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REGULARITY OF FREE BOUNDARY
FOR THE MONGE-AMPERE 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-
Ampere obstacle problem det D?v = f (¥)X >0}~ By duality, the regularity of the free
boundary is equivalent to that of the asymptotic cone of the solution to the singular
Monge-Ampere equation det D?u = 1/f(Du) + &y 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-Ampere 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-Ampere obstacle problem

det D*v = v in €,
(1.1) fX{ >0}
v =1 on 0f),

where €2 is a bounded domain in the Euclidean space R", f, vy are positive functions on
Q, and y is the characteristic function. Denote I' := 9{v = 0} the free boundary. The
main objective of the paper is to prove the regularity of the free boundary I'.

Problem (ILT]) is the Monge-Ampere counterpart of the classical free boundary problem

Av = fX v>0 in Qv
(1.2) fo=or
v = 1y on 0f).

A central issue for the prototypal obstacle problem ([2]) is the regularity of the free
boundary I' = 0{v = 0}. In a seminal work [3], Caffarelli proved that the free boundary
is C! 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-Ampere equation has

also been studied in a number of papers [7, [0} 16l (17, B0, 31 [35]. See also [10} 1T, [19] for

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35J96, 35R35, 35B65.
Key words and phrases. Monge-Ampere equation, free boundary, regularity.
The first author was supported by NNSFC 11871160, the second author was supported by NNSFC
11831009 and NNSFC 12171185, the third author was supported by ARC DP200101084.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2111.10575v1

2 G. HUANG, L. TANG, AND X.-J. WANG

a related free boundary problem with the Gauss curvature flow. In [35], Savin studied
problem (1)) and proved that the free boundary I' is uniformly convex and C*! smooth.
He also pointed out two other interpretations of the obstacle problem (IL]), as a model
in the optimal transportation with a Dirac measure and in the Monge-Ampere equation
with a cone singularity. In dimensions two, Galvez, Jiménez and Mira [16] proved that
the free boundary I' is C'*° smooth and analytic, if f is respectively smooth and analytic.
As pointed out in [I6], 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 [I1] 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)) in high dimensions. In this paper we resolve the problem completely.

Theorem 1.1. Let v be a generalized solution to the obstacle problem ([1I), in the sense
of Aleksandrov. Assume that € is a bounded domain in R™, and f,vg > 0. Then the free
boundary I' is smooth if f is smooth; and I" is analytic if f is analytic.

Monge-Ampere 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-Ampere obstacle problem ([LT]). A key property for uniformly elliptic equations
is the growth estimate supp ) v ~ r? (assuming that 0 is a point on the free bounadry).

By this property, the blow-up profile at 0 is either of the form % max{z e, 0}? for a vector

1
2

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

e, or of the form sz - Ax for a matrix A. In the former case, 0 is a regular point and the
instead the estimate supp o) v ~ P I implies that equation (I.T]) 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 (L3]) to obtain the equation (L4]) with point singularity. By estimate
(C9) we then make the change (L) to get equation (LI0) in the polar coordinates.
Regularity of the free boundary I" is thus reduced to that for equation (ILI0). To establish
the a priori estimate for (ILI0), we again make a partial Legendre transform (ILI3]) to
obtain a fully nonlinear, singular elliptic equation (LI4)). The linearized equation of
(LI4)) is a degenerate equation of Keldysh type after a change of variables. By the Holder
regularity of the linearized equation of (LI4]), we can prove the blow-up limits for equation
(CI2) is a quadratic function (Theorem [[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 C? 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-Ampere equation has a very useful property, namely the duality. Let v be
the solution to the obstacle problem (L), as in Theorem [Tl Then v is convex and the
set {v = 0} is a convex sub-set of 2. 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(z) =sup{r-y—v(y): yeQ}, zeQ" = D).

Then w is a generalized solution to the following Monge-Ampere equation with point
singularity;,

(1.4) det D*u = g(Du) + ¢*dy in QF,

where g(Du(z)) = ﬁ at y = Du(z), and ¢* = |[{v = 0}| is a constant. There is no loss of
generality in assuming that ¢* = 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) > 0V y # 0.
Let ¢ be the tangential cone of u at 0, namely it is a homogeneous function of degree one

defined in R™ and satisfying
u(x) > ¢(x) V zeQr
(1.5)
u(z) — ¢(x) = o(|z]) as = — 0,

such that 0¢{0} = Ou{0}. Given a convex function w, we denote by dw{p} the sub-
differential of w at p,

ow{p} ={ €R": w(r) > ¢ (v —p)+w(p) ¥V r near p}.
By duality,

99{0} = {v = 0}.

Hence the section 51 4 =: {x € R": ¢(x) < 1} is the polar body of {v = 0}, i.e.,
(1.6) Sio={reR": z-y<1l Vye{v=0}}
Denote L = Sy 4. Hence L is C* smooth (k > 2) and uniformly convex if and only if the
free boundary T is. It was proved in [35] that T is uniformly convex and C'' 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 (4] with ¢ = 1, namely u is defined in



4 G. HUANG, L. TANG, AND X.-J. WANG

the whole space R", then v 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 ([LA). Then in the spherical coordi-
nates (0,7), u is smooth as a function of 0 and r if f is smooth, and we have the Taylor
eTpansion

(L.7) u(d,r —TZ@ )r 4 O ()

for any integer k > 0, where ¢; are smooth functions of 6. Moreover, if f is analytic,
then u is analytic in 6.

By the condition vy > 0 on 02, we know that u is strictly convex in Q* [5]. Theorem
[L.1l follows from Theorem by the duality between the free boundary I" and the section
L. The Taylor expansion (LD) reveals a special geometric profile of the solution u at the

?“)

origin, namely = is a smooth function of  and r™.

To prove Theorem [L.2, our goal is to prove that %, as a function of #,r, is smooth.
Therefore we will make the change

(1.8) C(@,r)= u(Hr, T), s=r2.

The proof of Theorems can be divided into three steps.

w3

Step 1: We first prove that the function w = u — ¢ satisfies the growth condition near 0,
(1.9) Ch|z|" ™ < w(z) < Cylz|™™
for two positive constants Cy > C > 0. Estimates (IL9)) are built on Pogorelov and Savin’s

interior second derivative estimates. ([L9]) is a key estimate in this paper. It implies that
equation (LI0) below is uniformly elliptic.

Step 2: We next prove that the free boundary is C? smooth. We express the solution u
in the spherical coordinates (#, ), and make the changes (LS). Then in an orthonormal
frame 0 on the unit sphere S*~!, ¢ satisfies the equation

( ) Cos - n(n+2 4:; g<591 e %Cst‘)nq
(1.10)  det 3Gt Coro TG+ 556 - Cor0n-1 =g.
5Cs0, 010, o GO0 T 6 F 55Gs

This is a fully nonlinear singular elliptic equation. By (L9) we have

(1.11) Cs? < ¢(0,s) — % < Oys?
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From (LII]), we deduce that equation (I.I0) is uniformly elliptic. Moreover, the regularity
of the free boundary is equivalent to that of the function (,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 (LI0). A key step is to obtain
the C? regularity of the solution ¢. Recall that for the classical obstacle problem (L2J),
the key estimate is the C'' regularity, proved in [3].

The proof of the C? regularity of ¢ will be carried out as follows. We first use a blow-up
argument to simplify equation (II0) to the following equation

wmnwn _'_ nT—"_zwa: ¢xnw1 e wmnwnfl
(1.12) det Vran Yon o Wma | gy R",

Vo @banﬂ e ma
where R} = R" N {z,, > 0}. The RHS of (L.12) is a positive constant, which we assume
1s one.

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

Yn = Tn,
(1.13) y' = Dy,
=" Dptp — 1),
where ' = (x1,- -+ ,x,_1). Then ¢* satisfies
(1.14) Upy + ot b det DYyt =0 in R

n

A nice feature of equation ((L14)) is that the singular part % is separate from the nonlinear
part of the equation, which enables us to prove the C*® regularity for equation (LI4]).
Hence by a scaling argument, we obtain the following Bernstein theorem.

Theorem 1.3. Let v € CYY(RY) be a solution to (LI2). Assume that v, (2',0) =
0V 2 € R, and equation (LI2) is uniformly elliptic. Then

(1.15) $(x) = q(a’) + aa?

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

To prove the C?-continuity of (6, s) at S*™! x {s = 0}, we use a blow-up argument.
By Theorem [I.3] the limit of a blow-up sequence is a quadratic polynomial of the form
(CI3). 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 D?( 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 (LI0) to obtain a linearized equation, of which a
prototype is of the form
(1.16) Apth+ Uy + b2 = f in R,

x

where b > 1, u,, = u,, . Equation (I.I€]) is a singular elliptic equation of Keldysh type. In
[22] 23], Horiuchi introduced the Green function for (ILI6]) and proved the C*“ estimate
for (LT6). In this paper, we use his Green function to establish a weighted W?2? estimate
for equation (LI6]), extending the classical W*? estimate for the Poisson equation.

We then use the freezing coefficient method and the weighted W?2? estimate to obtain
the C* regularity of ¢ in §. By the weighted W?? estimate and the bootstrap technique,
we show that the solution ¢ € C'*° up to the boundary.

Finally we prove that the free boundary is analytic. The analyticity of solutions has
been extensively studied in literature [I5, 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 ¢ in #. We
will adopt the method in [27, 2].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we establish the asymptotic estimate
(L9), 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 Holder continuity for the singular term %
in equation (LI4), from which we obtain the Bernstein Theorem [[3l In Section 4, we
use the Bernstein Theorem and construct auxiliary functions to prove the C%-regularity
of the free boundary. Step 3 of the proof consists of Sections 5 and 6. In Section 5 we
establish a weighted TW?%P-estimate for (LIG]), 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) det D*u = g(Du) + 0y in By(0).

Assume that u(0) =0, v > 0 and u > 0 on 0B;(0). Assume also that g is a smooth and
positive function. There is no loss of generality in assuming that the unit ball B;(0) C Q*.
By extending v to R™ such that v is smooth and uniformly convex away from the free
boundary I', we may also assume that I' C B;(0) C . Therefore in the following we
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will consider problems (L) and (L4) in B;(0). By the regularity of the Monge-Ampere
equation, we may also assume that | D%u| < My, |[D*v| < My near dB;(0). In the following
we will use €2 to denote a general bounded convex domain.

Let
(2.2) u=w+o
where ¢ is the tangent cone of u at 0, defined in (LH). Then
(2.3) w(x) >0, w(z)=o(lz]) as x—0.

