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CONTACT POINTS WITH INTEGER FREQUENCIES IN THE

THIN OBSTACLE PROBLEM

OVIDIU SAVIN AND HUI YU

Abstract. For the thin obstacle problem, we develop a unified approach that
leads to rates of convergence to blow-up profiles at contact points with integer
frequencies. For these points, we also obtain a stratification result.

1. Introduction

The thin obstacle problem studies the following system

(1.1)











∆u ≤ 0 in B1,

u ≥ 0 on B1 ∩ {xd = 0},

∆u = 0 in B1 ∩ ({u > 0} ∪ {xd 6= 0}).

Here we denote by B1 the unit ball in the Euclidean space Rd. For a point x ∈ Rd,
we decompose its coordinate as x = (x′, xd) with x′ ∈ Rd−1 and xd ∈ R. Since the
odd part of the solution, (u(x′, xd)− u(x′,−xd))/2, is harmonic, it is customary to
remove it and assume that the solution u is even in the xd-direction.

After earlier results by Richardson [R] and Uraltseva [U], Athanasopoulos and
Caffarelli showed in [AC] that the solution is locally Lipschitz in B1, and is locally
C1,1/2 when restricted to either B1 ∩ {xd ≥ 0} or B1 ∩ {xd ≤ 0}. This optimal
regularity of the solution opened the door to the study of the contact set

Λ(u) := {u = 0} ∩ {xd = 0}

and the free boundary
Γ(u) := ∂{u > 0} ∩ {xd = 0}.

In Athanasopoulos-Caffarelli-Salsa [ACS], the authors made a breakthrough by
applying Almgren’s monotonicity formula to show that for each point q ∈ Λ(u),
there is a constant λq such that

‖u‖L2(∂Br(q)) ∼ r
d−1

2
+λq

as r → 0. This constant λq is called the frequency of the solution at q. They also
showed that the normalized rescalings converge to a blow-up profile, that is,

(1.2) uq,r(·) := r
d−1

2
u(r ·+q)

‖u‖L2(∂Br(q))
→ u0

along a subsequence of r → 0. The limit u0 is a λq-homogeneous solution to (1.1)
in Rd.

It is interesting to study admissible values of frequencies, to classify homoge-
neous solutions, and to establish regularity of the contact set/ the free boundary.
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2 OVIDIU SAVIN AND HUI YU

So far this program is completed only when d = 2. See, for instance, Petrosyan-
Shahgholian-Uraltseva [PSU].

Let A denote the set of admissible frequencies, that is,

A = {λ ∈ R : there is a non-trivial λ-homogeneous solution to (1.1)}.

For a solution u to (1.1) and λ ∈ A, let Λλ(u) denote the set of contact points with
frequency λ, that is,

Λλ(u) = {q ∈ Λ(u) : λq = λ}.

In general dimensions, Athanasopoulos-Caffarelli-Salsa [ACS] showed that A ⊂
{1, 32} ∪ [2,+∞). Explicit examples give that N ∪ {2k − 1

2 : k ∈ N} ⊂ A. See, for
instance, [PSU]. Around each m ∈ N, there is a frequency gap [CSV, SY2], in the
sense that we can find αm > 0, depending on m and d, such that

A∩ (m− αm,m+ αm) = {m} for each m ∈ N.

As for the classification of homogeneous solutions and for the regularity of the
contact set/ the free boundary, most results center on points with frequencies in
{ 3
2} ∪ N.

Already in [ACS], it was known that the only 3
2 -homogeneous solutions are ro-

tations and multiples of

u 3
2
(x′, xd) = Re(xd−1 + i|xd|)

3/2.

For a solution to (1.1), the set Λ 3
2
(u) is relatively open in Γ(u). The free boundary

is an analytic manifold of dimension (d− 2) near Λ 3
2
(u) [DS, KPS].

For an even integer 2k, Garofalo-Petrosyan [GP] classified all 2k-homogeneous
solutions to (1.1) as

P+
2k = {p : ∆p = 0 and x · ∇p = 2kp in R

d,(1.3)

p(·, 0) ≥ 0 and p(·, xd) = p(·,−xd)}.

Let u be a solution to (1.1) and q ∈ Λ(u). Garofalo-Petrosyan gave a geometric
characterization of contact points with even frequencies

q ∈ Λ2k(u) for some k ∈ N ⇐⇒ Hd−1(Λ(u) ∩Br(q)) = o(rd−1) as r → 0.

Here Hd−1 is the (d − 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure. In particular, we have
Λ2k(u) ⊂ Γ(u). They also showed that Λ2k(u) is locally covered by C1-manifolds.
By quantifying the rate of convergence in (1.2) at points in Λ2k(u), the regularity
of the covering manifolds was improved to C1,logc in Colombo-Spolaor-Velichkov
[CSV].

More recently, there has been some interest in the study of contact points with
odd frequencies, mainly motivated by the connection to the singular set in the
obstacle problem, see [FRS]. While points in Λ1(u) lie in the interior of Λ(u), it
remains an open question whether Λ2k+1(u) can contain points in the free boundary
for k ≥ 1. On the other hand, it is known that around Λ2k+1(u), the contact set
has full density, that is,

q ∈ Λ2k+1(u) for some k ∈ N ⇐⇒ Hd−1({u > 0, xd = 0}∩Br(q)) = o(rd−1) as r → 0.

See, for instance, Proposition 7.1 in Fernández-Real [Fe].
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The family of (2k+ 1)-homogeneous solutions to (1.1) was recently classified by
Figalli, Ros-Oton and Serra in [FRS] as

P+
2k+1 = {p : ∆p = 0 in {xd 6= 0} and ∆p ≤ 0 in R

d,(1.4)

x · ∇p = (2k + 1)p in R
d,

p(·, 0) = 0 and p(·, xd) = p(·,−xd)}.

They also proved uniqueness of the blow-up profile u0 in (1.2) at q ∈ Λ2k+1(u).
Along a different direction, Focardi-Spadaro proved that the free boundary Γ(u)

is countably (d − 2)-rectifiable in [FoS1, FoS2]. They also showed that outside
a set of dimension at most (d − 3), all free boundary points have frequencies in
{2k, 2k + 1, 2k − 1

2 : k ∈ N\{0}}. For generic boundary data, Fernández-Real and
Ros-Oton showed that the free boundary is smooth outside a set of dimension at
most (d− 3) in [FeR].

