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THE VARIABLE COEFFICIENT THIN OBSTACLE PROBLEM:
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ABSTRACT. In this article we continue our investigation of the thin obstacle
problem with variable coefficients which was initiated in [[KRS15a], [KRS15b].
Using a partial Hodograph-Legendre transform and the implicit function the-
orem, we prove higher order Holder regularity for the regular free boundary,
if the associated coefficients are of the corresponding regularity. For the zero
obstacle this yields an improvement of a full derivative for the free boundary
regularity compared to the regularity of the metric. In the presence of non-
zero obstacles or inhomogeneities, we gain three halves of a derivative for the
free boundary regularity with respect to the regularity of the inhomogeneity.
Further we show analyticity of the regular free boundary for analytic metrics.
We also discuss the low regularity set-up of W1 metrics with p > n 4 1 with
and without (L?) inhomogeneities.

Key new ingredients in our analysis are the introduction of generalized Holder
spaces, which allow to interpret the transformed fully nonlinear, degenerate
(sub)elliptic equation as a perturbation of the Baouendi-Grushin operator,
various uses of intrinsic geometries associated with appropriate operators, the
application of the implicit function theorem to deduce (higher) regularity and
the splitting technique from [KRS15b].
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1. INTRODUCTION

This article is devoted the study of the higher regularity properties of the free
boundary of solutions to the thin obstacle or Signorini problem. To this end, we
consider local minimizers to the functional

J(v) = /aij(?iv(?jvdx, v e K,
B

with K := {u € HY(B]")|u > 0 on B} x{0}}. Here B := {z € By CR""!| 2,1 >
0} and B} := {x € By C R"™}| 2,11 = 0} denote the (n + 1)-dimensional upper
half ball and the co-dimension one ball, respectively. The tensor field a* : Bf' —
Rg’;#)x("ﬂ) is assumed to be uniformly elliptic, symmetric and WP (B;") regular
for some p > n + 1. Here and in the sequel we use the summation convention.

Due to classical results on variational inequalities [Ura87], [Fril0], minimizers
of this problem exist and are unique (under appropriate boundary conditions).
Moreover, minimizers are Cl’min{l_%l’é}(B;r/z) regular (c.f. [ACO6], [KRS15D])

and solve the following uniformly elliptic equation with complementary or Signorini
boundary conditions

9;a”d;w = 0 in By,

w >0, a" 9w <0, w(@" ™ o;w) =0 in B} x {0}.

(1)

Here the bulk equation is to be interpreted weakly, while the boundary conditions
hold pointwise. In particular, the constraint originating from the convex set K only
acts on the boundary; in this sense the obstacle is thin. The constraint on functions
in K divides the boundary B} x {0} into three different regions: The contact set
Ay = {x € B} x {0}| w = 0}, where the minimizer attains the obstacle, the non-
coincidence set, Q,, := {x € B} x {0}| w > 0}, where the minimizer lies strictly
above the obstacle, and the free boundary, T',, := 02, which separates the contact
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set from the non-coincidence set.

As we seek to obtain a more detailed analysis of the (regular) free boundary
under higher regularity assumptions on the metric tensor a*/, we briefly recall the,
for our purposes, most relevant known properties of the free boundary (c.f. [CSS08],
[PSUL2], [GSVGL4], [GPGLE], [KRS15a] [KRS15b]): Considering metrics which
need not be more regular than WP with p € (n + 1, 00] and carrying out a blow-
up analysis of solutions, w, of (1) around free boundary points, it is possible to
assign to each free boundary point 2y € I',, N B the uniquely determined order of
vanishing k(xo) of w at this point (c.f. Proposition 4.2 in [KRS15a]):

_nt1
. In (r 2 ||w||L2(Bi(wo)))
K(IO) = ]Jm ’

=0, In(r)

Since the order of vanishing satisfies the gap property that either x(zg) = 2 or
k(zo) > 2 (c.f. Corollary 4.2 in [[KRS154]), the free boundary can be decomposed

as follows:

TN By :=Tys(w) U | Tw(w),

K>2

where I'y,(w) := {x¢ € Ty, N B}| k(xo) = k}. Moreover, noting that the mapping
T'w 3 xg — Kk(x) is upper-semi-continuous (c.f. Proposition 4.3 in [KRS15a]), we
obtain the set I'y/o(w), which is called the regular free boundary, is a relatively
open subset of I'y,. At each regular free boundary point 2o € I'3 /5 (w), there exists
an L2?-normalized blow-up sequence Wg,,r;» Which converges to a nontrivial global
solution wy5(Q(z0)x) with flat free boundary. Here wy)s(z) 1= Re(xy, + izpn41)%/>
is a model solution and Q(zo) € SO(n + 1) (c.f. Proposition 4.5 in [[{RS15a]). By
a more detailed analysis the regular free boundary can be seen to be C1® regular
(c.f. Theorem 2 in [[KRS15b]) and a leading order expansion of solutions w at the
regular free boundary can be determined (c.f. Proposition 4.6 in [KRS15b] and
Corollary 4.8 in [[KRS15b], c.f. also Proposition 3.1 in Section 3.1).

In the sequel we will exclusively focus on the regular free boundary. Due to
its relative openness and by scaling, it is always possible to assume that the whole
boundary in a given domain consists only of the regular free boundary. This conven-
tion will be used throughout the article; whenever referring to the “free boundary”
without further details, we will mean the regular free boundary.

1.1. Main results and ideas. In this article our main objective is to prove higher
regularity of the (regular) free boundary if the metric a® is of higher (Hélder)
regularity. In particular, we prove the analyticity of the free boundary for analytic
coefficients:

Theorem 1. Let a : B{" — RgZ#)X(nH) be a uniformly elliptic, symmeltric,
WP tensor field with p € (n + 1,00]. Suppose that w : By — R is a solution of
the variable coefficient thin obstacle problem (1) with metric a*.

n+1

(i) Then the regular free boundary I's j5(w) is locally a CHYT graph if p < 0o
and a C*1~ graph if p = .

(i) Assume further that a” is C*7 regular with k > 1 and v € (0,1). Then
the regular free boundary I'sjo(w) is locally a Ck1Y graph.
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(iii) Assume in addition that a”’ is real analytic. Then the regular free boundary
['s/2(w) is locally real analytic.

We note that these results are sharp on the Holder scale. In deriving the sharp
gain of a full derivative, the choice of our function spaces play a key role (c.f. the
discussion below for details on the motivation of our function spaces and Remark
6.9 in Section 6.3 for the optimality on the Holder scale and the role of our function
spaces).

In addition to the previously stated results, we also deal with the regularity problem
in the presence of inhomogeneities.

Theorem 2. Let a” : B — Rg’;#)x("ﬂ) be a WP tensor field with p € (2(n +
1),00] and let f : Bf — R be an LP(B;) function. Suppose that w : Bl — R
is a solution of the variable coefficient thin obstacle problem with metric a¥ and
inhomogeneity f:

9;a9;w = f in By,
w >0, a"™o;w <0, w(@ T o;w) =0 in By x {0}.

(2)

+1

(i) Then the regular free boundary I's s (w) is locally a chi % graph.

(i) Assume in addition that a¥ is a C*7 tensor field with k > 1 and v € (0,1]
and let f: B — R be a C¥=Y7 function. Then the regular free boundary
Ts/o(w) is locally a Crtirtslats =3 graph.

(iil) Moreover, assume that a¥ is a real analytic tensor field and let f : B — R
be a real analytic function. Then the reqular free boundary T's jo(w) is locally
real analytic.

Here [-] denotes the floor function.

We note that this in particular includes the set-up with non-zero obstacles with
as low as W2? p € (2(n + 1), 00|, regularity (c.f. Section 7.2.2). To to best of our
knowledge Theorems 1 and 2 are the first results on higher regularity for the thin
obstacle problem with variable coefficients and inhomogeneities.

In order to obtain a better understanding for the gain of the free boundary
regularity with respect to the regularity of the inhomogeneity, it is instructive to
compare Theorem 2, i.e. the situation of the variable coeflicient thin obstacle prob-
lem, with that of the variable coefficient classical obstacle problem (c.f. [IKKN77],
[Fri10]): In the classical obstacle problem (for the Laplace operator) there is a gain
of one order of differentiability with respect to the inhomogeneity, i.e. if f € C*,
then the (regular) free boundary T, is C**1:% regular. This can be seen to be
optimal by for instance considering an inhomogeneity which only depends on a sin-
gle variable (the variable z,, in whose direction the free boundary is a graph, i.e.
T'w = {x € Bi| x, = g(2')}, with a choice of parametrization such that locally
|[V’g| # 0), by using up to the boundary elliptic regularity estimates for all deriva-
tives 0;w with respect to directions orthogonal to e, and by expressing the partial
derivative 0,,,w along the free boundary in terms of the parametrization g.

In contrast, in our situation of thin obstacles, we gain three halves of a derivative
with respect to a general inhomogeneity. We conjecture that this is the optimal
gain. As we are however dealing with a co-dimension two free boundary value prob-
lem, it seems harder to prove the optimality of this gain by similar means as for
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the classical obstacle problem. Yet, we remark that this gain of three-halves of a
derivative also fits the scaling behavior (though not the regularity assumptions) of
the inhomogeneities treated in [DSS14].

Let us explain the main ideas of deriving the regularity results of Theorems 1
and 2: In order to prove higher regularity properties of the free boundary, we rely
on the partial Legendre-Hodograph transform (c.f. [KKN77], [KPS15])

(3) T : Bi‘r — Q+ = {y S ]Rn+1| Yn 2 ann+1 S 0}7

y:=T(z) := (2", 0hw, Opy1w), v(y) := w(T) — TpYn — Tnt1Yn+1,
which allows us to fix the (regular) free boundary:
T(Fw) - {y € RnJr1| Yn = Yn+1 = O}-

The asymptotic expansion of w around I',, implies that the transformation 7T is
asymptotically a square root mapping. Similar arguments as in [[XPS15] yield that
T is invertible with inverse given by

T Yy) = (v, —0,0(y), —On410(y)).

Thus, the free boundary I, can be parametrized in terms of the Legendre function
v as

r,n Bi/2 ={2' € Bi/2| T = —Opv(2”,0,0)}.

Therefore, it suffices to study the regularity properties of the Legendre function v,
in order to derive higher regularity properties of the free boundary T',,.

Pursuing this strategy and investigating the properties of the Legendre function
v, we encounter several difficulties:

Nonlinearity and subellipticity of the transformed equation, function spaces. In
analogy to the observations in [[{PS15] the Hodograh-Legendre transformation T
transforms the uniformly elliptic equation for w into a fully nonlinear, degenerate
(sub)elliptic equation for v (c.f. Proposition 3.9). Moreover, studying the asymp-
totics of v at the degenerate set of the nonlinear operator (which is the image of
the free boundary under the transformation T'), the linearized operator (at v) is
identified a perturbation of the (subelliptic) Baouendi-Grushin operator (c.f. Sec-
tion 6.2).

In this context a central new ingredient and major contribution of the article en-
ters: Seeking to deduce regularity by an application of the implicit function theorem
instead of direct and tedious elliptic estimates (c.f. Section 6.3), we have to cap-
ture the relation between the linearized and nonlinear operators in terms of our
function spaces (c.f. Section 4). This leads to the challenge of finding function
spaces which on the one hand mimic the asymptotics of the Legendre function.
This is a key requirement, since the perturbative interpretation of the fully non-
linear operator (as a nonlinear Baouendi-Grushin type operator) crucially relies on
the asymptotics close the the straightened free boundary. On the other hand, the
spaces have to allow for good regularity estimates for the linearized equation which
is of Baouendi-Grushin type. In this context, we note that Calderon-Zygmund esti-
mates and Schauder estimates have natural analogues for subelliptic operators like
the Baouendi-Grushin operator. The mismatch between the vector space structure
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(relevant for derivatives) and the subelliptic geometry allows for nontrivial choices
in the definition of Sobolev spaces and higher order Holder spaces.

In order to deal with both of the described conditions, we introduce generalized
Hélder spaces which are on the one hand adapted to the Baouendi-Grushin opera-
tor (for instance by relying on the intrinsic geometry induced by this operator) and
on the other hand measure the distance to an approximating polynomial with the
“correct” asymptotics close to the straightened free boundary (c.f. Section 4 for
the definition and properties of our generalized Holder spaces and the Appendix,
Section 8 for the proofs of these results). These function spaces are reminiscent
of Campanato type spaces (c.f. [Cam64], [MJ09]) and also of the polynomial ap-
proximations used by De Silva and Savin [DSS14]. While similar constructions are
possible for elliptic equations they seem to be not relevant there. For our problem
however they are crucial.

Partial regularity and the implicit function theorem. Seeking to avoid lengthy
and tedious higher order derivative estimates for the Legendre function v, we devi-
ate from the previous strategies of proving higher regularity that are present in the
literature on the thin obstacle problem. Instead we reason by the implicit function
theorem along the lines of an argument introduced by Angenent (c.f. [Ang90a],
[Ang90b], [KL12]). In this context we pre-compose our Legendre function, v, with
a one-parameter family, ®,, of diffeomorphisms leading to a one-parameter fam-
ily of “Legendre functions”, v, (Section 6.3.1). Here the diffeomeorphisms are
chosen such that the parameter dependence on a is analytic and so that the dif-
feomorphisms are the identity outside of a fixed compact set, whereas at the free
boundary infinitesimally they generate a family of translations in the tangential
directions. The functions v, satisfy a similar fully nonlinear, degenerate elliptic
equation as v. Invoking the analytic implicit function theorem, we then establish
that solutions of this equation are necessarily analytic in the parameter a, which,
due to the uniqueness of solutions, implies that the family v, depends on a analyt-
ically. As the family of diffeomorphisms, ®,, infinitesimally generates translations
in the tangential directions, this immediately entails the partial analyticity of the
original Legendre function v in the tangential variables.

Corner domain, function spaces. Compared with the constant coefficient case in

[KPS15], the presence of variable coefficients leads to a completely new difficulty:
By the definition of the Hodograph-Legendre transform (3), the transformation T'
maps the upper half ball B} into the quarter space Q4 (c.f. Section 3.2). In par-
ticular, the free boundary is mapped into the edge of @4, which does not allow us
to invoke standard interior regularity estimates there.
In contrast to the argument in [KPS15], we cannot overcome this problem by re-
flecting the resulting solution so as to obtain a problem in which the free boundary
is in the interior of the domain: Indeed, this would immediately lead to a loss
of regularity of the coefficients a* and hence would not allow us to prove higher
regularity estimates up to the boundary. Thus, instead, we have to work in the
setting of an equation that is posed in the quarter space, where the singularity of
the domain is centered at the straightened free boundary. This in particular neces-
sitates regularity estimates in this (singular) domain which hold uniformly up to
the boundary (c.f. Appendix, Section 8.2).
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In deducing these regularity estimates, we strongly rely on the form of our gen-
eralized Holder spaces and on the interpretation of our fully nonlinear equation
as a perturbation of the Baouendi-Grushin Laplacian in the quarter space which
satisfies homogeneous Dirichlet data on {y, = 0} and homogeneous Neumann data
on {yn+1 = 0}. As it is possible to classify and explicitly compute all the ho-
mogeneous solutions to this operator, an approximation argument in the spirit of
[Wan03] yields the desired regularity estimates in our generalized Holder spaces
(c.f. Appendix, Section 8.2).

Low regularity metrics. In the case of only WP regular metrics with p €
(n+1,00], and/or LP inhomogeneities, even away from the free boundary a general
solution w is only W?2P regular. Thus, the previous arguments leading to the in-
vertibility of the Hodograph-Legendre transform do not apply directly, as they rely
on pointwise bounds for D?w. To resolve this issue, we use the splitting technique
from [KKRS15b] and introduce a mechanism that exchanges decay and regularity:
More precisely, we split a general solution w into two components w = u + u.
Here the first component u deals with the low regularity of the coefficients and the
inhomogeneity:

a1 0@ — dist(z,Ty) 24 = f — (0;a”)9;w in By \ Ay, @ =0 on A,.

Due to the inclusion of the strongly coercive term — dist(z, 'y, ) 2% in the equation,
the solution @ has a strong decay properties (compared to w) towards I';,. We hence
interpret it as a controlled error.

The second contribution u is now of better regularity away from the free boundary
Ty, as it solves the non-divergence form elliptic equation

aijaiju = —dist(x,Ty) 2@ in By \ Ay, @ =0 on A,,.

Moreover, it captures the essential behavior of the original function w (c.f. Lemma
7.1 and Proposition 7.2). In particular, the free boundary I',, is the same as the
free boundary I',, := dp/{z € B : u(xr) > 0} of u. We then apply our previous
arguments to v and correspondingly obtain the regularity of the free boundary.

1.2. Literature and related results. The thin obstacle problem has been studied
extensively beginning with the fundamental works of Caffarelli [Caf79], Uraltseva
[Ura85], [Ura87], Kinderlehrer [Kin&1], and the break through results of Athana-
sopoulos, Caffarelli [ACO6], as well as Athanasopoulos, Caffarelli, Salsa [ACS08]
and Caffarelli, Silvestre, Salsa [CSS08]. While there is a quite good understanding
of many aspects of the constant coefficient problem, the variable problem has only
recently received a large amount of attention: Here, besides the early work of Uralt-
seva [Ura87], in particular the articles by Garofalo, Smit Vega Garcia [GSVG14] and
Garofalo, Petrosyan, Smit Vega Garcia [GP(G15] and the present authors [[KRS154],
[KRS15b] should be mentioned. While the methods differ — the first two articles
rely on a frequency function approach and an epiperimetric inequality, the second
two articles build on a Carleman estimate as well as careful comparison arguments
— in both works the regularity of the regular free boundary is obtained for the vari-
able coefficient problem under low regularity assumptions on the metric.

Hence, it is natural to ask whether the free boundary regularity can be improved
if higher regularity assumptions are made on the coefficients and what the precise
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dependence on the regularity of the coefficients amounts to. In the constant coef-
ficient setting, the higher regularity question has independently been addressed by
De Silva, Savin [DSS14], who prove C'™ regularity of the free boundary by approx-
imation arguments, and by Koch, Petrosyan, Shi [KPS15], who prove analyticity
of the free boundary. While the precise dependence on the coefficient regularity is
well understood for the classical obstacle with variable coefficients [Fril0], to the
best of our knowledge this question has not yet been addressed in the framework
of the variable coefficient thin obstacle problem.

1.3. Outline of the article. The remainder of the article is organized as follows:
After briefly introducing the precise setting of our problem and fixing our nota-
tion in the following Section 2, we recollect the asymptotic behavior of solutions
of (1) in Section 3.1. With this at hand, in Section 3.2 we introduce the par-
tial Hodograph-Legendre transformation in the case of C*7 metrics with k& > 1,
obtain its invertibility (c.f. Proposition 3.8) and in Section 3.3 derive the fully
nonlinear, degenerate elliptic equation which is satisfied by the Legendre function
v (Proposition 3.9). Motivated by the linearization of this equation, we introduce
our generalized Holder spaces (c.f. Definitions 4.6, 4.8 and 4.14) which are adapted
to the geometry of the Baouendi-Grushin Laplacian (Section 4). Exploring the
(self-improving) structure of the nonlinear equation for the Legendre function v
(c.f. Proposition 5.5), we deduce regularity properties of the Legendre function v
(c.f. Proposition 5.2) by an iterative bootstrap argument (c.f. Proposition 5.5) in
Section 5. In Section 6 we build on this regularity result and proceed with the
application of the implicit function theorem to prove the optimal regularity of the
regular free boundary when the metrics a”/ are C*7 Holder regular for some k > 1
(c.f. Theorem 3). Moreover, we also derive analyticity of the free boundary for
analytic metrics (c.f. Theorem 4). This provides the argument for the first two
parts of Theorem 1. Next, in Section 7 we study the Hodograph-Legendre transfor-
mation for WP metrics with p € (n+ 1, 0o] and thus derive the optimal regularity
result of Theorem 1 (i). Using similar ideas, we also discuss the necessary adapta-
tions in proving regularity results in the presence of inhomogeneities and nonzero
obstacles (c.f. Proposition 7.7). Finally, in the Appendix, Section 8, we prove a
characterization of our function spaces introduced in Section 4 and show an a priori
estimate for the Baouendi-Grushin Laplacian in these function spaces (c.f. Section
8.2). We also discuss auxiliary regularity and mapping properties which we use in
the derivation of the asymptotics and in the application of the implicit function
theorem (c.f. Sections 8.3, 8.4).

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Conventions and normalizations. In the sequel we introduce a number of
conventions which will be used throughout this paper. Any tensor field a¥ : Bf' —
Rg’;#) X+ i this paper is uniformly elliptic, symmetric and at least WP regular
for some p € (n + 1, 00|. Furthermore, we assume that
(A1) a”(0) =09,
(A2) (Uniform ellipticity) $]¢|? < a”(2)&&; < 2[¢[? for each z € By and € €
RnJrl,

(A3) (Off-diagonal) a®"*1(2',0) = 0 for i € {1,...,n}.
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Here (A1)-(A2) follow from an affine transformation. The off-diagonal assumption
(A3) is a consequence of a change of coordinates (c.f. for instance Section 2.1 in
[KRS15a] and Uraltseva [Ura85]), which allows to reduce (1) to

9;a”9;w = 0 in B,

w>0, Ohrrw <0, w(Or1w) =0 on Bj.

(4)
Under the above assumptions (A1)-(A3), a solution w to the thin obstacle prob-
Lmin{l—2£ 1} 3/2

lem is C),, regular and of dist(x,T'y)

Ty, ie. for any o € 'y, N Bf/2,

growth at the free boundary

(5) s 1Vl < COup o)l gy, 7€ 0172)

»(Zo
This regularity and growth behavior is optimal by the interior regularity and the
growth behavior of the model solution ws/2(z) = Re(zy, + izn+1)*2. We refer to

1,min{1—2+L 1

[Urags] for the C% regularity and to [[KRS15D] for the optimal O, poe

loc
regularity as well as the growth result. In this paper we will always work with a
1,min{1— 241

1
solution w € €, r ’2}(BI"), for which (5) holds true.

In order to further simplify our set-up, we observe the following symmetry prop-
erties of our problem:
(Symmetry) Equation (1) is invariant under scaling and multiplication. More pre-
cisely, if w is a solution to (1), then for xyp € K € B, for ¢ > 0 and A > 0, the
function
x = cw(zg + Ax)

is a solution to (1) (with coefficients a® (zg + X)) in B;F, r € (0, A1 (1 — |z0])].

These symmetry properties are for instance crucial in carrying out rescalings
around the (regular) free boundary: Assuming that zo € I'sjo(w) is a regular
free boundary point and defining wy, A(z) := w(zo + Ax)/AZ, A € (0,1/4), the
asymptotic expansion around the regular free boundary (c.f. Proposition 4.6 in
[KRS15D]) yields that

Wy A (T) = a(0)wy, () in CLP(RTH)

loc

for each 5 € (0,1/2) as A — 04. Here w,, is a global solution with flat free bound-
ary and a(zg) > 0 is a constant.