Let I' be the free boundary of the obstacle problem (ILI]). In [35], Savin proved that I is
uniformly convex and C'! smooth for the case f = 1. In this section, we show that his
argument also applies to general function f(z) provided f(z) is positive and smooth, and
obtain the estimate (L.9).

Lemma 2.1. (Pogorelov’s estimate) Let b € C*(Q) be a convex solution to
det D*p = h(z,1, D) in Q,
=0 on 0N.

Then there exists a constant C > 0, depending only on n, supq(|1|+|Dv|), and || log ko2,
such that

(2.5) [—¢(2)] |D*Y(z)| < C VzeQ.

(2.4)

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 [21I). We have the estimate

(2.6) |z||D*u(z)| < C VY x € B\{0}.

where C' depends only on n, My, supg, (|u| + |Dul), and ||1og g||c=.

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

that ©g = |zo|e,, where e, = (0,---,0,1). Subtracting a linear function, one can assume
¢(te,) =0 for t >0, and ¢(z) > 0 for z € By.

Denote Q., = {z € By | u(z) < eox,,}, for some small but fixed g9 > 0. Applying Lemma
2T to u — e, in €, we obtain

(80|LEO| — U(I0)>|D2u‘(.§(]0) < Cc Vv To € QEO.
Note that u(zg) = o(|xo|). We obtain (2.0). O
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Corollary 2.2. Let ¢ be the tangential convex cone of u at 0. Then there holds
(2.7) |z| |D?*¢(z)] < C ¥V 0#z€R",
for the same constant C' in (2.0]).

Proof. Consider a point xy € B1(0)\{0} near the origin. Denote t = |zo| € (0,1). Make
the dilation X = z/t and U;(X) = u(x)/t, and choose the coordinates such that Xy =:
xo/t = e,. Then ¢ is also the tangential convex cone of U; at 0. By Corollary 2], U,
satisfies

| X||DXU(X)] = [2|Dju(z)| < C ¥V X #0.
Since U(X) — ¢(X) locally uniformly in R™ as t — 0, we obtain (2.1). O

Estimates (2.6), (2Z7) are due to Savin [35]. By duality, (27) implies that the free
boundary I is strictly convex. In fact, for any point p € I', we can choose the coordinates
such that p =0, I' C {x,, > 0}, and locally I is given by z,, = n(z’). Then (Z7]) implies
that n(z') > |2/|*/C. By (28] and 7)), we also have

(2.8) |lz||D?*w(z)] < C ¥V x € B\{0}.

where w is the function given in (2.2)).

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

det D*v = f(x,v) X710 in €2,
(2.9) f( )X{ >0}
v=1vy >0 on .

Assume that f is non-decreasing in v and 0 < A < f < A < 4o00. Then there exists a
constant C, depending only onn, A\, A, || D, log f|| 1, [|[D2log f|| 1 and the strict convezity
of I', such that

(2.10) ki <C Vi=1--,n-—1,

where (K1, ,Kkn_1) are the principal curvatures of 0{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 po be a point on the free boundary I'. We choose the coordinates such that z,,
is the outer normal of {v = 0} at py, and express the graph of v by a function v in the
form x,, = —v(xy, -+, xp_1,%Tns1). Then

det D?v det D?v flz,v)

= K = =
(1+ |Dv|?)nt+2)/2 (14 [Dv[)m+2/2 — (1 + | Du|2)+2)/2
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where K is the Gauss curvature of the graph of v. Hence v satisfies the equation

(1 4 ‘DV|2)("+2)/2

2,
det D*v = f(LU,U) (1 + |D’U‘2)(n+2)/2 :

From the relation z,1 = v(zy, -+ ,2p_1,—V(T1, * ,Tp_1,ZTns1)), We have
V1 —UpV1 = 07 Tty Up—1 — UpVp—1 = 0, UnVn4+1 = -1
Hence Dv = (3%, -+ ,%’:, ﬁ), and % = |vp41|"2. The above equation
becomes
(2.11) det D*v = f(z,v)|vu1|""?,
where f(x,v) = f(x1, -+ ,2p_1, —V,Tnp1). The variables of v are a1, , Zp_1, Tpy1.

By a translation of the coordinates, assume that py = ae,, for a small constant a > 0. By
the strict convexity of I', there exists a small constant g > 0 such that v(z1,- -+, Zp_1, Tpi1)
is a graph in (—2dg,200)" " x (0,2dp), v1 is bounded in (—dg, )" ! x (0,do), v(0) < 0,
and v > 0 on 9((—dy, dp)" ") x [0, ).

2). To prove (2.1I0)), it suffices to prove that vy; is bounded near py. The same argument
applies to v;; for 2 <7< n—1. Let
1
G = (—V)U(§Vf)Vll-
be the auxiliary function of Pogorelov. Assume that G attains its maximum at an interior
point zg € {v < 0} N {(—dp,d)" ! x (0,80)}. We make the coordinate transform

Vli(SCo)
V11($0)

(2.12) Yy = x1 + r, Y=z (1=2---,n—1), and y, = Tpi1,

such that D?v is diagonal at . This coordinate transform does not change the value of
vi,vi. Then at zg, we have

(logG); =0 and Y v"(log G);; < 0.
i=1
Carrying out the calculation in [35] and choosing n(t) = e for some o > 0 small, we

obtain G < C.

3). In step 2), we assume that zq is an interior point. Next we use approximation [35]
to rule out the case when zy € {x,.1 = 0} is a boundary point. Consider

det D*v = f.(x,v) in Q,

(2.13)
v =1v9 >0 on Jf
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where f.(x,v) = a.(v)f(z,v). We choose smooth functions a. such that

_ ye when t < —¢,
ac(t) = {1 when t > 0.

Let v. be the solution to (2I3)). By assumption, f(z,v) is non-decreasing in v, there
is a unique solution to the obstacle problem. Hence v. converges to the unique solution v
as e — 0.

Define v, similarly as above, such that z,.1 = v.(x1, -+, 2,1, —Vv:). We then apply
the above argument to v. and obtain an upper bound for (v.);; near the origin, and the
upper bound is independent of €. Sending £ — 0, we obtain (ZI0). O

Corollary 2.3. Let u be the solution to (210). We have the estimate
(2.14) z||0fu(x)] > Cy YO#xeBi(0), { La, ¢ =1
where the constant Cy depends only on n, My, supp, (|u| + [Dul|), and || log g||c1.1.
Proof. Denote by ¢, the tangent plane of u at x. For any given point zg # 0 in B(0)
near the origin, let h = £,,(0) (h < 0) and ¢p(x) be the convex cone given by
on(x) =sup{L(z) : L is affine function, L(-) < u(-) in By(0) and L(0) = h}.

Let v be Legendre transform of u, i.e. v = x - Du — u. Then v is a solution to (ILI]). By
the duality between v and v, we have 0¢,{0} = {v < —h}. So (ZI0) implies that

(2.15) |2||0gdn(2)] = Cr Vo #0, § L, [¢=1.
It is easy to see that (2.I0]) implies ([ZI4) at point zo. O

Sending h — 0, from (2I5]) we also obtain

Corollary 2.4. Let ¢ be the tangential cone of u at 0. Then
(2.16) |2[|¢(2)| > C1 Y 0#z € Bi(0), £ L, []=1.

We denote a = b if two quantities a and b are positive and there is a constant C' under
control such that  + g < C. Given two convex domains A and B, we denote A ~ B
if C"Y(A—p) € B—q C 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 \i(z) > --- > A\, (z) be the eigenvalues
of D*u at x # 0. Then M\ (z) ~ -+~ X\,_1(x) ~ 2|7t and \,(z) ~ |z|"7L.
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Proof. By ([2.6) and (214, we have \; ~ --- ~ \,_; ~ |z|™'. By virtue of the equation
(ZT) we then have A, ~ |z|"~L. O

Lemma 2.3. Let w be the function given in (2.2). There exist two constants Cp,Cy > 0,
depending only on n, My, supg, (|u| + |Dul), and ||log g||c1.1, such that
(2.17) Chlz|"™ < w(x) < Colz|™ V2 € Bi(0).

Proof. For any given point zg € B;(0)\{0} near the origin, by a rotation of the coordinates
we assume that zq is on the positive xj-axis. Subtracting a linear function we assume

¢(t61) =0Vt > 0,
¢(x) >0 Ve B(0),
where e; = (1,0, --,0). To prove the first inequality of (2.I7]), it suffices to prove

(2.18)

u(te;) > Ct"™' for t > 0 small.

By Corollary 2.5 we have
U11(861) Z CSn_l.

Hence .
uy(tey) = / u1(ser)ds > Ct",
0

and so we have .
u(te;) = / ui(seq)ds > Ct" .
0

Next we prove the second inequality of (2.17). Similarly as in Corollary 2.3 denote by
¢, the tangent plane of u at z. For any given point tey, t > 0, let ¢;(x) be the convex
cone, given by

¢¢(x) = sup{L(x) : L is affine function, L(-) < u(:) in B1(0) and L(0) = 4, (0)}.
Then from the proof of Corollary 23] we have

C
8§1¢t(t€1) =0, 851(]315(1561) > ?7 1=2,-,n.
Let £ be a unit eigenvector of the least eigenvalue of D?u(te;). We claim
(2.19) (€ en)] = 1 - Cut”

for a sufficiently large constant C;. Indeed, let £ = ae; + by, where n L e; and |n| = 1. If
([219) is not true, then [b| > (C1")'/? for ¢ small enough. Since u and ¢, are tangent at
te; and u > ¢, and since ¢;(te1) is linear in ¢, we have

" m Qfu(ter) > O dy(ter) = P02y (ter) > COE™!
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which is impossible if we choose C large enough. This proves the claim.

By (2.19), we infer that
(2.20) 92 u(ter) < Cot™ !
Indeed, from (ZI9), we have a =~ 1 and |b| < Ctz. By the convexity of u, we have
" & Qiulter) =a’03 u(ter) + 2abdy, yu(ter) + 628,2]u(t61)

2
(2.21) > (ay/02,ulter) - bl /B3utte) )
n—1 2
2a2( 92 u(tey) — CtT) > %t“‘l
if aglu(tel) > (Oot™ ! for a sufficiently large C5, which is a contradiction. Hence
t
ul(t61) = / U11(861)d8 S Cgtn
0

and so we have
¢
U(t€1> = / ul(sel)ds S C4tn+1.
0

This finishes the proof.

O

We express equation () in the spherical coordinates (6,r), where r = |z| and 0 =

(01, ,0,_1) is an orthonormal frame on S"~*.

Lemma 2.4. In the spherical coordinate (0,r), one has
OFw(p)| < clp™™*, k=0, n+1,
(2.22) 05w (p)| < clpl,
[Brow(p)| < clpl?,

for any point p # 0 near the origin.

