
ONE-PHASE FREE BOUNDARY SOLUTIONS OF FINITE MORSE INDEX

JOSÉ BASULTO AND NIKOLA KAMBUROV

Abstract. We study global solutions to the classical one-phase free boundary problem that have
finite Morse index relative to the Alt-Caffarelli functional. We show that such solutions are stable
outside a compact set and characterize the index as the maximal number of linearly independent
L2 integrable eigenfunctions of the corresponding Robin eigenvalue problem, associated to negative
eigenvalues. As an application, we obtain a complete classification of global solutions of finite Morse
index in the plane. Our results are counterparts to the minimal surface theorems of Fischer-Colbrie
and Gulliver.

1. Introduction

The investigation into the solutions of the classical one-phase free boundary problem (FBP) in
a bounded domain D ⊂ Rn:

(1.1)


u ≥ 0 in D,

∆u = 0 in D+(u) := {x ∈ D : u(x) > 0},
|∇u| = 1 on F (u) := ∂D+(u) ∩ Ω,

with fixed boundary conditions on ∂D, was spurred by the highly influential 1981 paper [] of
Alt and Caffarelli. Motivated by interface models in fluid mechanics and materials science ([]),
the authors formulated the energy functional

(1.2) I(v,D) :=

ˆ
D

(
|∇v|2 + 1(0,∞)(v)

)
dx, v : D → [0,∞),

and showed that its minimizers u satisfy () in a suitable weak sense, with the free boundary F (u)
being smooth except on a relatively closed subset of zero (n − 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure.
The methods behind this regularity result were inspired by earlier developments in minimal surface
theory and the paper revealed fascinating analogies between minimal surfaces and free boundaries.
In particular, the regularity theory for both objects is closely linked to the classification of globally
defined critical points of the corresponding energy functional.

The focus of this article is on global classical solutions u : Rn → [0,∞) of the one-phase FBP
that are not necessarily energy minimizing (see Definition). Such higher-order critical points are
of interest in fluid mechanics ([,]) and in electrostatics ([]). One way to delimit
the much wider study of general global solutions to () is to impose a topological restriction of
the positive phase Ω := {u > 0}. In n = 2 dimensions, the topological classification problem
was first raised by Hauswirth, Hélein and Pacard [], who conjectured that, up to similarity
transformations, the list of solutions to () in R2, for which Ω is connected and has finite topology,
that is, for which F (u) = ∂Ω consists of finitely many components, consists of

• the one-plane solution P (x1, x2) := x+1 ,
• the disk-complement solution L(x1, x2) := (log |(x1, x2)|)+,
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2 JOSÉ BASULTO AND NIKOLA KAMBUROV

• and the solution H(x1, x2), discovered by the authors in the same paper []. We
refer to it as the double hairpin solution, given that its positive phase {H > 0} is a region
trapped between the two hairpin-like catenary curves:

{(x1, x2) ∈ R2 : x2 = ±(π/2 + coshx1)}.

Khavinson, Lundberg and Teodorescu [] confirmed that P and H are the only solutions
with simply connected positive phase in R2. The full conjecture was resolved in the affirmative
by Traizet [] who established a remarkable correspondence between solutions of () in the
plane and minimal surfaces in R3. The list is certainly not exhaustive of all the possible global
solutions in R2: there exists a family of periodic solutions with infinite topology ([,]). In
dimension n ≥ 3, in addition to the solutions above, extended in constant fashion in the remaining
(n− 2) directions, one expects a zoo of global solutions of finite topology, starting from the axially
symmetric solution constructed by Liu, Wang and Wei [].

A second natural approach is to instead consider a variation-theoretic constraint on the space of
global solutions. For a classical solution u of () in a domain D ⊆ Rn, the second variation form
of the Alt-Caffarelli energy I(·, D) at u is given by ([])

(1.3) Q(ϕ, ϕ) :=

ˆ
D+(u)

|∇ϕ|2 dx−
ˆ
F (u)

Hϕ2 dHn−1, for ϕ ∈ C∞
c (D+(u) ∪ F (u)),

where H denotes the mean curvature of F (u) with respect to the outer unit normal ν = −∇u. The
Morse index of u in D with respect to the Alt-Caffarelli energy I(·, D) is then defined to be the
index of the quadratic form Q, that is

ind(u,D+(u)) := sup{dim V : Q(·, ·) is negative definite

on the subspace V ⊆ C∞
c (D+(u) ∪ F (u))},

(1.4)

with ind(u,D+(u)) = 0 meaning that u is stable in D. In this paper, we will be interested in the
global solutions u : Rn → [0,∞) of the one-phase FBP that possess finite index

ind(u) := ind(u, [Rn]+(u)) <∞.

Our main result is that in the case of the plane R2, solutions of finite index also have finite topology.
As a result, we can characterize all global solutions in R2 of finite index according to its value.

Theorem 1.1. Let u be a global classical solution of the one-phase FBP () in R2 that has
connected positive phase Ω := {u > 0} and finite index. Then u has finite topology. Thus, it is
either the one-plane solution u = P , the disk-complement solution u = L, or the double hairpin
solution u = H, up to a similarity transformation. In the first instance, the solution is stable, while
in the remaining two, the index of u is 1.

The theorem above is the free boundary analogue of the celebrated result of Fischer-Colbrie
[] and Gulliver [] that complete minimal surfaces of finite Morse index in R3 actually
have finite topology. In the exact same spirit, the intermediate step to establishing Theorem is
proving that solutions of () of finite index enjoy a finite total mean curvature bound

(1.5)

ˆ
F (u)
|H| dH1 <∞,

which, in turn, entails the finite connectivity of F (u) = ∂Ω. The computation of the precise value
of the index for each of the nontrivial solutions u = L and u = H is then carried out using the
conformal equivalence of Ω to the unit disk D minus a finite number of points – in another nod to
the minimal surface story.

The curvature bound () follows from the fact that (in any dimension) a global solution of finite
index must be stable outside a compact set (Proposition). In order to prove this statement in our
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free boundary setting, we require some basic spectral results for the associated local Dirichlet-Robin
eigenvalue problem

(1.6)


−∆φ = λφ in D+(u),

φν −Hφ = 0 on F (u),

φ = 0 on ∂D+(u) \ F (u),

where the positive phase D+(u) ⊂ Rn is bounded and connected. Since we weren’t able to find in
the literature explicit treatments of this type of eigenvalue problem, we build its spectral theory
here, based on Sobolev trace inequalities that are specific for the one-phase FBP context (see
Proposition). We furthermore prove that a global solution u has finite index k = ind(u) if and
only if there are exactly k linearly independent L2({u > 0}) eigenfunctions of (), associated to
negative eigenvalues, such that Q is positive definite on the L2-orthogonal complement of the space
generated by them (Proposition).

Results relating the index of a minimal surface to its topology are abundant in the minimal surface
literature (see [,,,,] and references therein). The same question has
also been explored in the context of finite-ended solutions to the Allen-Cahn equation in the plane
([,,,]) as well as for its free boundary analogue ([,]).
For the one-phase FBP itself, there has been a recent surge of interest into energy non-minimizing
solutions: [,] (under a topological constraint), [,] (under a stability
condition) and [] (under a graphical free boundary condition). The goal of the present
article is contribute to these latest developments.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section we give the necessary preliminaries as well as
the spectral theory of the eigenvalue problem () on bounded domains. In Section we present
the main results characterizing global solutions of () of finite index (Propositions and).
In Section, we focus on the two-dimensional problem, where we prove the finite curvature bound
() and demonstrate how it implies the finite topology property (Proposition). Lastly, in
Section, we carry out the computation of the Morse indices of the three global solutions of finite
topology, P , L and H, and complete the proof of Theorem. In the Appendix, we provide the
Sobolev trace inequalities underlying the spectral theory of the problem ().

2. Preliminaries

We start with the definition of a classical solution of the one-phase free boundary problem.

Definition 2.1. A classical solution u to the one-phase FBP in a domain D ⊆ Rn is a non-negative
function u ∈ C(D), whose free boundary F (u) is a smooth, oriented hypersurface in D, with u > 0

on one side and u = 0, on the other. Moreover, u ∈ C∞(D+(u)) is harmonic in D+(u) and satisfies
the gradient condition |∇u| = 1 on F (u) in a pointwise sense from the positive side.

Note that a classical solution u is Lipschitz continuous in D and the mean curvature H of the
free boundary F (u) is a smooth function H ∈ C∞(F (u)).

