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REGULARITY OF FREE BOUNDARY

FOR THE MONGE-AMPÈRE OBSTACLE PROBLEM

GENGGENG HUANG, LAN TANG, AND XU-JIA WANG

Abstract. In this paper, we prove the regularity of the free boundary in the Monge-
Ampère obstacle problem detD2v = f(y)χ{v>0}. By duality, the regularity of the free
boundary is equivalent to that of the asymptotic cone of the solution to the singular
Monge-Ampère equation detD2u = 1/f(Du) + δ0 at the origin. We first establish an
asymptotic estimate for the solution u near the singular point, then use a partial Legendre
transform to change the Monge-Ampère equation to a singular, fully nonlinear elliptic
equation, and establish the regularity of solutions to the singular elliptic equation.

1. Introduction

In this paper we study the Monge-Ampère obstacle problem

(1.1)
detD2v = f χ{v>0} in Ω,

v = v0 on ∂Ω,

where Ω is a bounded domain in the Euclidean space R
n, f, v0 are positive functions on

Ω, and χ is the characteristic function. Denote Γ := ∂{v = 0} the free boundary. The

main objective of the paper is to prove the regularity of the free boundary Γ.

Problem (1.1) is the Monge-Ampère counterpart of the classical free boundary problem

(1.2)
∆v = f χ{v>0} in Ω,

v = v0 on ∂Ω.

A central issue for the prototypal obstacle problem (1.2) is the regularity of the free

boundary Γ = ∂{v = 0}. In a seminal work [3], Caffarelli proved that the free boundary

is C1 smooth at regular points; and hence is C∞ smooth and analytic [28]. Since then

the regularity of free boundary problems has been extensively studied.

Regularity of free boundary problems associated with the Monge-Ampère equation has

also been studied in a number of papers [7, 9, 16, 17, 30, 31, 35]. See also [10, 11, 19] for
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a related free boundary problem with the Gauss curvature flow. In [35], Savin studied

problem (1.1) and proved that the free boundary Γ is uniformly convex and C1,1 smooth.

He also pointed out two other interpretations of the obstacle problem (1.1), as a model

in the optimal transportation with a Dirac measure and in the Monge-Ampère equation

with a cone singularity. In dimensions two, Galvez, Jiménez and Mira [16] proved that

the free boundary Γ is C∞ smooth and analytic, if f is respectively smooth and analytic.

As pointed out in [16], some of the arguments in [16] are specific of the two-dimensional

case, since they rely on complex analysis and surface theory. Also in dimension two,

Daskalopoulos and Lee [11] obtained the regularity of the free boundary in the Gauss

curvature flow. For fully nonlinear, uniformly elliptic equations, the corresponding results

can be found in [29, 38, 39]. An open problem is the regularity of the free boundary

problem (1.1) in high dimensions. In this paper we resolve the problem completely.

Theorem 1.1. Let v be a generalized solution to the obstacle problem (1.1), in the sense

of Aleksandrov. Assume that Ω is a bounded domain in Rn, and f, v0 > 0. Then the free

boundary Γ is smooth if f is smooth; and Γ is analytic if f is analytic.

Monge-Ampère type equations are different from uniformly elliptic equations in many

ways, and the techniques for uniformly elliptic equations [3, 6, 29, 38, 39] do not apply to

the Monge-Ampère obstacle problem (1.1). A key property for uniformly elliptic equations

is the growth estimate supBr(0) v ≈ r2 (assuming that 0 is a point on the free bounadry).

By this property, the blow-up profile at 0 is either of the form 1
2
max{x · e, 0}2 for a vector

e, or of the form 1
2
x · Ax for a matrix A. In the former case, 0 is a regular point and the

free boundary is smooth at the point. But for the Monge-Ampère equation (1.1), we have

instead the estimate supBr(0) v ≈ r1+
1
n . It implies that equation (1.1) is both singular and

degenerate near the free boundary. Therefore to prove the regularity of the free boundary,

one needs a completely different approach.

Our new approach to the problem involves a series of transforms. We first make the

Legendre transform (1.3) to obtain the equation (1.4) with point singularity. By estimate

(1.9) we then make the change (1.8) to get equation (1.10) in the polar coordinates.

Regularity of the free boundary Γ is thus reduced to that for equation (1.10). To establish

the a priori estimate for (1.10), we again make a partial Legendre transform (1.13) to

obtain a fully nonlinear, singular elliptic equation (1.14). The linearized equation of

(1.14) is a degenerate equation of Keldysh type after a change of variables. By the Hölder

regularity of the linearized equation of (1.14), we can prove the blow-up limits for equation

(1.14) is a quadratic function (Theorem 1.3). Technically the most difficult part in the
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approach is to prove the uniqueness of the blow-up limits, namely all blow-up sequences

around a point converge to the same limit, from which the C2 regularity of solutions

follows. We will prove the uniqueness of the blow-up limits by consecutively using the

maximum principle in an infinite sequence of domains. See also Remark 4.4.

The Monge-Ampère equation has a very useful property, namely the duality. Let v be

the solution to the obstacle problem (1.1), as in Theorem 1.1. Then v is convex and the

set {v = 0} is a convex sub-set of Ω. We may assume that the set {v = 0} has positive

measure, otherwise the free boundary does not exist [35]. Let u be the Legendre transform

of v, given by

(1.3) u(x) = sup{x · y − v(y) : y ∈ Ω}, x ∈ Ω∗ =: Dyv(Ω).

Then u is a generalized solution to the following Monge-Ampère equation with point

singularity,

(1.4) detD2u = g(Du) + c∗δ0 in Ω∗,

where g(Du(x)) = 1
f(y)

at y = Du(x), and c∗ = |{v = 0}| is a constant. There is no loss of

generality in assuming that c∗ = 1. By a translation of the coordinates we assume that the

origin is an interior point of the convex set {v = 0}. Then u(0) = 0 and u(y) > 0 ∀ y 6= 0.

Let φ be the tangential cone of u at 0, namely it is a homogeneous function of degree one

defined in Rn and satisfying

(1.5)
u(x) ≥ φ(x) ∀ x ∈ Ω∗,

u(x)− φ(x) = o(|x|) as x→ 0,

such that ∂φ{0} = ∂u{0}. Given a convex function w, we denote by ∂w{p} the sub-

differential of w at p,

∂w{p} = {ξ ∈ R
n : w(x) ≥ ξ · (x− p) + w(p) ∀ x near p}.

By duality,

∂φ{0} = {v = 0}.
Hence the section S1,φ =: {x ∈ Rn : φ(x) < 1} is the polar body of {v = 0}, i.e.,

(1.6) S1,φ = {x ∈ R
n : x · y < 1 ∀ y ∈ {v = 0}}.

Denote L = ∂S1,φ. Hence L is Ck smooth (k ≥ 2) and uniformly convex if and only if the

free boundary Γ is. It was proved in [35] that Γ is uniformly convex and C1,1 smooth for

f ≡ 1. In the two dimensional case, it was proved in [16] that the curve L is smooth and

analytic. Moreover, if u is an entire solution to (1.4) with g ≡ 1, namely u is defined in
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the whole space Rn, then u must be rotationally symmetric after an affine transform of

coordinates [25, 26]. In this paper, we prove

Theorem 1.2. Let u be a strictly convex solution of (1.4). Then in the spherical coordi-

nates (θ, r), u is smooth as a function of θ and r if f is smooth, and we have the Taylor

expansion

(1.7) u(θ, r) = r
k∑

i=0

φi(θ)r
ni +O(r1+(k+1)n)

for any integer k ≥ 0, where φi are smooth functions of θ. Moreover, if f is analytic,

then u is analytic in θ.

By the condition v0 > 0 on ∂Ω, we know that u is strictly convex in Ω∗ [5]. Theorem

1.1 follows from Theorem 1.2 by the duality between the free boundary Γ and the section

L. The Taylor expansion (1.7) reveals a special geometric profile of the solution u at the

origin, namely u(θ,r)
r

is a smooth function of θ and rn.

To prove Theorem 1.2, our goal is to prove that u
r
, as a function of θ, r, is smooth.

Therefore we will make the change

(1.8) ζ(θ, r) =
u(θ, r)

r
, s = r

n
2 .

The proof of Theorems 1.2 can be divided into three steps.

Step 1: We first prove that the function w = u−φ satisfies the growth condition near 0,

(1.9) C1|x|n+1 ≤ w(x) ≤ C2|x|n+1

for two positive constants C2 ≥ C1 > 0. Estimates (1.9) are built on Pogorelov and Savin’s

interior second derivative estimates. (1.9) is a key estimate in this paper. It implies that

equation (1.10) below is uniformly elliptic.

Step 2: We next prove that the free boundary is C2 smooth. We express the solution u

in the spherical coordinates (θ, r), and make the changes (1.8). Then in an orthonormal

frame θ on the unit sphere Sn−1, ζ satisfies the equation

(1.10) det




(
n
2

)2
ζss +

n(n+2)
4

ζs
s

n
2
ζsθ1 · · · n

2
ζsθn−1

n
2
ζsθ1 ζθ1θ1 + ζ + n

2
sζs · · · ζθ1θn−1

· · · · · · · · · · · ·
n
2
ζsθn−1 ζθ1θn−1 · · · ζθn−1θn−1 + ζ + n

2
sζs


 = g.

This is a fully nonlinear singular elliptic equation. By (1.9) we have

(1.11) C1s
2 ≤ ζ(θ, s)− φ

r
≤ C2s

2.
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From (1.11), we deduce that equation (1.10) is uniformly elliptic. Moreover, the regularity

of the free boundary is equivalent to that of the function ζ(θ, 0).

Therefore the main task of the paper is to establish the regularity, at the boundary

{s = 0}, for the fully nonlinear, singular elliptic equation (1.10). A key step is to obtain

the C2 regularity of the solution ζ . Recall that for the classical obstacle problem (1.2),

the key estimate is the C1 regularity, proved in [3].

The proof of the C2 regularity of ζ will be carried out as follows. We first use a blow-up

argument to simplify equation (1.10) to the following equation

(1.12) det




ψxnxn +
n+2
n

ψxn

xn
ψxnx1 · · · ψxnxn−1

ψxnx1 ψx1x1 · · · ψx1xn−1

· · · · · · · · · · · ·
ψxnxn−1 ψx1xn−1 · · · ψxn−1xn−1


 = 1 in R

n
+,

where R
n
+ = R

n ∩ {xn > 0}. The RHS of (1.12) is a positive constant, which we assume

is one.

We then make a partial Legendre transform for ψ [32], i.e.,

(1.13)

yn = xn,

y′ = Dx′ψ,

ψ∗ = x′ ·Dx′ψ − ψ,

where x′ = (x1, · · · , xn−1). Then ψ
∗ satisfies

(1.14) ψ∗
ynyn +

n+ 2

n

ψ∗
yn

yn
+ detD2

y′ψ
∗ = 0 in R

n
+.

A nice feature of equation (1.14) is that the singular part
ψ∗

yn

yn
is separate from the nonlinear

part of the equation, which enables us to prove the C2,α regularity for equation (1.14).

Hence by a scaling argument, we obtain the following Bernstein theorem.

Theorem 1.3. Let ψ ∈ C1,1(Rn
+) be a solution to (1.12). Assume that ψxn(x

′, 0) =

0 ∀ x′ ∈ Rn−1, and equation (1.12) is uniformly elliptic. Then

(1.15) ψ(x) = q(x′) + ax2n

where a is a positive constant and q is a quadratic polynomial.

To prove the C2-continuity of ζ(θ, s) at Sn−1 × {s = 0}, we use a blow-up argument.

By Theorem 1.3, the limit of a blow-up sequence is a quadratic polynomial of the form

(1.15). The most delicate part of the paper is to prove the uniqueness of the limit, namely

the limit is independent of the choice of the blow-up sequences. The uniqueness of the
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limit implies that the second derivatives D2ζ are continuous. Our proof of the uniqueness

is by employing the maximum principle consecutively in an infinite sequence of domains.

Step 3: We differentiate equation (1.10) to obtain a linearized equation, of which a

prototype is of the form

(1.16) ∆x′u+ unn + b
un
xn

= f in R
n
+,

where b > 1, un = uxn. Equation (1.16) is a singular elliptic equation of Keldysh type. In

[22, 23], Horiuchi introduced the Green function for (1.16) and proved the C2,α estimate

for (1.16). In this paper, we use his Green function to establish a weighted W 2,p estimate

for equation (1.16), extending the classical W 2,p estimate for the Poisson equation.

We then use the freezing coefficient method and the weighted W 2,p estimate to obtain

the C2,α regularity of ζ in θ. By the weighted W 2,p estimate and the bootstrap technique,

we show that the solution ζ ∈ C∞ up to the boundary.

Finally we prove that the free boundary is analytic. The analyticity of solutions has

been extensively studied in literature [15, 33, 28]. A simple proof was found in [27, 2]. To

prove the analyticity of our free boundary, we need to prove the analyticity of ζ in θ. We

will adopt the method in [27, 2].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we establish the asymptotic estimate

(1.9), which is the first step of our proof. The second step of the proof consists of

Sections 3 and 4. In Section 3 we prove the Hölder continuity for the singular term
ψ∗

yn

yn

in equation (1.14), from which we obtain the Bernstein Theorem 1.3. In Section 4, we

use the Bernstein Theorem and construct auxiliary functions to prove the C2-regularity

of the free boundary. Step 3 of the proof consists of Sections 5 and 6. In Section 5 we

establish a weighted W 2,p-estimate for (1.16), and use it to prove the C∞ regularity of

the free boundary. The analyticity of the free boundary will be proved in Section 6.

2. Asymptotic behaviour at the singularity

Let u be a generalized solution to

(2.1) detD2u = g(Du) + δ0 in B1(0).

Assume that u(0) = 0, u ≥ 0 and u > 0 on ∂B1(0). Assume also that g is a smooth and

positive function. There is no loss of generality in assuming that the unit ball B1(0) ⊂ Ω∗.

By extending v to Rn such that v is smooth and uniformly convex away from the free

boundary Γ, we may also assume that Γ ⊂ B1(0) ⊂ Ω. Therefore in the following we
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will consider problems (1.1) and (1.4) in B1(0). By the regularity of the Monge-Ampère

equation, we may also assume that |D4u| ≤M0, |D4v| ≤M0 near ∂B1(0). In the following

we will use Ω to denote a general bounded convex domain.