In this paper we are interested in the higher regularity of I's/;(w) under an
appropriate higher regularity assumption on the metric a’/. All the results given
below are local estimates around regular free boundary points. Using the scal-
ing and multiplication symmetries of the equation, we may hence without loss of
generality suppose the following normalization assumptions (A4)-(A7):

(A4) 0 € I'y/n(w),
that w is sufficiently close to w3/, and that the metric is sufficiently flat in the
following sense: For €q, ¢, > 0 small

(A5) flw— w3/2||cl(31+) < €,
(A6) HVGUHLP(BD < Gy
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By [KRS15D], if €g, ci are sufficiently small depending on n, p, Hw||L2(Bl+), then
assumptions (A5)-(A6) imply that I'yNB] , C I's/2(w) and that ['yN By, is a cle
graph, i.e. after a rotation of coordinates I‘wﬁBi/2 = {2/ = (2", xn, 0)ﬁB1/2| Ty =
g(a™)}, for some a € (0,1). Moreover, we have the following estimate for the (in-
plane) outer unit normal v, of A, at xg

(6) Vg — Vi | S max{eo, cx}zg — Zo|®, for any xg, T € Ty N B o,

For notational simplicity, we also assume that
(A7) vy = ep.

From now on, we will always work under the assumptions (A1)-(A7).

2.2. Notation. Similarly as in [KRS15b] we use the following notation:
Geometry.

° RT‘I ={(2", 2n, Tny1) € R" Yz, >0}

e B,.(xg) := {z € R""||z — x| < r}, where | - | is the norm induced by the
Euclidean metric, B} (z0) := B, (z0) "R}, Bl(20) := By(z0) N {Zp41 =
0}. If o is the origin, we simply write B,., B," and B..

e Let w be a solution of (1), then A, := {(2/,0) € Bjjw(z’,0) = 0} is the
contact set, ,, := B \ Ay, is the positivity set, T, := Ip; Ay N Bj is the
free boundary, T's/5(w) := {2 € Ty|k, = 3} is the regular set of the free
boundary, where x, is the vanishing order at x.

e For zp € 'y, we denote by N, = {z € Bfr/4(;v0)| dist(z,Ty) > %]z — z0}
the non-tangential cone at xg.

e C;(en) :=Cy(en)N{ens1 = 0} is a tangential cone (with axis e, and opening
angle n).

* Q1 = {(¥" YnYnt1) €ER" My, > 0,yn41 <0}

e B,(y0) := {y € R""dg(y,y0) < r}, where dg(, ) is the Baouendi-Grushin
metric (c.f. Definition 4.1). B; (yo) := B, (o) N Q4.

e In the Q4 with the Baouendi-Grushin metric dg(-,-), given yo € P :=
{Yn = ynt1 = 0} we denote by Ng(yo) := {z € 31/4(y0)|distg(y,P) >
%dG (y,y0)} the Baouendi-Grushin non-tangential cone at yg.

e We use the Baouendi-Grushin vector fields Y;, i € {1,...,n + 1}, (c.f.
Definition 4.1) and the modified Baouendi-Grushin vector fields Y;, i €
{1,...,2n} (c.f. Definition 4.8).

e For k € N, we denote by P,’C“’m the space of homogeneous polynomials
(w.r.t. the Grushin scaling) of order k (c.f. Definition 4.10), and by Py, the
vector space of homogeneous polynomials of order less than or equal to k.

Functions and function spaces.

o ws)s(x) := cp Re(zy, + irny1)%/?, where ¢, > 0 is a normalization constant
ensuring that ||w3/2HL2(Bl+) =1

1/2 1/2

o wyo(x) := cpRe(xy +ixpy1)'/? and Wy o(x) = —cp Im(z, + iznq1)
where ¢, > 0 denotes the same normalization constant as above.

e We denote the asymptotic profile at a point xg € I's/o(w) N B} by Wy, It
is given by

Wi (%) = a(z0)ws o <(Umix.j4$3).y::;1/zv (an+1,:::r(1xo))1/z> '
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e For a solution w to (4) and a point zy € I'y, we define a blow-up sequence

Weo A (T) 1= % by rescaling with A € (0,1). The asymptotic expan-
sion from Proposition 4.6 in [KKRS15b] implies that as A — 0 it converges to

the blow-up profile Wy, (- + x0). Here W, denotes the asymptotic profile
from above.

e In the sequel, we use spaces adapted to the Baouendi-Grushin operator Ag
and denote the corresponding Hélder spaces by che (c.f. Definitions 4.6,
4.8). Moreover, relying on these, we construct our generalized Holder spaces
Xa,e, Yoo which are appropriate for our corner domains (c.f. Definition
4.14).

e We use the notation Cy(Q+) to denote the space of all continuous functions
vanishing at infinity.

o Let Rg’;#”("“) denote the space of symmetric matrices and let

G R FUXFD o R R S R, (M, Pyy) = G(M, P,y),
with M = (mge)pe € RgZ#)X("H), P =(p1,...,pns1) € R and y =

(Y1, -+, Yni1) € R We denote the partial derivative with respect to the
different components by

OG(M, P,y
amle(Ma P7 y) = W
dG(M, P,
8ka(M7pay) = #a
dG(M, P,
9y, G(M,p,y) == #

e Ag stands for the Baouendi-Grushin operator
Agv = (yg + y?LJrl)A”’U + Onnv + 8n+17n+1’0,

where A” denotes the Laplacian in the tangential variables, i.e. in the
y''-variables of y = (y", Yn, Yn+1)-
The notation A < B means that A < C'B with C' depending only on dimension n.

3. HODOGRAPH-LEGENDRE TRANSFORMATION

In this section we perform a partial Hodograph-Legendre transform of our prob-
lem (4). While fixing the free boundary, this comes at the price of transforming our
uniformly elliptic equation in the upper half ball into a fully nonlinear, degenerate
(sub)elliptic equation in the lower quarter ball (c.f. Sections 3.2, 3.3, Propositions
3.8, 3.9). In particular, in addition to the difficulties in [KPS15], the domain in
which our problem is posed now contains a corner. In spite of this additional prob-
lem, as in [KPS15] we identify the fully nonlinear equation as a perturbation of
the Baouendi-Grushin operator with symmetry (i.e. with Dirichlet-Neumann data)
by a careful analysis of the asymptotic behavior of the Legendre transform (c.f.
Section 3.3, Example 3.12 and Section 6.2).

3.1. Asymptotic behavior of the solution w. We begin by deriving and collect-
ing asymptotic expansions for higher order derivatives of solutions to our equation
(c.f. [KKRS15b]). This will prove to be advantageous in the later sections (e.g.
Sections 3.2, 5.1).
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Proposition 3.1 ([KRS15b], Proposition 4.6). Let ai? € Whe (B RiHD* (D)
with p € (n + 1,00] be a uniformly elliptic tensor. Assume that w : B — R is
a solution to the variable coefficient thin obstacle problem and that it satisfies the
following conditions: There exist positive constants €y and c, such that

(i) flw— w3/2||cl(31+) < eo,
(11) ||va7’J||Lp(B;r) S Cx.

Then if g and c, are sufficiently small depending on n,p, there exists some a €
(0,1 — "Tfl] such that T'y, N BI”/2 is a CY graph. Moreover, at each free boundary

point xg € I'y, N Bfr/4, there exists an asymptotic profile, Wy, (),

_ (T — 20) - Vaq Tntl
Wi (7) = a(z0)ws o <(Vm(, - A(30) gy ) /2 (an it (20))1/2 )

such that for any x € Br/4(xo)

(i) [9;w(x) — O Wy (2)| < Cnp max{eo, cu bz — xo|2T, i€ {1,...,n},
(17)  |Onprw(x) — Opg1 W ()] < O p max{eg, ci |z — x0|%+a,
(i) |w(x) = Wi, ()] < Cppmax{eq, c. }z — a2 2.

Here z¢ — a(zg) € C%*(Ty, N B;F/Q), Uy, is the (in-plane) outer unit normal of A,
at my and A(zo) = (a¥ (x0)). Furthermore, ws/o(x) = cn Re(zy + izn4+1)*/2, where

cn > 0 is a dimensional constant which is chosen such that ||'LU3/2||L2(31+) =1.

Assuming higher regularity of the metric allows us to use a scaling argument to
deduce the asymptotics for higher order derivatives in non-tangential cones.

Proposition 3.2. Let a¥ € CkW(Bf',RgZ#)X(nH)) with k > 1 and v € (0,1) be
uniformly elliptic. Let o > 0 be the Hélder exponent from Proposition 3.1. There
exist g and c, sufficiently small depending on n,p such that if

(i) ||w_ w3/2||cl(31+) < eo,

(11) [a”]Ck,v(Bf) < ¢,
then for each z¢ € I'y, N Bi"/4, an associated non-tangential cone x € N, = {z €
Bf'/4(;v0)| dist(z,T) > 3|z — x|} and for all multi-indeces B with |B] < k+1 we
have

|0%w(x) — 0" Wao ()| < Cpppmax{eo, e} — wo|FHa-1Al,

[0Pw — 0P Wy, ] < Cg.pp max{eg, cx IAZ T8I

COY (N N(B3,, 4 (0)\BY 5 (20)))
Here « is the same exponent as in Proposition 3.1 and X € (0,1).

Remark 3.3. It is possible to extend the above asymptotics for x in the full neigh-

borhood Bf'/4 (x0) as

|09 w(x) — 9P W,y ()| < Cponp max{eq, e Har — w0 2T dist(w, T, ) ~1P1H1,

Here it is necessary to introduce the distance to the free boundary instead of mea-
suring it with a negative power of |x — xo|.
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Before coming to the proof of Proposition 3.2, we state an immediate corol-
lary, which will be important in the derivation of the asymptotics of the Legendre
function in Proposition 5.1 in Section 5.1.

Corollary 3.4. Assume that the conditions of Proposition 3.2 hold. Let

w(zo + Ax)

OB , A>0.

Wzg,A (‘T) =
Then,

(05w x — 0P W, (0 + Neon non(sr, \B+.)) < Cnpmax{eg, . }A%.

3/4\71/2

Proof of Proposition 3.2. The proof of the proposition follows from elliptic esti-
mates in Whitney cubes, which in turn are reduced to estimates on the scale one
by scaling the problem.

We only prove the result for &k = 1 (i.e. in case of |§] = 2) and restrict ourselves
to the L* estimates. For £ > 1 and for the second estimate the argument is
similar. Moreover, we observe that the case |3| = 1 is already covered in Propo-
sition 3.1. We begin by considering the tangential derivatives of w: Let v := dyw
with £ € {1,...,n}. Then o satisfies

0i(a"9;0) = 0;F', F'= —(dpa")0jw,
with the boundary conditions

9=0o0n Ay, On10=0o0n B} \A,.
Also, the derivative of the profile functions, 9, W,,, satisfies

0i(a” 0;(0eWa,)) = g1 + g2,
with
g1 = (00a")0;0W,y, g2 = (a7 () — a" (20))ij O Wi,
Seeking to combine the information on the functions ¢ and 9yW,,, we define

w(zg + Ax) — Wy (z0 + Az)
M\3ta

a(x) =

Due to the previous considerations, d,u satisfies the equation

, 0< A< 1/4.

9i(a" (xo + N\)0;0011) = O;F" — §1 — §o in By
Here
Fi(z) = N2 Fi (20 + \z),
(7) gi(x) = A2 (2o + Aa),
Go(z) = A2 go (20 + M)

Moreover, by the asymptotics of w at xy which were given in (iii) of Proposi-
tion 3.1, we obtain the following L> bound in the non-tangential cone Ny = {z €
Bfr/4| dist(z, Ty, ) > 3lz|} forall £ € {1,...,n+1}:

(8) |0et] < Cp p max{eo, ¢y}
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Noting that
|Fi(2)] < . dist(az, Typ)2,
|91.(2)| S ev dist(z, D) 2,
192(2)| S exlw — wo| dist(z, Ty) =2,

recalling that Adist(z, 'y, ,) = dist(A(z — 20),'w) and using (7) yields
|F' ()] S e\ dist (2, T, )2,

(9) 91(2)] S e A" dist(w, Lu,, )72,
172(2)| < cu X dist(, meo,k)fg/zl

By the definition of Ny the expressions involving the distance functions in (9) are

uniformly (in A) bounded in By \B;r/ 4 Moreover, it is immediate to check that the

semi-norms [F?]co.~ are uniformly bounded. For ¢ € {1,...,n}, we apply the C7

estimate to Jyf, which holds up to the boundary, in Ny N (B \ B;r/4) (note that

with €, ¢, sufficiently small, NoN (B \Bi”/4) does not intersect the free boundaries

Iy or T'y, , thus @ satisfies either Dirichlet or Neumann conditions):

~ ~ -«
(10) 10etllcrnnvonsy \Bf ) S 1068 Lo (BB ) HEAT

In order to obtain a full second derivatives estimate, we now combine (10) with the
equation for 9,414 to also obtain

1/2

n
~ ~ 1—
10 rmrilloon wonag, \af) S D 19w n(ivag, ) + oA
(=1

Rescaling back and using (8) consequently leads to
IVOw(z) — VOWe, ()] S max{e, e, JA™ T+ in Ny, N (B, 14(@0) \ B, (20)),
for £ € {1,...,n + 1}. Since this holds for any A € (0,1/4), we conclude that
10%w(z) — 0°W,, ()| < max{eo, etz — 20| 21, €N, |8 = 2.

O
Remark 3.5. In the next section we will strongly use the asymptotics of the first
order derivatives pw with ¢ € {1,...,n+ 1}. Hence, for future reference we state
them explicitly:
(x —x0) * Vs Tnal
ae T = be S ’ ’
W, () (wo)w /2 <(Vzo A(0) Vg ) /2 (an Lt (z0)) 172
_ (x — 20) - Vay Tn+1
(9n W;E = bn ’ ’

W) = b (5 S e

where
wy2(x) = cn Re(zy, + ixn+1)1/2, Wy 2(x) = —cp Im(2y, + ixn+1)1/2,

3(e - Vg )a(zo) 3a(xo)
2(Vao - A(w0)vzo ) 1/? 2(an Lt (zg)) /2

and c, > 0 is the same normalization constant as in Proposition 3.1.

be(x0) = bnt1(z0) =
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Remark 3.6. For simplicity we can, and in the sequel will, further assume that
0eTrIy, and that

Vo =€n, bp(0) =bpt1(0) =1 (which corresponds to a(0) = 2/3).
Thus,
YWo(x) = (0, w1/2(x), 01/2(x)).

Moreover, under the assumptions of Proposition 3.1 we can also bound the Co-e
semi-norm of by, by1 by max{eg, ¢y}

Last but not least, we recall a sign condition on d,w and 0,4+1w, which plays
an important role in the determination of the image of the Hodograph-Legendre
transform in (13) in Section 3.2. An extension of this to the set-up of WP p €
(n+1, 00, metrics is recalled in Section 7.1. As explained in [[KRS15b] this requires
an additional splitting step.

Lemma 3.7 (Positivity, [KRS15b], Lemma 4.12.). Let a¥ : B — Rg’;#)x(””
be a tensor field that satisfies the conditions from Section 2.1 and in addition is
CY7 regular for some v € (0,1). Let w : B — R be a solution of the thin obstacle
problem with metric a” and assume that it satisfies the normalizations from Section
2.1. Then there exist positive constants n = n(n) and ¢ = ¢(n) such that

(11) dew(z) > cdist(z, Ay) dist(z,Ty) "2, € B
2

fore € C(en) :=Cy(en) N{ent1 = 0}, which is a tangential cone (with axis e, and
opening angle n). Similarly,

On1w(z) < —cdist(z, Q) dist(z,Ty,) "2, z € BY.
2

3.2. Hodograph-Legendre transformation. In this section we perform a par-
tial Hodograph-Legendre transformation to show the higher regularity of the free
boundary with zero obstacle. In the sequel, we assume that the metric satisfies
a’ € CY(Bf RGED* DY with 4 € (0,1).

We define the partial Hodograph-Legendre transformation associated with w as

(12) T=T":B} - R"!

Y= T(I) - (I//v 8nw(x), 8n+1w(x))

The regularity of w immediately implies that T € C%1/ 2(B{|r ). Moreover,

(13) T(Aw) C{yn = 0,ynt1 < 0}, T(B1\ Aw) C {yn > 0,ynt1 =0},
T(Ty) C {Yn = Yn+1 = 0}.

Here the first inclusion is a consequence of Lemma 3.7. Using the leading order

asymptotic expansions from Section 3.1, we prove the invertibility of the transfor-
mation:

Proposition 3.8 (Invertibility of T"). Suppose that the assumptions of Proposi-

tion 3.1 hold. Then, if [Vaij]coﬂ(Br) < ¢, and if eg and c. are sufficiently small, the
map T is a homeomorphism from BI”/2 to T(BI"/2) C{y e R" Yy, > 0,y,41 <0}

Moreover, away from Ty, T is a C' diffeomorphism.
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The proof of this result essentially relies on the facts that for each fixed z”/, the
transformation 7' is asymptotically a square root mapping and the free boundary
', is sufficiently flat (i.e. it is a C1® graph with slow varying normals c.f. (6)).
Hence, the main idea is to show the injectivity of 7" on dyadic annuli around the free
boundary. At these points the map T is differentiable, which allows us to exploit
the non-degeneracy of the derivative of T. To achieve this reduction to dyadic
annuli we exploit the asymptotic structure of the functions w (c.f. Propositions 3.1
and 3.2).

Proof. Step 1: Homeomorphism.
We begin with the injectivity of T in Bf/2. Since T fixes the first n — 1 vari-
ables, it is enough to show that for each zop € I'y, N BQ/Q, T is injective on

the set Hy, = {(x,%n,Tnt1)} N B;F/Q. Moreover, as T, is given as a graph
of a Cb* function g, it suffices to prove that T'(x) # T(Z) for any two points
x,& € H,, such that x,2 ¢ I'y,. In order to obtain this, we first prove that
the mapping 77 := v o T is injective (and a homeomorphism) on BI”/2. Here
¢ @ R — R with o(z) = (27,22 — 22,1, —22,2,41). Note that T} (z) =

(2", (Opw(z))? = (Opr1w(x))?, —20,w(x)Opr1w(z)). We rely on the asymptotic ex-
pansion of Vw. In a second step, we then return to the mapping properties of 7.

Step la: Ty is a homeomorphism. We begin with the injectivity of 7. By
Proposition 3.2, for z € BI”/2

dpw(x) = wy jo(x) + max{eo, e, }O(|z| 3 7),
Onr1w(z) = Wy 2(x) + max{eo, c*}O(|:z:|%+a)_
Hence, a direct computation gives that
Ti(x) = x + Eo(x),

where Ey : Bf, = R"™, |Eg(x)| = max{eo, ¢, }O(|z[' 7).

In general, by the explicit asymptotic expansions of d,w and 0,4+1w around zy €
T'yN Bf/z (c.f. Proposition 3.2) and by using the fact that b,,b,+1 € C%¥(T,, N

Bfr/Q), v(z0) = vy, € CO(Ty, N B;F/Q) and A(zg) € C%(T, N Bfr/Q), we have
(14) Ty (z) — Ty (xo) = (x — x0) + Foo(x), =z € Bf'/z(:zro)
where |E,, (z)] < max{eg, ¢y} (|x — xol|xo|* + & — x0|1+0‘) .

Here we recall that as indicated in Remark 3.6 we may assume that the Holder
constants of by, (o), bn+1(zg) are controlled by max{eg, ¢, }. From the identity (14)

we note that if €y, c, are sufficiently small and if zo € T',, N Bi”/2, then for = €
Bf_/z(xo)

1 1
(15) (1= PITa(2) = Ti(@o)] < fo = wol < (1 + 7)IT1(2) — Ti(wo)]-

Thus, if there are z,& € H,, with z,& ¢ Ty, such that T1(x) = T1(&), then
necessarily

<M<2_

1
16 —=
( ) 2_|LZ'—$0|_
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Without loss of generality, we assume that |z —xg| < |Z—1z0| and define r := |z —x].
Then (16) implies that z, # € A, (20) N Hy,, where A, (x0) is the closed cylinder
centered at xg:

A:2r($0> ={(" 2p,2nr1) € B 2" — 2| <7,

1 < (@ — @0)n)2 + (@ni1 — (X0)ni1)? < 27}

Since Ty, is Cb with |1, — vz, | < max{eo,c*}|:1:0 — Zo|?, for any xg,Zo € Ty N
Bj,, and 1y = ey, we have that I'y, N At, (z¢) = 0 for a sufficiently small (but
independent of 7) choice of the constants €g,c,.. Thus, T is a C' mapping in
A:QT(xo)ﬁBl/Q (because w is C*7 away from I'y,). We compute DT} in A, ()N
BT/Q. By using the asymptotics of Dw and D?*w around zq (c.f. Propositions 3.1,
3.2), we obtain

2T

|DT (z) — I| < max{eo, e} (Jzo|* +77%), € AT or (20) N NG N Bl/2,

where [ is the identity map. Therefore, for sufﬁciently small, universal constants
€0, C«, the map T4 is injective in AT o (xo) NNz, N Bl/2 This implies that Ty (x) #
T (Z).

Step 1b: Ty : B;r/2
by the invariance of domain theorem, we infer that, as a mapping from 1nt(Bfr/2)

— T (31/2) is a homeomorphism. By the continuity of T} and

to T (int (5] /2)), T, is a homeomorphism. We claim that this is also true for 7}
as a map from Bf'/z to Ty (Bf'/z) Indeed, due to our previous considerations in

Step la, T} is injective (and hence invertible) on the whole of B, (as a map onto

1/2
its image). Hence, it suffices to prove the continuity of the inverse. Here we dis-

tinguish three cases: Let y € T} (B1/2) and first assume that y € T1(I'y N B} ).

Then, (15) immediately implies the continuity of 7, at y. Secondly, we assume
that y € T1(B] 5 \ Aw). Let z = T, Hy) € B 5 \ Aw. Then we carry out an even
reflection of w about x,4; (and a corresponding partly even, partly odd reflection
for a¥/) as described in Remark 3.8 in [[KRS15b]. The resulting reflected function
W is still C11/2 regular in a (sufficiently small) neighborhood B, (x) C B;F/Q \ Ay of
x. Moreover, the y, 1 -component of T}’ changes sign on passing from x,1; > 0
to 2,41 < 0. Thus, the mapping 77" is still injective as a mapping from B,(x)
to T{(B,(x)). Since it is also continuous, the invariance of domain theorem im-
plies that it is a homeomorphism from B,(z) to T{(B,(z)), which is an open
subset in R™*! containing y. In particular, this implies that our original map-
ping, (T)~1, is continuous at y € T} (B}/2 \ Aw). Last but not least, for a point
y € Tu(B;] 2 Nint(Ay)), we argue similarly. However, instead of using an even
reflection, we carry out an odd reflection of w about x,y1. Again, we note that
the associated map 7} changes sign on passing from z,, 41 > 0 to ,,+1 < 0. Thus,
arguing as in the second case, we again obtain the continuity of (71")~" at y. Com-
bining the results of the three cases therefore yields that 73 is a homeomorphism
as a map from Bl/2 to T (31/2) which is relatively open in {y, > 0,yn+1 < 0}.