Denote by XD+(u) := C∞
c (D+(u) \ ∂D) the space of functions on D+(u) that are smooth up to

the free boundary F (u) but are compactly supported away from the fixed boundary ∂D. Similarly,
for a connected component Ω of D+(u), denote the space of smooth functions on it, supported
away from the fixed boundary, by XΩ := C∞

c (Ω \ ∂D). We may treat XΩ as a subspace of XD+(u)

by defining each ϕ ∈ XΩ to be 0 in D+(u) \ Ω.
The second variation form of the Alt-Caffarelli functional I(·, D) at the classical solution u of

() in D is given by the symmetric bilinear form

Q(ϕ, ψ;D+(u)) :=

ˆ
D+(u)

∇ϕ · ∇ψ dx−
ˆ
F (u)

Hϕψ dHn−1 for ϕ, ψ ∈ XD+(u).
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We will often restrict the form to act only on functions supported on a specific connected component
Ω ⊆ D+(u):

Q(ϕ, ψ; Ω) := Q(ϕ, ψ;D+(u)) restricted to ϕ, ψ ∈ XΩ ⊆ XD+(u).

Definition 2.2. The (Morse) index ind(u,D+(u)) of a classical solution u of the one-phase FBP
in a domain D ⊆ Rn is the index of the variation form Q(·, ·;D+(u)), i.e.

ind(u,D+(u)) := ind Q(·, ·;D+(u))

:= sup{dim V : Q(·, ·;D+(u)) is negative definite on the subspace V ⊆ XD+(u)}.

It will also be convenient to define the index on a particular connected component Ω of D+(u):

ind(u,Ω) := ind Q(·, ·; Ω).
We will say that u is stable in D (resp. stable in Ω) if

ind(u,D+(u)) = 0 (resp. ind(u,Ω) = 0).

Remark 2.3 (Monotonicity of the index with respect to domain inclusion). Assume that u is a
classical solution of () in a bounded domain D and that D′ ⊆ D is a subdomain. Let Ω′ be
a connected component (D′)+(u) and Ω – a connected component of D+(u), such that Ω′ ⊆ Ω.
Since we may consider X(D′)+(u) ⊆ XD+(u) and XΩ′ ⊆ XΩ, we immediately deduce the monotonicity
property of the index with respect to domain inclusions:

(2.1) ind(u, (D′)+(u)) ≤ ind(u,D+(u)) and ind(u,Ω′) ≤ ind(u,Ω).

Remark 2.4. Because of the monotonicity property, one can obtain the index

ind(u) := ind(u, [Rn]+(u))

of a global solution u : Rn → [0,∞) of () as a limit of local indices over bounded subdomains
that exhaust Rn. In particular, assume that the positive phase Ω := [Rn]+(u) is connected and
0 ∈ Ω, and let ΩR be the connected component of Ω ⊂ BR containing 0. Then by () , ind(u,ΩR)
is increasing in R and ind(u,ΩR) ≤ ind(u) for all R > 0, so that limR→∞ ind(u,ΩR) ≤ ind(u).
Conversely, if V ⊂ XΩ is a finite dimensional subspace of XΩ such that Q is negative definite on V ,
then any (finite) basis of functions for V is contained in XΩR

for a large enough R. Thus, V ⊆ XΩR

which implies limR→∞ ind(u,ΩR) ≥ ind(u). We conclude that

(2.2) ind(u) = lim
R→∞

ind(u,ΩR).

The characterization () of the global index is useful due to the finiteness of the local index
ind(u,ΩR) on each bounded and connected ΩR. This can be seen by relating the local index to the
finite number of negative eigenvalues of the associated eigenvalue problem, which we will do next.

Let Ω be a bounded connected component of the positive phase of a classical solution u to ()
in a bounded domain D. To the form Q(·, ·; Ω) one naturally associates the eigenvalue problem

(2.3)


−∆φ = λφ in Ω,

φν −Hϕ = 0 on F (u) ∩ ∂Ω,
φ = 0 on ∂Ω \ F (u).

At this stage it is useful to extend the domain [XΩ]
2 of Q(·, ·; Ω) to the Sobolev space [H1

F (Ω)]
2,

where

H1
F (Ω) := the closure of C∞

c (Ω ∪ (F (u) ∩ ∂Ω)) in H1(Ω).

We have

Q(ϕ, ψ; Ω) :=

ˆ
Ω
∇ϕ · ∇ψ dx−

ˆ
F (u)∩∂Ω

H(Tϕ)(Tψ) dHn−1 for ϕ, ψ ∈ H1
F (Ω),



FREE BOUNDARIES OF FINITE INDEX 5

where T : H1
F (Ω) → L2(F (u) ∩ ∂Ω) denotes the trace operator onto the free boundary portion of

∂Ω. Clearly, the index of Q(·, ·; Ω) doesn’t change when XΩ is replaced with H1
F (Ω), and the next

theorem equates it to the number of negative eigenvalues of () (counted with multiplicity).

Theorem 2.5. Let u be a classical solution of () in a bounded domain D ⊂ Rn and let Ω
be a connected component of D+(u). Then there exist a nondecreasing sequence of eigenvalues
{λk}k∈N ⊂ R, with limk→∞ λk = +∞, and a set of corresponding eigenfunctions {φk}k∈N ⊂ H1

F (Ω)
satisfying () in a weak sense:

(2.4) Q(φk, ψ; Ω) = λk⟨φk, ψ⟩L2(Ω) for all ψ ∈ H1
F (Ω),

such that {φk}k∈N is an orthonormal basis for L2(Ω). The eigenfunctions {φk}k∈N are, in fact,
smooth in Ω up to the free boundary portion F (u) ∩ ∂Ω and satisfy the Robin boundary condition
there classically. Moreover, the Courant-Fischer minimax characterization of the eigenvalues holds:

λ1(Ω) = min{Q(ψ,ψ; Ω) : ψ ∈ H1
F (Ω) with ∥ψ∥L2(Ω) = 1},(2.5)

λk(Ω) = min
Vk∈Sk

max{Q(ψ,ψ; Ω) : ψ ∈ Vk with ∥ψ∥L2(Ω) = 1} for k ≥ 2,(2.6)

where Sk is the set of k-dimensional subspaces of H1
F (Ω). In particular,

ind(u,Ω) = max{k ∈ N : λk < 0}.

Proof. Denote F := F (u) ∩ ∂Ω. The proof uses standard arguments from the theory of elliptic
mixed boundary value problems (for example, see [, Chapter 1]). We will briefly mention
some of the key details for the reader’s benefit. Define for Λ > 0, the bilinear symmetric form
QΛ : H1

F (Ω)×H1
F (Ω)→ R

QΛ(φ,ψ) := Q(φ,ψ; Ω) + Λ⟨φ,ψ⟩L2(Ω).

Since H ∈ L∞(F (u) ∩ ∂Ω) and u is Lipschitz continuous, the L2-trace inequality () yields that
QΛ is continuous in [H1

F (Ω)]
2. Furthermore, for Λ ≥ Λ0 large enough, QΛ is coercive in H1

F (Ω).
Indeed, by () we have

∥Tφ∥2L2(F ) ≤ ε∥∇φ∥
2
L2(Ω) + C/ε∥φ∥2L2(Ω)

for all ε > 0 and some constant C depending on n, and the Lipschitz constant of u. As a result,

QΛ(φ,φ) ≥ ∥∇φ∥2L2(Ω) + Λ∥φ∥2L2(Ω) − ∥H∥L∞(F )∥Tφ∥2L2(F )

≥ (1− ε∥H∥L∞(F ))∥∇φ∥2L2(Ω) + (Λ− ∥H∥L∞(F )C/ε)∥φ∥2L2(Ω) ≥
1

2
∥φ∥2H1(Ω),

choosing ε = ε(C, ∥H∥L∞(F )) > 0 small enough and Λ ≥ Λ0(C, ∥H∥L∞(F )) large enough. By
the Lax-Milgram theorem, the positive definite bilinear form QΛ then induces a continuous linear
operator S̃ : L2(Ω)→ H1

F (Ω), where S̃f is the unique element of H1
F (Ω), satisfying

(2.7) QΛ(S̃f, g) = ⟨f, g⟩L2(Ω) for all g ∈ H1
F (Ω),

for a given f ∈ L2(Ω). Denoting by ι : H1
F (Ω) → L2(Ω) the compact embedding of H1

F (Ω) into

L2(Ω), then S := ι ◦ S̃ is a compact linear operator on L2(Ω) which is self-adjoint:

⟨f, Sg⟩L2(Ω) = QΛ(S̃f, S̃g) = QΛ(S̃g, S̃f) = ⟨g, Sf⟩L2(Ω),

and positive since QΛ is positive definite. By the Spectral Theorem for positive compact self-
adjoint operators, we obtain an orthonormal basis for L2(Ω) of eigenfunctions {φk}k of S and a
corresponding non-increasing sequence {µk}k ⊂ (0,∞) of positive eigenvalues:

Sφk = µkφk,



6 JOSÉ BASULTO AND NIKOLA KAMBUROV

such that limk→∞ µk = 0. We now see that φk are weak solutions of the eigenvalue problem
−∆φk + Λφk = µ−1

k φk in Ω,

(φk)ν −Hϕk = 0 on F,

φk = 0 on ∂Ω \ F,

so that λk := (µ−1
k − Λ) ↗ +∞ are precisely the eigenvalues of (). Since F (u) is smooth and

H is a smooth function on F (u), the eigenfunctions {φk}k are smooth up to F (u) ∩ ∂Ω by local
interior and boundary elliptic estimates for the oblique derivative problem ([]).