Let

(2.2) u = w + φ

where φ is the tangent cone of u at 0, defined in (1.5). Then

(2.3) w(x) ≥ 0, w(x) = o(|x|) as x→ 0.

Let Γ be the free boundary of the obstacle problem (1.1). In [35], Savin proved that Γ is

uniformly convex and C1,1 smooth for the case f ≡ 1. In this section, we show that his

argument also applies to general function f(x) provided f(x) is positive and smooth, and

obtain the estimate (1.9).

Lemma 2.1. (Pogorelov’s estimate) Let ψ ∈ C4(Ω) be a convex solution to

(2.4)
detD2ψ = h(x, ψ,Dψ) in Ω,

ψ = 0 on ∂Ω.

Then there exists a constant C > 0, depending only on n, supΩ(|ψ|+|Dψ|), and ‖ log h‖C2,

such that

(2.5) [−ψ(x)]
∣∣D2ψ(x)

∣∣ ≤ C ∀ x ∈ Ω.

The proof for Pogorelov’s estimate can be found in several papers. See for instance

[18, 34]. Here we omit the proof.

Corollary 2.1. Let u be the strictly convex solution to (2.1). We have the estimate

(2.6) |x||D2u(x)| ≤ C ∀ x ∈ B1\{0}.
where C depends only on n,M0, supB1

(|u|+ |Du|), and ‖ log g‖C2.

Proof. Consider a point x0 ∈ B1(0)\{0} near the origin. Choose the coordinates such

that x0 = |x0|en, where en = (0, · · · , 0, 1). Subtracting a linear function, one can assume

φ(ten) = 0 for t > 0, and φ(x) ≥ 0 for x ∈ B1.

Denote Ωε0 = {x ∈ B1 | u(x) < ε0xn}, for some small but fixed ε0 > 0. Applying Lemma

2.1 to u− ε0xn in Ωε0, we obtain

(ε0|x0| − u(x0))|D2u|(x0) ≤ C ∀ x0 ∈ Ωε0 .

Note that u(x0) = o(|x0|). We obtain (2.6). �
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Corollary 2.2. Let φ be the tangential convex cone of u at 0. Then there holds

(2.7) |x| |D2φ(x)| ≤ C ∀ 0 6= x ∈ R
n,

for the same constant C in (2.6).

Proof. Consider a point x0 ∈ B1(0)\{0} near the origin. Denote t = |x0| ∈ (0, 1). Make

the dilation X = x/t and Ut(X) = u(x)/t, and choose the coordinates such that X0 =:

x0/t = en. Then φ is also the tangential convex cone of Ut at 0. By Corollary 2.1, Ut

satisfies

|X||D2
XUt(X)| = |x||D2

xu(x)| ≤ C ∀ X 6= 0.

Since Ut(X) → φ(X) locally uniformly in Rn as t→ 0, we obtain (2.7). �

Estimates (2.6), (2.7) are due to Savin [35]. By duality, (2.7) implies that the free

boundary Γ is strictly convex. In fact, for any point p ∈ Γ, we can choose the coordinates

such that p = 0, Γ ⊂ {xn ≥ 0}, and locally Γ is given by xn = η(x′). Then (2.7) implies

that η(x′) ≥ |x′|2/C. By (2.6) and (2.7), we also have

(2.8) |x||D2w(x)| ≤ C ∀ x ∈ B1\{0}.

where w is the function given in (2.2).

Lemma 2.2. (Savin’s estimate) Consider the Monge-Ampère obstacle problem

(2.9)
detD2v = f(x, v)χ{v>0} in Ω,

v = v0 > 0 on ∂Ω.

Assume that f is non-decreasing in v and 0 < λ ≤ f ≤ Λ < +∞. Then there exists a

constant C, depending only on n, λ,Λ, ‖Dx log f‖L∞, ‖D2
x log f‖L∞ and the strict convexity

of Γ, such that

(2.10) κi ≤ C ∀ i = 1, · · · , n− 1,

where (κ1, · · · , κn−1) are the principal curvatures of ∂{v = h}, for h > 0 small.

Proof. The following proof is due to Savin’s [35], where he considered the case f = f(v).

His proof also applies to the case f = f(x, v), so we will just sketch the proof.

1). Let p0 be a point on the free boundary Γ. We choose the coordinates such that xn
is the outer normal of {v = 0} at p0, and express the graph of v by a function v in the

form xn = −v(x1, · · · , xn−1, xn+1). Then

detD2v

(1 + |Dv|2)(n+2)/2
= K =

detD2v

(1 + |Dv|2)(n+2)/2
=

f(x, v)

(1 + |Dv|2)(n+2)/2
,
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where K is the Gauss curvature of the graph of v. Hence v satisfies the equation

detD2v = f(x, v)
(1 + |Dv|2)(n+2)/2

(1 + |Dv|2)(n+2)/2
.

From the relation xn+1 = v(x1, · · · , xn−1,−v(x1, · · · , xn−1, xn+1)), we have

v1 − vnv1 = 0, · · · , vn−1 − vnvn−1 = 0, vnvn+1 = −1.

Hence Dv = ( −v1

vn+1
, · · · , −vn−1

vn+1
, −1
vn+1

), and (1+|Dv|2)(n+2)/2

(1+|Dv|2)(n+2)/2 = |vn+1|n+2. The above equation

becomes

(2.11) detD2v = f̄(x,v)|vn+1|n+2,

where f̄(x,v) = f(x1, · · · , xn−1,−v, xn+1). The variables of v are x1, · · · , xn−1, xn+1.

By a translation of the coordinates, assume that p0 = aen for a small constant a > 0. By

the strict convexity of Γ, there exists a small constant δ0 > 0 such that v(x1, · · · , xn−1, xn+1)

is a graph in (−2δ0, 2δ0)
n−1 × (0, 2δ0), v1 is bounded in (−δ0, δ0)n−1 × (0, δ0), v(0) < 0,

and v > 0 on ∂((−δ0, δ0)n−1)× [0, δ0].

2). To prove (2.10), it suffices to prove that v11 is bounded near p0. The same argument

applies to vii for 2 ≤ i ≤ n− 1. Let

G = (−v)η(
1

2
v2
1)v11.

be the auxiliary function of Pogorelov. Assume that G attains its maximum at an interior

point x0 ∈ {v < 0} ∩ {(−δ0, δ0)n−1 × (0, δ0)}. We make the coordinate transform

(2.12) y1 = x1 +
v1i(x0)

v11(x0)
xi, yi = xi (i = 2, · · · , n− 1), and yn = xn+1,

such that D2v is diagonal at x0. This coordinate transform does not change the value of

v1,v11. Then at x0, we have

(logG)i = 0 and
n∑

i=1

vii(logG)ii ≤ 0.

Carrying out the calculation in [35] and choosing η(t) = eαt for some α > 0 small, we

obtain G ≤ C.

3). In step 2), we assume that x0 is an interior point. Next we use approximation [35]

to rule out the case when x0 ∈ {xn+1 = 0} is a boundary point. Consider

(2.13)
detD2v = fε(x, v) in Ω,

v = v0 > 0 on ∂Ω
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where fε(x, v) = aε(v)f(x, v). We choose smooth functions aε such that

aε(t) =
{ε when t < −ε,
1 when t > 0.

Let vε be the solution to (2.13). By assumption, f(x, v) is non-decreasing in v, there

is a unique solution to the obstacle problem. Hence vε converges to the unique solution v

as ε→ 0.

Define vε similarly as above, such that xn+1 = vε(x1, · · · , xn−1,−vε). We then apply

the above argument to vε and obtain an upper bound for (vε)11 near the origin, and the

upper bound is independent of ε. Sending ε→ 0, we obtain (2.10). �

Corollary 2.3. Let u be the solution to (2.1). We have the estimate

(2.14) |x||∂2ξu(x)| ≥ C1 ∀ 0 6= x ∈ B1(0), ξ ⊥ x, |ξ| = 1

where the constant C1 depends only on n,M0, supB1
(|u|+ |Du|), and ‖ log g‖C1,1.

Proof. Denote by ℓx the tangent plane of u at x. For any given point x0 6= 0 in B1(0)

near the origin, let h = ℓx0(0) (h < 0) and φh(x) be the convex cone given by

φh(x) = sup{L(x) : L is affine function, L(·) < u(·) in B1(0) and L(0) = h}.

Let v be Legendre transform of u, i.e. v = x ·Du− u. Then v is a solution to (1.1). By

the duality between u and v, we have ∂φh{0} = {v ≤ −h}. So (2.10) implies that

(2.15) |x||∂2ξφh(x)| ≥ C1 ∀ x 6= 0, ξ ⊥ x, |ξ| = 1.

It is easy to see that (2.15) implies (2.14) at point x0. �

Sending h→ 0, from (2.15) we also obtain

Corollary 2.4. Let φ be the tangential cone of u at 0. Then

(2.16) |x||∂2ξφ(x)| ≥ C1 ∀ 0 6= x ∈ B1(0), ξ ⊥ x, |ξ| = 1.

We denote a ≈ b if two quantities a and b are positive and there is a constant C under

control such that a
b
+ b

a
≤ C. Given two convex domains A and B, we denote A ∼ B

if C−1(A − p) ⊂ B − q ⊂ C(A − p), where p, q are the geometric centres of A and B,

respectively.

Corollary 2.5. Let u be the solution to (2.1). Let λ1(x) ≥ · · · ≥ λn(x) be the eigenvalues

of D2u at x 6= 0. Then λ1(x) ≈ · · · ≈ λn−1(x) ≈ |x|−1 and λn(x) ≈ |x|n−1.
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Proof. By (2.6) and (2.14), we have λ1 ≈ · · · ≈ λn−1 ≈ |x|−1. By virtue of the equation

(2.1) we then have λn ≈ |x|n−1. �

Lemma 2.3. Let w be the function given in (2.2). There exist two constants C1, C2 > 0,

depending only on n,M0, supB1
(|u|+ |Du|), and ‖ log g‖C1,1, such that

(2.17) C1|x|n+1 ≤ w(x) ≤ C2|x|n+1 ∀ x ∈ B1(0).

Proof. For any given point x0 ∈ B1(0)\{0} near the origin, by a rotation of the coordinates

we assume that x0 is on the positive x1-axis. Subtracting a linear function we assume

(2.18)
φ(te1) = 0 ∀ t ≥ 0,

φ(x) ≥ 0 ∀ x ∈ B1(0),

where e1 = (1, 0, · · · , 0). To prove the first inequality of (2.17), it suffices to prove

u(te1) ≥ Ctn+1 for t > 0 small.

By Corollary 2.5, we have

u11(se1) ≥ Csn−1.

Hence

u1(te1) =

∫ t

0

u11(se1)ds ≥ Ctn,

and so we have

u(te1) =

∫ t

0

u1(se1)ds ≥ Ctn+1.

Next we prove the second inequality of (2.17). Similarly as in Corollary 2.3, denote by

ℓx the tangent plane of u at x. For any given point te1, t > 0, let φt(x) be the convex

cone, given by

φt(x) = sup{L(x) : L is affine function, L(·) < u(·) in B1(0) and L(0) = ℓte1(0)}.
Then from the proof of Corollary 2.3, we have

∂2x1φt(te1) = 0, ∂2xiφt(te1) ≥
C

t
, i = 2, · · · , n.

Let ξ be a unit eigenvector of the least eigenvalue of D2u(te1). We claim

(2.19) |〈ξ, e1〉| ≥ 1− C1t
n

for a sufficiently large constant C1. Indeed, let ξ = ae1 + bη, where η ⊥ e1 and |η| = 1. If

(2.19) is not true, then |b| ≥ (C1t
n)1/2 for t small enough. Since u and φt are tangent at

te1 and u ≥ φt, and since φt(te1) is linear in t, we have

tn−1 ≈ ∂2ξu(te1) ≥ ∂2ξφt(te1) = b2∂2ηφt(te1) ≥ CC1t
n−1
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which is impossible if we choose C1 large enough. This proves the claim.

By (2.19), we infer that

(2.20) ∂2x1u(te1) ≤ C2t
n−1.

Indeed, from (2.19), we have a ≈ 1 and |b| ≤ Ct
n
2 . By the convexity of u, we have

tn−1 ≈ ∂2ξu(te1) =a
2∂2x1u(te1) + 2ab∂x1ηu(te1) + b2∂2ηu(te1)

≥
(
a
√
∂2x1u(te1)− |b|

√
∂2ηu(te1)

)2

≥a2
(√

∂2x1u(te1)− Ct
n−1
2

)2

≥ C2

4
tn−1

(2.21)

if ∂2x1u(te1) ≥ C2t
n−1 for a sufficiently large C2, which is a contradiction. Hence

u1(te1) =

∫ t

0

u11(se1)ds ≤ C3t
n

and so we have

u(te1) =

∫ t

0

u1(se1)ds ≤ C4t
n+1.

This finishes the proof. �

We express equation (2.1) in the spherical coordinates (θ, r), where r = |x| and θ =

(θ1, · · · , θn−1) is an orthonormal frame on Sn−1.

Lemma 2.4. In the spherical coordinate (θ, r), one has

(2.22)

|∂krw(p)| ≤ c|p|n+1−k, k = 0, · · · , n+ 1,

|∂2θw(p)| ≤ c|p|,
|∂rθw(p)| ≤ c|p|n2 ,

for any point p 6= 0 near the origin.

Proof. As in Lemma 2.3, we may assume (2.18) holds. Denote Gε = {x ∈ B1(0) : u(x) <

εx1}, where ε > 0 is a small constant. By the strict convexity of u, we have Gε ⊂⊂ B1.

For any point x = (x1, x̃) ∈ Gε, where x̃ = (x2, · · · , xn), by (2.16) we have

(2.23) u(x) ≥ φ(x) ≥ c0
|x̃|2
x1

.

Hence

(2.24) Gε ⊂ {x ∈ B1(0) : |x̃| ≤ c1ε
1
2x1}.
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Denote

(2.25)
sε = sup{s : se1 ∈ Gε},
tε = sup{x1 : x ∈ Gε}.

By Lemma 2.3, we have tε ≥ sε ≈ ε
1
n .

By the definition of tε in (2.25), and the strict convexity of u, there exists a unique x̃ε
such that (tε, x̃ε) ∈ ∂Gε. Then by Lemma 2.3,

εtε = u(tε, x̃ε) ≥ φ(tε, x̃ε) + C(t2ε + |x̃ε|2)
n+1
2 ≥ Ctn+1

ε ,

which implies tε ≤ Cε
1
n . Hence tε ≈ sε ≈ ε

1
n .

