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ON THE FINE STRUCTURE OF THE SOLUTIONS TO NONLINEAR THIN

TWO-MEMBRANE PROBLEMS IN 2D

LORENZO FERRERI, LUCA SPOLAOR, BOZHIDAR VELICHKOV

Abstract. We prove a structure theorem for the solutions of nonlinear thin two-membrane prob-
lems in dimension two. Using the theory of quasi-conformal maps, we show that the difference
of the sheets is topologically equivalent to a solution of the linear thin obstacle problem, thus
inheriting its free boundary structure. More precisely, we show that even in the nonlinear case
the branching points can only occur in finite number. We apply our methods to one-phase free
boundaries approaching a fixed analytic boundary and to the solutions of a one-sided two-phase
Bernoulli problem.
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1. Introduction

We say that a function u : B+
1 → R is a variational solution to a variable coefficients thin

obstacle problem if

(1.1)

ˆ

B+
1

A∇u · ∇(u− v) ≤ 0

for some uniformly elliptic matrix A with L∞ coefficients and all functions

v ∈ H1(B+
1 ), v ≥ 0 on B′1 and v = u on ∂B1 ∩ {x2 ≥ 0}.
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When A = I is the identity matrix, we say that u is a solution of the harmonic thin obstacle
problem. The following is the main result of the paper.

Theorem 1.1 (Topological properties of solutions to the thin obstacle problem). Let u : B+
1 → R

with u ∈ H1(B+
1 ) and u = u0 on ∂B1 ∩ {x2 ≥ 0} be a variational solution to a variable coefficients

thin obstacle problem for some uniformly elliptic matrix A with L∞ coefficients. Then, there exists a
quasiconformal map f : R2 → R2 such that the function

h := u ◦ f

is a solution of the harmonic thin obstacle problem in a neighborhood of the origin. In particular in the
ball neighborhood, the non-contact set of u

C := {(x, 0) ∈ B′1 : u(x, 0) > 0}
is composed of a finite number of disjoint open segments.

In [5] the authors showed that the gradient of a solution to a nonlinear thin obstacle problem
is a quasiconformal map. Here, instead, we show that, up to a quasiconformal transformation
of the domain, solutions of the nonlinear problem are equivalent to solutions of the linear
problem. This quasiconformal equivalence is more flexible than working at the level of the
gradient, and it allows us to deal with non-zero average situations, cp. Remark 1.5. In particular
we can analyse the fine structure of the singular set of three related problems: a nonlinear
thin-two membrane problem, a one phase Bernoulli problem with analytic obstacle and a one-
sided two-phase Bernoulli problem, none of which can be dealt with working at the level of
the gradient.

We say that a couple u, v ∈ C1,α(B+
1 ∪ B′1) is a solution to an analytic nonlinear thin two-

membrane problem in B+
1 if

(1.2)





div (∇F (∇u)) = 0 in B+
1 ,

div (∇F (∇v)) = 0 in B+
1 ,

u ≥ v on B′1,

e2 · ∇F (∇u) = 0 on {u > v} ∩ B′1,

e2 · ∇F (∇v) = 0 on {u > v} ∩ B′1,

e2 ·
(
∇F (∇u)−∇F (∇v)

)
≤ 0 on {u = v} ∩ B′1.

for an analytic function F : R2 → R satisfying

(1.3) F (0) = 0 , ∇F (0) = 0 and ∇2F (0) = I .

Then we have the following result:

Theorem 1.2. Let u, v ∈ C1,α(B+
1 ∪ B′1) be a solution to the analytic nonlinear thin two-membrane

problem (1.2) in B+
1 , then in the ball B1/2, the non-contact set

C := {(x, 0) ∈ B′1 : u(x, 0) > v(x, 0)}
is composed of a finite number of disjoint open segments.

The key observation to pass from Theorem 1.1 to Theorem 1.2 is the fact that the difference

u− v is a variational solution to a linear thin obstacle problem with C0,α coefficients, and so it
follows in the more general framework of Theorem 1.1.

Next we fix an analytic function φ : B′1 → R and we let

A := Epi(φ) ∩ B1 = {(x′, xd) ∈ B1 : xd > φ(x′)} .
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We consider minimizers u ∈ H1(B1) of the one-phase Bernoulli energy

(1.4) J1(u) :=

ˆ

B1

|∇u|2 dx + |{u > 0} ∩ B1|

under the additional geometric constraint

(1.5) {u > 0} ⊆ A a.e. in B1,

In the recent paper by Chang-Lara and Savin [3] it was shown that, if φ ∈ C1,1/2, then in a

neighborhood of any contact point z0 = (z′, φ(z′)) ∈ ∂Ωu ∩ B1 the boundary ∂Ωu is a C1,1/2

graph over the hyperplane {xd = 0}. More precisely, there are a radius ρ > 0 and a C1,1/2

function

f : B′ρ(z0)→ R , f ≥ φ on B′ρ(z0),

such that, up to a rotation and translation of the coordinate system, we have

(1.6)

{
u(x) > 0 for x ∈ (x′, xd) ∈ Bρ(z0) such that xd > f (x′);
u(x) = 0 for x ∈ (x′, xd) ∈ Bρ(z0) such that xd ≤ f (x′).

We denote by C1(u) the contact set of the free boundary ∂Ωu with the graph {xd = φ(x′)}
C1(u) := {xd = φ(x′)} ∩ ∂Ωu ,

and by B1(u) the set of points at which the free boundary separates from {xd = φ(x′)} :

B1(u) :=
{

x ∈ C1(u) : Br(x) ∩
(
∂Ωu \ {xd = φ(x′)}

)
6= ∅ for every r > 0

}
.