The variational characterization of the eigenvalues in () and () now follows by the usual
arguments (see [, Chapter 22]). Finally, if l denotes the number of negative eigenvalues of
(), then clearly ind( u,Ω) ≥ l, as Q is negative definite on V = Span({φk}lk=1). On the other
hand, it must be that ind(u,Ω) ≤ l, for () implies that in any subspace Vl+1 ⊂ H1

F (Ω) with
dim(Vl+1) = l+1, there is an L2-normalized vector ψ ∈ Vl+1, such that Q(ψ,ψ; Ω) ≥ λl+1 ≥ 0. □

Proposition 2.6. Under the hypotheses and notation of Theorem, the following properties
hold:

(i) If Q(ϕ, ϕ; Ω) = λ1∥ϕ∥2L2(Ω) for some nonzero ϕ ∈ H1
F (Ω), then ϕ is an eigenfunction corre-

sponding to λ1.
(ii) Any eigenfunction, associated to λ1, is strictly positive or strictly negative in Ω, and the first

eigenvalue is simple.
(iii) If D′ is a bounded subdomain of D and Ω′ is a connected component of (D′)+(u) such that

Ω′ ⊆ Ω, then λk(Ω
′) ≥ λk(Ω), k ∈ N. Moreover, if Ω \Ω′ ̸= ∅, then the inequality for the first

eigenvalue λ1 is strict: λ1(Ω
′) > λ1(Ω).

Proof. (i). Without loss of generality, we may assume that ∥ϕ∥L2(Ω) = 1. For any ψ ∈ H1
F (Ω), we

have by () that Q(ϕ + tψ, ϕ + tψ) ≥ λ1∥ϕ + tψ∥2L2(Ω) for t ∈ R. Expanding both sides of this

equality, we get

Q(ϕ, ϕ) + 2tQ(ϕ, ψ) + t2Q(ψ,ψ) ≥ λ1(1 + 2t⟨ϕ, ψ⟩L2(Ω) + t2∥ψ∥2L2(Ω)).

Subtracting Q(ϕ, ϕ) = λ1 from both sides, dividing by t > 0 and taking t ↓ 0, we obtain that
Q(ϕ, ψ) ≥ λ1⟨ϕ, ψ⟩L2(Ω). Doing the same for t < 0 and taking t ↑ 0, we get the opposite inequality.

Thus, we have Q(ϕ, ψ) = λ1⟨ϕ, ψ⟩L2(Ω) for any ψ ∈ H1
F (Ω), meaning that ϕ is an eigenfunction

associated with λ1.

(ii). First note that if an eigenfunction φ ≥ 0 (resp. f ≤ 0) in Ω, then by the strong maximum
principle it must be that φ > 0 (resp. φ < 0) in Ω. Let φ1 be an eigenfunction associated with
λ1, and assume that it changes sign. Then both its positive and negative part φ±

1 ∈ H1
F (Ω) are

nonzero. Now observe that

Q(φ±
1 , φ

±
1 ) = Q(φ1, φ

±
1 ) = λ1⟨φ1, φ

+
1 ⟩L2(Ω) = λ1∥φ±

1 ∥
2
L2(Ω),

so that by (i), φ±
1 is an eigenfunction, corresponding to λ1. Hence, both φ

±
1 > 0 in all of Ω, which

contradicts the assumption that φ1 changes sign.
If there are two eigenfunctions ϕ and ψ associated to λ1, we can choose them to be L2(Ω)-

orthogonal. However, that would contradict the strict sign of ϕ and ψ.

(iii). Any function ψ′ ∈ H1
F (Ω

′) can be extended trivially to a function ψ ∈ H1
F (Ω), so that

Q(ψ′, ψ′; Ω′) = Q(ψ,ψ,Ω). By the minimax characterization ()-(), we then get the mono-
tonicity of the eigenvalue λk(Ω

′) ≥ λk(Ω), k ∈ N.
Assume that Ω \ Ω′ ̸= ∅ and let ψ′ ∈ H1

F (Ω
′) be an eigenfunction of (), associated with

λ1(Ω
′). Then its extension to Ω, ψ ∈ H1

F (Ω), is zero on the nonempty open set Ω \ Ω′. But if
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λ1(Ω
′) = λ1(Ω), then

Q(ψ,ψ,Ω) = Q(ψ′, ψ′; Ω′) = λ1(Ω
′)∥ψ′∥2L2(Ω′) = λ1(Ω)∥ψ∥2L2(Ω),

whence (i) implies that ψ is a first eigenfunction in Ω′. However, (ii) then says that ψ is of a strict
sign in Ω, so we reach a contradiction. We conclude that λ1(Ω

′) > λ1(Ω). □

3. Global solutions of finite index

In this section, we study global classical solutions u : Rn → [0,∞) of () of finite index and
connected positive phase Ω := [Rn]+(u). We will show that u must be stable outside a compact set
K (Proposition), so that Ω \K admits a positive harmonic function h that satisfies the Robin
condition hν −Hh = 0 on F (u) \K. We will also prove that ind(u) is equal to the dimension of a
space of globally defined L2(Ω) eigenfunctions of ().

We start with some important basic facts about global solutions of the one-phase FBP.

Proposition 3.1. Let u be a global classical solution of () , whose positive phase Ω is connected.
Then

(3.1) |∇u| ≤ 1 in Ω.

Furthermore, |∇u| < 1 in Ω unless u is a one-plane solution. As a result,

(3.2) H(p) = ∂ν |∇u|2/2 ≥ 0 for all p ∈ F (u),
and H > 0 on F (u) unless u is a one-plane solution, in which case H ≡ 0.

Proof. The gradient bound () for global solutions was established in [, Proposition A.5].
Since u is harmonic in Ω, we have

(3.3) ∆|∇u|2 = 2|D2u|2 + 2∇u · ∇(∆u) = 2|D2u|2 in Ω,

so that |∇u|2 is subharmonic in Ω. By the strict maximum principle and (), either |∇u|2 ≡ 1 or
|∇u|2 < 1. In the first case, () entails that |D2u|2 ≡ 0, meaning that u is an affine function in
Ω, whence we conclude that u is a one-plane solution in appropriate Euclidean coordinates, with
H ≡ 0. In the case of the strict inequality |∇u|2 < 1, we have on account of the Hopf Lemma:

H = div
∇u
|∇u|

=
1

2

(−∇u) · ∇|∇u|2

|∇u|3
=

1

2
∂ν |∇u|2 > 0 on F (u),

since −∇u = ν and |∇u| = 1 on F (u). □

For the constructions in this section it will be useful to know that the positive phase minus a
large enough ball, Ω \Bρ, has finitely many connected components. In order to prove this, we need
an auxiliary technical result that says that for any ρ0 > 0, we can always find ρ > ρ0, such that
either ∂Bρ doesn’t intersect F (u), or ∂Bρ intersects F (u) transversally.

Lemma 3.2. Let u be a classical solution to the one-phase FBP in Rn with a connected positive
phase Ω and let ρ0 > 0. Then there exists ρ1 > ρ0 such that either ∂Bρ1 ∩ F (u) = ∅, or ∂Bρ1
intersects F (u) transversally. In the second case, one can find ρ2 > ρ1 such that ∂Bρ2 intersects
F (u) transversally, as well.

Proof. Consider the smooth function f : F (u)→ [0,∞) on the smooth submanifold F (u) given by
f(p) = |p|2. We observe that the intersection of ∂Bρ and F (u) is empty or transversal if and only
if ρ2 is not a critical value of f .