By (2.17), we also have

inf
Gε

(u− εx1) = inf
Gε

(φ+ w − εx1) ≈ −εsε.

Let Aε = Gε ∩ {x1 = βsε}, where β > 0 is a small constant. By Corollary 2.4, we have

Aε ⊂ {|x̃| < Cε1/2sε} ∩ {x1 = βsε}, where x̃ = (x2, · · · , xn). For a point (x1, x̃) ∈ ∂Aε,

by Corollary 2.2 and Lemma 2.3, we have

u(x1, x̃) ≤ φ(x1, x̃) + C
(
|x1|2 + |x̃|2

)n+1
2 ≤ C

|x̃|2
x1

+ 2Cβn+1sn+1
ε .

The left hand side u(x1, x̃) = εx1 = βεsε since (x1, x̃) ∈ ∂Aε. Choosing a small β << 1

such that βn+1sn+1
ε ≈ βn+1εsε << βεsε, we obtain |x̃| ≥ cε1/2sε, namely {|x̃| < cε1/2sε}∩

{x1 = βsε} ⊂ Aε.

Now we make the coordinate change x→ y = T (x), given by

(2.26) y1 =
x1
sε
, yk =

xk

ε
1
2 sε

(k = 2, · · · , n),

We have shown that Aε ∼ {|x̃| < ε1/2sε} (as a convex domain in Rn−1). Hence T (Gε) has

a good shape, namely, T (Gε) ∼ B1(0). Let ũ(y) =
u(x)−εx1

εsε
. Then ũ satisfies

(2.27)
detD2ũ = cεg̃(Dũ) in T (Gε),

ũ = 0 on ∂T (Gε),

where cε = ε−1snε ≈ 1, g̃(Dũ) = g(εũy1 + ε, ε
1
2 ũỹ). Hence by the regularity theory for the

Monge-Ampère equation, ũ is smooth in T (Gε), and we have the estimate

(2.28) ‖Dkũ‖Sh0/2,ũ
≤ Ck, k ≥ 2

where Sh0/2,ũ = {ũ < −h0/2}, h0 =: −ũ(1
2
, 0) ≈ 1. Restricting to the x1-axis, we obtain

‖Dk
y1w̃‖Sh0/2,ũ

∩{|x̃|=0} = ‖Dk
y1 ũ‖Sh0/2,ũ

∩{|x̃|=0} ≤ Ck, k ≥ 2,
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where w̃(y) = w(x)
εsε

. Scaling back to the original coordinates, we obtain

|Dk
x1
w(p)| ≤ Ckt

n+1−k
ε , k ≥ 2,

where p = te1 with t ≈ tε. We obtain the first estimate in (2.22). The second and third

estimates in (2.22), for which k = 2, also follows from (2.28) by rescaling. �

3. Bernstein theorem for a singular Monge-Ampère equation

In this section we prove a Bernstein theorem for the singular Monge-Ampère type

equation in half space,

(3.1) det




ψxnxn + bψxn

xn
ψxnx1 · · · ψxnxn−1

ψxnx1 ψx1x1 · · · ψx1xn−1

· · · · · · · · · · · ·
ψxnxn−1 ψx1xn−1 · · · ψxn−1xn−1


 = 1 in R

n
+ = R

n ∩ {xn > 0}.

Equation (3.1) is the limit of equation (1.10) in a blow-up argument. We have the following

Bernstein theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let ψ ∈ C1,1(Rn
+) be a solution to (3.1) with constant b > −1. Assume

that Dψ(0) = 0, ψxn(x
′, 0) = 0 ∀ x′ ∈ Rn−1, and equation (3.1) is uniformly elliptic.

Then ψ is a quadratic polynomial of the form

(3.2) ψ(x) =
1

2

n−1∑

i,j=1

cijxixj +
1

2
cnnx

2
n

where {cij}n−1
i,j=1 is positive definite and cnn > 0.

In Theorem 3.1, we denote Rn
+ = Rn

+ ∪ {xn = 0}. To prove the Bernstein theorem, we

make use of the Hölder continuity for the following degenerate elliptic equation.

(3.3) ∂n(xn∂nu) +
n−1∑

i,j=1

∂i(aij(x)∂ju) +
n∑

i=1

bi(x)∂iu = f(x) in R
n
+.

We assume that the coefficients aij and bi satisfy the following conditions.

(i) aij are measurable and satisfy

C−1
∗ |ξ|2 ≤ aijξiξj ≤ C∗|ξ|2 ∀ ξ ∈ R

n−1,

where C∗ is a positive constant.

(ii) b1 = · · · = bn−1 = 0 and bn is a positive constant.
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By a change of variables, a model of equation (3.3) is

(3.4) ∆u+
b

xn
uxn = f(x) in R

n
+.

This is the classical Keldysh equation.

Denote B+
R(0) = BR(0) ∩ {xn > 0}. We have the following Hölder continuity.

Proposition 3.1. Let u ∈ C2(B+
1 ) ∩ L∞(B+

1 ) be a solution to (3.3). Assume conditions

(i), (ii), and f ∈ Lq(B+
1 ) for some q > (n + 1)/2. Then u is continuous up to xn = 0,

and there exists α ∈ (0, 1) such that

(3.5) |u(x)− u(x̃)| ≤ C
(
sup
B+

1

|u|+ ‖f‖Lq(B+
1 )

)
|x− x̃|α ∀ x, x̃ ∈ B+

1/2,

where α and C are positive constants depending only on n, b, q, C∗.

The Hölder continuity of solutions for degenerate elliptic equations has been studied

by many authors. For proofs of Proposition 3.1, we refer the readers to [13, 20].

In Theorem 1.11 of [13], the authors proved the Hölder continuity for weak solutions to

the variational equation (1.19) in [13], where the bilinear a(u, v) was given in (1.13) and the

coefficients satisfy Assumption 1.11 of the paper. In Section 5 of [20], the authors studied

equation (3.3) and proved the Hölder continuity in dimension two, with application to

a geometric problem in R3, but the proof in [20] is valid in all dimensions. In fact, the

proofs in [13] and [20] are similar, both of them use the Nash-Moser iteration.

In [13, 20] the coefficients bi can be more general, here we assume condition (ii), which

suffices for our purpose. In Proposition 3.1 we also assume that u ∈ C2(B+
1 ) ∩ L∞(B+

1 ),

which is stronger than the assumption that u is a weak solution in [13, 20].

To apply Proposition 3.1 to the singular Monge-Ampère equation (3.1), we make a

partial Legendre transform [32], to change equation (3.1) to the form (3.3).

Let

(3.6)

yn = xn,

y′ = Dx′ψ,

ψ∗ = x′ ·Dx′ψ − ψ.
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Then by direct computation, we have

∂yn
∂xn

= 1,
∂yn
∂x′

= 0,

∂y′

∂xn
= Dx′ψxn ,

∂y′

∂x′
= D2

x′ψ,

and
∂xn
∂yn

= 1,
∂xn
∂y′

= 0,

∂x′

∂y′
= (D2

x′ψ)
−1,

∂xi
∂yn

= Ψin(det(D2
x′ψ))

−1, i = 1, · · · , n− 1

where {Ψij} is the cofactor matrix of D2ψ. Hence ψ∗ satisfies

ψ∗
yn = −ψxn , Dy′ψ

∗ = x′,

D2
y′ψ

∗ = (D2
x′ψ)

−1,

and

ψ∗
ynyn = −∂ψxn

∂yn

= −ψxnxn −
n−1∑

i=1

∂ψxn
∂xi

∂xi
∂yn

= −ψxnxn −
n−1∑

i=1

ψxixnΨ
in(detD2

x′ψ)
−1.

We obtain

−
ψ∗
ynyn + b

ψ∗

yn

yn

detD2
y′ψ

∗
= ψxixnΨ

in + (ψxnxn + b
ψxn
xn

) detD2
x′ψ = 1.

Hence ψ∗ satisfies

(3.7) ψ∗
ynyn + b

ψ∗
yn

yn
+ detD2

y′ψ
∗ = 0 in R

n
+.

In equation (3.7), the singular term
ψ∗

yn

yn
is separate from the nonlinear part detD2

y′ψ
∗.

This is a very helpful property. Moreover, the Monge-Ampère operator detD2
y′ψ

∗ is of

divergence form. Hence equation (3.7) is of the same form as (3.4). Moreover, we assume

that ψ ∈ C1,1 such that (3.1) is uniformly elliptic. We have the following key estimate.

Lemma 3.1. Let ψ∗ ∈ C1,1(Rn
+) be a solution to (3.7) with b > −1. Assume ψ∗

yn(y
′, 0) =

0 ∀ y′ ∈ Rn−1, and D2
y′ψ

∗ is positive definite. Then
ψ∗

yn

yn
∈ Cα(Rn

+) for some α ∈ (0, 1),
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and we have the estimate

(3.8)
∥∥∥
ψ∗
yn

yn

∥∥∥
Cα(Rn−1×[0,1])

≤ C

for a constant C depending only on b, n, ‖D2
yψ

∗‖L∞(Rn
+) and ‖(D2

y′ψ
∗)−1‖L∞(Rn

+).

Proof. Let zn = 1
4
y2n, z

′ = y′. Then equation (3.7) is changed to

znψ
∗
znzn +

b+ 1

2
ψ∗
zn + detD2

z′ψ
∗ = 0 in R

n
+.

Denote Ψ = ψ∗
zn . Differentiating the above equation in zn gives

∂zn(znΨzn) +
n−1∑

i,j=1

∂zi(a
ijΨzj) +

b+ 1

2
Ψzn = 0 in R

n
+.

Here {aij}n−1
i,j=1 is the the cofactor matrix of D2

z′ψ
∗. By assumption, D2

y′ψ
∗ is positive

definite. Hence λI ≤ {aij} ≤ ΛI for two positive constants λ,Λ depending only on

‖D2
yψ

∗‖L∞(Rn
+) and ‖(D2

y′ψ
∗)−1‖L∞(Rn

+). Moreover.

Ψ(z) = ψ∗
zn

=
2ψ∗

yn

yn
= 2

∫ 1

0

ψ∗
ynyn

(y′, tyn)dt ∈ L∞(Rn
+).(3.9)

Therefore all the conditions in Proposition 3.1 are satisfied.

By Proposition 3.1, we obtain the Hölder continuity of Ψ. By (3.9), Ψ(z) =
2ψ∗

yn

yn
. Hence

we obtain (3.8). �

Lemma 3.2. Let ψ ∈ C1,1(Rn
+) be a solution to (3.1) with b > −1. Assume ψxn(x

′, 0) =

0 ∀ x′ ∈ Rn−1, and equation (3.1) is uniformly elliptic. Then ψ ∈ C2,α(Rn
+) for some

α ∈ (0, 1).

Proof. Let ψ∗ be the partial Legendre transform of ψ. Then ψ∗ satisfies equation (3.7)

and the assumptions of Lemma 3.1. Hence by Lemma 3.1,
ψ∗

yn

yn
∈ Cα(Rn

+). Recall that
ψxn (x)
xn

= −ψ∗

yn (y)

yn
. We therefore have

∣∣∣ψxn(x)
xn

− ψxn(x̃)

x̃n

∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣
ψ∗
yn(y)

yn
−
ψ∗
yn(ỹ)

ỹn

∣∣∣ ≤ C|y − ỹ|α.

By the partial Legendre transform, yn = xn, y
′ = Dx′ψ. It follows that

|y′ − ỹ′| = |Dx′ψ(x)−Dx′ψ(x̃)| ≤ ‖D2ψ‖L∞(Rn
+)|x− x̃|.

Hence ψxn

xn
∈ Cα(Rn

+) and we have the estimate

(3.10)
∥∥∥ψxn
xn

∥∥∥
Cα(Rn−1×[0,1])

≤ C
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for a constant C depending only on b, n, and ‖D2
xψ‖L∞(Rn

+).

We make an even extension of ψ(x) with respect to the variable xn and still denote

it by ψ(x). Regard ψxn

xn
as a known function, which is Hölder continuous. Then we can

write equation (3.1) in the form

F(x,D2ψ) = 1.

By our assumption, F is fully nonlinear, uniformly elliptic, and is Cα smooth in x. Since

F 1
n is concave in D2ψ, by the C2,α regularity [4], we also conclude that ψ ∈ C2,α(Rn). �

In Lemma 3.2, we assume that ψ is C1,1 and the equation (3.1) is uniformly elliptic.

Without these conditions, Lemma 3.2 does not hold. Here is an example.

Example 3.1. The function

u(x, y) =
1

2
x2 +

|y|1+ε
(1 + ε)ε

.

is strictly convex and satisfies the equation

(3.11) (uxx − 1 + |y|1−ε)uyy − u2xy = 1.

But u is not C1,1 smooth.

With the aid of Lemma 3.2, we can now prove Theorem 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 3.1: Let ψ be the solution in Theorem 3.1. Let

(3.12) ψm(x) =
ψ(mx)

m2
, m = 1, 2, · · ·

be a blow-down sequence of ψ. Since (3.1) is uniformly elliptic for ψ, it is also uniformly

elliptic for ψm with the same ellipticity constants. The uniform ellipticity implies that

there is a constant Ĉ > 0, independent of m, such that

(3.13) Ĉ−1I ≤ Mψm ≤ ĈI,
where I is the unit matrix and Mψ denotes matrix in equation (3.1). Hence the first

entry in the matrix Mψm satisfies

ψmxnxn + b
ψmxn
xn

= f̂ ,

for a function f̂ satisfying Ĉ−1 ≤ f̂ ≤ Ĉ. We can solve the above equation, regarding it

as an ode with variable xn,

(3.14) ψm(·, xn) = ψm(·, 0) +
∫ xn

0

r−b
∫ r

0

sbf̂(·, s)ds.
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In (3.14) we have used the initial condition ψmxn(·, 0) = 0. Note that (3.13) implies that

ψm(x′, 0) = O(|x′|2). Hence from (3.14) we have ψm(x) = O(|x|2) near 0.
Hence by the assumptions in Theorem 3.1, ψm satisfies the conditions in Lemma 3.2,

uniformly in m. Therefore, by Lemma 3.2 we have

(3.15) |D2ψ(x)−D2ψ(0)| = lim
m→+∞

∣∣D2ψm
( x

m

)
−D2ψm(0)

∣∣ = 0

for any given point x ∈ Rn
+. That is, D

2ψ(x) = D2ψ(0) ∀ x ∈ Rn
+. Hence ψ is a quadratic

polynomial. By the assumption ψxn(x
′, 0) = 0 ∀ x′ ∈ Rn−1, we have cin = 0 in the

polynomial (3.2). �

The following example shows that the Bernstein theorem 3.1 is not unconditionally

true.