Step 1c: T is a homeomorphism. By definition of 77, we have that Ty =¥ o T,

where ¢(z) := (2,22 —22 |, —2x,2,11). We show that the injectivity of T follows
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immediately from the injectivity of T1. As T(B{") C {y € R" !y, > 0,y,+1 < 0}
and as 1) is injective on this quadrant, we obtain T'(U) = ¢~! o T (U) for any
U C By . Since T is open and 4 is continuous, this implies that T is open. Com-
bining this with the continuity of T, we obtain that T" is homeomorphism from BY/Q

to T(By),) C {y € R" |y, > 0,yp41 < 0}

Step 2: Differentiability. Recalling the regularity of the metric, a¥ € O for
v > 0, we observe that w € C7(Bf \ T'y). Thus, T is C! away from T',. In order

loc
to show that T is a C' diffeomorphism away from T, it suffices to compute its

Jacobian. For z € B;r/g \ Ty, let g = (2”,g(x"),0) be the projection onto T'y,.
Then, by the asymptotics for D?w (Proposition 3.2 applied in the non-tangential
cone N, ), we have
det(DT(z)) = Opnwns+1,ny1w — (8n7n+1w)2

- 8nnwxgan+l,n+1wxg - (8n,n+1wxg)2 + HlaX{Go, C*}O(|I - IO|_1+Q)-
A direct computation gives

8nnWmoan+l,n+1Wwo - (an,n+lwwo)2
9 9 en * Vg,

- _ ( ) 1
IR A C PN CE e E

where

(Vay - A(x0)Vs,)  anthintl
The C% regularity of v,, and the ellipticity of A(z) = (a¥(x)) entail that
cle —xo| <7 < Clz — w9, for some absolute constants 0 < ¢ < C' < co.
Thus,
(17) det(DT(z)) = —c|z — z0| ™" + max{eq, ¢, }O(|z — 20| ~*T) < 0.

Therefore, after potentially choosing the constant 1/2 = 1/2(n,p,a) > 0 even
smaller, the implicit function theorem implies that 7" and 7! are locally C''. Due
to the global invertibility, which we have proved above, the statement follows. [

3.3. Legendre function and nonlinear PDE. In this section we compute a
partial Legendre transform of a solution w of our problem (4). In this context it
becomes convenient to view the equation (4) in non-divergence form and to regard
the equation in the interior as a special case of the problem

a”d;ju = f(Du,u,y),

for a suitable function f. In our case f(Du,u,y) = —(9;a")d;u. Starting from
this non-divergence form, we compute the equation which the Legendre function
satisfies (c.f. Proposition 3.9). By considering the explicit example of the Legendre
transform of W,,, for xo = 0, we motivate that the fully nonlinear equation in the
bulk is related to the Baouendi-Grushin operator (c.f. Example 3.12).

From now on we will work in the image domain T(B;r/2

Hodograph transformation defined in (12). For simplicity, we set U := T(B;F/Q)
and denote the straightened free boundary by P := T'(I',, N B} /2)- We recall that

), where T is the partial
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the Hodograph transform was seen to be invertible in U (c.f. Proposition 3.8). For
y € U, we define the partial Legendre transform of w by the identity

(18) o) = (@) = Tagn — Enpavnss, @ =T(y).

A direct computation shows that

(19) Oyv = 0w, i=1,...,n =1, 0y v=—2y, Oy, V= —Tpy1.
As a consequence of (19), the free boundary I', N B} /2 1 parametrized by
(20) xn, = —0,,v(y",0,0).

As in [KPS15] the advantage of passing to the Legendre-Hodograph transform
consists of fixing (the image of the) free boundary, i.e. by mapping it to the co-
dimension two hyperplane y = (y”,0,0). However, this comes at the expense of
a more complicated, fully nonlinear, degenerate (sub)elliptic equation for v. We
summarize this in the following:

Proposition 3.9 (Bulk equation). Suppose that a¥ € Ol’V(Bf,RgZ#)X("H)) is
uniformly elliptic. Let w : Bf — R be a solution of the variable coefficient thin
obstacle problem and let v : U — R be its partial Legendre-Hodograph transform.
Then v € CY(U) and it satisfies the following fully nonlinear equation

(21)

n—1 3 &jv 8inv 8i,n+1'U
F(D?*v, Dv,v,y) = — E a’ det | 0jpv Onn Onn+1v
i,j=1 aj,n-{-lv an,n—i—lv an-l—l,n—i—lv
n—1
Iy Z 50 det Oinv Oi 410
i—1 an,n+1v anJrl,nqu'U

n—1
4 2 E &i,n+1 det 8i7n+1v a’i’n«v
=1 an,n—i—lv annv
+ @™ Op 11w + @O, 0 — 260,
n—1

annv 8n,n+lv 74 n In+1 _
— det (8n,n+1v 8n+1,n+1v> Zl bjaj’U + 0"y, +b Ynt1 | =0,
j=

where

a(y) = a ()],
n+1

V() =D 0n0") @) oy, —0,0(0) -0 s100))”
i=1

Yy, —=0nv(y),—Ont+1v(y))’

Moreover, the following mized Dirichlet-Neumann boundary conditions hold:
v=0o0onUN{y,=0}; Ipt1v=0 on UN{y,r1 =0}.
In particular, Ty N By 4 is parametrized by x, = —0,,v(y",0,0).

Remark 3.10. For convenience of notation, in the sequel we will also use the
notation F(v,y) := F(D?v, Dv,v,y). We emphasize that the coefficients a% (y)
depend on v nonlinearly.
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The proof of Proposition 3.9 follows by computing the corresponding changes of
coordinates:

Proof. Due to the regularity of 7-! and w (19) directly entails that v € C*(U). The
condition w = 0 on I',, N B;r/ 4 immediately translates into v = 0 on P. Moreover,

it is easy to check from (19) and the Signorini boundary condition of w, that v = 0
on UN{y, =0} and 0p41v =0 on U N{y,+1 = 0}.
Now we derive the equation for v. Recalling that
y= T(‘T) = (‘T/v Oz, w, O w)? = Tﬁl(y) = (y/v _aynvv _8yn+1v)7

Tn41

and using (19), we have

DT‘@EJ) H?w))’ DTI‘@J) H?)) AR,

where
A(w) = Oz, oo Oppa, W H(w) = Oz, W Dy W
0 w 0 w)’ 0 w 0 w)’
Tp 4171 s Tpf1Tn—1 Tn1Tn Tpf1Tn41
A(U) — aynylv o aynynflv H(,U) — 6ynynv 6ynyn+lv
o 0 v 0 v)’ o 0 v 0 v/’
Yn+1Y1 e Yn+1Yn—1 Yn+1Yn Yn+1Yn+1

Next we express D?w(z) in terms of D?v(y) if y € U\ P. Since (DT)~! = DT 1,
we immediately obtain

(22) H(w)=H(v)™", A(v) =—H(w)" A(w).
Moreover, the identities (22) and (19) together with a direct calculation give

(23) (ayiij)(n—l)x(n—l) = (arizjw)(n—l)x(n—l) - A(w)tH(w)_lA(w)v
24)  (Oria; W) 1) x(n-1) = Oy, V) (n—1)x (n—1) — A(W) H(v) T A(w).

In order to compute the equation for v, we assume that a* € C7 for some
v > 0 and rewrite the equation for w in non-divergence form

(25) aijaijw + (8iaij)8jw =0.
For convenience and abbreviation, we set

~iJ R ¥

a9 ) = 0 (@) oe ooy, 0010w

n+1
() =300 @)@ o_ 0,000 —00 100"

i=1
Plugging (22)-(24) into (25), and multiplying the resulting equation by
annv 877, n4+1v
—J(v) := —det ’ ,
(U) <an,n+lv an—i—l,n-i—lv>
leads to the equation (21) for v. (]

We conclude this section by computing the Legendre function of a 3/2-homogeneous
blow-up of a solution to the variable coefficient thin obstacle problem.
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Lemma 3.11. Let w : B — R be a solution of the variable coefficient thin obstacle
problem and let o € I'yy N By /3. Assume that v is the Legendre function of w under
the Hodograph transformation y = T*(xz). Then at yo = T*(xo), the Legendre
function v has the asymptotic expansion

v(y) = vy (y) + max{eo, e }O(ly — yo*T2),

with the leading order profile

Vyo (y) = — 27a24(:z:0) ((umo .(i(ji)yxo yn) 3

Vi« A(20)Va, ntln
3 <#<a +, “(xo») yy+>

(Vao )n
1!

(" — o) - v
_ + 70,
9(Y0)Yn + Yn o)

where gy = (V2 (Vg )y 0) = % denotes the (in-plane) outer normal

to Ay, at xq.

Proof. The claim follows from a straightforward calculation. Indeed, recall that
y(x) = (2", Opw(x), Opy1w(x)). From the asymptotics of dpw, Oy 1w around xg €
T, in Proposition 3.1, we obtain the asymptotics of the inverse x = x(y) around
yo = T (x0). Additionally, recalling that v(y) = w(z(y)) — n (Y)Un — Tnt1 (V) Ynt1,
we obtain the claimed asymptotic expansion of v around yg. 0

It turns out that the function vy, (y) provides good intuition for the behavior of
solutions to (21). In order to obtain a better idea about the structure of F(v,y),
we compute its linearization at vg(y), which is the leading order expansion of v
at the origin. It is immediate from Lemma 3.11 (and using the normalization in
Remark 3.5 and Remark 3.6) that

1
vo(y) = —3 (2 — Bynyryq) -

Example 3.12 (Linearization at vg). Let vy be the Legendre function of the blow-up
limit Wy at the origin, which itself is a global solution to the Signorini problem with
constant metric a”’ = §". Then, the Legendre function vy satisfies the nonlinear
PDE

n—1 8“"0 8in'U 8¢7n+1v
F(D?*v) = —0pnv — On+t1n+10 + Z det | Opiv Onnt Onn+1v | =0.
1=1 an-l—l,iv an-l—l,nv an-i—l,n-i—lv
A direct computation leads to
4(y2 +y2 0 0
aF(M)} o (y Oy +1) Lo
O M=D2vy

& 0 0 1

As a consequence, the linearization L, = DUFLJ0 = Ayl +ya DA+ 02, +
32

1 ne1 ts a constant coefficient Baouendi-Grushin operator.

The previous example and the observation that around the origin v is a per-
turbation of vy and a" is a perturbation of the identity matrix, indicates that the
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linearization D, F' (and hence F') can be viewed as a perturbation of the Baouendi-
Grushin Laplacian. Motivated by this, we introduce function spaces which are
adapted to the Baouendi-Grushin operator in the next section.

4. FUNCTION SPACES

In this section we introduce and discuss generalized Holder spaces (c.f. Definition

4.14, Proposition 4.17) which are adapted to our equation (21). These are the
spaces in which we apply the implicit function theorem in Section 6 to deduce the
tangential regularity of the Legendre function v. In order to define these spaces, we
use the intrinsic geometry induced by the Baouendi-Grushin operator. In particular,
we work with the intrinsic (or Carnot-Caratheodory) distance (c.f. Definition 4.1)
associated with the Baouendi-Grushin operator and corresponding intrinsic Holder
spaces (c.f. Definitions 4.6, 4.8).
Our function spaces are inspired by Campanato’s characterization of the classical
Holder spaces [Cam64] and are reminiscent of the function spaces used in [DSS14].
They are constructed on the one hand to capture the asymptotics of the Legendre
function and on the other hand to allow for elliptic estimates for the Baouendi-
Grushin operator (c.f. Proposition 4.19).

4.1. Intrinsic metric for Baouendi-Grushin Laplacian. In this section we
define the geometry which is adapted to our equation (21). This is motivated by
viewing our nonlinear operator from (21) as a variable coefficient perturbation of
the constant coefficient Baouendi-Grushin operator (c.f. Example 3.12)

A = (yn + yn) A + 0, + 0541
The Baouendi-Grushin operator is naturally associated with the Baouendi- Grushin
vector fields and an intrinsic metric:
Definition 4.1. Let Y; := /y2 +y2,,0;, i € {1,...,n — 1}, Yy, := 0y, Yq1 :=

On+1 denote the Baouendi-Grushin vector fields. The metric associated with the
vector fields Y; is

n—1 2
(26) ds? = Z # + dy2 + dy2 4.
= Y T Yns1
More precisely it is defined by the following scalar product in the tangent space:
n—1
gy(vv w) = (y721 + y721+1)_1 Z Vjw; | + UnWn + Unt1Wnt1,
j=1

for all y € R"! v, w € span{Y;(y)| i € {1,...,n+ 1}}. Let dg be the distance
function associated with this sub-Riemannian metric (or the associated Carnot-
Caratheodory metric):
da(w,y) = inf{l(y)] v : [a,b] C R = R"™ joins x and y,
V() € span{Yi(y(t))] i € {1,...,n +1}}},

where
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Remark 4.2. We remark that for the family of dilations §x(-) which is defined
by XY Yn, Ynr1) = (A2Y", AyYn, Aynt1), we_have da(0x(p),0x(q)) = |Aldc(p, q)
for p,q € R Moreover, from (26) for \/y2 + Y2, ~ 1 we have ds? ~ dy? +
R dyflﬂ. Using these, it is possible to directly verify that dg is equivalent to the
following quasi-metric

|:17N _ y//|
|Znl + |2nr1] + [ynl + lynaa] + 2" — y"[1/27

d(I,y) = |In - yn| + |In+1 - yn+1| +

Remark 4.3. In order to elucidate our choice of metric, we derive its form in
our original x-coordinates. To this end, we consider the case of the flat model
solution w(x) = Wy(z). Denoting the Euclidean inner product on R"*! by gy and
defining gw, as the Baouendi-Grushin inner product from Definition 4.1, (26) (up
to constants), we obtain that gy, = (¥2 + :C?lJrl)_%T*go, where T is the Legendre
transformation associated with Wj.

The previously defined intrinsic metric induces a geometry on our space. In
particular, it defines associated Baouendi-Grushin cylinders/balls:

Definition 4.4. Let 0 < r < 1. We set
By = {y e R |y"| <%, yp + iy <17}
to denote the closed non-isotropic Baouendi-Grushin cylinders. For

Yo € P:= {(ylluynayn-i-l)lyn = Yn+1 = O}

we further define B, (yo) := yo + Br. In the quarter space, we restrict the cylinders
to the corresponding intersection

B (yo) = Br(yo) N Q, where Q4 := {y € R"™| y, > 0,y,41 < 0}.

Remark 4.5. Due to Remark 4.2, there are constants ¢c,C > 0 such that for any
Yo € P

Ber(yo) € Br(yo) € Ber(yo),  where Br(yo) = {ylda(y,y0) < r}.

In the sequel, with slight abuse of notation, for yo € P we will not distinguish
between B, (yo) and B,-(yo) for convenience of notation.

4.2. Function spaces. In the sequel, we consider the intrinsic Holder spaces which
are associated with the geometry introduced in Section 4.1:

Definition 4.6. Let 2 be a subset in R"*! and let o € (0,1]. Then
C’S’O‘(ﬁ) =Qu:Q —R| sup 7|u(x) —uy)l <00y
x,yeﬁ dG(fL', y)oz

Let

u(z) — u(y)]
U] H0,0 ) = SUp ———————.
[]C* @) z,y€Q dG(xvy)a

For u € CY*(Q) we define

[[ul coe@) T |l oo () + [“]cfjva(ﬁ)-
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Remark 4.7. The mapping | - [| 0.« : O™ = [0,00) is a norm. By Remark 4.2
Cr(Q) — C*2 ().
Hence, the pair (CY*(Q),]| - lco-e(q)) is a Banach space.

Based on the spaces from Definition 4.6, we can further define higher order
Hoélder spaces:

Definition 4.8. Let
Yl = ynala 572 = yn+151, ceey 37271—1 = 6117 }7211 = On+1-

For k € N, k> 1, we say that u € Cf’a(ﬁ), if for all o; € {1,...,2n}, 1 <i <k,
the functions u, Yy, --- Yy, u are continuous and Yy, --- Yy u € CY*(Q). We define

||U||cf~a(§) = ||U||Loo(§)

k—1
(27) +2 ) Yo, -+ Yo,ull )

5=1 01,0, €{1,....2n}

+ > 1Yo, -+ Yo, ull o g -
o1,...,0,€{1,...,.2n}

Remark 4.9. The space el() equipped with || - || ~#.« & s a Banach space.
che @)

Building on the previously introduced Hélder spaces, we proceed to define the
function spaces which we use to prove the higher regularity of the Legendre function
v. These spaces, their building blocks and their role in our argument are reminis-
cent of the higher regularity approach of De Silva and Savin [DSS14]. In contrast to
the approach of De Silva and Savin we however use them in the linear set-up in the
sense that the (regular) free boundary has been fixed by the Legendre-Hodograph
transform (at the expense of working with a degenerate (sub)elliptic, fully nonlin-
ear equation). In this situation the approximation approach of De Silva and Savin
simply becomes a Taylor expansion of our solution at the straightened free bound-
ary. Moreover, we do not carry out the expansion up to arbitrary order, but only
up to order less than five. Beyond this we work with the implicit function theorem
(c.f. Theorem 3 in Section 6.3), which is more suitable to the variable coefficients
set-up. In particular, this restriction to an essentially leading order expansion with
respect to the non-tangential variables allows us to avoid dealing with regularity
issues in the non-tangential directions. Working in a conical domain and with met-
rics and inhomogeneities which are not necessarily symmetric with respect to the
non-tangential directions, we thus ignore potential higher-order singularities in the
non-tangential variables. This has the advantage of deducing the desired partial
regularity result in the tangential directions, which then entails the free boundary
regularity, without having to deal with potentially arising non-tangential singular-
ities.

Roughly speaking, our spaces interpolate between the regularity of the function
at P = {yn = yn+1 = 0} (at which the Baouendi-Grushin operator is only degener-
ate elliptic) and at {3 < y2 +y2,, < 2} (in which the Baouendi-Grushin operator
is uniformly elliptic region). In order to make this rigorous, we need the notion of
an homogeneous polynomial:
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Definition 4.10 (Homogeneous polynomials). Let k € N. We define the space of
homogeneous polynomials of degree less than or equal to k as

P ={pe@)| pr(y) = > agy’,
1B1<k
n—1

such that ag = 0 whenever Z 2B; + Bn + Bnt1 > k}.

i=1

Moreover, we define the space of homogeneous polynomials of degree exactly &k as

Prom ={pr(y)l pr(y) = Y asy”,
|B|<k
n—1
such that ag = 0 whenever Z 26; + Bn + Bnt1 # k}.
i=1

The definition of the homogeneous polynomials is motivated by the scaling prop-
erties of our operator Ag. More precisely, we note the following dilation invari-
ance property: if u solves Agu = f, then the function v(y) := u(dx(y)), where
) = V2", Ayn, A\Yn+1), solves

AGU = A2f)\7

where fa(y) = f(0x(y)). This motivates to count the order of the tangential vari-
ables y” and the normal variables y,, y,+1 differently and define the homoge-
neous polynomials with respect to the Grushin scaling: px(dx(y)) = A\pi(y) for
Pk € P,éwm.

Remark 4.11. We observe that for instance P € Ps is of the form

n+1
P(y)=co+ Y aw;+ > akeYrYe
i=1 ke{l,...n—1}le{n,n+1}

+ (Cly,gl =+ Czyiynﬂ + CSyny721+1 + 04%314-1) :

Using the notion of homogeneous polynomials, we further define an adapted
notion of differentiability at the co-dimension two hypersurface P:

Definition 4.12. Let k € N and « € (0,1]. Given a function f, we say that f is
CF at P, if at each yo € P there exists an approrimating polynomial Py, (y) =

S ag(yo)(y — yo)? € Pi. such that
f(y) = Py (y) + O(dG(yvyO)kHQ), as Yy — Yo.

Remark 4.13. We note that for a multi-index 3 satisfying Z;:ll 28+ Bn+Pn+1 <
k, the evaluation 0° Py, (yo) = Blag(yo) corresponds to the (classical) B derivative
of f at yo, i.e. 9°f(yo) = Blas(yo)-

With this preparation, we can finally give the definition of our function spaces:
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Definition 4.14 (Function spaces). Let €, € (0,1]. Then,

Xa,e :={v € C2(Q+) N Co(Q4)] supp(Agv) C Bf, v is CP* at P,
v=0 on {y, =0}, Opt1v =0 on {yp+1 =0}, Ipnv =0 on P,
and |lo] x... < oo},

Yo, :={f € CE7E(Q+)| supp(f) C Bfa fisCL* at P, f = Ont1f =0 on P,
and ||flly,.. < oo}.

The corresponding norms are defined as

171y, = suplda 5 (F = Pyl eneas 5
yeP * 3 Y

where Py(y) = ynOn f();
lellx... = sup (a6, 5) =2 0 = Pl s

n+1
+ Y lda(5) TV (0 = Ppleoe st gy + ozt @y |
ij=1
n—1 1
where Py(y) = 0n0(Y)yn + Z Oinv(9)(Yi — Yi)yn + gannnv(y)yi
=1
1

T3

6n,n+l,n+lv(g)ynyv21+l'

Let us discuss these function spaces X, : They are subspaces of the Baouendi-
Grushin Hélder spaces C2 “(Q4), with the additional properties that these functions
are C>° along the edge P and that they satisfy the symmetry conditions v = 0
on {y, = 0} and 9,11v = 0 on {y,+1 = 0}. The condition d,,v = 0 on P is a
necessary compatibility condition which ensures that Ag maps X, . to Y, .. The
boundary conditions together with the o regularity allow us to conclude that any
function in X, ¢ has the same type of asymptotic expansion at P as the Legendre
function v. The support condition on Agv together with the decay condition at
infinity (v € Cp(Q4) is a continuous function in (4 vanishing at infinity) is to
ensure that (X, | - [|x,.) is a Banach space.

The spaces are the ones in which we apply the Banach implicit function theorem
later in Section 6.3. They are constructed in such a way as to

(i) mimic the asymptotics behavior of our Legendre functions (which are de-
fined in (18)) around the straightened regular free boundary P. In par-
ticular, the Legendre functions v associated with solutions w of (4) are
contained in the spaces X, . for a suitable range of «, e (c.f. Proposition
5.8).

(ii) The spaces are compatible with the mapping properties of the fully nonlin-
ear, degenerate, (sub)elliptic operator F from (21) (c.f. Proposition 6.1).

(iii) They are compatible with the linearization of the operator F' (c.f. Propo-
sition 6.2). In particular they allow for “Schauder type” estimates for the
Baouendi-Grushin Laplacian.
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Remark 4.15. (i) We note that by our support assumptions

lde: (-, 9) "2 (f = Po)ll = (2 (3
< Clda(,5) "2 (f = Pyl o st (g)-

Stmilarly, by interpolation, we control all intermediate Holder norms of
v Py by [lollx....

(ii) We remark that the norms of X and Y, only contain homogeneous
contributions and do not include the lower order contributions which would
involve the norms of the approzimating polynomials p(y) := > aay® €

|| <k
hom .
Prrom

plk := Z|aﬂ|'
B

Yet, this results in Banach spaces as additional support conditions are im-
posed on f,Agv. The Banach space property is shown in Lemma 8.11 in

the Appendix.
For locally defined functions we use the following spaces:
Definition 4.16 (Local function spaces). Given a,e € (0,1] and R > 0.
Xo,o(BE) :=={v € C2<(B})|v is C>* at PN Bp,
v=0 on{y, =0} NBgr, Opt1v =0 on {yp+1 =0} N B,
Onpnv =0 on PN Br and ”UHXQ,E(BE) < 00},

where
n+1
”vHXa,e(BE) = ges;lrg)BR Z [dG(,vg)*(lJ&oﬁé)an(v — Pﬂ)]CS’e(Bg(yj)ﬁBE)
o\, j=1

+lda (- 9) 72 (0 = Pyl oo s gyt + |Py|3> ;

with Py being as in Definition 4.14.
Similarly,

Ya,(BE) :=={f € CH<(BL)|f is C1* at PN Bk,
f = 8n+1f = 0 on P n BR and ||f||Ya,e(B£) < OO}7

where

1flly,. B2 = o (||dG('7§)7(1+2a)(f = Py)ll L85 (ynsy)
R

+[dG(.,g)*(1+2a) (f —_ Pg)]CS’E(B;(Q)ﬁB;) + |Pfg|1) y
with Py being as in Definition 4.14.

