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FREE TRANSMISSION PROBLEMS

MARCELO D. AMARAL AND EDUARDO V. TEIXEIRA

ABSTRACT. We study transmission problems with free interfaces from i@n-
dom medium to another. Solutions are required to solvendispartial differ-
ential equations, L and L_, within their positive and negative sets respectively.
A corresponding flux balance from one phase to another isialposed. We
establish existence anid® bounds of solutions. We also prove that variational
solutions are non-degenerate and develop the regulagtyryifor solutions of
such free boundary problems.
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The study of transmission problems often refers to the aimalyf models in-
volving different media and/or different laws in separatéregions. Such prob-
lems appear in several fields of physics, biology, matecigrees, industry, etc. It
is particularly relevant for mathematical models assedatith composite mate-
rials. Electromagnetic (or thermodynamic) processes different dielectric con-
stants (or heat conductivity) are also typical examplesasfdmission problems. A
large literature on this class of problems evolved from theiest works back in
the 1960’s. For a detailed historical reference on the dgveént of transmission
problems through the decades, we suggest to the readerxcttd book([4].

Classical equations related to the mathematical analydimmsmission prob-
lems involve discontinuous coefficients. This is due toeddht properties and
distinct features of the media: devices made of differertenns, vibrating folded
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membranes, multi-structures bodies, anti-plane sheamrmetion, etc. Simple
mathematical models convert into the analysis of secondraeltliptic equations
of the type

(1.2) O0-(a(x)0u) =0, inD,
where
(1.2) a(x) :{ :(1) :2 BO\CBE

for some subdomai®g of D and 0< ag # a; < ». For these type of problems,
the prior knowledge 0fDg as well as its smoothness and geometric properties are
essential in their studies. The rigorous mathematicalyaisabf equations of the
form described abovéd, (1.1), (1.2), promoted the developmiea number of deep
ideas and new mathematical tools,|[15,[16.,/3, 5, 9] just aiiew recent ones.

mediumay

mediumag

Do

FIGURE 1. Typical transmission problem

Let us now examine another simple physical situation, foictvithe transmis-
sion problem involved is rather more delicate from the miaidtical view point.
Consider the system of equations modeling an ice that méitmerged in a heated
inhomogeneous medium. Let us focus on the stationary gituata snapshot of
the phenomenon. When the temperafliie negative, the heat conduction process
is governed by the diffusion operator associated to theTibeis, after normaliza-
tion, we can assume that

(2.3) AT =0, is satisfied inside the ice

For positive temperatures, the heat conduction processusuled by the diffusion
operator associated to the exterior medium. Thus,

(1.4) O-(a(x)0JT) =0, in the exterior fluid,

for somea(x) positive definite matrix different from the identity matrikrom the
classical laws of thermodynamics, an extra energy (lateat)his required for the
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change of state of the matter. This translates into a ptestieat flux balance
along the phase transitidiT = 0}. One finds out the equation
(1.5) 0T~ — 95T = co, along{T = 0},

for some "latent heat for melting" constamgt=£ O.

Exterior fluid

FIGURE 2. Ice melting within an exterior medium

Albeit similar in nature, two crucial differences ought te highlighted from
the typical transmission problem and the ice melting sitmatiescribed above.
First notice that in the latter, the transmission boundaswy priori unknown, and
in fact depends on the solution itself. No smoothness ptiggeon{T = 0} are
a priori granted and, in general, it may fail to be a Lipschitz surfaddis is
in contrast to the fact that, say, in composite body probletims discontinuity
transmission occurs along a fixed, smooth prescribed boyndB,. The second
different feature of the ice melting problem rests upon the fflalance, entitled by
equation[(1.b). Unifying the equations involved in the eyst one formally ends
up with a nonhomogeneous elliptic equation with a measuamta

(1.6) 0- (7 (x)0T) =y,

where«7 (x) = Id for T < 0, «7(x) = a(x) for T > 0, andu is a nonzero measure
supported along the free interfa¢& = 0}, in particularu is not absolutely con-
tinuous with respect to thé"-Lebesgue measure. Shoyl@l = 0} be an(n—1)
smooth surface, them = ¢y {T = 0} in the sense of measures.

The main goal of present work is to provide a mathematicaltitnent to trans-
mission problems involving free boundaries of discontiyuas the ice melting
example illustrated above. For that, let us start desagibiie mathematical set-up
we shall work on in this paper. L& be a bounded open subsetRf, n > 3 with
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Lipschitz boundary and\,, A_ € L*(Q,Sym(n x n)) be functions of symmetric
matrices satisfying the ellipticity condition

(1.7) AlEP < (AL(X)E,&) <NEJ?,

for a.e. xc€ Q and allé € R", where 0< A < A are fixed constants. Let also
y: Q — R be a continuous, strictly positive function anckOA_ < A, < « be
different constants. Finally select sources functiépsf_ € L9(Q), with g > n/2.

Given a fixed boundary datump € H(Q) NL*(Q), we consider the energy
functional # = Za, 5, 1, : Hy(Q) — [0,+w) defined by

1
Tare (V) = / E\Dv(x)\i+ +A(X)+ f+v} dx
(1.8) Qn{v>0} L
+ / {E\Dv(x)\i +A_(X) + f_v} dx,
Qn{v<0}

where we use the notation
[OV(X)[A, 1= (A (x) DV(x), Ov(x)),
and
AL(¥) :==y(¥)AL and A_(x) = y(X)A_,
As usualH(},(Q) denotes the functional affine manifold

Hp(Q) :={ve H(Q) | v— @< Hg(Q)}.

Some notation simplifications shall be used throughout #pep Often we shall
omit the subscripts of the energy functional. We will simplyite .% (v) when the
choices ofA, A, f are understood in the context. It will be convenient to write
Za(v) whenA_ = A_ = A. Throughout the text , it will also be useful to write the
functional [1.8) as follows

(P) F(u) :/{%(A(x,u)Du,Du)JrFo(uH—fu} dx
Q

where

(1.9) AXU) = ApXus0p +A-X{u<o)

(1.10) Fo(U) = AiXqus0; +A-X{u<o

(1.11) f = fiXuso + f-Xu<o-

Extrema functions of the energ¥ are related to free transmission problems
earlier illustrated. Indeed, it is expected that local miaiof.# satisfy

0+ (AL (9)0u(x)) = f,(x) in {u > 0}
and analogously, one should verify that
O (A-(X)0u(x)) = f_(x) in {u < 0}°.
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An appropriate free boundary condition will also emergerfremall domain vari-
ations near the free discontinuity surfag¢u > 0}, see Sectiofil4. Hence, the
mathematical treatment of free transmission problemssleadurally to the study
of local minima of the energy functiona¥ — this is the goal of this present work.