In this paper, we focus on contact points with integer frequencies, that is, points
in ∪k∈NΛk(u). Around these points, we develop a unified approach that gives a
uniform rate for the convergence in (1.2).

Our main result is:

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that u is a solution to the thin obstacle problem (1.1), and
that 0 ∈ Λm(u) for some m ∈ N.

If m = 2k + 1 is odd, then there is a constant α ∈ (0, 1), depending only on k
and the dimension d, such that

(1.5) u(x) = p(x) +O(|x|2k+1+α) as x → 0

for some p ∈ P+
2k+1.

If m = 2k is even, then there is a constant c > 0, depending only on k and d,
such that

(1.6) u(x) = p(x) +O(|x|2k(− log |x|)−c) as x → 0

for some p ∈ P+
2k.

Remark 1.1. While it is known in [FRS] that rescaled solutions converge to some
p ∈ P+

2k+1 at points with odd frequencies, this is the first time a quantified rate
of convergence has been obtained. Corresponding results at even frequency points
were known in Colombo-Spolaor-Velichkov [CSV]. Our method is different and
applies to all points with integer frequencies. It also leads to an improved exponent
c in (1.6), and in the corresponding log-epiperimatric inequality from [CSV] at
points with even frequencies, see Remark 4.1.

With a standard application of Whitney’s extension theorem and the implicit
function theorem, Theorem 1.1 leads to the following stratification result of Λm(u):

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that u is a solution to the thin obstacle problem (1.1).
For each m ∈ N, we have the following decomposition

Λm(u) = ∪j=0,1,...,d−2Λ
j
m(u).

The lowest stratum Λ0
m(u) is locally isolated.

If m is odd, then Λj
m(u) is locally covered by a j-dimensional C1,α manifold for

each j = 1, . . . , d− 2.
If m is even, then Λj

m(u) is locally covered by a j-dimensional C1,log manifold
for each j = 1, . . . , d− 2.
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Remark 1.2. Points in Λ1(u) and Λ0
3(u) lie in the interior of the contact set Λ(u).

It remains open whether other strata of Λ2k+1(u) can contain points on the free
boundary, see Remark 5.1.

To obtain the results at even-frequency points, the approach taken by Colombo-
Spolaor-Velichkov [CSV] is based on the decomposition of the energy in terms of
Fourier modes. This leads to a log-epiperimetric inequality for the 2k-Weiss energy
functional (see (2.3)). On the other hand, our method is based on the classic
technique of linearization as in De Silva [D]. By working directly in the physical
space instead of the Fourier space, it seems that we are able to get more detailed
information.

The main challenge is that solutions to the linearized problem do not have to
satisfy the constraints in (1.1) (they might fail ∆u ≤ 0 or u(x′, 0) ≥ 0). In our
approach, this issue is fixed by solving a ‘boundary layer problem’ near the hyper-
plane {xd = 0}. For each unconstrained m-homogenous harmonic polynomial p, we
associate its approximation p̄ that satisfies the constraints on {xd = 0} and is har-
monic up to an error κp away from this hyperplane. We use the class of functions
p̄ to approximate the solution u inductively in dyadic balls Br, while keeping track
of the rescaled error ε ≥ κp. We introduce the notation u ∈ Sm(p, ε, r) when a
solution u is ε-approximated by p̄ at scale r, see Definition 2.2.

With this notation, the main lemma is the following:

Lemma 1.1. Given m ∈ N, there are constants, ε̃, r0, c small, C big, such that
If u ∈ Sm(p, ε, 1) with ε < ε̃ and 1 ≤ ‖p‖L2(Sd−1) ≤ 2, then we have the following

dichotomy:
a) Either

Wm(u; 1)−Wm(u; r0) ≥ cε2,

and

u ∈ Sm(p, Cε, r0);

b) or

u ∈ Sm(p′,
1

2
ε, r0)

for some p′ with

‖p′ − p‖L2(Sd−1) ≤ Cε.

Here the integer m denotes the frequency of the contact point, and Wm is the
Weiss energy functional, see (2.3).

Lemma 1.1 states that when moving to a smaller scale, we can improve, by a
definite amount, either the Weiss energy or the error in approximation. On the
other hand, the Weiss energy is controlled by the error ε in the approximation, see
Lemma 2.8. It follows that both quantities decay in a quantified fashion. Similar
ideas have been applied to the nonlinear obstacle problem in [SY1] as well as the
triple-membrane problem in [SY3].

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we collect some preliminary
results and introduce the boundary layer problem. In Sections 3 and 4, we prove
Lemma 1.1 at points with the odd and even frequencies. These two sections contain
the heart of this work. In Section 5, we conclude with the proof of our main results.
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2. Preliminaries

In this section, we collect some useful results and introduce the boundary layer
problem.

Throughout this paper, we denote by u a solution to the thin obstacle problem
(1.1) on some domain inside Rd with d ≥ 3. This space is decomposed as

R
d = {(x′, xd) : x

′ ∈ R
d−1, xd ∈ R}.

For a set E ⊂ Rd, we define the following subsets relative to {xd = 0}:

E′ = E ∩ {xd = 0}, E+ = E ∩ {xd > 0} and E− = E ∩ {xd < 0}.

In particular, the contact set is

Λ(u) = {u = 0}′.

By applying Almgren’s monotonicity formula to the thin obstacle problem, Athana-
sopoulos, Caffarelli and Salsa showed in [ACS] that the contact set Λ(u) can be
decomposed according to the frequencies of the contact points. In this work, we
focus on points with integer frequencies. Thanks to [GP] and [FRS], these points
can be characterized as

(2.1) Λ2k(u) = {q ∈ Λ(u) : uq,r → u0 ∈ P+
2k as r → 0}

and

(2.2) Λ2k+1(u) = {q ∈ Λ(u) : uq,r → u0 ∈ P+
2k+1 as r → 0}.

Recall the definition of normalized rescalings uq,r from (1.2). The spaces of homo-

geneous solutions, P+
2k and P+

2k+1, were introduced in (1.3) and (1.4).
When focusing on a particular frequency, constants depending only on that fre-

quency and the dimension d are called universal constants.

