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Abstract

In the class of the so called non-dynamic Fractional Obstacle Problems of parabolic type, it
is shown how to obtain higher regularity as well as optimal regularity of the space derivatives
of the solution. Furthermore, at free boundary points of positive parabolic density, it is proven
that the time derivative of the solution is Holder continuous. Finally, at regular free boundary
points, space-time regularity of the corresponding free boundary is obtained for any fraction

s € (0,1).
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1 Introduction

Motivated by problems in optimal control and financial engineering, considerable literature was

dedicated to obstacle problems for the Lévy process i.e.
min(dsu + (—A)*,u—1) =0 in R

In this work our motivation is guided by the Signorini problem or the semi-permeable membrane
model. In this case R"~! is our physical boundary and represents a plane (n = 3 case) where the
elastic set is lying or a semi-permeable membrane across it a chemical substance (or heat) is flowing
into 2. The set € is composed of a non-homogeneous anisotropic material where its evolution is
governed by

Oy — 33_1% div (2} Vu) =0 in Q.

This induces a fractional heat equation

Héu:= (0; — A*u=0 on R"!
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where v =1 — 2s, for 0 < s < 1. This is an example of a Master equation Mu = 0 (see [II]) which
appears in the study of continuous time random walks where the random jumps occur with random
time lag. We have coined our problem, as in the v = 0 case (see [5]), non-dynamical in order to

distinguish it from the ones where the processes are governed by equations of the type
Ou+Mu=0 on R*!

(see [18] and [19]).

In 2/ a number of known properties of solutions to degenerate parabolic equations are included
which will be used in the subsequent sections. The formulation of our problem (§3]) follows the
generic scheme of parabolic obstacle problems and as such existence, uniqueness as well as basic
properties can be found in [4]. Thus we concentrate on studying higher regularity. We first prove
(§4) Holder continuity of space derivatives for any 0 < s < 1; thus extending the result of s = %
case (see [1]). Then in §5l via a monotonicity formula similar to the one in [5] we obtain the
optimal regularity of space derivatives. Since, in general the time derivative can experience jumps
at free boundary points, we prove that at such points of positive parabolic density with respect to
the coincidence set the time derivative is continuous nearby (§6). The quasi-convexity introduced
in [5] together with the continuity of the time derivative of §f] allows us to use the elliptic free
boundary theory developed in [6] and [I0], using the appropriate elliptic Almgren’s frequency
formula. Therefore we are able to obtain (§7l) space-time smoothness of the free boundary at

regular points for any 0 < s < 1. This is feasible since, in our case, the diffusion term is always

dominant, as opposed to the one for the Lévy processes mentioned above where the free boundary

D=

theory breaks down at s =

2 Preliminaries

In this section we state certain known properties of solutions to degenerate parabolic equations

which will be of use in the sequel. We consider degenerate parabolic operators of the form
’LU($/, y)atu(x/v Y, t) — div (’LU($/, y)AVu(aj/, Y, t)) =0 (21)

where w(z',y) is an As—weight in R”. Note that w(z’,y) = |y|” with v € (—1,1) falls into this
class. Equations of type (2.I)) appear when one pulls back the heat operator via a quasiconformal

mapping from R" into R™. They also model the diffusion of the temperature in a non-isotropic and



non-homogeneous material. In such case, weight w(a2’,y) is equal to the product d(z’,y)h(z’,y)
where d(z/,y) is the density of the material at point (2/,y) while h(2’,y) represents the specific
heat at that point (see [I5]). We refer the reader to [13], [16], [I7] and references therein for the
study of solutions to parabolic degenerate equations of type (ZTI)

Let By be the unit ball in R"™ with center at the origin. We say that a function u(z’,y,t) €
L2((—1,0); HY(By, ly|")) = L*(Q1,|y|"), where Q1 := B; x (—1,0), is a solution of

div (|y|"Vu(z',y,t)) — [y Ou(z’,y,t) = 0 (2.2)
in Ql if
/ (Jy[ vy ne; — |y une) da’dydt = 0
Q1

for every n € {n € L?((—1,0]; H} (B1,|y|")) : ne € L*((—1,0]; L?(By,|y|"))} and n(—1) = n(0) = 0.
Here we denote by LP(Bj,|y|”)), p > 1 the Banach space of all measurable functions f defined
on B such that

1/p
||f||Lp(B17|ym) = (/B |f($’,y)|p|y|7 dx’dy> < 00.
1

Also, HY(By, |y|?) and H(By,|y|?) denote the closure of C§°(B;) and C*°(B;) under the weighted

Sobolev norm o
([ 1 Plr awars [ 9r6 P ada)
Bl Bl
Proposition 2.1. Let u be a positive solution of (Z3) in Q1. Then there exists a positive dimen-

sional constant C such that if Qr(0) C @1, R >0,

ullroo(@p 2) < CllullLe@p,lyi)
for every 0 < p < 2.

Proof. Apply Lemma 2.3 of [13] for w(zx,y) = |y|? € As. O

We will also need Poincaré type inequalities in the context of the weighted Sobolev spaces (see

[12], [14]). The next proposition is a weighted imbedding theorem.

Proposition 2.2. Let u € L>=((—T,0); L>(Bg, |y|?)) N L?((=T,0); H}(Bg, |y[?)) and Q = Bg X

(=T,0), w(BRr) = fBR ly|” da'dy. Then
1 2 R 1 5
——— [ u(@,y, )PPyl dm'dydt> <C <—> sup (7/ w2y, )yl dm’dy>
('w(BR) /Q‘ ( )‘ ’ ‘ ﬁ (=T,0) w(BR) Br ( )‘ ’

1
1 X
. Vu(z',y, )|y da'd dt>
<w(BR)/Q| @y, )yl y

3
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where A\ = 2 — % >1, k=25 + 9 for some 6 >0 and C is a positive constant that depends only

on v and the dimension.

Proof. The proof follows that of Theorem 1.2 of [I4] for As-weight w(a’,y) = |y|7. O

The following is the classical Poincaré inequality for functions in W12-weighted Sobolev space.

For the proof, we refer the reader to [14].

Proposition 2.3. For any function v € WH2(By, |y|?) the following inequality holds

/ lo(a, ) — o2ly['do < Cr / Vol y)Plyda'dy
B

T

where v = W faBr (@, y)y[do for wpiy == w(IB1) and C is a constant that depends only

onn and 7.
Harnack inequality has been proved for solutions of (Z1) in [I3].

Proposition 2.4. Let u be a positive solution of (Z1) in Qg := Brx (—R2,0) where A is uniformly
elliptic and w is an As-weight. Then there exists C' which depends on the dimension, the ellipticity
constants and the Ag-constant such that

sup u(z’,y,t) < C inf u(z',y,1)

Q};/Q QR/4
where Qp == By x (~R,R) x (=2R?,~1R?) and Q}, := B}, x (~R,R) x (=1R?,0].