It is as well alluding to observe that the energy functiogl, », ¢, described
in (1.8) can also be viewed as a generalization of the AlfaCelli-Friedman the-
ory, developed henceforth the epic-marking paper [2]. Rat,tone simply take
A.=A_=Id, f. =f_=0. Sometimes it will be convenient to explore such a
perspective, confronting the results obtained in [2] whth bnes proven herein for
the general free transmission problem.

Before continuing, let us declare that any constant or\efiét depends only
upon dimension, ellipticity constants of the media erditle (1.7),y, A, A_,
|t g, I f=llg, Q and g, shall be called universal. Alternatively, we will say tlzat
constant depends only upon the data of the problem.

Discontinuities of the media along the free interface ingmileral new subtle-
ness and technical difficulties in the mathematical treatroé this type of prob-
lems. We highlight that existence of a minimizwes notfollow from classical
methods in the Calculus of Variations. The main difficultyiie lack of convexity
of the functional[(1.B). We exemplify that at the beginnirfigection 2.

Despite of the lack of convexity, we shall prove the functib.8) has a min-
imizer, Theoreni_2]1. We will also obtain & estimate of a minimum, that de-
pends only upon the data of the problem. These two resultwitielivered in
Sectior 2.

In SectiorB, we refine our estimates as to prove that any lng@ma of the
functional .# has a universal modulus of continuity, Theoreml 3.4. Thi$ bal
a key tool in the study of further qualitative properties ahima. In particular,
Theoren{ 3.4 provides compactness of minima, which playscsige role in the
perturbative approach we shall establish henceforth.

In the sequel, we start developing a geometric regularégiyrfor local minima.
We show that such extrema grow linearly away from the trassiom interface,
Theoreni 5.R. As a consequence, we establish strong norefeggrproperties of
minima along the phase transition, Theoflem 5.3. Thesetsearé carried out in
Sectior(b.

The next step in the program is to analyze the optimal asyieptegularity
theory for minima of whemA, = A_ = A(x) is a mere continuous function of
symmetric elliptic matrices. We recall that in such a scenaven solutions to the
homogeneous equation

(1.12) diMA(x)0u) =0
may fail to be Lipschitz continuous, see for instarice [20btWthstanding, we

shall deliver in Sectioh]6 an asymptotic optin@}!  regularity estimate for min-
ima of #a¢, ¢ for f_, f, € L9 g>n. As to further enlighten the subtleness of
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the asymptotic estimate we shall deliver in Secfibn 6, weroent that ifA had
B-Holder continuous coefficients,Q 3 < 1, then for the homogeneous equation
(I.12) classical Schauder estimates pro@dé smoothness of solutions. In par-
allel, under Holder continuity of the coefficients, it is pise to establish a mono-
tonicity formula for.#a 00, see[[6, Lemma 1], and hence minima are Lipschitz
continuous.

Before presenting the ultimate asymptotic Lipschitz ragty estimate we shall
prove in Sectiori]7, we invite the readers to revisit the i@timg problem pre-
viously illustrated at the beginning of this Introductio@ne should notice that
while the ice in melting inside a different medium, a mixinggess is taking place
near the free boundary. The water coming from the meltedssedates with the
exterior medium, turning its heat properties closer andasldo the heat proper-
ties of the pure water. In mathematical terms, when one labkise evolutionary
problem, the exterior mediuy, depends on the time parametemnd we verifies
that

(113) lim| A~ A ()] =0.

near the moving free interfady T (x,t) > 0}. Thatis, after some time, the jumping
discontinuity from one medium to another should be no maaa ¢ha given choice
of closenessg > 0.

With this illustrative physical intuition in mind, we shaitove in our final The-
orem 7.1 that, undeg-smallness of the jump discontinuity, solutions are locafl
classC®9(¢) and

lima(e) =1
£—-0

That is, solutions to the free transmission problem are asytically Lipschitz
continuous as — . It is worth commenting that even in the case thatandA_
are (different) constant elliptic matrices, one cannoalggh monotonicity for-
mula for the homogeneou#a, a o0 functional (cf. [8]). As a consequence, even
in the simplest heterogeneous scenario, Lipschitz estgmaty not be valid for lo-
cal minima. In that perspective, the asymptotic estimabegm herein is of optimal
nature.

Acknowledgementd.he authors would like to thank Enrico Valdinoci and Luis
Caffarelli for the their caring interest on this program dodfruitful discussions.
The authors researches have been partially funded by CN&zjtB

2. EXISTENCE ANDL® BOUNDS

In this section we establish existence of a minimum to thetfonal (1.8) as
well as universalL” bounds for such an extremum. As previously mentioned, the
functional [1.8) fails, in general, to be convex. To exeffiypthis we invite the
readers to analyze the following one-dimensional exammeQ = (0,10), A, =
20andA_=1,A, =A_=f, =f_=0. Define the functiona andv by the graphs
below:
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FIGURE 4. Graph of competing function

Notice that both functions take the same value on the boyrafa®. The cor-
responding functional

gw)=20 [ Wyex+ [ (@)dx
X{g>0}nQ X{y=<o}nQ
is not convex. Indeed, one easily compute:

1
2
Itis clear from the construction above that, if desired, cale wig the functions as
to fail the concavity inequality as well.

Combining methods from the Calculus of Variations with tetical measure
estimates, we can, nonetheless, show the existence of lamiduana, see for in-
stance(][21, 13] for similar approaches.

u+v 1 1 1 1
) = . — — > — = — .
54( . ) 1+8-7-20= 41> 521+ 220~ ¢/(u) + 54(V)

Theorem 2.1(Existence theorem)There exists a minimum tio the energy func-

tional (1.8).