Proof. As in Lemma 2.3 we may assume ([2.I8)) holds. Denote G. = {z € B1(0) : u(x) <
exy}, where £ > 0 is a small constant. By the strict convexity of u, we have G. CC Bj.

For any point x = (x1,%) € G., where T = (29, -+ ,x,), by (ZI0) we have
(2.23) u(z) > ¢(x) > cg—.

Hence

(2.24) G.C{z e B(0): |7 <ciera}.
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Denote

se =sup{s: se; € G.},
(2.25)
t. = sup{z; : = € G.}.

By Lemma 2.3 we have t, > s, ~ en.

By the definition of ¢, in (Z25]), and the strict convexity of u, there exists a unique .
such that (t.,Z.) € OG.. Then by Lemma 2.3

et. = u(te, i) > Pt 3.) + C(£2 + |E.2)"7 > ot
which implies £, < Cen. Hence t. ~ s, ~ en.
By (2I7), we also have

inf(u —exq) = igf(gb +w —exy) & —€s..

Let A, = G. N {x; = Bs.}, where 5 > 0 is a small constant. By Corollary 2.4l we have
A C {|z| < CeV?s.} N {xy = Bs.}, where & = (29, -+ ,x,). For a point (z,,%) € 0A.,
by Corollary 222l and Lemma 2.3, we have

n+1

~ 12
u(@n,3) < 0lan, ) + Ol +132) % < CEE o0pmgt,

The left hand side u(z1, %) = exy = fes. since (x1, %) € 0A.. Choosing a small f << 1
such that g7 1s"*! ~ Bntles, << Bes., we obtain |#| > c£'/2s,, namely {|Z| < cz'/?s5.} N

{z1 = Bs.} C A..

Now we make the coordinate change x — y = T'(x), given by

i i
(226) yl:_lv ykzl—k (]{7:2, 7n>7
Se £28¢

We have shown that A, ~ {|7| < !/2s.} (as a convex domain in R"7!). Hence T(G.) has
a good shape, namely, T(G.) ~ By (0). Let i(y) = “2= Then @ satisfies

det D*t = c.g(Da) in T(G.),

(2.27) i
=0 on OJT(G.),

where ¢, = 71" & 1, §g(Da) = g(ety, +¢, £30i;). Hence by the regularity theory for the

]
Monge-Ampere equation, @ is smooth in T'(G.), and we have the estimate
<

(2.28) | D*a Crp, k>2

||Sh0/2,ﬂ
where Sy, /2.0 = {1 < —ho/2}, ho =: —ﬂ(%, 0) ~ 1. Restricting to the zj-axis, we obtain

1Dy, @I, 2 antizi=0y = | Dyl s, o aniai=oy < Ck, k> 2,
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where w(y) = “;(Tf) Scaling back to the original coordinates, we obtain
Dy w(p)] < CptltF, k> 2,

where p = te; with t &~ t.. We obtain the first estimate in (2.22)). The second and third
estimates in (Z22]), for which k = 2, also follows from (Z28)) by rescaling. O

3. Bernstein theorem for a singular Monge-Ampere equation

In this section we prove a Bernstein theorem for the singular Monge-Ampere type
equation in half space,

wl'nl'n + b% ¢xnx1 o wxn:cn,l
(3.1)  det Vanan R T R" = R" N {z, > 0}.
@Dxnﬂcnq wmznq e @Danan

Equation (3.1)) is the limit of equation (I.I0) in a blow-up argument. We have the following
Bernstein theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let ¢ € CYY(RL) be a solution to B.I) with constant b > —1. Assume
that D(0) = 0, ¥, (2/,0) = 0V 2/ € R", and equation [BI)) is uniformly elliptic.
Then v is a quadratic polynomial of the form

1 7ol 1
ij=1
where {c;; ?]_:11 is positive definite and c,, > 0.

In Theorem B1], we denote R} = R U {z,, = 0}. To prove the Bernstein theorem, we
make use of the Holder continuity for the following degenerate elliptic equation.

(3.3) On(2,0,u) + S@i(aij (x)0ju) + zn:bi(x)aiu = f(z) inR%.

i,j=1 i=1

We assume that the coefficients a;; and b; satisfy the following conditions.
(1) a;; are measurable and satisfy
CoHEP < ai&iéy < Ll VEeR™,

where C, is a positive constant.
(ii) by = ---=b,—1 = 0 and b, is a positive constant.
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By a change of variables, a model of equation (B.3) is

(3.4) Au + ;giux" = f(z) inR7.

n

This is the classical Keldysh equation.
Denote B} (0) = Bg(0) N {z,, > 0}. We have the following Holder continuity.

Proposition 3.1. Let uw € C*(By) N L>(By) be a solution to B3). Assume conditions
(i), (ii), and f € LY(By) for some q > (n+1)/2. Then u is continuous up to x, = 0,
and there ezists a € (0,1) such that

(35) ) = (@) < C(sup ful + L) o = 317V w7 € B,
Bl
where o and C' are positive constants depending only on n, b, q, C.

The Holder continuity of solutions for degenerate elliptic equations has been studied
by many authors. For proofs of Proposition Bl we refer the readers to [13], 20].

In Theorem 1.11 of [13], the authors proved the Hélder continuity for weak solutions to
the variational equation (1.19) in [I3], 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 ([B.3]) and proved the Holder 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 b; can be more general, here we assume condition (ii), which
suffices for our purpose. In Proposition Bl we also assume that v € C?(B{") N L>(By),
which is stronger than the assumption that u is a weak solution in [13] 20].

To apply Proposition Bl to the singular Monge-Ampere equation ([B.1I), we make a
partial Legendre transform [32], to change equation (B.1]) to the form (B.3).

Let
Yn = Tn,
(3.6) Y = Dy,
Wt =1’ Dy — b
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Then by direct computation, we have

WYn _ Y _
or, L or 0,
oy oy’ )
—— =D, — = D7,
81’n x wxvm ax, x ¢7
and

0z, ! ox,,

oy Oy

or’

I D2/ -1

8y/ ( x w) ?

81’7;

= U"(det(D2)), i=1,---,n—1

W
where {U%¥} is the cofactor matrix of D). Hence 1* satisfies

w;n - _wﬂmn Dy’w* - ZE'/,
2 gk 2 -1
D" = (D)™,

and
¢ynyn == 8
Un
= O, O
= _¢xnxn - L -
; ox; Oy,
n—1
= —Yu,z, — Z ¢xix7llllin(det Dg'¢)_1'
1=1
We obtain
w*
Uy + 075 . 0
— I ) U oo 4+ 0—2) det D24p = 1.
detDZﬂlp* wzn +(wnn+ xn)e xw
Hence v* satisfies
(3.7) Voo T b%" +det D2y* =0 in R

Yn

In equation (B.7)), the singular term % is separate from the nonlinear part det Dj,@b*.
This is a very helpful property. Moreover, the Monge-Ampere operator det Dz,@b* is of
divergence form. Hence equation (B7) is of the same form as (34]). Moreover, we assume
that ¢ € C"! such that (B.)) is uniformly elliptic. We have the following key estimate.

Lemma 3.1. Let * € CY'(RY) be a solution to BZ) with b > —1. Assume 1 (y',0) =
0V y' € R, and D" is positive definite. Then % € C*(R?Y) for some a € (0,1),
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and we have the estimate

| Y,
Yn
for a constant C' depending only on b,n, || Div*||pee@ny and [|[(D}4)*) ™| poo ).

(3.8) <C

Co(Rn—1x[0,1])

Proof. Let z, = iy%, 2 =y'. Then equation (B.7)) is changed to

b
o+ + P 4 detD2yf =0 i R

Denote ¥ = ¢} . Differentiating the above equation in z, gives

n—1 . b + 1 .
0z (20 ¥s,) + > 0., (a7 ) + 5 ——V, =0 in R7.
ij=1

*

Here {a¥}7! 21 is the the cofactor matrix of D2 By assumption, D?¢* is positive
definite. Hence M\ < {a¥} < AI for two positive constants A\, A depending only on

D30 || oo rny and [|(D3/9*) ™| oo ) Moreover.

2% 1
(3.9) U(z) =, = ﬁ = 2/0 Uy o s tyn)dt € L2(RY).
Therefore all the conditions in Proposition B.1] are satisfied.
By Proposition Bl we obtain the Hélder continuity of W. By ([B.9), ¥(z) = 215% Hence
we obtain (B.8]). O

Lemma 3.2. Let ¢ € CY(R%) be a solution to B1) with b > —1. Assume v, (2/,0) =
0V a2 € R*Y, and equation [B1) is uniformly elliptic. Then ¢ € C*>*(R%) for some
€ (0,1).

Proof. Let ¢* be the partial Legendre transform of 1. Then ¢* satisfies equation (B.7))
and the assumptions of Lemma Bl Hence by Lemma B, 2= ¢ C*(R7). Recall that

Yon(@) — _¥n®  \We therefore have

: . Voo (¥) Y2, (T) ’ _ ‘%n(y) B Z’z@

< Cly —g|*.

By the partial Legendre transform, y,, = x,,, ¥’ = D). It follows that
Y = 7| = [Durto(x) = Dotp(&)| < |D*P| poe ey |l — 1.
Hence ﬁ%: € C*(R%) and we have the estimate

’ Yz,

Tn

(3.10) <C

o (Rn—1x[0,1])
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for a constant C' depending only on b, n, and ||D§¢||Loo(m).

We make an even extension of ¢(x) with respect to the variable z;,, and still denote
it by ¢¥(z). Regard % as a known function, which is Hoélder continuous. Then we can
write equation (B.J]) in the form

F(x,D*)) = 1.
By our assumption, F is fully nonlinear, uniformly elliptic, and is C'“ smooth in x. Since
F= is concave in D%y, by the C** regularity [4], we also conclude that ¢ € C**(R"). O

In Lemma [3.2] we assume that ¢ is Cb! and the equation (3.)) is uniformly elliptic.
Without these conditions, Lemma does not hold. Here is an example.

Example 3.1. The function

1o ™
u(z,y) = 5% + (s

18 strictly convex and satisfies the equation

(3.11) (Uow — L+ [y|"uyy —ul, = 1.

But u is not CH! smooth.