The previous result can be generalized in the case of non-homogeneous degenerate parabolic

equations. First, we recall the Sobolev inequality with weights: There exist constants C7 > 0 and

k > 1 depending only on As-constant of the weight such that

1/2k 1/2
<][ lu[Fw(z’ | y) d:z:'dy) < Cir <][ \Vul2w(z',y) d:z:'dy)
B -

for all w € H} (B, w). It is known that k > -~ for n > 2 (see [I4], [17] and the references therein).
Proposition 2.5. Let u be a non-negative solution of

1 , B
Opu — 0@ D) div (w(z',y)AVu) = f

in Q = By x(—1,0), where w(2',y) € Ag, A is uniformly elliptic and f € L=°((—1,0); L¥ T (B, w))
for some positive § and k' such that % + % = 1. If Qr C Q then there exists a constant C such
that

sup(u + F) < Cinf(u+ F)
Qn Q%



where

)1/(k’+6)

F= sup <][ [f(@,y, )| Fow( ) da'dy
te(—1,0) By

and C depends only on the dimension, the ellipticity constant of A, the As-constant of w and §.

Proof. Set v =u + F and follow the proof of Proposition 2.4 in [13]. O

Throughout the text, we use the notation (2, y) or (z',z,), for 2’ € R"~!, to denote a point in
z € R™. Similarly R := {(2/,2,,) : @, > 0} is the half space, B]" := {z € By : x,, > 0} is the half
unit ball in R™. The various constants that will appear in the sequel may vary from formula to
formula, although for simplicity we use the same letter. If we do not give any explicit dependence

for a constant, we mean that it depends only on s and the dimension n.

3 Formulation of the problem and basic properties of solutions

The obstacle problem to be studied in this work is a direct generalization (as in [3]) of the non-
dynamic parabolic thin obstacle problem, 2"? prototype, studied in [5]; that is, from the heat
equation valid in a region 2 C R™ with Signorini type boundary conditions on part of its bound-
ary lying on R"~! to a degenerate parabolic equation valid in the same region with the relevant
boundary conditions. More precisely:

Given a bounded domain  in R? := R"! x {z,, > 0} with part of its boundary ¥ C 99 that
lies on R"~1, a function ¢ (z',t) (the obstacle) where ) < 0 on (9Q\ ¥) x (0, 7], max(a’,0) > 0,
a function ¢ (boundary and initial data) with ¢ = 0 on (92 \ X) x (0,T], ¢ > 1 on ¥ x {0}, and

an f (non-homogeneous term), find a function u such that

div (y?Vu) — y7 0 = f, for (z/,y,t) € Q x (0,7

u(z’,0,t) > (', t), for (2/,t) € 3 x (0,T]

limy, o+ yuy (2’ y,t) =0,  for u(a’,0,t) > (a',t) (3.1)

lim, o+ yuy(2',y,t) <0,  for (2/,y,t) € Q x (0,7

u(@',y,t) = ¢(a',y, t), on J,(£2 x (0,T7)
for any v € (—1,1), where we have set x,, = y and denote by J, the parabolic boundary.

With no loss of generality, we can assume f = 0 since for f smooth enough we can subtract from

the solution as well from the obstacle a function w which solves the equation div (y"Vw)—y70,w =

f.



Also, this problem may be stated in the whole space: Given a function v(2/,t) with 2’ € R*~!

and t € R decaying very rapidly at infinity, find a u(z’,y,t) where y = x,, such that
div (y"Vu) —y70; = 0, in R7 x (0,7
limy 04 ¥y uy <0, u>1v on R x(0,7]

(limy—o+ ¥ uy)(u — ) =0 on R"1 x (0,7

u=¢ on R” x {0}

By the L, (:= div(y"V) — y70;)-caloric extension formula (see [22] and [21]) in all of R (3.2)) can
be written as
u(x' t) > (', t) for R"~! xR
(O — A)u(a!,t) =0 for u(a/,t) > (a’,t) (3.3)
(0y — A)*u(a2',t) >0  for R xR

or, as a Hamilton-Jacobi equation,

min{ Hu,u — 1} =0 in R"' xR (3.4)

where s = I_T'Y and

Hou(z',t) == (0; — A)*u(a’,t) = —c(s) lim+(y“’uy(m/,y,t))

y—0
for some normalizing positive constant c(s).

Observe that if, in (81]), we confine ourselves to a domain contained in 2% (0, +00) whose closure
does not meet ¥ x (0,4+00) then the problem is just a standard initial-boundary value problem of
degenerate parabolic equation studied by [I3] and others. Therefore we focus our attention on and
near X X (0,00); a fortiori in a neiborhood of a free boundary point. On the other hand, it is more
convenient to study (B3] in its localized form (B.2]) near a free boundary point. Hence, in this
context, the problems are identical.

As it was mentioned in the introduction existence and certain a priori bounds follow from a

generic scheme for parabolic problems. For a proof of the following lemma see [4].

Lemma 3.1. Let ¢(x,t) be a C? function and ¢(z',1,0) a C* one then there exists a solution u

of (31) or (32) such that
(i) Vau, y'uy, up are L bounded depending on 1, the initial data, and ||u||fe

(i) u is semi-convex i.e. ||(urr) " ||L < C(¥, @li=0, ||u||L=) where T a unit vector in R~



217) U 1S quasi-convexr 1i.e. Uu e < s ||U||Loe ) where a unit vector in a;,t variaotes
(4i) u i ' e |[[(uee) |l C(, |[ullp=) where ' in («',t) variabl

provided (u — )]0 > 0.

Remark 3.2. In (ii7) of the above lemma we use the term quasi-convexity instead of semi-convexity.
The main reason, for this, is to emphasize the qualitative difference stated in (i) and (4i7). Also, to
point out that this important and simple property common to ”all” obstacle problems of parabolic
type, absent in the literature, was first introduced in [5] (its results were presented at an interna-

tional conference held in Brazil, August 2015, see [5]).

Remark 3.3. In [22] (see also [2I]) the fractional heat operator has been realized as a parabolic
hypersingular integral and fine properties of solutions have been derived through its connection to
the corresponding extension problem which involves a parabolic degenerate equations with an Ao
weight. In [3] this degenerate equation has been considered in the study of the continuity of the

temperature in boundary heat control problems with fractional diffusion.

4 Holder continuity of the space derivative

In the present section we show the Holder continuity of the space derivative. Let us point out first

what we know already about our solution.