Example 3.2. Let

ψ(x) =
1

2
(x22 + · · ·+ x2n−1) +

1

2
x21x

b−1
n +

x3−b
n

2(3− b)
,

where b > 1. By direct computation, ψ satisfies equation (3.1).

It is well known that the classical Bernstein theorem for the Monge-Ampère equation

was proved by Jörgens for dimension n = 2, Calabi for 3 ≤ n ≤ 5, and Pogorelov for all

dimensions [34]. In [24], a Bernstein type theorem on a different singular Monge-Ampère

type equation in half space was proved,

Example 3.3 ([24]). Let u be a convex solution to

(3.16)
detD2u =

(uxn

xn

)n+2
in R

n
+,

u(x′, 0) =
1

2
|x′|2.

Then either u = 1
2
|x|2, or u(x) = 1

2
|x′|2.

In contrast to the above example, it is also interesting to mention the following counter-

example by Savin [37].

Example 3.4 ([37]). Let

u(x) =
x2

1

2(1 + xn)
+

1

2

(
x22 + · · ·+ x2n

)
+

1

6
x3n.

Then u satisfies

(3.17)
detD2u = 1 in R

n
+,

u(x′, 0) =
1

2
|x′|2.
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4. C2 regularity of free boundary

In this section, we prove the C2 regularity of the free boundary, which is equivalent to

the C2 regularity of the tangent cone of the following singular Monge-Ampère equation

(4.1) detD2u = g(Du) + δ0 in B1(0).

Assume that g is a smooth function and satisfies

(4.2) 0 < λ ≤ g ≤ Λ < +∞

for positive constants Λ ≥ λ > 0. Let u be a strictly convex solution to (4.1). Assume

that u(0) = 0, u ≥ 0 and u > 0 on ∂B1(0).

Theorem 4.1. Let φ be the tangential cone of u at 0. Then the section S1,φ = {x ∈ R
n :

φ(x) < 1} is uniformly convex and C2 smooth provided g is C2 smooth and satisfies (4.2).

We have shown in §2 that S1,φ is uniformly convex and C1,1 smooth. In this section we

raise the regularity of S1,φ from C1,1 to C2. This is the most delicate part in the proof of

Theorem 1.1. Our proof uses a blow-up argument, and uses the maximum principle in an

infinite sequence of specially chosen domains.

Denote

(4.3) ζ =
u

r
,

where r = |x| ∈ (0, 1]. We can extend ζ continuously to r = 0. By (2.17), ζ(θ, 0) =

φ(θ, r)/r. To prove Theorem 4.1, we will prove that ζ(θ, r) ∈ C2(Sn−1 × [0, 1]), namely

the second derivatives of ζ can continuously extend to r = 0 (Theorem 4.2). First we

derive the equation for ζ in (θ, r).

Lemma 4.1. Let θ be an orthonormal frame on S
n−1. Then ζ satisfies the Monge-Ampère

type equation

(4.4) det




ζrr
rn−2

+
2ζr
rn−1

ζrθ1

r
n−2
2

· · · ζrθn−1

r
n−2
2

ζrθ1

r
n−2
2

ζθ1θ1 + ζ + rζr · · · ζθ1θn−1

· · · · · · · · · · · ·
ζrθn−1

r
n−2
2

ζθ1θn−1 · · · ζθn−1θn−1 + ζ + rζr




= ḡ,

where ḡ =: g(Du) is a smooth function of ζ, rζr, ζθ. The subscript θ means covariant

derivatives on the sphere Sn−1.
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Proof. For any given point (θ, r) ∈ Sn−1 × (0, 1], there is no loss in assuming that θ = 0

and r = 1. To derive equation (4.4), we use the spherical polar coordinates

(4.5)





x1 = r sin θ1,

x2 = r cos θ1 sin θ2,

· · · ,
xn−1 = r cos θ1 · · · cos θn−2 sin θn−1,

xn = r cos θ1 · · · cos θn−1.

In the local coordinates (4.5), we have



∂θ1
∂x1

· · · ∂θn−1

∂x1
∂r
∂x1

· · · · · · · · · · · ·
∂θ1
∂xn

· · · ∂θn−1

∂xn
∂r
∂xn


 = I at θ = 0.

By direct computation, we also have, at θ = 0,

∂2θα
∂xi∂xj

=





− δαj if 1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1, i = n,

− δαi if 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1, j = n,

0 otherwise.

∂2r

∂xi∂xj
=

{1 if i = j ≤ n− 1,

0 otherwise.

Rescaling back to r ∈ (0, 1], we obtain

(4.6) D2
xixj

u =





1
r2
uθiθj +

ur
r δij if 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n− 1,

urθi
r − uθi

r2
if 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1, j = n,

urr if i = j = n.

By the change u = rζ , we then obtain

D2u =




rζrr + 2ζr ζrθ1 · · · ζrθn−1

ζrθ1
1
r
ζθ1θ1 + ζr +

1
r
ζ · · · 1

r
ζθ1θn−1

· · · · · · · · · · · ·
ζrθn−1

1
r
ζθ1θn−1 · · · 1

r
ζθn−1θn−1 + ζr +

1
r
ζ


 .

Hence we obtain (4.4) at θ = 0. As the Monge-Ampère equation is invariant under rotation

of the coordinates, we see that (4.4) holds at a general point (θ, r) ∈ Sn−1 × (0, 1).

To see that ḡ =: g(Du) is a smooth function of ζ, rζr, ζθ, we just need to compute

(4.7) uxi = (rζ)xi = (rζ)r
∂r

∂xi
+ rζθj

∂θj
∂xi

=
{ζθi i < n,

ζ + rζr i = n,
at θ = 0.

�
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Note that the local coordinates θ in (4.5) is not orthonormal on Sn−1, but it is second

order close to an orthonormal frame at θ = 0. Hence we can use it to calculate the

equation at θ = 0. Here we say a coordinate system α = α(θ) is second order close to θ if
dα
dθ

= I + O(|θ|2). By our notation, ζ = φ(θ) + w
r
(here we denote φ(θ) = φ(θ, 1) for the

function φ in (2.2)). Hence

(4.8)

ζr =
wr
r

− w

r2
,

ζrr =
wrr
r

− 2wr
r2

+
2w

r3
,

ζrθ =
wrθ
r

− wθ
r2
,

ζθθ = φθθ +
wθθ
r
.

By Lemma 2.4, all the entries in (4.4) are uniformly bounded. To make (4.4) uniformly

elliptic, let

s = r
n
2 .

Then

(4.9)

ζs =
2

n
r−

n−2
2 ζr,

ζsθ =
2

n
r−

n−2
2 ζrθ,

ζss =
4ζrr
n2rn−2

− 2(n− 2)ζr
n2rn−1

.

Hence by (4.8), (4.9), and Lemma 2.4, we have

Corollary 4.1. As a function of θ and s, ζ satisfies ζs(θ, 0) = 0 and ζ ∈C1,1(Sn−1×[0, 1)).

By (4.9), equation (4.4) changes to

(4.10) det




(n
2
)2ζss +

n(n+2)
4

ζs
s

n
2
ζsθ1 · · · n

2
ζsθn−1

n
2
ζsθ1 ζθ1θ1 + ζ + n

2
sζs · · · ζθ1θn−1

· · · · · · · · · · · ·
n
2
ζsθn−1 ζθ1θn−1 · · · ζθn−1θn−1 + ζ + n

2
sζs


 = ḡ.

After the change s = r
n
2 , we have rζr =

n
2
sζs. Hence by (4.7), ḡ is still a smooth function,

and ḡ is analytic if g is.

In the following we regard ζ as a function of θ and s, except otherwise specified.

Lemma 4.2. Equation (4.10) is uniformly elliptic in θ and s.
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Proof. As shown in Corollary 4.1, ζ is C1,1 in (θ, s). Note that all the entries of the

matrix in (4.10) are uniformly bounded. By our assumption, the function ḡ > 0. Hence

the eigenvalues of the matrix are uniformly bounded and positive. Hence equation (4.10)

is uniformly elliptic. �

Theorem 4.2. Let ζ(θ, s) ∈ C1,1(Sn−1×[0, 1)) be a solution to (4.10) and satisfy ζs(θ, 0) =

0. Assume that ḡ is positive and C2 smooth. Then ζ(θ, s) ∈ C2(Sn−1 × [0, 1)).

Once Theorem 4.2 is proved, Theorem 4.1 follows by our definition of ζ .

To prove Theorem 4.2, one may wish to apply the partial Legendre transform (3.6)

to (4.10). But due to the term sζs, equation (4.10) becomes very complicated after the

change (3.6). In the following we will use a blow-up argument to prove Theorem 4.2. By

the C2 regularity of ζ for s > 0, it suffices to prove it at S
n−1 × {s = 0}. By Theorem

3.1, a blow-up sequence converges to a quadratic polynomial ψ of the form (3.2), in which

the mixed derivatives ψxixn vanish for i < n. It implies that all the blow-up sequences

sub-converge to the same limit and so the mixed derivatives ζsθ are continuous at s = 0.

For other second derivatives, we need to prove that all the blow-up sequences at a given

point converge to the same quadratic polynomial, namely the limit is independent of the

blow-up sequences. It implies not only the existence but also the continuity of the second

derivatives. For clarity we divide the proof into three lemmas.

For any given point θ0 ∈ Sn−1, by a rotation of the coordinate system, we assume

θ0 = 0. By subtracting a linear function, there is no loss of generality in assuming that

ζ(0) = Dζ(0) = 0 in the following argument.

Lemma 4.3. Let ζ be as in Theorem 4.2. Then ζsθ ∈ C(Sn−1 × [0, 1)).

Proof. We only need to prove that

(4.11) lim
s→0+

ζsθ(θ, s) = 0.

If (4.11) is not true, there exists a sub-sequence (θk, sk) → (0, 0) such that

(4.12) lim
k→+∞

|ζsθ(θk, sk)| ≥ ε0

for a constant ε0 > 0. In this case, we make the coordinate transform

(4.13)
θ = λkϕ+ θk,

s = λkτ,
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where λk = sk, and set

(4.14) ζk(ϕ, τ) =
ζ(θ, s)− ζ(θk, 0)−Dθζ(θ

k, 0) · (θ − θk)

λ2k
.

Note that (4.13) means a dilation and a rotation of the coordinates. We can regard ϕ as

an orthonormal frame on λ−1
k Sn−1. Then by the C1,1 regularity of ζ , we have

|ζk(ϕ, τ)| ≤ C(τ 2 + |ϕ|2)
for a constant C > 0 independent of k. Moreover, ζk satisfies the equation

(4.15) det




(n
2
)2ζkττ +

n(n+2)
4

ζkτ
τ

n
2
ζkτϕ1

· · · n
2
ζkτϕn−1

n
2
ζkτϕ1

ζkϕ1ϕ1
+ hk(ϕ, τ) · · · ζkϕ1ϕn−1

· · · · · · · · · · · ·
n
2
ζkτϕn−1

ζkϕ1ϕn−1
· · · ζkϕn−1ϕn−1

+ hk(ϕ, τ)




= ḡk

where hk = λ2k(ζ
k + n

2
τζτ ) + ζ(θk, 0) + λkDθζ(θ

k, 0) · ϕ, and ḡk is a smooth function

converging to a positive constant.

Write (4.15) as a general fully nonlinear elliptic equation of the form

(4.16) Fk(ϕ, τ, ζ
k, Dζk, D2ζk) = 0.

By Lemma 4.2, Fk is uniformly elliptic. Moreover, F
1
n
k is concave with respect to its

variables D2ζk and is C1,1 smooth in all arguments in τ > 0. Hence by Evans-Krylov’s

interior regularity theory [18], we have

(4.17) ‖ζk‖C3,α(Ω) ≤ CΩ ∀ Ω ⊂⊂ R
n
+,

where the constant CΩ is independent of k. By passing to a subsequence, we have

(4.18) ζk(ϕ, τ) → ζ̄(ϕ, τ) in C3,α
loc (R

n
+) ∩ C1,1−ε

loc (Rn
+)

for a function ζ̄ ∈ C3,α
loc (R

n
+) ∩ C1,1

loc (R
n
+), where ε > 0 is any small constant, and Rn

+ =

Rn
+ ∪ {xn = 0}. Moreover, the C1,1 norm of ζ̄ is independent of the choice of the blow-

up sequences, it depends only on the C1,1 norm of ζ . Hence ζ̄ satisfies equation (3.1)

with b = n+2
n

under the coordinates x′ = ϕ, xn = τ . By Theorem 3.1, ζ̄ is a quadratic

polynomial of the form

(4.19) ζ̄(ϕ, τ) =
1

2
c00τ

2 +
1

2

n−1∑

i,j=1

cijϕiϕj .

Note that in (4.19), the mixed derivatives ξ̄τϕ(0
′, 1) = 0. By the interior regularity for

(4.16), it implies that

(4.20) lim
k→+∞

ζsθ(θ
k, sk) = lim

k→+∞
ζkτϕ(0

′, 1) = ξ̄τϕ(0
′, 1) = 0.
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By the interior regularity (4.17), we see that (4.20) is in contradiction with (4.12). This

completes the proof. �

Lemma 4.4. Let ζ be as in Theorem 4.2. Then ζss ∈ C(Sn−1 × [0, 1)).

Proof. To prove the continuity of ζss on Sn−1 × {s = 0}, we need to prove the limit

lims→0+,θ→0 ζss(θ, s) exists. By Lemma 4.2, ζss(θ, s) is uniformly bounded. Hence there is

a sub-sequence sk → 0 such that ζss(0, s
k) is convergent. We introduce the coordinates

(ϕ, τ) and function ζk as in (4.13) and (4.14), with θk = 0.

By the proof of Lemma 4.3, we have

(4.21) ζk(ϕ, τ) → 1

2
c00τ

2 +
1

2

n−1∑

i,j=1

cijϕiϕj in C3,α
loc (R

n
+) ∩ C1,1−ε

loc (Rn
+),

by passing to a subsequence if necessary. To prove Lemma 4.4, we need to prove that

(4.22) lim
s→0+,θ→0

ζss(θ, s) = c00.