2.1. Weiss monotonicity formula and consequences. First used by Weiss for
the obstacle problem in [W], the Weiss monotonicity formula has been indispensable
in the study of free boundary problems. Garofalo-Petrosyan [GP] introduced its
analogue to the thin obstacle problem.

For each λ ∈ R, the λ-Weiss energy functional is

(2.3) Wλ(u; r) =
1

rd−2+2λ

∫

Br

|∇u|2 −
λ

rd−1+2λ

∫

∂Br

u2.

We collect some of its properties in the following lemma. For its proof, see Theorem
1.4.1 and Theorem 1.5.4 in [GP].

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that u solves the thin obstacle problem in B1. Then for
r ∈ (0, 1), we have

(2.4)
d

dr
Wλ(u; r) =

2

r

∫

∂B1

(∇ur · ν − λur)
2,

where ur(x) = u(rx)/rλ. In particular, r 7→ Wλ(u; r) is non-decreasing.
If we further assume that 0 ∈ Λλ(u), then limr→0 Wλ(u; r) = 0.

Under the same assumptions as in Lemma 2.1, we can integrate (2.4) and apply
Hölder’s inequality to get

(2.5)

∫

∂B1

|ur − us| ≤ (log(r/s))
1
2 [Wλ(u; r)−Wλ(u; s)]

1
2
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for 0 < s < r < 1.

2.2. The boundary layer problem. When dealing with the linearized problem,
we need to work with polynomials that may fail the constraints in (1.1). These
polynomials form the following spaces:

(2.6) P2k = {p : ∆p = 0 and x · ∇p = 2kp in R
d, and p(·, xd) = p(·,−xd)}

and

P2k+1 = {p : ∆p = 0 in {xd 6= 0}, x · ∇p = (2k + 1)p in R
d,(2.7)

p(·, 0) = 0 and p(·, xd) = p(·,−xd)}.

Compared with (1.3) and (1.4), polynomials in P2k may fail to be non-negative
along {xd = 0}, and polynomials in P2k+1 may fail to be superharmonic. We
‘correct’ such error by solving a thin obstacle problem in a boundary layer on the
sphere Sd−1.

To be precise, for small η > 0, the boundary layer of width η is defined as

Lη = {(x′, xd) : |xd| < η|x|}.

This is the region trapped by the following surfaces

S+
η = {(x′, xd) : xd = η|x|} and S−

η = {(x′, xd) : xd = −η|x|}.

When there is no ambiguity, we denote their intersections with Sd−1 by the same
expressions.

Remark 2.1. Given m ∈ N, we fix η small enough, depending only on m and
d, so that the first Dirichlet eigenvalue of the the operator ∆Sd−1 + λ(m) in Lη is
negative, where ∆Sd−1 is the spherical Laplacian, and

λ(m) = m(m+ d− 2).

In particular, the following is well-defined:

Definition 2.1. Given m ∈ N and p ∈ Pm, the replacement of p, denoted by p, is
the minimizer of the following energy

w 7→

∫

Sd−1

|∇Sd−1w|2 − λ(m)w2

over functions satisfying w ≥ 0 on {xd = 0} and w = p outside Lη.
Here ∇Sd−1 denotes the tangential gradient on Sd−1.
Denote the difference of p and its replacement p by vp, that is,

vp = p− p.

Remark 2.2. The replacement solves the thin obstacle problem for the operator
∆Sd−1 + λ(m) in the boundary layer, namely,











(∆Sd−1 + λ(m))p ≤ 0 in Lη,

p ≥ 0 on (Sd−1)′,

(∆Sd−1 + λ(m))p = 0 in Lη ∩ ({xd 6= 0} ∪ {p > 0}).

As a result, we can view (∆Sd−1 +λ(m))p as a signed measure, supported along S±
η

and S
d−1 ∩ {p = 0}′, of the following form

(∆Sd−1 + λ(m))p = fpdH
d−2|S±

η
+ gpdH

d−2|(Sd−1)′ .
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With an abuse of notation, we denote the m-homogeneous extension of p and the
corresponding extensions of fp and gp by the same notations. This way, we have

∆p = fpdH
d−1|S±

η
+ gpdH

d−1|{xd=0}.

For each p ∈ Pm, the following constant, κp, measures the extent to which p fails
to be a solution to the thin obstacle problem:

κp :=

∫

S+
η ∩Sd−1

fpdH
d−2.

For these functions and constants, we often omit the subscript p when there is
no ambiguity.

Lemma 2.2. Using the notations in Definition 2.1 and Remark 2.2, we have
1) vp ≥ 0 on Sd−1, κp ≥ 0.
2) There are universal constants, c and C, such that

cκp ≤ fp ≤ Cκp on S±
η ∩ S

d−1.

Proof. The first statement follows directly from the maximum principle.
To see the second statement, we first note that v is a non-negative harmonic

function in L+
η . By the strong maximum principle, it suffices to consider the case

when v > 0 in L+
η .

In this case, we can apply the Harnack principle to v inside (B2\B1/2) ∩ L+
η to

get c ≤ supK v
infK v ≤ C, where K = Sd−1 ∩ {xd = 1

2η}.

If we denote by ν the unit normal along S+
η that is exterior to Lη, by the

boundary Harnack principle, we have

(2.8) c inf
K

v ≤ ∂νv(x) ≤ C sup
K

v ∀x ∈ S
d−1 ∩ S+

η .

Note that f = ∂νv along S+
η , the conclusion follows. �

We also have the following bounds for κp:

Lemma 2.3. Using the notations in Definition 2.1 and Remark 2.2, and further
assume ‖p‖L2(Sd−1) ≤ 1, we can find a universal constant C such that

κp ≤ C sup
Sd−1

vp.

Moreover, when m is even, we have

(sup
Sd−1

vp)
d−1

2 ≤ Cκp.

Proof. Directly from (2.8), we have the bound κp ≤ C supSd−1 vp.
For the second comparison, we note that when m is even, v = p−p solves the thin

obstacle problem in Lη with −p as the obstacle and 0 as boundary data. Suppose

ε = −p(e1) = sup
(Sd−1)′

(−p),

where e1 is the unit vector in the x1-direction, then supSd−1 v ≤ ε. Regularity of p
gives v ≥ −p ≥ 7

8ε in B′
cε1/2

(e1) ∩ S
d−1, which leads to v ≥ 7

8ε in Bcε1/2(e1) ∩ S
d−1

by a scaling argument.