With the aid of Lemma [B.2] we can now prove Theorem [B.1]

Proof of Theorem [B.1k Let ¢ be the solution in Theorem B.1l Let

(3.12) Y™ (z) = ¢§n”’;x), m=1,2, -

be a blow-down sequence of ¢. Since (B.]) is uniformly elliptic for ¢, it is also uniformly
elliptic for ¢ with the same ellipticity constants. The uniform ellipticity implies that
there is a constant C' > 0, independent of m, such that

(3.13) C7T < Mym < (1T,

where Z is the unit matrix and M, denotes matrix in equation (B.I). Hence the first
entry in the matrix M satisfies

m A
Tn
U+ =
for a function f satisfying O < f < C. We can solve the above equation, regarding it

as an ode with variable z,,,

(3.14) o) =m0+ [t [0 sas
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In ([3.I4) we have used the initial condition ] (-,0) = 0. Note that (B.13) implies that
Y™ (2',0) = O(]2|?). Hence from [BI4]) we have ¢™(z) = O(]z|?) near 0.

Hence by the assumptions in Theorem [B.1] ™ satisfies the conditions in Lemma [3.2],
uniformly in m. Therefore, by Lemma B.2] we have

(3.15) |D*)(z) — D*p(0)| = lim |[D*y™ (L) — D*™(0)| =0

m——+oo m
for any given point 2 € R’t. That is, D*)(x) = D*)(0) V = € R".. Hence ¢ is a quadratic
polynomial. By the assumption 1, (2/,0) = 0V 2/ € R"! we have ¢;, = 0 in the

polynomial ([B2]). O

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

true.

Example 3.2. Let

I O R 2 L 2 b1 ay "
’QD(ZL’) = 5(1'2 + + In—l) + 51'1113'” + m,

where b > 1. By direct computation, v satisfies equation (B.1]).

It is well known that the classical Bernstein theorem for the Monge-Ampere equation
was proved by Jorgens 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-Ampeére
type equation in half space was proved,

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

det D?u = (L22)""? in R,
(3.16) | o '
u(z’,0) = E\x'\?

Then either v = |z|?, or u(z) = %

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) =

Then u satisfies

(3.17)
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4. C? regularity of free boundary

In this section, we prove the C? regularity of the free boundary, which is equivalent to
the C? regularity of the tangent cone of the following singular Monge-Ampere equation

(4.1) det D*u = g(Du) + 0y in By(0).
Assume that ¢ is a smooth function and satisfies
(4.2) 0<A<g< A<+

for positive constants A > A > 0. Let u be a strictly convex solution to (AI]). Assume
that w(0) =0, v > 0 and v > 0 on 0B;(0).

Theorem 4.1. Let ¢ be the tangential cone of u at 0. Then the section Sy 4, = {xr € R™:
d(x) < 1} is uniformly convex and C* smooth provided g is C* smooth and satisfies ([E2).

We have shown in §2 that S; 4 is uniformly convex and C*! smooth. In this section we
raise the regularity of S; 4 from C*! to C?. This is the most delicate part in the proof of
Theorem [Tl Our proof uses a blow-up argument, and uses the maximum principle in an
infinite sequence of specially chosen domains.

Denote
u
(4.3) =2
where r = |z| € (0,1]. We can extend ¢ continuously to r = 0. By (ZI7), ¢(0,0) =
#(0,7)/r. To prove Theorem 1] we will prove that ¢(0,r) € C*(S"™! x [0, 1]), namely
the second derivatives of ¢ can continuously extend to r = 0 (Theorem [A.2]). First we
derive the equation for ¢ in (6,r).

Lemma 4.1. Let 0 be an orthonormal frame on S"~'. Then ¢ satisfies the Monge-Ampére
type equation

CM + 2C7‘ CT91 . Crenfl
yn—2 prn—1 n=2 n—2
r-z r2
r0
(4.4) det Tanz Coror TG +7G o €016, —3
Cr@n,
ﬁl Celenfl U Cen—len—l _I_ C _I_ TCT
ro2
where g =: g(Du) is a smooth function of (,7(., Cp. The subscript 6 means covariant

derivatives on the sphere S"~1.
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Proof. For any given point (6,7) € S x (0, 1], there is no loss in assuming that § = 0
and r = 1. To derive equation (4], we use the spherical polar coordinates
(21 = rsinfy,
To = 1 oS 61 sin O,
(4‘5) e
Tp_1 =1cosb;---cosb,_osinb,_q,

(z, =rcosfy---cosb, 1.

In the local coordinates (Z.5]), we have

0, . P or
oz ox1 ox1
e e . :I atezo
00, . a1 or

By direct computation, we also have, at 6 = 0,
—0q; f1<j<n—-1i=mn,

2
00 _ ) 5. if1<i<n—1j=n,
8:ci8xj

0 otherwise.

2r 1 ifi=j<n-1,
8:ci8xj N {
Rescaling back to r € (0, 1], we obtain

0 otherwise.

T,%u@igj—i—“f&j 1f1§z,j§n—1,
(4.6) D;,u=q ety ifl1<i<n—1,j=n,

T

Upy ifi=75=n.

By the change u = r(, we then obtain

TC’I"I‘ + 2C7‘ g?“91 e CTGn—l
D2u _ gﬂ‘h %<9191 + CT + %C e %Celenfl
Cron 1 o0, e A e TG

Hence we obtain (.4]) at # = 0. As the Monge-Ampere equation is invariant under rotation
of the coordinates, we see that (Z4]) holds at a general point (6,r) € S*™! x (0,1).

To see that g =: g(Du) is a smooth function of (,r(., (p, we just need to compute

P 0. Co, 1< n,
(4.7) Uyp, = (7()2; = (TC)T3—£ + 16, J - {§6+ r(, i1=mn

t 0 =0.
ox; A
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Note that the local coordinates € in (Z3]) is not orthonormal on S"~!, but it is second
order close to an orthonormal frame at § = 0. Hence we can use it to calculate the
equation at § = 0. Here we say a coordinate system a = «(6) is second order close to ¢ if
4 — 7+ O(]0]*). By our notation, ¢ = ¢(6) + £ (here we denote ¢(6) = ¢(0,1) for the
function ¢ in (2.2])). Hence

w, W
C?“ - 7 - 7’_2’
G, = Y 2wy 2w
rr T r T2 /r3 Y
(4.8)
C ) B %
AT
Wee
Coo = Qoo + o

By Lemma 2.4] all the entries in (£4]) are uniformly bounded. To make (€.4]) uniformly
elliptic, let

[NIB]

s=r
Then
2 -
Cs - ET_%CT’?
2
(4.9) Cso = ET_TZQ@,
. 4CT’T’ . 2(77, — 2)(7,
CSS T p2pm—2 n2rn—1 °

Hence by (£8), ([£9), and Lemma 24 we have

Corollary 4.1. As a function of 0 and s, ¢ satisfies (,(60,0) = 0 and ¢ € CH1(S"1x[0,1)).

By (4.9), equation (4.4]) changes to

n n(n+2) ¢s n n
(§>2gss + %% §Cs¢91 e ECSG';L—l
(4.10)  det %Cel e +- .g.+ 2% ggfe."fl =37
%gs@n,1 Celenfl e §9n,1€n,1 _'_ g _'_ %SCS

After the change s = rz, we have r(, = 55C. Hence by ([LT), g is still a smooth function,
and g is analytic if ¢ is.

In the following we regard ( as a function of 6 and s, except otherwise specified.

Lemma 4.2. Equation ([LI0) is uniformly elliptic in 6 and s.
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Proof. As shown in Corollary 1l ¢ is C%' in (6,s). Note that all the entries of the
matrix in ([LI0) are uniformly bounded. By our assumption, the function g > 0. Hence
the eigenvalues of the matrix are uniformly bounded and positive. Hence equation (A.I0)
is uniformly elliptic. O

Theorem 4.2. Let ((0,s) € C(S"'x[0,1)) be a solution to [EIQ) and satisfy ((0,0) =
0. Assume that g is positive and C* smooth. Then ((6,s) € C*(S"~! x [0,1)).

Once Theorem 2] is proved, Theorem ET] follows by our definition of .

To prove Theorem [1.2, one may wish to apply the partial Legendre transform (3.0))
to (AI0). But due to the term s(, equation (LI0) becomes very complicated after the
change ([B.0). In the following we will use a blow-up argument to prove Theorem By
the C? regularity of ¢ for s > 0, it suffices to prove it at S"™! x {s = 0}. By Theorem
B1l a blow-up sequence converges to a quadratic polynomial ¢ of the form (B8.2)), in which
the mixed derivatives 1, ,, vanish for ¢« < n. It implies that all the blow-up sequences
sub-converge to the same limit and so the mixed derivatives (s 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 8, € S"!, by a rotation of the coordinate system, we assume
6o = 0. By subtracting a linear function, there is no loss of generality in assuming that
¢(0) = DC(0) = 0 in the following argument.

Lemma 4.3. Let ¢ be as in Theorem[].3 Then (y € C(S"! x [0,1)).

Proof. We only need to prove that

(4.11) lim (y(0,s) = 0.

s—0t

If ([T is not true, there exists a sub-sequence (6%, s¥) — (0,0) such that

(4.12) lim  [C9(0%, )| > o

k—+o00
for a constant €y > 0. In this case, we make the coordinate transform
0= >\k<,0 + (9’“,

4.13
( ) S = >\k7—7
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where )\, = s*, and set
0,s) — C(0%,0) — DgC(0*,0) - (6 —0*
(4.14) e 7) = ¢(0,s) — ¢(6%,0) : 6C(60%,0) - ( )

Note that (£I3) means a dilation and a rotation of the coordinates. We can regard ¢ as

an orthonormal frame on A, 'S"~'. Then by the C"! regularity of ¢, we have

¢, I < C(T* + |ol?)

for a constant C' > 0 independent of k. Moreover, (¥ satisfies the equation

(a>2k+wg n sk n k

2 TT 4 T 2371 23TPn—1
n -k k k - k

(4.15) det 2571 pron T (0, 7) P1Pn—1 =g*
23TPn—1 P1Pn—1 Pn—1Pn—1 _'_ h (807 T>

where BF = A (CF + 27¢) + C(6%,0) + \DpC(0%,0) - ¢, and g* is a smooth function
converging to a positive constant.

Write (£I5) as a general fully nonlinear elliptic equation of the form
(4.16) Fi(p, . ¢*, D¢k, D) = 0.

