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FULL AND PARTIAL REGULARITY FOR A CLASS OF NONLINEAR FREE
BOUNDARY PROBLEMS

ARAM L. KARAKHANYAN

ABSTRACT. In this paper we classify the nonnegative global minimizers of the functional
Te(w) = [ PV +Xxpumon,
Q

where F' satisfies some structural conditions and xp is the characteristic function of a set D C R".
We compute the second variation of the energy and study the properties of the stability operator.
The free boundary d{u > 0} can be seen as a rectifiable n — 1 varifold. If the free boundary
is a Lipschitz multigraph then we show that the first variation of this varifold is bounded and
use Allard’s monotonicity formula to prove the existence of tangent cones modulo a set of small
Hausdorff dimension. In particular we prove that if n = 3 and the ellipticity constants of the
quasilinear elliptic operator generated by F' are close to 1 then the conical free boundary must be
flat.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we consider the regularity of the global minimizers of the functional

(1.1) Te(w) = [ F(VaP) + %x(us) - min
Q
over the class of admissible functions
uwe A= {ueWhF(Q),u—u e W (Q)}

with F' € C%1[0, o0) satisfying the structural conditions
/ " CO
(1.2) co < F'(t)<Cyp, O0<F'(t) < —,
1+t
for some positive constants cg, Cy. Here @ C R” is a domain, A > 0 given constant, W% the

Orlicz-Sobolev space generated by F, and ug € W1#(Q) given Dirichlet datum.

If the free boundary d{u > 0} is smooth then Vu satisfies the following implicit Bernoulli type
condition

(1.3) F(Vu) + A2 = Ve f(Vu)Vu =0, (&) = F(IEP).

One can deduce that |Vu| = A* on the free boundary, where \* is determined from the implicit
relation

A2 = 2F(|Vul?)|Vul? — F(]Vul?).
Throughout this paper we assume A\? = 2F’(1) — F(1) so that |[Vu| = 1 on d{u > 0}, see Remark
4.2.
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Main Theorem. Let u > 0 be a global minimizer of (1.1) with F satisfying (1.2).
(a) If n =3 and 0{u > 0} is a cone and

(1.4) sup F"(|Vul?) < gF'(l)

then u(x) = max(x1,0) in some coordinate system.
(b) Suppose that the rectifiable n — 1 varifold V- = (I',0) associated with I' = 0{u > 0} has
bounded first variation. If for some o € (0,1) and £ € T

(1.5) / H| < C(€,a)™ 2+, r e (0,R), Br(¢) C U C R",
By (€)

n = 3 and (1.4) holds then T is regular at {&. Moreover, the singular set has Hausdorff
dimension < 1.

The proof follows from the combination of Theorems 6.1 and 6.3 proved below. When F(t) =
t7,2 < p < 5 then our argument shows that (1.4) is satisfied and the homogeneous free boundaries
must be flat in R3. One of the open questions in the free boundary regularity theory asks whether
the global minimizers of the Alt-Caffarelli functional [AC81] are flat in R™,n < 7. Affirmative
answer is given for n = 2 [AC81], n = 3 [CJKO04], n = 4 [JS15]. For n = 7 an analogue of the
Simons cone shows that non-flat global minimizers exist for n > 7 [DSJ09]. Our main results
contributes in this direction for nonlinear F'.

The paper is organized as follows: In section 2 we characterize the flat free boundary points via
the variational mean curvature. The free boundary is smooth at the flat points, see Theorem 6.1
[ACF84]. Our argument shows that if the free boundary contains a smooth portion of minimal
surface then it should be a plane.

In section 3 we recall some well-known facts about varifolds. The main tool we need to prove our
main theorem is the Allard monotonicity formula. For this we need to consider the first variation
of the varifold constructed from I', and show that the first variation is finite for Lipschitz multi-
graphs with nonnegative mean curvature using the weak convergence of mean curvature measure
[DTW12]. To every varifold with bounded first variation one can assign a Radon measure which in
the case of smooth varifold agrees with the mean curvature vector, which is the trace of the second
fundamental form. If the relative density of this measure decays sufficiently fast at some point &
then it implies existence of tangent cones. For the classical case [AC81] the existence of tangent
cones follows from the monotonicity formula of Weiss [Wei98] which is a version of linearized radially
symmetric entropy for minimal surfaces in R”.

Section 4 contains the main technical tool to be used in the proof of Main Theorem, the stability
inequality (4.1). We follow the argument of [CJKO04] closely. Our main task is to obtain the
expansion for the gradient term for perturbed function in the functional which in the classical case
¢ easily follows from divergence formula thanks to the fact that the Laplace operator is self-adjoint.
We also discuss the related stability operator and provide some explicit computations in section 5

In section 6 we prove our main theorem by combining the results we obtained in previous sections.

Lastly, we prove a global result for smooth minimizers in R? at the end of this section.