By the convergence (4.21) and the interior regularity of equation (4.15), we can choose

a subsequence, such that

(4.23)
∥∥∥ζ

k
τ (ϕ, τ)

τ
− c00

∥∥∥
L∞(Qk)

≤ 1

2k
in Qk =:

{
(ϕ, τ) : |ϕ| ≤ 1,

1

k
≤ τ ≤ 1

}
.

Scaling back to ζ(θ, s), we obtain

(4.24)
∥∥∥ζs(θ, s)

s
− c00

∥∥∥
L∞(Σk)

≤ 1

2k
in Σk =:

{
(θ, s) : |θ| ≤ λk,

λk
k

≤ s ≤ λk
}
.

Let t = s2

4
. The above estimate implies that

(4.25) ‖ζt − 2c00‖L∞(Σ̂k)
≤ 1

k
in Σ̂k =

{
(θ, t) : |θ| ≤ λk,

λ2k
4k2

≤ t ≤ λ2k
4

}
.

Moreover, equation (4.10) changes to

(4.26) det




tζtt +
n+1
n
ζt ζtθ1 · · · ζtθn−1

tζtθ1 ζθ1θ1 + ζ + tζt · · · ζθ1θn−1

· · · · · · · · · · · ·
tζtθn−1 ζθ1θn−1 · · · ζθn−1θn−1 + ζ + tζt


 =

4ḡ

n2
.

Note that in the matrix (4.26), there is a coefficient t in the first column. This is due to

ζsθ = t1/2ζtθ. After the change t = s2

4
, we have sζs = 2tζt. Hence by (4.7), ḡ is still a

positive and smooth function of its arguments.
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Writing equation (4.26) as log detWij = log 4ḡ
n2 and differentiating in t, we have

W ij∂tWij = ∂t log
4ḡ

n2
,

where {W ij} is the inverse of {Wij}. Dividing the above equation by W 11, and denoting

V = ζt, we can write the above equation as

L(V ) =: tVtt +
2n+ 1

n
Vt +

n−1∑

i,j=1

aijVθiθj

+
n−1∑

i,j=1

tζtθj ã
ijVtθi +

n−1∑

i,j=1

(
ζtθib

ij + bj
)
Vθj = h

(4.27)

where aij , ãij, bij , bj and h are continuous functions of the elements in the matrix in (4.26),

namely t, ζ, ζt, ζθkθl, tζtt, tζtθkζtθl. From the assumptions in Theorem 4.2, all the elements

are uniformly bounded, namely

(4.28) |ζt|+ |tζtt|+ |tζtθiζtθj |+ |D2
θζ | ≤ C ∀ (θ, t) ∈ S

n−1 × [0,
1

16
].

It implies that aij , ãij, bij , bj , h are uniformly bounded.

Let η be a cut-off function of θ such that

η(θ) ≡ 1 when |θ| ≤ 1

2
, η ≡ 0 when |θ| > 1, and 0 ≤ η ≤ 1.

Denote ηk(θ) = η
(
θ
λk

)
and Vk = ηkV . Then Vk satisfies

L(Vk) = ηkh− [ηk,L]V =: hk,

where [ηk,L]V = ηkLV − L(ηkV ). By (4.28), we have

(4.29) |hk| ≤ C(1 + λ−2
k + λ−1

k t−
1
2 ) ≤ Cλ−1

k t−
1
2 when 0 < t < λ2k,

where C is a positive constant independent of k.

Denote δk,−1 = 1, δk,0 =
1

4k2
. Let

(4.30)
{δk,l+1 = (δk,l)

1+n
4 ,

εk,l = C1δ
1
2
+ 1

n

k,l λ
2
n

k ,
l = 0, 1, 2, · · · ,

where C1 is a fixed large constant.

Claim: For any given m ≥ 1, we have

(4.31) |Vk − 2ηkc00| ≤
1

k
+ C1

m−1∑

l=0

δ
1
4
k,l when |θ| ≤ λk, δk,mλ

2
k ≤ t ≤ δk,m−1λ

2
k.

We prove (4.31) by induction. First note that by (4.25),

|Vk − 2ηkc00| ≤
1

k
when |θ| ≤ λk, δk,mλ

2
k ≤ t ≤ δk,m−1λ

2
k,
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which is exactly (4.31) for m = 0. Assuming that (4.31) holds for m, we prove that it

holds for m+ 1. We introduce the auxiliary functions

(4.32) σ±
k,m(θ, t) = 2ηkc00 ±

(1
k
+ C1

m−1∑

l=0

δ
1
4
k,l + εk,mt

− 1
n

)
.

By our choice of ηk and (4.29), we have

L(Vk − σ+
k,m) =hk − 2c00L(ηk) +

εk,m
n
t−1− 1

n

≥t
− 1

2

n
(εk,mt

− 1
2
− 1

n − Cλ−1
k )

>0 when 0 < t ≤ δk,mλ
2
k

(4.33)

if the constant C1 in (4.30) is chosen large. By our induction assumptions, we have

Vk − σ+
k,m ≤ 0 if |θ| ≤ λk, t = δk,mλ

2
k,

Vk − σ+
k,m = −

(1
k
+ C1

m−1∑

l=0

δ
1
4
k,l + εk,mt

− 1
n

)
< 0 if |θ| = λk,

lim sup
t→0+

(Vk − σ+
k,m) < 0.

By the maximum principle, it follows that

Vk − σ+
k,m ≤ 0 if |θ| ≤ λk, 0 < t ≤ δk,mλ

2
k.

Similarly, we have

Vk − σ−
k,m ≥ 0 if |θ| ≤ λk, 0 < t ≤ δk,mλ

2
k.

Therefore we obtain

|Vk − 2c00ηk| ≤
1

k
+ C1

m−1∑

l=0

δ
1
4
k,l + εk,mt

− 1
n

≤1

k
+ C1

m−1∑

l=0

δ
1
4
k,l + εk,mδ

− 1
n

k,m+1λ
− 2

n
k

≤1

k
+ C1

m∑

l=0

δ
1
4
k,l if |θ| ≤ λk, δk,m+1λ

2
k ≤ t ≤ δk,mλ

2
k.

The claim (4.31) is proved.

For any point (θ̂, t̂) near (0, 0) with t̂ > 0, we can choose k > 0 such that

(θ̂, t̂) ∈
{
(θ, t) : |θ| ≤ λk

2
, 0 < t ≤ λ2k

4

}
.
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We then choose m ≥ 0 such that δk,m+1λ
2
k ≤ t̂ ≤ δk,mλ

2
k. Hence we have

(4.34)

|Vk − 2ηkc00| ≤
1

k
+ C1

m∑

l=0

δ
1
4

k,l

≤ 1

k
+ C1

∞∑

l=0

( 1

4k2

)(1+n/4)l/4

≤ C1√
k

at (θ̂, t̂).

Because (θ̂, t̂) is an arbitrary point near (0, 0) with t̂ > 0. Hence from (4.34) we conclude

that (recall that V = ζt = 2 ζs(θ,s)
s

)

(4.35) lim
θ→0,s→0+

ζs(θ, s)

s
=

1

2
lim

θ→0,s→0+
V (θ, s) = c00.

The convergence (4.35) implies that the constant c00 in the blow-up limit (4.19) is

independent of the choice of the blow-up sequence. Hence by the blow-up argument in

the proof of Lemma 4.3, we infer that

(4.36) lim
θ→0,s→0+

ζss(θ, s) = c00.

By the convergence (4.36), we can define ζss on Sn−1×{s = 0} as the limit lims→0+ ζss(θ, s).

The above proof also implies that ζss is continuous on {s = 0}. For if not, let us assume

that ζss is dis-continuous at (θ, s) = (0, 0). Then there exist two sequences (θk1 , s
k
1) → 0

and (θk2 , s
k
2) → 0 such that ζss(θ

k
1 , s

k
1) and ζss(θ

k
2 , s

k
2) converge to different limits, which is

in contradiction with (4.36). This completes the proof. �

Remark 4.1. In the first paragraph of the above proof, we must choose the sequence

(θk, sk) on the line {θ = 0}, namely we must assume θk = 0. Otherwise if |θk|
sk

is too

large, by the changes (4.13), (4.14), and the definition of the cube Qk, the set Σk and Σ̂k

may not intersect with the line {θ = 0}. In this case, we can only obtain the convergence

ζss(θ, s) for θ, s near (θk, sk), but not the full convergence (4.35) and (4.36).

Lemma 4.5. Let ζ be as in Theorem 4.2. Then D2
θζ ∈ C(Sn−1 × [0, 1)).

Proof. To prove the continuity of D2
θζ on Sn−1 × {s = 0}, we need to prove the limit

lims→0+,θ→0D
2
θζ(θ, s) exists. By Lemma 4.2, D2

θζ(θ, s) is uniformly bounded. Hence

there is a sub-sequence sk → 0+ such that D2
θζ(0, s

k) is convergent. We introduce the

coordinates (ϕ, τ) and function ζk as in (4.13) and (4.14), with θk = 0.
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Let B denote the set of all convergent blow up sequences {ζk} given by (4.14) (with

θk ≡ 0). For any fixed unit vector γ ∈ Rn−1, define

(4.37) cγγ = inf
{ζk}∈B

lim
k→+∞

ζkγγ(0
′, 1).

where ζkγγ = ζkθiθjγiγj. By a diagonal process, we can extract a subsequence in B, which

for simplicity we still denote as {ζk}, such that

(4.38) cγγ = lim
k→+∞

ζkγγ(0
′, 1).

We claim

(4.39) lim
θ→0,s→0+

ζγγ(θ, s) ≤ cγγ .

Indeed, by the convergence (4.21) and the interior regularity of equation (4.15), similarly

to (4.23) we can pass to a subsequence such that

∥∥ζkγγ(ϕ, τ)− cγγ
∥∥
L∞(Qk)

≤ 1

k
in Qk.

Scaling back to ζ(θ, s), this implies

(4.40)
∥∥ζγγ(θ, s)− cγγ

∥∥
L∞(Σk)

≤ 1

k
in Σk,

Here the domains Qk,Σk are the same as in (4.23) and (4.24).

To simplify the notation, let us denote the matrix in (4.26) as R = (rij)
n
i,j=1, and rewrite

equation (4.10) as

(4.41) F(rij) =: log(detR) = log ḡ.

Then F is concave in its variables rij. Differentiating (4.41) in direction γ twice and by

the concavity, we have

Frijrij,γγ ≥ (log ḡ)γγ .

Denote V = ζγγ . Similarly to (4.27), one obtains

L(V ) =: Vss +
n+ 2

n

Vs
s

+
n−1∑

i,j=1

aijVθiθj +
n−1∑

i=1

aiVθis +
n−1∑

i=1

biVi + b0Vs ≥ h,(4.42)

where aij, ai, bi, b0, h are continuous functions of θ, s, ζ,Dζ,D2ζ, ζs
s
. Here Dζ and D2ζ

denotes derivatives of ζ with respect to both s and θ. Note that the operator in (4.42) is

different from that in (4.27) but we use the same notation L. When differentiating (4.41)

in γ twice to obtain (4.42), we need to exchange the derivatives in γ and θ. By the Ricci

identity, it arises some second derivatives of ζ . They are all merged to the RHS h.
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We now introduce the auxiliary function σ±
k,m as in (4.32), and apply the same argument

thereafter to obtain (4.39).

Remark 4.2. In the proof of Lemma 4.4, we differentiate equation (4.26) in t once

to obtain equation (4.27). Here we differentiate equation (4.26) in θ twice and use the

concavity of F to obtain the inequality (4.42). Hence by the auxiliary function σ+, we

obtain the inequality (4.39). We cannot obtain the reverse of the inequality by the auxiliary

function σ−.

Remark 4.3. Combining the definition of cγγ in (4.37) and the estimate (4.39), we obtain

(4.43) lim
s→0+

ζγγ(0, s) = cγγ.

Note that the convergence in (4.43) is on the line θ = 0.

To prove the convergence limθ→0,s→0+ ζγγ(θ, s) = cγγ , we make use of the equation

(4.10). By Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4, and noting that sζs = o(1) near s = 0, we can write

(4.10) as

(4.44) det(D2
θζ + ζI) =

2ḡ(0)

n(n+ 1)c00
+ o(1) for (θ, s) near (0′, 0).

The left hand side is the standard Monge-Ampère operator on the sphere Sn−1. For a

k × k positive definite matrix W , its determinant detW can be written as [14]

(4.45) detW = min
(ν1,··· ,νk)∈SO(k)

∏k

i=1
νTi Wνi

where SO(k) is the set of orthogonal matrices and νi are column vectors of the matrix.

Consider a blow up sequence {ζk} ∈ B. By the convergence (4.21) and the interior

regularity we may assume that, after passing to a subsequence,

(4.46) lim
k→∞,(θ,s)∈Σk

(D2
θζ + ζI) → A

for a positive definite matrix A, where Σk is given in (4.24).

Let O be an orthogonal matrix such that OTAO is diagonal. Then we have

det(D2
θζ + ζI) = det(OT (D2

θζ + ζI)O)

=
∏n−1

i=1
(ζγ(i)γ(i) + ζ) + o(1) in Σk

(4.47)

where {γ(1), · · · , γ(n−1)} is an orthonormal basis of Rn−1. By (4.39) it then follows

detA = lim
Σk∋(θ,s)→(0′,0)

∏n−1

i=1
(ζγ(i)γ(i) + ζ)

≤ ∏n−1

i=1
(cγ(i)γ(i) + ζ(0)).
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By the definition of cγγ in (4.37) and the convergence (4.46), we have
∏n−1

i=1
(cγ(i)γ(i) + ζ(0)) ≤ lim

Σk∋(θ,s)→(0′,0)

∏n−1

i=1
(ζγ(i)γ(i) + ζ) = detA.

Combining the above two inequalities, we obtain

(4.48)
∏n−1

i=1
(cγ(i)γ(i) + ζ(0)) = detA =

2ḡ(0)

n(n+ 1)c00
.

We are ready to conclude the continuity of D2
θζ . Indeed, by (4.44) and (4.45), we have

2ḡ(0)

n(n + 1)c00
= lim

θ→0,s→0+
det(D2

θζ + ζI)

≤ lim
θ→0,s→0+

∏n−1

i=1
(ζγ(i)γ(i) + ζ).

(4.49)

By (4.39) and (4.48), the RHS of (4.49)

(4.50) ≤ ∏n−1

i=1
(cγ(i)γ(i) + ζ(0)) = detA.