By S1(u) we denote the set of points in C1(u) at which u has gradient precisely equal to 1

(1.7) S1(u) :=
{

z ∈ C1(u) : |∇u|(z) = 1
}

.

We notice that a priori the set C1(u) is no more than a closed subset of {xd = φ(x′)}. Moreover,
if at a point x = (x′, φ(x′)) we have that |∇u|(x′, φ(x′)) > 1, then this point is necessarily in
the interior of C1(u) in the graph {xd = φ(x′)}. Thus,

S1(u) contains all branch points, B1(u) ⊂ S1(u).

Theorem 1.3 (Structure at branch points in the one phase problem with obstacle). Let u be a
minimizer of J1 under the constraint (1.5) in dimension d = 2. Then, the following holds:

(a) S1(u) is locally finite and C1(u) is a locally finite union of disjoint closed arcs of graph {x2 =
φ(x1)};

(b) For every point z0 ∈ S1(u), one of the following holds:

(b.1) z0 is an isolated point of C1(u) and, in a neighborhood of z0, the free boundary ∂Ωu is the
graph of an analytic function that vanishes only at z0;

(b.2) z0 lies in the interior of C1(u) and there is r > 0 such that u is harmonic in Br(z0) and
|∇u| > 1 at all points of {x2 = φ(x1)} ∩ Br(z0) except z0;

(b.3) z0 is an endpoint of a non-trivial interval in the contact set C1(u); moreover, there is
an interval Iρ = (−ρ, ρ) and a function ψ : Iρ → R continuous at 0 and such that
ψ(0) > 0 and, up to setting z0 = 0 and rotating the coordinate axis,

(1.8) f (x)− φ(x) =

{
0 if x ≥ 0

x2m−1/2 ψ(x) if x < 0 ,

where f is the function from (1.6) and m ∈ N≥1.

The key ideas to reduce the proof of this theorem to that of Theorem 1.2 are:
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• following the construction of Appendix A.2, we build a function v : B1 → R which is a
minimizer of the Alt-Caffarelli functional [1] and extends the obstacle, in the sense that

∂{v > 0} ∩ B1 = ∂A ∩ B1,

which is possible thanks to the fact that the obstacle is assumed to be analytic;
• using the classical partial hodograph transform on the solution u and the extension v

separately, we can reduce our problem to the study of solutions to 1.2 for a specific
choice of an analytic function F satisfying (1.3);
• finally, once we know that branching points are isolated, the precise structure of the

free-boundary follows from tracing back the change of coordinates.

Finally, using a similar procedure to the one for Theorem 1.3, we deduce the fine structure
of the free boundaries of two-phase problems in which the two phases lie on the same side.
Precisely, given two positive constants Λu ≥ Λv > 0 we denote with J2 the functional

J2(u, v) :=

ˆ

B1

|∇u|2 + |∇v|2 + Λu|{u > 0} ∩ B1|+ Λv|{v > 0} ∩ B1|.

We say that the couple u, v ∈ H1(B1), u ≥ v, is a minimizer of J2 in B1 if

J2(u, v) ≤ J2(ϕ, ψ)

for every couple ϕ, ψ ∈ H1(B1) such that ϕ ≥ ψ in B1, u = ϕ on ∂B1 and v = ψ on ∂B1.
Given a couple u, v that minimizes J2 in B1, we set Ωu := {u > 0} and Ωv := {v > 0} and

we notice that Ωv ⊂ Ωu. We will call the point on ∂Ωu ∩ ∂Ωv two-phase points and we will
say that a two-phase point x0 ∈ ∂Ωu ∩ ∂Ωv is a branch point if the two free boundaries ∂Ωu

and ∂Ωv are separating, that is,

|Br(x0) ∩ (∂Ωu \ ∂Ωv)| > 0 for every r > 0;

we will denote by B2(u, v) the set of branch points. By [6] we know that in dimension two,

the two free boundaries ∂Ωu and ∂Ωv are graphs of C1,1/2 functions, so the branch points are
cusp-like singularities on the boundary of Ωu \Ωv. In the next theorem, we prove that the set
of branch points is locally finite and we show that the functions u and v are analytic in the
neighborhood of a branch point.

Theorem 1.4 (Structure at branch points in a one-sided two-phase problem). In dimension

d = 2, let u, v ∈ H1(B1), u ≥ v, be minimizers of the functional J2 in B1. Then, the following holds:

(a) the set of branch points B2(u, v) is locally finite;

(b) for every point z0 ∈ B2(u, v), one of the following holds:

(b.1) there is a neighborhood Br(z0) of z0 such that {z0} = ∂Ωu ∩ ∂Ωv in Br(z0);

(b.2) there is a ball Br(z0) such that Ωu = Ωv in Br(z0);

(b.3) there is an interval (−ρ, ρ) and two C1,1/2 functions ηu, ηv : (−ρ, ρ) → R such that
ηu(0) = ηv(0) = η′u(0) = η′v(0) and such that, up to setting z0 = 0 and rotating the
coordinate axes, the following holds in the square (−ρ, ρ)× (−ρ, ρ):

Ωu = {(x, y) : y > ηu(x)} and Ωv = {(x, y) : y > ηv(x)},
ηu ≡ ηv on (−ρ, 0) ; ηu < ηv on (0, ρ) ;

moreover, there are m ∈ N, m ≥ 3, and a function ψ : (− ρ, ρ) → R continuous at 0
and such that ψ(0) > 0 and

(1.9) ηv(x)− ηu(x) =

{
0 if x ≤ 0

x2m−1/2 ψ(x) if x > 0 .
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Remark 1.5. In the case when the obstacle φ is 0, Theorem 1.3 was proved in [5] in two different
ways, via a conformal hodograph transform and via a ”linear” hodograph transform, but
both approaches fail in the presence of a non-trivial φ. Theorem 1.3 completes the analysis
started in [5] and is also sharp; indeed, by taking a solution of the one-phase problem (without
obstacle) one can easily add an artificial C∞ smooth (but not analytic) obstacle touching the
free boundary infinitely many times. Similarly, the conformal hodograph transform method
from [5] does not apply to Theorem 1.4. In particular, this leaves an open question regarding
the functions ψ, responsible for the opening of the cusps in Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4; we
suspect that in both cases these functions are analytic, as it happens in the case of zero obstacle
studied in [5], but we couldn’t find a simple proof of this fact in the general case.