Proof. For this proof, it will be convenient to write the functionl as indicated in
@). From ellipticity of the matriceé., andA_ we readily obtain the lower bound

@.1) F(U) > %/(\Du]2+2fu)dx
Q
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Clearly,q > n/2 > 2n/(n+ 2), thus by Holder inequality we can estimate

(2.2)

/ fUdX{ < Co(n, Q)| f{[Laqlullznm-2)(q)-
&

Hence, combinind (211) and (2.2), together with Soboleveading and Poincaré
inequality, yields

1/2
)\ g
@3) F(u) =% [10udx-Cn ALl 0.Q) ( I Duzdx) ~C(®).
Q Q

We have verified that the function& is coercive along-lé(Q) and thus
(2.4) inf{.Z(u) | ue Hy(Q)} > —w.

In the sequel, lefumn}m>1 C Hé(Q) be a minimizing sequence fo¥. Passing to
a subsequence, if necessary, we can assumathatup a.e inQ andOuy, — Oug
in L?(Q). From Egoroff’'s theorem, for ang > 0 there is an open subs@t C Q,
with |Q\Q¢| < €, for which we can assuna, — up uniformly in Q.. Now, given
o > 0, we estimate

1

/ §<A(X’ Up)Oug, Oug)dx = / %(AJrDuo, Oug)dx

Q:N{up>0} Q:N{ug>0}

IN

liminf %(A+ Oum, Oumydx
Q:N{up>3}

IN

. 1
Ilnm_!gf / §<A+ Oum, Oum)dx
Q:N{um>0/2}

IN

liminf %(A+ Oum, Oum)dx

m—oo
Q:N{um>0}

IN

. 1
Ilnm_!gf §<A+ Oum, Oum)dx
QN{um>0}

. 1
= Ilnm_lgof §<A(X’ Um) Oum, Oum)dx.
QN{um>0}

Letting & — 0 in the above chain of inequalities yields

(2.5) /<A(x,u0)Duo,Duo>dx§Iinn]winf /(A(x,um)Dum,Dum>dx
—> 00
Q:N{up>0} Qn{um>0}
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On the other hand, by ellipticity arid® bounds orilug, we have
2.6) / (A(X, U)o, Do) dx = O().
(Q\Q¢)N{uo>0}
Hence, combinind (215) and (2.6) and, afterwards lettirg O, gives
(2.7) / (A(X, Ug) Oug, Oug)dx < Iinrp_inf / (A(X, Um) Oum, Ouy)dx
QN{up>0} QN{um>0}
Reasoning analogously, we obtain

2.8) / (ACuo, D) < limint / (ATUm, Otm)dx
QN{up<0} QN{um<0}
Lower weak semicontinuity of the other terms.@fis standard. That is, that
2.9) /fuodxg liminf /fumdx
m—o0
Q Q

and
(2.10) / Fo(Uo)dx < liminf / Fo(Um)dX,

Q Q

are classical facts. Frorh (2.7), (2.8), (2.9) and (2.10fplibws that the limiting
functionug is a minimum of.%# and Theorerq 2]1 is concluded. d

In the sequel we establish a universal control onltfi;morm of the minimum
granted by Theorerin_ 2.1. Such an estimate will play an imporae in higher
order estimates we shall prove later in the program.

Theorem 2.2(L* bounds) There exists a constant € 0 depending only upon di-
mension, ellipticity constantsand/A, and the numbers,, A, [|A (X)]|w, |9l =(90)
and|| f||_a(g) such that

(2.11) [Uol[L=(@) <C,
holds true for any local minimumywof the functional% .

00y

Proof. Indeed, letu be a minimum of the energy functional entitled id (P) and
jo the smallest natural number aboy@|| ~q). For eachj > jo we define the
truncated functiow; : Q — R by

L f iesignw), it Jul> |
= TS

where sigiiu)(x) = 1 if u(x) > 0,0 if u(x) = 0 and sigru)(x) = —1 if u(x) < 0.
Denote by

o ={xeQ|uXx)|>j}.
It follows from the very definition of the above set that focka > jo, one verifies

(2.12) uj=u in @ and uj=j-singu) in .
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Thus, by minimality ofu, we can estimate
/(ADu,Du>— (AOuj,Ouj)dx < /f(Uj —u)dx
&4 ]

= / f(j—u)dx+ / f(—j—u)d

ain{u>0} <f;N{u<0}
2 [1](Jul - j)dx
=

From the range of truncation we consider, it follows thiaf — j)* € Wy%(Q).
Thus, applying Hoder inequality, Gagliardo-Nirenberggnality and Cauchy’s in-
equality, we obtain

[ 111(ul = 1y ox

IN

IN

ey 00 =)

Cl/f Hmwlﬂj |29 DUl 2 g

c? 19+
2 g Vg P42 49 4 g Dy

L2 (o)

IN

IN

IN

Clerj|F=2/M0) || DUz

In the last inequality,

~ 2(29—n)

=g
is a positive number sinag> n/2. Taking, in the sequet, = A /2 we obtain, from
ellipticity, that

(2.13) / |OupPdx < C.orj |- @/+3
Q/j

Now, we employ Poincaré inequality followed by Holder inaljty to establish
the control

UllLs () < 150l Ul ) < C-
Boundedness ofi now follows from a general machlnery, see for instance [12,
Chapter 2, Lemma 5.3]. O

Remark2.3. We conclude this Section commenting that univetsabounds for
minimizers of [I.8) yield universal control on thé'-norm of extrema. Indeed,
one simply verifies

/\/ |Oufdx < /<ADU,DU>dX
0 0

< Flo)- [ Rodxr [ [fud
< F(@+CM A A M @ @m0 [ lege)
< C.

