the notation we will write
|-l =1 llw12(m,)- We then use the fact that

wm — gl|? > ||wm — h||* forall ge H.

Recalling that w,, = w'eﬂwjh, we can write this as

Hemwm + h - 9”2 2 Hemme27
or

2 (W, b — g) + [|h = gl* > 0.
Therefore,

h — 2
(6.14) (tomrg — by < 19
20,

Applying this to g = (1 + 62,)h, we obtain
(i, ) < ]
Letting m — oo we arrive at
(. h) = ZH|* < 0.
This implies that a; < 0. Using the same argument for g = (1 — 62,)h allows us to conclude that
also —a; < 0, and therefore a; = 0. Further, rewriting (6.14]) as

 g—h O |lg — hl?
AR O L |
<‘“’”’ 62, >— 2 H %,
3/2

g = R(x1 cos(02,) + sin(62,)z; + i|z,])Y2,
in such inequality, by letting m — oo we obtain that
3, . 3
§<w7$jU0> = §ay'||$jU0||2 < 0.
(We note here that (z;Upy, x;Up) =0 for 4,5 =2,...,n—1, i # j and that

Y

and taking for j =2,...,n—1



26 NICOLA GAROFALO, ARSHAK PETROSYAN, AND MARIANA SMIT VEGA GARCIA

R(z1 cos(8) + sin(0)z; + igmn\)?’/z — R(21 + ilzn))?? . 5%(]0(%)

as 0 — 0, strongly in W12(B;).) Hence a; < 0. Replacing x; with —z; in the above argument, we
also obtain —a; < 0. Thus, a;j = 0 for all j = 1,...,n — 1, which implies 1 = 0 and completes the

proof of ([6.13]).

Step 5 (Proof of (ii)): Finally, we claim that, on a subsequence,

(6.15) W, — 0 strongly in WH2(By).

Since we already have the strong convergence 0, — w = 0 in L?(By), we are left with proving
(6.16) Vi, — 0 strongly in L*(By).

To this end, we pick n € C’g’l(Bl), 0 <n <1, and consider ¢ = (1 — n)w,, + nh. Clearly, ( = wy,
on Sy, ¢ >0on B, and ¢ —h = (1 —n)(wy, — h). Applying (6.7]) with this choice of ( we obtain

/Blrv<wm—h>12—§/S1<wm—h>2—4/Bi

< / (1= 1)V (@, — h) = Vg(wy, — h)|?
By
-5 [ a=mr—nP=a [ 0 —nw,ofn

1

WO h]

Dividing by 62, and recalling that 0, = w@:h, we obtain

s [ (w3 [ it -1 [ Dot
B 2 S B 0%,

< / [(1 = 0)?|Vional? + 02 V]2 — 21 — )iy (Vibgn, V)]
By

_3 202 o\ Wm oy
2/51(1 ) W, 4/ (1 n)eganh-

B m
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This gives

/ Va2 —4 [ Zmoth
B Bj Hm

< / (1= n)*| Vi |* + [Vn|*d2, — 2(1 — 7)) (Vidy, V)]
By

_3 _2A2_/ _ Y g+ _ §/
it —a [ g (- s

B, 2
+ ko /\vwmy2—4 m ot h
B

2
B 9m

/ (1= )2 Vo2 + [V202, — 21 — 1)t (Vios, V)]
By

m 3 .
+ fom / Vi |? — 4 w—a;th——/ 2,
B1 S1

B, 62, 2

3 N Wm,

+—(1—(1—77)2)/ w?n—él/ (1—17)—28,'1"11.
2 5 B 0

4 m
If in this inequality we use the fact that ||[Vin[/r2(p,) < [[Wmlwi2(p,) = 1, and that gT:@Jh is
uniformly bounded in L'(B}), a fact which we have proved in (6.8) of Step 1, we obtain