2. Proof of Theorem 1.1

We look for a quasiconformal mapping f : C → C which reduces (1.1) to a harmonic thin

obstacle problem. To this aim, let M : B+
1 → M2×2 be a symmetric and uniformly elliptic

matrix field with det M = 1 a.e. in B+
1 and such that

A∇u = M∇u a.e. in B+
1 .

For the existence of such M, see e.g. [2, Chapter 16]. Notice that, in general, M ∈ L∞
(

B+
1

)
,

but not even continuous. Now we require that

(2.1) (D f )T D f = M−1 J(z, f ) a.e. in B+
1 ,

where J(z, f ) is the Jacobian of the map f . Since det M = 1, this is equivalent to the following
linear Beltrami equation (e.g. [2, Chapter 10])

∂z f = µ∂z f + ν∂z f a.e. in B+
1 ,

for some measurable complex functions µ, ν : B+
1 → C satisfying the uniform ellipticity condi-

tion
|µ|+ |ν| < 1 a.e. in B+

1 .

In order to obtain a global Beltrami equation, we extend µ and ν to µ̃ and ν̃ on the whole
complex plane, and we choose the following way:

µ̃(z) =





µ(z) if z ∈ B+
1 ,

µ(z) if z ∈ B−1 ,

0 otherwise,

and ν̃(z) =





ν(z) if z ∈ B+
1 ,

ν(z) if z ∈ B−1 ,

0 otherwise.

Let f be the unique quasiconformal solution to the Beltrami equation

∂z f = µ̃∂z f + ν̃∂z f in C

normalized so that f (0) = 0 and f (1) = 1. For the existence and uniqueness, see e.g. [2,
Chapter 6]. Notice that thanks to the uniqueness and the extension chosen for µ̃ and ν̃, we also
have

f (z) = f (z) for all z ∈ C,

so that f maps the real line onto itself. Now consider the function

w := u ◦ f−1.

Thanks to (2.1), there exists a neighborhood of the origin, which without loss of generality we
can assume to be B1(0), such that w solves the variational thin obstacle problem

ˆ

B+
1

∇w · ∇(w− v) ≤ 0 for every v ∈ H1(B+
1 )
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such that v ≥ 0 on B′1 and v = w on ∂B1 ∩ {x2 ≥ 0}.
Finally, by the result of Lewy [10], we get that the contact set is composed of a finite number
of disjoint intervals.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.2

We will write an equation for the difference

w := u− v.

For any y = (y1, y2) and x = (x1, x2) and any analytic function F of two variables, we write
the k-th Taylor polynomial of F at y as

Tk[x](F(y)) =
2

∑
i1=1

2

∑
i2=1

· · ·
2

∑
ik=1

∂i1i2...ik
F(y)xi1xi2 . . . xik

.

Then,

∂1F(x)− ∂1F(y) =
+∞

∑
k=1

1

k!
Tk[x− y](∂1F(y)) =

= (x1 − y1)
+∞

∑
k=1

1

k!
Tk−1[x− y](∂11F(y)) + (x2 − y2)

+∞

∑
k=1

1

k!
Tk−1[x− y](∂12F(y)),

∂2F(x)− ∂2F(y) =
+∞

∑
k=1

1

k!
Tk[x− y](∂2F(y)) =

= (x1 − y1)
+∞

∑
k=1

1

k!
Tk−1[x− y](∂21F(y)) + (x2 − y2)

+∞

∑
k=1

1

k!
Tk−1[x− y](∂22F(y)).

In particular, if we denote by M(x, y) the 2× 2 symmetric matrix with coefficients

(3.1) mij :=
+∞

∑
k=1

1

k!
Tk−1[x− y](∂ijF(y)),

we have that

∇F(x)−∇F(y) = M(x, y)

(
x1 − y1

x2 − y2

)
.

This implies that the difference w is the (unique) C1,α viscosity solution of the thin obstacle
problem 




div (M (∇u,∇v)∇w) = 0 in B+
1 ,

w ≥ 0 on B′1,

e2 ·M (∇u,∇v)∇w = 0 on {w > 0} ∩ B′1,

e2 ·M (∇u,∇v)∇w ≤ 0 on {u = v} ∩ B′1,

for the symmetric and uniformly elliptic matrix M with C0,α coefficients given by (3.1).

Remark 3.1. We notice that, by the convexity of the problem and symmetry of M, it is also the
unique solution of

(3.2) min

{
ˆ

B+
1

M∇w∇w : w ∈ H1(B+
1 ), w ≥ 0 on B′1, w = w0 on ∂B1 ∩ {x2 ≥ 0}

}
.

The remaining part of Theorem 1.2 follows directly from Theorem 1.1.
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4. Proof of Theorem 1.3

We divide the proof in two steps: first we prove that the branching points are isolated and
then we provide the precise structure of the free-boundary at the branching points.