Finally, in Section 7 we construct a weak solution to the free boundary problem such that its
free boundary is a double cone. For simplicity we consider the case F(t) = t*/2. We prove that this
solution is not a minimizer.
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Notation. We fix some notation be used throughout of paper: Let u be a minimizer of (1.1) then
QF = Q% (u) = {u> 0}, Qf(u) = QT (u) N B, where By is the open ball centered at the origin.
The free boundary is denoted by I' = 9{u > 0}, and 7 is the s-dimensional Hausdorff measure.
V = u(I,0) is the varifold associated with I" and we usually consider the portion of I' in some
bounded subdomain U C R™ where 0 e I' N U.

2. VARIATIONAL MEAN CURVATURE

In this section we characterize the flat free boundary points in terms of small density of variational
mean curvature of d{u > 0}. For every set E of locally finite perimeter we can find an integrable
function H which is the variational mean curvature of E [BGMO03].

Lemma 2.1. Let uy be a global minimizer of (1.1) then the free boundary Opeq{uo > 0} is a
generalized surface of non-positive outward mean curvature, i.e. if S C Opg{ug > 0} and S’ C

{up > 0} such that S = 9S’ then
(2.1) H"HS) < NS,

Proof. Recall that Oreq{ug > 0} is relatively open subset of 0{ug > 0}. Moreover, Oreqa{ug > 0} is
smooth [ACF84]. Consequently in the domain D bounded by S and S’ we have

0:/ Eu():/ div(2F"(|Vuo|?) Vo).
D D

After applying the divergence theorem we get that
NF(O ) S) = [ VuolF (Vo) = [ F(9u0l) 0,0,
S S’

By Theorem 4.1 [ACF84] we have that |[Vug| < A* in R", thus we conclude from the last identity
and (1.2) that

A(S) < HS).
Suppose that xg € S and choose the coordinate system near x(y so that z,, points in the direction
of the outer normal to {uy > 0} and 2’ = (z1,...,2,-1). Let S be the graph z,, = f(2/) near x,
where f is some smooth function over B !(z¢) = {2/ € R*™! : |2/ — x}| < r} for some small
r > 0. Then (2.1) can be rewritten in the following equivalent form

/Bnl( )v1+\vx/f\2s/BM( )\/1+|sz(1‘—6¢)!2
r o r o

for every 0 < ¢ € C$°(B* (z0)) and & > 0 small. This implies that

Vx'f
— T Ve >0.
/Bf‘l(zo) V14|V fI?

Therefore div, <v“”'f> > 0 and the mean curvature of .S is nonnegative. O

\/ 1+|Vw/f‘2

For every set of finite perimeter £ C R™ it is possible to find an integrable function H, called
the variational mean curvature, such that £ minimizes the functional

(2.2) F(FU) = /U Dxr| + /U ) (@) H (z)dz.

More precisely we have
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Definition 2.2. A set E is said to have variational mean curvature H in U if

(Z) fV|DXE|<OO7VV@U;
(i) F(E,U) < F(F,U)VYV €U, YF C U such that (E\ F)U(F\E)€eV.

If E is a set of finite perimeter then we can construct H as follows: take a measurable function
h >0 such that [, h < oo and [ h=0iff |[F|=0. For 0 >0 and F' C E, consider the functional

B, (F) :/ |DXF]+J/ h.
R" E\F

Then for the minimizing sets we have £, C E,, if 0 < o < p, and U, E; = E. By defining
H(x) = —inf{oh(x),x € E;,0 >0}, Vxe€FE

we obtain the desired variational mean curvature function H defined on E. Arguing as above we
can define H on R™ \ E analogously.

Remark 2.3. The variational mean curvature is not unique. As the construction above shows
it depends on the choice of the weight function h. An interesting choice is h(x) = dist(z,0F)
[ATW93).

Then for given o we have E, with 0E, = Yyeq + Xs such that ¥,qq is C?? surface and if we
denote M, = OE, then H,(x) = oh(x)v(x) on regular part and

| dinx=-o [ nax-n

Moreover, as o — oo we have weak converges of measures provided that OF is a CY® graph with
nonnegative mean curvature [BGMO3].

Next we want to characterize the flat points of 9{u > 0} via H. Recall that zo € 9{u > 0} is
said to be ¢ flat in B, (zo) if

(2.3) iII}f{h :0{u >0} N By(z9) C S(h;xo,v) N By(xo)} < er,
where
(2.4) S(h;zo,v) ={z€eR": —h < (z —x¢) - v < h}

is the slab of height 2h in unit direction v. An equivalent form of (2.3) is
HD (8{u > 0} N By(xp), H) < er for some n — 1 dimensional plane II passing through xy,

where

HD(A, B) := max {sup dist(a, B), sup dist(b, A)}
acA beB
is the Hausdorff distance of two sets A, B.

Theorem 2.4. Let u be a global minimizer of (1.1). Then for every e there are § > 0,79 > 0 such
that if = fBr(zo) |H| < 3,7 < 1o then B, o(zo) N O{ug > 0} is € flat.