(6.17) / |Vt |2 —4/ S o h
B B, O

< / (1= 2 Vol + V02, — 21 — )i (Vidn, V)
By

3 w
—I—C'/-im+—/ w?n—zx/ 1—n)—=07 h.
2Js, B;( )93,1

We now make the choice in (6.17) of

1, if |z] < 3,
n(x) = {201 —Jal), if L <|a| <1,
0, if x| > 1,

we obtain

/ \Vu?m\QS/ [V 0?7, = 2(1 = 0) by (Vidm, V)] +§/ w?n—i_c’%m"’_él/ oy h
B B 2 /s, B

U
} i O

3
< [ [vaPa2, — 20— n)ion (Vi V0)] + 5 [ a2+ O
By 2 S1
since 1, wy,, > 0 and 9;"h < 0. We thus conclude that

3
(6.18) / |Vii,|? < / [V @2, — 2(1 = 0 (Vidm, V)] + —/ W2, + Chkp.
B, B 2 /s

27
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We now observe that, since w,, is homogeneous of degree 3/2, and thus Vi, is homogeneous of

degree 1/2, we have
/ (Vi) = 2"+1/ | V|2
Bl B%
Using this identity in (6.I8]) we conclude that

/ |V, |2 < 27+ </ [V 02, — 2(1 — 0 (Vidm, V)] + §/ w2+ C’/{m> .
B1 B1 2 S1

To complete the proof of (6.15]), and consequently of Theorem [6.3] all we need to do at this point
is to observe that, on a subsequence, the right-hand side of the latter inequality converges to 0
as m — oo. This follows from the facts that r, — 0, [[Wmlz25,) = 0, [[Wml2(s,) — 0, and
IVl L2,y < 1.

This completes the proof of the claim and that of the theorem. O

7. Cl’ﬁ REGULARITY OF THE REGULAR PART OF THE FREE BOUNDARY

In this final section we combine Theorems F.3] and [6.3] to establish the C'# regularity of the
regular part of the free boundary. We will consider two types of scalings: the Almgren one, defined
in (3:2)), and the homogeneous scalings defined in (5.I]), which are suited for the study of regular
free boundary points, i.e.,

(7.1) vp(z) =

32

Throughout this section we continue to use the notation h(z) = R(x; + z|xn|)% adopted in Section
Bl The symbol 8 > 0 will be used to exclusively denote the constant in the epiperimetric inequality
of Theorem [6.3] above.

In Lemma above we showed that our Weiss type functional W, (v,r) is bounded, when v is
the solution to the problem (LI2)—(TI5). In the course of the proof of the next lemma we establish
the much more precise statement that W (v,r) < Cr?, for appropriate constants C,~y > 0. This
gain is possible because of the assumption, in Lemma [.I] below, that the scalings v, have the
epiperimetric property, i.e., the conclusion of the epiperimetric inequality holds for their extensions
as 3/2-homogeneous functions in Bj.

Lemma 7.1. Let v be the solution of the thin obstacle problem ([LI12)-([LI%H), and suppose that
0 € T'3/5(v). Assume the existence of radii 0 < so < ro < 1 such that for every so < r < 7o,
if we extend U,«‘Sl as a 3/2-homogeneous function in By, call it w,, then there exists a function
¢ € WH2(By) such that ¢, >0 in B}, ¢, = v, on S; and

W(Cr) < (1 - IQ)W(’LU,«),

where k is the constant in the epiperimetric inequality. Then, there exist universal constants C,y >
0 such that for every sg < s <t < rg one has

(7.2) oy — vg| < CY.
S1

Proof. As before, we let L = div(AV-). The main idea of the proof of (7.2)) is to relate fSl |vg — vg]
with the Weiss type functional Wy (v, r) defined in (41]) above, and then control the latter in the
following way:

(73) WL(U,t) < Ctﬂy, 0<t<rg.
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More specifically, combining equations (Z.11]) and (7.12]) proved below, we obtain the following

t 1/2
() vl [ (L + o)
S s

After using Holder’s inequality in the right-hand side of (7.4]) we obtain

V2 oot g
/ lvr —ve| <C _ldT> </ JWL(U,T) + Cr_1/2dr>
51 )