For the functions in X,  and Y, ., the following characterization will be useful.

We postpone the proof to the Appendix, Section 8.1.

Proposition 4.17 (Characterization of X,  and Y, (). Let v € Xoc and f € Yy, ¢
and 2a > €. Let r = r(y) := \/y2 +y2,, denote the distance from y to P. Let

y" = (y",0,0) € P.
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(i) Then 0, f(y") € CH*(P). Moreover, there exists f1(y) € CY(Q.) vanish-
ing on P, such that for y € By
Fy) = 0nf (" Yyn + 27 fi(y).
(ii) Then 9,v(y") € CH(P), Onnnv(y"), Onni1nr1v(y’) € CO*(P). More-

over, there exist functions C1,V;,C;; € CYNQy), i,j e {1,...,n+ 1},
vanishing on P, such that for y € B;r

6nnnv y” ann 1,n+1v y” a—e
o Q) et iy

Ainv (Y yn + 1727 Vi(y), ie{l,...,n—1},

annnv i ann n v "
2(?/ )y727,+ , +1,2+1 (y )

) =

) =
(v)
(¥) = On i1t 10y VYnyn1 + > 2" Vg (y),
o(y) =710, (y),
Iinv(y) = dinv(y") + 20T “Cin(y),
(y)
(y) =
(y) =

(

v(y
zv(y
Yp 1 + 7TV (),

Ohv(y) =0 ( )+

6n+1U Yy

J

y) =1 Cins1(y),

Y) = Onnn0(y" Yy + 17207 Cp 0 (y),

Ot 110y Vn g1 + 727 C g1 (),
On1,n410(Y) = O 1,010y Vyn + 17127 Chp1 1 ().

Moreover, C1(y) = 0 = Vii1(y) on {yn, = 0}. For the decompositions in (i) and
(i) we have

[Onfleo.opnst) + [fileos sy < Cllflva.c

[8inv]00,a(pm33+) + [annnv]CO,a(me;r) + [8n,n+1,n+lv]00,a(pmg3+)

szrlv

nU

n n+1v y

n+1 n+1
+ Z i) O (BF) + Z O (B [Cl]C‘S‘G(B;) < CHUHX(M.
4,j=1

Remark 4.18. It is immediate that any f € C(Qy) with supp(f) C By which
satisfies the decomposition in (i) is in Yy... Moreover,

17l < € (BuFlogr) + Uil ) -

Similarly, it is not hard to show that functions v satisfying the decomposition in
(ii) with supp(Agv) C B are in Xo.. In particular, this implies that Proposition
4.17 gives an equivalent characterization of the spaces Xq . and Yy, c.

Motivated by the decomposition of Proposition 4.17, we sometimes also write

Ya,e — ynco,a 4 T1+2a7508,e'

At the end of this section, we state the following a priori estimate (which should
be viewed as a Schauder type estimate for the Baouendi-Grushin operator):

Proposition 4.19. Let o € (0,1), e € (0,1), v € Xo, f € Yo e and
Agv = f.
Then we have
vl x... < Cllfllva..-
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Remark 4.20. We note that the a priori estimates exemplify a scaling behavior
which depends on the support of the respective function. More precisely, let = Agv
be supported in B: for some > 0. Then,

[Vl X0, < CQA+ U2 7) | Acvlly,,...

The proof of Proposition 4.19 follows by exploiting the scaling properties of
our operator and polynomial approximations. This method is in analogy to the
Campanato approach (c.f. [Cam64]) to prove Schauder estimates for the Laplacian
(c.f. also [Gia83], [Wan92] and [Wan03] for generalizations to elliptic systems, fully
nonlinear elliptic and parabolic equations and certain subelliptic equations). Our
generalization of these spaces is adapted to our thin free boundary problem. We
postpone the proof of Proposition 4.19 to the Appendix, Section 8.2.

5. REGULARITY OF THE LEGENDRE FUNCTION FOR C*7 METRICS

In this Section we return to the investigation of the Legendre function. We
recall that in Section 3.3 we transformed the free boundary problem (4) into a
fully nonlinear Baouendi-Grushin type equation for the Legendre function v. In
this section, we will study the regularity of the Legendre function v in terms of the
function spaces X,  from Section 4.

In the whole section we assume that the metrics a”/ are C*7 Hélder regular for some
v € (0,1). We start by showing that the Legendre function v (associated with a
solution w to (1)) is in the space X  introduced in Section 4. This is a consequence
of transferring the asymptotics of w (which were derived in Propositions 3.1, 3.2 in
Section 3.1) to v. Here « is the (a priori potentially very small) Holder exponent
of the free boundary from Section 3.1.

In Section 5.2 (c.f. Propositions 5.5, 5.8), we exploit the structure of our nonlinear
equation to improve the regularity of v from X, . to X5, for any 6 € (0,1) and
€ € (0,7]. In particular this implies that the free boundary I, is C™ regular for
any 6 € (0,1).

5.1. Asymptotics of the Legendre function. Throughout this section we as-
sume that w solves the thin obstacle problem (4) with coefficients a® € C*7 for
k > 1 and v € (0,1]. Moreover, we always assume that the conditions (A1)-(A7)
are satisfied. We further recall from Section 3.3 that the Legendre function v is
originally defined on U = T(BDQ). However, after a rescaling procedure we may
assume that v is defined in Bj .

We first rewrite the asymptotics of w (stated in Corollary 3.4) in terms of the
corresponding Legendre function v.

Proposition 5.1. Let a € C*Y with k > 1 and v € (0,1). Let w be a solution to
the variable coefficient thin obstacle problem and let v be ilts Legendre function as
defined in (18). Assume that w satisfies the asymptotic expansion in Proposition 3.2

with some o € (0,1). Then for any § € By with /92 +§2,, = X € (0,1), and
any multi-index B with |B| < k+1

[DPv — DPvg] eor (B o)) S C(18], n, p) max{eo, c; IA3F26=7= 218" |=1Bnl~1Busa|

where vy is the leading order expansion of v at §" as defined in Lemma 3.11.
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Proof. We argue in three steps in which we successively simplify the problem:

Step 1: First reduction — Scaling. Given §) € B with /92 + gjflJrl =\>0, we
project § onto P = {y, = yn+1 = 0} and let §” = (3”,0,0) denote the projection

point. Let

bya(Q) 1= M)~ Bu(§)0Ge)

with 6x(¢) = (A%¢”, ACny ACnt1). We note that 9y y is the Legendre function for
Wy 22 (€) = w(zo + A2E) /A3 with 2o = T71(g”) . We set

= gn gn 1

<:<0777 ;)EB{'XSI.
With this rescaling, it suffices to show that

(28) [DB{)Q,,A — Dﬂﬁgu]cgﬁ(srﬂ(é)) < C(|B,n, p) max{eq, cx }A>?,

where 0y denotes the Legendre function for wy,(§) = limx_0, wy, 2(§). Indeed,
the conclusion of Proposition 5.1 then follows by undoing the rescaling in (28).

Step 2: Second reduction. Given any multi-index 5 with |5| < k+1, it is possible
to express DP9y, 5 as a function of w,, 2 and its derivatives:

Dﬂﬁgj”,k(y) = F,@(dezo,)\z (‘T))|z:(Twa:0,)\2)—l(y)7 |d| < |ﬁ|

Here Fj is an analytic function on the open set {J(wy,2) # 0}. Let £ =

(T"=0>*)"1({). We note that a sufficiently small choice of Ao € (0,1) implies
that our change of coordinates is close to the square root mapping (c.f. Propo-
sition 3.1). Combining this with the observation that on scales of order one (i.e.
when (2 + (2., ~ 1) the Baouendi-Grushin metric is equivalent to the Euclidean

metric, results in the inclusions (T*=0>*) =1 (B /4 )} (Tw10)71(31/4(é)) C Bijs (€)

and Bg,4(£) N Lw, = 0, Bsa(§) Ny, = 0. Thus, to show (28), it then suffices
to prove

(29)
[F3(D 0y 32) = Fa(D Wiy 0+ D] o 36 < OB mp) mac{eo, 2%,
and
(30) (T%205) 7 = (T0) M ens < Cma{eo, e.}2%
for A € (0, Ao). Indeed, once we have obtained (29)-(30), (28) follows by the equiva-

lence of the Euclidean and Baouendi-Grushin geometries at scales of order one and
a triangle inequality.

Step 3: Proof of (29) and conclusion. To show (29), we use a Taylor expansion
and write

Fﬁ(Dd’LUmo,k2) - Fﬁ(Dszo (IO + )) = Rd(wmo,)\2)(demo,)\2 - deﬂﬁo(xo + ))’

where

1
Rd(wxw)(x):/ Oma Fg(tD%w, sz (z) + (1 — ) DOW, (w0 + 2))dt.
0
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Since —C' < J(twy, x2 +(1=t)W,,) < —cin BDQ(g) and since wy, x2, Wa, (0 +-) €
Ck*‘l’V(Bf'/z(é)), we have that Rg(wy, \2) € C'O’"Y(BI"/2
A. Next we recall that by Corollary 3.4

[deﬂﬂo,)\2 - D&WIO (IO + )}

(€)) with uniform bounds in

2c
G0 (B, () < C(B) max{eg, cx JA™.

Combining this with the fact that Rs(w;)(&) € COW(BI"M(S)), yields (29). To
show (30), we first observe that ||T"=0** — TU’WHCI(&M@) < Cmax{ep, ¢ JA**
by Corollary 3.4 and the definition of 7. Then using the uniform boundedness
of HD(T%O’Q)_l”LOO(Bj/Z(é)) and ||D(Tw%)_1||Loo(Bl+/2(é)) we obtain the desired

estimate. O

Using the spaces from Definition 4.14, we apply Proposition 5.1 to quantify the
regularity and asymptotics of our Legendre function:

Proposition 5.2. Under the assumptions of Proposition 5.1 we have v € XQ,H(BT)
for all p € (0,7]. In particular, for yo € P N By there exist functions Cyp €
CI (B (yo)) with Cri(y",0,0) = 0 for all k,1 € {1,...,n+ 1} such that the fol-

lowing asymptotics are valid:

div(y) = (yr +vai1) ey, v0) T Ci; (),

(ei VT=1(y, ) a—
aznv(y) = 7@) + dG(y7y0)2 ’Ycin(y)v
(en - VTfl(yo))

ai,n-l—lv(y) = dG(yayO)Qa_’yci,n—i-l(y)u
( Onnv(y)  Onns1v(y) ) _ ( ao(Yo)yn al(yO)ynJrl)

anJrl,nv(y) anJrl,nJrlv(y) a1(yo)Ynt1 a1(Y0)Yn

_ Onn( ) Cn "Jrl(y)
T da(y, yo) T2 ( ’ :
¢ (Y, 9o) Crmt1(y)  Crgint1(y)

Herei,je{l,...,n—1}.

Remark 5.3. We emphasize that in the expression for 0;;v it is not possible to
replace (y2 +y2,1)"" by da(y,yo) 2. This is in analogy with Remark 3.3.

Proof. For each yg € P the proof of the asymptotics in the non-tangential cone
Na(yo) follows directly from Proposition 5.1, Lemma 3.11 (which yields the ex-
plicit expressions of the leading order asymptotic expansions) and a chain of balls
argument. In order to obtain the asymptotic expansion in the whole of By (yo), we
use the regularity of the coefficient functions and the triangle inequality. We only
present the argument for 9;,v, since the reasoning for the other partial derivatives
is analogous. Hence, let y € Bi (yo) but y ¢ Ng(yo). Let § € P N By denote
the projection of y onto P. Then, by the triangle inequality, we may assume that
da(y,9),da(¥,y0) < Cdg(y,yo0). Thus, by virtue of the regularity of vp-1(,,), we
have that

(en . VTfl(gj))

(ei-vr-1m) (i vr-1(y,)) ’

(€i - vr-1(y0))

(en . I/T’l(yo))

} < |Oimv(y) —

(en-vr-1(z)  (en-vr-1(yy))
< Cdg(y,9)** + Cly — yo|™ < Cde(y, yo)**.
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The Holder estimates are analogous. O

Remark 5.4. For later reference we conclude this section by noting that the close-
ness condition (A5) (and the asymptotics from Proposition 5.1) implies that

lv— UQHXM(BT) < C'max{ep, cs },

where vy (y) = —%(yi — 3Ynyzy1) is the leading order expansion of v at the origin.
This will be used in the perturbation argument in Section 6.2 and in the application
of the implicit function theorem in Section 6.3.

5.2. Improvement of regularity. In this section we present a bootstrap argu-
ment to infer higher regularity of the Legendre function. By virtue of the previ-
ous section, we have that v € X, (B]") for some potentially very small value of
a € (0,7]. In this section we improve this regularity modulus further by showing
that a can be chosen arbitrarily close to one. To this end we argue in two steps: By
an expansion, we first identify the structure of F' in terms of a leading order linear
operator and additional higher order controlled contributions (c.f. Proposition 5.5).
Then in a second step, we use this to bootstrap regularity (c.f. Proposition 5.8).

In the sequel we use the following abbreviations:

- 61-jv am’l) 6i7n+1v
GY(v) :=—det | Ojnv OpnV Opmy1v |, 4,5€{l,...,n—1},
aj,nJrl'U 8n,nJrl'U 8n+1,n+1v

in L 61'”’0 6i,n+1v .
G""(v) := 2det (an,n+1v (’“)n+1,n+1v) ,ied{l,...,n—1},

Gm () i 2 det (g:;fj; ngj) ie{l...n—1},
G™"(v) 1= Ont1,n410,
G (4) 1= O,
G () i= —0nn i1,

L annv an,n—i—lv
J(v) := det <6n,n+lv 6n+1,n+1v) .

With slight abuse of notation, we thus interpret G* and J as functions from the
symmetric matrices RQZ#)X("H) to R and recall the notation for partial derivatives
of G with respect to the components my, from Section 2.2:
y OGY (M
0 () = 25Dy () € RGED <0,
3mk4 v

With these conventions, the nonlinear equation (21) from Section 3.3, which is
satisfied by v, turns into

n+1 n—1
(B Flo.y):= D a¥ )G (0) = J(0) [ D V00 +5"yn + 0" g | =0.

i,j=1 j=1
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Relying on this structure, we derive a (self-improving) linearization. More pre-
cisely, for each yp € PN Bf, we will linearize the equation at v,,, where

n—1
Vyo (1) = On0(y0)yn + Y _ Oinv(y0) (Wi — (10)1)¥n
(32) i=1
67177/’1 a’ﬂ n n
+ g(yo) 3 4 In +1’2+1v(y0)yny,21+1,

is the up to order three asymptotic expansion of v at yy. The linearization then
leads to the following self-improving structure:

Proposition 5.5. Let a’(z) € C17 for some~y € (0,1]. Assume thatv € X, (B])
with o € (0,1] solves F(v,y) = 0. Then at each point yo € P N BT/T we have the
following expansion in B} (yo) with 0 <r < 1/2:

F(v,y) = Lyyv + Py, (y) + Eyy(y).
Here

v,

Lyov = @9 (40) Oy, GV (Vg ) Opev = DUF‘('U,y):('UyD,yo)
Pyo (y) = dl] (yO) (GU (Uyo) - 6mk£ GU (Uyo)akévyo) € ,P{wm7
P, (y) is of the form co(yo)yn and Ey,(y) is an error term satisfying

) + |:dG('7 yo)i(n07E)Ey0:| < Cu

. -
|da (- o) OEyOHLOO(B e (BY 5 (w0)

T/2(y0
for no = min{1 + 4a, 3}.

Remark 5.6 (The role of «, 2 and 4«). As already seen in Proposition 4.17, the
parameter o in the space Yy, . refers to the (tangential) Holder regularity (w.r.t. the
Euclidean metric) of the quotient yin‘P for any function f € Y, . The parameter
2« originates from the different scalings of the Euclidean metrics and Baouendi-
Grushin metrics (c.f. Remark 4.2). More precisely, for any y{,y4 € P, |yi —
yy| ~ da(yy,yy)? by Remark 4.2, which accounts for the 2a in the definition of
the norm || flly... = supgeplda (-, 5)~ 2o (f — Py)]goe. The parameter 4a in
Proposition 5.5 indicates an improvement of the tangential reqularity of Ly,v/yn
at yo from CO% to C02,

Remark 5.7. By using the explicit expression of vy, and G (v), it is possible to
compute the form of the leading order operator:

n+1
Lyo = Z a* (yo)amke GY (’Uyo)akf
ij=1
n—1
=Y a7 ((A1)y 41 — AoAryy) O

ij=1
n—1 n—1

+2 Z a"’ (BjA1ynOin — BjA1Yn+10int1) + Z 0" BiBjOn41,n4+1
i,j=1 1,5=1
n—1 .

+2 Z a'" (A1Yn0Oin — A1Yn+10in+1 + BiOn+1.n+1)
i=1

~ ~ 1 1
+ annan+1,n+l + an-l— i ann
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Here the coefficients a* are evaluated at yo and Ao, A1, Bj are constants depending
on yo:

AO = 8nnnv(y0); Al = 8n,n+1,n+1v(y0)7

Bj = 8jn1)(y0), J € {1,...,71—1}.
To obtain this, we have used the off-diagonal assumption (A3) for the metric a',
ie. a¥™(2/,0) =0 forie {1,...,n}.
We note that the operator L, is a self-adjoint, constant coefficient Baouendi-

Grushin type operator. It is hypoelliptic as an operator on R" ! after an odd reflec-
tion in the y, variable and an even reflection in the y,+1 variable (c.f. [JSC8T]).

Proof of Proposition 5.5. The proof of this result relies on a successive expansion
of the coefficients and the nonlinearities. Thus, we first expand a% (y), G¥ (v) and
the lower order term J(v) (---) in (31) separately and then combine the results to
derive the desired overall expansion.

Step 1: Expansion of the leading term.
Step 1 a: Expansion of the coefficients. For the coefficients @ we have

@' (y) = a” (yo) + B3 (y),
where the error term EY*" (y) satisfies

(33) Hdc(-,yo)’z’Ezy“”

+ [da (o y0) @I ERY] <c
L= (B (v0)) a(+30) 2 leve By (o)

Proof of Step 1a: The claim follows from the differentiability of a*(x) and the
asymptotics of Vu. Using the abbreviations £(y) := (y”, —0,v(y), —On+1v(y)) and
€0 1= (Y5, —0nv(Y0), —On+10(y0)) = (Y5, —Onv(y0),0), we obtain

a9 (y) = a¥ (€(y)) = a¥ () + (a7 (€) — a¥ (&)

1

34

34 (&) +/Vza (1 —=1) +t&(y))dt - (§o — &(v))-
0

Hence, (34) turns into
(35) a = a'(yo) + E¥V (y),

where

By (y) = / V10" (1= t)éo + t(y))dt - (" — i)
0
n+1

+Z/mGa (1 =1)& + t&(y))dt - (Orv(y) — Ikv(yo)).

k=n.
Recalling the asymptotlcos of v from Definition 4.14 for v, we infer that for all
y € B} )5 (y0)
|ESY (y)] < Cl(y" = yg, —0nv(y) + 0nv(y0), —Onr10(y))| < Cda(y, yo)*.
Thus, we have shown that dg (y, yo) " 2E¥" (y) € L™ (Bf’/z( 0)). Similarly, we also
obtain [d¢ (, yo)’(“>Eé’“’ij]c‘o,e(sjm(yo)) < C. This, together with Definition 4.14,
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yields the second estimate in (33).

Step 1 b: Ezpansion of the functions G%. For the (nonlinear) functions G* (v)
we have for all 4,5 € {1,...,n+ 1}

G (U) =GY (Uyo) + O GY (Uyo)akf (U - Uyo) + Ei}o,ij (y)7
where the error EY' (y) satisfies the bounds

(36)

Hdc(., yo)—(1+4a)Eiloyij —(1+4o¢—e)E’y07ij <C

d Yy . >~
6 v0) OB (y0))

Lo (B (o))
Proof of Step 1b: To show the claim, we first expand
G (1) = G (o) + Dy G (04 ) Dt (0 — V)

1 -
+ =0y, G (’Uyo)aké (U - Uyo)aﬁn (U - Uyo)

9 “miemey
1 i
+ gavg;mmgnmhsG 7 (o) Okt (v = vyo ) O (v — vy )Ons (v — vy,)

=GY (Uyo) + 6”nk£ GY (Uyo)akf (U - Uyo) + Ei}o,ij (y)

Here the error term is given by

iy 1
B> (y) = 50, G (0o )Ore (0 = Vyo ) Ogn (v = vy, )

T 9 Mgy
1 i
+ gafg;lk@M§77mh,sG ! (vyo)akf(v - vyo)aiﬁ(v - vy())ahs (U - vy())'

Hence, it remains to prove the error estimate (36). To this end we estimate each
term from the expression for EY*"" separately. We begin by observing that

el (y) 1 = Ompemen G vy ) e (v = vy ) Dy (v — vy, )

Dijvy, Oin (v — vy,) Oin+1(v — vy,)
= det Ojn vy, Onn (v — vy,) Onn+1(v — vy, )
Ojn+1Vy,  Onont1 (v— Vyo)  Ontin+1(v — Uyo)
(38) 9ij(v =vyo) Oty Din1(v —wy,)

+det [ Ojn(v—vy,) Onny, On,nt+1(v — vy, )
0jin+1(V = Vy)  Onnt1Vy,  Ont1nt1(v —vy,)

aZJ (’U - vyo) 81 (1} - vyo) ai,n+lvy0
+det [ Ojn(v—vy,) Onn (v — vy,) On,n+1Vy, )
0jnt+1(V =) Onns1(V = Vy,)  Ont1nt10y,

and

éyo,ij (y) = avg;zkgmgnmhs Gij (Uyo)akl (’U - ”yo)aﬁn (’U - vyo)ahs (’U - vyo)

[ 3GY(v—wy,)ifi,je{l,...,n—1},
10 ifiorje{nn+1}.

For simplicity we only present the estimate for e¥0:¥(y) in detail. To estimate the
difference Ope(v — vy,) for £,k € {1,...,n+ 1} in B;F/Q(yo), we use the definition



36 HERBERT KOCH, ANGKANA RULAND, AND WENHUI SHI

of our function space X, (in the form of Definition 4.14 or in the form of the
decomposition from Proposition 4.17) to obtain that for y € B;r/z (yo)

1035 (v — vy,) ()| < Cdg(y, P)~'H2,
|8m(v - Uyo)(y>| < Odg(y,y0)2°‘,

|Onn (v — vy ) (y)] < Cda(y, yo)' 2.
Using this and plugging the explicit expression for 0;;vy, (c.f. (32)) into (38) gives
e (y)] < Cda(y,yo)' ™. Similarly, |6V (y)| < Cdg(y,yo)' ™. Hence, we
obtain
BV (y)] < Clevo (y)] + Cle? ¥ (y)] < da(y, yo) .

Moreover, it is not hard to deduce that de (y, yo) =4 BYO 7 (y) e C’S’e(BIL/Q(yO)).
This concludes the proof of Step 1b.

