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A MONOTONICITY FORMULA FOR A CLASSICAL FREE
BOUNDARY PROBLEM

ARAM L. KARAKHANYAN

ABSTRACT. We construct a monotonicity formula for the free boundary
problem of the form Aw = u, where u is a Radon measure. It implies
that the blow up limits of solutions are homogenous functions of degree
one. The first formula is new even for classical Laplace operator.

Our method of proof uses a careful application of the strong maxi-
mum principle.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this note we construct a monotonicity formula for the local minimizers
of the functional

J(u) = /Q Vul? + Axquso),

where Q C R™ and xp is the characteristic function of a set D. Our main
result is

Theorem 1.1. Let u be a local minimizer of J, and 0 € 0{u > 0}, then

1
1.1 K(r :—/ X{u
(1.1) (r) |B, | B {u>0}

is @ monotone non-decreasing function of R. Furthermore, K is constant if
and only if the set {u > 0} is a cone and u is a homogeneous function of
degree one.

There are a number of monotonicity formulae for this problem, see [AP&6],
[ACF84a], [Spr83], [Wei98]. However, I believe that the monotonicity of
K (r) has not been proved in the literature even for the classical Alt-Caffarelli
problem [AC81]. In view of the Allard monotonicity formula [Sim83], K(R)
is the natural density function that enjoys monotonicity. The proof of The-
orem 1.1 is hinging on a local analysis of the free boundary structure by
employing the strong maximum principle.
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2. THE MAXIMUM PRINCIPLE

We use a slightly general set up. Let F(¢) : Ry — Ry, F(t) € C*1[0, 00]
satisfies the following conditions:
(F1) F(0) =0, co < F'(t) < Co,
Co
F 0< F'(t) < ——
(F2) < ) < 1+t
for some positive constants ¢y, Cp, see [ACF84b] page 2. Let

21) I = [ FOVAR)+ Moo

Note that div(F’(|Vu|?)Vu) is a measure supported on the boundary
of the set {u > 0}. If u is a local minimizer of Jp, then a;ju;; = 0 in
QO = {u > 0}NQ, where a;; = F'(|Vul?)8;;+2F" (|Vu|*)uiu;, see [ACF84b].
Recall the free boundary condition is of the form
(2.2) 2|Vul?F'(|Vul?) — F([Vul®) = A,

see [ACF84b]. Consequently |Vu| = A* on the free boundary, for some
constant \* determined from the above condition. Throughout this paper
as assume that A\* = 1.

Proposition 2.1. Let u € C3(Q) be a solution to a;ju;j = 0 in Q, where
aij = F'(|Vu|?)8;; + 2F"(|Vul?)uuj. Then the function w(z) = Vu(z) -z —
u(zx) satisfies

(23) aijwij =b- Vw,

where
(2.4)
b= —2{[F"(|Vul*)Au+ 2F" (|Vu|*) VuD*uVu] Vu + 2F"(|Vu|*)VuD?u} .

Remark 2.2. If F is a linear function, i.e. a;ju;; = Au, then b = 0.
Proof. The derivatives of w can be readily computed as follows
(2.5) Wi = Ui Ty,
(2.6) Wij = UmijTm + Ujj-
Contracting the Hessian D?w with the coefficient matrix a;; and using the
equation a;ju;; = 0 we get

AjjWij = QjjUmijTm + QijUi; =

= AjjUmijTm

= —amm (aij)uijznm.
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Using the definition of a;; we have
Oy, (ij) = Oy, (F'0ij + 2F uju;)
= 2F"VuVun,di; + 4F"VuVunuiu; + 2F" (uimuj 4+ witiy,;).
Consequently,
1

—§8xm(a,-j)u,-jxm = — F"'Vu(Vtm@m) Au — 2F"NVuD?*uN u(V iy & ) Vu

— 2F"VuD*u(Vuy )
_ _{ [F"(|Vu?)Au+ 2F" (|Vul?) VuD?*uVu] Vu

+ 2F”(yvu\2)qu2u} Vw
= g -Vuw.