Let γ be a connected component of the free boundary F (u). Then either γ is compact, or γ is
an unbounded closed set. Thus, there are three possibilities for f(γ):

(1) f(γ) = {a2} for some a ≥ 0;
(2) f(γ) = [a2, b2] for some 0 ≤ a < b <∞;
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(3) f(γ) = [a2,∞) for some a ≥ 0.

We claim that in the first case, it must be that a > 0 and u(x) = [G(x)]+, where

G(x) =

{
a log |x/a| when n = 2,

a(1− |x/a|2−n) when n = 3.

Indeed, and for any p ∈ f−1(a2), a neighbourhood F (u) ∩ Br(p) of p in F (u) must be a piece
of the sphere ∂Ba, a > 0. But since u = 0 and |∇u| = 1 on F (u) ∩ Br(p) = ∂Ba ∩ Br(p),
the Cauchy-Kovalevskaya theorem and the unique continuation principle, applied to the harmonic
u : Ω→ [0,∞), yield that

u(x) = |G(x)| for all x ∈ Ω,

As Ω is unbounded and connected, it must be that Ω = (Ba)
c and u = G+. In particular, this

means that ∂Bρ1 ∩ F (u) = ∅ for all ρ1 > a.
Hence, we may now assume that for any connected component γ of F (u), f(γ) is a nontrivial

closed interval or a closed semi-infinite interval. If F (u) \ Bρ0 = ∅, then ∂Bρ1 doesn’t intersect
F (u) for any ρ1 > ρ0 and we are done. If not, there exists a component γ that has a nontrivial
intersection with (Bρ0)

c. In particular, f(F (u)) is guaranteed to contain a nontrivial open interval
I ⊂ (ρ20,∞). By Sard’s theorem a.e. ρ2 ∈ I is not a critical value of f . Therefore, there exists
ρ2 > ρ1 > ρ0 such that both ∂Bρ1 and ∂Bρ2 intersect F (u) transversally. □

Proposition 3.3. Let u be a global classical solution of () in Rn, whose positive phase Ω is
connected. Assume that ∂Bρ intersects F (u) transversally. Then Ω\Bρ has finitely many connected
components.

Proof. By Lemma there exists ρ1 > ρ such that ∂Bρ1 again intersects the smooth hypersurface

F (u) transversally. As Ω is connected, and 0 ∈ Ω, every connected component of Ω \ Bρ has a

non-empty intersection with Ω ∩ (Bρ1 \ Bρ), so we will be done once we show that E := {E :

E is a connected component of Ω ∩ (Bρ1 \Bρ)} is finite.
First, claim that a point p ∈ F (u) can belong to the boundary of at most one member of E .

Fix p ∈ F (u) ∩ Bρ1 \Bρ, and let Ur(p) := [Br(p)]
+(u). For r > 0 small enough, Ur(p) is the

supergraph of a smooth function in the direction of ∇u(p) in Br(p) over the tangent hyperplane.
It suffices to show that Ur(p) ∩ (Bρ1 \ Bρ) is non-empty and connected for some small enough
r > 0. There are two possibilities for the position of p. First, if p ∈ F (u) \ (∂Bρ ∪ ∂Bρ1), then
Ur(p) ∩ (Bρ1 \ Bρ) = Ur(p) is certainly connected for all small enough r. The other possibility is
that p ∈ ∂F (u) ∩ ∂Bρ or p ∈ ∂F (u) ∩ ∂Bρ1 . If p ∈ ∂F (u) ∩ ∂Bρ, then the transversal intersection
of ∂Bρ with F (u) means that ∂Bρ separates Ur(p), for small enough r > 0, into two connected
components U±

r :

Ur(p) \ ∂Bρ = U+
r ∪ U−

r , where U+
r ⊂ (Bρ)

c and U−
r ⊂ Bρ.

Thus, Ur(p) ∩ (Bρ1 \ Bρ) = U+
r is again connected. The case, where p ∈ ∂F (u) ∩ ∂Bρ1 , is treated

analogously.
Now if E contains infinitely many distinct members {Ek}∞k=1, we can choose points pk ∈ ∂Ek ∩

F (u), k ∈ N. Since the {pk} belong to the compact F (u)∩Bρ1 \Bρ, up to taking a subsequence, they

converge to a point p∞ ∈ F (u)∩Bρ1 \Bρ. Using the argument above, we see that Ur(p∞)∩(Bρ1\Bρ)
is always non-empty and connected for a small enough r > 0, so that p∞ ∈ ∂E∞ for some E∞ ∈ E .
Furthermore, for this value of r > 0, the free boundary subset Fr := [F (u) ∩ Bρ1 \Bρ] ∩ Br(p∞)
belongs to ∂E∞. However, for all large k, we obviously have pk ∈ Fr, so that by our claim above,
pk can only belong to ∂E∞ and to the boundary of no other member of E . This contradicts the
fact that the pk were chosen from the boundaries of distinct members Ek of E . □
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We are now ready to establish the key result that a finite index classical solution of u in Rn must
be stable outside a compact set.

Proposition 3.4. Let u : Rn → [0,∞) be a global solution of () with a connected positive phase
Ω = {u > 0} and let 0 ∈ Ω. If u has finite Morse index, then u is stable in Rn \Bρ, for some large

enough ρ > 0. Moreover, there exists a positive function h ∈ C∞(Ω \Bρ) solving

(3.4)

{
−∆h = 0 in Ω \Bρ,

hν −Hh = 0 on F (u) \Bρ.

Proof. Denote by Ωr the connected component of B+
r (u) containing the origin and note that Ωr1 ⊆

Ωr2 whenever r1 < r2. Let k := ind(u) < ∞. By () there exists ρ sufficiently large that
k = ind(u,Ωρ). According to Lemma, we can choose ρ in a way that the intersection of ∂Bρ
with F (u) is either transversal or empty.

We claim that u is stable in D := Rn \Bρ. If not, there exists a nontrivial function ϕ ∈ XD+(u)

such that Q(ϕ, ϕ;D+(u)) < 0. By the connectedness of Ω, we can find a second radius R > ρ such
that supp ϕ ∩ Ω ⊆ ΩR, meaning that

Q(ϕ, ϕ; ΩR) = Q(ϕ, ϕ;D+(u)) < 0.

Now, let {φi}ki=1 ⊆ H1
F (Ωρ) be k be orthonormal eigenfunctions of () in Ω ρ, associated with all

the negative eigenvalues {λi}ki=1. Extend them trivially to H1
F (ΩR)-functions. Then

Q(φi, φj ; ΩR) = λiδij for all i, j = 1, 2, . . . k,

and since φi and ϕ have disjoint supports in ΩR, we also have

Q(φi, ϕ; ΩR) = 0 for all i = 1, . . . , k.

Hence, if W = Span({ϕ} ∪ {φi}ki=1), then dim(W ) = k + 1 and we see that for any nontrivial

ψ = c0ϕ+
∑k

i=1 ciφi ∈W \ {0},

Q(ψ,ψ; ΩR) = c20Q(ϕ, ϕ; ΩR) +

k∑
i=1

c2iQ(φi, φi; ΩR) < 0

meaning that ind(u,ΩR) ≥ k + 1, which contradicts the fact that ind(u,ΩR) ≤ ind(u) = k.
Let us now construct a positive function h ∈ C∞(Ω \ Bρ) satisfying (). If F (u) ∩ ∂Bρ = ∅,

then Ω \Bρ is connected. If not, ∂Bρ intersects F (u) transversally, so that Ω \Bρ again consists of
finitely many connected components {Ωj}mj=1, according to Proposition. We will be done once
we construct h in each Ωj .

Fix j ∈ {1, . . . ,m} and denote U := Ωj . Let R > ρ and denote by UR the connected component

of U ∩ BR that borders ∂Bρ. Since u is stable in Rn \ Bρ, then Q(·, ·;UR) is nonnegative definite,
so that the first eigenvalue λ1(UR) ≥ 0 for all R > ρ by () of Theorem. Furthermore, as
UR \ UR′ ̸= ∅ for ρ < R′ < R, Proposition( iii) yields that

λ1(UR) > λ1(UR′) ≥ 0 for all R > ρ.

Because of the strict positivity of the first eigenvalue λ1(UR) > 0, the Fredholm alternative tells us
that the problem 

−∆v = |D2u|2 in UR,

vν −Hv = 0 on F (u) ∩ ∂UR,
v = 0 on ∂UR \ F (u),

with a right-hand side |D2u|2 ∈ L2(UR), has a unique weak solution vR ∈ H1
F (UR). Noting that

w := (|∇u|2 + 1)/2 ≥ 1/2 satisfies

∆w = |D2u|2 in Ω and wν = H = Hw on ∂Ω,
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on account of (), we get that hR := vR + w ∈ H1(UR) is a weak solution to
−∆h = 0 in UR,

hν −Hv = 0 on F (u) ∩ ∂UR,
h = w on ∂UR \ F (u)

in the sense that hR − w ∈ H1
F (UR) and

(3.5) Q(hR, ψ;UR) = 0 for any ψ ∈ H1
F (UR).