Lemma 4.1. Let u be a solution to (31) in Q] = By x (—1,0). Then
(a) u(z',y,t) + L|2'|? is conver in &’ where o := |[tirr]|oo-

(b) Oy (Y uy(z',y,t)) < nCoy” where
Co = ||urr||oo + [[¥rrlloo + |Jut]loo + [|t]]o-

(¢) u(a,y,t) —u(z’,0,t) < ﬂq—%y'y for all ¥’ and t.

(d) If (uw— ) (', y,t) > h then (u —)(2',y,s) > h — Cop? in the half cylinder
HQ,(2',1) = {(<',5) € Q,(a/,0,t) : Viu(a',y,t) - (¢ —2') > 0} .
Proof. Tt is an immediate consequence of Lemma 3.1 O

Set w(2',y,t) ==y uy(z'y,t). Since Oy(y uy (2, y,t)) < nCoy” the following limit is well defined
ie

lim w(a,y,t) = w(a’,0,t) <O0.
y—07+



Theorem 4.2. Under the above assumptions, near a free boundary point, w is Holder continuous

whose exponent depends on L°°, the Lipschitz constant of the solution, the obstacle v and on Cjy.

Proof. Assuming (0,0,0) a free boundary point, it is enough to prove

infw > —-Cr® (4.1)

Iy

where T, := Q). x [0, %T) In fact we prove that there exists C' > 0 and 0 < pu < 1 depending
only on the L bound of the solution and the obstacle, on the L° bound of their space derivatives
and on Cj such that

inf w>—Cpk, VkeN. (4.2)

41—k
By induction we assume that ([£2]) is true for every k < kg i. e
inf w>—Cuho
Ly=ko

for some constant C' > 0 and 0 < p < 1 to be chosen. Normalize the solution to I'; by setting

—k
a(a’ y,t) =C! <@%) ’ u(47Fog! a=koy g=koyy,

Then
N s
(7) 111311fw_ 1

and
(i) Oy < nCoC 1 (417 ) ko

(We can choose k*so that CoC~! = Cp*™, 0 < p < 1).

The idea, now, is (see [I] and for the elliptic case [7], [2], [20] and recently [9]) to locate a large
region of points (2/,0,t) where || is small (average estimate). If (W — 1)) were actually convex then
we would have w = 0 in at least half a cylinder since (0,0,0) is a free boundary point. Then the
appropriate Poisson formula would imply that |w| < 1 in the interior and away from the hyperplane
y = 0. Hence by property (i7) above we would ”shoot back” to y = 0 to have the desired result.
Since we are not in this situation we have to correct the argument.

Step I (Average estimate): Set

/ o R - o Ty, ko (02 20— 1 o
e ) =T ) = [B(0.0) + TuB(0,0) '+ 4@ ) (1o = 2Ly )



where

_ —k
D) =C7 () e ),

The function v satisfies equation in ([BI]). So by maximum principle applied in I'; /2 its nonnegative
maximum (v(0,0,0) = 0) is attained on 9,I". Observe that on 9,I'1 /o N {y = 0} either @ = ¢ or
W > 1) ie v <0orw > 0, respectively. Hence its maximum must occur on Opl'1 /2. There appear
three cases:

Case 1: The maximum is attained "far from y = 0” i.e at <x6, %, to).

In this case

— LY t) > —— O (4 ) R
(@ —P)(@0, ——t0) 2 — - Cup” (477p)
and by the half-cylinder estimate
I 1+~ 1 * _
(’LL - w)($lv an 7t0) > _§Clluk (41+’Y:u) o

for all (2/,t) € HQ’l/2(x6, V1Y 44). ”Shooting back” to y = 0 we observe that (@ — ¢)(2/,0,t) > 0

In

then w(2’,0,t) = 0 but when (u — v)(2’,0,¢) = 0 the above estimate together with property (i7)

yields

_ 1+16n (1+~4\"* | . -
W 0.6) 2 (16n2> Oy (4747 0) R

for all (z/,t) € HQ’1/2(:17’0,0,750).
Case 2: The maximum is attained on the lateral sides of I'y j, say at (g, yo, to) where |z = %

By the choice of the width of I'; ;, we have that

n—1

(7 = ), yo, to) > S0y (4147 p) o

and by the half-cylinder estimate

n—1

— 2 *
(ﬂ - 7/))(!17/7 Yo, tO) > Clﬂk (41+ﬁ//~‘)_k0

for all (2/,t) € HQ’1/2(x6, 0,%0). ”Shooting back” to y = 0 we see that by property (ii) we always

have that (@ —1)(z',0,t) > 0 i.e.
w(z',0,t) =0 forall (2/,t) € HQ/I/2(x6,O,t0).

Case 3: The maximum is attained on the bottom of T'y /5, say at (20, Yo, —i).

Again, by the choice of the width of I'; 5, we arrive at the same result as is Case 2.



Thus, a fortiori, we have reached at the same conclusion:
In the half cylinder HQ'l/2 centered at some point of Q'l/z,w(x', 0,t) > —Cg,uk* (4u)_k°.

Step II (Pointwise estimate):

Now, choose p1 > 41% then

N 1
0 2 w(:ﬂl,o,t) 2 _02 = 2 - =

2 2
for an appropriate k*. Since |w| < 1 in I'y and W is a solution to the conjugate equation of @, the

Poisson representation formula implies

lw| <0 <1

in the interior of the domain

1 1
D:: /<— = — —
{I!E|_2,y 5

-

<t< 0} .
Applying property (ii) once more we show that
W) < 64 Cyp? (A )R <o+ 05278 =<1

for (2',y,t) € T'y /2 and the proof is complete.
O

The next theorem shows that an estimate of the form (] is enough in order to obtain the

following Holder estimate.

Theorem 4.3. Let u be a solution to (31) and (0,0,0) is a free boundary point. Fixz K > 0,
a € (0,1) and assume that

infy u, > —Kr® (4.3)

where @y := Beyr(0) X [~Car, Cor] x (=(C5r)2,0], r € (0,1] and Cy, Cy, Cy are fized positive
constants. Then there exists a positive constant M depending on v and K such that
sup |u — | < Mrot2s, (4.4)
Qr'/Q
Proof. Set v = u — 1. First observe that the lower bound in ([@4]) is immediate due to ([@3]) after

an integration along y—directions. To prove the upper bound, it is enough to show that
v(0,0, —1?) < MroT2s,

10



Assuming the contrary, let (0,0,t) € @;/2, for r € (0, %) since v is bounded, be a point for which
v(0,0,t) > Mr®*+2s for some large constant M, to be chosen. The fact that

a+2s
2s

r

Y o
oy t) 2 ol@ 0.0~ K [T ez K
o &7

for every (z,y,t) € @T, implies that V :=v + K ’"azﬁ is non-negative in @T. Hence by Proposition

S
[2.4] we obtain

a+2s a+2s
Mrot2 < gupov+ K <Cinfv+ K .
- s o+t 2s
Qr/2 r/4
That is
ra+2s
v(0, cor, t') > oMot — K 5
s
for some dimensional constant ¢y > 0 and every t' € (—Z—i, 0]. In addition, for ¢ fixed and every

x € {v(2’,0,t9) = 0}, it holds
v’ y,to) —v(a’,0,t0) < Cy?

where C' depends on n, v and the bound of the semiconvexity property. Therefore we obtain,

ra+2s

0 = U(O7 070) 2 U(O7 C2T7 0) - CT2 2 COMT(X+2S - KT — CT2

and a contradiction follows for M large enough.