( 1/2
oot (w
<

(1w
1/2
log — > <Ct”+Csl/2+C(tl/2 1/2)>

1/2
t
< C’<log8> t%,

where we have used (7.3), and we have estimated —W (v, s) < C's'/? using Corollary @5l With this
estimate in hands we now use a dyadic argument. Assume that s € [27¢, 271 ¢ ¢ 27/ 277+
with A < £ and apply the estimate above iteratively. We obtain

/ |Us—Ut|§/ |Us—vge+1|+---+/ [Vg—n — vy
S1 St S1

2—(-‘1-1 X t
SR —"

—0+1
< C(log 2)1/2 (2%) + -+ C(log 2)1/215%

1/2

1/2
—Wi(v,s) 4+ C(t? - 1/2))

1/2

C(log?2) 1/22 (2%) +C log2)1/2t2

—h
< C(log2)/? (25) + C(log2) %tz < Ctz,

which yields the sought for conclusion (7.2]).

In order to complete the proof of the lemma we are thus left with proving (Z.3)) and (Z.4]). Our
first step will be to prove (3] since the computations leading to such estimate also give (7.4), as
we will show below. We will establish (7.3]) by proving (see (Z.I0) below) the following estimate

d n —+ 1 K _1/2
-W > %% _
dr L(U7 T) = 1—x L(Ua T) Cr )

where « is the constant in the epiperimetric inequality. With this objective in mind, we recall that
IL(Uvr) 3HL(U7T)

rntl - 5 pnt+2
see ([42). To simplify the notation we write I = I, and H = Hy. We start by observing that
combining Lemma 2] with the observation that L|z| = div(A(x)Vr) = o L1 4+ O(lz])) (see
Lemma 4.1 in [GSVG14]), we obtain the following estimate for H'(r):

(7.5) H'(r) — < + 0(1)> H(r) = 2I(r).

Wi (v,r) =

n—1

T
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In the computations that follow we Will estimate LW (v,r) using formula ([73), estimates (2.10]),

(2I1), as well as the identity I(r) = D(r)+ [5 Uf "which gives I'(r) = [4 (AVv, Vo) + [¢ vf. We
thus have

d @ I'(r) n+1 3 3(n+2)

Lo B IO 0l B+ 2 D

n+1 3(n+2
rn+1/ (AVv, Vv) — 2 D(r)+ (2Tn+3)H(r)

_ 27‘3—}—2 <”— 1H(7‘) +2/S’r v(Av, Vu) +CH(r)>

n+1
Tn-i—l/ vf — e /Brvf

&1 1 n+1 9 3 _
z m/ (AVv, Vo) — WD(T) + WH(T) - m/ v(Av, Vo) — Cr~1/?
1 3(n —2 3 _
— o [ave v - 2w - a0y - 2 [ utan v - o,

where using (2.16) we have estimated CH (r) < Cr"*+2, |f5r vf] < Crts. Now

H(r):/s ,uv2:/ v2+/ (1 — 1)0?
@19
§/ UQ—H*/ v? < /U2+CTTn_1+3:/ v? + Or™ 3,

Similarly,
/ (AT, V1) = / Vo2 + / (A(z) — A(0))Vo, Vo)

/|Vv|2+r/ Vo2 < /S Vo2 4 Crmt.