1
By Lemma (.2 F is uniformly elliptic. Moreover, F;" is concave with respect to its
variables D?¢* and is C'%!' smooth in all arguments in 7 > 0. Hence by Evans-Krylov’s
interior regularity theory [18], we have

(417) HCkHC’B,Q(Q) <Cq VQCC R:L_,

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

(4.18) Fp, 1) = Clp,7) i Gl (RY) N Crpe " (RY)

loc

for a function ¢ € CP%(R?) N CLH(RY), where ¢ > 0 is any small constant, and R =
R U {z, = 0}. Moreover, the C*! norm of ( is independent of the choice of the blow-
up sequences, it depends only on the C™' norm of ¢. Hence ( satisfies equation (3.1))
with b = "TH under the coordinates ' = ¢, x, = 7. By Theorem B.1] ( is a quadratic
polynomial of the form

_ 1 1 n—1
(4.19) (o, 1) = 560072 + 3 > cijpiw;.
ij=1

Note that in (ZI9), the mixed derivatives &,,(0/,1) = 0. By the interior regularity for
([@I4), it implies that

- kooky 1 k _z _
(4.20) lim (e(6%,s") = kl_l}g_noo G0, 1) = &,(0°,1) = 0.

k—+o00
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By the interior regularity (£I7), we see that (A.20) is in contradiction with (4I2]). This
completes the proof. O

Lemma 4.4. Let ¢ be as in Theorem[].3 Then (s € C(S"! x [0,1)).

Proof. To prove the continuity of (,s on S*™! x {s = 0}, we need to prove the limit
lim, 0+ g0 Css(0, s) exists. By Lemma [.2] (,4(f, s) is uniformly bounded. Hence there is
a sub-sequence s® — 0 such that (,(0,s*) is convergent. We introduce the coordinates

(¢, 7) and function ¢* as in [@I3) and EI4), with 6% = 0.
By the proof of Lemma 3] we have

1 1t . i e
(421) Ck(goa 7_) - 5000’7-2 + 5 Z Cijwi@; 1N Cl?:;c (R-l-) N Cllz;i (R+)>

ij=1

by passing to a subsequence if necessary. To prove Lemma .4, we need to prove that

(4.22) lim  ((0, s) = coo-

s—01,0—0

By the convergence ([2I]) and the interior regularity of equation (ZIH]), we can choose
a subsequence, such that

a9 [FED | < mQu= {1 psrs1)
Scaling back to ((0, s), we obtain
(4.24) ‘ @ . OOHLm@k) < i in S = {(6.5): 0] < A, % <s<nb
Let t = %. The above estimate implies that
S N Ak
(135) e 2elyesy S 7 mSe= {00 10 <M <1< %)
Moreover, equation (AI0) changes to
ot 206 Ge e Cios
(4.26) det tGeo, Cooy +C+ G -+ Cor0, s _ i_g
G160, 010, oy, TG

Note that in the matrix (£26), there is a coefficient ¢ in the first column. This is due to

Coo = t'/2(9. After the change t = %, we have s(; = 2t(;. Hence by (A1), g is still a

positive and smooth function of its arguments.
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Writing equation ([I28)) as log det W;; = log 24 and differentiating in ¢, we have

n2
. 4q
W”@tVVij = @ log —g,
n
where {WW%¥} is the inverse of {W;;}. Dividing the above equation by W' and denoting

V = (;, we can write the above equation as

on + 1 =
L(V) =:tVy + nn Vi + Za]%iej

(4.27) o T
+ > 1,0 Vig, + S (Go b7 + V) Vo, = h

5,J=1 5,J=1

where a*, %, b7 b and h are continuous functions of the elements in the matrix in (Z20]),
namely t, C, (z, Co,0,5 tCit, £, Cro,- From the assumptions in Theorem 2] all the elements
are uniformly bounded, namely

. 1
(4.28) |Gel + 6] + [t Co, | + |D5¢| < C Y (0,8) €SP x [0

)
It implies that a',a",b” b, h are uniformly bounded.

Let n be a cut-off function of # such that

n(#) =1 when |0| S%, n=0 when [f] >1, and 0 <7 <1.
Denote ng(0) = 77()%) and Vi, = n, V. Then V, satisfies
L(Vi) = mh — [ng, LIV = Iy,

where [ng, L]V = . LV — L(nV). By ([£28]), we have
(4.29) lhi] < CA+ A2+ A7 2) <Otz when 0 <t < A2
where C' is a positive constant independent of k.

Denote 0y, 1 =1, 00 = ﬁ. Let

{5k,l+1 = (0p)' 1,

(430) 1,1 2 [ :0a172a"' ;
Epl = Clé,j’l " )\,:,
where (y is a fixed large constant.
Claim: For any given m > 1, we have
m—1 1
(431) ‘Vk - 277k000| S % + Clzélil when “9‘ S )\k, 5k,m)\z S t S 5k,m—1>\z-

=0
We prove ([£31)) by induction. First note that by (Z23]),

Vi — 2nicoo| < % when 0] < A\, G i <t < Spm 1A,
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which is exactly (£31]) for m = 0. Assuming that (£31)) holds for m, we prove that it
holds for m + 1. We introduce the auxiliary functions

1 m—1 1
(4.32) o (0,8) = 2mico + (k+C’125kl+ekmt )

By our choice of n;, and (£.29]), we have

,C(Vk — Uk ) hk — QCOO»C(nk) + Tt_l_i

N

.
439 > (et R = ON)

>0 when 0 <t < 5k7m>\z

if the constant C; in (£30) is chosen large. By our induction assumptions, we have

Ve —0p, <00 10] < Ay = Orms

1 m—1 1 1
Vi —of,, = _<E + S0+ ek,mt—z) <0 i) = A,
=0

lim sup (Vi — oy.,,,) <0.
t—0t

By the maximum principle, it follows that

Vi =0y, <0 0 10] < A, 0 <t < 6.
Similarly, we have

Vi = 0pm =0 0 10] < X, 0 <t < 6 i

Therefore we obtain

m—1

1 _1
Vi — 2007k <k: + C1Z5kl +€kmt "

=0

1 m—1 4 2
SE C1Y 01+ €rmdy, m+1)‘k "
=0
1 mo1
e G i 0] < Moy Opmii At <t < Spmi.

=0
The claim ([@3T]) is proved.
For any point (6, %) near (0,0) with £ > 0, we can choose k > 0 such that

0.5 € {(6,1) - |9|<A 0<it< k}
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We then choose m > 0 such that 8, 1A2 <t < 6., \2. Hence we have

1 mo1
|Vie — 2nkcoo| < Z +C1> 0
=0

> /1 )(1+n/4)l/4

(5

1

(4.34) <-4

k =0

Ch A~
< — at (0,t).
< (0,1)

Because (6, ) is an arbitrary point near (0,0) with > 0. Hence from ([@34) we conclude
that (recall that V = ¢, = 2@)
(4.35) im &9 L v, = e

1
6—0,s—0+ S 2 6—0,5—07

The convergence (A35) implies that the constant cyy in the blow-up limit (£I9) is
independent of the choice of the blow-up sequence. Hence by the blow-up argument in
the proof of Lemma 3] we infer that
(4.36) lim  (es(0,s) = coo-

0—0,s—01

By the convergence (E30]), we can define (s on S"~ ! x{s = 0} as the limit lim,_,o+ (ss(0, 5).
The above proof also implies that (s is continuous on {s = 0}. For if not, let us assume
that (,, is dis-continuous at (6,s) = (0,0). Then there exist two sequences (6}, s%) — 0
and (6%, s5) — 0 such that (. (0%, s%) and (,(05, s%) converge to different limits, which is
in contradiction with (A38]). This completes the proof. O

Remark 4.1. In the first paragraph of the above proof, we must choose the sequence
(0%, s*) on the line {6 = 0}, namely we must assume % = 0. Otherwise if ‘% is too
large, by the changes [@I3), (A1), and the definition of the cube Qy, the set ¥y and Sk
may not intersect with the line {0 = 0}. In this case, we can only obtain the convergence

Cos(0, 8) for 0, s near (6%, s%), but not the full convergence [E35) and (A.30).

Lemma 4.5. Let ¢ be as in Theorem[[.3. Then D3¢ € C(S"! x [0,1)).

Proof. To prove the continuity of D¢ on S"~! x {s = 0}, we need to prove the limit
lim, o+ g0 DFC(0, s) exists. By Lemma 2] D3¢(6,s) is uniformly bounded. Hence
there is a sub-sequence s® — 07 such that D3((0,s*) is convergent. We introduce the
coordinates (¢, 7) and function ¢* as in (I3)) and (@I, with 6% = 0.
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Let B denote the set of all convergent blow up sequences {¢*} given by (EI4) (with
0% = 0). For any fixed unit vector v € R"~! define

o . . k /
(4.37) Cyy = {Cl’%felﬂ% kl_l)IJPOO ¢, (07, 1).
where Ce 0, Vi By a diagonal process, we can extract a subsequence in B, which

for s1mphclty we still denote as {¢*}, such that

(4.38) Cyy = kl_l)riloo ®(0,1).
We claim
(4.39) 9_}}?&% Gr(0,8) < ¢y

Indeed, by the convergence (4.21]) and the interior regularity of equation (4.15), similarly
to ([£23) we can pass to a subsequence such that

1
k .
ng(‘pﬂ—) o C'Y'YHLOO(Qk) < k n Q.
Scaling back to (0, s), this implies
1
(4.40) HQW(H, s C’WHLoo(zk) < Z in Xy,

Here the domains Qg, ¥), are the same as in ({E23) and (E24).

To simplify the notation, let us denote the matrix in (£26) as R = (1)} ;;, and rewrite
equation (A.I0) as
(4.41) F(ri;) =: log(det R) = log g.
Then F is concave in its variables r;;. Differentiating (£41]) in direction 7 twice and by
the concavity, we have

FriTijy > (108 G)4y

Denote V' = (,,. Similarly to ([L2T), one obtains

n—1
”+2K+ S 0V, +Zaws+zw+b0vszh,

ij=1
where a7, a’,bi,b°, h are continuous functions of 6, s, ¢, D(, D*C,%. Here D( and D*C
denotes derivatives of ¢ with respect to both s and 6. Note that the operator in ([L42) is
different from that in ([L.27) but we use the same notation £. When differentiating (4.41])
in 7 twice to obtain ([£.42), we need to exchange the derivatives in v and #. By the Ricci

(4.42) L(V)=: Vi +

identity, it arises some second derivatives of (. They are all merged to the RHS h.
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We now introduce the auxiliary function akim as in ({.32), and apply the same argument
thereafter to obtain (39).

Remark 4.2. In the proof of Lemma we differentiate equation (L26]) in t once
to obtain equation ([E27). Here we differentiate equation ([E20) in 0 twice and use the
concavity of F to obtain the inequality [@42). Hence by the auziliary function o, we
obtain the inequality (£39). We cannot obtain the reverse of the inequality by the auzxiliary
function o~ .

Remark 4.3. Combining the definition of ¢, in {E3T) and the estimate [E39), we obtain
(4.43) lim (,+(0,s) = ¢y

s—0t

Note that the convergence in ([L43) is on the line § = 0.