Proof. Suppose there exists g > 0 and sequences {95 }7° 1,0k — 0, {ri}22 1,76 — 0, {xr )3, 2k €
0{u > 0} such that

1

(2.5) 1 / H| < 6
Tk BT;C(IO)
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but
(2.6) HD(O{u > 0} N By, (x),II) > eorg, ¥V n—1 dimensional plane IT passing through xy.

Let Ej be the free boundary of ug(y) = u(zk + rry)/rr and set Hy(y) = riH(xg + r1y). Then
we have

/Bl x| +/Bl Hol)ve, < /B Dxr| +/Bl Huw)xr (Ex\F)U(F\E) € V.

Observe that 0 € Ej, and f B, |Hj| < 0. Moreover, there is a subsequence k; — oo such that Ug; —
ug uniformly in Cp, Vug, — Vug weakly star in Lj5, and, moreover, by (3.11) [ACF84] Ey, =
O{uy,; > 0} converge to Ey = 0{ug > 0} in Hausdorff distance. Using a customary compactness
argument for BV functions (e.g. Theorem 6.3 [Sim83]) we can extract a subsequence, still labelled
E},; such that XEy;, = XEo in BV (By). It is easy to see that (Ep \ F') U (F'\ Ey) € V thanks to the

convergence of Ey. to Eop in Hausdorff distance. Consequently

/ Dxry| < / IDxr| (Eo\F)U(F\Ep) €V,
B B

Therefore 0{up > 0} is a generalised minimal surface. Note that (2.6) translates to

(2.7) HD(0{up > 0} N B1(0),II) > g9, V n — 1 dimensional plane II passing through 0.

If ug is the limit as above then d{uo > 0} contains a smooth piece S of a minimal surface, because
Ored{uo > 0} is relatively open in 0{ug > 0}, see Theorem 6.2 [ACF84] . Let e be the unit outer
normal at some yg € S such that yo € req{uo > 0}. Introduce w(z) = 1+ deug, then differentiating
Lug = 01in e direction we get that div(a;; Vw) = 0, where a;; = F'(|Vug|?)d;;+2F" (|Vuo |*diupd;uo)
is a uniformly elliptic matrix thanks to assumptions (1.2). Since ug is smooth near yg € S we see
that a;;w;; + bjw; = 0 where b; = Zj 0;a;j. From Hopf’s lemma d.w(yp) # 0. Choose the
coordinate system at 1o such that e is pointing in x,, direction. From |Vug|? = 1 near yo on S we
infer that u,u;, = 0 for every ¢ = 1,...,n — 1. In this coordinate system the mean curvature of
S at yg is Z?:_ll Oiiug = 0. This in conjunction with the equation a;ju;; = 0 yields that wee(yo) =
Unn(y0) = 0. However, 9,w = up, = 0 at yo and this is in contradiction with Hopf’s lemma. Thus
uy = xn + g(a'), 2" = (x1,...,2p—1) in {ug > 0} for some function g. The free boundary condition
implies that |Vg| = 0 on Opq{up > 0}. Since g is continuous it follows that g is constant on
0{up > 0}. Evidently g solves the equation Lg = F'(1+ |Vg|*)Ag + 2F"(1 + |Vg|*)VgD?*gVg =0
in {up > 0}. Thus without loss of generality we can assume that g = |Vg| = 0 on d{up > 0} and
Lg =0 in {ug > 0}. Suppose that there is zg € Oreqa{uo > 0} such that ¢ > 0 (or g < 0) near z.
Then Hopf’s lemma implies that g vanishes identically. Consequently g = 0 and ug = ;7. But this
is in contradiction with (2.7). O

Remark 2.5. Let H € LP be the variational mean curvature in the sense of Definition 2.2. If
p = n then the boundary of E is C* « € (0,1) away from a set of dimension n — 7. If p > n then
OFE is almost minimal. If 1 < p < n we cannot expect any regularity [BGMO3].

3. MEAN CURVATURE MEASURE

In this section we introduce some basic facts about varifolds and show that under some conditions
the free boundary I' equipped with #" ! as weight measure becomes a rectifiable n — 1 varifold.
We also introduce Allard’s monotonicity formula [All72] in order to show the existence of tangent
cones.
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3.1. First variation of varifold. Recall that by Theorem 6.2 [ACF84] T" is rectifiable. Then we
define the rectifiable n — 1 varifold V' = v(T', #) (with multiplicity €) as the equivalence class of all
pairs (I',6) such that I is n — 1 rectifiable, J#(TAL) = 0 and 6 = 6 a.e. on I NT [Sim83] page 77.
Then the weight measure is py = "~ '_0. We say that V has bounded first variation if there is
a constant ¢ > 0 such that

sup
XeC}(U),|X|<1

<ec.

/ divXdpuy

By the Riesz represenation theorem there is a vector measure H such that

/diVX:—/H-X.