Finally,

/ (Vi) = /S EACE / o{(A) ~ A T

S/STW V) —1—07“/ jo][ Vo]
g/srv@Vv +cr</ / ]Vv]2>
o P

/v(qu)—l—C’T‘r o7

T

/ vy, Vo) + Cr™2,
s

T
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This implies

d 2 _n+1 3(n —2) 2 3 -1/2
d—WLvr / |Vou|* — (v,r)—W/Srv —Tn+2/sr?]<l/,vv>—CT /
1 -2
= WL(U r)+ / ’VUTP M/ f— §/ v (v, V) — Cr—1/2
r r Js, 2r Sy rJs,
1 1 3 3 1
__nt Wrr(v,r) + = / <((1/, Vo) — =v,.)% 4 [0;v,. 2 — = <n - —> v,2,> —Ccr /2,
< 2 2 2
where 0;v, is the tangential derivative of v, along Si. Let w, be the %—homogeneous extension of
UT‘Sl’ then

1 1
/ <‘87"U7’”2 - § <n - _> U?) = / <‘87'w7“‘2 - § <Tl - _> w?) .
S 2 2 S 2 2
Recalling that w, is homogeneous of degree 3/2, we have on S; that (Vw,,v) = %wr. This gives
3 1 3 1
2 9 B R 2 2 9 R P
/51 <|8Twr| 5 <n 2) wr> /51 <|Vwr| (Vw,,v) 5 <n 2) wT>
9 3 1 3
2 2 2 2 2
_ P22 (=2 = Vw2 — 2 1 .
(=G5 (n=5) ) = [ (9t =S e )

Now, since again by the homogeneity of w,.,

IV, 2 :(n+1)/ V|2,

Sl Bl

/51 (l&wrl2 _ g <n — %) w?) — (n+ D)W (w,, 1),

where we recall that, by definition ([&I]) above,

1 3
W(w,s) = Wa(w,s) = W/B [Vw|? — 95N +2 /S w?.

we conclude that

Hence

(W(wy,1) = Wr(v,r)) + %/S ((v, Vov,) — gw)2 —Cr /2,

d n+1
7.6 —W >
(7.6) o L(v,r) > .
By the hypothesis, for every so < r < rq there exists a function ¢, € W2(By) such that ¢, > 0 in
Bi, ¢ = v, on S and

(7.7) WG 1) < (1= r)W(wy,1).

We note that this inequality continues to hold if as ;. we take the minimizer of the functional W (-, 1)
among all functions ¢ € W12(By) with ¢ | 5 = vr| g, and ¢ > 0 in Bj. Taking such minimizer is
equivalent to saying that (. is the solution of the thin obstacle problem in By for the Laplacian
with zero thin obstacle on B and boundary values v, on Sj. In particular, with this choice of ¢,
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we will have W((,,1) < W(v,, 1). Next,

Wi = [ ver-3 [ ¢
> [ (a0av6.96) 5 [t -or [ vep-cr | ¢

If we now let ¢ = ¢,.(z/r)r®/2, then on S, we have that ¢ = v,.(z/r)r3/? = v(z), and

/B ()Y, V) - : /S lra)t=r ! / (v, V) - oy / 2

Since CA =von S, f > 0 on B/ and v minimizes the energy (L.I7) over B, among all such functions,
we obtain

/ ((ave.vé) +25¢) > / ((AVv, Vo) + 2fv)

Next, by ZI6) we have |[v(z)| < C|z*? < Cr3/2 in B,. Besides, noting that ¢ solves the thin
obstacle problem in B, with boundary values v on S,, by subharmonicity of (¥, we will have that

sup ]é[ < supvt +supv~ < Cr¥/2,

T T T

Hence, we obtain
/ AvEvO = [ (a0, )+ 2f0 - 2£0)
2/ (AVv, Vv) — Crnt3/2),
Combining the inequalities above, we have T.