5 Optimal regularity of the space derivative

In the present section, we will obtain the optimal space regularity, following the idea presented in
[5], as a consequence of a parabolic monotonicity formula. For simplicity we take the origin to be

a free boundary point. We say that u is L,-caloric if

Lyu:=div(ly|"Vu) — |y|"0u =0 (5.1)
Remark 5.1. If u is L -caloric then y u, is L_-caloric.

In the present section, as it was done in [0], subtract the obstacle from our solution in (B.1I)

which we still denote by u. Then our problem becomes

11



div (y"Vu) — y"0u = f, for (2/,y,t) € R x (0,7
u(z’,0,t) >0, for (2/,t) € R*~! x (0, 7]
lim, o+ y?0yu(a’,y,t) =0,  for u(2’,0,t) >0 (5.2)

lim, o+ yYOyu(a’,y,t) <0,  for (2/,y,t) € R} x (0,7

u(2’,0,0) = ¢(z') — (a'), for ' € R*~!

where ¢(2/,t), 1 (2/,t) are smooth functions, satisfying suitable compatibility conditions and with
no loss of generality f(2/,y,t) := —L,ﬂ[)(x t), for a proper extension of the smooth obstacle v to
the whole R’} , is independent of the y variable.

The proof of the monotonicity result relies on the following eigenvalue problem. For the proof,

see for instance [2] when v =0 or [9] for —1 <y < 1.

Lemma 5.2. Set
f]R” TVw(z, —1)%e _7dz

Ao = wefi{nlngﬁ) fon g P )
we0 on gh-1 JRZ YW 2(z,—1)e” 7 dz
where
R :={z = (z,y) €R" : y > 0}
and

R™ = {(2,0): z € R" z, ; <0}

Then \p(1 — s)s.

We assume that w is a function in R x [—1,0] that is H_,-caloric in R” x [—1,0], where

R} = {z = (¢/,z,) € R" : 2, > 0}. We also assume that w has moderate growth at infinity,

‘2
/ y Tw?(z,—1)dz < Ce4+€
Bgr

for some positive constant C', R large and some ¢ > 0. For the present section we assume that w
is obtained by solving

L_w=0, inR} x[-1,0]

and w(z’,0,t) = lim,_,o+ ¥ uy (2', y,1).

12



From the previous section, we know that u is Holder continuous, in particular (£4]) holds. Our
main purpose now is to obtain the optimal space derivative regularity, in the sense that there exists

a positive constant C' (as in Theorem [.2]) such that around a free boundary point,

sup |w| < Cri=s. (5.3)
@r/2
We set
212402
%e“ W >0
Gy(z,y,t) =t (5.4)
0 t <0.

S S
(4m) T [P
which uses the normal semi-concavity, the tangential semi-convexity, and the time quasi-convexity.

where ¢, = where I' here denotes the Gamma function. First we prove a lemma,

Lemma 5.3. Then there exists a 6 > 0 (depending only on «, s) and Ry > 0 small (depending

only on a, s, the semiconvezity constant and the Holder constant of u) such that
(0,0,t) ¢ T({w < —r***} N Q)
for every t € [-12,0] and 0 < r < Ry. Here I'(A) denotes the convex hull of the set A.
Proof. Tt is enough to prove it for ¢t = —r2. If
(«',0,—1?) € {w < —r**+}

then

u(z', b, _7,2) < _ira+5h2s_’_ nM B2

2s 1+~

where M denotes the semi-concavity constant of u. In addition, due to the semi-covexity property
of u in the tangential directions,
2 / 2 2
w(0, h, —7*) < supu(z’', h, —1*) + Mr~.
m/
Finally, since the origin has been selected as a free boundary point, the C**2% character of u gives

u(0, h, —r%) = u(0, h, —?) — u(0,0,0) > —Ch*+%.

Gathering all the above estimates, we have

_Opets < _i,r,a+5h2s + ﬂhz M2,
- 2s 1+
Now if h = r®t™% for m > 1, a contradiction is obtained by choosing ¢ so that o;frln__oi) <<
% provided that m > %, and Ry is small enough. O

13



Now, we provide our monotonicity formula for solutions to the local situation. This type of
formulas was first introduced in [2] for the stationary case with v =0 (for v € (—1,1) see [9]) and
was extended in [5] to the corresponding evolution problem with v = 0.

For simplicity, as it was mentioned at the beginning of the section, we reduce the problem to

the case of the zero obstacle.

Lemma 5.4. Let 6 > 0 and w and Ry < 1 as above. Set
1 0 )
QO(T) = T2(1_s) / 2/ y_’y‘v(nw)(xlayaT)’ G—’Y(xlaya —T)d.Z'dT
—r i

for r < 1 where n € C§°(Ba,) with n =1 and 1, |g.~rn—1 = 0. There exists a universal constant

C > 0 such that
(1) if 2a 40 > 1+~ then p(r) < C,
(ii) if 2a 46 < 1+~ then p(r) < Cr2oto=1-7,

Proof. We observe that

div (y YV ((nw)?)) = 2nw? div (y77Vn) + 2n°w div (y ' Vw) + 2y~ |V *w?
+ 2y "nwVn - Vw + 2y 0% Vw|?.
In addition, we have
IV (nw)? = 17?|Vwl? + w?|Va[* + 2qwVn - Vo

thus

(div (y_VV((nw)2)) — y_“/(“?t(nw)2) — 2y 'nwVn - Vw — nuw? div (y~7Vn).