Claim that the harmonic function hR > 0 in UR. By the strong maximum principle, it suffices to
show that hR ≥ 0 in UR. If hR changed sign, the fact that hR = w > 0 on ∂UR \F (u) would imply
that its nonzero negative part h−R ∈ H1

F (UR). But then () entails that

Q(h−R, h
−
R;UR) = Q(hR, h

−
R;UR) = 0,

which would contradict the strict stability estimate

Q(h−R, h
−
R;UR) ≥ λ1(UR)∥h

−
R∥

2
L2(UR) > 0.

Now, fix a point p that is contained in UR for all R > ρ and define h̄R(x) :=
hR(x)
hR(p) in UR. Note

that h̄R ∈ H1(UR) solves
−∆h = 0 in UR,

hν −Hv = 0 on F (u) ∩ ∂UR,
h > 0 in UR with h(p) = 1.

Let A and A1, with A ⋐ A1, be two annuli, containing p, that are centered at the origin and
compactly contained in BR \ Bρ for all large R > 0. By the Harnack inequality (see [,
Theorem 5.44]), we know that supA1∩UR

h̄R(x) ≤ CA1 is bounded independently of R, so that by
local boundary elliptic estimates

∥h̄R∥Cl(A∩UR) ≤ Cl,A,A′ for all large R,

since F (u) is smooth and H ∈ C∞(F (u)). Hence, we can find a sequence Ri ↑ ∞ and a harmonic
function h ∈ C∞(U \ ∂Bρ) such that for any l ∈ N,

h̄Ri → h uniformly in C l(A ∩ U),

for any annulus A ⋐ Rn ∩Bρ, centered at the origin. We conclude that h satisfies (hi)ν −Hhi = 0
classically on ∂U \ ∂Bρ and that h(p) = 1. The latter implies that h is positive in U due to the
connectedness of U and the strong maximum principle.

□

In the next proposition we characterize the finite index of a global solution u with a positive
phase Ω as the maximal number of linearly independent L2(Ω)-eigenfunctions associated to negative
eigenvalues.

Proposition 3.5. Let u : Rn → [0,∞) be a global solution of () with a connected positive phase
Ω = {u > 0}. The following are equivalent:

(i) ind(u) <∞;
(ii) There exists a finite dimensional subspace V ⊆ L2(Ω), generated by an orthonormal set
{φi}ki=1 of eigenfunctions of the problem

−∆φi = λiφi in Ω,

(φi)ν −Hφi = 0 on F (u),

associated to negative eigenvalues {λi}ki=1, such that Q(ϕ, ϕ; Ω) ≥ 0 for all ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Ω) that

satisfy ϕ⌊Ω∈ V ⊥.
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Moreover, if ind(u) <∞, then ind(u) = dim(V ).

Proof. (ii) ⇒ (i). Assume to the contrary that ind(u) = ∞. This means that for some large
enough R > 0, we would have ind(u; ΩR) > k = dim(V ). Then there exists an (k + 1)-dimensional

subspace W̃ ⊆ H1
F (ΩR) such that Q(ϕ, ϕ; ΩR) < 0 for all ϕ ∈ W̃ \ {0}. Treating the quadratic form

[−Q](·, ·; ΩR) as an inner product on W̃ , we can find a [−Q]-orthonormal basis {ϕ̃i}k+1
i=1 for W̃ :

−Q(ϕ̃i, ϕ̃j ; ΩR) = δij for i, j ∈ {1, . . . , k + 1}.

By approximating each ϕ̃i ∈ H1
F (ΩR) with a function ϕi ∈ XΩR

, we can find, for any ε > 0, a set

S := {ϕi}k+1
i=1 ⊂ XΩR

of (k + 1) functions that are almost [−Q(·, ·; ΩR)] orthonormal:

(3.6) | −Q(ϕi, ϕj ; ΩR)− δij | ≤ ε for i, j ∈ {1, . . . , k + 1}.
Hence, S is a linearly independent set and Q(·, ·,ΩR) is negative definite on W := Span(S) ⊂ XΩR

,
for small enough ε > 0.

Now, as dim(W ) = k + 1 > k, there exists a nontrivial element ϕ ∈W ⊂ C∞
c (Ω), such thatˆ

Ω
ϕφi dx = 0 for i = 1, . . . , k.

Nevertheless, Q(ϕ, ϕ; Ω) = Q(ϕ, ϕ; ΩR) < 0, which yields a contradiction.

(i) ⇒ (ii). Let ρ0 > 0 be sufficiently large such that

• ind(u,ΩR) = ind(u) =: k for all R ≥ ρ0, and
• u is stable in Rn \Bρ, according to Proposition.

Let R ≥ ρ0 and denote by {λi,R := λi(ΩR)}ki=1 the negative eigenvalues of () in Ω R in increasing

order, counted with multiplicity, and by {φi,R}ki=1 their corresponding L2(ΩR)-normalized eigen-

functions. By Theorem, we know that {φi,R}ki=1 ⊂ C∞(ΩR \∂BR) and form an orthonormal set
in L2(ΩR). We also have from Proposition( iii) that λk,R is a decreasing function of R, which
implies that

(3.7) λi,R ≤ λk,R ≤ λk,ρ0 =: −c0 < 0 for i = 1, . . . , k,

where c0 depends on u only.
Claim that for all ρ0 ≤ ρ < 2ρ ≤ R, we have

(3.8)

ˆ
ΩR\B2ρ

φ2
i,R dx ≤ Cρ−2,

for some constant C depending on u only.

Proof. Take a standard smooth cut-off function η̄ : Rn → [0, 1] such that η̄ = 0 in Bρ, η̄ = 1 in

Rn \B2ρ and ∥∇η̄∥L∞(Rn) ≤ 2/ρ. Since u is stable in Rn \Bρ, we have that for φ := φi,R,

0 ≤ Q(η̄φ, η̄φ; ΩR) =

ˆ
ΩR

|∇(η̄φ)|2 dx−
ˆ
∂ΩR

H(η̄φ)2 dHn−1

=

ˆ
ΩR

|∇η̄|2φ2 dx+

ˆ
ΩR

(∇φ · (φ∇η̄2) + |∇φ|2η̄2) dx−
ˆ
∂ΩR

H(η̄φ)2 dHn−1

=

ˆ
ΩR

|∇η̄|2φ2 dx+Q(φ, η̄2φ; ΩR).(3.9)

On the other hand, since the eigefunction φ satisfies Q(φ, ϕ) = λi,R⟨φ, ϕ⟩L2(ΩR) for any test function

ϕ ∈ H1
F (ΩR), we have Q(φ, η̄2φ) = λi,R∥η̄φ∥2L2(ΩR). Thus, () implies

−λi,R∥η̄φ∥2L2(ΩR) = −Q(φ,φη̄2; ΩR) ≤
ˆ
ΩR

|∇η̄|2φ2 dx ≤ 4ρ−2∥φ∥2L2(ΩR) = 4ρ−2,
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so that () yields

(3.10) ∥η̄φ∥2L2(ΩR) ≤ 4ρ−2/(−λi,R) ≤ (4/c0)ρ
−2 = Cρ−2.

Now, we can conclude the desired estimate ():

ˆ
ΩR\B2ρ

φ2 dx ≤
ˆ
ΩR

(η̄φ)2 dx ≤ Cρ−2.

□

Claim that for all ρ0 ≤ ρ < 2ρ ≤ R, we have

(3.11)

ˆ
Bρ∩ΩR

(φ2
i,R + |∇φi,R|2) dx ≤ c

for some constant c = c(ρ, u) depending on ρ and u only.

Proof. Again, denote φ := φi,R and let η̄ be the cut-off function from above. Define

η := 1− (1− η̄)2.

Then η is a smooth cut-off function such that 0 ≤ η ≤ 1, η = 0 in Bρ, η = 1 in Rn \B2ρ, and

(3.12) |∇η|2 = 4(1− η̄)2|∇η̄|2 ≤ 16ρ−2(1− η) ≤ 16ρ−2(1− η2).