W(¢,1) > r_”_l/ (AVv, Vv) — §r_”_2/ pv? — C’r/ VG2 — C’r/ ¢z —crl/?
2 Sr By S1

T

W) - r (W43 [ @)-or [ ¢-cn
2 Sl Sl

>Wr(v,r) —Cr <W(vr, 1)+ §/ Cf) — CT/ vf —Crt/?
2 Sl Sl

:WL(U,T’)—CT’< |er|2—§/ v§+§/ C,?)—C’r/ v2 — Cr'/?
B1 2 S1 2 S1 S1

=Wg(v,r) = Cr Vo, |? — Cr/ 02— Cr'/?
B1 Sl

2.18)
> Wi(v,r)—Cr'/2,
Combining (7.7)) and (7.8]) we obtain

_ oy
W (1) — Wy (o) > & D)y s W) et Wy (v,7)
(7.9) 1= 1=x

_Orl/2
T KWL(U,T) Cr/=.
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Therefore, from (7.6]) and (7.9]) we conclude that

1
%WL(U,T) > " Ww,, 1) = Wi, 7)) — Cr— /2
(7.10) > il ( "Wy (v,r) — c?«l/?) — 12
r 11—k
> ntl & Wi (v,r) — Cr—1/2,

r 1—«k
Taking v € (0, % A (n+1)7%-), if we use that W (v,r) > —Cr'/2, see Corollary {5, then from the
above inequality we will have

(WL(U,T)T_V), > —Cr 72,
Integrating in (¢,7¢), for t > s, we obtain

Wi (v, )t < Wi (v,70)ry " + Cro—v+1/2 _ o2,

This implies, in particular,
Wi (v,t) < CF,

which establishes (7.3]).
We now prove (4]). For a fixed z, define g(r) = 1;(5/2), so that v (x) — vs(x) = g(t) — g(s). Then

t
(7.11) vy — vg| = / / g (r)dr
Sl Sl S

L]

(Vo(rz),v) —

By () and (),
=8 ((Vou,,v) — §UT) < %WL(U,T’) +Cr - T(W(wT, 1) — Wr(v,r))
1
(7.12) < iVVL(v,r) _ntl LVVL(U,T) +Cr1/?

— dr r 11—k

d _1/2
<
= Wi (v,r)+ Cr ,

where we have used again Corollary BB that gives Wy (v,7) > —Cr'/2. This proves (Z.4) and
completes the proof. O

The next important step after Lemma [7.1] is contained in Proposition below. It proves that
the regular set is a relatively open set of the free boundary, and that if 29 € I's j5(v), then for r small
enough and Z € I'(v) in a small neighborhood of z¢ we can apply Lemma [I.T] to the homogeneous
scalings

ve(rz) (@ + AV2(Z)rz) — bera,
Uf,r(x) = 73/2 = 3/2 )

which in turn proves the uniqueness of the blowup limits.
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Proposition 7.2. Let v solve (LI2)-([LI5) and zo € ['3/5(v). Then, there exist constants ro =
ro(0), no = no(z0) > 0 such that T'(v) N By (x0) C T'3/3(v). Moreover, if vz o is any blowup of v at
T € T'(u) N By (w0), as in Definition [5.3, then

|vz.r —vz0| < Cr7,  for all T € (0,19),
S

where C' and v > 0 are universal constants. In particular, the blowup limit vz is unique.
Proof. Let ro and 19 be as in Lemma 3.4l Then, for # € B (x0) NT'(v) C I'3j5(v) and 0 < r <1
consider two scalings, the homogeneous and Almgren types:
vz (rax)
di,r

vz () = %, Uz r(z) =
By Lemma B.4] the Almgren scaling %ﬁ@T! s has the epiperimetric property in the sense that if
we extend it as a 3/2-homogeneous function in By, call it w,, then Lemma B4 allows us to apply
the epiperimetric inequality to conclude that there exists (. € W1’2(B1) such that ¢, = éﬁi‘,r on
S1, ¢ >0 in Bf and

W(G) < (1 = k)W (wr).