_ 1
y IV ) =

Now we compute

0
o (r) = 2(s — 123 / / Y () PGy dedr + 207571 / (0 [V (70) PG )|z d
2 1 R

1
0
= (s— 1)7‘28_3/ / (div (y 'V (qw)?) — y 79 (nw)?) G_., dxdr
—r2 1

0
—2(s — 1)r28_3/ / (2y "wVn - Vw + qw? div (y 'Vn)) G_, dvdr
—r2 1

w7 [ VPG e de

+
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We now integrate by parts, using a standard mollification argument, to obtain
0
) = = [ V)G g0 )6) dedr
—r n

0
0
—2(s — 1)r28_3/ / (2y "nwVn - Vw + qw? div (y 'Vn)) G_, dvdr
—r2 1

Loz /R (0 IV (0) PG|y .

n
+

We again integrate by part to obtain
0
olr)y=—-(1- 3)7’23_3/ / ((qw)? div (yIVG_y) — y 10 (nw)*>G—) dadr (5.5)
2 n
0
+(1— 3)7’28_3/ / (y_“’(nw)2(G_7),,) |ly=e da'dT
—r2 JRn-1
0
- S)T28_3/ / (@/—”((nw)z)uG—v) ly=e da’dr
—r2 JRn—1
0
—2(s — 1)r28_3/ / (2y "wVn - Vw + qw? div (y 'Vn)) G_, dvdr
—r2 1

w23 [T 0)RE) e do

+
Now, we will estimate the second and the third terms in the above expression. To do so, let us

denote by
0
L= [ G |
and

0
Je 1= / / (y 7 (qw)*(G—y)y) ly=e dz'dr.
_7»2 Rnfl
We will follow the proof of Lemma 4.6 in [9], in particular we will show that I, is bounded below by
a certain power of 7, while J. goes to zero whenever ¢ — 07. Firstly, we observe that w is obtained
by solving
L_,w=0, in R% x RY
w(a’,0,t) = lim, o+ yTuy, (2, y,1), in R" ! x Rt.
Therefore, using Lemma [2.I] we have that

nCo T
1+~

ZU(QZ‘/, Y, T) > ZU(QZ‘/, 07 7—) -
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for all 2’ € R* !, 4 > 0 and 7 fixed, or equivalently
w2y, 7) — w’(@',0,7) = —Cy"(r +y)*

for 2’ € B, NR"! and y > 0, since w is Holder continuous and is nonnegative. Now, consider a

change of variables ¢ = y'*7 and let w(a/,&,7) := w(2’,y, 7). Then
@3 (a' €, 7) = BP(a',0,7) > —Cotr + €77 (5.6)

for any 7 fixed, 2’ € B, and £ > 0. In addition, y~7(w?), = C5(w?)¢ for a constant C3 depending
on v. Therefore, we are able to estimate the average of the spatial integral of I, as follows

\w 1240y slﬂ

_ ﬂ/ /Rnlm” ) - T‘;T da' de (5.7)

Ch |2’ |2 +C T |='|2
= 00 / 7%7 nzbz(x/, €,T)e - - nzbz(x/,O,T)e Fx dx’
€ Rn—1 (_7—)_

2

for any 7 € (—r2,0) fixed. Observe that the last term in (5.7]) is positive which gives

\r [2+ce TF I

fv/ /R RO e - T‘; dz' de (5.8)

2
C 1 N |z’ |24+ Cye THY - |z’ |2
> 0 — | n@?( e, T)e Ir — (2,0, 7)e ir dz’
n—y 77 ’ 77 e
Rn 1 (_T

€ )T

for any 7 € (—2,0) fixed. Now

~20. 1 ~20./ o
w(x',e,7) —w*(x',0,7) > —Coe(r + €T7)

by (&.6]), therefore

\z’\2+c4sifw
4T
Cny / / o 6T dalde (5.9)
Rr—1 (—7’) 2

1 \z/\2+C4€m ‘x/‘2 ~
ik —|e r naw?(z',0,7) — e = p*a?(2,0,7) | da’
2

€ o

)z

2 2
C, ,'72|xl|20c o124 Cpe THY |2 2124 Cpe THY 1
5 _— / _— T~ /
> 0 —0— | e i —e & | di' —C, e ar 0 (r + eT7)% dx
Rn—1 Rn—1

2
C 1 |2/|2+Cye THY 1
- ———(Cse 17 ne(r + €77 da’
Rn 1 (_7—

€ ol

(-7

2
C 1 |z’ |24+ Cye THY |2
+ n,“f/ — 77212)2(0’0,7.) 64774 — e ar dx’
Rl (—7) 2

€ ) 3




for every 7 € (—r2,0) fixed, since w is Holder continuous with Holder exponent a. Now, if we pass

to the limit, we obtain

7’7

2

2
/ 72 T+
\r [“+Cqe T 1
/ / ar (r+eT7)Y da'dr — Crttrte
—r2 JRn—-1 _7—

as € — 07, where C is a universal constant depending on n and . This fact and the expression

(E9) above shows that

0
limsup/ ; /Rn1 y 7 ((qw)?),G_., da’dr > —Critrte

y—0+
for some constant C' = C'(n,~) and every r > 0.
To estimate J., we simply compute d,G_, and make use of the Hélder regularity of w to gain

control of the integral. In particular,

1 |22 +]y|2
(qw)2y e da!

1
2, = I - -
/Rnl("w)y Gy do==Con [ 3 e

1 2,2 2 g1 P
<C ———[n*w (2’ y, 7) — *w(0,0,7)[y e dx
Rnfl ’T‘l"l‘i
1 212 +y)?
+C 7n77] w(O 0 7') _FH_l +y da:'
Rn— 1 ‘T’1+ B}

for every 7 € (—r2,0) fixed, y > 0 where C is a positive constant depending on n and ~. Therefore

0
‘ / / (qw)*y~(G—y)y da’dr
—T2 Rn— 1

= C/ / = 2($/,y,7') - 77270(07077')‘9_%—16
2 Jrn-1 |7-|1+

g1 2P
+C ———*w(0,0,7)y Tl = da
_p2 Jrn-1 |7-|1+ =t

for every y > 0. In the above expression, the second term goes to zero as y — 0% while the first

o/ |2+ |y|?
4T

dz'dr

term is controlled by %?® (due to Lemma E]), for y small and as such, it also goes to zero as
y— 0T,

With the above estimates at hand, we let € — 07 in (53]) to obtain
0
Gz (-9 [ () div (76— )G dodr
0
—2(s —1)r?3 / / 2y "nwVnVw + nw? div (y~7Vn))G_., dzdr
—r2 1

+237 [V 06 e do = CrTH

+
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for every r € (0,1), where C is a universal constant. We integrate by parts on the first term to

obtain
0
)z~ [ (i (V6 4y 0(G,)) dodr
—r2 JR

- (1 - 3)728_3/ y_y(nw)2(33/7 Y, _T2)G—’Y('x7 Y, T2) dx
R

n
0
—2(s — 1)r28_3/ / 2y "nwVnVw + nw? div (y V)G, drdr
—r2 1

4oyl / IV (0)?| G oo dar — O
RY
Since w(0,0,0) = 0 we end up,
=== [ R )G oy da
+
et [ V) g )G (0,01%) do
RY