We use the notation

(2.7)

bi= —{ [F"(IVu*) Au+ 2F"(|Vul*) VuD*uVu] Vu+ 2F"(|Vul*) VuD?u}

Therefore,
(2.8) Opp (@)U T = —b- Vw = =b- (Vuman),
and the result follows. O

As a direct consequence of the strong maximum principle we have

Corollary 2.3. If 0 € 9{u > 0}, and w achieves a local mazimum or min-
imum in QF, then w = 0 throughout QF, and Q% is a cone.

Proof. If w achieves a local maximum or minimum in Q%, then by the strong
maximum principle w must be constant throughout QF. Since w(0) = 0, it
follows that w = 0 throughout 2%, and hence u is homogeneous of degree
one, i.e. u(tx) = tu(x), for any ¢t > 0 and Q7T is a cone. O

Proposition 2.4. Let u be a local minimizer of J and 0 € 0{u > 0}, and
assume that b-x < 0 for any local minimizer having zero on its free boundary.
Here b is defined by (2.7). Then for any xo € 0{u > 0} we have

(2.9) lim sup (Vu- L @> >0
T—T0 ‘Z” ‘Z”
ze{u>0}

Proof. Suppose (2.9) fails, then for some z¢ € 9{u > 0} we must have that

(2.10) lim sup <Vu(:17) I M) =2 <o.
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Let 2y € {u > 0}, — x9, and

(2.11) lim <Vu(xk)- Tk u(x’“)> =2 <0,

Tp—T0 W B ]a;k]

Let yr € 0{u > 0} be the closest point to zj on the free boundary. Denote
Pk = |xx — yg|. We consider three cases:

kl

=

Case 1: e 0,
Case 2: % —a#0,
Case 3: 12 5 oo,
Pl
2.1. Case 1: We introduce the function uy(y) = w. Since pg, = |z —

Y| < Jxk —x0| — 0, it follows that we can employ a customary compactness
argument and show that for a subsequence ug(z) — @(z), and u(x) is a
local minimizer of J, see [ACF84b]. Moreover, since x = yi, + pry — x¢ for
y € By, and

yk+Pky:%_z+y_>i e 101
[y + piyl g_ier( yl™ lyn + pwyl g_ier( [y’

we get from (2.10) that
_ y  uy) 2
(2.12) Va(y) L — 22 < g2,
lyl 1yl

Moreover, by construction, there is a point yo € {ug > 0},|yo| = 1, such
that Bi(yo) € {u >0}, 0 € 9B1(yo) N d{u > 0} and

_ vo  u(yo) 2
2.13 Vi(y) - 22 — ——
(2:13) (o) lyol  |wol

Introduce, v(y) = % — Va(y) - % Then it follows from (2.12) and (2.13),

that v(y) > £ in By(yo) C {@ > 0} and v(yg) = ¢2. Therefore, v has a
local minimum at yo. We next show that v(y) is constant in the connected
component of {# > 0} containing yg. To see this we employ the strong
maximum principle. First observe that

L Wi Ui+ Ui | Uy
lyl  lyl3 |yl ly3
_ _% _ UmiYm UmYmYi
lyl? |yl ly3
_ VYi UmiYm

|y|? |yl

Vi
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Next, we compute the Hessian

UmijYm  Wij | UmiYmYj

v — — _ Wiy
Y ly| ly] PE
UmjYm¥Yi + UmOmj¥i + UmYmOij 3ﬂmymyiyj
ly3 |yl®
B ’L_Ljysi B Z_L(Slg n 3’L_Lin;j
|yl ly| |yl
_Umigym _ Uij | UmiYmY; +3ﬂmjymyi B 51'3'3 (i — i)
ly| ly| |yl |yl
Vil _
+3 - ]( umym)’

lyl®

After contracting the Hessian with the matrix a;; we obtain

1 2 _
Ai5V55 = _maijuijmym - ’ ‘amuzg Waijyj(umiym)
a;;yiy;  Tracea;; > _ _
+ {3 - (—Vau-y)
( lyl° lyl®