We next observe that if a certain function on S; has the epiperimetric property then so does
any of its multiples. In particular, vz, ¢ndsr 15 has the epiperimetric property for any

‘51 = 372 ¢, V,r

T € By (z9) NI'(v) and 7 < 79. Thus, we can apply Lemma [T to conclude that

vz, —vzs] < Cr7, for 0 <s<r <,
S1

for universal C' and v > 0. Now, if over some sequence vz s; — vz (see Lemma[5.2]), we will obtain
that

/ vz — vz0] < Cr7, for 0 <r <. O
S1

We notice explicitly that up to this point we have not excluded the possibility that the blowup
vz,0 = 0. This is done in the following proposition.

Proposition 7.3. The unique blowup vz o in Proposition[7.2 is nonzero.

Proof. Assume to the contrary that vz o = 0. Then, from Proposition we have that
lvz.r| < Cr7, for 0 <r <.
But then,

T3/2 T3/2+’y
7.13 / ijjﬂn = / Vz,r < C .
(1.13 [ oerl = [ ol < 0T

On the other hand, by Lemma for every € > 0 there exists . > 0 such that

dfr:

)

(%Hﬂr)) > eMz(r)? > erBHI2 0 for 0 <r < 7.

T
If we choose € < 27, we then obtain as r — 0+

|0z, < CrI7E/2 0.
St
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Since there exists ¢/ € R"~!, and a subsequence r = r; — 0+ such that 9z, — ¢, R((2', &/)+i|z,,|)3/2,

this is clearly a contradiction. O
In what follows we denote by
vz0(x) = azR((@', vz) +ilza*?), az >0, vz € 5]
the unique homogeneous blowup at z.
Proposition 7.4. Let v be a solution of (LI2)-(LI5) with xo € T'3/5(v). Then, there exists g > 0

depending on xqy such that

/ |vz,0 — vg0| < Clz — g\ﬁ forz, g€ B;O(azo) NT(v),
S/

1

where C' and B8 > 0 are universal constants.

Proof. Let ng and rg be as in Proposition Then, we will have
[vz,0 — vgo| < Cr7 + vz, — vl
51 Sl

for any r < rg and Z,y € By, NI'(v). In this inequality we will chose r = |Z — 7|7 with 0 <o < 1
to be specified below. We then estimate the integral on the right-hand side of the above inequality.
First we notice that

vz(2) = v(z + AY2(2)z) — (AY2(2)V(), en)2n
= o(z + AY2(2)z) — 9,0(2) (T + AV%(Z)z, e,)
by using property (L)) of the coefficient matrix A. Therefore, denoting
£(s) = [sz+ (1 — s)g] + [sAY?(z) + (1 — 5) A2 (y)]
p(s) = s0,v(Z) + (1 — 5)0pv(Yy)

we will have

1
0a(2) = vg(2) = [ (60D ~ plo)e(s)en) d
1

= / ((Vu(&(s)) = p(s)en, [ — g] + [A*(2) — AV (9))2)

0
— [000(2) = Bpo(@)([s A2 (@) + (1 = ) AV2(§)]2, en)) ds

where for the last term we have used the orthogonality ([sZ + (1 — $)y], e,,) = 0. This gives
[oz(2) = v(2)| < C(1Z = gl + |21)' 2 (12 — gl + |2||z — g]) + Clz — g[*/?|2|.
Using the above estimate we then obtain
vz (rz) — vy(rz)|
|’U:E,r - Ug,r| = / 3/2 z
Sl Sl r
(12 —g[+ )"z — gl +7r) + |z —g|'*r
372
< Clz - g/ + Clz — """ < Clz — g7,

<C

if we choose r = |z — y|? with 0 < o < 1.



36 NICOLA GAROFALO, ARSHAK PETROSYAN, AND MARIANA SMIT VEGA GARCIA

Going back to the beginning of the proof, we conclude
/!%p—%mécxm—yVﬂwx—m“*W>:Cm—mw,
S1

with 25 = ~/(1 + 27) if we choose 0 = 1/(1 + 27).