From here we have v(e1,
1
2η) ≥ cε

d−1

2 by comparing with a truncation and
rescaling of the Green’s function for ∆Sd−1 with a pole at e1 and vanishes out-
side Bη(e1) ∩ S

d−1. Combining this with (2.8) gives the desired result. �
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With this, we have the following control over the size of ‖v‖H1 in terms of κ:

Lemma 2.4. Using the notations in Definition 2.1 and Remark 2.2, and further
assume ‖p‖L2(Sd−1) ≤ 1, we have a universal constant C such that

‖vp‖H1(B1) ≤ Cκ
1
2
+ 1

d−1

p if p ∈ P2k

and

‖vp‖H1(B1) ≤ Cκ1/2
p if p ∈ P2k+1.

Proof. We first deal with the case when p ∈ P2k.
With the homogeneity and harmonicity of p, we have

∫

Sd−1

|∇Sd−1p|2 − λ(2k)p2 = −

∫

Sd−1

v(∆Sd−1 + λ(2k))p

≤ − sup
Sd−1

v

∫

(Sd−1)′
g.

Now let P denote the 2k-homogeneous harmonic polynomial with P = 1 on
(Sd−1)′. Then

∫

Sd−1 P (∆Sd−1 + λ(2k))p =
∫

Sd−1 p(∆Sd−1 + λ(2k))P = 0 gives

−

∫

(Sd−1)′
g ∼

∫

S±
η

f ∼ κ.

Thus

(2.9)

∫

Sd−1

|∇Sd−1p|2 − λp2 ≤ Cκ1+ 2
d−1

by Lemma 2.3.
Using again the homogeneity and harmonicity of p ∈ P2k, this implies

∫

Sd−1

|∇Sd−1v|2 − λv2 =

∫

Sd−1

|∇Sd−1p|2 − λp2 ≤ Cκ1+ 2
d−1 .

To conclude the estimate for p ∈ P2k, we simply note that the left-hand side is
comparable to ‖v‖2H1(B1)

when η is chosen small.

Now we deal with the case when p ∈ P2k+1.
In this case, note that p is admissible in the minimization problem in Definition

2.1, we have

(2.10)

∫

Sd−1

|∇Sd−1p|2 − λ(2k + 1)p2 ≤

∫

Sd−1

|∇Sd−1p|2 − λ(2k + 1)p2 = 0,

which implies
∫

Sd−1

|∇Sd−1(p−p)|2−λ(p−p)2 ≤ 2

∫

Sd−1

p(∆Sd−1+λ)(p−p) = 2

∫

Sd−1∩S±
η

pfdHd−2.

For the last equality, we used p = 0 along {xd = 0}, and ∆p = 0 away from
{xd = 0}. This gives

∫

Sd−1

|∇Sd−1v|2 − λv2 ≤ Cκ.

We conclude by noting the left-hand side is comparable to ‖v‖2H1(B1)
when η is

small. �
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For p ∈ Pm with p 6= p, we sometimes need to absorb the right-hand side fp
from Remark 2.2. To do so, we need some auxiliary functions.

Firstly, let ϕp : Sd−1 → R denote the projection of the normalized fp onto Pm,
that is,

(2.11) ϕp =
∑

〈
fp
κp

, pj〉pj ,

where {pj} is an orthonormal basis for Pm in L2(Sd−1) and

〈
fp
κp

, pj〉 =
1

κp

∫

Sd−1∩S±
η

pjfpdH
d−2.

In particular, the difference
fp
κp

− ϕp is perpendicular to Pm. Consequently, the

theory of Fredholm implies that we can find a unique function Hp on S
d−1, that is

even with respect to xd and satisfyies:
If m = 2k, then

(2.12) (∆Sd−1 + λ(2k))Hp =
fp
κp

− ϕp on S
d−1;

If m = 2k + 1, then

(2.13) (∆Sd−1 + λ(2k + 1))Hp =
fp
κp

− ϕp on (Sd−1)±, and Hp(·, 0) = 0.

If we denote its m-homogeneous extension also by Hp, then

(2.14) Φp := Hp +
1

d+ 2m− 2
ϕp(

x

|x|
)|x|m log |x|

satisfies

∆Φp =
fp
κp

dHd−1|S±
η

in R
d if m = 2k;

and

∆Φp =
fp
κp

dHd−1|S±
η

in (Rd)±, and Φp(·, 0) = 0 if m = 2k + 1.

We often omit the subscript when there is no ambiguity.
For our argument, it is crucial that fp has a non-trivial projection into Pm:

Lemma 2.5. If κp 6= 0, then there are universal positive constants c and C such
that

c ≤ ‖ϕp‖L2(Sd−1) ≤ C,

and

‖Φp‖C0,1(B1) ≤ C.

Proof. Both upper bounds follow from the definitions of ϕ, Φ and Lemma 2.2.
For the lower bound for ϕ, it suffices to note that we can find q ∈ Pm with

‖q‖L2(Sd−1) = 1 and q ≥ c > 0 along S±
η if η is small. �

Lemma 2.6. If u solves (1.1) in B1, and p ∈ P2k ∪ P2k+1, then

‖u− p‖L∞(B1/2) + ‖u− p‖H1(B1/2) ≤ C(‖u− p‖L2(B1) + κp)

for a universal constant C.
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Proof. By Definition 2.1, we have p ≥ 0 along {xd = 0}. Thus ∆u = 0 inside
{u− p > 0}. As a result,

∆(u − p) = −∆p ≥ −fdHd−1|S±
η

in {u− p > 0}.

Similarly, inside {p− u > 0}, we have ∆p ≥ 0. Thus

∆(u − p) ≤ ∆u ≤ 0 in {p− u > 0}.

Combining these, we have

∆|u− p| ≥ −fdHd−1|S±
η

in B1.

Meanwhile, let ζ be a smooth non-negative function on Sd−1 satisfying

ζ = 0 on (Sd−1)′ and ζ = 1 on {|xd| ≥
η

2
|x′|}.