Suppose V is smooth then X = X + X+, where X" and X' are the tangential and normal
components of X, respectively. From the divergence theorem it follows that [ divX T = 0. Writing
X+ =EnE=X- n, we get

/ divX = / div(X+) = / 7i - V., (En)

— /Ti V., En+ EV,n] = /A(Ti,Tz')(X'”)

= —/H-X,

where A is the second fundamental form, 71,...,7,-1 is any orthonormal basis for the tangent
space, and H is the mean curvature measure.

3.2. Lipschitz multigraphs. The mean curvature measure can be prescribed to a class of graphs
of semicontinuous functions which are subsolutions to the mean curvature equation in viscosity sense
[DTW12]. Suppose that {f,} is a family of Lipschits continuous functions f, : B} — R, fo(0) =0
such that |fo(2')— f(¢')| < L|2'—y/|,2',y' € Bj for some L > 0, where B} = {|2/| < 1}, 2 = (2/, xp).
Suppose that at 2’ € B] we have fo(2') = fg(2’) for some a # . In other words, (2, fo(z')) is a
point of self intersection of the free boundary. Then the set of such points has zero n—2 dimensional
Hausdorff measure. To prove the claim it is enough to show that (2/, fo(2')) € Oreq{u > 0}.
Otherwise there is a blow-up ug limit of u at (2, fo(2")) such that the free boundary 9{ug > 0}
contains a plane, hence it follows from the proof of Theorem 2.4 that at 0 the free boundary
0{up > 0} cannot have self intersection.

As a corollary we can show that the number of components of d{u > 0} near 0 is bounded:
Suppose 0{u > 0} N Q = U,Graphy, where we denote Q = B} x [—1, 1] such that f,(0) = 0. Then
we have from [ACF84] Theorem 3.2 that there is a constant C' such that

N
c > ,%””_1(8{11 >0}NQ) > Z/ V14|V fal? > N%””_Q(Bi).
a=1 Bi
Hence N is bounded.

There is a subtle approximation argument [DTW12] Theorem 5.1 and Remark 5.1 that allows
to construct an approximating sequence f¥ for which M f¥ > o}, and o}, — 0 boundedly.

Using this argument and weak continuity of the first variations 6V}, for f* we can show that V'
has bounded first variation. Indeed, we have
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/ 1+ VR M X!
Bj

' / I+ VIR — 6)|X |da + 6 / 14 [V RIX]do!
B B

Vit L2/ (MFE = 8)da’ + 5™ (Dfu > 0} 1 Q)
B,

/ divX| =
Gr‘aphf;C

IN

IN

Lk
= 14 L2 Varfa 1 Sp A" BY) + 0p "1 (0{u > 0} N Q).

oB, \/1+ |V fk]2

Now the result follows from the lower semicontinuity of the first variations [Sim83] Theorem 40.6.

3.3. Allard’s monotonicity formula. We recall Theorem 17.6 from [Sim83]: Let U C R™ be a
bounded domain and £ € U,0 < o < 1, A > 0 such that V has bounded first variation, the mean
curvature H is a uy integrable function satisfying

1 p a—1
1 /B NLES (£)" B, vpeO.R),

«

where Br(§) C U, then f(p) = eARl_apa%ﬁ)) is non decreasing function of p, and in fact

D+r|?
fo) < ) - [ bt
Bo(&\Bs(§) T
Furthermore, we have the following
Theorem 3.1. If
(31) [ IS e v 0., B U
P

then I' has a tangent cone at &.

The assumption (3.1) implies that the density of V' at £ exists, in view of Theorem 17.7 and
Corollary 17.8 [Sim83]. Then the existence of tangent cone follows from Theorem 19.3 [Sim83].

4. SECOND VARIATION FORMULA

The second variation of the energy for the classical case f(¢) = ¢ has been computed in [CJK04].
Our computation is more involved due to the nonlinear form of F. The main result of this section
is

Theorem 4.1. Let u > 0 be a local minimizer of Jp in By, and 0 € 0{u > 0} such that 0{u >
0} \ {0} is smooth. Then for every ¢ € C3°(B1 \ {0}) there holds

2 1 ! 2 2 2F"([Vul) w 2
an [ g [ rgee {vee 2 e

where H is the mean curvature of d{u > 0}.
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Remark 4.2. Recall that the free boundary condition has the form

(4.2) F(Vu) + X = Ve f(Vu)Vu =0,  f(€) = F(|¢).

This condition gives that |Vu| = \* on the free boundary, where \* is determined from \? =
2F'(|Vul?)|Vul|? — F(|Vul|?). We normalize the constant \* such that

(4.3) [Vu|=1 on T.

To do so we take v = cu for a suitable constant ¢ and consequently we see that that [Vv| =1 onT.