1 _ 2 _
= maym(aij)uijym + Waijyj(umiym)

ai;y;y;  Tracea;; \ _
- (s - T v

Vimy 2 _
=—b- W + Waz’jyj(umiym)
v Ai5YilY;j
+—13 — Tracea; ) ,
lyl? < lyl? Y

where to get the last line we used (2.8). From the computation of the first

derivatives we see that Vv = — v — Vﬂmym, hence a;;v;; can be simplified
oll Tyl [yl g
as follows
2 Yi
a;ivi; =b- |Vo+ — ] Y [v +—v]
v [ Iyl3 TP T Ty
v WU
+ W <3 Tj;yj — Traceaij>
=b-Vu+ cv,
where
_ QL b- D Uil 1 Qi Uil
pE = pk — k]2y], c= g 7”1/42% + <3 ”y;yj - Traceaij> .
|yl ] [y || |yl

Decomposing ¢ = ¢t — ¢~ into positive and negative parts, and noting that
v > 0% > 0 it follows that

Vi =b-Vo+ctv—cv < b- Vo —|—c+v,
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or equivalently

i Vij — b-Vou—cto <0.

Since by assumption b-y < 0, it follows that ¢ < # (% — Traceaij> <0.
Consequently, ¢t = 0. Note that for the Laplace operator b = 0.

Hence from the strong maximum principle we conclude that v(y) = £2 for
any y € {u > 0}.

In order to finish the proof for the Case 1, we will show that ¢ # 0
contradicts the fact that the mean curvature of the the smooth portions
of free boundary is positive, see Appendix. On the smooth portion of the
free boundary the condition v = ¢? means that Vi -y = —¢2|y|. Note that
Va is the unit normal pointing into {u > 0}. Let y(s) be an arc-length
parametrization of a planar curve in the free boundary near some regular
point, say 29 # 0, and zy = y(0). Then N - y(s) = —|y(s)| , where
N(s) = Vu(y(s)) is the unit normal on the curve pointing into {u > 0}.
Differentiating in arc-length parameter s yields

N-y+N-y:—€2M.
[y
Since yy = 7 is the unit tangent we get that NV -y = 0, and from the Frenet
equations N = —k7,7 = kN, we can rewrite the last equation in the follow-
ing equivalent form
2T Y
—kT-y=—0"—2=.
[y

Cancelling 7 - y and choosing ¢(0) as a principal direction we see that

n—1 62
(2.14) Y —ki=—(n—1)—.
p [y
Differentiating #(y(s)) = 0 twice in s we obtain @, + Va -7 = 0. In the
principal coordinate system coordinates, at zg, the equation a;;;; = 0 yields
F'(1) " gy, + (F'(1) 4+ 2F"(1))ayy = 0. From here we infer that at zg
(2.15)

F”(l) n—1 n—1 n—1 02
1=1 1=1 1=1

|yl

Since h(y) = Va(y) - N(z0) has its maximum achieved at the boundary point
20, then from Hopf’s lemma it follows that 0_n,h > 0 at 2o, or equivalently
UnyN, < 0, where Ny = N(zp). This yields

2

14
—(n—1)— >0,
=D

which is a contradiction.
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2.2. Case 2: As for the Case 2, we first observe that the blow up limit @ of

up(y) = %, y € Bo, satisfies the inequality

CEotyja Loy e _p

|Eo +y/al |Eo +y/al
with equality holding at some interior point yy such that B;(yg) C {a > 0}.
Observe that

Va(y)

Lk Pk_
(2.16) wetype _ Tod Yl Eotyla
: xk‘i‘ & s s E0+ a’
ool g yp) Eotu/al

&
(2.17) Pk _ [s] ‘ 1/a

[Tk + ypr| Lk oy Pl \Eo + y/al’

k] Yk |

for some unit vector Ej.