Recall the auxiliary function from (2.14), we have

∆(ζΦ) =
1

κ
fdHd−1|S±

η
+ R,

where the remainder R is universally bounded in B1. Consequently, we have

∆(|u− p|+ κζΦ) ≥ −Cκ in B1.

Together with Lemma 2.5, this gives the estimates on ‖u− p‖L∞(B1/2) and ‖u−

p‖H1(B1/2). �

Remark 2.3. Lemma 2.6 is the reason why it is preferable to work with the
replacement p rather then the original p.

2.3. Well-approximated solutions. The heart of this paper is Lemma 1.1, where
we improve the approximation of a solution u by replacements of polynomials from
P2k or P2k+1, defined in (2.6) and (2.7).

Let u be a solution to (1.1) in B1, and let p ∈ Pm for m = 2k or 2k + 1. The
distance between them is denoted by

(2.15) δ(u, p) := max{‖u− p‖H1(B1), κp}.

Here we use notations from Definition 2.1 and Remark 2.2.

Definition 2.2. Given ε > 0, we say that u is ε-approximated by p ∈ Pm at scale
r > 0, and write

u ∈ Sm(p, ε, r)

if

δ(ur, p) < ε,

where ur(x) =
1
rmu(rx).

We collect some immediate consequences.

Lemma 2.7. If u ∈ Sm(p, ε, 1), then

Wm(u; 3/4) ≤ Wm(p; 3/4) + Cε2

for a universal C.
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Proof. With ‖u− p‖H1(B1) ≤ ε, we can find ρ ∈ [ 34 ,
7
8 ] such that

∫

∂Bρ

(uν − pν)
2 + (u− p̄)2dHd−1 ≤ Cε2.

A direct computation gives

Wm(p; ρ)−Wm(u; ρ) =
1

ρd+2m−2

∫

Bρ

|∇(p− u)|2 − 2∆u(p− u)

+
1

ρd+2m−2

∫

∂Bρ

2uν(p− u)−
m

ρd+2m−1

∫

∂Bρ

(p− u)2 + 2u(p− u).

With u∆u = 0 and p∆u ≤ 0, this implies

Wm(p; ρ)−Wm(u; ρ) ≥
1

ρd+2m−2

∫

∂Bρ

2(ρuν −mu)(p− u)−m(p− u)2

≥ −Cε2.

where we have used ρuν −mu = ρ(u− p̄)ν −m(u− p̄).
With monotonicity of Wm and homogeneity of p, this implies

Wm(u; 3/4) ≤ Wm(p; 3/4) + Cε2.

�

A consequence of Lemma 2.7 is the following relation between Wm and ε.

Lemma 2.8. If u ∈ Sm(p, ε, 1), then

Wm(u; 3/4) ≤ Cε2, if m is odd,

and

Wm(u; 3/4) ≤ Cε1+
2

d−1 , if m is even,

with C universal.

Proof. By Lemma 2.7 we only need to bound Wm(p̄ : 1).
When m is odd, W2k+1(p; 1) ≤ 0 by (2.10).
When m is even, note that

(2.16) W (p; 1) = C

∫

Sd−1

|∇Sd−1p|2 − λ(2k)p2 ≤ Cε1+
2

d−1

by (2.9). �

Remark 2.4. The difference between the exponents in Lemma 2.8 leads to the
different rates of convergence in Theorem 1.1.

The following is a version of Lemma B.2 from [FRS]. It follows by quantifying
the proof in [FRS] and it is left to the reader:

Lemma 2.9. Suppose that u is a solution to (1.1) in B1.
If u ≤ p+ ε in B1 for some p ∈ P2k+1 with ‖p‖L2(Sd−1) ≤ 1, then

u = 0 in B′
1−ε1/2 ∩ {

∂

∂xd
p ≤ −Mε1/2},

where M is a universal constant.
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Remark 2.5. For a function w ∈ C1(B1 ∩ {xd ≥ 0}), ∂
∂xd

w(x′, 0) denotes the

one-sided derivative in the xd-direction taken in B1 ∩ {xd ≥ 0}, that is,

∂

∂xd
w(x′, 0) = lim

t→0+

w(x′, t)− w(x′, 0)

t
.

3. The dichotomy at a point with odd frequency

Suppose that u is a solution to the thin obstacle problem (1.1), and that 0 is a
point with integer frequency. By results in [GP, FRS], up to an initial scaling, the
solution u is well-approximated in B1 by some homogeneous solution from either
P+
2k+1 or P+

2k as in (1.4) and (1.3). To get a rate of convergence as in Theorem 1.1,
we need to improve this approximation at smaller scales.

This is achieved through the dichotomy as in Lemma 1.1, which states that at
a smaller scale, either the approximation can be improved in a quantified fashion,
or the Weiss energy drops in a quantified fashion. In some sense, this method
combines the strengths of the epiperimetric inequality approach as in [CSV] and
the approach by linearization as in [D].

In this section and the next, we prove this dichotomy for points with odd and
even frequencies, respectively. In the final section of this paper, we show how to
deduce the main result from them.

We state the main lemma for this section:

Lemma 3.1 (Dichotomy at a point with odd frequency). Given k ∈ N, there are
universal constants, ε̃, r0, c small and C big, such that

If u ∈ S2k+1(p, ε, 1) with ε < ε̃ and 1 ≤ ‖p‖L2(Sd−1) ≤ 2, then we have the
following dichotomy:

a) Either
W2k+1(u; 1)−W2k+1(u; r0) ≥ cε2,

and
u ∈ S2k+1(p, Cε, r0);

b) or

u ∈ S2k+1(p
′,
1

2
ε, r0)

for some p′ with
‖p′ − p‖L2(Sd−1) ≤ Cε.

Recall the space of well-approximated solutions S2k+1 from Definition 2.2, and
the Weiss energy from (2.3).

The remaining part of this section is devoted to the proof of Lemma 3.1. We
argue by contradiction.

Suppose, on the contrary, the lemma is not true. Then we find a sequence
(un, pn) satisfying

1 ≤ ‖pn‖L2(Sd−1) ≤ 2, and un ∈ S2k+1(pn, εn, 1) with εn → 0.