Such a remark will often be used throughout the next Sections
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3. UNIVERSAL HOLDER ESTIMATES

In this present Section we shall prove that local minima t8)(are universally
Holder continuous. We recall thmagnum opusf elliptic regularity theory: the
De Giorgi-Nash—Moser Theorem. It asserts that a weak saltiti a divergence
form, uniformly elliptic equation

(3.2) div(A(x)Cu) =0

is locally a-Holder continuous, for a universal exponenk@ = a, A < 1 that
depends only upon dimension and ellipticity constants; B < A < . As we
shall see later in the program, minimizers to the functiofatio satisfy an elliptic
equation in the sense of distributions. However the RHS @fefjuation involves
a singular measure supported along the free boundary. Theiguler-Lagrange
equation related to# is of out of the scope of that classical regularity theory and
a new approach is required.

Herein we shall use the classical average notation

1
f ::]E{ fx— fax
Do =1 o "= B0 Jonce

When the center point is understood, we shall S|mply w(itg. Our approach
starts off by a standard gradient estimate for elliptic ¢igna in the divergence
form, which can be proven by pure energy considerationsfaei@stance [[1]7],
and we shall omit here.

Lemma 3.1. Let v be a solution of di\A(x)[v) = 0in a ball Bxr(xp) C R". Then,
for a constanO < a = a(A,A\) < 1and for any0 < r < R there holds

r \ —2+2a g
[ 1ov= (@ Pax< cn A (5) [ 10v9 — (ol
Br (%) Br(xo)

Owing to Lemma 31 it is standard to obtain the followikgeplacement energy
estimate, whose proof shall also be omitted.

Lemma 3.2. Let uc HY(Bg) and he H1(BR) be a solution of digACh) = Qin the
distributional sense in B xp). Then, there exist constabt o = a(A,A) < 1and
C=C(n,A,A) >0Osuch thatforanp <r <R

242
/|Du (Ouy Pax < c(% )” : / I0u(X) — (Ou)r|2dx
Br(Xo)

(3.2) +C / I0u(x) — Oh(x)[2dx

The final ingredient we need is a simple real analysis resulterning estimates
of non-decreasing functions. The proof is elementary aatl bk omitted.
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Lemma 3.3. Let ¢(s) be a non-negative and non-decreasing function. Suppose
that

(3.3) o <C[(5) +n]oR)+CR

for all r < R< Ry, with G, a, B positive constants and,Cu non-negative con-
stants,3 < a. Then, for anyo < 3, there exists a constampiy = o (C1,0,3,0)
such that ifu < o, then for all r < R < Ry we have

r\o o
(3.4) @(r)<Cs <§> »(R)+CR
where G =C3(Cy,0 — ) is a positive constant. In turn,
(3.5) @(r) <Car?,

where G = C4(C,,Cs, Ry, ¢, 0) is a positive constant.
We now state and prove the main regularity result from thiiSe.

Theorem 3.4 (Universal Holder regularity) Let u be a minimum of the problem
@), with f € L(Q),q > n/2. Then, ue CL (Q), forsomed < T =T1(A,A,q) < 1.
Furthermore, for anyQ’ € Q, there exists a constant K depending only@rand
the data of the problem such that

[ullcr @) < K.

Proof. Given a minimumu of the functional [(P), let us deno#e= A(x,u). Fix
a pointxy € Q andR > 0 such thaR < dist(xg, Q). Hereafter we denotBg =
Br(Xo). Leth be theA-harmonic function irBg that agrees witlu on the boundary,
i.e.,

(3.6) diAOh) =0 inBg, and h—uecH(BR).
One verifies the following integral identity

1 1
3.7) /BRE((ADU,DU> - (ADh,Dh))dx: /BRE(AD(u—h),D(u— h)) dx
and by ellipticity,
1 A ,
(3.8) /BRE(AD(u—h),D(u—h»dxz E/BR\Du— Oh[2dx
Invoking Lemma 3.2 we find
1000 - @ Pax < c(5)" " [ 10u6 - (Oujelax
(39) Br R Br
+ c/ I0u(X) — Dh(x)|2dx
Br

On the other hand, by minimality of we have,

L ((ADu, 0wy — (AT, ORydx < /(Fo(h)—Fo(u))dx
BRZ Br
(3.10) + /Bf(h—u)dx
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Clearly,
@1) [ (Folh)—Fo(w)dx< CA* A~ |- Brl.
R

If f€L9Q),q>n/2, applying Holder inequality, Poincaré inequality and Yosng
inequality respectively, we obtain

f(h—udx < ||f
[ fh—wax < e g

C/f HLq(BR)\BR\(l/z_l/qH/n)HD(h— W |lL2(gr)

h—u
)H \

L% (Br)

IN

l —
(3.12) < ZHD(h_u)HEZ(BR)+C/||”|Eq(BR)|BR|l+2(q n)/nq
Thus, combining[(3]9)[(3.10], (3.11) am_c_l_(E 12) we reach

2 n 24+2a 2
|Du u)l“dx < C(n,A /\ |Du (Ou)r|“dx
+ C(n,)\,A)C()\+, —7”)\”Lco )‘BR‘
+ C(n A N[ F Loy BRI A/
n 2+2a 2
< / I0u(x) — (Ou)r|%dx

+ CR“ 222-0/9 1 CR..

Finally, employing Lemma_3l3. together with classical MyriTheorem, we con-
clude the proof. O

4. BEULER-LAGRANGE EQUATION

In this section, we comment on the Euler-Lagrange equatisocated to the
functional .. As previously mentioned, such an equation carries out abféx
ance through one phase to another, which represents aaimgahsure along the
transmission boundary.

Initially, notice that it follows from Theorern 3.4 that thestive and negative
phases of a minimum are open sets. Thus, fixed a pgisay in the positive set of
a minimum, small perturbations around such a point do netléaat phase. Thus,
by classical arguments,

div(A Ou)=f,, in{u>0}.

The same reasoning can be employed within the interior afdgative phase, and
we state the conclusion in the following Proposition.

Proposition 4.1. Let u be a minimum of proble@®). Then u satisfies
(4.1) div(A,Ou)=f, in Q\{u<0},
4.2) div(A_Ou)=f_ in Q\{u>0},

in the distributional sense.
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Let us now look at the equation satisfied through the freestregsion boundary
of the minimization probleni{P)
4.3) M(u):=(@{u>0tud{u<0})NQ.
Given a pointxg € I (u), a small ballB centered axo, a vector fieldd € C}(B,R")
and a numbee ~ 0, we define the numbers; and®; by

oF = / ((A.Du,0U) — 22 % (x))v, D)d.2" L,
Bn{u=¢}

wherev denotes the outward normal vectorBm {u = ¢}.