4.0.1. Hodographic reduction to a thin two-membrane problem. We let v be the smooth solution
to the one-phase Bernoulli problem constructed in A.2, with f = φ the analytic obstacle.
Even though the existence of such a function v could probably be deduced from Cauchy-
Kovalevskaya theorem, we decided to give a complete proof in the appendix using the tech-
niques in [5] as we couldn’t find a precise reference in the literature.

next, we introduce the functions u′ and v′ via the classical hodograph transform, separately
for the solution u and the extension v. More precisely, they are locally defined via the following
relations (which up to a scaling we can assume valid in B+

1 ).

Φu(x, y) := (x, u(x, y))←→
(
s, u′(s, z)

)
:= Φu(x, y)−1 (s, z) ∈ B+

1 ,

Φv(x, y) := (x, v(x, y))←→
(
s, v′(s, z)

)
:= Φv(x, y)−1 (s, z) ∈ B+

1 .

In the following, we will be interested in the linearizations of u′ and v′. More precisely, we
define

ũ := u′ − z and ṽ := v′ − z

Let us proceed to write down the problem solved by ũ and ṽ. Actually we do the computations
only for ũ, since there is no difference in the derivation for ṽ.

Let us first write the energy in (1.4) in terms of u′. To this aim, differentiating the relation

u
(
s, u′(s, z)

)
= z

we have

(4.1) ∂xu + ∂yu∂su′ = 0 and ∂yu∂zu′ = 1.

Moreover, from (4.1)

(4.2) det DΦ−1
u =

1

det DΦu
=

1

∂yu
= ∂zu′.

In particular thanks to (4.1) and (4.2), locally we have the following transformation of the
energy functional

J −→
ˆ

B+
1

1 + (∂su′)2 + (∂zu′)2

∂zu′
.

Hence, we have that ũ is a local minimizer, with respect to smooth variations ϕ ∈ C1
c (B1) that

guarantee ũ + ϕ ≥ ṽ on {z = 0}, of the functional

J̃ :=
1

2

ˆ

B+
1

|∇ũ|2
1 + ∂z ũ

=

ˆ

B+
1

F (∇ũ) ,

where we have introduced the lagrangian

(4.3) F(x, y) :=
x2 + y2

2(1 + y)
.

Proceeding in the same way for ṽ, a first variation argument shows that the couple ũ, ṽ solves
the system (1.2). Since F is analytic and satisfies (1.3), we conclude from Theorem 1.2 that its
branching points are isolated. This proves Theorem 1.3 (a).
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4.0.2. Structure of the free-boundary. In this section we prove Theorem 1.3 (b). Let the function
w : B+

1 → R be defined as

w := ũ− ṽ.

To begin with, we prove that in dimension d = 2 the function w cannot decay with infinite
order.

Lemma 4.1. There exist a real number γ > 0 and a sequence of radii rn → 0+ such that

(4.4) lim
n→+∞

∥∥∥∥
w (rnx)

r
γ
n

∥∥∥∥
L∞(B+

r )
∈ (0,+∞].

Proof. As noticed in Remark 3.1 the difference function w is a a variational solution of the thin

obstacle problem (3.2). Hence, let f : R2 → R2 be the quasiconformal map from Theorem 1.1
and the function h := w ◦ f be a solution of the harmonic thin obstacle problem. In particular,
h cannot decay with infinite order, so that there exists a real number β > 0 such that

(4.5) lim
n→+∞

∥∥∥∥∥
h (rnx)

r
β
n

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞(B+

r )

∈ (0,+∞],

for all vanishing sequence of radii rn.
In order to conclude the proof we recall the following properties of quasiconformal maps,

for which we refer for instance to [2, Chapter 3]:

• quasiconformal maps are locally invertible, with the inverse still being quasiconformal;
• quasiconformal maps are locally Hölder continuous.

The two properties above imply that

(4.6) | f−1(z)| ≥ c|z|δ

for some constants c > 0 and 0 < δ ≤ 1.
Combining (4.5) with (4.6) gives (4.4). �

Once we have excluded the possibility of having infinite order, we have to show that the
function w has indeed a finite order. To this aim we employ a frequency function approach.
Even though the branching points are isolated, since the function w is a variational solution

of (3.2) and the coefficients of the matrix M are a priori not better then C0,1/2 regular, we
choose not to proceed with a direct differentiation of the frequancy formula. Instead, we
use an alternative approach of Garofalo and Petrosyan [7] based on the (almost-)monotonicity
of a family of Weiss’ monotonicity formulas, which seems more direct due to its variational
nature and is much less affected from the regularity of the coefficients then the differentiation
of Almgren’s frequency formula. The price to pay is that one can only prove the (almost-
)monotonicity for the truncated Almgren’s formula, thus not excluding the presence of points
with infinite frequency. This, however, is not really a problem for our analysis, since the points
with infinite frequency have already been excluded. Notice that, in order to use this approach,
it is important that w is a minimizer as pointed out in Remark 3.1, and not just a variational
solution in the sense of (1.1).

Since in the theory of thin obstacle problems with C0,α coefficients these tools were devel-
oped in the recent work [8], we only limit ourselves to recall the main results without proof.

Let k0 ≥ 2 be e fixed real number and for all 0 < k < k0 define the Weiss monotonicity
formula

W0
k (w; r) :=

1

rd+2k−2

(
ˆ

B+
r

|∇w|2 − k

r

ˆ

∂Br∩{x2>0}
w2

)
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and the following Weiss’-type monotonocity formula

Wk(w; r) :=
eakr1/2

rd+2k−2

(
ˆ

B+
r

|∇w|2 − k
1− br1/2

r

ˆ

∂Br∩{x2>0}
w2

)
,

where the real numbers ak and b are defined as

ak := 2 (d + 2k− 2) and b := 2 (d + 2k0) .