Therefore the inequalities in (4.49) and (4.50) becomes equalities. Choosing the coor-

dinates such that γ(1), · · · , γ(n−1) are the axial directions. As the inequality in (4.49)

becomes equality, we see that

lim
θ→0,s→0+

D2
θiθj

ζ(θ, s) = 0 for all i 6= j.

By (4.39) and since the inequality (4.50) becomes equality, we infer that

(4.51) lim
θ→0,s→0+

ζγ(i)γ(i) = cγ(i)γ(i) .

This completes the proof. �

Remark 4.4. In §3 and §4, we employ the blow-up argument to prove the continuity of

the second derivatives. The blow-up technique has been frequently used in geometric and

analysis problems. It usually contains two steps, one is to classify the blow-up limits and

the other one is to show that the limit is independent of choice of the blow-up sequences.

In the first step, one proves that a blow-up sequence at a fixed point converges along a sub-

sequence to a nice limit. In the second step, one needs to prove that all blow-up sequences

around a given point converges to the same limit. The second step is usually rather

difficult. See [3, 6] for the classical obstacle problem (1.2). There are many examples,

for which one can prove the first step but the second one becomes extremely complicated,

such as singularity profiles for the Ricci flow and the mean curvature flow, and the C1

regularity of infinity harmonic functions. For infinity harmonic functions, the blow-up at

a fixed point is an affine function [12], but the C1 regularity in high dimensions is still

open.
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5. Higher regularity of free boundary

In this section we first establish a weighted W 2,p estimate for a linear singular elliptic

equation of Keldysh type. Then we prove the higher regularity of the free boundary.

5.1. Linear singular elliptic equations of Keldysh type. First we consider the Neu-

mann problem of the singular elliptic equation with constant coefficients:

Lb(u) = −∆u− b
uxn
xn

= f in R
n
+,

uxn(x
′, 0) = 0.

(5.1)

We assume that b > 0 is a constant, f ∈ L∞(Rn
+).

Horiuchi [22, 23] introduced the Green function for (5.1) and proved a weighted Schauder

type estimate. In [22], he found the following representation formula for the solution to

(5.1),

(5.2) u(x) =

∫

Rn
+

Kb(x, y)y
b
nf(y)dy =: Tb(f)(x),

where Kb(x, y) is the Green function, given by

Kb(x, y) = Db

∫ 1

0

(|x− y|2(1− τ) + |x− y∗|2τ)−n−2+b
2 [τ(1− τ)]

b
2
−1dτ,

Db = 2b−2π−n
2
Γ(n+b−2

2
)

Γ( b
2
)

, y∗ = (y1, · · · , yn−1,−yn).
(5.3)

Moreover, for b > 0, the following estimates hold,

(5.4) |∂γ1x ∂γ2y Kb(x, y)| ≤
{
C |x− y∗|−b ln

(
2 + |x−y∗|

|x−y|

)
if n = 2 and |γ1| = |γ2| = 0,

C |x− y∗|−b|x− y|2−n−|γ1|−|γ2|, otherwise

for any indexes γ1, γ2 ∈ N
n, where C depends on n, b, γ1, γ2 (see Lemma 5-3 in [22]).

Horiuchi [22] proved that the function u = Tb(f), given in (5.2), is a solution to (5.1).

By the representation formula (5.2), he also proved the following C2,α estimate by careful

computation as in [18].

Theorem 5.1. [Theorem 2-1,[22]] Assume that f ∈ Cα(Rn
+), supp f ⊂ B1, and b > 0.

Then

(5.5)

n∑

i,j=1

‖∂ijTb(f)(x)‖Cα(B+
1 )

+
∥∥∥∂nTb(f)(x)

xn

∥∥∥
Cα(B+

1 )
≤ C‖f‖

Cα(B+
1 )
,

where α ∈ (0, 1), and C depends only on n, b, α.
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Since u = Tb(f) and f has compact support, from (5.5) we also have

(5.6) ‖u‖C2,α(Rn
+) + ‖un

xn
‖Cα(Rn

+) ≤ C‖f‖Cα(Rn
+).

Denote

‖f‖Lp
µb

(Rn
+) =

(∫

Rn
+

|f |p(x)xbndx
) 1

p

‖f‖W k,p
µb

(Rn
+) =

∑

|α|≤k

‖Dαf‖Lp
µb

(Rn
+).

We have the following weighted W 2,p estimate.

Theorem 5.2. Let u = Tb(f) be given by (5.2). Assume that f has compact support.

Then for any p > 1 and b > 1, we have the estimate

(5.7)
n∑

i,j=1

‖uxixj‖Lp
µb

(Rn
+) + ‖un

xn
‖Lp

µb
(Rn

+) ≤ C‖f‖Lp
µb

(Rn
+)

for a constant C > 0 depending only on p, n, b.

Note that (5.7) is invariant under dilation of coordinates. Hence to prove Theorem 5.2,

we may assume that suppf ⊂ B1(0). By Theorem 5.2, we have

Corollary 5.1. Let u = Tb(f) be given by (5.2). Assume that suppf ⊂ B1(0). Then for

any p > n+b
n−2+b

and b > 1, we have the estimate

(5.8) ‖u‖W 2,p
µb

(Rn
+) + ‖un

xn
‖Lp

µb
(Rn

+) ≤ C‖f‖Lp
µb

(Rn
+),

where the constant C depends on p, n, b.

Remark 5.1. (i) The condition b > 1 is used only in (5.31), otherwise it suffices to

assume b > 0. The condition p > n+b
n−2+b

in Corollary 5.1 is for the estimate ‖u‖Lp
µb
.

(ii) A different version of the C2,α estimate in Theorem 5.1 was also obtained in [21].

The paper [21] has also established a weighted W 2,p estimate by the method of Fourier

transformation and oscillatory integral method [21, Theorem 1.2]. However, the coefficient

a > 3
2
is needed in [21] which corresponds to b > 2 in our present case. Hence we can’t

apply [21] to the problem in this paper.

In the following we prove Theorem 5.2. Recall that the W 2,p estimate for the Laplace

equation can be obtained by the Calderon-Zygmund decomposition and the Marcinkiewicz

interpolation [18]. Our proof will adopt a similar idea. But due to the singular term uxn
xn

,

we need to introduce a new variable in the proof (see function ũ in (5.29)). We include

the details of the proof for convenience of the reader.
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First, we notice the following asymptotic estimate for Tb(f) near ∞.

Lemma 5.1. Let u = Tbf be given by (5.2). Assume that f ∈ L∞(Rn
+), suppf ⊂ B1(0),

and b > 0. Then we have the following asymptotic estimate,

(5.9) |Dγ
xu(x)| ≤

C‖f‖L1
µb

(Rn
+)

|x|n−2+b+|γ|
∀ |x| > 2,

where the constant C depends only on n, γ, b.

Proof. From (5.4), one has

|Dγ
xu(x)| =

∣∣∣
∫

Rn
+

∂γxKb(x, y)y
b
nf(y)dy

∣∣∣

≤C(γ, b)
∫

Rn
+

|x− y∗|−b|x− y|2−n−|γ|f(y)ybndy

≤
Cγ,b‖f‖L1

µb
(Rn

+)

|x|n−2+b+|γ|

(5.10)

provided |x| > 2. �

Lemma 5.2. Assume that f ∈ L∞(Rn
+), supp f ⊂ B1, and b > 0. Then u = Tbf satisfies

the weighted W 2,2 estimate

(5.11) ‖D2u‖2L2
µb

(Rn
+) + b

∥∥∥un
xn

∥∥∥
2

L2
µb

(Rn
+)

= ‖f‖2L2
µb

(Rn
+).

Proof. Since u satisfies equation (5.1), we have

(5.12)

∫

Rn
+

(
∆u+ b

un
xn

)2

xbndx =

∫

Rn
+

f 2xbndx.

By Lemma 5.1, we can carry out integration by parts and obtain
∫

Rn
+

(∆x′u)
2xbndx =

n−1∑

i,j=1

∫

Rn
+

u2xixjx
b
ndx,

2

∫

Rn
+

uiiunnx
b
ndx = −2

∫

Rn
+

uiunnix
b
ndx

= 2

∫

Rn
+

u2nix
b
ndx+ 2b

∫

Rn
+

uiunix
b−1
n dx, i = 1, · · · , n− 1,

and

2b

∫

Rn
+

uiiunx
b−1
n dx = −2b

∫

Rn
+

uiunix
b−1
n dx, i = 1, · · · , n− 1,

2b

∫

Rn
+

unnunx
b−1
n dx = −b(b − 1)

∫

Rn
+

u2nx
b−2
n dx.
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Summing up, and noticing that the two integrals 2b
∫
Rn
+
uiunix

b−1
n dx are cancelled each

other, and the last integral −b(b − 1)
∫
Rn
+
u2nx

b−2
n dx is partly cancelled by the left hand

side of (5.12), we obtain (5.11). �

By Lemma 5.2, we see that ∂ijTb,
∂nTb
xn

are bounded linear operators from L2
µb
(Rn

+)

to L2
µb
(Rn

+). Next we show that they are bounded linear operators from L1
µb
(Rn

+) to

L1
µb,ω

(Rn
+), where

(5.13) L1
µb,ω

(Rn
+) =

{
v is measurable : µb{x ∈ R

n
+ : |v(x)| > α} ≤ Cα−1 ∀ α > 0

}
,

and the measure µb is defined as µb(E) =
∫
E
xbndx for any measurable set E.

As a first step, we give the following weighted Calderon-Zygmund decomposition in Rn
+.

Lemma 5.3. Suppose f ∈ L1
µb
(Rn

+) and b > 0. Then for any given constant α > 0, there

is a sequence of disjoint cubes {Qk}∞k=1 and a decomposition

f = g + h = g +
∑

k≥1
hk

such that

(i) |g(x)| ≤ cα for µb-a.e. x ∈ Rn
+, and

(5.14)

∫

Rn
+

|g(x)|dµb ≤ c

∫

Rn
+

|f(x)|dµb.

(ii) For each k ≥ 1, hk is supported in Qk and satisfies

(5.15)

∫

Rn
+

|hk|dµb ≤ cαµb(Qk) and

∫

Rn
+

hkdµb = 0.

(iii)

(5.16)
∑

k
µb(Qk) ≤

c

α

∫

Rn
+

|f |dµb.

Here the constant c depends only on n and b.

Proof. The Calderon-Zygmund decomposition for the Lebesgue measure is well-known

[4, 18]. Here we replace the Lebesgue measure by the measure µb but the idea is the

same. Consider a partition of Rn
+ by cubes K0 =: {Q} whose side length d is chosen such

that

α >
1

µb([0, d]n)

∫

Rn
+

|f |dµb.

Then for any cube Q ∈ K0, we have |f |Q ≤ α, where |f |Q = 1
µb(Q)

∫
Q
|f |dµb.

To obtain the sequence of disjoint cubes {Qk}∞k=1 stated in the lemma, we first consider

an arbitrary cube Q ∈ K0, by bisecting the edges of Q, we subdivide Q into 2n congruent
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sub-cubes {Q′
i}2

n

i=1 with disjoint interiors. For any sub-cube Q′
i, we have either |f |Q′

i
≥ α

or |f |Q′

i
< α. Denote by K1 the set of all sub-cubes of side-length d/2.

(a) If |f |Q′

i
≥ α, set

hQ′

i
= χQ′

i
(f − fQ′

i
) and gQ′

i
= χQ′

i
fQ′

i
,

where χ is the characteristic function, fQ′

i
= 1

µb(Q
′

i)

∫
Q′

i
fdµb is the µb-average of f

in Q′
i. In this case we will not divide Q′

i any more, and this Q′
i will be counted as

an element in the family {Qk}.
(b) If |f |Q′

i
< α, we divide Q′

i into 2n equal sub-cubes {Q′′
i } as above, and denote by

K2 the set of all the sub-cubes of side-length d/4. For any sub-cube Q′′
i ∈ K1, if

|f |Q′′

i
≥ α, we define the functions hQ′′

i
and gQ′′

i
as in (a) above, and count Q′′

i as

an element in the family {Qk}. If |f |Q′′

i
< α, we divide Q′′

i into 2n equal sub-cubes

again.

Repeating the above procedure indefinitely, we obtain a sequence of disjoint cubes {Qk}
such that |f |Qk

≥ α for all k ≥ 1. Now we define

(5.17)

hi = hQi
i = 1, 2 · · · ,

g(x) =

{fQk
if x ∈ Qk, k = 1, 2, · · · ,

f(x) if x ∈ R
n
+\(∪∞

k=1Qk).

For any cube Qk in the sequence, let Q̃k be its predecessor, namely Qk is one of the 2n

sub-cubes obtained from Q̃k. By the above decomposition, it is easy to see

(5.18) |f |Qk
≤ µb(Q̃k)

µb(Qk)
|f |Q̃k

≤ 2n+2b+1|f |Q̃k
≤ 2n+2b+1α.

One can verify that (5.14) - (5.16) hold with c = 2n+2b+1. To finish the proof, it remains

to show that |g(x)| ≤ Cα ∀ x ∈ Rn
+. Since the set ∪k∂Qk has measure zero, there is

no loss of generality in assuming that x is a Lebesgue point and x 6∈ ∪k∂Qk. Then in

the procedure described in (a) and (b) above, eventually there will be a cube Qk such

that x ∈ Qk and |f |Qk
≥ α if g(x) > cα. Hence by our definition of g in (5.17), we have

|g(x)| = |fQk
| ≤ Cα for x ∈ Qk by (5.18). This completes the proof. �

Next we show that ∂xixjTb and ∂nTb
xn

are bounded linear operators from L1
µb
(Rn

+) to

L1
µb,ω

(Rn
+), for any b > 0.
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Lemma 5.4. Assume f ∈ L1
µb
(Rn

+) and supp f ⊂ B1(0). Then for any constant α > 0,

u = Tb(f) satisfies

(5.19)
µb{x ∈ R

n
+ : |uij(x)| > α} ≤ Cα−1‖f‖L1

µb
(Rn

+),

µb
{
x ∈ R

n
+ :

∣∣un
xn

(x)
∣∣ > α

}
≤ Cα−1‖f‖L1

µb
(Rn

+),

for a positive constant C depending only on n, b.