Proposition 4.2. Let % be a free boundary point and assume negme have
L"({u=0}) = 0. Then for any® € C}(B,R"), there holds

lim &}
a0 &

wheredbgfl and®,, are defined above.

—lim®_ =0
£,/0 2 ’

The proof of Proposition_412 follows by Hadamard’s type ofthoels, see for
instance [[22] 19, 18, 14], see also|[11] for further domainati@n results. We
have chosen to omit the details here. It is important to edii@t, in particular,
if A, andA_ are (separately) Holder continuous and the free boundaayCis”
surface, then the flux balance

(4.4) (A, Ou,0u’) — (A_Ou,0u") =2(AT(X) — A~ (X)),
holds in the classical sense alongy).

5. GEOMETRIC NONDEGENERACY

In this current Section we show that a local minimum of thergyndunctional
(1.8) do growat leastlinearly away from the free boundary. An important tool we
shall use here is the non-homogeneous Moser Harnack irgguaiich we state
here for completeness.

Theorem 5.1(Moser’s Harnack inequality)Let Q be a domain inR" and a; €
L*(Q) such that

AEP <aj&& <NE* forallxcQ, andallé € R"

whereA A are positive constants. LetaiH!(Q) be a non-negative weak solution
of

(5.1) div(gj0u) =f, inQ,

with f € L9(Q) for some g> n/2. Then, for any B(xp) C Q we have
5.2 maxu<C| min u+r@ "o f ,
(5.2) e (Br/Z(XO) I f1lLa(er (x0))

where C=C(n,A, A, Q).
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Hereafter, let us denote
Ftu):=d{u>0}nQ.

Our next Theorem shows that if the source tefm$elongs td_" with q > n, then
u grows linearly inside(u > 0} out fromF* (u).

Theorem 5.2. Let u be a local minimum of the probleff) with f € L9(Q), q >
n. GivenQ' € Q, there exists a constang ¢- 0 depending only on dimension,
ellipticity, Q" and the data of the problem, such that

(5.3) U(Xo) > co - dist(xg, F " (u)),
for any point x € {u> 0} NQ'.

Proof. It suffices to show such an estimate for poirgsc {u > 0} N Q' that are
close enough to the free boundary, i.e., satisfying

0 < dist(xo, F ") < &,
whered depends on dimension, ellipticit®)’ and the data of the problem. For
that, let us denote by := dist(xo, F*) and define the scaled function
1
V(X) = au(xo +dx).

The goal is to show that(0) > c wherec > 0 is universal. Applying classical
change of variables, we see thas a local minimum of

1
64 F© - [{FA00800 A X0 +IL0E fox
B
for y = xg+ dx. By constructiony > 0 in B; and by minimality ofv we have
div(AL(x)0v) = f{ in By,
whereA: (x) = A, (X +dx) and f = df, (xo+dx). Harnack inequality displayed
in (5.1) yields
(5.5) v(x) < C{v(0) +d Y o) }-
Now choose a non-negative, smooth radially symmetric offufiinction ( satis-
fying
LIJEO in Bl/87 0< l.,US 1 e LIIE]. in Bl\Bl/Z
and consider the test functignin B, given by
g(x) i min{v,C {V(O) + dlin/q” f+”|—q(Q)} U] in Bl/2
% in B1\By»

We immediately see that

By/2 DM :={y € By :C{V(0)+d|fyLaq)} - ¢X) <V(Y)} D Bys.
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From minimality ofv, we estimate

o= [ Alo+ 01— X(g-o) + 0 Fi 0+ V) —gholdx

< /n (A" Og, Og) — (A% Ov, Ov) )dx
< A (0gPax

A {c{v(O) +d-"/ f+H|_q(Q)} : HDL.U”LZ(Q)} i

IN

2
Cv(0)?+C(d . o))

IN

(5.6)

We now aim towards a lower bound for the LHS[of (5.6). For thatuse the strict
positiveness oA, namely the fact thax > ¢, > 0. Initially we estimate

(5.7) /I_I}\M (Xo+dx)(1—X{g>0})dX=/n)\+)\ (X0 +dX)X(g—0ydX> A;.Cy [By/g|-
Now, applying once more Hoélder inequality and the fact fiiat B, , we find
0<v—g<Vv<C{V0)+d™"|f || q} in M.
Thus, we can estimate
% = _/nd fi (%o + dx)[v(x) — g(x)]dx
d||v— 9| a@vm I+ (X + dX)[[Lam)
< d[IC{v(0) +d[I T [[Lage) } lLaren I T+ (X0 +dX) Loy
(5.8) ¢ {v(0) + A"y liacay } I+ o
Combining [(5.6),[(5]7) and (5.8) we find

(5.9)  CV(0)>+Cd""N(0) > A;cy By g —CRDf |Zyq
Thus, if 0<d < 8(n,Ay,A(X),A, || f1||Lae)) < 1 we obtain.

v(0) > c(n, A4, A (X), A, || T4 [|La@) > 0,
as desired. The proof of the Theorem is concluded. d

IN

IN

In the sequel, we iterate linear growth established in Téed5.2 as we obtain
a stronger non-degeneracy property for minima@ohear the free boundary.

Theorem 5.3. Let u be a local minimum of the problegf#), with f € L9(Q), g > n.
GivenQ' € Q, there exist a constante 0 depending only on dimension, ellipticity,
Q' and the data of the problem, such that

suput > ¢,
Br(xo)

forxg € {u>0}NQ any0 < r < dist(dQ’,0Q).



FREE TRANSMISSION PROBLEMS 17

Proof. By continuity, Theoren 314, it suffices to show the thesishef Theorem
within the positive phase

Qi :={u>0}nQ".