However, neither a) nor b) holds, that is

(3.1) W2k+1(un; 1)−W2k+1(un; r0) <
1

n2
ε2n,

and

(3.2) un /∈ S2k+1(p
′,
1

2
εn, r0) ∀p′ ∈ P2k+1 with ‖p′ − pn‖L2(Sd−1) ≤ Cεn.
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The constants r0 and C0 will be chosen depending on universal constants.
We will choose r0 ≤ 1/2. Hence by monotonicity of the Weiss energy and (3.1),

we have

(3.3) W2k+1(un; 1)−W2k+1(un; 1/2) <
1

n2
ε2n.

Corresponding to this sequence pn, we have auxiliary functions fn, gn, vn, ϕn,
Hn and Φn, and constants κn as in Definition 2.1, Remark 2.2, (2.11) and (2.14).

Now with pn uniformly bounded in the finite dimensional space P2k+1, we have,
up to a subsequence,

pn → p∞ uniformly in C1(B1 ∩ {xd ≥ 0}) and C1(B1 ∩ {xd ≤ 0}).

As a result, we have p∞ ∈ P2k+1. Actually, it is in the more restrictive space P+
2k+1

(see (1.4)):

Lemma 3.2. ∂
∂xd

p∞ ≤ 0 in B′
1.

Proof. By Lemma 2.4, we have

(3.4) ‖un − pn‖H1(B1) ≤ ‖un − pn‖H1(B1) + ‖vn‖H1(B1) ≤ Cε1/2n .

Suppose ∂
∂xd

p∞(x′, 0) = β > 0 at some (x′, 0) ∈ B′
1.

Since ∂
∂xd

un(·, 0) ≤ 0, we have ∂
∂xd

(pn − un) ≥
1
2β in a neighborhood of (x′, 0)

for large n. This contradicts (3.4) eventually. �

Since p∞ ∈ P2k+1, the following set

N := {
∂

∂xd
p∞ = 0}′

is of dimension at most (d− 2).

Lemma 3.3. Given a compact set K ⊂ B′
1\N , we can find N ∈ N such that

un = 0 on K

for all n ≥ N.

Proof. By compactness of K, we can find β > 0 such that

∂

∂xd
p∞ ≤ −β on K.

With Lemma 2.6 and (3.4), we have

un ≤ pn + CKε1/2n in a neighborhood of K.

Together with Lemma 2.9, this gives the desired result. �

Now define the normalized solutions

(3.5) ûn =
un − pn

εn
.

With Lemma 2.6 and (2.14), we have that

∆(ûn +
κn

εn
Φn) = 0 in B+

1

and

‖ûn +
κn

εn
Φn‖H1(Bρ) ≤ C(ρ) for any ρ < 1.
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Thus, up to a subsequence, ûn + κn

εn
Φn converges in L2

loc(B1) to a limit function

h ∈ H1
loc(B1), which is harmonic in B+

1 and B−
1 , and

(3.6) ‖ûn +
κn

εn
Φn − h‖L2(B7/8) = o(1) as n → ∞.

Moreover, Lemma 3.3 implies that ûn + κn

εn
Φn vanishes eventually on any compact

subsets of B′
1\N , where N is a subset of {xd = 0} of dimension at most (d − 2).

Consequently, ûn + κn

εn
Φn convergences uniformly to h on compact sets in B1 \ N ,

which implies that h = 0 on B′
1\N . With N having 0 capacity, this gives

∆h = 0 in B+
1 , and h = 0 on B′

1.

Denote the (2k+1)-order Taylor expansion of h at the origin (in B+
1 , then evenly

reflected to B−
1 ) by

∑2k+1
ℓ=0 hℓ, with each hℓ being the ℓ-homogeneous part. Then

we have

Lemma 3.4. There is a universal constant C, such that for r ∈ (0, 1/4) we have

‖(ûn)r − h2k+1‖L2(B2) ≤ Cr(1 + | log r|) + o(1)

and
κn

εn
≤ Cr + o(1) as n → ∞,

where (ûn)r(x) =
1

r2k+1 ûn(rx).

Proof. Throughout this proof, for a function w, we use wr to denote its rescaling

wr(x) =
1

r2k+1
w(rx).

Firstly, with (2.5) and (3.3), we have
∫

∂B1

|u− u 1
2
| ≤ εo(1),

which implies, by maximum principle and the homogeneity of p, that

(3.7) |û− û 1
2
| = o(1) in B7/8.

With (3.6) and regularity of the harmonic function h, we have

(3.8) ‖û+
κ

ε
Φ−

2k+1
∑

ℓ=0

hℓ‖L2(B2r) ≤ Cr2k+2+ d
2 + o(1).

A rescaling gives

‖û 1
2
+

κ

ε
Φ 1

2
−

2k+1
∑

ℓ=0

(hℓ) 1
2
‖L2(B4r) ≤ Cr2k+2+ d

2 + o(1).

Combining these with (3.7), we get

‖
κ

ε
(Φ− Φ 1

2
) +

∑

[(hℓ) 1
2
− hℓ]‖L2(B2r) ≤ Cr2k+2+ d

2 + o(1).

That is,

κ

ε

log(2)

d+ 4k
‖ϕ|x|2k+1‖L2(B2r) +

2k
∑

ℓ=0

(22k+1−ℓ − 1)‖hℓ‖L2(B2r) ≤ Cr2k+2+ d
2 + o(1),

where we used the definition of Φ from (2.14), and the orthogonality of ϕ and hℓ

in L2(Sd−1) for ℓ ≤ 2k.
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With Lemma 2.5, we can use the bound on the first term to get
κ

ε
≤ Cr + o(1).

Similarly, the bound on each of the remaining terms gives

‖hℓ‖L2(B2r) ≤ Cr2k+2+ d
2 + o(1) for each 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ 2k.

Putting these into (3.8) gives

(3.9) ‖ûr − h2k+1‖L2(B2) ≤ Cr(1 + | log r|) + o(1).

This is the desired estimate. �

As an immediate consequence of Lemma 3.4, we have

(3.10) ‖(un)r − (pn + εnh2k+1)‖L2(B2) ≤ εn[Cr(1 + | log r|) + o(1)].

Lemma 3.5. As n → ∞, we have

‖pn + εnh2k+1 − pn − εnh2k+1‖L2(B2) = εno(1).