Step 1c: Concatenation. We show that the leading order term @*/ G (v) has the
expansion

a7 G (v) = " (y0) O, GV (vyy ) Orev + Py (y) + EX (y),

where

(39) Py, (y) = a" (yO) (Gij (Uyo) — Omy GY (Uyo)akfvyo) € ,P{wmv

is a polynomial of the form ¢(yo)yn, and EY°(y) satisfies for no = min{3,1 + 4a}
. —no Yo . —(no—e€) pyo

(40) lde (- y0) ™ ES ||Loo(zsl+/2(y0)) + [dG( ,%0) Ly }CS’G(pr(yo)) <C

Proof of Step 1c: Using the expansions for a*/ and for G¥ (v) from Steps la and
1b, we obtain

@ (5)GY (0) = 3% (o) G (0) + B ()G 0)
=a" (yo) (GU (Uyo) + 6mk£ GY (Uyo)akf (U - Uyo) + E%O)ij (y)>
+ B3 (y)GY (v)

=a" (y())amke GY (vyo)aklv + Pyo (y) + Ego (y>a

where
E5(y) = a" (yo) BY"" (y) + B3 ()G (v).
Recalling the error bounds from Steps la, 1b and further observing
’GU (U) ’ < CdG (yu y0)7

entails (40).

Step 2: Expansion of the lower order contributions. For the lower order contri-
bution the asymptotics of v immediately yield

IO | X P00 + 5 W+ Gy || < Ceadaty, P

Here we used that [|[Va |~ < Ce,. Hence, this error is small compared with the
error term EY°(y) from the leading order expansion (c.f. (40)). O
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The previous proposition allows us to apply an iterative bootstrap argument to
obtain higher regularity for v.

Proposition 5.8. Assume that v € X, (B) for some a € (0,1], € € (0,7],
and that it satisfies F(v,y) = 0 with a*(z) € C*7 for some v € (0,1]. Then
v e X576(B;r/2) for any 6 € (0,1).

Proof. If 1 +4a < 3,1.e. 0 < a < 1/2, Proposition 5.5 and Remark 5.7 yield that
for each fixed yo € PN By /o the Legendre function v solves

(41) Lyov = Lyovyo + f in B;r/2(y0),
where L, is the “constant coefficient” Baouendi-Grushin type operator from Re-
mark 5.7, Ly vy, = ¢(y0)yn and the function f(y) is such that

lde (-, yo)_(1+4a)f||Loo(Bj/Q(yo)) + [da(, yo)_(l+4a_€)f]c'3@(5+

1/2

woy S

where C' depends on ||v||x, . and [Da"] 4o, and is in particularly independent of
yo. We apply the compactness argument from the Appendix (c.f. the proof of
Proposition 8.9) at each point yo € P N By/. This is possible as L,, is a self-
adjoint, constant coefficient subelliptic operator of Baoundi-Grushin type which
is hypoelliptic after suitable reflections (c.f. Remark 5.7 and [JSC87]). We note
that as in the case of the Grushin operator there are no fourth order homogeneous
polynomials with symmetry (even about y,,+1 and odd about y,,) which are solutions
to the equation L,,v = 0. Combining the above approximation result along PNB; /;
with the C2¢, ¢ < v, estimate in the corresponding non-tangential region (with
respect to P) leads to v € X2a76(8f'/4). We repeat the above procedure until
after finitely many, say, k, steps, 1 + 4ka > 3. This results in v € X(;yE(B;r/Q,C)
for every 6 € (0,1) (where we used the nonexistence of homogeneous fourth order
approximating polynomials). Repeating this procedure in B;F/Q (y) forye PN B;F/Q
and by a covering argument, we obtain that v € X&E(B;r/z) for every 6 € (0,1). O

6. FREE BOUNDARY REGULARITY FOR C*7 METRICS, k > 1

In this section we apply the implicit function theorem to show that the regular
free boundary is locally in C*¥+17  if ¢ € C*Y with k > 1 and v € (0,1). More-
over, we also argue that the regular free boundary is locally real analytic, if a/ is
real analytic.

In order to invoke the implicit function theorem, we discuss the mapping proper-
ties of the nonlinear function F' in the next two sections. More precisely, we prove
that

e the nonlinearity F' maps Xs.(B;) to Ys(B;) for any § € (0,1) and ¢
sufficiently small (c.f. Section 6.1),

e and that its linearization in a neighborhood of vy is a perturbation of the
Baouendi-Grushin Laplacian and is hence invertible (c.f. Section 6.2).

Then in Section 6.3.1 we introduce an one-parameter family of diffeomorphisms
which will form the basis of our application of the implicit function theorem in
Section 6.3.2. In Section 6.3.2 we apply the implicit function theorem argument
to show the regularity of the free boundary in C*7, k > 1 metrics and analytic
metrics, which yields the desired proof of Theorem 1.
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6.1. Mapping properties of I'. As a consequence of the representation of F
which was derived in Proposition 5.5 we obtain the following mapping properties
for our nonlinear function F.

Proposition 6.1. Let a” : B — RQZ#)X("H) be a C*7 tensor field with k > 1
and v € (0,1]. Assume that the nonlinear function F is as in (31). Then for any
d € (0,1] and € € (0,7), we have that

F: Xs5..B)) = Ys5..(B).

These properties will be used in Propositions 6.6 and 6.7 to establish the mapping
properties of the nonlinear function to which we apply the implicit function theorem
in Section 6.3

Proof. The mapping properties of F' are an immediate consequence of the repre-
sentation for F' that was obtained in Proposition 5.5. Indeed, given any v € Xs,
by Proposition 5.5, we have

n+1
F(Uﬂ y) = Z a (yo)amke GY (uyo)akfu‘ + Pyo (y) + Eyo (y)

i,7=1

Due to Proposition 4.17, Proposition 5.5 and Remark 5.7 we infer that Py, (y) +
E,,(y) € Y5.(B7). For the remaining linear term we note that similarly as in the
proof of Proposition 5.5

a‘ (Y0) O G (Uyy ) Dot = a‘ (Y0) O G (Uyo ) Oetiy,
+a' (Y0) O G (ttyo ) Ore (e — gy,
oy + P ),

with ¢(y”) € CO9(R* 1N BY) and f(y) € CO°(B;). This implies the result. [

6.2. Linearization and the Baouendi-Grushin operator. In this section we
compute the linearization of F' and show that it can be interpreted as a perturbation
of the Baouendi-Grushin Laplacian. We treat the cases a¥/ € C*7 with k = 1 and
k > 2 simultaneously as only small modifications are needed in the argument. If
a € O*7 with k > 2, by using the notation in (31),

n+1
F(D?v,Dv,y) = Z a(y", —0,v, —0p410)GY (v Z vy, —On41v)0;jv

i,j=1
—J(v)b"(y”,— 0y —=On+10)Yn — J (v )bnﬂ(y s =0, =On110)Yn 1,

In the case of a¥ € C17 we view F as

n+1
F(D*v, Dv,y) = Za” =00, =8 10)GY (0) + f(y),

where f(y) = Z v (y )+ 0" ()Y + 0" () Y0t
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Here we view I as a mapping F : Rg’;#”("“) x R % U — R and introduce the
abbreviations

OF (M, P,

Fio(M, P,y) = # M = (my) € RgZ;rll)x(nJrl)7 Pec Rnﬂ7 ye RnJrl,
OF (M, P,

Fi (M, Py) = #~

For notational convenience, we use the conventions

Fie(v,y) := Fre(D*v, Dv,y), Fi(v,y) := Fp(D?v, Dv,y), F(v,y):= F(D?v, Dv,y).
The linearization of F' at v is

(42) Ly := Fip(v,9)0ke + Fr(v,y)0k.

In the case ¢ € C*7 with k > 2, we have

n+1 n—1
Fro(v,y) = > @70, G (v) = Oy J(0) | D 0050 + 0"y + 0"y |
i,j=1 j=1

Fr(v,y) ==J(v) > ¥, for ke {l,...,n—1},

j=1

n+1
Fr(v,y) = Z b G (v Zb 050 + by + b7y |, for k€ {n,n+ 1},

ij=1
Here

.. .. ~ . n+l ..
a7 = a|yr,—ouut)—tnsivw) V= Y 00,07 |y —00) - 0nsav()
i=1

G a i
by = 02,0 |y —0,0(y),~ 0 s10(n)>
n+1

b, =D 0o |y, 000,00 11000

In particular, we note that the linearization of F' already involves second order
derivatives of our metric a*.
In the case a¥ € C7, we have

n+1
Fre(v,y) = Y @900,,G7(v), k0 {l,...,n+1},
i,j=1
n+1
Fip(v,y) =0, ke{l,....n—1}; Fi(v,y) = Zb”G” , ke{nn+1}.
7,7=1
Let vo(y) := —% (y;o; — 3yny%+1) be the (scaled) blow-up of v at 0. A direct compu-

tation shows that Fg(vo, 0)0ke = Ag, where Ag is the standard Baouendi-Grushin
Laplacian in Section 4.1. Thus, we write

Ly = A + (Fie(v,y) = Fioe(v0,0)) Oe + Fi(v,y) Ok
=:Ag +P,.
With this at hand, we can prove the following mapping properties for L,:



40 HERBERT KOCH, ANGKANA RULAND, AND WENHUI SHI

Proposition 6.2. Let L,, P, be as above. Assume furthermore in the case of
a € O with k > 2 that [D2a'] ., < ci. Given § € (0,1] and € € (0, min{d,v}),
let X5..(B) and Ys.(Bf) be the spaces from Definition 4.16. Then

Ly : X5.(By) = Y5.(B7).
Moreover, if ||v — UOHX(;E(BT < do, then
|‘va|‘Y5,e(Bf) < max{do, C*}”wHX(;,E(Bf)v for all w € Xs..(By).

Proof. We first show the claims of the proposition in the case of a¥ € C*7 with
k > 2. We begin by arguing that L,w € Y; (Bf) if w € Xs..(B;).
(a) To show this, we observe that
N Oijw Oinw Oi n1w
Z Omy, G (0)Ogew = det | Oinv Onnv On 10
k.t ai,n—i—lv an—i—l,nv an-i—l,n-i—lv

Oijv Oinv i n+1v Oijv Oinv i n+1v
+det | Oipw OnnWw Onnt1w | + det Oinv Onnv On,n+1? ,
ai,n-i—lv an-l—l,nv 6n+1,n+lv ai,n-i—lw an-l—l,n’w an—i—l,n-i—lw
ifi,j € {1,...,n — 1} and for the remaining indices (7,j) the expression

> k.0 GY (v)Ogew is similar. Thus, the mapping property of D2k a9 Oy, G (V) Oppw
follows along the lines of the proof of Proposition 6.1 and Proposition 5.5.
n+1 n+l . . .
(b) We discuss the term ‘Zl éz b QwGY (v). As b is C™7, it satisfies the
i,j=1f=n
same decomposition as @ in (33). Using the characterization for 9,w,
Ony1w from Proposition 4.17 (ii), we have that around yo € P N By 2

> b 0w = b (yo)dnw(yo) + By,
l=n,n+1

where Ef/{) satisfies the same error bounds as (33). Moreover, the functions
biJ inherit the off-diagonal condition of a%, i.e. b%"t1 =0 on {y,11 = 0}

fori € {1,...,n}. Thus, using exactly the same estimate as for a*/ G* (v) in
n+1 n+1 . .

Step 1 of Proposition 5.5, we obtain that > > b/ 9wGY (v) € Y5 (BT).
ij=1l=n

(¢) The term
n—1 )
—J(v) Z .00 + byn + b7yt | Opw, k€ {n,n+1}
j=1

is a lower order term contained in Y;.(B]) as it is bounded by r(y)® =
dist(y, P)3 and satisfies the right Hélder bounds.
(d) Similarly, the contribution

n—1
— Oy, J (V) Z Voju 4 0"y + 0"y | Opew, kL€ {n,n+1}

Jj=1

is a lower order term contained in Y5 .(B;") as it is also bounded by dist(y, P)3
and satisfies the right Holder bounds.
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We continue by proving the bounds for P,. To this end, we again consider the
individual terms in the linearization separately:

e Estimate of (Fje(v,y) — Fre(vo,0)) Opew. We will only present the details
of the estimate for k,¢ € {1,...,n — 1}. The estimates for the remaining
terms are similar.

For k,¢ € {1,...,n — 1}, from (42) we have

Fre(v,y) = —a"(y)J (v).

By assumption v € X5 (B]") is in a dy neighborhood of vy and by Propo-
sition 4.17 we have the decomposition (r = r(y) = (y2 +y2,,)"/?)

— ROy,

= Bi(y") + "~ Cia(y),

r?7C i1 (y),

Ao(y")yn + 11207 Crn(y),
ALY Vi1 + P C g (),

1426 ecn+1 n+1 (y)

&Jv(y)

Iinv(y)

i n+1v(y)
n(Y)
()
(

n n+10Y

Ont1,n410(y) = A1(y" )yn +7
where B;, Ag, A1 € C%(P N B;) with

(43) [Bil¢o.s + 140 = |z + A1 = (=1)]lz= < o,
and Cy; € CY(B;) with [Cij]CS*E(Bj) < 0p. Thus, for k,0 e {1,...,n—1}

Fre(v,y) — Fre(vo,0)
= — (a*(y) — @ (0)) J(vo) — @ (y) (J(v) — J(wp))
Seyn +yna) + 60y +vni)

Consequently,
|(Fre (v, 9) = Fie(vo, 0)) Okew(y)| S max{c., dobr' 2= 209 w(y)).

Moreover, it is not hard to check that

T(.)7(1+267€) (Fkg(v, ) — F]d(’Uo, O))ak[w:| S rnax{c*, 50}||w||Xa,e(Bf)'

cY(B)
Hence, for k, ¢ € {1,...,n—1}
[(Fre(v,y) = Fre(vo, 0))Orewlly, 5+ S max{c., dotwlx, s)-

For the remaining second order terms in the linearization we argue sim-
ilarly.

e Estimate for Fj(v,y)0r. To estimate the lower order terms Fj(v,y), we
need to assume that a” € 0?7 for some v > 0. Furthermore, we assume
[D2a%] 0., < ¢, (this assumption on the second derivatives becomes neces-
sary as the term F(v,y) with k € {n,n+ 1} involves D?a, c.f. (42)). Note
that combining this with the assumption (A6) and using an interpolation
estimate we have || D2a" | = < Cc,.
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We begin with the terms with k& € {1,...,n — 1}, i.e. with

n—1 n+1
Fi(v,y) = =J(v) Z v, v = Z aziazj|(y”)_8n1}7_6n+1v)'
j=1 i=1

As by our assumption (A6) ||b||L~ < ¢, the asymptotics of .J(v) immedi-
ately yield that HF;C(U,y)BkaYM(BT) < C*Hw”Xs,e(Bf) as long as e < .

For the contributions with k € {n,n+ 1}, Fi(v,y) is of the same structural
form as the original nonlinear function F'(v,y), however with coefficients
which contain an additional derivative, i.e. a% is replaced by b and b
is replaced by b, (c.f. (42)). Thus, by the argument in Section 6.1 on
the mapping properties of the nonlinear function F(v,y), we infer that
F(v,9)0w € Yo, (B ), k € {n,n+ 1} (for € <) for any w € X, (B]).
Moreover, it satisfies ||Fk(v,y)8kw||yé’é(81+) < C[D%U]C'Oﬁ”wHX(;,E(Bj)'

Combining the previous observations concludes the proof of Proposition 6.2 in the
case that k£ > 2.

For the case k = 1, we notice that if a” € O the linearization is simply given

nil

by Ly = Fie(v,y)0ke + > by G¥(v)9. Thus, a similar proof as for the case C*7
ij=1

with k > 2 applies. O

6.3. Holder Regularity and Analyticity. In this section we apply the implicit
function theorem to show that if ¥ € C*7 with k > 1 and v € (0,1), then the
regular free boundary is locally in C*+1:7.

To this end, we first define a one-parameter family of diffeomorphisms which we
compose with our Legendre function to create an “artificially parameter-dependent
problem”. Due to the regularity properties of F', this is then exploited to deduce
the existence of a solution to the parameter-dependent problem, which enjoys good
regularity properties in the artificially introduced parameter (c.f. Proposition 6.6).
Finally, this regularity is transfered from the parameter variable to the original
variables yielding the desired regularity properties of our Legendre function (c.f.
Theorems 3, 4). This then proves the claims of Theorem 1.

In the sequel, we will always assume that v is a Legendre function (c.f. (18))
which is associated with a solution of the variable coefficient thin obstacle problem
(4), which satisfies the normalizations (A4) and (A5). The coefficient metric a® €
Ck7 k> 1, is assumed to obey the conditions (A1)-(A3) as well as (A6). We also
suppose that [D2a%] 0., < ¢y if k > 2. By rescaling we assume that v is well defined
in Bf. We have shown in Proposition 5.8 that v € X;.(B;) for any § € (0,1)
and e € (0,v]. Furthermore, we recall that |jv — UOHX(;,E(BT) < C'max{eg, e} (c.f.

Remark 5.4), where vo(y) = —& (y3 — 3yny2,,) is the model solution, which is the
(rescaled) blow-up of v at 0.

6.3.1. An infinitesimal translation. For y € R"™! and a € R"~! fixed, we consider
the following ODE

a((3/4)* = 163 0(Yn, ynt1),

ASS
<
—
o~
N
Il

(44)
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Here 7 is an in the y,, yn+1 variables radially symmetric smooth cut-off function
supported in {(Yn, ynt1)| y2 +y2,, < 1/2}, which is equal to one in {y2 +y2,; <
1/4}. We denote the unique solution to the above ODE by ¢, ,(t) and let

. (y) = (Qba,y(l)a Yns Ynt1)-

Due to the C® regularity of the right hand side of (44), we obtain that ¢ (1) is
C® in y. Moreover, an application of a fixed point argument yields that ¢, ,(1) is
analytic in the parameter a. We summarize these properties as:

Lemma 6.3. For each a € R" !, &, : R — R s a C5 diffeomorphism. The
mapping R" =1 5 a — &, € C5(R"M1) is analytic.

Moreover, we note that ®, enjoys further useful properties:

Lemma 6.4. (i) Foreacha € R ®,({y, =0}) C {yn, = 0} and ®,({yn+1
0}) C {ynt1 = 0} Moreover, a(y) =y if y ¢ {y € R™| [y <
D Un T Una < 3)-
(i) For each a € R" ' andy € {y € R"™| y2 +y2 | < 1}, we have O, (y) =
(Da,y (1), Yn, Ynt1), .. @4 only acts on the tangential variables.
(iii) For each a € R" ™1, 80, 11®4(y", yn,0) = (0,...,0,1).
(iv) Ata =0, ®g(y) =y for all y € R*1,

Proof. This follows directly from the definition of ®, and a short calculation. [

Let v be a Legendre function as described at the beginning of Section 6.3. We
use the family of diffeomorphisms ®, to define a one-parameter family of functions:

Va(y) = v(Pa(y)).

We first observe that the space X5, (c.f. Definition 4.14) is stable under the dif-
feomorphism ®,:

Lemma 6.5. Ifv € X;5.(By), then v, =vo ®, € Xs.(B) as well.

Proof. We first check that v, satisfies the Dirichlet-Neumann boundary condition.
Indeed, by (i) in Lemma 6.4, if v = 0 on {y,, = 0}, then v, = 0 on {y,, = 0} as well.
To verify the Neumann boundary condition, we compute

n+1
n+1va Z 8k’U U)anJrl(I)ﬁ(y)'

Thus by (i) and (iii) of Lemma 6.4, 0,,41v, = 0 on {yn+1 = 0}.
Next by property (ii) of Lemma 6.4, for y € {y € R"™|y2 + y2,, < 1} and
ijefl,. . n—1},

Oivaly Z On0(2)|,_g, () i Ph(y").
Bijva(y) = Z Orev(2)]_g, ) 0i®a (y" )05 @y Z@kv .o, () s ®ay"),
k=1

OinVa(y Z Oknv(z Z @a(y)ai‘l)’;(y”),
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Thus, combining these calculations with the fact that ®, fixes the (s, Yn+1) vari-
ables ((ii) of Lemma 6.4), it is not hard to check that v, satisfies the decomposition
in Proposition 4.17 in the region {y € R""!|y2 + y2,, < 1}. The regularity of ®,
and of v, entails that v, € C?° outside of the region {y € R [y2 + 42, < 1}.
Thus, v, € Xs..(By). O

Since v satisfies F'(v,y) = 0, the function v, (y) = v(®,(y)) solves a new equation
F,(u,y) = 0. Here

(45) Fa(u,y) = Fu(®;(2)):2)]._g, (-

For this equation we note the following properties:

Proposition 6.6. Let a’/ € C*7 with k > 1, v € (0,1]. Then for each a € R"™1,
F, maps Xs..(B)) into Ys5.(B]"). Moreover,
(i) for each a € R"~Y, the mapping
Fu(hy) s X5.e(BY) = Y5.(BY),  ur Fu(u,y),
is CkF=17=¢ jin u,
(ii) For each u € Xo (B, the mapping
F(u,y) : R = Y5 (BY), a— F.(u,y),

is C*=17=¢ in a. If a¥ is real analytic in By, then F, is real analytic in
a.

Proof. We first check the mapping property of F,. Let W, (z) := ®,!(z) and let
Gq(2) == u(®,1(2)). A direct computation shows that for i,j € {1,...,n — 1},
n§€{nn+1}andy € {y; +yny < 3}

Dijita(z Z Oneu(Wo(2))0; 05 ()0, Wl (2) + Z Opu(Wa(2))05 U8 (2),
k=1
gua Z 8k§u 8 \I/k( )

Octiq (2 ):35U( a(2)),
Onpelia(2) = Opeu(Wa(2)).

By property (ii) of Lemma 6.4 and a similar argument as in Lemma 6.5 we have
that @, = uo W, € Xsc(B)),), if u € X5c(By). Thus, by Proposition 6.1,

F(tq,2) € Y(;E(Bf'/zl) By (ii) in Lemma 6.4, F (@, )‘ Bu(y) € Y(se(l’fv’f'/4

Outside of {y2 + y2,, < 1}, the statement follows without difficulties.

Next we show the regulamty of Fy(u,y) in u and in the parameter a which were
claimed in the statements (i) and (ii). We first show that when a = 0, u
F(u,y) is C*=17=¢. Indeed, we recall the expression of F(v,y) from the begin-
ning of Section 6.2. By a similar estimate as in Proposition 6.2 we have that
Uy a (2", —Opu, —0pr1u)GY (u) is C*~177¢ regular. To estimate the con-
tr1but1on J( YV (w)u + b (w)yn + " (w)ynt1) (in the case k > 2), we use the
bound

) as well.

b1, 2) — oz, )| S Wollror s — wall 3 o 2 = I
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Here we used the decomposition property of u € X5 (B]) from Proposition 4.17,
that bis C%7 as a function of its arguments and the definition b(u, y) := b(y”, —Ont, —Oni11).
Combining this we infer that

k— k— k— ~€
|(DEYF — DESYF) (R 1)HYM(51+) Sk lur — U2H}a,é(31+)

k—1
HhHXa,é(Bfr)'
To show the regularity of u — F,(u,y) for nonzero a, we use the definition of F, in
(45) and the computation for D27, from above. The argument is the same as for
a=0.
Now we show the regularity of F,(u,y) in a for fixed u. We only show the case
when k = 1. The remaining cases follow analogously. We recall that

n+1

F(u,z) = Z a” (2", —0pu, —0p1u)GY (u) + f(2),

n—1

where f(z) = —J(v(2)) | Y_ ¥ (2)9v(2) + b"(2)zn + 0" (2) 2041 |

j=1
and that Fy(u,y) = F(u(\I/a(z)),z)’Z:q) @) from (45). Since a — ¥, and a — P,

are real analytic and since F(v,2) : X5.(B]) — Ys5.(B) is C*~17=¢ regular in v,
it suffices to note the regularity of the mappings

a > a? ((2a(y))", =O0nu, —Op41u) G (u)

in a as functions from R"~! to Y;(B{). For the term f(z)|.—a, (). since f(z) has
the form f(z) = 7(2)>~“f(2) with 7(2) = (22 + 22,,)"/? and since f(z) is C*7 in
its tangential variables (due to the regularity of 5/ and the fact that f(z) involves
only lower order derivatives of v), the map

R s am fu(y) := f(®a(y)) € CO€
is C%7~¢€ regular. O

6.3.2. Application of the implicit function theorem and regularity. With this prepa-
ration we are now ready to invoke the implicit function theorem. We seek to apply
the implicit function theorem in the spaces X5 . and Y5 . from Definition 4.14. How-
ever, the Legendre function v is only defined in By". Thus, we extend it into the
whole quarter space @+. In order to avoid difficulties at (artificially created) bound-
aries, we base our argument not on v, but instead consider w, := v, — v, where v is
the original Legendre function. For this function we first note that supp(w,) € B;/ "
which follows from the definition of the diffeomorphism ®,. Moreover, w, solves
the following fully nonlinear, degenerate elliptic equation:

Fu(wa,y) = Fuwa +v,y) = 0 in Bf .