Proof. Let f = g + h = g +
∑

k hk be the decomposition given in Lemma 5.3. Since Tb is

a linear operator, we have

µb({x ∈ R
n
+ : |∂xixjTbf(x)| > α})

≤µb({x ∈ R
n
+ : |∂xixjTbg(x)| >

α

2
}) + µb({x ∈ R

n
+ : ‖∂xixjTbh(x)| >

α

2
}).(5.20)

By Lemma 5.3, we have |g| ≤ Cα, and g is compactly supported since f is. By Lemma

5.2, one has

(5.21) ‖∂xixjTbg(x)‖2L2
µb

(Rn
+) ≤ ‖g‖2L2

µb
(Rn

+) ≤ Cα‖g‖L1
µb

(Rn
+) ≤ Cα‖f‖L1

µb
(Rn

+).

This implies

(5.22) µb
(
{x ∈ R

n
+ : |∂xixjTg(x)| >

α

2
}
)
≤ Cα−1‖f‖L1

µb
(Rn

+).

Now for any cube Qk in Lemma 5.3, let Q∗
k = (q + 2(Qk − q)) ∩ Rn

+, where q is the

center of Qk. Then for any x ∈ (Q∗
k)
c, there holds

|(∂xixjThk)(x)| =
∣∣∣
∫

Rn
+

∂xixjKb(x, y)hk(y)dµb(y)
∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣
∫

Qk

[
∂xixjKb(x, y)− ∂xixjKb(x, q)

]
hk(y)dµb(y)

∣∣∣

≤
∫

Qk

∣∣∂xixjKb(x, y)− ∂xixjKb(x, q)
∣∣ |hk(y)|dµb(y)

≤ C

∫

Qk

|yn − qn||hk(y)|
|x− y∗|b|x− y|n+1

dµb(y),

(5.23)

where in the second equality, we used (ii) in Lemma 5.3. By (5.23) we then have
∫

(Q∗

k)
c

|(∂xixjThk)(x)|dµb(x)

≤ C

∫

Qk

|hk(y)|dµb(y)
∫

(Q∗

k)
c

|yn − qn| dµb(x)
|x− y∗|b|x− y|n+1

≤ C

∫

Qk

|hk(y)|dµb(y) ≤ Cαµb(Qk),

(5.24)
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where y∗ is reflection of y in {xn = 0}. Then

µb({x ∈ R
n
+ : |∂xixjTh(x)| >

α

2
})

≤
∑

k
µb(Q

∗
k) +

2

α

∑
k

∫

(Q∗

k)
c

|(∂xixjThk)(x)|dµb(x) ≤
C‖f‖L1

µb
(Rn

+)

α
.

We obtain the first inequality in (5.19).

For the second inequality in (5.19), recall that Tbf satisfies equation (5.1). Hence by

(5.1), we infer that ∂nTb
xn

is also a bounded linear operator from L1
µb
(Rn

+) to L
1
µb,ω

(Rn
+). �

With the above preparation, we are ready to prove Theorem 5.2

Proof of Theorem 5.2. By Lemma 5.2 and Lemma 5.4, the operator ∂xixjTb satisfies

(5.25)
‖∂xixjTb(f)‖L2

µb
(Rn

+) ≤ Cn,b‖f‖L2
µb

(Rn
+),

‖∂xixjTb(f)‖L1
µb,ω

(Rn
+) ≤ Cn,b‖f‖L1

µb
(Rn

+)

for any b > 0, where

‖v‖L1
µb,ω

(Rn
+) =: sup

α>0
αµb{x ∈ R

n
+ : |v| > α}.

Hence by the Marcinkiewicz Interpolation [Theorem 1.3.1,[1]], we infer that

(5.26) ‖∂xixjTb(f)‖Lp
µb

(Rn
+) ≤ Cn,b,p‖f‖Lp

µb
(Rn

+)

for any p ∈ (1, 2], and for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. In applying the Marcinkiewicz Interpolation,

we regard ∂xixjTb as the mapping in [1].

When p > 2, let p′ = p
p−1

< 2. For any f, g ∈ C∞
c (Rn

+), noting that the kernel Kb(x, y)

in (5.3) is symmetric in x′ and y′, we have

(5.27)

∫

Rn
+

g∂ijTb(f)dµb(x) =

∫

Rn
+

f∂ijTb(g)dµb(x) ∀ 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n− 1.

Here we denote by C∞
c (Rn

+) smooth functions in Rn
+ with compact support. Hence we

have

‖∂ijTb(g)‖Lp
µb

(Rn
+) = sup

‖f‖
L
p′
µb

(Rn+)
=1

∫

Rn
+

f∂ijTb(g)dµb(x)

≤ sup
‖f‖

L
p′
µb

(Rn+)
=1

‖g‖Lp
µb

(Rn
+)‖∂ijTb(f)‖Lp′

µb
(Rn

+)

≤ Cp′‖g‖Lp
µb

(Rn
+) ∀ 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n− 1.

(5.28)

By approximation, we see that (5.28) holds for non-smooth function g.
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To prove the estimate (5.28) for ∂inTb(g), i = 1, · · · , n, we need to introduce a new

function ũ defined in Rn+1 (raising the dimension to n+ 1). Denote u(x) = Tb(g) and

(5.29) ũ(x, xn+1) = u
(
x′,

√
x2n + x2n+1

)
= u(x′, r),

where (x, xn+1) ∈ R
n+1
+ , r =

√
x2n + x2n+1. By direct computation, we have

(5.30)

ũxi(x
′, xn, xn+1) = uxi(x

′, r), i = 1, · · · , n− 1,

ũxn(x
′, xn, xn+1)

xn
=
ur(x

′, r)

r
,

ũxn+1(x
′, xn, xn+1)

xn+1
=
ur(x

′, r)

r
,

Hence ũ satisfies

(5.31)

{
∆x,xn+1ũ+

b−1
xn+1

ũn+1 = g̃ in R
n+1
+ ,

ũn+1(x, 0) = 0 ∀ x ∈ Rn,

where g̃(x, xn+1) = g(x′, r), ũn+1 := ũxn+1. The boundary condition ũn+1(x, 0) = 0 is due

to that u is even in xn+1. For equation (5.31), we need to assume that b > 1 for the W 2,p

estimate.

As ũ and Tb−1(g̃) satisfy the same equation (5.31), by the Neumann boundary condition

and the decay at ∞, we infer that ũ = Tb−1(g̃). Hence for b > 1 and i = 1, · · · , n, similarly

to estimate (5.28), we have

(5.32)

∫

R
n+1
+

|ũni|pxb−1
n+1dxdxn+1 ≤ Cp,b

∫

R
n+1
+

|g̃|pxb−1
n+1dxdxn+1

= C̃p,b

∫

Rn
+

|g|pxbndx.

For the equality above, we use the polar coordinates for the variables xn, xn+1, i.e. xn =

r cos θ, xn+1 = r sin θ, θ ∈ [0, π]. Notice that
∫

R
n+1
+

|ũni|pxb−1
n+1dxdxn+1

=

∫

R
n+1
+

∣∣∣uri ·
xn
r

∣∣∣
p

xb−1
n+1dxdxn+1

=

∫

Rn
+

|uri|prbdx′dr ·
∫ π

0

| cos θ|p(sin θ)b−1dθ

=Cp,b

∫

Rn
+

|uni|pxbndx.
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We obtain

(5.33) ‖∂ijTbg‖Lp
µb

(Rn
+) ≤ Cb,n,p‖g‖Lp

µb
(Rn

+), p ∈ (1,+∞)

for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n.

By equation (5.1) and estimate (5.33), we also have

(5.34) ‖un
xn

‖Lp
µb

(Rn
+) ≤ C‖f‖Lp

µb
(Rn

+).

This completes the proof of Theorem 5.2. �

Proof of Corollary 5.1. By Theorem 5.2 and the interpolation inequality, it suffices to

prove

(5.35) ‖u‖Lp
µb

(Rn
+) ≤ C‖f‖Lp

µb
(Rn

+).

By a dilation of the coordinates, we assume that supp f ⊂ B1(0). By Lemma 5.1, we have

(5.36) |u(x)| ≤
C‖f‖L1

µb
(Rn

+)

|x|n−2+b
≤
C‖f‖Lp

µb
(Rn

+)

|x|n−2+b
, |x| ≥ 2.

It follows that

(5.37)

∫

Rn
+\B2

|u|pdµb ≤ Cp‖f‖p
Lp
µb

(Rn
+)

∫

Rn
+\B2

xbn
|x|p(n−2+b)

dx

≤ C1C
p‖f‖p

Lp
µb

(Rn
+)

provided p(n− 2 + b) > n+ b.

Let ξ ∈ C∞(Rn) be a cut-off function satisfying 0 ≤ ξ ≤ 1 in R
n, ξ = 1 in B2, and

ξ = 0 outside B4. Then by Poincare’s inequality, we have
∫

Rn
+

|ξu|pdµb ≤ C

∫

Rn
+

|D2(ξu)|pdµb

≤ C

∫

B4∩Rn
+

(
|D2u|p + |D2ξ|p|u|p

)
dµb

≤ C‖f‖p
Lp
µb

(Rn
+)
.

(5.38)

Combining the above two estimates yields (5.35). �

We have obtained the C2,α and W 2,p estimates for the special solution u = Tb(f). Next

we prove that these two a priori estimates hold for any other solutions to (5.1). First we

prove
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Lemma 5.5. Let u ∈ W 2,p
loc (R

n
+) ∩ C1(Rn

+) be a solution to

(5.39) −∆u− b
uxn
xn

= f in R
n
+.

Assume b > 1, p > n + b, and f ∈ Lpµb(B
+
1 ). Then u satisfies

(5.40) uxn = 0 on xn = 0.

Proof. Let η(τ) ∈ C∞
c (R) be a cut-off function which satisfies 0 ≤ η ≤ 1, η ≡ 1 in B1(0),

and supp η ⊂ B2(0). Let ηε(x) = η
(

|x|
ε

)
for a small constant ε > 0, and let v = ηεu.

Then v solves the following equation

R(v) =: ∆v + b
vn
xn

= ηεf + 2∂iu∂iηε + u∆ηε + bu
∂nηε
xn

=: f̂ .

Denote W = Tb(f̂), where Tb(·) is the integral operator given by (5.2). Denote H(xn) =

x1−bn . Then R(H) = 0 and H → ∞ as xn → 0+. Hence

R(v −W + ǫH) = 0 in R
n
+.

By Lemma 5.1, |W (x)| ≤ C/|x|n−2+b = o(H) as |x| → ∞. Hence

lim
x→∞

(v −W + ǫH) ≥ 0

for any given small ε > 0. By Theorem 5.2, W ∈ W 2,p
µb

(Rn
+). Hence W ∈ L∞

loc(R
n
+) by the

Sobolev embedding [21, Lemma B.3]. We obtain

lim
xn→0

(v −W + ǫH) ≥ 0.

Moreover, since W ∈ W 2,p
µb

(Rn
+) for p > n and v ∈ C2(B+

1 ), we can apply Aleksandrov’s

maximum principle for strong solution [18] and obtain v −W ≥ −ǫH. Letting ǫ → 0, we

obtain v ≥W . Similarly, we have W ≥ v. This implies

(5.41) ηεu = v =W = Tb(f̂)

and so (5.40) is proved. �

The condition u ∈ C1(Rn
+) in Lemma 5.5 is such that uxn exists on xn = 0. If p > n+ b

and u ∈ W 2,p
loc (R

n
+), by the Sobolev embedding we have u ∈ C1(Rn

+). For the proof of

(5.41), it suffices to assume that u ∈ W 2,p
loc (R

n
+) ∩ L∞(Rn

+). When b ≥ 1 is an integer,

uxnxn + b
xn
uxn is actually the Laplacian operator for rotationally symmetric functions in

R1+b. Lemma 5.5 means for bounded solutions, the singularity at xn = 0 is removable.
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By (5.41), we see that the C2,α and W 2,p estimates in Theorems 5.1 and 5.2 hold for

any solutions u ∈ W 2,p
loc (R

n
+) ∩ L∞(Rn

+). Moreover, the estimates can be extended easily

to linear singular elliptic equations of Keldysh type with variable coefficients,

(5.42)
∑n

i,j=1
aij∂iju+

∑n−1

i=1
bi∂iu+

bn

xn
∂nu+ cu = f in B+

1 .

Assume that

0 < λI ≤ (aij)ni,j=1 ≤ ΛI < +∞ in B+
1 ,

bn

ann
= b > 1 is a constant,

|c|+
∑n

i=1
|bi| ≤ Λ in B+

1 ,

(5.43)

for two positive constants λ, Λ. Then by the freezing coefficient method, we have the

following a priori estimates.

Theorem 5.3. Let u ∈ W 2,p
loc (R

n
+) ∩ L∞(Rn

+) be a solution to (5.42). Assume that aij ∈
C(B+

1 ) satisfy conditions (5.43), and f ∈ Lpµb(B
+
1 ) for some p > n + b. Then u ∈

W 2,p
µb

(B+
1/2) and satisfies the estimate

(5.44) ‖u‖W 2,p
µb

(B+
1/2

) +
∥∥∥un
xn

∥∥∥
Lp
µb

(B+
1/2

)
≤ C

(
‖f‖Lp

µb
(B+

1 ) + ‖u‖Lp
µb

(B+
1 )

)
,

where C > 0 depends only on p, n, λ,Λ and the modulus of continuity of aij.

Theorem 5.4. Let u ∈ C2(B+
1 )∩C1,α(B+

1 ) be a solution to (5.42). Assume that aij , bn, c, f ∈
Cα(B+

1 ) and condition (5.43) holds. Then u ∈ C2,α(B+
1/2) and we have the estimate

(5.45) ‖u‖
C2,α(B+

1/2
)
+
∥∥∥un
xn

∥∥∥
Cα(B+

1/2
)
≤ C

(
‖f‖

Cα(B+
1 )

+ ‖u‖
C0(B+

1 )

)

for a constant C > 0 depending only on n, α, λ,Λ and ‖aij‖
Cα(B+

1 )
, ‖bi‖

Cα(B+
1 )
, ‖c‖

Cα(B+
1 )
.

5.2. Smoothness of free boundary. By the C2,α andW 2,p estimates in Section 5.1, we

can prove the higher regularity of the tangent cone of the solution u to (4.1). As before

we assume that u(0) = 0 and u(x) > 0 ∀ x 6= 0.

Theorem 5.5. Let φ be the tangential cone of u at 0. Then the section S1,φ = {x ∈ Rn :

φ(x) < 1} is uniformly convex and C∞ smooth if g is positive and C∞ smooth.