Proof. Take ¢ >0 and 0 <9 € C3°(B; \ {0}) and introduce

_ if

(4.4) ue = max(u — €1,0) = { 1(; v i)tgejwi;/}e,.
We have
4. Vue) = M
(45) /QE(uE) f (Vue) /{u>e¢}ﬂBR Fvi=ew)

— / f(V(u—ep)) —/ f(V(u—ey))

Q7 (u) {0<u<ey}NBR

= Il - IQ,

where

h= [ fo—en)).

R(u)

- [ F (V= ).
{0<u<ey}NBg
We first simplify ;. Let us expand f (Vu —eV)) in € in order to get

(4.6) f(Vu—eVip) = Ag + eAr + 243 + O(?).

In fact the coefficients Ag, A1, A2 can be computed explicitly. Precisely, if f(Vu) = F(|Vu|?) then
it follows

and

F(Vu—eVy) = F (|vu|2 — 2eVuVip + €2 |w|2)
= F(|Vul’ + (| VY] — 2VuVu))
= F(|Vul*) + F'(|Vu|*)e(e| V> — 2VuVu)
F'(|Vul?)
5
= F(|Vul?) = 2F'(|Vu|?)VuVe
+ [F'(|Vul>) [V [? + 2F"(|Vul?) (VuVp)?] €% + O(e?)
= Ag+ Aje + Ase + O(e%)

e2(e| VY| — 2VuVu)? + O(e3)

where
(4.7) Ay = F([Vul’),
(4.8) Ay = —2F'(|Vu|>)VuVi,

(4.9) Ay = F'(|[Vu)) V|2 + 2F"(|Vul?) (VuVip)?.
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Consequently

(4.10) L :/m( (Ve :/m( Aot A+ 42 40 ()]

Next, we simplify I5. We assume that d{u > 0} is parametrized by z(s),s € D for some domain
D C R™! then we can express the points of {0 < u < e} as z(s,t) = 2(s) — v(2(s))t where v(z)
is the unit outer normal of {u > 0} at z and 0 < ¢t < t-(2(s)). Using (4.6) we obtain

2
Vu—eVv = A, oE) | d
A0<u<ew}ﬂBR f( vee w) /0<u<8¢}ﬂBR <Z € (ZC) + (5 )) Xr

1=0
te(2)
(4.11) _ / / ZAZ-(Z F 1o (y)Vu(2)) + O() | || det (s, )| dtds,
where J (2,t) = (( t)) is the transformation matix. Note that at so € D we can rotate the coordinate
system such that at z(sp) we have Vu(z(sg)) = —ep. Then it follows that at sy we have
2;1 + tuimzg) 2;2 +tuimzg, ... 0
2 m 2 m
2z 4 tugmz 22 4 tugm 2 ... 0
|7 (s, t)| = det |0
zg + tupmzg, 2g, +tupmzg, ... —1
= 24,10y + D3 w)ll 1<i,j<n-1
. n—1
(4.12) = I+ > ui + O(F)).
i=1

Recall that [GT01] section 14.6 the mean curvature is

1 Vu(z(so))D?*u(z(s9))Vu(z(s
413)  HGe) = e (Suteten) - TERIEEERTE) )
n—1
Zu”‘(z(So)
i=1

Returning to (4.11) and noting that ||zf;,j |ds = d#"1(2),1 <i,5 <n—1we get

te(2) 2 n—1
a - ‘A ’ i 2 n=l,
/{o<u<w}nBRf (Ve —eVy) /F/o <Z;5 (z+tVu(2)) + Ofe >) UH;u + O(8%))dtd

From Taylor’s formula we have

2
Ai(z +tVu(z)) = A;i (2) +tVA; () Vu (z) + 7%(VQAZ-(z)Vu(z))Vu(z) +O(t?).

Let H be the mean curvature of I' and introduce

IZi:/ Aia Z.:071727
{0<u<ey}NBr
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so that
2

I2 = Z €i+1I2i.

i=0
We have from above computations

i = - z ﬁ 24:(2)Vu(2)) Vu(z 3 2 n—1
L — // { 2) 1V A () Vu (2) + o (VA )V())V()+O(t)}[1+Ht+O(t)]dtd<%”

— /Ai(ta+21t§+0t3> /VAVu< +H3+O(t4)>
I

Note that u(z + t-Vu(z)) = et(z + t-Vu(z)) on d{u > 9}, hence taking Taylor’s expansion we
obtain

(4.14) te = et + €2 (—W% - wwy) +0().