We extend w, to the whole quarter space @ by setting w, = 0 in Q1 \ Bf. Using
we =01in Q4 \B;,'/Ll, the function w, solves the equation

Ga(waay) = n(dG(yv 0))Fa(wa + v, y) + (1 - n(dG(yv O)))Acwa =0,
in Q1. Here n: [0,00) = R is a smooth cut-off function with n(s) =1 for s < 2
and 7(s) = 0 for s > 1. This extension is chosen such that the operator is of
“Baouendi-Grushin type” around the degenerate set P = {y,, = yn+1 = 0} and the
Baouendi-Grushin type estimates from Proposition 4.19 and from the Appendix,
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Section 8.2, can be applied in a neighborhood of P. The function G, satisfies the
following mapping properties:

Proposition 6.7. Assume that a') € C*7 with k > 1 and v € (0,1]. Given
a € R, G, maps from X5 into Ys. for each 6 € (0,1) and € € (0,7). Let
L = DwGa}(a,w):(O,O) be the linearization of G, at w = 0 and a = 0. Then
L:Xs5c— Y5, is invertible.

Proof. Let 7i(y) := n(dg(y,0)). By Proposition 5.5 the Legendre function v €
Xs..(Bf") for any 6 € (0,1). Thus by Proposition 6.6, F,(w,y) = F,(w + v,y) €
Ys.(Bi) for any w € X and y € Bf. Since the Baouendi-Grushin Laplacian also
has this mapping property, i.e. Ag : X5 — Y5,c, and using the support assumption
of 7, we further observe that G, = F, + (1 — 7)Ag maps X, into Ys.

By (iv) in Proposition 6.4, it is not hard to check that the linearization of G, at
(0,0) is given by

(46) L = (DwGa)l0,0) = 1 (Fre(v, ) 0ke + Fr(v,9)0k) + (1 — 7)Ag.

Firstly, by Proposition 6.2, L maps Xs . into Y .. Moreover, L can be written as
L = Ag+nP,. Since ||”_”0HXQ,€(BI+) < max{ep, ¢ } by Remark 5.4, Proposition 6.2
implies that [|7P,(w)|ly;. < max{eo,c.}||w|x,. for e € (0,7). Thus if €y and c.
are sufficiently small, L : X5, — Y5 is invertible, as Ag : X5 — Y5, is invertible
(c.f. Lemma 8.12). O

Theorem 3 (Holder regularity). Let a® € C*7(Bi RUHD ") with k > 1 and
v € (0,1). Let w: B — R be a solution of the variable coefficient thin obstacle
problem with metric a¥. Then locally Lg/o(w) is a C*17 graph.

Proof. Step 1: Almost optimal regularity. We apply the implicit function theorem
to Gy : Xse — Y5, with § and e chosen such that € € (0,7/2), d =1—¢ € (0,1)
(as explained above, for k = 1 we here interpret the lower order term as a function
of y in the linearization). We note that as a consequence of Proposition 6.6, for
v € Xs.e, Go(v) (interpreted as the function G.(v) : R"™1 3 a — Gu(v) € Ys.)
is C*~17=¢ in a. Thus, the implicit function theorem yields a unique solution
W, in a neighborhood B! (0) x U of (0,0) € R"* x X;. (c.f. Proposition 6.6).
Moreover, the map R"~! 3 a +— 10, € X5, is C¥~177¢. Hence, for all multi-indices
ﬂ = (ﬂ//,0,0) with |ﬂ| =k— 17

‘ agwal — 85@112

lag — ag|77¢
In particular,
(47) [againwal - againwag :|

- aal s
Since by Lemma 6.5 w, = vq —v € U if a € B! (0) for some sufficiently small radius
€1, the local uniqueness of the solution implies that w, = w, for a € B (0). Thus,
Vg = U+ wy = v+ W, is CF177¢ in q. Combined with (47) this in particular
implies that for any multi-index g = (5”,0,0) with |5 =k — 1
|:85 8in1)a1 — 85 81'”1)@2

a1 — @ ]CW

8’6 Gal (mal) - Gaz (’J}al)
¢ lar — az|7~¢

< 00.
Ys,e

<o

Xs,e

< 0.

<C Haﬁ Gal (’J}al) — Gaz (’J}al)
B ¢ Y&,e

lar — ag[7—¢

(48) < (C < 0.
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Recalling that the a-derivative corresponds to a tangential derivative in By, and
the fact that Holder and Holder-Zygmund spaces agree for non-integer values (c.f.
[Tri92]), this implies that for any multi-index 8 = (8”,0,0) with |§] < k — 1,
9P0;v € CY72¢(P N Byjz). By the characterization of the free boundary as
Iy = {z € B}|z, = —0,v(2",0,0)} this implies that T, is a C¥*17=2¢ graph for
any € € (0,7/2). As € > 0 can be chosen arbitrarily small, this completes the proof
of the almost optimal regularity result.

Step 2: Optimal regularity. In order to infer the optimal regularity result, we
argue by scaling and our previous estimates. More precisely, we have that

[Az_eainagwa](jw < ”Ag_éamagwa”)(a,e < OHAZ_eagGa(wm)HYa,e
< C (A0 G (@a)lvs. + A0 G2 (@a, )l vs.) -

nl
Here G (-) is the term that originates from F'(v,y) = > @¥(y)G%(v) and G%(-)
ij=1
is the contribution that originates from the lower order contribution

n—1
F(v,y) = =J(v(y) | YV @)050(y) + 5" ()yn + 0" (1)yn11
j=1

The notation A~ denotes the difference quotient in a with exponent v —e. We
now consider the norms on the right hand side of (6.3.2) more precisely and consider
their rescalings. A typical contribution of | A} =97 G?(w,, )||y;. for instance is

[ (AF20= AY=98bI J (v,, )8J—val]03,5(62+).

We focus on this contribution and on the case ¥ = 1. The other terms can be
estimated by using similar ideas. We consider the rescaled function vy ,(y), where

ua(y) = 22 (with 6(y) = (A", Myn, An41)) and v a(y) = vA(Pa(y)). The
function wy o (y) = vaa(y) — va(y) is defined as its analogue from above. It is
compactly supported in B;r/ 4 (by definition of ®,) and the functions vy and wy 4
satisfy similar equations as v,w,. Thus, we may apply estimate (47) to wy 4.
Inserting 6 = 1 — ¢, using the support condition for wy , yields (with slight abuse
of notation, as there are additional right hand side contributions, which however
by the compact support assumption on wy , have the same or better scaling)

[aijnvk]cowﬂe(gjmp) < O)‘il[ringSEJ(v)|5A(y)ajv|6x(y)]cf’€[Bj|6x(y)]cow(32+)
< C)\71[r*3+€J(U)|5A(y)ajv|5k(y)]cg,e(62+) [bj |5,\]CO’7(62+)'

Comparing this to the left hand side of the estimate and rescaling both sides of the
inequality therefore amounts to

NP [aijnv]co,w—ze(gimp) < C)\2+27[T_3+€J(U)ajv]cf’€(32+k)[Bj]coyw(zg;)a
which yields
[@jnv]coﬁ,%(siﬂp) < C}\46[7'_3+6J('U)ajv]ci),6(82+>\)[Bj]co,.y(B;r)\).
As a result considering two points z,y € P with |z — y| = A2, yields
|0ijnv(x) — Dijnv(y)]

de __ 2
|z — y[r—2 < O =Cla —y[™.
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Thus,
[aijnv]co,v(zsimp) <G,
which proves the optimal regularity result. O

Remark 6.8 (v = 1). As expected from elliptic regularity, we can only deduce
the full CKT17 regqularity of the free boundary in the presence of C*7 metrics, if
v = 1. This is essentially a consequence of the elliptic estimates of Proposition 5.8.
On a technical level this is exemplified in the fact that in Step 2 of the previous
proof, we for instance also have to deal with the term (AY™a™™)0p41 n410n With
the expansion Oni1.n110(y) = a1(y")yn + 12 7Cri1 i1 (y) with 6 € (0,1). As
the coefficients a1(y") are in general not better than C%, we do not have the full
gain of N4 if y = 1.

Remark 6.9 (Optimal regularity). Let us comment on the optimality of the gain of
the free boundary reqularity with respect to the regularity of the metric a*: Proposi-
tion 8.9 in combination with our linearization results (c.f. Example 3.12 and Section
6.2) illustrates that F can be viewed as a nonlinear perturbation of the degenerate,
elliptic (second order) Baouendi-Grushin operator with metric a*. As such, we
can not hope for a gain of more than two orders of regularity for v compared to
the reqularity of the metric a® (by interior reqularity in appropriate Hélder spaces,
c.f. Section /). Hence, for the regular free boundary we can in general hope for a
gain of at most one order of reqularity with respect to the regularity of the metric.
This explains our expectation that the reqularity results from Theorem 1 are sharp
higher order reqularity results.

By a simple transformation it is possible to construct an example to the sharpness
of this claim: In R® the function w(xy, 2, 13) = Re((xa — x1)/V2 + ix3)3/? is
a solution to the thin obstacle problem Aw = 0 in Ri with the free boundary
Tw = {(x1,22,0) € B} : x3 = x1}. Applying a transformation of the form

y(x) := (w1, h(x2), 73),

with h being a W*+tLP diffeomorphism from (—1,1) to (—1,1) yields that w(y) =
Re((h™ (y2) —y1)/V2 +iy3)3/? solves the variable coefficient thin obstacle problem

o + 82(h/(1172)82ﬁ)) + 033w =0 in Bi,

with Signorini conditions on B}. We note that the free boundary of W is given by
the graph T = {(y1,2,0) € B} : y2 = h(y1)}. If h is not better than W*H1P reg-
ular, the coefficients in the bulk equation are no more than W*P regqular. The free
boundary is WFHLP regular. Since it is a graph, it does not admit a more reqular
parametrization.

We further note that our choice of function spaces was crucial in deducing the
full gain of reqularity for the free boundary with respect to the metric. Indeed,
considering the equation (21), we note that also second order derivatives of the
metric are involved. Yet, in order to deduce regularity of the free boundary (which
corresponds to partial regularity of the Legendre function v) this loss of regularity
does not play a role as it is a “lower order bulk term” (this is similar in spirit to
the gain of regularity obtained in boundary Harnack inequalities).
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Finally, we give the argument for the analyticity of the free boundary in the case
that the coefficients a* are analytic:

Theorem 4 (Analyticity). Let a” : B} — RgZ#)X(nH) be an analytic tensor
field. Let w: B — R be a solution of the variable coefficient thin obstacle problem
with metric a. Then locally Ls/o(w) is an analytic graph.

Proof. This follows from the analytic implicit function theorem (c.f. [Deil0]). In-
deed, due to Proposition 6.6, F, is a real analytic function in ¢ and hence also G,
is a real analytic function in a. Applying the analytic implicit function theorem
similarly as in Step 1 of the previous proof, we obtain an in a analytic function w,.
As before, this coincides with our function w,. Therefore w, depends analytically
on a. As differentiation with respect to a however directly corresponds to differen-
tiation with respect to the tangential directions y”, w (and hence v) is an analytic
function in the tangential variables. 0

Remark 6.10 (Regularity in the normal directions). In Theorems 3 and 4 we
proved partial analyticity for the Legendre function v: We showed that in the tan-
gential directions, the regqularity of v in a quantitative way matches that of the
metric (i.e. a C*Y metric yields C¥T%7 regularity for 0,v(y",0,0)). Although this
suffices for the purposes of proving regularity of the (regular) free boundary, a nat-
ural question is whether it is also possible to obtain corresponding higher reqularity
for v in the normal directions Y, Ynt1. Intuitively, an obstruction for this stems
from working in the corner domain Q4. That this set-up of a corner domain really
imposes restrictions on the normal reqularity can be seen by checking a compatibility
condition: As we are considering an expansion close to the reqular free boundary
point, we know that the Legendre function asymptotically behaves like a multiple of
the function vo(y) = —(y3 — 3y193). If additional regularity were true in the normal
directions, we could expand the Legendre function v further, for instance into a fifth
order polynomial (with symmetry obeying the mized Dirichlet-Neumann boundary
conditions), which has vy as its leading order expansion. Hence, working in the
two-dimensional corner domain Q4 := {y1 > 0,y2 < 0}, we make the ansatz that
(49)

v(y) = —(Y3 —3y193) + 1yt +cayiva +csyiys +cayt +csyyi eyt v +eryiya +heot,

where h.o.t abbreviates terms of higher order. We seek to find conditions on the
metric a* which ensure that such an expansion for v up to fifth order exists. With-
out loss of generality we may further assume that

a’(0) =69, a'*(z1,0) = a*'(x1,0) = 0,
which corresponds to a normalization at zero and the off-diagonal condition on the
plane {x3 = 0}. Transforming the equation
&-aijajw =0 in Ri,

into the Legendre-Hodograph setting with the associated Legendre function v yields

all(—alv, —0a0)Daov + a22(—81v, —0av)0110 — 2&12(—811), —0av)012v

— J()[01a* (=01v, —0av) + D20 (—01v, —Dav)]y1

— J(0)[01a"2 (=010, —020) 4+ 20?2 (=01v, —020)|y2 = 0 in Q4 = {y1,y1 > 0}.
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(911’0 612’0

Here J(v) = det (8211) Oyt

). Carrying out a Taylor expansion of the metric

thus gives
Av —2 (82a12(0)(—82v)) 612’1)
=+ ((—811))81(111(0) + (—321))82a11(0)) Ogov + ((—1}1)81&22(0) + (—1}2)82&22(0)) O11v

O11v O12v
— det (aiv 6;;)) ((01a'(0) + 920" (0))y1 + 02a*(0)y2) + h.o.t. = 0.

Inserting the ansatz (49) into this equation, matching all terms of order up to three
and using the off-diagonal condition, eventually yields the compatibility condition

Da(a™ +a**)(0) = 0.

Due to our normalization this necessary condition for having a polynomial expan-
sion up to degree five can thus be formulated as

(92 det(a’?))(0) = 0.

In particular this shows that on the transformed side, i.e. in the Legendre- Hodograph
variables, one cannot expect arbitrary high reqularity for v in the normal directions
Yn, Yni1 in general. Compatibility conditions involving the metric a* have to be
satisfied to ensure this.

7. W1P METRICS AND NONZERO OBSTACLES

In this section we consider the previous set-up in the presence of inhomogeneities
f € LP and possibly only Sobolev regular metrics. More precisely, in this section we
assume that a* : B — RQZ#)X("H) is a uniformly elliptic WP, p € (n + 1, 00],
metric and consider a solution w of the variable coefficient thin obstacle problem
with this metric:

d;a” 0w = f in B,

(50) /
w >0, Opp1w <0, wO,41w =0 on By.

We will discuss two cases:

(1) f=0,a¥ € WP with p € (n+ 1, ],

(2) a¥ € WLP, f € LP with p € (2(n + 1), 00].
In both cases all the normalization conditions (A1)-(AT7) from Section 2.1 as well
as the asymptotic expansions (c.f. Proposition 3.1) hold. We observe that case (2)
in particular contains the setting with non-flat obstacles.

7.1. Hodograph-Legendre transformation for W'” metrics. In the sequel,
we discuss how the results from Sections 3.1- 3.3 generalize to the less regular
setting of WP p € (n + 1,00], metrics. We note that in this case the solution
w is only Wﬁ)’cp (B \ T',) regular away from the free boundary I'y,. Thus, our
Hodograph-Legendre transformation method from the previous sections does not
apply directly (as it relies on the pointwise estimates of D?v, and hence D?w).
Thus, a key ingredient in our discussion of this set-up will be the splitting result,
Proposition 3.9, from [KRS15b]. In order to apply it, we extend w and the metric
a’ from B to B; by an even reflection as in [KRS15b]. We now split our solution
into two components, w = u + %, where % solves

(51)  a“0;;u — dist(z,Ty) %4 = f — (9;a")0;w in By \ Ay, @ =0on A,



THE VARIABLE COEFFICIENT THIN OBSTACLE PROBLEM: HIGHER REGULARITY 51

and the function u solves

(52) a0, ;u = —dist(x,T) 2% in By \ Ay, u=0onA,.

As in [KRS15b] the intuition is that @ is a “controlled error” and that u captures the
_ntl

essential behavior of w. Moreover, as we will see later, u will be C;,. 7 regular

away from T',, and that T, =T, (c.f. the discussion below Lemma 7.1). Thus, in
the sequel, we will apply the Hodograph-Legendre transformation to the function w.

In order to support this intuition, we recall the positivity of J.u as well as the
fact that u inherits the complementary boundary conditions from w.

Lemma 7.1 ([KRS15b], Lemma 4.11). Let a¥ € Wl’p(Bfr,R(SZ#)X("H)) and let
f € LP(BT). Suppose that either

(1) pe (n+1,00] and f =0 or,

(2) pe (2(n+1),00].
Let w : B — R be a solution to the thin obstacle problem with inhomogeneity
f, and let w be defined as at the beginning of this section. Then we have that

ntl 1,min{%,17—":1}

2,1—
we ., ? (Bf\Tw)NC,. (BY"). Moreover, there exist constants

¢,1 > 0 such that for e € Cj(eyn), Ocu satisfies the lower bound
dou(z) > cdist(z, Ay) dist(z, Ty) 2.
A similar statement holds for O,11u if Ay is replaced by €.

We remark that the lower bound in Lemma 3.13 does not necessarily hold for
O.w. This is due to the insufficient decay properties of J.u in the decomposition
Oew = 0o + Jeu. More precisely, the decay of J.u to A,, is in general only of the

n+1

order dist(z, A,)'~ 7 , which cannot be controlled by dist(x, A,,).

We further note that the symmetry of u about x,, 11 and the regularity of u imply
that O 41u =0 in B] \ Ay. In particular, this yields the complementary boundary
conditions:

udp1u = 0 on Bj.

Most importantly, Lemma 7.1 combined with the previous observations on the be-
havior of Vu on Bf implies that T',, = T';,. Hence, seeking to investigate Ty, it
suffices to study » and its boundary behavior. In this context, Lemma 7.1 plays a
central role as it allows us to deduce the sign conditions for d.u and 0,4 1u which
are crucial in determining the image of the Legendre-Hodograph transform which
we will associate with w.

In accordance with our intuition that @ is a “controlled error”, the function
inherits the asymptotics of the solution w around I'y,. As in Proposition 3.8 in
Section 3.2, this is of great importance in proving the invertibility of the Legendre-
Hodograph transform which we will associate with u. We formulate the asymptotic
expansions in the following proposition:

Proposition 7.2. Leta¥ € Wl’p(Bf,R(SZ#)X("H)) and let f € LP(B"). Suppose
that either

(1) pe (n+1,00] and f =0 or,
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(2) pe (2(n+1),00].
Let w : Bf' — R be a solution to the thin obstacle problem with inhomogeneity f,

and let u be defined as at the beginning of this section. There exist small constants
€0 > 0 and ¢, > 0 depending on n,p such that if

(1) H’LU —__w3/2||01(31+) < €,
(ii) HVCI‘””LP(Bfr) + ||f||LP(Bl+) < Cxy

then the asymptotics (i)-(iii) in Proposition 3.1 hold for O.u, Onyi1u and u. The

exponent o in the error term satisfies o € (0,1 — 2] in case (1) and a € (0, 5 —

P
"Tfl] in case (2).

Proof. By the growth estimate of Remark 3.11 in [IKRS15b] we have that

+1

|@(z)| < . dist(z, Ay) dist(x,l"w)%fnT in case (1);

(53) L
|@(z)| < cudist(z, Ay) dist(z,T,)" " 7 in case (2).

In particular this implies that

[a(z)| < e dist(z, I‘w)%""so, [Va(z)| < e dist(x,l"w)%J“SO,

1 ”Tfl ifpe (n+1,2(n+1)],

where 6y = { _ nTng ifpe (2(714—1)700]-

1
2
Since dp > 0, in both cases the functions @ and V@ are of higher vanishing order at

I'y compared to the leading term in the corresponding asymptotics of w and Vw
(which are of order dist(x,T',)%/? and dist(z, Ty, )'/?). O

In addition to these results the second order asymptotics for u (not for the whole
function w) remain valid under the conditions of Proposition 7.2. More precisely
we have the following result:

Proposition 7.3. Under the same assumptions as in Proposition 7.2, we have the
following: For each xy € T'y, N Bfr/Q, for all x in an associated non-tangential cone

Ny and for all multi-indeces 3 with |3| < 2,
|0%u(z) — 0" W,y (2)| < Chp,s max{eg, .tz — o2t 181

[8ﬁu— 85)/\/930] Chp.B max{eo,c*})\%JrO‘*'Y*ml.

O (Nag N(Bsa/a(0)\ B (0))) =

Herevzl—”Tfl and X € (0,1).

Proof. We only prove the case of |3] = 2, the other cases are already contained in
Proposition 7.2. Since the arguments for case (1) and (2) are similar we only prove
case (2), i.e. p € (2(n+1),00]. As in Proposition 3.2 the result follows from scaling.
We consider the function

_ u(zo + Ax) — Wy, (x0 + Ax)
u(z) := \3/2+a ,

and note that it satisfies

aij(IO + \)0ju = é—|—§1, Led{l,....,n},
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1
for z € NoN (B1\ Byy4) and Ny := {z € B1/4| dist(z, T'w,, ,) > 5|z[}. Here

G(z) == = A2 dist(xo + Az, Ty) " 2a(xo + A\z),
= A" dist(x, Dy, ) " 2a(z0 + A2),
G1(x) = A2 (@ (g + Ar) — a9 (20))0ij W, (20 + A).

In the definition of §; we have used that a™(z0)d;;Ws, = 0 in Ny, N (Ba(zo) \
By/a(z0)). Using (53) and the regularity of @ (and abbreviating v = 1 — i)
yields

n+1

”GHCOW (NMoN(B1\Bi/4)) <COA™ 3 a)\Q__ = O)\i_a__.

Recalling the co1- regularity of a® and the explicit expression of W,,, we
estimate

~ 1_ —ntl 1 —q—ntl
11llcom (Non(Bi\By ) < CAZTOAT 5 A2 = O

Hence, applying the interior Schauder estimate to @ we obtain

@l 2o (Non(Bs a\By j2)) < C (Iléllcowvwon(Bl\Bw)) + 191l com Won(Bi\B12))

s o5 )

1 1
—|—1)§C’ (sinceaE(O,——n+
2 p

+

<C (/\ D).