It remains to show that we can change the integration over (n — 1)-dimensional sphere S; to
(n — 2)-dimensional S}. To this end, we note that both vz,0 and vy are solutions of the Signorini
problem for the Laplacian with zero thin obstacle and therefore

A(vz,0 — vg,0)+ > hik
Thus by the energy inequality we obtain that
| W0 = Voo <€ [ (w0 vgo)l < Cla - g
Bl Bl

(Recall that vz are 3/2-homogeneous functions with uniform CL1/2 estimates). Then, using the
trace inequality, we obtain that

/ |vz.0 — vgol® < Clz — >

B/

1/2

This is equivalent to

/, [v3.0 — vgol® < Clz — 7>,
s

1
and using Holder’s inequality

vz0 = vzl < Clz —gl°,
1
as claimed. 0

Lemma 7.5. Let v be as in Proposition and vz = azR((@',vz) + i|z,])>? be the unique
homogeneous blowup at T € By (wo) NT'(v). Then, for a constant Cy depending on xo we have
(7.14) laz — ag| < Colz — g|°
(7.15) vz — | < Colz — 717,
for z,5 € By (x0) NT'(v).
Proof. The first inequality follows from the observation that

Cnaz = [[vzollri(sy),  Cnag = [vgolli(s)
with the same dimensional constant C,, and therefore

Cnlaz — ag| < [lvz0 — vgolri(sy) < Clz —l°,

which establishes (7.14]). To prove (7.15]), we first note that by ([C.14))

3/2 3/2 _ _
laz (2, )Y — aglz,v) vy < Cla — gl°

and therefore we obtain
3/2 3/2 o
6z ve)Y? = ()l csyy < Colz — 3.
(Here we have used that by (ZI4) we may assume that ay > ag,/2 if ng is small).

*Short proof: the only nontrivial place to verify the subharmonicity of (vz,0 — vg,0)+ is at points z € R"™! with
vz,0(2) > 0 and vy,0(z) = 0; but near such z, Avz o =0 and Avg,o < 0 by the Signorini conditions on R*L,



AN EPIPERIMETRIC INEQUALITY APPROACH, ETC. 37

On the other hand, it is easy to see from geometric considerationd] that

3/2 3/2
Gz, va)y? = (2, v) Y laacsp) 2 ealvs — vy

implying that
cnlyf—yglgCola’:—gj\B. O

Theorem 7.6. Let v be a solution of (LI2)-([LI5) with xo € I's/5(v). Then there exists a positive
no depending on xq such that By (xo) NT'(v) C T'3/9(v) and

By, NA(v) = B, N{z,1 < g(z")}
forg e C’l’B(R"_2) with a universal exponent 5 € (0,1), after a possible rotation of coordinate azes
in R"L,
Proof. We subdivide the proof into several steps.
Step 1. Let ng be as Proposition We then claim that for any € > 0 there is 7. > 0 such that

lvz,r — UE’OHCI(BI‘LUB{) <e forze Bgo/z(xo) NT'v), r<re.
Indeed, arguing by contradiction, we will have a sequence of points Z; € BT’7 . /2(:170) NT'(v) and radii
r; — 0 such that
”Ui‘j,T’j - 'Ui‘j,o”cl(BliuBi) Z €0

for some g9 > 0. Clearly, we may assume that Z; — Zo € B;}O/2(x0) NT(v). Now, the scalings vz, r;
are uniformly bounded in C'!/ 2(BE U Bj) for any R > 0 and thus we may assume that

Vg, W N CL (R UR™Y.