Initially, we start off by showing the existence of a numBgr- 0 depending only
on dimension, ellipticity,Q’ and the data of the problem, such thaki€ {u >
0} N Q/, then there holds

(5.10) sup > (14 do)u(x)
Bu(x)

whered(x) := dist(x, F ). In order to verify [5.ID) we assume, for the purpose of
contradiction, that no suchd exist. If so, it would be possible to find sequences

dj=0(1) and xje{u>0nQ’
satisfying

(5.11) supu < (14 65)u(x;)
ij (XJ)

for dj := dist(x;,F ") = 0(1) asj — «. Define the normalized sequence of func-
tionsp;: By — R given by

pi(@) = 7u(xd(;c;j )

Clearly p;(0) = 1 and from[(5.1]1), we have

(5.12) 0<pj<1+9; in B
Notice thatp; satisfies

o
5.13 divMA"Opj) = ——f.(xj +d
(5.13) MA"Dpj) u(x;) +(Xj +dj2),

in the distributional sense iB; where A*(z) = A, (X; +d;z). Thus taking into
account the linear growth established in Theokem 5.2, waiobt

(5.14) |div(A*Opj)| <Cd;f.(xj+djz) in Bx.

By elliptic regularity estimates, we deduce the sequeigé is equicontinuous in
B1. Thus, up to a subsequenog— p locally uniformly inB;. Again, by Harnack
inequality, for anyx such thatx| <r < 1, there holds

(5.15) 0< [1+ ]~ pj(X) < Cr ([1+ 8]~ ;(0) — o " fllia(ey ) =G -0(L).

Letting j — oo in the above estimate, we conclude the limiting blow-up fiamcp
is identically 1 inB;. On the other hand, lgt € F* such thatdj = [x; —y;|. Up
to a subsequence, there would hold

1o =py (X5) =0,
J




18 MARCELO D. AMARAL AND EDUARDO V. TEIXEIRA

which clearly gives a contradiction fgr> 1. We have shown the estimakte (8.10)
does hold true. The conclusion of the proof of Theotenh 5.3 fudlews by Caf-
farelli's polygonal type of argument. That is, we constragolygonal along which
ugrows linearly. Starting frorp and finding a sequence of poirts, }, such that:

(1) u(*q) > (14 &) "u(xo)
(2) [Xn —Xn—1| = dist(xn—1,F ")
(3) u(Xn) —U(Xn—1) > C|Xn — Xn—1|- In particular,|u(x,) — u(Xo)| > C|Xn — Xo|-
Sinceu(xn) — o asn — o, there exist a lasty, in the ballB;(xp). Then, for
such a point, we have:

Xnp —Xo| > C-T.
Thus,
SUP U > U(Xny) > U(X0) + ClXn, — Xo| > C- T,
Br(xo)
and the proof is concluded. O

6. REGULARITY IN CONTINUOUS MEDIA

In this Section we consider the case whare= A_ = A(X) is merely a contin-
uous function. As warned in the Introduction, under merdioaity assumption
on the media, even solutions to the homogeneous equati¢A(d)Ju) = 0 may
fail to have bounded gradients. In view of such an obstractour ultimate goal
in this Section is to show that minima & are locallyC%'", which is an optimal
asymptotic estimate provided the media is just continuous.

Our strategy to prove such an estimate is to interpret the€Aftarelli-Friedman
theory developed ir_[2] as thangentialfree boundary problem for small coeffi-
cient perturbations and sources, see [7] and alsbl[24, 272&510] for further
applications of geometric tangential methods. We shalildish the following
more general result:

Theorem 6.1. Assume f € L"(Q). Given ana € (0,1), there exists arg > 0
depending oror and the data of the problem such thatl|A(x) — Ao||L2(q) < &,
where A is a constant matrix, then minimizers of the functiodl are locally
CY. Furthermore, for anyQ’ € Q, there exists a constant C depending®@h a

and the data of the problem, such that
[ullca oy <C.

The proof of Theorerh 611 will be delivered is the sequel. Hlkhe divided
in three main steps. Initially we establish a powerful apprating Lemma that
says that if the coefficients do not oscillate much and thecgofunction has small
norm, then the graph of a minimum &, is close to a graph of a Lipschitz func-
tion, with uniformly bounded norm. Next we show a discre®” estimate at
free boundary points which ultimately will lead to the aintredularity along the
free boundary. The final step is to prove, vie geometric aimstions, thaC®!"
smoothness holds near the free boundary — not only at fremdaoy points.
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Lemma 6.2. For eache > 0 given, there exists & > 0 and a universal constant
Co > Osuch that if u is a minimum of in B; where

(6.1) A= 1d |2y + [ FlLney) + [ - [lLny) < O,
and the origin is a free boundary point, then we can find a Lifigdunction h in
Bl/2- with ”h”Lip(Bl/z) < Co, h(O) =0and

(6.2) Ju— oo, < £

B1/2)

Proof. Let us suppose, for the purpose of contradiction, that tlsishof the
Lemma fails. If so, there would exist a positive numiagr> 0 and sequences
uk, X, X, andAy, whereu® is a minimum of the corresponding functiond,,
with

6.3) A= Id]lz@y + 1Tl + 114l = 0(1) as k—0;

however, for any Lipschitz functioh, satisfying||h||Lip(B1/2) < Co andh(0) =0
for a constanCy to be fixeda posteriori we verify

(6.4) ”U— h”L‘”(Bl/z) > &p.

From Theoremh 2]2, Remark 2.3 and Theotem 3.4, we obtain aromifontrol
on

K K K
Ju HHl(W/Z) +[lu ||L°°(W/2) +[u ]c(wo(m) < Ko.