Scaling back, the error estimates become
l*OL
||8€u — 0eWa, ||L°°(NZOﬂ(B3>\/4(xg)\B>\/2(x0))) < CA2
_1 g
18eert = Deer Wy [l Loe (Mg (Bar s(20)\Ba ja o)) < CA2
[Oeecru — aee’Waco]C‘o,w(N oN(Bax/a(20)\Ba2(x0))) = C)\f_f -,

Since this holds for every A € (0,1), we obtain the asymptotic expansion for d.w
and J.crw. The asymptotics for 9;;w with ¢ or j = n+1 are derived analogously. [

Due to the above discussion, the associated Hodograph transform with respect
to wu,

T(z) == (xllv Opu(z), Ony1u()),

still enjoys all the properties stated in Section 3.2. In particular, it is possible to
define the associated Legendre function

(54) U(y) = u(‘r) — TnYn — Tn+1Yn+1,

for x = T~1(y). This function satisfies an analogous nonlinear PDE as the one
from Section 3.3:

F(v,y) = g(y).
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Here,

(55)

~ n—1 3 8ijv 8in’U 8i,n+lv

F(’U,y) = - Z a' det 8Jnv ann'U 8n,n+11)
@,j=1 8j,n+lv an,n—i—lv an-i—l,n-i—lv
— Oinv 0; v — 0; v Oinv

+2) a@ndet |, GrFLT ) 9y T gindl det | P T

; an,n—i—lv an-l—l,n—i—lv ; 8n,n+1v Opn

+ dnnan-l-l,n—i-lv + dn+l7n+lannv - 2dn)n+1an,n+lva
@) 1= 07 @) ooy 0000100
J(v) := Onnv(y)Ont1,n10(y) — (8n,n+lv(y))27
gy) = =J (v(y)) dist(T ™" (y), T-H(P) AT~ (), P = {yn = ynt1 = 0}.
From the asymptotics of J(v) and (53) for & we have

3_

C(y? 2 n ) Lo
(56)  lg(y)l g{ (an+92n+1>12_L; if p € (n+1,00] and f =0,
Clyn+yae)' ™7 ifpe(2n+1),00)

The result of Proposition 7.3 in combination with an argument as in the proof
of Proposition 5.1 also yields that v € X, . for a potentially very small o > 0.

We summarize all this in the following Proposition:

Proposition 7.4. Let a” € WP and let f € LP. Suppose that either
(1) pe (n+1,00] and f =0 or,
(2) p e (2(n+1),00].
Let v : T(B;F/Q) — R be the Legendre function associated with u defined in (54).

Then v € C’l(T(Bf'm)) N Xa,e(Bf) for some o € (0,1) (which is the same as in

Proposition 7.8) and it satisfies the fully nonlinear equation

Fv,y) = 9(y)-
Here F,g are as in (55) and g satisfies the decay estimate (56).

Remark 7.5. We note that the leading contribution in the decay estimate for
g originates from the decay behavior of @ in (53). Therefore, the decay of g is
influenced by —(9;a")0;w and by the inhomogeneity f from (51).

7.2. Regularity of the free boundary. In this section we discuss the implica-
tions of the results from Section 7.1 on the free boundary regularity. In order to
understand the different ingredients to the regularity results, we treat two different
scenarios: First we address the setting of WP metrics with p € (n+1, 0o, and zero
obstacles, i.e. with respect to Sections 3 - 6 we present a result under even weaker
regularity assumptions of the metric (c.f. Section 7.2.1). Secondly, in Section 7.2.2
we address the set-up with inhomogeneities. This in particular includes the case of
non-zero obstacles. We treat this in the W1? and the C*7 framework.

7.2.1. WYP metrics without inhomogeneity. We now specialize to the setting in
which a¥ € WP with p € (n + 1,00] and f = 0 in (50). In this framework, we
prove the following quantitative regularity result for the free boundary:
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Proposition 7.6 (Cl’lf% regularity). Let ™ € WP with p € (n + 1,00] and
f=0. Let w be a solution of (50) and assume that the normalizations (A1)-(A7)
from Section 2.1 hold. Then, if p < oo, T'y, is a 01,1—"7“(31/2) graph and if p = oo,

it is a Cl’l’(Bi/Q) graph.

Proof. We prove this result similarly as in the case of C*7 metrics but instead of
working with the original solution w, we work with the modified function u from
Section 7.1.
We begin by splitting w = u + @ as in Section 7.1. Moreover, we recall that by
Lemma 7.1 (and the discussion following it) I'y, = T'y,. The Legendre function v
with respect to u (c.f. (54)) satisfies the nonlinear equation F(v,y) = g(y) (c.f.
(55)), which in the notation in Section 5.2, can be written as

n+1

Flu,y)= > @ (y)GY (v) = g(y).

i,j=1
Furthermore, g satisfies the decay condition (56). Keeping this in the back of our
minds, we begin by proving analogues of Propositions 5.5, 5.8. To this end, we use
a Taylor expansion to obtain that

@ (y) = a” (yo) + B (y), y € B, o),

for each yo € P N Byjs. Due to the O Holder regularity of a%, for ¢ €

(0,1— ”Tfl) the function E¥0-4 (y) satisfies

[ o) 2025 v

57 Lo (B}, (v0))

+ [dG('vyo)_w_n;l_e)Ey"*ij}

. <
CYe (B 5 (yo)
Recalling (37), we expand the nonlinear function G% (v) as

G (U) =GY (Uyo) + O GY (Uyo)akf (U - Uyo) + E%O)ij (y)7

where vy, is the asymptotic profile of v at yo and E’i’o’ij (y) denote the same functions
as in (37). Due to Proposition 7.2 the error term E}*" satisfies the estimate (36).
Hence, as in Step lc of Proposition 5.5, we can rewrite our nonlinear equation

F(v,y) = g(y) as
Lyov = Ly,vy, + f

with Ly, = @ (yo)Om,, G (vy,)Oke being the same leading term as in Remark 5.7
and

Fly) = —a" (yo) BV (y) — B ()G (vy,) + g(y).

Due to the error bounds for E¥** and E¥-% (y), the linear estimate for G (v) and
the estimate (56) for g, we infer that

WMSC%@mw,mzmm§+M3_ .

Hence, as long as 1 +4a < 3 — @ we bootstrap regularity as in Proposition 5.8,

in order to obtain an increasingly higher modulus of regularity for v at P. In
particular, by the compactness argument in the Appendix, c.f. Section 8.2, this

s},
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allows us to conclude that the Legendre function v is in X(;,e(Bf/Q) for all § €
(0,1— "Tfl] if p < 0o and in X(;,E(BY/Q) for all 6 € (0,1— "Tfl) if p = co. This shows
the desired regularity of v and hence of I',. O

7.2.2. Regularity results in the presence of inhomogeneities and obstacles. In this
section we consider the regularity of the free boundary in the presence of non-
vanishing inhomogeneities f. In particular, this includes the presence of obstacles
(c.f. Remark 7.8).

In this set-up we show the following results:

Proposition 7.7 (Inhomogeneities). Let w be a solution of the thin obstacle prob-
lem with metric a” satisfying the assumptions (A1)-(A7) from Section 2.1.
(i) Assume further that o € Wl’p(Bfr,R(SZ#)X("H)) and f € L? for some
p€ (2(n+1),00]. Then Ty, is locally a ol graph.
(ii) Assume further that o' € Ck"V(Bfr,R(SZj{Ll)X(nH)) and that f € Ck=17
withk > 1,~ € (0,1). Then we have that Ty, is locally a CF a7 GHr=[z+7)
graph.

We point out that compared with the result without inhomogeneities we lose
half a derivative. This is due to the worse decay of the inhomogeneity in (56).

Similarly as for the zero obstacle case the proofs for Proposition 7.7 rely on the
Hodograph-Legendre transformation. In case (i) of Proposition 7.7, we consider
the Legendre transformation with respect to the modified solution u after apply-
ing the splitting method. This is similar as in Section 7.2.1, where we dealt with
WP metrics with zero right hand side. In case (ii) of Proposition 7.7, we consider
the Legendre transformation with respect to the original solution w. We remark
that the presence of the inhomogeneity changes neither the leading order asymp-
totic expansion of Vw around the free boundary, nor of the second derivatives
D?w in the corresponding non-tangential cones (assuming ||f||z~ is sufficiently
small, which can always be achieved by scaling). In particular, in this case the
Hodograph-Legendre transformation is well defined, and the asymptotic expansion
of the Legendre function (c.f. Section 5.1) remains true.

Proof. We prove the result of Proposition 7.7 in three steps. First we consider the
set-up of (i). Then we divide the setting of (ii) into the cases k = 1 and k > 2.

e In the case of WP metrics and W2P obstacles, we proceed similarly as in
Section 7.2.1 by using the splitting method from above. The only changes
occur when we estimate the inhomogeneity g(y), where g(y) is as in (55).
Indeed, in the case of f # 0 we can in general only use the decay estimate
(56) for g(y). This yields

. 2(n +1
l9(y)] < Cdes(y,yo)™, 1o = min {1 a2 - u} |

p

Thus, we obtain that v € X&E(B;r/z

this entails that d;,v € cor=" (PQB% ). Hence, the regular free boundary

) for all § € (0,3 — "T'fl] In particular,

I's (w) is locally a 2" submanifold.
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e In the case of a C*7 metric a”/ and a C°? inhomogeneity f, we carry out
an analogous expansion as in Proposition 5.5 and estimate the right hand
side of the equation by dg(y,y0)?. Hence, an application of the bootstrap
argument from Proposition 5.8 implies that v € X(;,e(B;r/Q) for all 6 € (0, 3].
Combining this with the application of the implicit function theorem as in
Section 6.3 hence yields that ;v € C1/2+71.(1/247=[1/249))  This implies
the desired regularity.

e In the case of C*7, k > 2 metrics we first apply the implicit function theo-
rem (note that in our set-up the functional F, (wa, y) = Fi(wa+v,9) —ga(y)
is still C*~17~¢ regular in the parameter a). In contrast to the argument
in Section 6.3 we can however now only apply the implicit function the-
orem in the spaces Xs. with 6 € (0,1/2]. Thus, by the implicit func-
tion theorem argument (Step 1 in Theorem 3 in Section 6.3) we infer that
Opnv € CRFH/247],(1/ 24y =[1/247])

This concludes the proof of Proposition 7.7. O

Finally, we comment on the relation of our regularity results with inhomo-
geneities and the presence of non-zero obstacles.

Remark 7.8. We note that the set-up of the present Section 7 (c.f. (50)) in partic-
ular includes the set-up on non-zero obstacles: Indeed, let a” : Bf — Rg‘;#)x(nﬂ)
be a uniformly elliptic WP, p € (2(n+ 1), 00], metric satisfying (A1)-(A3) and let
¢ : By = R be a W?P function. Suppose that W is a solution to the thin obstacle
problem with metric a” and obstacle ¢. Then w := 1 — ¢ is a solution of the thin

obstacle problem
9ia0;w = f in By,
Opp1w <0, w >0, wd1w =0 in B].

Hence, the inhomogeneity now reads f = —8;a"d;¢ and is in LP. In particular,

Proposition 7.7 is applicable and yields the chat reqularity of the free boundary.
Analogous reductions hold for more reqular metrics and non-vanishing obstacles.

8. APPENDIX

Last but not least, we provide proofs of the estimates which we used in the ap-
plication of the implicit function theorem. This in particular concerns the spaces
X5,6, Y5, and the mapping properties of Ag in these: After giving the proof of
the characterization of the spaces Xs ¢, Y5 in terms of decompositions into Holder
functions (c.f. Proposition 4.17) in Section 8.1, we present the proof of the (local)
X5, estimates for solutions of the Baouendi-Grushin operator with mixed homo-
geneous Dirichlet-Neumann data (c.f. Proposition 4.19) in Section 8.2. Here we
argue by an iterative approximation argument, which exploits the scaling properties
of the Baouendi-Grushin operator similarly as in [Wan03]. Finally in Sections 8.3
and 8.4, we use this to show the necessary mapping properties of Ag in the spaces
Xé,ea }/6,6'

8.1. Proof of Proposition 4.17. In this section we present the proof of the char-
acterization of the spaces X, ¢, Yo, in terms of decompositions into Holder func-
tions (c.f. Proposition 4.17 in Section 4.2).
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Proof. We argue in two steps and first discuss the decomposition of functions in
Y., and then the corresponding property of functions in X, .:
(i) Given f € Y, ., we denote

fo") = 0nf(y"),  fi(y) =r(y) " f(y) — fo(y")ym)-

In particular, this yields f(y) = fo(y")yn + r1227¢f1(y). Moreover, we note that
f1 is well-defined on P, where it vanishes as a consequence of the boundedness of
the Y,  norm and of Remark 4.15. Hence, it suffices to prove the Holder regularity
of fo and fi.

To show that fo € C%(P) (in the classical sense), we consider points yo,y; € P,

Yo # y1 and a point y = (¥, Yn, Yns1) ¢ P with the property that r(y) = |yo—y1|'/?
and yo,y1 € Ba,(y)(y). Then, by the boundedness of the norm and by recalling the
estimates in Remark 4.15 (i), we have

W) = folwo)yal < Cr 2 |£(y) = folun)ya| < OF' 2.
Thus, by the triangle inequality,

| foWo)yn — fo(yr)yn| < CriH2e.
Choosing y with y,4+1 =0, |y,| = r(y) > 0 and dividing by |y, | yields

| fo(yo) — fo(yr)| < Cr?® = |yo — y1|.

This shows the O regularity of fo (if a € (0,1]).

We proceed with the Y “(Q4) regularity of fi. First we observe that since |f(y) —
fo(y")ynl < OT(y)HQO‘ (which follows from Remark 4.15 (i)), we immediately
infer that |fi(y)| < Cr(y)¢. Thus, if y1,y2 € Q4 are such that dg(y1,y2) >
%0 max{7(y1),7(y2)}, we have

[fi(y1) = fi(y2)] < Cr(y1) + Cr(y2) < Cda(yr,y2)

If y1,y2 € Q4+ are such that dg(y1,y2) < 1 max{r(yl) r(y2)}, then there is a point

y € P such that y1,y2 € By (y) (for example assuming r(y1) > r(y2) we can let
7= (y/,0,0)). Then the Holder regularity follows from the C“(B; (i) regularity
of d(-,5)~(+20=9)(f — P;) and the C%®(P) regularity of fy. More precisely,

(58)
|f1(y1) = f1(y2)]
= [r(y) T (F () — oy (Wa)n) — r(y2) T 2 (f(y2) — folys) (y2)n)|
<r(y) 72 ) = oy (w)n) = (F(y2) = fo(yi) (y2)n)]
+r(y) 2 fo(yl ) (W2)n — foly5) (y2)nl
A+ r(y) T = (y2) TR F(y2) = fo(ys) (y2)al-
By the definition of the norm of Y, ., we have
|(f(y )—fo( D)) = (f(y2) = fo(y1)(y2)n)|
= |(f( yr (1) = (f (y2) = Py (y2))| S (1) T2 ey, y2)°

Moreover, the CO’O‘ regularlty of fo as well as |(y2)n| ~ r yields

r(y) 7 2 fo () (w2)n — fo(us) (y2)nl S r(y1) ' 72 r(y1)da (yr, y2)*®
< da(y1,y2)°
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Here we have used that 2a > ¢ and that w.lo.g. 0 < r(ya) < r(y1). Finally,
the last term in (58) is estimated by the e regularity of r(y;)¢ and by recalling
the definition of the norm on Y, . in combination with Remark 4.15 once more.
Combining all the previous observations, we have

If1(y1) — fi(y2)] S da(yr, y2)"

This completes the proof of (i).

(ii) The proof for the decomposition of v is similar. Given any y € Q4 \ P, we
denote by yo := (y”,0,0) € P the projection of y onto P. Since v is C2* at 1o,
there exists a Taylor polynomial

1 1
Pyo (Z) = anv(yO)Zn + ainv(yO)(Zi - yi)zn + gannnv(yO)ZZ + Ean,n-l-l,n—i-l(yO)anier

such that |v(2) — Py (2)] < Cda(z,y0)*T2* for each z € B (yo). Due to the regu-
larity of v at P, the coefficients have the desired regularity properties: 9,v(y"”) €
CH (PN Bij2), Oinv(y"), Onnnv(y"), Onnt1ns10(y”) € C¥*(P N By s). Moreover,
their Holder semi-norms are bounded from above by C|lv||x, ..

In order to show the C2¢ estimates of Cy, V; and C;;, we argue similarly as in
(i) for f € Y,,.. For simplicity we only present the argument for

Va(y) := T_(2+2a_6)6n(v - Py)y), ye€ BIL \ P.

The others are analogous. First, the boundedness of the first two terms in the
norm |[v||x, . (c.f. Definition 4.14) and an interpolation estimate imply that for
each y € B \ P fixed, dg(z,y")~?T2799, (v — P,)(2) as a function of z is in
Cf’e(BT(y)/Q(y)), with norm bounded by C||v| x, .. Next, for any points z; and 23
in the non-tangential ball B,.(,)/2(y) we have

[Va(21) = Va(22)]
= [a(er. ) 2790, (0~ Py)(22) - d(za, )" CH200, (0 ~ Poy)(aa)|
< [ae1, )00, — Py)(e1) — dla, )"0, (0 — Py (a0)|
+ ’(d(227 Zi/)*(2+2afe) — d(z2, Zé/)*(2+2a7€)) On(v — Pzi,)(z2)’
o+ |d(z2, 24) "2V, (Puy — Py (22)| = T+ I+ 111,

By the definition of the X, -norm and by interpolation, I < C||v||x, .da(z1,22).
Using the fact that |9, (v—P.i)(2z2)| < C|lv]x,, . da(z2, 2{)*T?* and that dg (25, 2) <
Cdg(z2,21) < Cmin{dg(22,25),dc(z1,2{)} for z1,z2 in the non-tangential ball
B,.(y)/2(y), we also have that IT < C|lv||x,  da(22,21)¢. To estimate I1] we notice
that

n—1
OnPuyy(2) = 0pv(2) + Y Oinv(2) (2 — (21):)
=1

1 1
+ 56%”1)(2{’)231 + §3n,n+1,n+1v(zi/)2721+1~
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Recalling that d,v(y"”) € C1*(P) and using a Taylor expansion of d,v(y”) at 2/,
we infer that

n—1
Onv(zy) — <3nv(21’) + > 0nv(z)((22)i — (21)i)> < Clollx, ]z — 271
i=1

)

Thus, recalling the C%* regularity of dp,nv(2”) and 0y, n41.n4+10(2"), we obtain

On(P.yp — Poy)(22) = <5nv(zi/) + i Dinv(2))((22)i — (21)i) — 5nU(Z§')>
=1

+ 5 Ot (1) = Ot (4) (22

+ 3 (Onnt1,n410(2)) = Onnt1ns1v(25)) (22)5 41

< Clollxa . da (25, 20)* M) + Cllol|x.. . da (2], 25)**da (22, 23 ).
Due to the same reason as for f, this implies the estimate for I11. O
8.2. Proof of Proposition 4.19. In this section, we present the proof of the
(local) X5 . estimates for the Baouendi-Grushin operator (c.f. Proposition 4.19 in

Section 4.2). We begin by recalling the natural energy spaces associated with the
Baouendi-Grushin operator:

Definition 8.1. Let Q C R"*! be an open subset. The Baouendi-Grushin operator
is naturally associated with the following Sobolev spaces (recall Definition 4.8 for
the vector fields Y; ):

MY Q) == {u e L*(Q)|Y;u € L*(Q) for j € {1,...,2n}},
M?(Q) := {u € L*(Q)|Y;u, ViYou € L*(Q) for j,k, 0 € {1,...,2n}}.

We prove Proposition 4.19 in two steps. Firstly, we obtain a polynomial approx-
imation (in the spirit of Campanato spaces) near the points at which the ellipticity
of the operator degenerates, P := {y, = yn+1 = 0} (c.f. Proposition 8.9). Then we
interpolate these estimates with the uniformly elliptic estimates which hold away
from the degenerate points. Here we follow a compactness argument which was

first outlined in this form by Wang, [Wan03]. It proceeds via approximation and
iteration steps.

In the sequel, we deduce a first regularity estimate in the energy space. This
serves as a compactness result for the following approximation lemmata:

Proposition 8.2. Let 0 <r < R < 0. Let f : B5(0) — R be an L? function and
let w B}' — R be a solution of

Agu = f in BE,
(59) u=0 on Bf N{y, =0},
Ont1u =0 on Bf N {yns1 = 0}
Then

(60) ullagagsy < COr B (I oy + lll et ) -
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Proof. The result is obtained by an even and odd reflection from the whole space
result (in particular by the kernel estimate, see e.g. Lemma 8.14 in Section 8.4). O

With Proposition 8.2 at hand, we prove our first approximation result: We ap-
proximate solutions of the inhomogeneous Baouendi-Grushin equation by solutions
of the homogeneous equation, provided the inhomogeneity is sufficiently small.

Lemma 8.3. Assume that u: B] — R is a solution of (59) which satisfies

1 / 9
—_— u dr < 1.
1 (0)]

B{ (0)
For any € > 0 there exists a constant 6 = 6(e) > 0 such that if

0] [ fasss

B* (0)
then there is a solution h of the homogeneous Baouendi-Grushin equation with
mixed Dirichlet-Neumann data, i.e.

Agh =0 on BE(O),
(61) h =0 on {y, =0} N BL(0),
On+1h =0 on {yn41 = 0} N BL(0),

1
S / lu — h|2dz < €.
B],0)

B;),(0)

such that

Proof. We argue by contradiction and compactness. Assume that the statement
were wrong. Then there existed ¢ > 0 and sequences, {tm }m, {fm }m, such that on
the one hand

Agum = fm in Bf(O),
(62) um = 0 on {y, = 0} N B} (0),
Ont1ty = 0 on {y,+1 = 0} N By (0).

1 9 / 24 1
. d v < —
57 (0)] | e < |B+ Tt < o0

B (0) B (0)

and

On the other hand
1 / 2 2
— [t — h|*dx > €,
1B (0))|
B (0)

for all h which satisfy the homogeneous equation (61). By (60), we however have
compactness for u,, in M*:

U — Ug in M* (8;/4( ).

Testing the weak form of (62) with a C§° (Bfm( )) function, we can pass to the limit

and infer that ug is a weak solution of the homogeneous bulk equation from (61).
Finally, by the boundedness of u,, € M? and the corresponding trace inequalities
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or a reflection argument, we obtain that ug satisfies the mixed Dirichlet-Neumann
conditions from (61). This yields the desired contradiction. O

We now prove a further approximation result for solutions of the homogeneous
Baouendi-Grushin equation in the quarter space. More precisely, we now seek
to approximate solutions of the homogeneous equation (62) by associated (eigen-
) polynomials. To this end, we recall the notion of homogeneous polynomials in
Section 4.

Remark 8.4. We note that all homogeneous polynomial solutions (e.g. the ones
up to degree five) of Agv = 0 which satisfy the Dirichlet-Neumann boundary condi-
tions can be computed explicitly. For instance, the degree less than five polynomial
solutions are given by the linear combination of

Yn, y]yn7 je {17 ce,n— 1}7 y131 - 3yny727,+1

Using the notion of homogeneous polynomials, we proceed to our second approx-
imation lemma:

Lemma 8.5. Let u : B (0) = R be a solution of (61) with ||u||L2(Bl+(0)) <e¢. Then

there exists a polynomial p of homogeneous degree less than or equal to three which
solves (61), i.e.

n—1
P(Yy) = yn <ao + ) aiyi +bly; — 3y§+1)> 7
i=1
such that for all 0 < r < %
1
(63) e [l pPay < c@r,
1B (0)]
B (0)

and
n—1
> lail + b < Ce,
i=0

where C' is a universal constant.