To prove the convergence limg_,o 50+ (1 (6,s) = ¢y, we make use of the equation

(#10). By Lemmas and [14], and noting that s(s; = o(1) near s = 0, we can write
(AI0) as

24(0)
4.44 det(Dj¢ +¢I) = —4—
( ) ( GC C ) n(n+1)000

The left hand side is the standard Monge-Ampere operator on the sphere S"~!'. For a

+o(1) for (6,s) near (0',0).

k x k positive definite matrix W, its determinant det W can be written as [14]

| | ’ (VlwwmkﬁlelSO(k) Hz:1’/z v

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

Consider a blow up sequence {¢*} € B. By the convergence ({2I)) and the interior
regularity we may assume that, after passing to a subsequence,

(4.46) lim  (Dj¢+¢I) — A

k—00,(6,8) €Sk
for a positive definite matrix A, where ¥ is given in (d.24]).
Let O be an orthogonal matrix such that OT AO is diagonal. Then we have
det(D2¢ + CI) = det(OT(D3¢ + ¢1)0O)
= H?:_ll(gu)w) +¢)+o(1) in Xy
where {7 ... 4=V is an orthonormal basis of R"~'. By (&39) it then follows
det A = lim H::ll((w)w) + ()

Xr3(0,s)—(0/,0)

< Hz:ll(ay(i)»y(i) +¢(0)).

(4.47)
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By the definition of ¢, in (£.37) and the convergence (£.40]), we have
n—1 . n—1
Hi:l (C,\/(i)py(i) + C(O)) < lim Hi:l (Cﬁ{(i)ﬁ{(i) + C) = det A.

T X3(0,8)—(07,0)

Combining the above two inequalities, we obtain

. B ~2g(0)
(4.48) IT-, (cyoq@ +¢(0)) = det A = o+ Do

We are ready to conclude the continuity of D2¢. Indeed, by ([£44]) and ([£43]), we have

0z
_ 2900 hn det(D2c+cD)
(4.49) n(n+1)cep — 6—0,s—0+
T n—1
= 0—>})1,£ri>0+ [T (Gone + ).
By (£39) and (£4]), the RHS of (£49)
(4.50) <TI0 (e + €(0)) = det A,

Therefore the inequalities in (£49) and (£50) becomes equalities. Choosing the coor-
dinates such that ™), ... (=1 are the axial directions. As the inequality in (EZ49)
becomes equality, we see that

lim Dgiej(’(@, s) =0 foralli## j.

6—0,5s—07F
By (4.39) and since the inequality (£50) becomes equality, we infer that
(4.51) 6—>})i,£2>0+ C.y(i),y(i) = Cy(i)y () -
This completes the proof. O

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 fized 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, 0] for the classical obstacle problem (L2l). 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 C*
reqularity of infinity harmonic functions. For infinity harmonic functions, the blow-up at
a fized point is an affine function [12], but the C* 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? 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:

u
Ly(u) = —Au—b—"=f in RZ,

(5.1) b{u) o ) *
Uy, (2',0) = 0.

We assume that b > 0 is a constant, f € L>*(R7}).

Horiuchi [22] 23] introduced the Green function for (5.]) and proved a weighted Schauder
type estimate. In [22], he found the following representation formula for the solution to

(m?
(5.2) w(x) = | Kylz,y)ybf(y)dy = T,(f) (),

R}
where Kj(x,y) is the Green function, given by
1
Kifiry) =Dy [ (o = yP(1 =) +]z = )
0

F("+b_2)
L(s)

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

n—2+b
2

(1= 7))z "dr,
(5.3)

Db = 2b_27T_7§L y* = (yh 5 Yn—1, _yn)

Clz—y*|"In <2+ %) if n=2and |y| = [ye| =0,

Clr— y*|_b‘$ - y|2‘""““”2|, otherwise

<Mﬂwwm@m§{

for any indexes 71,7, € N, where C depends on n, b, 71,72 (see Lemma 5-3 in [22]).

Horiuchi [22] proved that the function u = Ty(f), given in (5.2), is a solution to (B.1I).
By the representation formula (5.2), he also proved the following C%® estimate by careful
computation as in [I§].

Theorem 5.1. [Theorem 2-1,[22]] Assume that f € C*(R7%), supp f C By, and b > 0.
Then

(5.5) Z 1955 To () (@] g 7, + ‘

i,0=1

OnTi( f)( )‘

Ce(BY)

where a € (0,1), and C' depends only on n, b, «.
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Since u = T(f) and f has compact support, from (5.5)) we also have

(5.6) ||u||c2a(Rn + || ||0a R7) < C||f||ca(R”

Denote 1

gy = ([ 1P@)ehae)”

1 llwreny = D 11D Fllzg, ey

lal<k

We have the following weighted W?2? estimate.

Theorem 5.2. Let u = Ty(f) be given by ([B2). Assume that f has compact support.
Then for any p > 1 and b > 1, we have the estimate
(5.7) > Naa, Iz, e +|| ||L7’ @) < Cllfllzg, @)

ij=1

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 [B.2]
we may assume that suppf C B;(0). By Theorem (.2 we have

Corollary 5.1. Let u = Ty(f) be given by (B.2). Assume that suppf C B1(0). Then for

n+b
n—2+b

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

(5.8) lulhwzpms,) + I g ) < CFllug, oy
where the constant C' depends on p,n,b.

Remark 5.1. (i) The condition b > 1 is used only in (B.31)), otherwise it suffices to
assume b > 0. The condition p > n’f;’ib in Corollary[5.1 is for the estimate ||ul|rz -

(ii) A different version of the C*“ estimate in Theorem [51 was also obtained in [21].
The paper [21] has also established a weighted W*? estimate by the method of Fourier

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

a > % 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? estimate for the Laplace
equation can be obtained by the Calderon-Zygmund decomposition and the Marcinkiewicz
interpolation [I8]. Our proof will adopt a similar idea. But due to the singular term ==,
we need to introduce a new variable in the proof (see function @ in (5:29)). We mclude

the details of the proof for convenience of the reader.
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First, we notice the following asymptotic estimate for T;(f) near oco.

Lemma 5.1. Let uw = Ty, f be given by ([02). Assume that f € L™(R%), suppf C Bi(0),
and b > 0. Then we have the following asymptotic estimate,

Cllflley,

|z |2t

(5.9) [ DYu(x)] < v |z| > 2,
where the constant C' depends only on n,~,b.

Proof. From (5.4]), one has

DI =| | Ko v)yh )y

(5.10) <C(y,b) / z =yl — P (y)yndy
=y
Crall flly, @)
=T g2
provided |z| > 2. O

Lemma 5.2. Assume that f € L>(R"), supp f C By, and b > 0. Then u=T,f satisfies
the weighted W>?2 estimate

2,112 Un || _ 2
(5.11) D%l ey + V|52 ) = 11
Proof. Since u satisfies equation (B.1I), we have
2
(5.12) / (Au + b%> 2l dr = fPabda.
R} Tn R}

By Lemma [5.], we can carry out integration by parts and obtain

n—1
/ (Apu)abde =Y iixjxfldx,
R

U
i ij=1RY

2 uiiumed:c = -2 uiunm-de:c
R? R?

2 b b—1 -
:2/ umwndxjt%/ Uiy, dr, 1=1,--- ,n—1,
R?’L R’!L
+ +

and
b—1 _ b—1 -
2b Uin, dr = —2b Uiy, dr, 1=1,--- ,n—1,
R R

n
+

2 [ = b0 [ il
Rn n

+ +
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Summing up, and noticing that the two integrals 20 fR" w2l tdx are cancelled each
+
other, and the last integral —b(b — 1) [5, u2zb 2dx is partly cancelled by the left hand
+

side of (5.12), we obtain (G.1T]). O

By Lemma (.2 we see that 0;;7T;, a;?b are bounded linear operators from Lib (R%)

to L2 (R}). Next we show that they are bounded linear operators from L) (R}) to
Ll (R%), where

Hy,w

(5.13) L. ,(R?)={vismeasurable: p{z € R} : |v(z)|>a} <Ca™'Va>0},

Hp W

and the measure y;, is defined as p,(E) = [ 5 2% dx for any measurable set E.

As a first step, we give the following weighted Calderon-Zygmund decomposition in R’} .

Lemma 5.3. Suppose f € L, (R") and b > 0. Then for any given constant o > 0, there
is a sequence of disjoint cubes {Qy}7>, and a decomposition

such that Zkzl

(i) lg(x)| < ca for py-a.e. x € R, and

(5.14) [ ol <c [ 1@ldu
R R™

(ii) For each k > 1, hy, is supported in Q) and satisfies
(5.15) / |heldpy < capp(Qr) and / hidpy, = 0.

(iii)

c

5.16 < — ditp.
(5.16) S @) < [ 1l

Here the constant ¢ depends only on n and b.

n
+

n
+

Proof. The Calderon-Zygmund decomposition for the Lebesgue measure is well-known
[4, [18]. Here we replace the Lebesgue measure by the measure p, but the idea is the
same. Consider a partition of R} by cubes Ky =: {Q} whose side length d is chosen such

that .
a>—— | \fldu.
(0, /Ri' iy

Then for any cube @ € Ky, we have |f|g < «, where |f|g = m o [ f1dp.

To obtain the sequence of disjoint cubes {Qy }72, stated in the lemma, we first consider
an arbitrary cube @) € KCy, by bisecting the edges of @), we subdivide @ into 2" congruent
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sub-cubes {Q;}7", with disjoint interiors. For any sub-cube @}, we have either |f|qp > o
or | f[g: < a. Denote by K; the set of all sub-cubes of side-length d/2.

(a) If [flg = a, set

hg = xo(f — fq) and gor = xq for,

where x is the characteristic function, fg = m fQ; fduy is the p,-average of f
in ). In this case we will not divide ()} any more, and this @} will be counted as
an element in the family {Q}.

(b) If | flg: < a, we divide Q] into 2" equal sub-cubes {Q]} as above, and denote by
ICo the set of all the sub-cubes of side-length d/4. For any sub-cube Q7 € Ky, if
|flgy = a, we define the functions hgr and gqr as in (a) above, and count Q7 as
an element in the family {Q}. If [f[gr < a, we divide Q] into 2" equal sub-cubes
again.