Thus, up to a subsequene,converges locally uniformly and weakly h‘hl(m)

to some functioru*. In the sequel, we show that the limiting function is a mini-
mum to the Alt-Caffarelli-Friedman functiona#q ,, o, studied in[[2]. For that we
compute

liminf / {1002+ A+ F¥UF dxct / {IOUZ, + A+ fKU<} dx
k—o0

Bl/zﬂ{uk>0} Bl/zﬂ{UKSO}
= liminf / (O 4+ AL+ U dxr / (|OUK2+ A + FKuF) dx
—500
Bl/zm{uk>0} Bl/zﬂ{UKSO}
+ liminf / (AKX 1d)OU, Ok dxt / (A 1d)Ou, Ok dx
—500
Bl/zm{uk>0} Bl/zﬁ{UKSO}
> / {|0U 2+ A, Ydx+ / {(|OU 2+ A_}dx
Bl/zﬂ{u*>0} Bl/zﬂ{U*SO}
= /[|Du*|2+)\2(u*)]dx

B2

whereA? is like in [2]. Thus, indeedu* is a minimum of the functional studied
in [2] and by the uniform convergence of we getu*(0) = 0. As a consequence
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of monotonicity formulay* is locally Lipschitz continuous, and for a dimensional
constanC,, there holds

U ILip (Bry2) < Ca- U7 Iz, -
Clearly, from the convergence above,
k
U lLz(e,5) < 20U 2,5 < Ca,

whereC; depends only of data of the problem. 8gt=C,-C;. If we takeh = u*
andk > 1, we reach a contradiction in (6.4) and the Lemma is proven. [

In the sequel we show a discrete version of the aimed Holdetagty estimate.

Lemma 6.3. Given0 < a < 1, there exisD < & < 1and0 < p < 1/2 depending
only upona and the data of the problem, such that if u is a minimun¥afwith

[A=Id]lL2By) < G0 || F+ [|Lney): | - llLney) < do. Then

(6.5) sup[u(X)| < p*.
XeB
P
Proof. Let us first argue for the cage= 1. Fore to be chosen, lét be the Lipschitz
function granted by Lemnia 8.2 that is within adlistance tai in theL* topology.
Definec; := h(0). We can estimate

(6.6)  suplu(x)— cif < supu(x) —h(x)| + sup|h(x) — h(0)| < & +Cop.

xeBp xeBp xeBp

Now we select

1

1 1
(6.7) pi=(2C0) T, &= p

and aimed estimate fdr= 1 is proven. We now procedure by induction. Suppose
we have verified[(6]5) foj = 1,2,--- ,k; we must show the estimate is valid for
j = k+ 1. To this end, define

k
~o L u(px
One verifies thati is a minimizer of
~ l - -
Fiaat = [ {FOvE A0+ ) ax
(6.9) B1N{v>0}
. L ) )
b [ {3 R v ox
B;N{v<0}

overH}(B;), where

(6.10) A(X) 1= A(p*x), A (X) 1= pZIT-M, (x) and fi(x) := pK@ D . (x).
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In fact, by change of variables we can see that

(6.11)
. N p(1-a) 1 ,
T, 5. (0) = T( / §|Du(x)|A+)\+(x)+ f+u} dx
Bpkm{v>0}
v {%|Du(x)|,§+)\(x)+ fu} dx).
Bpkﬂ{vgo}

And the assertion follows by minimality af. Notice thatu'is a minimizer inB,
with respect to the elliptic matrice®(x) := A(p*x), where

IA=1d]| =@, < |A- Id”L‘”(Bpk) <e.
and
IFeliney = P42 [ 10 Mdx= ) £ s ) < &
1
Therefore, applying the cake= 1 already proved, we obtain

sup|d(x)| < p“.
xeBp

Equivalently,

sup |u(x)| < plk+.

Xe Bpk+1

d

The proof of Theorerh 611 at free boundary points now follolmsleed fixx in
Bo, Wherep is the universal number declaredfin (6.7). Choogesuch a way that

pk+1 < |X| < Pk-

Using [6.5), we conclude
ue)| < (™) - X,
as desired. O

At this stage we have obtainél&;i regularity at points along the free boundary.
SinceA is continuous,f lies inL", from the Euler-Lagrange equation satisfied in
each phase, Propositibn 4.1, we also have 16 regularity estimates away
from the free boundary — see for instancel [23, Theorem 4.@vav¥er such a local
Holder estimate, in principle, deteriorates as one apemthe free boundary. In
fact, if xp is a generic point in the set of positivity of say, andl := dist(xp,d{u >
0}), then Shauder type estimate gives

Cn AN [ f4 I, @)
(6.12) ullcoa By 00)) < 40 Ul B30 -

In the sequel, we will show a universal geometric argumesit dklercome such
a difficulty, even though no smoothness information on tkee fsoundary is prior
known.
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The argument starts by applying Harnack inequality[on {6.42 to refined the
Shauder Holder estimatie (6112) to

C
(6.13) Ul coa gy a00)) < ga {U(Xo) +d||f HL"(Bzd/s(XO))} :
Now, letyg be a free boundary point that realizes the distance, i.e.,
d := dist(xp,d{u > 0}) = |0 — Yo| < dist(xg, Q).

FIGURE 5. C%9 regularity near the free boundary.

Since we have already established a universal control oortHélder norm of
ualongd{u > 0}, we can assure the existence of a congtant 0 such that

sup |u] < Cp(2d)“.

B2d(Yo)
In particular, as € Ba4(Yo), we have
(6.14) u(%) < (2°Cy) - d“.

Combining [6.1#) and_ (6.13) we obtain
[Ullcoa (B 500)) < C1(27Co +diam(Q)* | f (g )

and the locaC%!" regularity ofuin Q, thesis of Theoref 6.1, is finally concluded.
O

As previously anticipated, Theordm b.1 implies that mimmaf .%,, with A
continuous is localyc%?! .

Corollary 6.4. If A € C°(Q) then minimizers of the proble®) where A (x) =
A (x)=A() and f,,f_ e L"(Q)are Gt (Q).

Proof. Let Q' € Q, setd := dist(Q,Q’) andQ” := {x € Q | dist(x,Q’) < d/2}.
SinceA € C°(Q), it is uniformly continuous iMQ”. Now, given 0< a < 1, we
choose the correspondimg> 0 from Theoren 61 and take<0d < d/2 such that

|A(X) —A(y)| < € whenevex,y € Q” and|x—y| < &. Fix your favoritexg € Q” and
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declareA =: A(xo). Thus||A(X) — Al|L=(g,(x,)) < € and by Theoreni (6l1), properly
scaled, gives that € C%(Bs(xo)). O

7. SMALL JUMPS AND ASYMPTOTIC LIPSCHITZ ESTIMATES

In this final Section, we present an asymptotic regularityreste that states that
given anya € (0,1) a minimum of the free transmission problem is of cI@%ﬁ’
provided the heterogeneous mediaandA_ are sufficiently close in the? norm.
In such a perspective, one can see Corollary 6.4, as theyarticase when the
media have null distance. The strategy of showing such # gses along the lines
of the previous section; however at each step of the itergtigcess, approximating
functions shall be a minimum of a problem contemplated byollamy[6.4.