To prove Theorem 5.5, by the definition of ζ in (4.3), it suffices to prove that ζ(θ, 0) ∈
C∞(Sn−1). We have the following stronger result, which implies Theorems 5.5 and 1.2.
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Theorem 5.6. Let ζ(θ, s) ∈ C2(Sn−1 × [0, 1)) be a solution to (4.10). Assume that

ζs(θ, 0) = 0 and ḡ is positive and smooth. Then ζ(θ, s) ∈ C∞(Sn−1 × [0, 1)).

Proof. Differentiating (4.10) with respect to θk, one gets

(5.46) L(V ) = Vss +
n+ 2

n

Vs
s

+
n−1∑

i,j=1

aijVθiθj +
n−1∑

i=1

ainVθis = h

where V = ζθk . To apply the a priori estimate in §5.1 to (5.46), we express equation

(5.46) in a local coordinates on Sn−1. By Theorem 4.2, aij and h are continuous in θ, s.

By Lemma 4.2, the operator L is uniformly elliptic. Hence all the assumptions in Theorem

5.3 are fulfilled for V . Letting p > n + b and by the Sobolev embedding, W 1,p
µb

→ Cα for

some α > 0 (Lemma B.3, [21]), we have V = ζθk ∈ C1,α(Sn−1 × [0, 1)).

Write equation (4.10) in the form

(5.47) ζss +
n+ 2

n

ζs
s

= f̃ ∈ Cα(Sn−1 × [0, 1)),

where f̃ is a smooth function of θ, s, ζ,Dζ,Dζθ. Hence f̃ is Hölder continuous in s, θ. The

solution to (5.47) is given by

(5.48) ζ(θ, s) = ζ(θ, 0) +

∫ s

0

r−
n+2
n

∫ r

0

λ
n+2
n f̃(θ, λ)dλ.

Hence we have

ζs(θ, s) = s−
n+2
n

∫ s

0

λ
n+2
n f̃(θ, λ)dλ,

ζss(θ, s) = −n+ 2

n
s−

n+2
n

−1

∫ s

0

λ
n+2
n f̃(θ, λ)dλ+ f̃ ∈ Cα(Sn−1 × [0, 1)).

(5.49)

This implies ζ ∈ C2,α(Sn−1 × [0, 1)). Hence the coefficients aij, h ∈ Cα(Sn−1 × [0, 1)).

By the Hölder continuity of the coefficients, we can obtain the C2,α regularity of Dk
θζ

for all k ≥ 1. Indeed, differentiating equation (5.46) in θ, and by Theorem 5.4, we infer

that ζθk ∈ C2,α(Sn−1 × [0, 1)). Differentiating equation (5.46) in θ again, and also by

Theorem 5.4, we have D2
θζ ∈ C2,α(Sn−1 × [0, 1)). Repeating the argument we obtain

Dk
θζ ∈ C2,α(Sn−1 × [0, 1)) for all integers k ≥ 0.

To prove the higher order regularity of ζ in s and the expansion (1.7), let t = s2

4
. Then

equation (4.10) changes to equation (4.26). Differentiating (4.26) in t and letting V = ζt,

one gets

L(V ) = tVtt +
2n + 1

n
Vt +

n−1∑

i,j=1

aijVθiθj + t
n−1∑

i=1

ãijVtθi = h(5.50)
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where aij , ãij, h are smooth as functions of θ, t, ζ, Dθ,tζ,D
2
θζ, ζtθ, tζtt. Note that the oper-

ator L in (5.50) is different from that in (4.27). We have moved some terms to the right

hand side.

By the regularity ζ(θ, s), ζθ(θ, s) ∈ C2,α(Sn−1 × [0, 1)) and the relation t = s2

4
, we have

D2
θζ, ζtθ, tζtt ∈ Cα(Sn−1 × [0, 1)) in variables θ, t. Hence, aij, ãij , h ∈ Cα in variables θ, t.

To apply Theorem 5.4 to equation (5.50), we need to change the Hölder norm from the

variable s to t = s2/4. Hence we denote

‖f‖
C̃α(B+

1 )
= ‖f‖L∞(B+

1 ) + sup
x 6=y∈B+

1

|f(x)− f(y)|
(|x′ − y′|2 + (

√
xn −

√
yn)2)

α
2

,

‖f‖
C̃k,α(B+

1 )
= ‖f‖

Ck(B+
1 )

+ sup
x 6=y∈B+

1 ,|β|=k

|Dβf(x)−Dβf(y)|
(|x′ − y′|2 + (

√
xn −

√
yn)2)

α
2

.

Then estimate (5.45) can be reiterated as

‖tutt‖C̃α(B+
1/2

)
+ ‖t 12Dθut‖C̃α(B+

1/2
)
+ ‖D2

θu‖C̃α(B+
1/2

)

+ ‖u‖
C̃1,α(B+

1/2
)
≤ C

(
‖f‖

C̃α(B+
1 )

+ ‖u‖
C̃α(B+

1 )

)
.

(5.51)

Applying (5.51) to equation (5.50), we obtain t∂3t ζ, ∂
2
θ∂tζ, t

1/2∂2t ∂θζ ∈ C̃α(Sn−1 × [0, 1)),

and ζt ∈ C̃1,α(Sn−1 × [0, 1)). Differentiating (5.50) in t repeatedly and using estimate

(5.51), we obtain ζ ∈ C∞(Sn−1 × [0, 1)).

In the above we have shown that ζ is smooth in t. Recall that t = s2

4
= rn

4
, and ζ = u

r
.

Hence we obtain the Taylor expansion (1.7). This completes the proof of Theorem 5.6

and also that of Theorem (1.2). �

6. Analyticity of the free boundary

In this section, we prove the analyticity of the free boundary Γ. Let u be the solution

to (4.1). Let ζ = u
r
and s = rn/2 as in §4, so that ζ satisfies equation (4.10). Then the

analyticity of the free boundary is equivalent to showing ζ(θ, 0) ∈ Cω(Sn−1). Here Cω

denotes the set of analytic functions. As before we assume that u(0) = 0 and u(x) > 0

∀ x 6= 0. We have the following result.

Theorem 6.1. Let ζ(θ, s) be a solution to (4.10). Assume that ḡ is positive and analytic.

Then ζ(·, s) ∈ Cω(Sn−1), for any s ∈ [0, 1).
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To prove the analyticity of a function u, one needs to control the growth rate of its

derivatives. That is, for any multi-index α = (α1, · · · , αn), we need to prove

(6.1) |∂αu| ≤ CA|α|α!

for sufficiently large constants C,A, independent of α, where |α| = α1 + · · · + αn, α! =

α1! · · ·αn!, and ∂α = ∂α1
x1

· · ·∂αn
xn .

We will use the local coordinate system (4.5) in a neighbourhood of θ = 0. For simplicity

of notations, we use x′ = (x1, · · · , xn−1) to denote θ = (θ1, · · · , θn−1), and use xn to denote

s. Then in the coordinates (4.5), equation (4.10) can be written in the form

(6.2) ζnn + b
ζn
xn

+ F (x, ζ, ∂xiζ, ∂
2
xixj

ζ) = 0, (x′, xn) ∈ Qr0 ,

where b = n+2
n
, Qr0 = B′

r0
(0)× [0, 1], and B′

r0
(0) = {|x′| < r0} is a ball in Rn−1.

The function F (x, z, p, r) is defined for x ∈ Qr0 , z ∈ R1, p ∈ Rn, and r = (rij) ∈ Sn×n

but is independent of rnn. As a function, F is analytic in its arguments. By Lemma 4.2,

equation (6.2) is uniformly elliptic.

The analyticity of solutions to uniformly elliptic equations has been studied by many

people [15, 33]. A simple proof for the linear elliptic equation was found in [27], and it

was extended to nonlinear elliptic equation in [2]. Here we adopt the proof from [27, 2].

By [15, 33], ζ(x) is analytic when xn > 0. Here we show that ζ(x) is analytic in x′ when

xn = 0.

In [27], Kato demonstrated his idea by considering the equation

(6.3) ∆u = u2 in Ω,

where Ω is a domain in Rn. Instead of (6.1), Kato’s strategy is to establish the estimate

(6.4) ‖ρ|α|∂αxu‖Hm(Br0 )
≤ CA|α||α|!,

where ρ is a cut-off function such that ρ = 1 in Br0/2 and ρ = 0 outside Br0 . He chooses

m =
[
n
2

]
+1 such that ‖u‖L∞(Br0 )

≤ Cr0‖u‖Hm(Br0 )
. Hence (6.4) implies (6.1). In [2], Blatt

extended the estimate (6.4) to the general fully nonlinear, uniformly elliptic equation

(6.5) Φ(x, u(x), Du(x), D2u(x)) = 0 in Ω.

The proof in [27] is rather simple, one can easily see that the norm Hm(Br0) in [27, 2]

can be replaced by the Hölder space Cδ(Br0), using the C2,δ estimate (Schauder estimate)

for the Laplace equation.
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To apply the argument in [27, 2] to our equation (6.2), we use the Hölder norm ‖·‖Cδ(Br0 )

instead of the norm ‖·‖Hm(Br0 )
, and use the C2,δ estimate (Theorem 5.4). As our equation

contains the singular term ζn
xn
, we cannot obtain the analyticity of ζ on xn (near xn = 0)

by their simple proof, but we can obtain the analyticity of ζ on x′, namely

(6.6) ‖ρ|α|∂αx′ζ‖Cδ(Br0 )
≤ CA|α||α|!

for all multi-index α = (α1, · · · , αn−1).

Proof of Theorem 6.1. As the proof is similar to that in [27, 2], we sketch the main idea

only. Let

(6.7) L[φ] =: φnn + b
φn
xn

+
∑

i+j<2n

aij(x)φij +
n∑

i=1

bi(x)φi + c(x)φ

be the linearized operator of (6.2), where aij , bi, c are functions of x, ζ, ∂iζ (1 ≤ i ≤ n)

and ∂2ijζ (i+ j < 2n), and b = n+2
n
. From the proof of Lemma 4.3, we have ain(0) = 0 for

i ≤ n− 1. Denote

L0[φ] =: φnn + b
φn
xn

+
∑

i,j<n

aij(0)φij.

Let ρ = ρ(|x′|) be a cut-off function of x′, such that ρ(x′) = 1 when |x′| < r0/2 and

ρ(x) = 0 when |x′| > r0. For any multi-indices α ∈ Rn−1 and β ∈ Rn with |α| = N−1 ≥ 1

and |β| = 2, as in [27, 2], we compute

(6.8)

‖ρN−1∂βx∂
α
x′u‖ ≤ ‖∂βx

[
ρN−1∂αx′u

]
‖+ ‖

[
∂βx , ρ

N−1
]
∂αx′u‖

≤C‖L0

[
ρN−1∂αx′u

]
‖+ ‖

[
∂βx , ρ

N−1
]
∂αx′u‖+ CAN+1(N + 1)!

=C‖L0

[
ρN−1∂αx′u

]
‖+ ‖

[
∂βx′, ρ

N−1
]
∂αx′u‖+ CAN+1(N + 1)!

≤C‖ρN−1∂αx′L0[u]‖+ C‖
[
L0, ρ

N−1
]
∂αx′u‖+ ‖[∂βx′ , ρN−1]∂αx′u‖+ CAN+1(N + 1)!

=I1 + I2 + I3 + CAN+1(N + 1)!.

Here ‖ · ‖ = ‖ · ‖Cδ(B
′

r0
×[0,r0])

, B′
r0 = {x′ ∈ R

n−1 : |x′| < r0}, and
[
∂βx , ρ

N−1
]
∂αx′u = ρN−1∂αx′∂

β
xu− ∂βx

[
ρN−1∂αx′u

]
.

In the second inequality of (6.8), we use the C2,δ estimate (Theorem 5.4) in the form

(6.9) ‖u‖C2,δ(B
′

r0
×[0,r0])

≤ C
(
‖f‖Cα(B

′

2r0
×[0,2r0])

+ ‖u‖C0(B
′

2r0
×[0,2r0])

)
.

But the cut-off function ρ is supported in B′
r0
and u is analytic in the interior. Hence when

applying (6.9) to (6.8), the domain B
′

2r0 × [0, 2r0] on the RHS of (6.9) can be replaced by

B
′

r0 × [0, r0] plus an additional term CAN+1(N + 1)!.
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The estimation for I1, I2, I3 is the same as in [27, 2] and is omitted here. Note that by

(6.8) and iteration, we not only obtain (6.6), but also

(6.10) ‖ρ|α|∂2x∂α−2
x′ ζ‖Cδ(Br0 )

≤ CA|α||α|!.

(6.10) is needed in the estimation of I1, I2, I3 when differentiating equation (6.7). �
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[1] J. Bergh and J. Löfström, Interpolation spaces: An introduction, Springer-Verlag, 1976.
[2] S. Blatt, On the analyticity of solutions to nonlinear elliptic partial differential equations,

arXiv:2009.08762v1.
[3] L.A. Caffarelli, The regularity of free boundaries in higher dimensions, Acta Math. 139 (1977),

155–184.
[4] L.A. Caffarelli, Interior a priori estimates for solutions of fully nonlinear equations, Ann. of Math.

130 (1989), 189–213.
[5] L.A. Caffarelli, A localization property of viscosity solutions to the Monge-Ampère equation and

their strict convexity, Ann. Math. 131 (1990), 129–134.
[6] L.A. Caffarelli, The obstacle problem revisited, J. Fourier Anal. Appl. 4 (1998), 383–402.
[7] L.A. Caffarelli and R.J. McCann, Free boundaries in optimal transport and Monge-Ampère obstacle

problems, Ann. of Math. 171 (2010), 673–730.
[8] L.A. Caffarelli, L. Nirenberg, and J. Spruck, The Dirichlet problem for nonlinear second-order elliptic

equations I. Monge-Ampère equation, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 37 (1984), 369–402.
[9] K.-S. Chou and Y.-D. Wang, An obstacle problem for the Monge-Ampère equation, Comm. Partial

Diff. Equa. 18 (1993), 1069–1084.
[10] P. Daskalopoulos and R. Hamilton, The free boundary in the Gauss curvature flow with flat sides,

J. Reine Angew. Math. 510 (1999), 187–227.
[11] P. Daskalopoulos and K.-A. Lee, Worn stones with flat sides all time regularity of the interface,

Invent. Math. 156 (2004) 445–493.
[12] L.C. Evans and C. K. Smart, Everywhere differentiability of infinity harmonic functions, Calc. Var.

Partial Differential Equations 42 (2011), 289–299
[13] P.M.N. Feehan and C.A. Pop, Boundary-degenerate elliptic operators and Hölder continuity for
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