In order to establish (), it suffices to show that

(3.13)

ˆ
Bρ∩ΩR

|∇φ|2 dx ≤ c̄(ρ, u),

as
´
Bρ∩ΩR

ϕ2 dx ≤ ∥ϕ∥2L2(ΩR) = 1. Since u is stable in Rn \Bρ, we have Q(ηφ, ηφ) ≥ 0, so that

(3.14) Q(φ,φ)−Q(ηφ, ηφ) ≤ Q(φ,φ) = λi,R < 0.

On the other hand, since 2ηφ∇η · ∇φ ≤ ϵρ2|∇η|2|∇φ|2 + 1
ϵρ2
η2φ2 for all ϵ > 0, we have

λi,R ≥ Q(φ,φ)−Q(ηφ, ηφ) =

=

ˆ
ΩR

(1− η2)|∇φ|2 dx−
ˆ
∂ΩR

(1− η2)Hφ2 dHn−1 −
ˆ
ΩR

(
|∇η|2φ2 + 2ηφ∇η · ∇φ

)
dx

≥
ˆ
ΩR

(1− η2 − ϵρ2|∇η|2)|∇φ|2 dx−
ˆ
ΩR

(
η2

ϵρ2
+ |∇η|2

)
φ2 dx(3.15)

−
ˆ
∂ΩR

(1− η2)Hφ2dHn−1.

Taking ϵ = 1/32 and using (), we can bound from below the right-hand side of () by

(3.16) λi,R ≥
ˆ
ΩR

1− η2

2
|∇φ|2 dx− C1ρ

−2∥φ∥2L2(ΩR) − max
F (u)∩B2ρ

|H|
ˆ
∂ΩR

(1− η2)φ2 dHn−1.
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for some numerical constant C1. Furthermore, applying the inequality () to ψ = (1 − η2)φ in
ΩR (and noting that the Lipschitz constant of u is L = 1), we getˆ

∂ΩR

(1− η2)φ2 dHn−1 ≤
ˆ
ΩR

|∇
(
(1− η2)φ2

)
| dx

≤
ˆ
ΩR

2η|∇η|φ2 dx+

ˆ
ΩR

(1− η2)2|φ||∇φ| dx

≤ C2ρ
−1∥φ∥2L2(ΩR) + ε−1∥(1− η2)1/2φ∥2L2(ΩR) + ε

ˆ
ΩR

(1− η2)|∇φ|2 dx

≤
(
C2

ρ
+

1

ε

)
∥φ∥2L2(ΩR) + ε

ˆ
ΩR

(1− η2)|∇φ|2 dx,(3.17)

for some numerical constant C2. Plugging () in (), and taking into consideration that
∥φ∥L2(ΩR) = 1, we get

λi,R ≥
ˆ
ΩR

(
1

2
− ε max

F (u)∩B2ρ

|H|
)
(1− η2)|∇φ|2 dx− C1

ρ2
−
(
C2

ρ
+

1

ε

)
max

F (u)∩B2ρ

|H|.(3.18)

Fixing ε > 0 small enough so that εmaxF (u)∩B2ρ
|H| ≤ 1/4, () yields

(3.19) λi,R ≥
ˆ
ΩR

1− η2

4
|∇φ|2 dx− c1,

for some constant c1 that depends only on u and ρ. In particular, if c2 := c1(u, ρ0), then

(3.20) −c2 ≤ λi,R ≤ −c0,

and the bounds c0 and c2 depend on u only. Furthermore, as λi,R < 0, () yields the desired
bound (): ˆ

ΩR∩Bρ

|∇φ|2 dx ≤
ˆ
ΩR

(1− η2)|∇φ|2 dx ≤ 4(c1 + λi,R) ≤ 4c1 =: c̄.

□

Because of (), () and the compactness of both the inclusion H1
F (ΩR) ⊂ L2(ΩR) and the

trace operator H1
F (ΩR) → L2(∂ΩR ∩ F (u)), we can find a sequence Rl ↑ ∞ and globally defined

limiting functions {φi}ki=1 ⊆ L2(Ω) ∩H1
F,loc(Ω) such that as l→∞,

φi,Rl
→ φi in L2(Ω),(3.21)

φi,Rl
→ φi in L2

loc(∂Ω) and ∇φi,Rl
⇀ ∇φi weakly in L2

loc(Ω).(3.22)

As a result of (), we see that {φi}ki=1 is an L2-orthonormal set, as well. Furthermore, as each
eigenvalue λi,R is a decreasing function of R that is also bounded (), we have the convergence
of the eigenvalues, as well:

(3.23) λi,Rl
↘ λi as l→∞, for some λi ∈ [−c2,−c0].

Therefore, by (), () and (), we see that for every ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Ω)

Q(φi, ϕ)− λi⟨φi, ϕ⟩L2(Ω) = lim
l→∞

(
Q(φi,R, ϕ; ΩRl

)− λi,Rl
⟨φi,Rl

, ϕ⟩L2(ΩRl
)

)
= 0.

It follows that {φi}ki=1 is an L2(Ω)-orthonormal set of eigenfunctions in Ω, with associated eigen-

values {λi}ki=1. Denote their linear span by V . Then dim V = ind(u) = k and take any ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Ω)



14 JOSÉ BASULTO AND NIKOLA KAMBUROV

such that ϕ ∈ V ⊥. For all R large enough such that BR ⊇ supp ϕ, define

ϕR := ϕ−
k∑
i=1

ai,Rφi,R in H1
F (ΩR), where ai,R := ⟨ϕ, φi,R⟩L2(ΩR).

Thus, ϕR is orthogonal to the span of {φi,R}ki=1, so that Q(ϕR, ϕR; ΩR) ≥ 0 and

Q(ϕR, φi,R; ΩR) = λi,R⟨ϕR, φi,R⟩L2(ΩR) = 0.

As a consequence,

Q(ϕ, ϕ) = Q(ϕRl
, ϕRl

; ΩRl
) +

∑
i,j

ai,Rl
aj,Rl

Q(φi,Rl
, φj,Rl

; ΩRl
) ≥

k∑
i=1

a2i,Rl
λi,Rl

.(3.24)

Now we just observe that

lim
l→∞

ai,Rl
= ⟨ϕ, φi⟩L2(Ω) = 0

on account of the L2-convergence (). Since by (), the eigenvalues λi,R, i = 1, . . . , k, are
uniformly bounded for large R, () implies that Q(ϕ, ϕ) ≥ 0 by letting l→∞. □

4. Finite index is finite topology in dimension two

In this section, we zero in on the global, finite-index solutions of the one-phase FBP in R2 and
prove that they have finite topology. We first show that such solutions satisfy a finite total mean
curvature bound.

Lemma 4.1. Let u : R2 → [0,∞) be a global solution of () with a connected positive phase
Ω = {u > 0} and a finite Morse index. Then there exists ρ > 0 such that

(4.1)

ˆ
F (u)\B2ρ

H dH1 ≤ 3π.

In particular,
´
F (u)H dH1 <∞ (note that by Proposition, we have H ≥ 0).

Proof. Since ind(u) < ∞, Proposition implies that u is stable in Rn \ Bρ/2 for some ρ > 0.

Define the following logarithmic cutoff test function ϕR ∈ C0,1
c (R2) whose supp(ϕR) ⋐ Rn \Bρ/2:

ϕR(x) =



0 for |x| ≤ ρ,
(|x| − ρ)/ρ for ρ < |x| ≤ 2ρ,

1 for 2ρ < |x| ≤ R,
2− (log |x|)/ logR for R < |x| ≤ R2,

0 when |x| > R2.

We deduce by the stability of u in Rn \Bρ/2 that for all R large enough,
ˆ
F (u)∩(BR\B2ρ)

H dH1 ≤
ˆ
F (u)

Hϕ2R dH1 ≤
ˆ
Ω
|∇ϕR|2 dx ≤

ˆ
R2

|∇ϕR|2 dx

≤
ˆ
B2ρ\Bρ

1

ρ2
dx+

ˆ
BR2\BR

1

(log2R)|x|2
dx = 3π +

2π

logR
.

Taking R→∞ above, we get precisely ().
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Now for every p ∈ F (u) ∩B2ρ, there exists a small enough disk Br(p) such that F (u) ∩Br(p) is
a graph of a smooth function. Thus, b(p) :=

´
F (u)∩Br(p)

H dH1 <∞. Since F (u)∩B2ρ is compact,

there are finitely many disks {Brk(pk)}Nk=1 with pk ∈ F (u) ∩B2ρ that cover it, implying

ˆ
F (u)∩B2ρ

H dH1 ≤
N∑
k=1

ˆ
F (u)∩Brk

(pk)
H dH1 =

N∑
k=1

b(pk) <∞.