We claim that actually w = vz, 0. Indeed, by integrating the inequality in Proposition [(.2] we will
have
vz, —vzolli(y) < Crr?, for 7 € B,/m($0) NIL(v), r <rg/R,

which will immediately imply that vz, o — w in L'(Bgr). On the other hand, Lemma implies
that vz, 0 — vz,,0 in Cl(Bﬁ U Bj). Hence w = vz,,0. Moreover, we get that both vz, r; and vz, o
converge in C'(Bf U B}) to the same function vz, o and therefore

[vas,r; = vas0llonpupyy = 0
contrary to our assumption.
Step 2. For a given £ > 0 and a unit vector v € R"~! define the cone

C.(v) = {«' e R"" | (2',v) > |2/}

We then claim that for any € > 0 there exists r. such that for any z € B;?O /2(330) NT'(v) we have

ea(Vj) N B;s C {’Uj;(,O) > 0}
Indeed, consider a cutout from the sphere S} /2 by the cone C.(v)

K.(v)=C.(v)N 51/2.
Note that
K. (vz) @ {vzo(-,0) >0} N By and wvz0(-,0) > azc. on K.(vz)

Plo=2%2 [ (ne)?(ze)>0
(z,e1)>1/2 (z,e1)>1/2

(z,e2)>1/2 (z,e2)>1/2

Tjust notice that 0y f (%, cos fey + sin fez)



38 NICOLA GAROFALO, ARSHAK PETROSYAN, AND MARIANA SMIT VEGA GARCIA

for some universal ¢, > 0. Without loss of generality, by Lemma[7.5] we may assume that az > ag/2
for z € B} (v9) NT(v). Then, applying Step 1 above, we can find 7. > 0 such that

vz,(-,0) >0 on K.(vz), forallr<r,
Scaling back by r, we have
vz(+,0) >0 on 7K. (vz)=C.(v)N S;/z, r < Te
Taking the union over all » < r., we obtain
C(v) N B;,E/2 C {vz(-,0) > 0}.

Step 3. We next claim that for any € > 0 there exists . such that for any = € B,/m/g(l’o) NT(v) we
have
—GE(VE) N B;E C {’Uf(‘, 0) = 0}
To prove that we note that
—K.(vz) € {vz0(-,0) =0} N By and (I,

n

I Jvz0(-,0) > azce > (ag/2)c: on — K. (vz)
for a universal ¢. > 0. Then, from Step 1, we will have the existence of r. > 0 such that
(Az(rz)Vouz (), e,) + (Az(rz)Vuz . (z),ef) >0 on — K.(vz), forallr <r..

Thus, from the complementarity conditions, we will have

vz,r(,0) =0 on — K.(vz), forallr<r..
Arguing as in the end of Step 2, we conclude that

—Cc(v)N B,y C {vs(:,0) = 0}.

Step 4. Here without loss of generality we will assume that A(xg) = I and v, = e,—1. Changing
from function vz to v, we may rewrite the result of Steps 2 and 3 as

T+ A(@)2(Cclvz) N B]_jy) C {v(-,0) > 0},

T — A(@)"?(Cclvz) N B]_jy) C {u(-,0) = 0},

for any z € By (v0)NI'(v). Taking Z sufficiently close to g (and using Lemmal[Z.3]) we can guarantee
that
A(@)'?(Co(vz) N B_3) D Coclen1) N B]_ ;.

Hence, there exists 7. > 0 such that
T+ (62€(en—1) a B;ﬂe/zl) - {U(70) > 0}7
T — (Coc(en—1) N B,_,4) C {v(-,0) = 0}

for any T € B;k (z9) NT'(v). Now, fixing € = €¢, by the standard arguments, we can conclude that
there exists a Lipschitz function g : R"~2 — R with |Vg| < C,,/eo such that

B,’%0 (zo) N {v(-,0) =0} = B/s0 (o) N {xp_1 < g(a”)}
Bl (20) 1 {0(0) > 0} = B, (20) N {an_1 > (")}

(7.16)

Step 5. Using the normalization A(zg) = I and vy, = e,—1 as in Step 4 and letting ¢ — 0 we see
that I'(v) is differentiable at xy with normal vy. Recentering at any z € BT’?EO (xg) NT(v), we see

that I'(v) has a normal
A(z) V2,
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at Z. Finally noting that by Lemma the mapping z — A(Z)~Y?v; is CP, we obtain that the
function g in Step 4 is C'5.
The proof is complete. U
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