Thus, within this Section, we work under the set-up whereandA _ are (sepa-
rately) continuous and we fix a given modulus of continuity4q andA_, namely

(7.1) AL () —As(Y)] < w(|x=Y])-

As previously highlighted, even i\, and A_ are (different) constant matrices,
one cannot establish monotonicity formula for the homogese#a, a oo func-
tional and Lipschitz estimates may fail. Notwithstanding;, are able to obtain the
following asymptotic sharp regularity estimate.

Theorem 7.1(Improved Hélder regularity)Under condition(Z.), given anya €
(0,1) and Q' € Q, there exists ar > 0, depending only upon i, A, w, Q, Q'
anda, such that if

(7.2) [Ar = A2y <€
then ue C2%(Q)).

loc

Proof. Since our estimates are of local character, after propéiatsn and scal-
ing, we may assume, with no loss of generality, dat B; and the origin is a free
boundary point.

We will initially prove that fixed ad > 0, ana € (0,1) andaO<7< 1—a,
there existe, Co > 0, that depend only upon, A, A, w, T andd, and a function
h € C¥*T(By/,) such that ifu H&O(Bl/z) is a minimizer of.#a, a_ in By, with
respect to some Dirichlet datuung, with L2 norm under control, then

implies that
(74) HU— hHL‘”(Bz/s) < o and HhHCGJrT(Bl/4) < CQ

We verify the above claim by compactness methods. We suppgeseching
a contradiction, that such a fact does not hold. This implesexistence of a
sequence of \, 0 and the existence of families of elliptic matrica$ and A®
subjected to the assumptions above, and correspondingnin@riu® to .%a, a ,
that are within an honest distance from universally bour@f&tf functions. Since
the family A% is bounded by ellipticity and equicontinuous by virtue [ofll)7 we

may assume, up to subsequence, Afatonverges irLj.(B1) to someb\o+ andA®
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converges irLj3.(By) to A2. By the closeness condition (7.3), we dedude=
A =: A",
From Theorem 3]4 and Remark.3, we know that

W ey, and  [[UF]|coa g5

are bounded uniformly ig. Up to a subsequencé converges to a functioo* in
L*(By/2) and weakly irH(B, ). A contradiction will be obtained once we verify
that u* is a minimum of a functionalZa-, for which Corollary( 6.4 grants local
CO%9+T yniversal estimates. From the uniform convergeres+ A* andué — u*

in L*(By/2) and weak convergenaé — u* in Hl(Bl/z) we compute

Iim\/i‘gf /{\Du‘]ii+)\++f+u£}dx+/ (|03 +A_+ f_uf}dx
T 2

Bl/zﬂ{u£>0} Bl/zﬂ{u€<0}
~ liminf /{|Du5|}§*+)\++f+u5}dx+/ (|06 +A_ + f_uf}dx
&
Bl/zﬂ{u£>0} Bl/zﬂ{u5<0}

+/ (A5 — A%)OUE, OUF) dx + / ((AE — A%)OUE, OUF) dx

Bl/zﬂ{u€>0} Bl/zﬂ{u£<0}
> / (00 R+ Ay + foutdx + / (|00 .+ A+ f_ut}dx
Bl/zm{u*>0} Bl/zm{u*<0}

This shows that
liminf .Zae (U8) > Za-(UY).
£\0 Fpe (U7) = Fpe (U7)

Moreover, for any € H&O(Bl) we have

FpV) = / IOV, + A, + fovhdx + / (JOV2. +A_ + f_v}dx
Bl/zﬂ{v>0} Bl/zﬂ{v<0}
- /{]Dv]ii+)\++f+v}dx+ / (Ov2 + A+ f_v}dx
Bl/zﬂ{v>0} Bl/zﬂ{v<0}

+ / ((A"—A%)DOv, Ov)dx + / (A= AZ)Dv, Dv)dx
Bl/zﬂ{v>0} Bl/zﬂ{v<0}
= Fa(V)+0(1),
ase \ 0. By the minimality ofu?, for anyv H&O(Bl/z) there holds
Fpx (V) = lim Fpe > liminf Zae (UE) > Fa (UY).
Fn (V) EITOJAi(V) > 'T\/I‘Q Fpe (UF) > Fpe(UF)
Accordingly, u* is a minimizer of the functional[({1].8) with, = A_ = A*. From
Corollary[6.3, the limiting function* lies inCe*7(By4) and|[U*{|ca+r (g, ,) < Co,

for some universdly > 0. Thus, takindh:= u* ande is small enough, drives us to
a contradiction on our starting assumption.
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In the sequel, we claim that there exigts (0,1/4) such that
(7.5) sup|u(x)| < p?,

XeB
P

for anyk > 1. The proof is by induction. To verify the cake= 1, we employ

triangular inequality and the existence of universal agjpnating C?** functions.

That is, we estimate
sup|u(x)| < sup|u(x) — h(x)| + sup|h(x) — h(0)| < &+Cop®*T < p?,

XeBp XeBp XeBp
if we choosep small enough such that
1
(zco)l/r

andd = %p“. Verified (7.5) fork > 1 we now prove k+ 1)th step. For that, we
consider the scaled function

p<

V(X) 1= iu(px).

pa
As before,vis a minimum of the fucntional
= ' 1 ~ -
Fran® = [ {000+ R+ fov] ox
(7 6) B1n{v>0}
’ ' 1 - ~
+ / {§|Dv(x)|§ +A_(X)+ fv} dx,
B1n{v<0}

overH}(B;), where

(7.7) AL(X) 1= AL(p"X), AL (X) 1= pZI DA, (x) and f. (x) := pKZ D £, ().

Thus we can apply the induction step- 1 tov and conclude the induction process.
We have proveit®? regularity ofu along the free boundary. To obtain locally

CO1 regularity, we use the same geometric argument employdteard of the

proof of Theoren 6J1. O
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