Adding this estimate to (), we get that the total mean curvature
´
F (u)H dH1 <∞.

□

We are now in a position to demonstrate that a finite-index solution in the plane has a free
boundary, consisting of finitely many connected components.

Proposition 4.2. Suppose that u : R2 → [0,∞) is a global classical solution of () with a
connected positive phase Ω = {u > 0} and finite index. Then u has finite topology, that is, F (u)
consists of finitely many connected components.

Proof. First, we assert that there are only finitely many connected components α of F (u) such that
α∩BR ̸= ∅. Indeed, if there were infinitely many such {αk}∞k=1 then by compactness, after possibly

relabeling the subsequence, we could find points pk ∈ αk such that pk → p ∈ BR. But since F (u)
is closed, it must be that p∞ ∈ F (u). However, since u is a classical solution of (), there exists
a small enough r > 0 such that F (u) ∩ Br(p) is the graph of a smooth function over the tangent
line to F (u) at p. In particular, there is only one connected component of F (u) intersecting Br(p),
which contradicts the fact that the approaching sequence pk → p came from distinct connected
component of F (u).

Fix 0 < ε < π/2 small. By Lemma, there exists an R > 0 large enough such that

(4.2)

ˆ
F (u)\BR

HdH1 < ε.

We will show that there can be at most two connected components α of F (u) such that α ⊂ R2\BR,
which will complete the proof of the proposition. For the purpose, we point out that if α = α(s) is
parametrized by arclength, such that (α′, ν) is a positive basis of R2, then the mean curvature H
of α with respect to the outer unit normal ν to α ⊂ ∂Ω,

(4.3) 0 ≤ H(α(s)) = α′′(s) · ν = |α′′(s)| = κ(s)

coincides with the curvature κ(s) of α. Hence, its integral

(4.4)

ˆ
α([s1,s2])

HdH1 =

ˆ s2

s1

κ(s)ds

gives the angle of turning of the unit tanget α′(s) as we trace the curve from s1 to s2. In particular,
the smooth submanifold α cannot be diffeomorphic to a circle, since we would then have

´
αH dH1 =

2π > ε, contradicting (). Thus, each of these α is diffeomorphic to R.
Pick a connected component α of F (u) that is contained in R2 \ BR, and denote by Zα the

connected component of {u = 0} bordering α. Since H ≥ 0, Zα is a closed convex subset of R2.
Let p ∈ α. Claim there exists an open sector with a vertex at p,

Sα = {x ∈ R2 : x = p+ sv1 + tv2, s, t > 0} for some unit vectors v1, v2 ⊂ R2,

such that ∠(v1, v2) = π− 2ε and Sα ⊂ Zα. By applying a rigid motion, we may assume that p = 0,
the tangent line to F (u) at p is the x1-axis and that the convex Zα is contained in the half-plane
{x2 ≥ 0}. Take v1 and v2 to make angles ε and π − ε with the x1-axis, respectively, and denote
by R1,R2 the open rays generated by them. Parametrize α by arclength such that α(0) = 0 and
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α′(0) = e1. Note that because of the mean curvature bound (), the angle of turning of α′ as we
trace the curve from 0 = α(0) to q = α(s), s ≥ 0,

(4.5) θ(q) :=

ˆ
α([0,s])

H dH1 < ε < π/2,

so that α′(s) · e1 = cos θ(q) ≥ 0 whenever s ≥ 0. In particular, α(s) is inside the closed first
quadrant of the plane for all s ≥ 0. Similarly, α(s) belongs to the closed second quadrant for all
s ≤ 0.

Assume that the sector Sα ̸⊂ Zα. Then either R1 or R2 intersects α: without loss of generality,
we may assume that it is R1. Since α(s) belongs to the closed second quadrant for s ≤ 0, whereas
the ray R1 is contained in the open first quadrant, there exists a smallest positive value s∗ such
that α(s∗) ∈ R1 ∩ α. However, in order to intersect R1 at q = α(s∗), the curve α needs to have a
tangent vector α′(s∗) at q that makes an angle ≥ ε with the x1-axis. This contradicts ().

Now we can complete the proof after observing that for ε > 0 small enough, there cannot be
more than two disjoint sectors Sαi ⊆ Zαi , i = 1, 2, of opening (π − 2ε).

□

Proof of main classification Theorem. According to Proposition, F (u) has finitely many
connected components. By Traizet’s Theorem [, Theorem 12], u is either the one-plane
solution, or the disk-complement solution, or the double hairpin solution, up to a similarity trans-
formation. In the first case, H ≡ 0 and u is obviously stable. The computation that the Morse
index is 1 in the remaining two cases is carried out in the next section: in Proposition and
Lemma. □

5. Computations of the Morse index

Let u : R2 → [0,∞) denote either the disk-complement solution L(x) := (log |x|)+ or the double
hairpin solution H(x) of [], and Ω := {u > 0} be the positive phase of u. We will identify
R2 ≃ C, where the standard complex variable z := x1 + ix2. Since u is harmonic and smooth up
to the free boundary F (u) = ∂Ω,

(5.1) G(z) := 2∂zu = ux1 − iux2 , z ∈ Ω,

is a holomorphic function in Ω that extends smoothly to ∂Ω, and satisfies

(5.2) |G(z)| = 1 whenever z ∈ ∂Ω.

In both cases G : Ω→ D maps Ω biholomorphically onto its image Σ := G(Ω):

• when u = L, Σ = D\{0} and G(z) = 1/z extends to a smooth bijection from Ω = {|z| ≤ 1}
to Σ̃ := D \ {0}, mapping F (u) bijectively onto ∂D;

• when u = H, Σ = D and G extends to a smooth bijection from Ω to Σ̃ := D\{±1}, mapping
F (u) bijectively onto ∂D \ {±1} (see [, Section 4]).

Let (ξ1, ξ2) denote the standard Euclidean coordinates on D and ζ := ξ1+iξ2 – the corresponding
complex coordinate. We will use the coordinates ζ ∈ Σ to parametrize Ω via ζ → z := G−1(ζ).

Lemma 5.1. Let u = L or u = H, and Ω = {(x1, x2) ∈ R2 : u(x1, x2) > 0}. Then

Q(ϕ, ϕ) =

ˆ
Ω
|∇ϕ|2 dx−

ˆ
∂Ω
Hϕ2 dH1

=

ˆ
D
|∇ψ|2 dξ −

ˆ
∂D
ψ2 dH1, for all ϕ ∈ C∞

c (Ω) and ψ = ϕ ◦G−1 ∈ C∞
c (Σ̃).

(5.3)
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Proof. By the conformal invariance of the Dirichlet energy, we have

(5.4)

ˆ
Ω
|∇ϕ|2 dx =

ˆ
D
|∇ψ|2 dξ, for ϕ ∈ C∞

c (Ω) and ψ = ϕ ◦G−1.

To get the equality of the boundary integral terms in (), we first note that for any z ∈ ∂Ω,

(5.5) H(z) = div

(
∇u
|∇u|

)
= −∇u · ∇|∇u|

2

2|∇u|3
= −Re(G(z)∂z|G(z)|2) = Re(−G(z)2G′(z)),

as |∇u|2 = 1 on ∂Ω and G(z) = ux1 − iux2 . Furthermore, since G : Ω→ Σ̃ is a conformal map, its
(real-valued) Jacobian G∗ maps the outer unit normal vector ν ∈ TzΩ, z ∈ ∂Ω, to the the exterior
unit vector v to ∂D at ζ = G(z), multiplied by the conformal factor |G′(z)|:

(5.6) G∗(ν) = |G′(z)|v,

Using the standard identification of real 2-vectors with complex numbers, we have

ν = −∇u←→ −ux1 − iux2 = −G(z)
v ←→ ζ = G(z),

so that we can rewrite () as

(5.7) G′(z)(−G(z)) = G∗(ν) = |G′(z)|v = |G′(z)|G(z) for all z ∈ ∂Ω.

Using (), () and the transformation of length under a conformal map

|dζ| = |G′(z)||dz|,

we obtain that

H(z)|dz| = Re(−G(z)2G′(z))

|G′(z)|
|dζ| = Re(G(z)G(z))|dζ| = |dζ| on ∂Ω,

since |G(z)| = 1 on ∂Ω. Hence, after changing variables (x1, x2) → (ξ1, ξ2) in the integration, we
get the desired equality: ˆ

∂Ω
Hϕ2 dH1 =

ˆ
∂D
ψ2 dH1.