Setting U(z) = u(a(z — Ey)),z = Ey + y/a, we can reduce this case to
to the previous one, since VU - |§ — U|iz|) < —al?, with equality holding at
some interior point of {U > 0}, and hence preceding proof applies to this

case too. After applying the strong maximum principle one can see that

CEotyla oy e _p
|Eo +y/al |Eo +y/al ’

in {a > 0}. From this point on, we can either proceed like in the previous

(2.18) Vii(y)

case, or, alternatively, one may consider the blow out limit, i.e. taking
y = 20 + Rz, where zp € 0{u > 0} and let R — oo. It is obvious that the
scaled functions ug(z) = u(zp+ Rz)/R are local minimizer, hence applying a
customary compactness argument, one readily verifies that for any sequence
Ry — oo, there is a subsequence still denoted by Ry, so that the functions
ug(2z) = u(z0+ Riz)/ Ry converge locally uniformly to a local minimizer a°,
such that

z

(2.19) vas(s) - - uw(z)% _

—02

This, as we have seen in the proof of the previous case, yields that £ = 0,
and this finishes the argument for Case 2.

lyx!
Pk
Let o = |xg — yk| and take x = xg + oxy,y € By. The scaled function
ug(y) = u(xog + ory)/ok, for a suitable subsequence, converge to a local

minimizer @, such that for y € By N {u > 0},
Vi(y) - zo < —£%|x).

2.3. Case 3: For the remaining case, — 00, we first assume that xy # 0.

Hence for eg = _|§_8|7 we have Vi(y) - eg > ¢2. We infer from here
that the minimizer @ is strictly monotone near the free boundary point
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Yo limpg_ oo g—z, for a suitable subsequence. Applying the flatness implies C'¢
regularity theory [Fel01], we see that d{u > 0} is smooth near yy. Conse-
quently, from the convergence of d{uy > 0} to d{u > 0} in the Hausdorff
distance [ACF84b], it follows that the free boundaries d{uy > 0} are uni-
formly smooth near y; € d{uy > 0}. Therefore, by construction, there is a
point yo € 0By N d{u > 0} such that
(2.20) yli_)]rryl0 (Va(y) - zo) = —%|zo| < 0.

ye{u>0}
It follows that yg is a maximum point for h(y) = Vu(y) - . Letting N =
Vi(yo), the inner unit normal pointing into {@ > 0}, we see from the Hopf
lemma that 0_xh(yo) > 0. Decomposing g = aN + T, where T' L. N, we
see that

0 < 0_nh(yo) = a(—unn(y0)) — BunT(Yo)-

The last term on the right hand side vanishes at yo. Indeed, let y(s) be an
arc-length parametrized curve such that y(0) = yo, and y(0) = T. Differ-
entiating the free boundary condition |Vii(y(s))|?
unT(yo) = 0. Furthermore, from Vu(yo) - 2o < 0 we get that o < 0, and
from the mean curvature equation —unn(yo) > 0 (see the Appendix), it
follows that a(—unn(yo)) < 0. This is in contradiction with 0_xh(yo) > 0.

Finally, assume that 2o = 0. In this case, we scale u by o = |yx| — 0,
then, as before, we can employ the same procedure to construct a blow up
limit @(y), such that @ is a local minimizer and

= 1 in s, we obtain that

1
(2.21) Va(y) - fy/—| ~aly)y; < —2, ye B n{a>0}.