Repeating the above procedure indefinitely, we obtain a sequence of disjoint cubes {Qy}
such that |f|g, > « for all £ > 1. Now we define
hi=hg, i1=1,2---,
(5.17) fo, treQy k=12,
9= {10s) 12 RGO

For any cube @, in the sequence, let Q. be its predecessor, namely Qy is one of the 2"
sub-cubes obtained from Q. By the above decomposition, it is easy to see

106(Qr)
o (Qr)

One can verify that (5.14) - (5.16) hold with ¢ = 2""2*+1, To finish the proof, it remains
to show that |g(z)] < Ca V 2 € R’}. Since the set Uy0Q) has measure zero, there is
no loss of generality in assuming that x is a Lebesgue point and z ¢ Up0Q. Then in

(5.18) [flaw <

|f|@k < 2n+2b+1|f|Qk S 2n+2b+1a.

the procedure described in (a) and (b) above, eventually there will be a cube @} such
that z € Qx and |f|g, > a if g(x) > ca. Hence by our definition of ¢ in (5.17), we have
lg(x)] = |fo,| < Ca for x € Q by (6I8). This completes the proof. O

Next we show that 0,7, and 8;—? are bounded linear operators from L (R") to
Ll (R?), for any b > 0.

Hy,w
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Lemma 5.4. Assume f € Lib(Ri) and supp f C B1(0). Then for any constant o > 0,

u=Ty(f) satisfies

iz € RY : Jug(@)] > a} < Ca flluy, s
(5.19) . Uy, B
m{z €RY: ‘x_(x)} >a} < Ca|fllo, @),

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

Proof. Let f =g+ h =g+ >, hy be the decomposition given in Lemma [5.3l Since T}, is

a linear operator, we have

520, p({z € RY 2[00, Ty f (x)] > a})
5.20 « n «
<t({z € R+ 1000, Tog(@)] > 5 1) + mo({z € RY : [|0s,0, Toh(2)] > 5 }).

By Lemma 5.3 we have |g| < Ca, and g is compactly supported since f is. By Lemma
B2 one has

(5.21) ||8Ii$ijg(x)||2Lib(R1) < HQH%E%(M) < Callgllzy, ®y) < CallfllLy, @y)-
This implies

n a —
(5.22) m({z €RY 2 [0p,0, Ty(x)] > 5}) < Ca7| flley, mr)-

Now for any cube @) in Lemma B3] let Qf = (¢ + 2(Qx — ¢)) N R, where ¢ is the
center of Q. Then for any = € (Q7)¢, there holds

Orir, T = [ 00 Kol ) a0

- ‘ /Q [8ximij(LL’, y) - 8901'90ij($7 Q)] hk(y>d,ub(y)‘
(5.23) :

< /Q ‘8$imij(x7y> - ari:ijb(xaQ)‘ |hk(y)‘d/~bb(y)
X

<C dp(y),
o T2 — 5Pl =y ely)

where in the second equality, we used (ii) in Lemma 53 By (5.23) we then have

/‘ |(Bore, Thi) () [djus(2)
(Qr)e

|yn - Qn| d,ub(x)
5.24 <C \hk(y)ldub(y)/
( ) o @) |x—y*|b|x—y\"+1

<C g [P ()| dpn(y) < Copuy(Qr),
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where y* is reflection of y in {z,, = 0}. Then
" a
e € R : [0, Th(@)] > 1)

2 Cll flles, mr)
< )+ — Op,z; Th d <
@)+ 13, [ N0 T (a) < 0
We obtain the first inequality in (5.19).
For the second inequality in (5.19), recall that T}, f satisfies equation (5.1I). Hence by
(510, we infer that a;—fb is also a bounded linear operator from L, (R?) to L}, ,(R%). O

Hp W

With the above preparation, we are ready to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem[5.2. By Lemma [5.2 and Lemma [5.4] the operator d,,., T} satisfies
(5.25) 1002, To ()l 22, Re) < Cupll fllzz, ey,
. 1000, To( )|z, omn) < Cupll flly, &)

for any b > 0, where

lolles,

®?) = su% amw{r € RY : Jv| > a}.
a>
Hence by the Marcinkiewicz Interpolation [Theorem 1.3.1,[I]], we infer that

(5.26) 1080, To ()| 22, ) < Crppll fll 22, )

for any p € (1,2], and for all 1 <i,j < n. In applying the Marcinkiewicz Interpolation,
we regard 0,,,, T, as the mapping in [I].

When p > 2, let p/ = p%l < 2. For any f,g € C®(R%), noting that the kernel K(z,v)
in (B.3)) is symmetric in 2’ and y’, we have

(5.27) /R

Here we denote by C>°(R") smooth functions in R with compact support. Hence we

90;Ty(f)dw(x) = | fO;Ti(g)dps(z) V1<ij<n-—1
Ry

n
+

have
0Tl = sw [ faTg)dm(o)
1717 o, =1 /R
np By
(5.28) < s gl 19Ty g
11y o= o (5%
np (RY

< Cyllgllez, @ny V1<i,j<n-1

By approximation, we see that (5.28]) holds for non-smooth function g.
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To prove the estimate (5.28)) for 0;,7y(g), i = 1,--- ,n, we need to introduce a new
function @ defined in R™** (raising the dimension to n + 1). Denote u(z) = Ty(g) and

(5.29) Wz, Tpy1) = u(x', \/ 22+ :E%H) = u(2',r),

where (z,7,11) € Riﬂa r=/x2 +z2,,. By direct computation, we have
ﬂxi(l’/,l’ml’n+1):uxi(;(;/,r)’ 7,:1’ 7n_1’
ﬁxn(xla Ln, xn-ﬁ-l) _ UT(ZL’/, ’l“)
(5.30) T, . )
awnJrl (xlv T, xn+1) . Uy (SL’/, ’r‘)
Tn41 T ’

Hence @ satisfies

Tn+41

(5.31) Digyia @+ 7l = g in RYF,
' lipi1(2,0) =0 Vo €R",

where §(x, x,41) = g(2',7), tpy1 = Uy, ,. The boundary condition @,1(x,0) = 0 is due
to that u is even in z,;. For equation (5.31]), we need to assume that b > 1 for the W?2P
estimate.

As @ and Ty,_1(g) satisfy the same equation (5.31]), by the Neumann boundary condition
and the decay at oo, we infer that « = T,_1(g). Hence forb > 1 andi =1,--- ,n, similarly
to estimate (5.28), we have

[ Nl oo, < G [ JaPaldrda,

R" R"

(5.32) + +

~Cy [ lgPatas
n

For the equality above, we use the polar coordinates for the variables z,, x, .1, i.e. x, =
rcost, x,1 =rsinf, 0 € [0, 7]. Notice that

~ b—1
/n+1 |t |20y dvdy,
R
+

R}
/R

:Up,b U |px2dx.
R%

Tn

b—1
Upi * 7 l’n+1dIdIn+1

|wpi|PrPda’ dr / | cos B[P (sin 0)°~1d6
0

n
+
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We obtain
(5-33) ||aiijg||Lﬁb(R1) < Cbm,pHgHLﬁb(Ri)a JAS (1>‘|‘00)

forall 1 <i,5 <n.

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

(5.34) || ||Lﬁb(R” < C||f||Lﬁb(R1)-
This completes the proof of Theorem O

Proof of Corollary [51. By Theorem and the interpolation inequality, it suffices to

prove
(5.35) lullzg, wy) < Cllfllzp, @we)-

By a dilation of the coordinates, we assume that supp f C B1(0). By Lemmal[5.1] we have
Cllif ey, @) _ Cllfllez, g

(5.36) (@)l < — s < w0 19122
It follows that
b
T
i < Vg ey [ tda
(5.37) /Ri\B2 Ly, (R) RY\By |z[p(n=2+0)
< OO\ fllzg, o)

provided p(n —2 +b) > n+b.
Let £ € C*(R™) be a cut-off function satisfying 0 < £ < 1in R", £ = 1 in By, and

¢ = 0 outside By. Then by Poincare’s inequality, we have

/ EuPdus < C / D2 (€u)|Pdpy
¥ ¥

(5:33) <c [ (D DEPIp) dus
B4NR™
< ClfIzs, @
Combining the above two estimates yields (IBBH) O

We have obtained the C*® and W?? estimates for the special solution u = Tj,(f). Next
we prove that these two a priori estimates hold for any other solutions to (B.I). First we

prove
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Lemma 5.5. Let u € W2P(R%) N CY(RL) be a solution to

oc

ul‘n - n
(5.39) —Au—bx— =f in R7.

n

Assume b > 1, p>n+b, and f € L? (Bf). Then u satisfies

(5.40) Uy, =0 on x, =0.

Proof. Let (1) € C2°(R) be a cut-off function which satisfies 0 <n <1, n =1 in B;(0),
and suppn C By(0). Let n.(x) = n <‘x‘> for a small constant ¢ > 0, and let v = n.u.

e
Then v solves the following equation

n O e A
R(v) =: Av+ b;— =n.f + 20;u0;n. + ulAn. + bu In =: f.

~

Denote W = T,(f), where Ty(-) is the integral operator given by (5.2). Denote H(z,) =
227t Then R(H) =0 and H — oo as x,, — 0. Hence

Rv—W+eH)=0 in RY.
By Lemma 51 |[W(x)| < C/|x|* 2t = o(H) as |z| — oco. Hence

lim (v — W +e€eH) >0

T—00

for any given small € > 0. By Theorem 5.2, W € W2>?(R"). Hence W € Lj%.(R") by the
Sobolev embedding [21, Lemma B.3]. We obtain

lim (v — W +€eH) > 0.
Tp—0

Moreover, since W € W2P(R") for p > n and v € C*(BY), we can apply Aleksandrov’s
maximum principle for strong solution [18] and obtain v — W > —eH. Letting € — 0, we
obtain v > W. Similarly, we have W > v. This implies

(5.41) neu=v =W =Tyf)

and so (5.40) is proved. O

The condition v € C'(R7) in Lemma [EHis such that wu,, exists onz, =0. If p>n+b
and u € W2P(R™), by the Sobolev embedding we have u € C*(R™). For the proof of
(BAT]), it suffices to assume that u € VVlif(R’}r) N L>*(R?%). When b > 1 is an integer,
uxnxn + b

—-Ug, is actually the Laplacian operator for rotationally symmetric functions in
R'**. Lemma means for bounded solutions, the singularity at z, = 0 is removable.
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By (G41), we see that the C** and W?P estimates in Theorems [5.1] and (5.2 hold for
any solutions u € W;2(R) N L®(R"). Moreover, the estimates can be extended easily
to linear singular elliptic equations of Keldysh type with variable coefficients,

n b"
(5.42) Zijlwawu—l—z blau—ir 8u+cu—f in B

Assume that

0< M < (a” )ZLJ L <Al <400 in By,
bTL

(5.43) — =b>1 is a constant,
ann

el +3°" Il <A in BY,

for two positive constants A\, A. Then by the freezing coefficient method, we have the
following a priori estimates.