From here

/Aslb-i-/ i[€21/12+5 ( %02%2/”—1#%”

21/)2
+/VA7;VU + O(e?).
r

2

Denoting H = %(H — uy,) we further simplify

2

2
I, = Zsiﬂ / {Aﬂ/; +e4; [Ew? — w@z},,] + €VAiVu¢2} +0(?)
=0 r
_ 2
= S/F {A(ﬂ/} + €4y [H¢2 - T/”ﬁu} + 8VA0Vuw2}
2
—&? / {Alzp +eAy [ﬁw? — wwy} + €VA1VU¢} + O(?)
- 2
_ 2
(4.15) _ 5/ Agp — 52/A1w + Ao [Hy? — g ] + VAOVuw— + 0@,
I I
Plugging (4.10) and (4.15) into (4.5) we get the formula
4.16 f(Vus) = I — D
(416) f ST = he
From (4.12), (4.13) and (4.14) we get

te 2
{0 < u < e} Br| = // (14 Ht + O(2))dtd™ ! — /(ta FHE 4 O()dnm !
IJo I

T4+ 0

= [evre (-t —un) +
(4.17) = / e + e2(H? — nby,) + O(£%).
N

Now the comparison of energies yields
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4.10
0> Jpu) — Jp(u) 20 / F(Val?) + XX us0) /
Br

Q;(us)
4.16
= / F(Vul?) - I
Br
+1z + A2 / X{o<u<ey}
Br

(4.18) @i . / Ay — &2 / Ay +
Qh(w) o)
2

+e /F Agp + €2 /F A+ Ag(HY? — i) + VAOVu%

F(IVucl?) - 22 / X{—ey>0)
Br

e / e+ 2(HY? — diy) + O().
T

Recall the free boundary condition (4.2)
AN+ f(Vu) — VefVu = 0,

hence it follows from the divergence theorem and (4.7)-(4.8) that the coefficient of ¢ in the expression
above vanishes. On the other hand we see that the coefficient of £2 in (4.18) is

~ 9 ﬁ 2 [ (772
[ a [ A AR = ) + VAT N [ (R )
Qf (u) r r

Thus letting € — 0 we obtain the inequality

~ 2 -
@10) [ Avpot A )+ VAV X [ v < [

Qh(w)

From (4.9) we have that

(4.20) / Ay :/ F'(|Vu|?)|Vp|* + 2F" (|Vul?) (VuVy)?
Ot (w) Ot (w)

_ / 2 2, 2F"([Vul’) 2}
_ /QE(U)F(VM ){|w\ + ) (VA

Denoting
_ 2
b= [ Ao+ Ao — o) + VAV
r
and recalling (4.7),(4.8) we get

L2 /F (H? — o)

(4.7),(4.8)

J AN /F IRV — F, — N,
+ / [Fff +A2H + F’vup%w} Y2
T
= /@F—F—Vwm
I

+ / [FFI +A2H + F’qu%w} Y2
T
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(4.2)4.13) / [FH -+ N H + Fluy, |
r
(4:2) / [2F’fl 4 F'u,,l,} P2
r
= [P = )+ P
r
= / F'Hy?
r
= F'(1) / Hy?.
r
Combining this with (4.20) and (4.19) we obtain (4.1). O

5. STABILITY OPERATOR

Let a;; be the matrix

L F(VuP) [ 2F"(Vu])

(51) am = F’7(1) {(Sz] + Wuzu]}

and define the operator

(5.2) L[y] = div(aV).

Then (4.1) tells us that

(53) [ im0, e e o)),
O+ (u)

Thus L[] + H1) is the stability operator for the minimization problem.

We can make our computation more explicit. For instance if f(£) = |£|P,2 < p < oo then

IV (u—ep)f = (|Vu|2—2sVuw+sQ|w|2)p/2

(|vu|2 te (5 V2 — 2vuv¢))p/2
— |Vul? + g VulP~2e (5 IVi[? — 2ww)

A b -] o

— |Vaul? — ep |VulP 2 Vuvy + 2 [g IVuP2 V2 + 4{1’ (%’ - 1) (Vuve)? \W|P*4} +0 ()

= |V’ — ep |VulP2 VuVep + &2 [g Va2 [Vl + g (p — 2) (Vuve)? |Vu|P‘4} +0 ()
= Ap+ Aje+ A2+ 0 (53) ,
where
Ay = [Vul?,
Ay = —p|VulP? VuVy,
Ay = SIVul VY + L (p - 2) (VuVe)’ [Vul .
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Splitting the integral as in (4.5) we get that

[ = 1V (a0
QF (ue) {u>ey}NBr

- / \V(u—ww-/ IV (u— ) P
QF (u) {0<u<e}NBg

Ru

and we can carry over the computation of previous section. In this case (4.1) takes form

2 -2 2 (VUVWQ
(5.4) /FHw S/W(U)Vulp {IWI +(p—2)7yw‘z }

6. PROOF OF MAIN THEOREM
First we prove part (a) of Main Theorem.

Theorem 6.1. Let u > 0 be a homogeneous global solution then d{u > 0} consists of finitely many
convez cones. Moreover, if sup F”'(|Vu|?) < 3F'(1) then u is a half-plane solution.

Proof. First we estimate the geodesic curvature of 9{u > 0}. Let us choose g, h € C*°[0,00) g,h > 0
where

_27
. 3
0 ifr>4,

1 ifo<r<i
g(r) =

and

1 ifo<r<i
h(r) = BU=T=4
0 ifr>2.