0
—(s— 1)7"23_3/ / y IV VuwiG_, drdr
—r2 i

0
+2(1 - s)rzs_?’/ / nw?* div (y 'Vn)G_., dzdr — Crttrte
—r2 Jr2
and finally,
)z~ [y G () do
RY
#2276 @) do = Cre
+

Now consider the truncated function @ := —(w + r®T%)~ and note that

J

Therefore

y NV (w) (2, y, —r?) PGy (2, y, %) dws/ y V() (2!, y, —r*) PGy (2!, y, r?) da.

n n
+ R%

¢l(r) > —(1—s)r®? /Rn y " (n(w —w) +nw)? (2, y, —r*) G (', y, %) da
+
+ 2251 /]R” y |V () (z, y, —TQ)G_V(a:’,y,ﬂ) dx — Critrta
hence +
O (r) > —(1 —s)r¥=3 /[R" y I [(w — ) + 20(w — )] G (2, y,7?) dow — Crltrte
+

_Cr2a+5—’y—2 _ Crl—l—fy—l—a

v
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since 2s = 1 — «y. Therefore

(,0/(7‘) > (O — CT2a+6—-y—1

and

(1) —p(r) > -C+ Cpati—n—1,
Since ¢(1) is universally bounded, the proof is complete. O
Next, we state our main result of this section:

Theorem 5.5. Let u the solution of (31), then u is CY* up to the hyperplane R, in the sense
that (5.3) holds.

Proof. Let w and w be as in the proof of Lemma [F4l Observe that w, by its definition, is
L_.,—subsolution in {y > 0} and can be extended to be L_,—subsolution globally (see for in-
stance [9]). Now fix 7 > 0, choose R > 0 large enough and ¢ < 7. We define a cut-off function

n = n(X) so that suppn € Br41(0), n =1 on Br(0) and |Vn| < C. Observe that
div (y IV (w)?) — y 70 (nw)* = 2y~ V@[ + 8y wn V@V + 2(nAn + y |V *)w?
+ 2n*w(div (y VW) — y 1 Ocw). (5.10)
An integration by parts along with the fact that 7 is compactly supported, gives

—E&
2 / / | VDG (X, —€)dede = — / | PTG (X, €)=+ / PTG (X, 7)d
p— R’!L R?’L R?’L

-8 / /R | TG (2, —€)dzdé 2 / /<ndiv<\yr—'YVn>+\yr—'Y\vmWG_y(a:,—s>dzds

s / ) / 2 ( div (Jy|~7%) — |y 0e) G (1, —€)d. (5.11)
Observe that

o~ R2/4l¢]

[ [ wrminlveieo -gasde <c [ [ jymval s dade
- JR? —7 JBr41\Br I

0
< Qe PP/t / / ly| =@ |V |dzde.
—T BR+1\BR

Using Cauchy-Schwartz, we conclude that the last three terms on the right hand side of (5IT])

behave the same, in particular they decay to zero as R — oco. Therefore we conclude that
(0.0 < [ o7 ()G (X, 7)ax
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or, after rescaling,
O e O e (5.12)
RTL

for every (X, t) € Q:r/z and —r? <7 < —g. By weighted Poincaré inequality for Gaussian measures

we have that
[l 0 GO = st = 1) < 2] [ el V) PG (X 2t - )z (5.13)
n Rn
for (X,t) € Q:/z and —1? < 5 < —g. Combine (512) and (B.I3) to obtain
(o) (X, t) < ClTl/ 2| TV (0@) (2, 8)P G- (X — 2,t — T)d2 (5.14)
R?’L

for every (X,t) € Q:/z and —r? <1< —g. An integration with respect to 7 in (5.14]) shows that

—r2/2
()2 (2,1) < C /R oV (07) (2 ) PGy (X — 2, — 7)dlzdlr

—r2

for every (X,t) € Q:r/z. Now the dichotomy for ¢(r) in Lemma [54] provides an P decay for

w at free boundary points, as in the proof of Theorem 5 in [2] (see also Proposition 4.9 in [9] for

v #0). O

6 Continuity of the time derivative

As it was mentioned in the introduction the time derivative can be, in general, discontinuous across
free boundary points, but if we assume that there is enough ”"mass” present from the past near a
free boundary point i.e. having a parabolic positive density we can, as it was done in [5], prove that
the time derivative is Holder continuous in a neighborhood of such a point. This is the purpose of
the present section. We prove it by employing the ”hole filling” method introduced for systems by
K.-O. Widman (see [23]) and thus we extent our previous result (see [5]). Again, we subtract the

obstacle from the solution i.e. we work with the zero obstacle. First the density definition

Definition 6.1. A free boundary point (z(,,0,to) is of positive parabolic density with respect to the

coincidence set if there exist positive constants ¢ > 0 and rg > 0 such that

|Q:(20,0,t0) N {u = 0} = ¢|Q;.(x0, 0,10
for all r < rg.
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A key role in the proof of Theorem below is played by F, the fundamental solution of L.
Since the operator is invariant under translations in 2’ and ¢ variables then, if its pole is located

on the hyperplane then F, = G, is given just by (5.4))). But if its pole is off the hyperplane, say

at (0,1,0), then F, = G- h, where h, is a positive bounded function of z = % More precisely,

let g,(y,t) be defined as a quotient of the fundamental solution F of L, with pole (0,1,0) over

G+ (xz,y —1,t) then away from the pole it satisfies the equation:

9yy+(%_yT_l)gy+%g—gt=0
Therefore looking for one dimensional solutions h in the variable z = ¥ we obtain the ordinary
differential equation
By + (2 + DR+ by =0

which admits for any —1 < v < 1 positive bounded solution for 0 < z < oo such that h(0) = 1. For
v = 0, as expected, h, = 1 is a solution. Also, an explicit solution is known in the limiting case

v=11ie.

:271'

L[
h(z) = — / e~ z0=cost) gg.
0
Now, we are ready to prove the main result of this section :

Theorem 6.2. Let (x(,0,ty) be a free boundary point of positive parabolic density with respect to
the coincidence set to problem (31). Then the time derivative of the solution is Hélder continuous

in a neighborhood of (x(,0,to).