Then, by [8, Theorem 7.1], we have that there exists a dimensional constant r0 > 0 such that

(4.7)
d

dr
Wk(w; r) ≥ 0 for all 0 < r < r0.

Now, if we define the height function H(r) and the energy function D(r) as

H(w; r) :=
1

rd−1

ˆ

∂Br∩{x2>0}
w2 and D(w; r) :=

1

rd−2

ˆ

Br∩{x2>0}
|∇w|2,

the classical Almgren’s frequency function is given by

N(w; r) :=
D(w; r)

H(w; r)
.

Considering the following truncated Almgren’s-type frequency formula

Ñk0
(w; r) := min

{
1

1− br1/2
N(w; r), k0

}
,

as a consequence of (4.7) we have that (see e.g. [8, Section 7])

(4.8) Ñk0
(w; r1) ≤ Ñk0

(w; r2) for all 0 < r1 ≤ r2 < r0 .

If we choose k0 > γ, where γ is as in Lemma 4.1, (4.8) and the non-degeneracy condition (4.4)
imply the following. Let the real number l be defined as

l := lim
r→0+

Ñk0
(w; r).

Then,

(4.9) 1 < l ≤ γ.

In particular, H(w; r) has a polynomial rate of decay equal to l, in the sense that

(4.10) H(w; r) ≤ Crl in (0, r0) and lim
r→0+

rβ

H(w; r)
= 0 for all β ∈ (l,+∞)

for some constant C > 0.

Remark 4.2. The notion of polynomial rate of decay in (4.10) in general does not imply that

lim
r→0+

H(w; r)

rl
∈ (0,+∞).

Indeed, it does not exclude that the limit vanishes, for instance with a behavior of the type

H(w; r) ∼ rl

ln
(

1
r

) .

This, however, will be achieved later on employing an epiperimetric inequality.

The main consequence of (4.8) and (4.9) is the existence of non-degenerate l−homogeneous
blow-ups. More precisely, the following lemma holds (we refer to [8, Section 8] for the details
of the proof).
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Lemma 4.3. Let the rescalings wr be defined as

wr :=
w(rx)

H(r)1/2
in B+

1 , r ∈ (0, r0).

Then, for any vanishing sequence {rn}, there exists a nontrivial positively l-homogeneous blow-up

w0 : B+
1 → R with w0 ∈ H1(B+

1 ) (possibly depending on the chosen sequence), solution of the

harmonic thin obstacle problem in B+
1 and such that, up to a (non relabeled) subsequence

wrn → w0 weakly in H1(B+
1 ),

wrn → w0 strongly in C1,α(B+
1 ∩ K),

for some 0 < α ≤ 1 and any set K ⋐ B1. In particular, since the origin is a branching point, it follows
that

l = 2m− 1

2
for some m ∈N \ {0}

In order to complete the proof of Theorem 1.3 we have to prove uniqueness for the frequency
blow-up and an exact polynomial estimate. This is carried out via an epiperimetric inequality.

To begin with, from [4] we recall the epiperimetric inequality for the non-integer frequencies
in dimension d = 2.

Proposition 4.4. Let l = 2m− 1/2 for some m ∈ N \ {0} and u ∈ H1

(
B+

1

)
be l−homogeneous with

w ≥ 0 on B′1. Then, there exists η > 0 and a function v ∈ H1

(
B+

1

)
such that:

(1) v = u on ∂B1 ∩ {x2 ≥ 0};
(2) u ≥ 0 on B′1;

(3) W0
l (v; 1) ≤ (1− η)W0

l (u; 1).

Following [8, Section 9], as a consequence of the Proposition 4.4 we have that there exists
constants C, r0, δ, η > 0 such that the following properties hold for all 0 < r < r0:

(1) 0 ≤Wl(w; r) ≤ Crδ;

(2) H(r) ≤ Cr2l and D(r) ≤ Cr2l−1;

(3) H(r) ≥ ηr2l .

As a consequence of the above properties, we have the following

Proposition 4.5. Let the rescalings w̃r be defined as

w̃r :=
w(rx)

rl
in B+

1 , r ∈ (0, r0).

Then, there exists a unique nontrivial and positively l-homogeneous blow-up w̃0 : B+
1 → R with

w̃0 ∈ H1(B+
1 ), solution of the harmonic thin obstacle problem in B+

1 and such that

w̃r → w̃0 weakly in H1(B+
1 ),

w̃r → w̃0 strongly in C1,α(B+
1 ∩ K),

for some 0 < α ≤ 1 and any set K ⋐ B1. Moreover, the following decay estimate holds:

1

rd

ˆ

Br

|w− w̃0| ≤ Crδ/2.
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5. Proof of Theorem 1.4

To begin with, we perform two hodograph transformations on u and v separately. Let us
proceed with u. The computations for v are analogous.

Let x = (x′, xN) and consider the map

Φ(x) =

(
x′,

u(x)√
Λu

)
.

Since ∂Nu(0) = 1, Φ is locally invertible, and introduce the function ũ(y) defined via the
relation

Φ−1(y) = (y′, ũ(y)).

Notice that by construction

ũ(x′, u(x)) = xN .

Differentiating this relation, we get that

{
∂y′ ũ + ∂x′u ∂N ũ = 0,

∂Nu ∂N ũ = 1.