Let us take 9.(r) = h(r/e)g(r)r—'/2, where ¢ > 0 is small, and compute the integrals in the
inequality (4.1) for this choice of the test function. We have

[e’e] . —+00 9
/ / k(o (s)) [e (M2 drds < O / [0 ()] r2dr o ({u > 0} NS?)
v J0 0

where v = 0{u > 0} N S?, C=1+2 sup F”EE‘,,L(I”)O‘Z), and k is the geodesic curvature of «v. Observe

that

[Teorea = [ [ rneman] casow

2R (r/2) g (1) “dr0(1)

J

/ e (r)2dr + 0 (1)

—+oco
0
1 [T
4 Jo
1 [T
4 Jo
On the other hand
—+oco
/ o () dr = clog 1/e + O (1)
0

for some ¢ > 0 hence
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r

o

FiGure 1. Possible singularity at xg.

o L ()P rrdr 1

S0 [ Fdr &

Consequently we get R
C
/k:ds < Z%Q ({u >0} NS?).

We observe that the free boundary is smooth away from the vertex. Indeed, from (2.1) we know
that the free boundary components are convex cones and suppose there is a ray £ such that I' has
singularity along /¢, see Figure 1. If we blow-up u at some z¢ € £\ {0} then the free boundary of the
blow-up limit (which exists thanks to the compactness of blow-up sequences w;(xo+1;)/rj,7; — 0
see section 3 [ACF84]) will contain a flat portion II. Then as in the proof of Theorem 2.4 we infer
that the blow-up must have smooth free boundary which is a contradiction.

Now we apply the Gauss-Bonnet theorem, [O’NG6] page 375, to infer

%2(%‘)—1—/ K =27

i
where V; is the component of S? N {u = 0} and & is the curvature of ; = V;. From here we obtain

4 — AA(SPNQT) = 2mm — K
rns?
or

C
2 (m —2) + #3(S*NQtH) = / K< Z%Q ({u >0} Ns?),
rns?
which yields the estimate

~

2m(m — 2) < <2—1> A ({u>0}NS?).
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Clearly if C < 4 then m = 0,1.

Consequently the free boundary is Lipschitz graph near 0. Since every minimizer is also a
viscosity solution [DK18] then applying the C%* regularity result for Lipschitz graphs [Fel01] we
conclude that I' cannot have singularity at 0. (Il

Remark 6.2. For F(t) = t2 we have that C = p — 1 hence for
2<p<bd n=3

the homogeneous free boundary is flat.

6.1. Partial regularity. Now we prove part (b) of Main Theorem.

Theorem 6.3. Suppose V. = v(I',0) has bounded first variation. If n = 3 and (1.4) is satisfied
then T' is smooth away from a set ¥g of singular points and dim(%y) < 1.

Proof. Let ac € (0,1) and €* > 0 be fixed. Let E(«,c*) be the set of the points z € I where
1

rn—l

Hdpy > e*r* 1 whenever r < 1y
B (x)

(6.1)

for some small r, > 0 depending on x. Applying Theorem 3.1 we see that I" at = has tangent cone.
Then Theorem 6.1 implies that that I' is smooth at z if n = 3. Hence E(a,e*) C Oreg{u > 0} if
n = 3.

Suppose that y € T'\ F(«,e*). Then we can choose balls B; with following properties; I"\
F(a,e*) C U;B;, diamB; < ¢ for some small § > 0 and

Hdpy > *(diamB;)" 2",
BNl

Then using Vitali’s covering theorem Theorem 3.3 [Sim83] we see that the § Hausdorff premeasure
satisfies the estimate

A(C N0\ Bl < | Hpy.
(TNUN\ E(a,e®)
Sending § — 0 and recalling that o < 1 we conclude that s (I'NU)\ E(a,e*)) = 0. Since the
singular points must be in the complement of F(«,e*) then it follows that dim(X) < 1. O

6.2. The smooth free boundaries in R? are lines. Our last result is a simple consequence from
the stability inequality (4.1) in R? where one can use the trick of logarithmic test function.

Theorem 6.4. Suppose that u is a global minimizer of the energy (1.1) in R? such that the free
boundary of u is smooth. Then u = xf after some rotation of the coordinate system.

Proof. By compactness (4.1) is valid for Lipschitz 1. Choose

1 if r <el,
W(r) = 2—1(’% if eV < < eV,
0 if r > 2N,

Therefore we get from (4.1)

/ Ho< O |vep
BeNﬂa{U>0} BSQN
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62N -~

~ 1 27C
= 27rC/ 2N2rdr: il —0 as N — oo.
NOT

N

Since H = k > 0 it follows that d{u > 0} is a line ¢. After odd reflection of u across ¢ we can apply
Liouville’s theorem to conclude that the reflected function is linear and hence the desired result
follows. O

7. THE DOUBLE CONE SOLUTION TO p-LAPLACIAN IN R3

In this section we consider the case F(t) = t?/2,1 < p < oco. The full regularity of minimizers in
R? is proved in [DP06].