Proof. As in §8l we extend the obstacle and subtract it from the solution which we still denote by
u. Since wuy is zero on the coincidence set, {u = 0}, it suffices to prove that uzr , as well as u; , are
Holder continuous. Actually, we will show that uj’ and u; decay to zero in parabolic cylinders
shrinking to the free boundary point (x(,0,t). We consider the penalized solution u® of (5.2) in
Q;" (zo,to) with r < rg, where rq is as in Definition For simplicity we take (z,%9) = (0,0) and

r = 1. Our penalized solution is constructed to satisfy

div (yYVu®) — y o = 5, in Qf
limy o+ y7Oyu® = B (uf) on Q)

where (:(s) = —es%fxsge(s) with ¢ — 1, ¢° — ¢ (locally) uniformly as ¢ — 0.
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Differentiate (G.I]) with respect to ¢ to have

div (y'Vo®) =y 0p° = ff, in QF 6.2)
lim, o+ y70yv° = BL(u®)v® on Q]
where v° := (uf); and as before y = ,,. For any (£,7) € Q7 we want to multiply the equation by an
appropriate test function and integrate by parts over the Se5t Qi) = Q% & m)n{x, >0} C Q7.
This will give us an estimate which will be iterated to yield t}ie desired result.

As it was done in Theorem 4.8 of [3], CzFféT) (v5)T is the appropriate test function where
(v9)T = maz{v®,0}, F) g, )(x,t) is a smoothing of the fundamental solution F,(x,t) with pole at
(&,7) and ((x,t) is a Smooth function supported in Q—é_(f,T) such that ¢ = 1 for every (z,t) €
Q3 (€7), IV < e with supp(V0) € (B (€,7)\ BL(E ) % (1 — $,7), 0 <G < e with supp(i) ©
B%(f,T) X (T — 5,7 —3).

Therefore we multiply the equation in (6.2)) by ¢*F éi;ﬂ (v9)™ and integrate by parts over Qg (&, 1)

to obtain

/ P (V(CFED (o)) Vo +(CREST (05 )0 dadt = — / (R o)) B (Yo dadt
Qe L (ET)

_ / R () fudadt. (6.3)
Q3 (&m)

By calculating appropriately and by noticing that due to the non negativity of 8. the boundary

integral term has the right sign, so it can be omitted, we obtain

/Q+(5 ) (F(ﬁT ‘V( ( )+)‘2 + %[VFéféT)V(C(Ua)+)2 + Fé?éT)at(C(UE)+)2])dxdt

<[
QL

g
9

T 1 T
TEST(VCR + (G () Pdadt + /Q AL S GOl
3 (&7

+ / CESD () fududt.
QL&) ’

Using the properties of the §—smoothing of the fundamental solution and that, for § small enough,
the inequalities 0 < F(%’T) < C(n,y) in (Bg\Bg)x(—%, 0), and ¢(n,y) < F,%’T) < C(n,v) in ng

(—%, 25) we have

/Q+(5 )y'YFV(igT)]V(ve)JrFala:dt+][Q+(5 ) T(v) T dadt < C(n,y / - /B+ )2dadt
2T 5 \&T
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C(n,~y /E/BHB* ) 2dadt 4+ C(n, )M (6.4)

where M = ||v%||oo|| fi!]co-
Now, we first let & tend to 0 in order to obtain ([6.4]) for v, then we let § to go to 0, and, finally,

we take the supremum over (£,7) € Q7 to obtain, a fortiori,
1

/ Y E, (2, —t)| Vot 2 dmdt+sup( 2 < Cn,y / 20/ )2dxdt
Q) B*
5
+C(n,y) sup (vF)* 4+ C(n,vy)M. (6.5)
Qi\Qj

Next we want to control the first integral of the right hand side of (6.5) by one similar to the
first integral of the left hand side of (G.0). To do that we first multiply the equation in ([G.2]) by
C%(v®)* where ( is a smooth cutoff function supported in By x (—1,t) , for any ¢t < —%, (=1on
B% x (—2,t), and vanishing near its parabolic boundary with |[V¢| < ¢ and 0 < {; < ¢, then we

integrate by parts over this set intersected by R’} to have

[ [ @ + @i = - [ [ (@608 e peatar
—1JBy -1JB,

t
— / ()T fidxdt.
-1JBf
Again, exploiting the positivity of 3’ and letting & go to zero, we arrive, as above but in a much

simpler way, at the following inequality

/B+ (vt xtd:zH-/

Vite (-2 55 %) Observe that a sufficient portion of the coincidence set is present in ()1 so that

/+ Y| Vot |2dedt < e(n, ) / N yY (vH)2dzdt + C(n,y)Mr"T27
By

Q1

Cﬂlm

the parabolic Poincaré inequality can be applied to dominate the integral on the right hand side
of the above inequality. Therefore, since the second term on the left hand side is non negative, we

have, for every —% < t<— 25,

| 0Pt < Oy [ Vot Pdedt + )
B} Qf

We then integrate the above inequality with respect to t from —% to —% to get

/ 20/ )2dxdt < C(n, ’y)/ Y|V (v7)2dxdt + C(n,v)M.
% B+ Q+

1
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Insert this in (63) above and, using the fact that F(z, —t) > c(n,7) for —2 <t < —-L, to have

/+ Y Ey (z, —t)|[ Vot [Pdedt 4 sup(vT)? <

Q1 Qi
ClnAy)( / B )| Vo Pdedt + sup (7)) +C(n,7) M. (6.6)
Q\Qy Qf\@é

Set w(p) = fQj Y Fy Vo~ Pdzdt + Sup(y (v7)?, then add C(n,y)w(#) to both sides of (6.6 and

divide the new inequality by 1+ C(n,v) to have

w(é) < A1) + ¢ (6.7)

where \ = 15&3% Iteration of (6.7]) implies that there exists an a = () € (0,1) and a constant
C = C(n,7, [|ut]|oo, [ ft|loc) such that

w(p) < Cp”

for every 0 < p < %2. This concludes the Holder continuity from the past for vt and, of course,
for v~ since the above estimates are identical. The continuity from the future follows, now, by

standard methods. O

7 Free boundary regularity

In this section we study the space-time smoothness of the free boundary. Of course, one expects
such a result only around free boundary points of certain property. This property has to guarantee
that the speed of the interface is under control. The speed involves time derivative of the solution
and 6] provides us with the right framework. As in [5], we work with the zero obstacle and with the
right hand side of the equation to vanish at the free boundary point of interest, which, for simplicity,
we take it to be the origin. Therefore we set u(z’,y,t) = u(a’,y,t) — (2’ t) + ﬁ(A¢(O, 0) —

941(0,0))y? and we see that, away from the coincidence (zero) set, u solves
div (ly["Va) — ly[ 0t = [y|"g(2", 1)

where g(2/,t) = Ay(0,0) — y1p(0,0) — (A (z,t) — Op(x,t)). It is clear that the regularity of @ is

equivalent to the regularity of u as long as v is smooth enough, also {@(z’, y,t) = 0} = {u(2/, y,t) =

24



Y(2',t)} and upon reflection @ in B} = {(z,t) € R"™!: |z|2 + % < 1} satisfies:

u(x',0,t) >0 in BfN{y =0}
w(z,y,t) = a(a’,—y,t) in B}
' (7.1)
Ly = ly["g(a',1) in Bi \ {u = 0}
Ly < |y[7g(2',t) in By
x

where Lyu := div (|y|"Vu) — |y|70u.