Proof. In this proof, define w = 1
ε (p+ εh2k+1 − p− εh2k+1).

Firstly, note that by the maximum principle for ∆Sd−1 + λ(2k + 1) in L+
η , we

have |p+ εh2k+1 − p| ≤ Cε in L+. Thus |w| ≤ C in L+.
Meanwhile, in any compact subset of B′

1\N , the same argument as in Lemma
3.3 implies w = 0 for large n. We also have w = 0 along S+

η .

To summarize, w is a bounded solution to (∆Sd−1 + λ)w = 0 in L+
η with w = 0

on S+
η and eventually vanishing in any compact subset of B′

1\N , where N is of
dimension at most (d− 2).

Note that w is even in the xd-direction and vanishes outside Lη, this implies that
‖w‖L2(Sd−1) = o(1), which gives the desired estimate. �

If we define p′n ∈ P2k+1 as

p′n = pn + εnh2k+1,

then |p′n − pn| ≤ Cεn.
With Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.5, we have

κp′
n
≤ κpn + εno(1) ≤ εn(Cr + o(1)).

By choosing r small, we have κp′
n
< ιεn for all large n, where ι < 1

2 is a small
universal constant to be chosen.

Combining (3.10) and Lemma 3.5, we have

‖(un)r − p′n‖L2(B2) ≤ εn[Cr(1 + | log r|) + o(1)].

By choosing r small, depending on universal constants, such that Cr(1+| log r|) <
ι/2, we have

‖(un)r − p′n‖L2(B2) < ιεn

for all large n. Together with Lemma 2.6, this implies

‖(un)r − p′n‖H1(B1) < Cιεn <
1

2
εn

if ι is small.
Consequently, we have

un ∈ S2k+1(p
′
n,

1

2
εn, r),
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contradicting (3.2).
This concludes the proof of Lemma 3.1.

4. The dichotomy at a point with even frequency

In this section, we establish a dichotomy similar to Lemma 3.1 but at a contact
point with even frequency. We also explain how to get a log-epiperimetric inequal-
ity with a slightly improved exponent then the one in Colombo-Spolaor-Velichkov
[CSV].

The ideas are similar to those in the previous section. We only sketch the proof.
This main lemma for this section is:

Lemma 4.1 (Dichotomy at a point with even frequency). Given k ∈ N, there are
universal constants, ε̃, r0, c small and C big, such that

If u ∈ S2k(p, ε, 1) with ε < ε̃ and 1 ≤ ‖p‖L2(Sd−1) ≤ 2, then we have the following
dichotomy:

a) Either
W2k(u; 1)−W2k(u; r0) ≥ cε2

and
u ∈ S2k(p, Cε, r0);

b) or

u ∈ S2k(p
′,
1

2
ε, r0)

for some p′ with
‖p′ − p‖L2(Sd−1) ≤ Cε.

We prove this lemma by contradiction.
Suppose the lemma is not true, then we find a sequence (un, pn) satisfying

1 ≤ ‖pn‖L2(Sd−1) ≤ 2, and un ∈ S2k(pn, εn, 1) with εn → 0.

However,

(4.1) W2k(un; 1)−W2k(un;
1

2
) <

1

n2
ε2n,

and

(4.2) un /∈ S2k(p
′,
1

2
εn, r0) ∀p′ ∈ P2k with ‖p′ − pn‖L2(Sd−1) ≤ Cεn.

The constants r0 and C will be chosen depending on universal constants.
Similar to the previous case, up to a subsequence, we have

pn → p∞ ∈ P2k in C∞(B1).

With Lemma 2.3, we have pn ≥ −vn ≥ −Cε
2

d−1

n on B′
1. Thus

p∞ ≥ 0 on B′
1.

The set where p∞ vanishes on B′
1, N = {p∞ = 0}′, has dimension at most

(d− 2).
Define normalized solutions ûn as in (3.5), we have, up to a subsequence,

‖ûn +
κn

εn
Φn − h‖L2(B7/8) = o(1) as n → ∞

for some h satisfying
∆h = 0 in B1.



POINTS OF INTEGER FREQUENCIES 17

With similar ideas as in Lemma 3.4, we can rule out lower order terms in the
Taylor polynomial of h at 0 and obtain for r ∈ (0, 1/4),

‖(un)r − (pn + εnh2k)‖L2(B2) ≤ εn[Cr(1 + | log r|) + o(1)].

If we choose r small, then p′n = pn + εnh2k ∈ P2k satisfies |p′n − pn| ≤ Cεn, and

‖(un)r − p′n‖L2(B2) < ιεn and κp′
n
≤ ιεn

for large n, where ι is a universally small constant.
An application of Lemma 2.6 again gives

un ∈ S2k(p
′
n,

1

2
εn, r)

if ι is small, which contradicts (4.2).
This completes the proof for Lemma 4.1.

Remark 4.1. We sketch how similar ideas lead to a log-epiperimetric inequality
for the 2k-Weiss energy functional. We get an improved exponent than the one
currently known in the literature.

To be precise, let w be a 2k-homogeneous function satisfying

w ≥ 0 on {xd = 0},

and

‖w‖L2(Sd−1) ≤ 1, |W2k(w; 1)| ≤ 1,

then we will show

(4.3) W2k(w; 1)−W2k(u; 1) ≥ cW2k(w; 1)
1+ d−3

d+1 ,

where u is the solution to (1.1) with u|Sd−1 = w, and c is a universal constant.
A similar result is known in [CSV] with the exponent on the right-hand side as

1 + d−2
d .

It suffices to prove (4.3) under the assumption ‖w‖L2(Sd−1) = 1. For such w,
choose p ∈ P2k that minimizes δ(w, p) from (2.15).

With W (p; 1) = 0, ∆p = 0 and the homogeneity of p, we have

W (w; 1) ≤

∫

B1

|∇w −∇p|2 ≤ Cδ(w, p)2 + C‖p− p‖2H1(B1)
.