□

In view of Lemma, define the quadratic form

(5.8) Q0(ψ,ψ) :=

ˆ
D
|∇ψ|2 dξ −

ˆ
∂D

(Tψ)2dH1 for ψ ∈ H1(D),

where T : H1(D)→ L2(∂D) denotes the trace operator, and denote by ind(Q0) the index of Q0 in
H1(D). The associated eigenvalue problem to () reads:

(5.9)

{−∆ψ = λψ in D,
ψν − ψ = 0 on ∂D.

Arguing as in Theorem, we see that the Robin problem () possesses a discrete set of real
eigenvalues λk →∞ and a set of corresponding eigenfunctions {ψk}k∈N ⊂ H1(D) ∩ C∞(D), which
form an orthonormal basis for L2(D). Furthermore, ind(Q0) is precisely the number of negative
eigenvalues of (). The next proposition relates the index of the disk-complement solution and
the double hairpin solution to ind(Q0).

Proposition 5.2. Let u = L or u = H. Then ind(u) equals the index of Q0(·, ·) in H1(D).
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Proof. Let R > 0 and consider the bounded domain ΩR := Ω∩BR. Let V ⊂ XΩR
be a subspace of

dimension ind(u,ΩR), on which Q(·, ·; ΩR) is negative definite. Extending each ϕ ∈ V trivially to a

function defined on all Ω, we clearly have ψ := ϕ ◦G−1 ∈ C∞
c (Σ̃) ⊂ H1(D) since suppϕ is compact

and G is smooth on Ω. Lemma then tells us that

0 > Q(ϕ, ϕ; ΩR) = Q0(ψ,ψ) for all ϕ ∈ V.

Hence ind(Q0) ≥ dimV = ind(u,ΩR), and taking R→∞, we obtain ind(u) ≤ ind(Q0).
To get the opposite inequality, let k = ind(Q0) and let {ψi}ki=1 ⊂ C∞(D) be an [−Q0(·, ·)]-

orthonormal set of eigenfunctions for (), associated to the negative eigenvalues. Denote by P
the singular point set of G−1 in D, i.e. P = {0} in the case of u = L, and P = {±1} in the case of
u = H. Using the logarithmic cut-off function

ηε(ξ) =


0 |ξ| < ε2,
log(|ξ|/ε2)
log(1/ε) ε2 ≤ |ξ| < ε,

1 |ξ| ≥ ε,

we can construct approximations ψεi (ξ) := ψi(ξ)
∏
p∈P ηε(ξ − p) of the eigenfunctions ψi(ξ), i =

1, . . . , k, that satisfy:

(1) ψεi ∈ H1(D) with support in D \
⋃
p∈P Bε2(p);

(2) limε→0 ∥ψi − ψεi ∥H1(D) = 0.

Define W ε := Span({ψεi }ki=1). Because of (2) and the L2-trace inequality, we have

(5.10) lim
ε→0

Q0(ψ
ε
i , ψ

ε
j ) = Q0(ψi, ψj) = −δij , i, j = 1, . . . , k,

so that for all small ε > 0, Q0 is negative definite on W ε, whose dimW ε = k. Furthermore, (1)
implies that for every ε > 0 there exists R = R(ε), such that ϕε := ψε ◦ G has compact support
in Ω ∩ BR for every ψε ∈ W ε. Hence, V ε := {ψε ◦ G⌊ΩR

: ψε ∈ W ε} ⊂ H1
F (ΩR(ε)) and Lemma

entails that Q(·, ·,ΩR(ε)) is negative definite on V ε. We conclude that for all small ε > 0,

ind(Q0) = k = dimV ε ≤ ind(u,ΩR(ε)) ≤ ind(u).

□

In the last lemma below, we compute the index of Q0 and complete the proof of Theorem.

Lemma 5.3. The index of Q0 in H1(D) is 1.

Proof. First, note that if aψ := 1
2π

´
∂D ψ denotes the average value of the trace of ψ ∈ H1(D) on

∂D, then

(5.11) Q0(ψ,ψ) =

ˆ
D
|∇(ψ − aψ)|2 dx−

ˆ
∂D

(ψ − aψ + aψ)
2 dH1 = Q0(ψ − aψ, ψ − aψ)− 2πa2ψ.

In particular, we see that when ψ ≡ 1, the form Q0(ψ,ψ) < 0, so that ind(Q0) ≥ 1. On the other
hand, since ψ → aψ is a bounded linear functional on H1(D), its nullspace

W := {ψ ∈ H1(D) : aψ = 0},

is codimension 1 in H1(D). Therefore, () will imply that ind( Q0) = 1 once we show that

Q0(ψ,ψ) ≥ 0 for all ψ ∈W.

By the Dirichlet principle, it suffices to prove that

(5.12) Q0(h, h) =

ˆ
D
|∇h|2 dx−

ˆ
∂D
h2 dH1 ≥ 0 for all harmonic functions h ∈W.
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Since h ∈ W ⊂ H1(D), its zero-mean trace on ∂D is in H1/2(D), meaning that the latter has a
Fourier series expansion in θ ∈ ∂D:

(5.13) h(θ) =
∞∑
k=1

(ckek(θ) + dkfk(θ)) , with
∞∑
k=1

k(c2k + d2k) <∞,

where ek := (cosκθ)/
√
π and fk(θ) := (sinκθ)/

√
π, k ∈ N, satisfy:

⟨ek, el⟩L2(∂D) = δkl = ⟨fk, fl⟩L2(∂D), and ⟨ek, fl⟩L2(∂D) = 0.

Now, the harmonic h inside the disk can be written as the series

h(r, θ) =

∞∑
k=1

rk (ckek(θ) + dkfk(θ)) ,

which is convergent in H1(D) on account of () and the fact that for all k, l ∈ N,

⟨rkek, rlel⟩L2(D) = δkl/(2k + 1) = ⟨rkfk, rlfl⟩L2(D) and ⟨rkek, rlfl⟩L2(D) = 0,

⟨∇(rkek),∇(rlel)⟩L2(D) = kδkl = ⟨∇(rkfk),∇(rlfl)⟩L2(D) and ⟨∇(rkek),∇(rlfl)⟩L2(D) = 0.

Therefore, we get

Q0(h, h) =

∞∑
k=1

k(c2k + d2k)−
∞∑
k=1

(c2k + d2k) =
∞∑
k=1

(k − 1)(c2k + d2k) ≥ 0,

which is the desired ().
□

Appendix A. Sobolev trace inequalities

Proposition A.1. Let u be a classical solution of the one-phase FBP in a bounded domain D ⊂ Rn
and let Ω be a connected component of the positive phase D+(u). Assume that

(A.1) |∇u| ≤ L in Ω.

Then

(A.2)

ˆ
F (u)∩∂Ω

ψ dx ≤ L∥∇ψ∥L1(Ω) for all ψ ∈ C1
c (Ω ∪ (F (u) ∩ ∂Ω)).

As a result, the following Sobolev L2-trace inequality holds:

(A.3) ∥Tψ∥2L2(F (u)∩∂Ω) ≤ 2L∥ψ∥L2(Ω)∥∇ψ∥L2(Ω) for all ψ ∈ H1
F (Ω).

In particular, we have for any ϵ > 0:

(A.4) ∥Tψ∥2L2(F (u)∩∂Ω) ≤ ϵ∥∇ψ∥
2
L2(Ω) + (L2/ϵ)∥ψ∥2L2(Ω) for all ψ ∈ H1

F (Ω).

Proof. Once we establish (), the trace inequality () follows by approximating ψ ∈ H1
F (Ω)

with functions in C1
c (Ω ∪ (F (u) ∩ ∂Ω), plugging in ψ2 in () and using the Cauchy-Schwarz

inequality. In turn, () results from applying to () the inequality 2 ab ≤ ϵa2 + ϵ−1b2, with
a = ∥∇ψ∥L2(Ω) and b = L∥ψ∥L2(Ω).
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In order to prove (), we use the fact that u ∈ C∞(Ω) is harmonic in Ω with uν = −1 on F (u),
and apply the Divergence theorem to the vector field ψ∇u, where ψ ∈ C1

c (Ω ∪ (F (u) ∩ ∂Ω)):ˆ
∂Ω∩F (u)

ψ dHn−1 =

ˆ
∂Ω
ψ(−uν) dHn−1 = −

ˆ
Ω
div(ψ∇u) dx

= −
ˆ
Ω
∇ψ · ∇u dx−

ˆ
Ω
ψ∆u dx

≤
ˆ
Ω
|∇ψ||∇u| dx ≤ L∥∇ψ∥L1(Ω).

where the last inequality follows from the Lipschitz bound (). □
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