In the rest of this section, for the sake of simplicity we just ”drop” the "~” . Notice that
our approach will also apply when we subtract an appropriate L,—heat polynomial to compensate
with the case of the general non-homogeneous right hand side.

Observe, now, that, as it was done in [5], if we pass the term involving u; to the right hand side
of the equation and ”freeze” time then we can apply the elliptic theory of [10] and []]. Thus, if the
origin is a "non-degenerate” free boundary point, then in space neighborhood the free boundary
interface is smooth; moreover, its blow-up limit, unique up to rotations, is given (in appropriate
coordinates) by

1

0 0
o 1+s 2(s+1) 2s
= (2 Z o+ z
Uo = 5P (2 cos 5 (1+ s)cos 2)

where p = /27 +y? and 6 = arctan(x—yl). Notice that when s = % the above is reduced to
%p% cos(20) via the identity cos(36) = (4 cos? g - )cosg.
Indeed, these results are very useful to us thanks to the quasi-convexity property. Consequently,

in order to preserve the geometry of the interface at a point the ”scaling” must be ”hyperbolic”,

and thus a "hyperbolic” definition of non-degeneracy is in order:

Definition 7.1. Let (xg,ty) be a free boundary point and B} (xo,tg) = {(z,t) € R"1 : (z —x0)% +

(t —t0)? < 12}, set
[[ull oo (B2 (z0,t0))
7=1+S

[ := limsup
r—0t

A point (xg,tg) is called a non-degenerate free boundary point if it is of positive parabolic density

of the coincidence set and 0 <l < oo, otherwise degenerate.
Now, we state the main theorem of this section:
Theorem 7.2. Let u be a solution to (31). Assume the origin to be a non-degenerate free boundary

point. Then the free boundary is a CY® n-dimensional surface about the origin.
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To prove Theorem [T.2] we must identify first, as it was done in [5], the global profiles. This is
the context of the following lemma, where we consider limits of "hyperbolic” blow up sequences

/
i.e.. limits of u,(2/,y,t) := % as r — 0.

Lemma 7.3. Let u be a solution to (31]). If (0,0) is a non-degenerate free boundary point then
there exists a sequence u,; of blow ups which converges uniformly on compact subsets to a function
ug such that, (in appropriate coordinates),

p(t)+5(2 cos?(5 ) ? - (14 8)60828@) (7.2)

/ —
uo(gj 7y7t) T 1= &2

where p(t) == \/(z1 + wt)? + y2 and O(t) == arctan(mlf_’wt)).

Proof. Since (0,0) is assumed to be a non-degenerate free boundary point we have that 0 < [ < oo,
therefore we can extract a subsequence u,; converging uniformly on compact subsets to a non trivial
limit, which we denote by ug. We will prove that ug corresponds to the elliptic profile and as such
it should satisfy (Z2]).

This ug is a L, harmonic function for every fixed t outside of the coincidence set; and the
coincidence set, due to the density assumption, is a convex cone in R"™, or more precisely in (2/,t)
variables. Using elliptic Almgren’s frequency formula (see [§] (Theorem 6.2) or the Appendix of
[5] where the right hand side is allowed to be only in L?) and the elliptic theory developed in [10],
we conclude that, at ¢ = 0 ug is the corresponding elliptic profile. Moreover the convex cone is
composed by the following two supporting hyperplanes Axy + at = 0 for ¢ > 0 and Bxy + bt = 0
for t < 0 with the constants A > 0, B > 0 and bA < aB. We want to prove that this convex cone
is actually a non-horizontal half space i.e. A > 0, B > 0, and bA = aB, and uy admits the stated
representation; The argument is divided into 4 steps.

Step I: A >0 and B > 0.

For, if A = 0 then for every ¢ > 0 ug(x,t) is L harmonic in all of R™. But for ¢ = 0 ug has
certain degree of growth, therefore, by continuity of ug, a contradiction. Similarly B > 0.

Step II: For each fized t, u ~ |z|**5 as |z| — oo with x - e; > & for some & > 0.

It is enough to show the bound by below. Therefore take a sequence xU) such that |#0)| — oo
with () . e; > ¢ for every j then by convexity ug(z),t) > ug(z"),0) + (ug): ("), 0)t, hence by
the behavior of ug at ¢t = 0 the result follows.

Step III: Representation for each fized t. We claim that, for each fixed t,

1 o(t o(t
=2 p(t) 4 (2 cos?5TD % —(1+ S)COS%Q)

/
t) ==

26



where for t > 0,

p(t) = \/(951 + %t)z + 9%, and 6(t) = arctan o i o
and for ¢t < 0,
b
p(t) = \/(!E1 + —=t)2+y2, and 6(t) = arctan J T
B r1 + Ft

Indeed, for each fixed ¢ > 0, ug is an L, harmonic function which vanishes for {z; < —%t} N
{z, = 0} and grows at infinity with 1 + s exponent, therefore by Phragmen-Lindelof theorem we
obtain the representation. Analogously, for ¢ < 0.

Step 1V: bA = aB.

For, if not then

Oyup(0,0,07) — pun(0,0,07) # 0,

whence, by approximation, a contradiction to the continuity of J,u at the origin.

a

Set w := 4 and the proof is complete. O
Finally we prove our theorem:

Proof. Obviously the existence of w in Lemma [7.3] implies the differentiability of the free boundary
at the origin. Also, due to the upper semi-continuity of the elliptic Almgren’s frequency function,
we have the differentiability of the free boundary for any nearby point p = (z,,t,) at least when
t, <0, since u; is continuous there. Now, if ¢, > 0 and p = (x,,t,) still near the origin, we observe
that the frequency function will converge to 1 + s, and this implies that the positive density will
propagate to p. Consequently, the point p = (x,,t,) will be a free boundary point of positive
parabolic density with respect to zero set, which renders u; continuous there. Hence we have the
differentiability of the free boundary there, too. To prove the continuous differentiability of it
consider two distinct free boundary points nearby, say p and 0. Assume, on the contrary, that it
(p)

is not true, that is w(p) does not converge to w(0) as p — 0. Consider the blow up sequences u;;

and u&?) around p and 0, respectively, where uff;) (x,t) = %ﬁtz;p)) These sequences converge
J

uniformly to the corresponding elliptic profiles.

(0)

((]p ) does not converge to ug , therefore a contradiction

So, if w(p) does not converge to w(0) then u
to the continuity of the solution u. Hence a C¢ estimate of the free boundary normals follows

easily. O
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