With homogeneity and harmonicity of p, we also have

W (p; 1) = W (p− p; 1) = C[

∫

Lη

|∇Sd−1(p− p)|2 − λ(2k)(p− p)2],

where the definitions of Lη and λ(2k) are given at the beginning of Subsection 2.2.
By making η smaller, if necessary, we have

∫

Lη
|∇Sd−1(p − p)|2 − λ(2k)(p − p)2 ∼

‖p− p‖2H1(B1)
. Therefore,

W (w; 1) ≤ Cδ(w, p)1+
2

d−1 ,

where we used (2.16).
With u = w on Sd−1 and w ≥ 0 on {xd = 0}, we have

W (w; 1)−W (u; 1) ≥

∫

B1

|∇(w − u)|2.
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Therefore, it suffices to show that for δ(w, p) small, we have

(4.4)

∫

B1

|∇(w − u)|2 ≥ cδ(w, p)2

for some universal constant c.
Suppose, on the contrary, this fails. Then we find a sequence (wn, un, pn) as

described above with δn = δ(wn, pn) → 0 but

(4.5)

∫

B1

|∇(wn − un)|
2 ≤

1

n2
δ2n.

Similar ideas as in the proof for Lemma 4.1 gives, for large n,

δ(un, p
′
n) <

1

2
δn

for some p′n ∈ P2k, where (4.5) can be used in place of (4.1) to control terms with
lower homogeneities. With (4.5), this gives δ(wn, p

′
n) < δn(wn, pn), contradicting

the minimizing property of pn.

5. Convergence rate to the blow-up profile

In this final section, we prove our main result Theorem 1.1. Our result on
stratification of contact points with integer frequencies, Theorem 1.2, follows with
Whitney’s extension theorem and the implicit function theorem. See, for instance,
[GP].

We first give a technical lemma about sequences. We will apply this to the
sequences of Weiss energy and errors in approximations at different scales.

Lemma 5.1. Let (wn) and (en) be two sequences of nonnegative real numbers with
e0 ≤ 1. Suppose that for some constants, A big, a small and γ ∈ (0, 1], we have

wn+1 ≤ Ae1+γ
n ,

and the following dichotomy:

• either wn+1 ≤ wn − ae2n and en+1 = Aen;
• or wn+1 ≤ wn and en+1 = 1

2en.

Then
∑

en < σ(e0) → 0 as e0 → 0,

and

(5.1)
∑

n≥N

en ≤ C(1 − c)N if γ = 1;

and

(5.2)
∑

n≥N

en ≤ CN
−γ
1−γ if γ ∈ (0, 1).

Here c ∈ (0, 1) and C are constants depending only on A, a and γ.

Proof. Define a new sequence

αn := wn + µe2n.

If µ > 0 is small enough, then we have

(5.3) αn+1 ≤ αn − cα
2

1+γ
n ,
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and α1 ≤ Ce1+γ
0 .

For γ = 1, we have αn ≤ (1− c)n−1α1, which gives the desired estimate for this
case.

For γ ∈ (0, 1), from (5.3) we have that for all n ≥ 1,

αn ≤ C(n+M)−
1+γ
1−γ ,

withM → ∞ as e0 → 0, and the first estimate follows. Meanwhile, by our definition
of αn, we have e2n ≤ C(αn − αn+1). Thus

2N
∑

n=N

en ≤ C

2N
∑

N

(αn − αn+1)
1/2

≤ CN1/2

[

2N
∑

N

(αn − αn+1)

]1/2

≤ CN1/2α
1/2
N

≤ CN− γ
1−γ .

This gives the desired estimate for γ ∈ (0, 1). �

Now we give the proof of our main result.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Suppose that 0 ∈ Λm(u) for some m ∈ N, then up to an
initial rescaling, we have

u ∈ Sm(p, ε, 1), ‖p‖L2(B1) = 3/2,

for some ε < ε̃. Here ε̃ is the constant from Lemma 1.1, and the solution class Sm

is from Definition 2.2.
As the initial set up, let p0 = p, ρ0 = 1, e0 = ε, and w0 = Wm(u; 1).
Suppose that we have found pn, en wn small, and ρn ∈ (0, 1) such that u ∈

Sm(pn, en, ρn) with en < ε̃. Then we apply Lemma 1.1. If possibility a) happens
in the dichotomy, we let pn+1 = pn, en+1 = Cen. If possibility b) happens, we
let pn+1 = p′ and en+1 = 1

2en. In both cases, we let ρn+1 = r0ρn and wn+1 =
Wm(u; ρn+1).

By Lemma 1.1 and Lemma 2.8, the sequences (wn) and (en) satisfy the assump-
tions in Lemma 5.1, with γ = 1 if m is odd, and γ = 2

d−1 if m is even. In particular,

we have
∑

en < ε̃ along the sequence if e0 is chosen small enough. Consequently,
Lemma 1.1 can be applied indefinitely.

Now note that ‖pn+1 − pn‖L2(B1) ≤ Cen. The summability of (en) implies the
convergence of pn to some limit p∞.

If we denote by ur the rescaled solution ur(x) =
1
rmu(rx). When m is odd, we

use (5.1) to get ‖urn
0
− p∞‖H1(B1) ≤ C(1 − c)n. This gives the estimate in (1.5).

When m is even, we use (5.2) to get ‖urn
0
− p∞‖H1(B1) ≤ Cn− 2

d−3 . This gives the
estimate in (1.6). �

The stratification in Theorem 1.2 follows by the same strategy as in Garofalo-
Petrosyan [GP] or Colombo-Spolaor-Velichkov [CSV]. In the following remark, we
point out that Λ1(u) and Λ0

3(u) always lie in the interior of the contact set.
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Remark 5.1. Suppose 0 ∈ Λ2k+1(u), then there is p ∈ P+
2k+1 such that

u(x) = p(x) +O(|x|2k+1+α)

as x → 0.
If 0 ∈ Λ1(u), then p is a positive multiple of −|xd|.
If 0 ∈ Λ3(u), we have

p(x′, xd) = −|xd|(p1(x
′) + x2

dp2(x
′, xd)),

where p1 is a 2-homogeneous polynomial with p1 ≥ 0 on {xd = 0}. The zero stratum
of Λ3(u) is defined as those points where p1 depends on all (d− 1)-variables. This
implies p1 > 0 on (Sd−1)′.

Consequently, if 0 ∈ Λ1(u) or Λ0
3(u), then

∂
∂xd

p < 0 on (Sd−1)′. With Lemma

2.9, we have u = 0 in B′
r for some r > 0.
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