On the regular free boundary points Vau(y) -y < —¢%|y|. Introduce the
density function

; /
2.22 K(r)=— X{u>01-
( ) () ’Br’ B, {u>0}

Since I' := 9{u > 0} has locally finite perimeter and the reduced boundary
is a dense open subset, it follows from the divergence theorem that

/ Va(y) -y = — / —Vu-x—i—/ Loy
I'NBp I'NBp {a>0}NdBg ||
T

= —/ divx +/ — T
BrN{a>0} {a>0}NdBr ||

= _"/ X{a>0} T R/ X{a>0}-
Br O0BR

X

+ / T
{a>0}NdBr |z|
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Consequently, we infer the formula

dK 1 _

which, in view of Va(y) -y < —¢?|y|, satisfied 5#"~1 a.e. on the free bound-
ary, states that K (R) is a non increasing bounded function. For any sequence
of positive numbers R; — 0 and two positive numbers a < b we observe that
the following formula is true

2.24 Vu = K(bRy) — K(aR 0
(2.24) /R"H /WBR T (z (bRy) — K(aRg) —

where g (y) = u(Rry)/Ri and T'y, = 9{uy, > 0}. Using a standard compact-
ness argument we can conclude that there is a limit @, such that

(2.25) / e /F L Vio(a) a0

Moreover, (2.21) translates to ug, and we get that on I'g = 9{ug > 0} the
inequality Vig(y) -y < —¢%|y| holds ™! a.e., thus

(2.26) 0< / / Ply| < — / / Vig(z) -z = 0.
Rn+1 T'oNBgr ‘ ’ Rn+l T'oNBgr ( )
This, yields £ = 0 and we finish the proof. O

(2.23)

3. PROOF OoF THEOREM 1.1

Recalling (2.23) we see that

dK 1

—_— = — / Vu(z) - .

dT Tn+1 'NB,

It follows from Proposition 2.4 that K’(r) > 0 because on the regular por-
tion of the free boundary Vu -z > 0, and hence J#"~! a.e. on 0{u > 0}.
Repeating the argument in the proof of Case 3, we see that for any blow up

of u at 0 we must have Vug(x) - & = 0, "1 a.e. on d{ug > 0}. Now the
homogeneity of ug follows from Lemma 4.2.

(3.1)

4. APPENDIX

It is well known that the mean curvature of the free boundary is a positive
multiple of —9% yu at the regular free boundary points [Kar21]. Combining
this with Hopf’s lemma we can prove that some local properties of the
regular free boundary points instantaneously become global.

Lemma 4.1. Let u be a blow up limit of a local minimizer, and xy €
d{u > 0} is a regular point of the free boundary. Then either u is a lin-
ear function in {u > 0} or —9% yu(zo) >0, where N = Vu(zy).
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Proof. Since w is a blow up limit then it follows from [ACF84b] that |Vu| <
1, with equality on the regular free boundary points. Let N = Vu(z() be the
inner unit normal point to QT then h(z) = Vu(x)- N achieves its maximum
at xg. From Hopf’s lemma it follows that 0_nh(xzg) > 0, or equivalently,
—0% yu(mo) > 0 unless h is constant. The latter case implies that near xg
the free boundary is a piece of a hyperplane, and consequently there is a
linear function L(x) such that a;;j(uv — L);; = 0 in {u > 0} near the planar
piece of the free boundary. Applying Hopf’s lemma to © — L one more time
the result follows. O

Lemma 4.2. Let u be as in previous lemma. Moreover, let us assume that
Vu(z) -z = 0 for x € 0{u > 0} in some neighborhood of a regular free
boundary point xo. Then u is a homogeneous function of degree one on the
component of the positivity set containing xg on its boundary.

Proof. Let N = Vu(z), z close to xg, then Oyw(z) = ND?(z)z = 0, where
w(x) = Vu(z) -z — u(zx). Indeed, since z - N = 0, it follows that z is a tan-
gential direction at z. Differentiating the free boundary condition |Vu|? = 1
in tangential directions, we see that unr(z) = 0 for any tangential direction
T, and the claim follows. This shows that w(z) = |[Vw(z)| = 0 for every z
close to zg. By Proposition 2.1 w(x) = Vu(z) -z —u(z) solves the uniformly
elliptic equation a;jw;; = b- Vw. Consequently, w = 0 as claimed. U
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