If we consider the linearized functions wu = ũ− xN and wv = ṽ− xN , the one-sided energy
functional

ˆ

B1

(
|∇u|2 + |∇v|2

)
+ Λu|{u > 0}|+ Λv|{v > 0}|

can be rewritten as

Λu

ˆ

B+
1

|∇wu|2
1 + ∂Nwu

+ Λv

ˆ

B+
1

|∇wv|2
1 + ∂Nwv

.

This implies that the functions wu and wv are solutions of a (quasilinear) thin two-membrane
problem of the form (1.2), with

F (x, y) =
x2 + y2

1 + y
.

Theorem 1.4 (a) is now a direct consequence of Theorem 1.2.
Concerning Theorem 1.4 (b), let

w = wv − wu.

By the quasilinearity, the function w is a solution of a viariable coefficients thin-obstacle prob-

lem, with C0,1/2 regular coefficients.





div (M(x)∇w) = 0 in B+
1 ,

w ≥ 0 on {xN = 0},
M(x)∇w · eN ≤ 0 on {xN = 0},
M(x)∇w · eN = 0 on {w > 0} ∩ {xN = 0}.

for some symmetric and uniformly elliptic matrix field M(x). Then, in order to study the rate
of decay of the function w, one can proceed as in Section 4.
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Appendix A. Extension of analytic free boundaries

Let u : D → R be a non-negative Lipschitz continuous function in an open set D ⊂ R2. We
will say that u is a classical solution of the one-phase Bernoulli problem in D if ∂{u > 0} is

C1-regular in D and if u is C1 in the set {u > 0} ∩ D and if

∆u = 0 in {u > 0} ∩ D , |∇u| = 1 on ∂{u > 0} ∩ D .

It is well-known (see [1] and [9]) that if u is a classical solution, then the free boundary ∂{u >

0} ∩ D is analytic.

Theorem A.1. Let u : D → R be a classical solution to the one-phase Bernoulli problem in the open

set D ⊂ R2. Then, the free boundary Γ = ∂{u > 0} ∩ D is the union of analytic curves. Moreover, if
(x0, y0) ∈ Γ is a free boundary point, then the solution u can be extended to a harmonic function ũ in a
ball Br(x0, y0) ⊂ D, whose nodal set is precisely the free boundary Γ, that is, {ũ = 0} ∩ Br(x0, y0) =
Γ ∩ Br(x0, y0).

In this section, we prove that also the converse is true. Our main result is the following.

Theorem A.2. Let f : (−R, R)→ R be an analytic function on the interval IR = (−R, R) such that
f (0) = f ′(0) = 0. Then, there are ρ ∈ (0, R) and a function u : Iρ × Iρ → R which is a classical
solution of the one-phase Bernoulli problem in Iρ × Iρ with free boundary which is given precisely by
the graph of f over Iρ.

In Appendix A.1 we will use the conformal hodograph transform from [5] to give another
proof of Theorem A.1, which follows step-by-step the procedure from [5]; the only difference
lies in the absence of inclusion constraints, which simplifies the analysis and hopefully makes
the proof easier to follow. In Appendix A.2 we invert this procedure in order to construct
analytic solutions with prescribed free boundary, thus proving Theorem A.2.

A.1. Analyticity of the classical solutions to the one-phase problem. Let u be a classical
solution of the one-phase problem and let (0, 0) ∈ ∂{u > 0}.
We can suppose that there are ρ > 0 and a C1 function

f : Iρ → R , where Iρ is the interval (−ρ, ρ) ,

which describes the free boundary ∂Ωu in the square Iρ × Iρ. We assume that

f (0) = f ′(0) = 0 , −ρ < f < ρ in Iρ,

and that

Ωρ :=
{
(x, y) ∈ Iρ × Iρ : y > f (x)

}
= {u > 0} ∩ (Iρ × Iρ).

Thus, the free boundary in Iρ × Iρ is the graph of f :

Γρ :=
{
(x, y) ∈ Iρ × Iρ : y = f (x)

}
= ∂{u > 0} ∩ (Iρ × Iρ).

In particular, since

(A.1) u(t, f (t)) = 0 and ∂xu(t, f (t)) + f ′(t)∂yu(t, f (t)) = 0 for every t ∈ Iρ ,

we have that ∂xu(0, 0) = 0 and so the free boundary condition gives that

∂xu(0, 0) = 0 and ∂yu(0, 0) = 1 .
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A.1.1. The harmonic conjugate of u. We define the function

U : Ωρ ∪ Γρ → R ,

as the line integral

ˆ

σ
α of the closed 1-form

α := ∂yu(x, y) dx− ∂xu(x, y) dy ,

over any curve

σ : [0, 1]→ Ωρ ∪ Γρ

connecting the origin (0, 0) to (x, y). Notice that, since Ωρ is simply connected, the value
U(x, y) depends only on the end-point (x, y) and not on the choice of the curve σ. Moreover,

by construction U ∈ C1,α(Ωρ ∪ Γρ) and

(A.2) U(0, 0) = 0, ∂xU = ∂yu and ∂yU = −∂xu in Ωρ.

Remark A.3 (Definition of η). We notice that the value of U at a free boundary point

(x, f (x)) ∈ Γρ ,

is precisely the length of the curve

σ : [0, x]→ R
2, σ(t) = (t, f (t)).

In fact, by the definition of U, we have

U(x, f (x)) :=

ˆ

σ
α =

ˆ x

0

(
∂yu(t, f (t))− ∂xu(t, f (t)) f ′(t)

)
dt

=

ˆ x

0
|∇u|(t, f (t))

√
1 + f ′(t)2 dt =

ˆ x

0

√
1 + f ′(t)2 dt .

In what follows, we will use the notation

η(x) := U(x, f (x)) =

ˆ x

0

√
1 + f ′(t)2 dt.