Theorem 5.3. Let u € W2P(R?) N L¥(R™) be a solution to (5.42). Assume that a” €
C(BY) satisfy conditions ([5.43), and f € L%, (B)) for some p > n+b. Then u €

WiP(By),) and satisfies the estimate
Up

G40 ez, + o

< C (Il ) + Ml gy o) )

xp 1LY, (B

1/2)

where C' > 0 depends only on p,n, N\, A and the modulus of continuity of a*.

Theorem 5.4. Letu € C2(B)NCH*(BY) be a solution to (5A2). Assume that a'? b", ¢, f €
C*(BY) and condition (543) holds. Then u € C*>*(B 1/2) and we have the estimate

< (Illgugar, * Nlongs )

(5.45) il

C2a( B*

C(By)y)

for a constant C > 0 depending only on n,a, X\, A and ||a™|| ||bl|| ||c||

Co(B;)? Cco(Bf)”

5.2. Smoothness of free boundary. By the C*% and W?? estimates in Section 5.1, we
can prove the higher regularity of the tangent cone of the solution u to ([@Il). As before
we assume that «(0) = 0 and u(x) > 0V x # 0.

Theorem 5.5. Let ¢ be the tangential cone of u at 0. Then the section Sy 4 = {z € R":
o(x) < 1} is uniformly convex and C* smooth if g is positive and C*° smooth.

To prove Theorem [B.5] by the definition of ¢ in ([.3]), it suffices to prove that ((6,0) €
C>=(S"~1). We have the following stronger result, which implies Theorems 5.5 and [L2
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Theorem 5.6. Let ((0,s) € C*(S"! x [0,1)) be a solution to [EIN). Assume that
(s(0,0) = 0 and g is positive and smooth. Then ((0,s) € C*(S"~! x [0,1)).

Proof. Differentiating (410 with respect to 6y, one gets

n—1
"+2K+ S 4V, +Za’"Vgls—h

7,j=1

(5.46) LV) =V +

n

where V' = (p,. To apply the a priori estimate in §5.1 to (5.40), we express equation
(5.46) in a local coordinates on S*'. By Theorem 2, a” and h are continuous in 6, s.
By LemmaldL.2 the operator L is uniformly elliptic. Hence all the assumptions in Theorem
are fulfilled for V. Letting p > n + b and by the Sobolev embedding, Wj{;” — C* for
some o > 0 (Lemma B.3, [2I]), we have V = (5, € C1*(S"! x [0,1)).

Write equation (LI0) in the form
n—+2 Cs

(5.47) Cos + = feC (s x[0,1)),

where f is a smooth function of 6, s, g ., DC, D¢p. Hence f is Holder continuous in s, §. The
solution to (B47) is given by

(5.48) C(0,s) = C(0,0) + / / A f

Hence we have

Co(0,8) = s T yne F(0, N,
(5.49) n+20 . ~ ~
Gl ) = =" s—”T“—lf N0, MdA + F e ¢S x [0,1)).
0

This implies ¢ € C%(S"™! x [0,1)). Hence the coefficients a”, h € C*(S"~! x [0, 1)).

By the Hélder continuity of the coefficients, we can obtain the C%¢ regularity of DF(¢
for all £ > 1. Indeed, differentiating equation (5.46) in 0, and by Theorem [5.4], we infer
that (5, € C?*(S"! x [0,1)). Differentiating equation (5.40) in 6 again, and also by
Theorem (4, we have D3¢ € C**(S"! x [0,1)). Repeating the argument we obtain
D¢ € C%(S"™1 x [0,1)) for all integers k > 0.

To prove the higher order regularity of ¢ in s and the expansion (L), let ¢ = %. Then
equation (4.I0) changes to equation (£.20). Differentiating (4.26)) in ¢ and letting V' = ¢,
one gets

2 1 n—1
nt Vi + Za”Vgg +tZa’Vte =h

1,j=1 =1

(5.50) LV)=1tVy+
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where a,a", h are smooth as functions of 0,¢, ¢, Dy C, D3¢, (i, ¢y Note that the oper-
ator £ in (IB_HII) is different from that in (£Z27)). We have moved some terms to the right
hand side.

By the regularity (8, s), (0, s) € C**(S™™! x [0,1)) and the relation t = %, we have
D2(, oyt € C*(S™! x [0,1)) in variables 6, ¢. Hence, a”/,a" h € C® in variables 6, t.

To apply Theorem [5.4] to equation (5.50), we need to change the Hélder norm from the
variable s to t = s?/4. Hence we denote

_ [f(z) — f(y)l
||f||5a(B;r) - ||f||L°°(B1+) +x;ésyipB+ (|ZE —y |2 (\/ﬁ— \/%)2)%7

- B |DPf(x) — DPf(y)]
Hf||5k,a(31+) - HfHCk(Bl*) T :c;éyei:{rplﬁ\ i (|2 =y >+ (V7 — /Yn)?)

Then estimate (B.45]) can be reiterated as

(NI

[tun| + [[t2 Dot +[1Djull 5

Co B* Ca(B+ Co( B+/ )

(5.51)
Flulgragey <€ (M llwsp + el gr) -

Applying (551 to equation (550), we obtain t93¢, 920,¢, t1/2020,¢ € C*(S** x [0, 1)),
and ¢; € CH*(S"! x [0,1)). Differentiating (5.50) in ¢ repeatedly and using estimate
(EET), we obtain ¢ € C*°(S"™! x [0, 1)).

In the above we have shown that ( is smooth in t. Recall that t = % = %, and ( =4

Hence we obtain the Taylor expansion (7). This completes the proof of Theorem
and also that of Theorem (L2)). O

6. Analyticity of the free boundary

In this section, we prove the analyticity of the free boundary I'. Let u be the solution
to (LI). Let ¢ = % and s = r™? as in §4, so that ( satisfies equation (I0). Then the
analyticity of the free boundary is equivalent to showing ¢((6,0) € C*(S"~1). Here C¥
denotes the set of analytic functions. As before we assume that «(0) = 0 and u(xz) > 0
vV x # 0. We have the following result.

Theorem 6.1. Let ((0,s) be a solution to ([AI0). Assume that g is positive and analytic.
Then (-, s) € C¥(S™™Y), 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 o = (v, - - - , @), we need to prove

(6.1) 10°u| < CAlYa!
for sufficiently large constants C, A, independent of «, where |a| = a3 + -+ + a,, a! =
arl---ap!,and 0% = Ogl - - - O

We will use the local coordinate system (4.5) in a neighbourhood of € = 0. For simplicity
of notations, we use ' = (1, -+ ,Z,_1) to denote § = (0, --- ,0,_1), and use x,, to denote
s. Then in the coordinates (£H), equation ([AI0) can be written in the form

Gn

Tn

(6.2) Gon + 025 + F(2,(, 00,0, 05,,,¢) = 0, (2/,2) € Qry,

where b= "2_Q, = B/ (0) x [0,1], and B, (0) = {|2/| < ro} is a ball in R"~".

The function F(z,z,p,r) is defined for z € Q,,, z € R', p € R", and r = (r;;) € S
but is independent of r,,. As a function, F' is analytic in its arguments. By Lemma 2]
equation (6.2)) is uniformly elliptic.

The analyticity of solutions to uniformly elliptic equations has been studied by many
people [15] B3]. 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, B3], ¢(x) is analytic when z,, > 0. Here we show that {(x) is analytic in 2’ when
x, = 0.

In [27], Kato demonstrated his idea by considering the equation
(6.3) Au =u* in Q,
where (2 is a domain in R™. Instead of (G.I]), Kato’s strategy is to establish the estimate
(6.4) P12l sy < CA

where p is a cut-off function such that p = 1in B, ) and p = 0 outside B,,. He chooses
m = [%]+1 such that ||ul|ze(s,,) < Crllullam(s,,)- Hence [@4) implies [6I). In [2], Blatt
extended the estimate (6.4]) to the general fully nonlinear, uniformly elliptic equation

(6.5) ®(z,u(z), Du(r), D*u(z)) =0 in Q.

The proof in [27] is rather simple, one can easily see that the norm H™(B,,) in [27, 2]
can be replaced by the Holder space C°(B,,), using the C?? 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 Holder norm |[[-[[ s Buy)
instead of the norm |- || gm(s,,), and use the C*° estimate (Theorem [5.4). As our equation
contains the singular term C , we cannot obtain the analyticity of ( on xz, (near x,, = 0)
by their simple proof, but we can obtain the analyticity of ¢ on 2/, namely

(6.6) 105 Cll s,y < CAMal!

for all multi-index oo = (v, -+, p_1)-

Proof of Theorem[G1. As the proof is similar to that in [27, 2], we sketch the main idea
only. Let

(6.7) L[o] =: dnn + b_ + Z aij(x)dij + Zb )oi + c(x)¢

Tn i+j<2n

be the linearized operator of (6.2)), where a;;,b;, ¢ are functions of z,(,0;¢ (1 < i < n)
and 97,¢ (i+j < 2n), and b = ™2 From the proof of Lemma L3, we have a;,(0) = 0 for
1 <n —1. Denote

[¢] = ¢rm + b¢n + Z azy (bzy

Ln i,j<n

Let p = p(|2’|) be a cut-off function of 2/, such that p(z’) = 1 when |2/| < r9/2 and
p(z) = 0 when |2/| > rq. For any multi-indices « € R"! and 8 € R" with |a| = N—1 > 1
and |B| = 2, as in [27, 2], we compute

o 100mull < (162 (o om )l + 1| [0, o) o2l
<ClLo[p 1ol + 1| [0, ¥ 1]l + CAVHI(N + 1))
(6.8)  =C|Lo[pNro%u]|| +[|[05, pNH]O%u| + CANTHN + 1)
<C|p" 15 Lolulll + C|l [Lo, p" 1 Ol + [05: p" O ul| + CANFHN + 1))
=L+ L+ I + CANTH(N + 1)\,

Here || - || = || - Hcg(gfr clowa) Bro = {2 € R*™H 2’| < 1o}, and

(02, pN 0% = pN o800 — 97 [pN OS] .

xT

In the second inequality of (6.8), we use the C?? estimate (Theorem B4 in the form

(6.9) lllgnscz ciorap < € (17 leny ooz + 1l cods, cioamap) -

But the cut-off function p is supported in B, and u is analytic in the interior. Hence when
applying ([6.9) to (6.8)), the domain Fém x [0, 2rp] on the RHS of (6.9]) can be replaced by
E;O x [0,70] plus an additional term CANTL(N + 1)!.
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The estimation for I3, I5, I3 is the same as in [27, 2] and is omitted here. Note that by
([68) and iteration, we not only obtain (E.0]), but also

(6.10) 19916205 %l ) < CA®fal
(610)) is needed in the estimation of Iy, I5, I3 when differentiating equation ([6.7). O
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