7.1. p-Legendre equations. For n = 3 and z = p(cos ¢ sin 6, sin ¢sin §, cos §) we put

oo (1)

where f is the solution of the differential equation

. . 2+ 52
(7.1) f+(f+cot9f)f2+(p_1)f.2
and 6 is the only zero of f in (0,7/2], cf. [AC81] 2.7.

It is worth to point out that for p = 2 (7 1) is the Legendre equation for n = 1, [Kel67] page 127,
and in this case Q1(z) =y(z) =1—%In} Tre

Rewriting the divergence of a vectorfield W = (W;, Wy, W3) in spherical coordinates [Kel67]
page 183 (12), we get

+f=0,

divivV = 1 {(‘)ap [p? sin OW,] +

d
p?sin 6 aglPWal+

¢

Moreover, Vu = (u,, ﬁu(ﬁ, %ue), [Kel67] page 181 (10), hence for W = |Vu[P~2Vu the above
formula for divergence yields

0
20 —[psin 9W3]}

Apu = diviW
1 a p—2 p—2 8 . p—2
= remd |3, SOVl uA-%ga ——4VU| o | + o [sin Vel ]

Since u does not depend on ¢ and is homogeneous function of degree 1 it follows that
—2
251n9[f2+f} f—i—{sm@[fz#—f} f}:O,

or equivalently

FUP 4 (0= 1% + F2f7 + pf?) + cot 0 (f2 + %) = 0
which is (7 1). Thus Apu = 0 in {u > 0} and moreover |Vu| = X\* on d{u > 0} \ {0} with
(p—1)" 7 = \*. The free boundary of u is a double cone, see Figure 2.

When p = 2 it is shown in [AC81] that u is not a minimizer. Note that the zero set of u has
non-trivial Lebesgue density since the free boundary is a cone.
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FIGURE 2. The double cone (left). The orange region is {u = 0}. Some solutions
of (7.1) with f(n/2) = 1, f(w/2) = 1 (right): black p = 4.3, yellow p = 10, blue
p =29, red p = 100. The dashed line is z = 7/2.

7.2. Reduction or 1st order ode. Let us introduce the function u so that f = uf then substi-
tuting this into (7.1) we get the following first order equation for u

1+ u?

C2

1 t)— = +1=0.
t+u“+ (1 +wuco )1+(p—1)u2+

In Figure 2 four solutions to (7.1) are illustrated for some values of p.

7.3. Stability inequality. The main result of this section is the following

0
Proposition 7.1. Let u = pmax ( f( )

F(60)’

O> where f solves (7.1) and 6y is the only zero of f in

(0,7/2]. Then w is not a minimizer.

Proof. Recall (5.4) and consider

_ p—2 2 _ (VuVip)? } 2
(7:2) I O e e e R
Note that

7.3 I -1 VulP2 Vo2 — | Huy?.

(7.3) < >/|ur|w|/rw

Let us take the truncated fundamental solution

Lif |z >0
— ! W ’
and consider Y s(z) = ng(x)ﬁ('%), where 0 < ¢ < 1 is a standard cut-off function such that

E(x) = 1in By, € € C°(By).
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1 2
lim /|vu|1”—2 2 _/ |VulP~2 |V <)
R—00 lz|>6 |z
1

< O Vul?;
Denoting 1s(x) = ns(z) and using the divergence theorem we see that

[rvur19ust = [ sous— [usdi (29
r
= /%51/%
r
because

(7.4) div <|vu|7’ 2V(| ’)> 0, p=lz|>6.

Observe that

We can see this from the equation

div <\Vu!p_2V(’wl‘)> _ !

0 0 1
sing {ap (p° sinBg(0)dp1ps) + 20 (psin 9/)9(9)39%) } ’

p—2

where g(6) = [f2(9) + fQ(G)} * . Sincein p >4

o ] . 0 1
5 (p*sin 0g(0)0pts) = —sm09(9>a7 <p2p2> =0

and, moreover, Jyp1bs = 0 by definition of s, implying that

B
50 (psm@ g(0 )%%) = 0.

Hence (7.4) is satisfied. Thus returning to (7.3) we conclude

—1/%&%—/H%
== 1)/1"ﬁ{|m|>5} p? /H%’

because
Vu 1 1 :
s = _Wv¢5 = —m <_,02’0’0> : (f,O,f)
_1f
e .
2+ ()
But 6 = 6y on T'\ Bs and f(6y) = 0, f(Ay) # 0, so we have
1 f(6o) _0
2 ; =Y
75\ F200) + (£(80))?

Summarizing we infer

>~ q
Ig-/[ﬂpg:—/ g/ k<0
r 5 P Js2r
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where k£ > 0 is the curvature of the circle 9{u > 0} N 0B;. O
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