A.1.2. The conformal hodograph transform. We define the change of coordinates

x′ = U(x, y) , y′ = u(x, y) ,

given by the C1,α-regular map

T : Ωρ ∪ Γρ → R
2 ∩ {y′ ≥ 0} , T(x, y) = (x′, y′) .

By the definition of U and the fact that ∂yu(0, 0) ≥ 1, we have that for ρ small enough, the map
T is invertible.

Remark A.4. For ρ small enough, the set T
(
Ωρ ∪ Γρ

)
is a relatively open subset the upper

half-plane R2 ∩ {y′ ≥ 0} and we have the identities:

T(Ωρ) = T
(
Ωρ ∪ Γρ

)
∩ {y′ > 0} and T(Γρ) = T

(
Ωρ ∪ Γρ

)
∩ {y′ = 0}.

Let S be the inverse of T:

S(x′, y′) =
(
V(x′, y′), v(x′, y′)

)
, S : T

(
Ωρ ∪ Γρ

)
→ Ωρ ∪ Γρ .

We will sometimes write it in coordinates as

S(x′, y′) = (x, y) , x = V(x′, y′) , y = v(x′, y′) .



14 LORENZO FERRERI, LUCA SPOLAOR, BOZHIDAR VELICHKOV

Remark A.5. We notice that the geometric information about the free boundary Γρ is carried by

the second component of S. In fact, in the new coordinates (x′, y′), the free boundary Γρ is the
graph of the function

x′ 7→ v(x′, 0).

In order to show this, let us fix a point (x, y) ∈ Ωρ ∪ Γρ. Notice that

(x, y) ∈ Γρ ⇔ y = f (x) ⇔ u(x, y) = 0 ,

and that we have the relation

(A.3) y = v
(
U(x, y), u(x, y)

)
for every (x, y) ∈ Ωρ ∪ Γρ .

Thus,
(x, y) ∈ Γρ ⇔ u(x, y) = 0 ⇔ y = v(U(x, y), 0).

Now, since S is a one-to-one correspondance between the sets T(Γρ) and Γρ, we get that

y = v(U(x, y), 0) ⇔ y = v(U(x, f (x)), 0) ⇔ y = v(x′, 0),

where we used that
x′ = U(x, f (x)) = η(x).

As a consequence, we get the identity

f (x) = v(η(x), 0) for every x ∈ Iρ .

Definition A.6. We will call v conformal hodograph transform of u.

Lemma A.7. Let T = (U, u) and S = (V, v) be as above. Then, the function

v : T(Ωρ) ∪ T(Γρ)→ R,

is C1-regular in T(Ωρ) ∪ T(Γρ), C∞-regular in the open set T(Ωρ), and is such that

(A.4) ∆v = 0 in T(Ωρ) , |∇v| = 1 on T(Γρ).

Moreover, for every x ∈ Γρ, we have the identities

(A.5) f ′(x) =
∂x′v(η(x), 0)

∂y′v(η(x), 0)
and η′(x) =

1

∂y′v(η(x), 0)
.

Proof. We first notice that v is harmonic in T(Ωρ) since it is the second component of a con-
formal map. Moreover, using (A.3) and taking the derivatives with respect to x and y, we
get

∂x′v
(
U(x, y), u(x, y)

)
∂xU(x, y) + ∂y′v

(
U(x, y), u(x, y)

)
∂xu(x, y) = 0,

∂x′v
(
U(x, y), u(x, y)

)
∂yU(x, y) + ∂y′v

(
U(x, y), u(x, y)

)
∂yu(x, y) = 1.

Using the identities (A.2) for the partial derivatives of U, we obtain the system

∂x′v(x′, y′) ∂yu(x, y) + ∂y′v(x′, y′) ∂xu(x, y) = 0,

−∂x′v(x′, y′) ∂xu(x, y) + ∂y′v(x′, y′) ∂yu(x, y) = 1,

which leads to

(A.6) ∂y′v(x′, y′) =
∂yu(x, y)

|∇u|2(x, y)
and ∂x′v(x′, y′) = − ∂xu(x, y)

|∇u|2(x, y)
.

In particular, we have that, for every (x, y) ∈ Ωρ ∪ Γρ,

(A.7) |∇u|(x, y) |∇v|(x′, y′) = 1 ,

where (x′, y′) = (U(x, y), u(x, y)). This concludes the proof of (A.4).
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We next prove (A.5). By (A.1), we have that

f ′(x) = −∂xu(x, f (x))

∂yu(x, f (x))
for every x ∈ Iρ.

On the other hand, by (A.8) and the fact that x′ = η(x), we get

(A.8) ∂y′v(η(x), 0) = ∂yu(x, f (x)) and ∂x′v(η(x), 0) = −∂xu(x, f (x)) .

Thus, we obtain:

f ′(x) =
∂x′v(η(x), 0)

∂y′v(η(x), 0)
for every x ∈ Iρ.

Using Remark A.3, we get that for every x ∈ Iρ

η′(x) =
√

1 + f ′(t)2 =
1

∂y′v(η(x), 0)
,

which concludes the proof. �

A.1.3. Analyticity of the free boundary. Proof of Theorem A.1. We define the complex gradient

Q := ∂z′v = ∂x′v− i∂y′v,

where z′ = x′ + iy′. Then Q satisfies

∂z̄′Q = 0 in T(Ωρ) , |Q| = 1 on T(Γρ) .

Consider the function

P : T(Ωρ) ∪ T(Γρ)→ R , P = −i
Q + i

Q− i
.