Proof. After a conformal change of variables, the Baouendi-Grushin operator can
be rewritten as

Ag = (87 + Ay),

where ¥ = {(y", yn, Ynt1)| |¥"[* + y2 + y2,, = 1} denotes the Baouendi-Grushin
sphere. In our setting this is augmented with the Dirichlet and Neumann condi-
tions from (61). The eigenfunctions of Ay, can be extended in the radial direction to
yield homogeneous solutions of the homogeneous Baouendi-Grushin equation. As
the Baouendi-Grushin operator is hypoelliptic, these solutions are polynomials (this
remains true in the cone ¥ N B, as the eigenfunctions on the Baouendi-Grushin
quarter sphere can be identified as a subset of the eigenfunctions on the whole
sphere by appropriate (even and odd) reflections). Moreover, the eigenfunctions on
3. are orthogonal and as a consequence, the same is true for the correspondingly
associated polynomials. The Baouendi-Grushin polynomials hence form an orthog-
onal basis into which a solution of the homogeneous Baouendi-Grushin problem can
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be decomposed. We denote these polynomials by pi(y) and normalize them with
respect to By (0). Since u is bounded in L?(B;(0)), we have

(64) uly) = Y anpi(y) with Y Jaxl* < &,
k=0 k=0

The previous decomposition can also be seen “by hand”: Making the ansatz that
a homogeneous solution of the Baouendi-Grushin problem is of the form

ult,0) = on(t)ux(0),
keZ

where uy(0) denotes the spherical eigenfunctions, we obtain that

0= (uk, AGu)Lz(Z) = Ot;é(t) + (uk, AEU)L2(Z)

= af(t) — Nay(t) + /uk(u - Vsu)dH" ! — /u(u - Vsug)dH"
) T
Here A} is the eigenvalue associated with ug() and v : 5 — R"! is the outer

unit normal field. As both u and uy, satisfy the mixed Dirichlet-Neumann boundary
conditions, this yields that

oy (t) — Mag(t) = 0.

As the Dirichlet data imply that a(—o0) = 0, this results in a(t) = ag(0)el *!.
By hypoellipticity, Ay € Z, so that we obtain a decomposition into polynomials,
after undoing the conformal change of coordinates. After an appropriate normal-
ization, we again infer (64).

3
We define p(y) := > axpr(y). Thus, recalling that there are no eigenpolyno-
k=0

mials of (homogeneous) degree four which satisfy our mixed Dirichlet-Neumann
conditions and computing the difference u — p, we arrive at
o0 o0
= DIty = D laxlloe 3 ) < D Lok 1B ol 22
k=5 k=5
S T10+2n0(5),

where we used the scaling of the Baouendi-Grushin cylinders from Definition 4.4
and the boundedness of u (c.f. (64)). This yields the desired result. (]

Remark 8.6. We stress that the approximation from Lemma 8.5 is not restricted
to third order polynomials. It can be extended to polynomials of arbitrary (homoge-
neous) degree.

Combining the previous results, we obtain the key building block for the iteration
which yields regularity at the hyperplane {y, = yn+1 = 0} at which the ellipticity
of the Baouendi-Grushin operator degenerates.

Lemma 8.7 (Iteration). Let o € (0,1). Assume that u : By — R is a solution of
(59) which satisfies

1 / 9
—_— u dr <1.
1B (0))

B (0)
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There exist a radius ro € (0,1), a universal constant C' > 0 and a constant ¢ > 0

such that if
2
|zs+ / Jrar =

B(o

then there exists a polynomial p of order less than or equal to three satisfying (61),
i.e.

n—1
P(Y) = Yn <ao + ) awi +b(yp - 3y§+1)> ;

i=1
such that
1 / 2 2(34+20)
e lu —p|*dy <1y :
1B%,(0)]
B, (0)
and
n—1
> ail + bl < C.
i=0

Proof. By our first approximation result, Lemma 8.3, there exists a function h
which solves (61) and satisfies

(65) / lu — h|*dy < 62

BY,,(0)

In particular, HhHLQ(B+ ) < C. Hence, by our second approximation result,
1/2

Lemma 8.5, there exists a (homogeneous) third order Baouendi-Grushin polynomial
satisfying the Dirichlet-Neumann condition such that

1
W / |h —p|*dy < Cr'® forall0<r<1/2.
B (0)

Consequently, by rescaling, we obtain for each 0 < r < 1/2,
1 9 1 2 1 2
B0 / lu —p|"dy < QM / lu— hl dy+2m / |h —pl*dy
B (0) B (0) B (0)
< 2r72n / lu — h|*dy + 2Cr™°
BY),(0)

< 2r72§2% 42010,

where we used (65) to estimate the first term. First choosing 0 < 9 < 1 universal,
but so small such that 2Cr{? < %rg(gﬂa), and then choosing § > 0 universal such
that 27, g2 < 1 2(3+2°‘), yields the desired result. 0

As a corollary of Lemma 8.7, we can iterate in increasingly finer radii.
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Corollary 8.8. Let a € (0,1). Assume that u : Bf — R is a solution of (59)

which satisfies
1 / 9
— udr <1,
BIO)

57 (0)
and that for each k € N+

/ Pz < 2 h=1)(1420)

k 1(0)

Then there exists a polynomial py of (homogeneous) degree (less than or equal to)
three solving (61) such that

1
/ lu — pi2dx < 1} 2k(3+20)

B0
B, (0)
0
Moreover, it is of the form
n—1 )
pr() = yn | @l + D aly; | +0k(yh — 3ynyii),
j=1
and we have
af = af_y| < Crg®,
(66) |ak—alC 1|<C’T2ko‘, j=1,...,n—1,

b, — b_1| < Crake.

Proof. We argue by induction on k and take pg = 0 and p; as the polynomial from
Proposition 8.7. We assume that the statement is true for k£ and show it for k + 1.
For that purpose, we consider the rescaled and dilated functions

(u=pK) 8"y, 76Yn, T6Ynt1)
uk(y) = k(3+2a)
Hence,
2%
Aguy, = —0 Fro S rare) g

T(()3+2a)k =To
2,11 )

where fro (¥ Yn, Yn+1) = Fr5y", 70Yns ToYn+1
on f, we obtain that

|B+1(O)| / re 1+2a)fr 2de < r 2k(1+2a) |B+1 / Pz < &
1

By (0)

Using the smallness assumption

Hence by Proposition 8.7, we obtain a (homogeneous) polynomial, q, of degree less
than or equal to three, which satisfies (61) and is of the form
n—1

4" Yn Ynt1) = yn (a0 + Y ay; | +b(Ys — Bynynia),
j=1
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and

n—1
Do lajl+1pl <€,

=0
such that

1 2(34+2a)

e — lup — q|*dx < ry .

[B5,(0)] /
"B )

Rescaling therefore gives us that the polynomial

1
3+2a)k Y Yn Yn+1
i1 (Y Y Un1) = Pu(Y” Yo Ynsr) + 75 q<ﬁ,—z,—”k >
oo To To

satisfies the claim of the corollary. O

We summarize the previous compactness and iteration arguments in the following
intermediate result:

Proposition 8.9. Let a € (0,1). Assume that u : Bf — R is a solution of (59).
Suppose that the inhomogeneity f : Bf (0) — R is ch at y = 0 in the sense of
Definition 4.12, i.e.

[f = £(0) = 0n f(0)yn| < For'*2e

for any 0 < r < 1. Then there is a polynomial p with
Hpﬂcg(BD <C (HUHLQ(BD +1f(0)] + |8nf(0)|) of (homogeneous) degree less than

or equal to three such that

1 «
m / |u—p|2dx < O(|‘”Hiz(31+(0)) +F02)T2(3+2 )'
B (0)

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that f(0) = 9, f(0) = 0. Indeed,
this follows by considering the function v(y”, yn, ynt1) := u(y) — ¢(y), where q(y) is
a homogeneous polynomial of homogeneous degree less than or equal to three such
that Agg = f(0) + 0n f(0)yn and g = 0 on {y, = 0}, Ony1q = 0 on {yn41 = 0} (for
example, one can consider ¢(y) = % f(0)y2 + cyny2 1 +dy2 with 2c+6d = 9, f(0)).
Considering v := Fiov, then also gives the smallness assumptions of Corollary 8.8.
Thus, for each k € N there exists a Baouendi-Grushin polynomial py such that

1 / - 2 2k(3+20x)
e E— |0 — prl°dy < .
1B (0)] ’

0 B+k (0)

"o
Due to the estimates (66) on the coefficients of py, which were derived in Corollary
8.8, Pk — Poo, Where po is a polynomial of (homogeneous) degree at most three

and which satisfies
1
IBF(0)]

To

2k(342c
/ |poo _pk|2dy < CTO 3+ )

5%, (0)
0
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Consequently, by the triangle inequality

1 - 2k(3+2a)
S / |o —poo|2dy <Cry (

B (0))]
B0
"0
for £ € N. Rescaling then yields the desired result. O
Remark 8.10. o The previous result yields the “Hélder regularity at the

point” y = 0. For other points yo = (y{,0,0) an analogous result holds
by translation invariance of the equation and the boundary conditions in
the y" directions (c.f. (59)). In this translated case, the conditions on the
inhomogeneity f : By (yo) — R read

|f = f(yo) = Onf(yo)yn| < Foyr2(142e)

e Instead of imposing the CY® condition in the sense of Definition 4.12, it
would have sufficed to assume the weaker condition

m / |f = F(W0) — Onf (o) yn|*dy < For?(T2e).

B (yo)

e [n order to argue as we have outlined above, we have to require the com-
patibility condition Op41f(y”,0,0) = 0 (c.f. Definition 4.14). Howewver,
apart from the described che regularity, we do not have to pose further
restrictions on f.

Building on the precise description of the regularity of solutions close to the
hyperplane {y,, = yn+1 = 0}, we can now derive the full regularity result of Propo-
sition 4.19 by additionally invoking the uniform ellipticity which holds at a suf-
ficiently far distance from P. This then concludes the argument for Proposition
4.19.

Proof of Proposition 4.19. It suffices to prove the corresponding regularity result
in Xo,(B7) (c.f. Definition 4.16). Indeed, the Holder estimate,

||UHCE*E(Q+) S ||AG’U||CS*€(Q+)’
follows similarly. As a consequence of the support assumption on Agw, this then
yields the bound

lollezeo,, S IAavlly, .,

which together with the local estimate in X, (B ) provides the full bound from
Proposition 4.19.

Step 1. Polynomial approzimation at P = {y, = yn+1 = 0}. We note that for
feY,cand yo € P, there exists a first order polynomial py,(y) which is of the

form py, (y) = fo(yo)yn such that
1

BTGl Sty 1)~ Jowolual? < G220, s € (0,1),
S s (Yo
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By considering v(y) — fo(yo)y3 /6 and by still denoting the resulting function by
v, we may assume that fo(yo) = 0. The same arguments as before lead to the
existence of a third order (in the homogeneous sense) polynomial P,,, where

n—1

Pyo (y) = Qo (y131 - 3yny721+1) + Z biynyi + coyn,
i=1

for some constants ag, b;, ¢o depending on vy, such that
1

m B (yo)

for any 0 < s < 1/2.

(67) [0 = Pool? < C (10l2a s, + 171, ) 2042

Step 2. Interpolation. For y ¢ P with \/y2 + 3/721+1 =A>0,let

_ 2¢0
’LN))\(f) — (U Pyo)(yo ';3123 7)‘6717 )‘gn-i'l)7

where yo is the projection of y on P. Let £ be the image point of y under this
rescaling. By Step 1, 9x(§) € L*(B12(&)) with

(68) 1]l z251 60y < € (I0llz2 + (1 fllye.) -

Moreover,

Agtr(§) = fa(8),

where f1(€) 1= 3= f(yo + A%, A&, An+1). We note that by the definition of Y,
and by fo(yg) = 0,

[ fxllcoes, ae0)) < 1 llva

In By /2(&0), A is uniformly elliptic. Thus, by the classical C?€ Schauder estimates

lexllcne, ateon < € (I8allz2(@ st + Iallco-, aceon ) -

Rescaling back and letting v := v — P,,, we in particular infer

n+1
\—1—2a+e Z [YiY;8]coe (s, u(m) < C (HU”H(BD + ||f||Ya,e) .

ij=1

Here we used (68) to estimate the right hand side contribution. Recalling the L
estimate [|v]| L (o) < Cl|Agv| L= (c.f. the kernel bounds in Lemma 8.14 in Section
8.4) and the support conditions for Agv and for f allows us to further bound

lollosty + 1 Fllve. < CliAlly, .-
This implies

(69)
n+1 n+1

Aozl 37 YiYiol o, uiyy T A2 > VY50 sy ) < Cllf v

i,j=1 ,j=1
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Passing through a chain of non-tangential balls, we infer that (69) holds in a non-
tangential cone at yo:

n+1

> ey, 50) ™ 2T YiYy0] o (g0
ij=1
n+1
+ > llda(y, yo) " 2 YiY50 ] Lo (o o)) < Cllf v

i,j=1
We note that it is possible to derive (69) for v — Pj at each § € P and that hence v
is Cf’a(P) in the sense of Definition 4.12. As by Proposition 4.17 the map y — Py

is C%%(P) regular, a triangle inequality and a covering argument yield the estimate
in the full neighborhood of ¥

n+1
Z [da(y, yo)_l_mﬁnyjmc%(Bi(yo))

i,j=1
n+1
+ Z HdG(yayO)_l_QaES/}5||Lm(BI+(yO)) < Cllfllva.-

5,J=1

This concludes the local estimate and hence concludes the proof of Proposition
4.19. O

8.3. Invertibility of the Baouendi-Grushin Laplacian in X, , Y, . We pro-
vide the proofs of the completeness of the spaces X, ., Yy (c.f. Definition 4.14)
and the desired invertibility of the Baouendi-Grushin Laplacian as an operator from
Xa,e to Yy e (c.f. Lemma 8.12).

Lemma 8.11. Let X, ¢, Yo e be as in Definition 4.14. Then (Xae, ||| x...)s Ya,es |-

llv...) are Banach spaces.

Proof. (i) We first note that by the definition of Y, , supp(f) C B . Hence,

it suffices to consider the behavior of functions on B3 . By Proposition 4.17 and
Remark 4.18 a function f € Y, . can be decomposed as

W) = fo yn + 1) fily),  r(y) = /Y2 + Y5

with fo € C%*(P) and f; € CY°(Q4) and fo, f1 are obtained by Taylor ap-
proximation of f (c.f. the proof of Proposition 4.17 in Section 8.1). Moreover,
[folgo.a(prsy) + [fileosss) is equivalent to || f]ly, .. Thus, in order to obtain the
desired Banach property, it suffices to show the equivalence of the homogeneous
Holder norms and their inhomogeneous counterparts for y € By .

We start by making the following observation: For any f € Y., supp(f) C Bi
(in combination with the definition of fy, f1) implies that

fo(y") =0and fi(y) =0 for y = (¥, Yn, yn+1) such that (y”,0,0) € P\ By .
Thus,

[follzo(Prss) < Clfoleoaprsyy,  1fillpe@yy < Clfileosy)-
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In particular, this immediately entails that || follco.e(pns,) < O[fO]COvW(PﬁB) and
Hf1||co,e(8+) < C[fl]oo,e(6+). Therefore, Y, . is a Banach space.
* 3 * 3

(ii) Let v € Xq... Since supp(Agv) C By, we infer that
(70) |‘AGUHCS’€(Q+) < C[AG”]CQ’E(Q” < Clvlx.,..-

Moreover, the Dirichlet-Neumann boundary conditions allow us to extend v and
Agv evenly about y,4+1 and oddly about y,. After the extension, the assumption
that v € Cyp(Q+) yields the representation

o(z) = / K(z,y)Acv(y)dy,

Rn+1

where K is the fundamental solution of Ag in R"*! (c.f. Lemma 8.14 in Section
8.4). We remark that a priori v deviates from [ K(z,y)Agv(y)dy by (at most) a
third order polynomial as we only control the semi-norm [U]Cf,e(Q+\Bl+) in the bulk

and the deviation of Y;Y;v at the boundary of B . However, the decay property
at infinity forces v to coincide with [ K(z,y)Agv(y)dy. By the kernel estimates
for the fundamental solution (c.f. Lemma 8.14 in Section 8.4) and by the support
assumption (70)

[0l (@s) < CllAGUIlL= @4 < Clivlixa,.-

Thus, we are able to control the L° norm of the coefficients of the approximating
polynomial Py at each point § € P. (]

Last but not least, we show the invertibility of the Baouendi-Grushin Laplacian
as an operator on these spaces:

Lemma 8.12. Let X, Ya,c be as in Definition 4.14. Then, Ag : Xq,e = Ya,c is
an invertible operator.

Proof. We show that for each f € Y, ., there exists a unique v € X,  such that
Agu = f. Moreover, by Section 8.2

(71) lullx... < Cllflly...-

Indeed, given f € Y, ., we extend f oddly about y, and evenly about y,41
and (with slight abuse of notation) still denote the extended function by f. Let
u(z) = [ K(z,y)f(y)dy, where K is the kernel from Section 8.4. In particular, the
decay estimates for K (c.f. Lemma 8.14 in Section 8.4) imply that u € Cp(R"T1).
Since f € L*(R"*1) and supp(f) C Bs, we obtain that v € M*P(R"*!) for any
1 < p < oo (cf. the Calderon-Zygmund estimates in Section 8.4). Moreover, by
the symmetry of the extension, u is odd in y, and even in y,11, which implies
that u = 0 on {y, = 0} and Op41u = 0 on {y,4+1 = 0}. We restrict u to Q4 and
still denote it by u. By the interior estimates from the previous Section 8.2 and a
scaling argument, we further obtain that v € X, . and that it satisfies (71).

It is immediate that supp(Agu) = supp(f) C Bi. Moreover, by using the
equation, Oppu = f — (y2 + y,21+1) E;:ll it — Op+1,nt1u = 0 on {y,, = yp+1 = 0}.
This shows the existence of u € X,  which satisfies Agu = f. Due to (71) such a
function w is unique in X, .. O
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8.4. Kernel estimates for the Baouendi-Grushin Laplacian. Last but not
least, we provide the arguments for the mapping properties of the Baouendi-Grushin
Laplacian in the whole space setting. This in particular yields the kernel bounds,
which are used in the previous subsection.

Our main result in this section are the following Calderon-Zygmund estimates:

Proposition 8.13 (Calderon-Zygmund estimates). Let Y := (Y1,...,Yn11) with
Y; denoting the vector fields from Definition 4.1 and let F = (F',... F"tl) €
LP(RTL R f e LP(R™FY). Suppose that

Aqu =Y, F".
Then, there exists a constant ¢, = c¢(n) > 0 such that

n+1

2
p
Z [YiullLrgn+1) < cn 1||FHLP(]R"+1)-
i=1 p=
If
Agu = fv
then there exists a constant ¢, = c(n) > 0 such that
n+1 p2
D IViYsul ognny < cn [ f Lo @@n+1y-
ij=1 p—1

If0<s<1and F e C(R" ! R"1), then there exists a constant ¢, = ¢(n) > 0

such that
n+1

1
Z ||YiuH(js(Rn+1) < Cnm|‘F||C’S(Rn+1)-
i=1
Moreover, if F' is supported on ball of radius one,

n+1

Z [Yiw(@)|| oo (n1y < || Fllos(B,)-
1=1

The key auxiliary result to infer the regularity estimates of Proposition 8.13 is
the following existence and regularity result for a kernel to our problem:

Lemma 8.14. Let u : R™™! — R be a solution of Aqu = f. Then there exists a
kernel k(z,w) : ROHEDX(HD) L R such that
uw)= [ Ho)i Wy
]Rn+1

Let Y denote the composition of the wvector fields f’al ...f/a‘a‘ where Y;, i €
{1,...,2n}, denote the modified vector fields from Definition 4.8. Then for all
multi-indeces o, B the following estimates hold

VOTLk(zw)| < capda(z, )P (0l By o (2))) !

Here the subscript z,w in the vector fields ?j‘, f’f indicates the variable the vector
fields are acting on.

Relying on this representation, we can proceed to the proof of Proposition 8.13:
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Proof of Proposition 8.13. Let K;j(z,w) =Y; .Y; ,k(z,w) for any pairi,j € {1,...,n+
1}, where the indeces z, w refer to the variables which the vector field are acting on
and k(z,w) denotes the kernel from Lemma 8.14. The function K;;(z,w) is related

to the obvious Calderon-Zygmund operator 1" which maps L? to L?. This proves
the desired L? bounds. Hence, it remains to prove the Holder estimates. Formally,

it maps constants to zero. Thus,

Tf(x)=T(f = fz))(z) = /Kij(xvy)(f(y)—f(fr))dy-

Rn+1

Now let dg(z,w) = 3. We choose a smooth cutoff function ¢ which is equal to 1 in
B1(0) and equal to 0 outside Bs/2(0) and set f(x) = ¢(x — 2) f(x) + d(x —w) f(z) +
(1—¢(z—2)— ¢z —w)) f(x). We claim that |T(f)(w) —T(f)(z)|] < ¢. This follows
from the kernel estimates of Lemma 8.14. g

Finally, to conclude our discussion of the mapping properties of the Baouendi-
Grushin operator, we present the proof of Lemma 8.14:

Proof of Lemma 8.14. We begin by considering the equation
n+1
Agu = Z Y;F in R,
i=1
For this we have the energy estimate
n+1 n+1

Z [Yiull72gni1y < Z IF 72 ey
i=1 i=1

Also, the Sobolev embedding
n+1
”u”LP(R"+1) < CZ ||}/iu||Lq(]Rn+l),

i=1

holds with

By duality, if

1 —
2 2m—2 p’

we have the embedding
HfHMfl(Rnﬂ) < CWHLp'(RnH)-

Here M~'(R™*1) denotes the dual space of M*(R"*1) (and M*(R"*') is the ho-
mogeneous version of the space introduced in Definition 8.1 in Section 8.2). As
discussed in Section 4 the symbol of Ag defines the sub-Riemannian metric

n—1

gy(vv w) = (%21 + y121+1)_1 Z ViW; + UnWn + Up41Wn41,
=1

which itself correspondingly defines a metric dg on R**!. The operator Ag satisfies
the Hormander condition with the vector fields

Y;, ie{l,...,2n}.
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Hence, it is hypoelliptic and any local distributional solution is smooth. More
precisely, if u € LY(B;(y)) satisfies Agu = 0, then for any multi-index «

1Y *ull By n) < callulloas o))-

Let 1—17 + 2n1_2 = % and let p’ the Holder conjugate exponent. Then, by the embed-

dings, if f € L*" and
Agu = f in R*T,

then [Jul| Lorn+1) < Cllfll Lo gnsry-
By the Schwartz kernel theorem there is a kernel k(z,w) so that

u(z) = / k(z,w) f(w)dw.
Rn+1

More precisely, if f € M~ then u € M 1. In particular, if f is supported in ball
Bi(w) then w is a solution to the homogeneous problem outside. In particular if
d(z,w) > 3 then u is bounded together with all derivatives in By(z). We fix z.
Then,
M~ (Bi(w)) 3 f = u(2),
is a linear continuous map, which is represented by w — k(z,w) € M*'(By(w)).
Since A is self-adjoint,k(z,w) = k(w, z). Repeating previous arguments we see
that
Yk (z, W)
is bounded in By /o(w). Repeating the arguments and dualizing once more we obtain
that
VoYik(z,w)] <,

provided dg(z,w) = 1. Hence rescaling leads to the desired kernel estimates. [
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