Then, P is holomorphic in T(Ωρ) and since P can be also written as

P =
2 Re Q

|Q− i|2 − i
|Q|2 − 1

|Q− i|2 ,

we get that P satisfies

∂z̄′P = 0 in T(Ωρ) , Im P = 0 on T(Γρ).

In particular, this implies that P can be extended to an holomorphic function across T(Γρ). As

a consequence, also Q is holomorphic across T(Γρ) and so, the imaginary part ∂y′v(x′, 0) is

analytic function of x′. Using the fact that the function η : (−ρ, ρ)→ R solves the equation

η′(x) =
1

∂y′v(η(x), 0)
, η(0) = 0 ,

we obtain that η is analytic. As a consequence, also f is analytic. This concludes the proof of
Theorem A.1. �
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A.2. Construction of analytic solutions. Let f : Iρ → R be an analytic function such that

f (0) = f ′(0) = 0 and | f ′| ≤ 1 on Iρ .

In particular, also f ′(x) is analytic on Iρ. Define the function

η : Iρ → R , η(x) :=

ˆ x

0

√
1 + ( f ′(t))2 dt .

Then, η is analytic on Iρ,

η(0) = 0 , η′(0) = 1 and η′ ≥ 1 on Iρ .

Let η−1 : η(Iρ)→ Iρ be the inverse of η. We next define the function

β : η(Iρ)→ R ,

by the identity

η′(x) =
1

β(η(x))
.

We notice that β is anlaytic and that 0 < |β| ≤ 1 on the interval η(Iρ). Similarly, let

α : η(Iρ)→ R ,

be the analytic function defined trough the identity

f ′(x) =
α(η(x))

β(η(x))
for every x ∈ Iρ.

We notice that since by construction

η′(x) =
√

1 + ( f ′(x))2 ,

we get that

1

β(η(x))
=

√

1 +
α(η(x))2

β(η(x))2

which leads to
α(x′)2 + β(x′)2 = 1 for every x′ ∈ η(Iρ) .

We define the function

Q : η(Iρ)→ C , Q(x′) := α(x′)− iβ(x′) .

Then, Q is analytic (in the real variable x′) on Iρ and

Q(0, 0) = −i and |Q| = 1 on η(Iρ).

As a consequence, in a small ball Bδ, the function Q can be extended to a holomorphic function
in the complex variable z′ = x′ + iy′. We will use the notation

Q(z′) = Q(x′, y′) = α(x′, y′)− iβ(x′, y′).

Notice that since Q is holomorphic on Bδ, we have

∂z̄′Q = 0,

or, equivalently, for every (x′, y′) ∈ Bδ,

∂x′α(x′, y′) = −∂y′β(x′, y′) and ∂y′α(x′, y′) = ∂x′β(x′, y′) .

In particular, this means that the 1-forms

α(x′, y′) dx′ + β(x′, y′) dy′ and − β(x′, y′) dx′ + α(x′, y′) dy′
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are both closed in Bδ. Then, we can find functions

V : Bδ → R and v : Bδ → R

such that
V(0, 0) = 0 , ∂x′V(x′, y′) = −β(x′, y′) , ∂y′V(x′, y′) = α(x′, y′) ;

v(0, 0) = 0 , ∂x′v(x′, y′) = α(x′, y′) , ∂y′v(x′, y′) = β(x′, y′) .

First, we notice that v solves the following problem in Bδ :

∆v = 0 in Bδ , |∇v| = 1 on Bδ ∩ {y′ = 0}.
Second, the map

S : Bδ → R
2 , S(x′, y′) :=

(
V(x, y), v(x, y)

)
,

is a conformal change of coordinates and is such that

S(0, 0) = (0, 0) and ∇S(0, 0) =

(
−1 0
0 1

)
,

so it is invertible in a neighborhood Bε of (0, 0). Let T be its inverse and let U and u be the
components of T

T : S(Bε)→ R
2 , T(x, y) :=

(
U(x, y), u(x, y)

)
.

We define the sets Ω ⊂ R2 and Γ ⊂ R2 as

Ω := S
(

Bε ∩ {y′ > 0}
)

and Γ := S
(

Bε ∩ {y′ = 0}
)
.

Since S is a homeomorphism, we have that

∂Ω = Γ in the open set S
(

Bε).

Moreover, by the definion of u, we have that

u > 0 in Ω and u = 0 on Γ .

Notice, that T is holomorphic (since it’s the inverse of a holomorphic function) and so, u is
harmonic in the whole open set S(Bε). Moreover, reasoning as in Lemma A.7, we get

|∇u| = 1 on Γ .

In conclusion, if we take the positive part u+ of the function u in S(Bε), then we have u+ is a
solution of the one-phase free boundary problem

∆u+ = 0 in Ω = {u+ > 0} ∩ S(Bε) , |∇u+| = 1 on Γ = ∂{u+ > 0} ∩ S(Bε) .

It only remains to show that Γ is the graph of f . By the definiton of Γ we know that (up to
taking ε > 0 small enough) Γ is the graph of a certain function g with g(0) = g′(0) = 0. Now,
by Remark A.5 and Lemma A.7, we get that

µ′(x) =
1

∂y′v(µ(x), 0))
=

1

β(µ(x), 0))
where µ(x) :=

ˆ x

0

√
1 + (g′(t))2 dt .

Now, by the Cauchy-Lipschitz theory for the ODE

µ′(x) =
1

β(µ(x), 0))
, µ(0) = 0 ,

we get that µ ≡ η. Finally, by the formula

f ′(x) =
α(µ(x))

β(µ(x))
= g(x) ,

we obtain that f ≡ g, which concludes the proof of Theorem A.2.
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