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Abstract. In this paper, we show that for given Bernoulli function and entropy

function at the upstream, if the incoming mass flux is within a suitable range, then

there exists a unique outer pressure such that smooth subsonic three-dimensional

axially symmetric jet flows for steady full Euler system with nonzero vorticity exist

and have certain far fields behavior. A key observation is that we can transform

the jet problem for three-dimensional axially symmetric steady full Euler system

with nonzero vorticity into a variational problem in terms of the stream function.

Moreover, using uniform estimates of the stream function and the iteration method,

we exclude the singularity of the jet flows near the symmetry axis.

1. Introduction and main results

1.1. Background and motivation. The free boundary problems, such as jets and

cavities, are important topics in mathematics and hydrodynamics due to their theo-

retical and practical significance. The earlier mathematical theory of free boundary

problems relied on complex analysis and hodograph transformations, which were appli-

cable to two-dimensional flows but had no effective analogues in three-dimensional case

([9, 28]). A significant contribution to three-dimensional flows with free boundary was

the existence of axially symmetric incompressible cavity flows given by Garabedian,

Lewy and Schiffer ([27]), where the idea was based on the principle of minimum virtual

mass. Later, Alt, Caffarelli and Friedman used a variational method to deal with the

Bernoulli type free boundary problems ([1, 4]), and developed a general framework

to investigate jets and cavities in both two-dimensional and three-dimensional cases

([2, 3, 7]). In particular, the existence and uniqueness of three-dimensional axially

symmetric irrotational subsonic jet flows were established in [7]. In addition, some in-

teresting three-dimensional axially symmetric jet problems were studied in [14, 16, 21].

More relevant results about free boundary problems see [26, 5, 6, 35, 36, 15] and refer-

ences therein.
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A recent advance of the free boundary problems is the well-posedness of two-

dimensional compressible subsonic jet flows with general vorticity ([33]). This result is

based on an observation that the stream function formulation for two-dimensional com-

pressible steady Euler system enjoys a variational structure, even when the flows have

nontrivial vorticity. Then the jet problem can be reformulated as a domain variation

problem, which fits to the framework developed in the irrotational case (cf. [7]). An im-

portant question is whether one can establish the well-posedness of three-dimensional

compressible jet flows with general vorticity. As a first step, we study three-dimensional

axially symmetric compressible subsonic jet flows with nonzero vorticity.

Before stating the main results of the paper, we briefly introduce some researches on

the compressible flows in fixed infinitely long nozzles, which are closely related to the jet

problem. The existence and uniqueness of irrotational subsonic flows in infinitely long

nozzles were established in [37, 39, 23], which give a positive answer to the problem

posed by Bers in [8]. By using the stream function formulation, the well-posedness

of two-dimensional subsonic flows with nonzero vorticity in infinitely long nozzles was

obtained in [38]. This result was extended to three-dimensional axially symmetric cases

([18, 24, 17]). More generalizations about rotational subsonic flows in infinitely long

nozzles cf. [10, 11, 12, 13, 20, 25, 22].

1.2. The problem and main results. Three-dimensional steady ideal flows are gov-

erned by the following full Euler system

(1.1)


∇ · (ρu) = 0,

∇ · (ρu⊗ u) +∇p = 0,

∇ · (ρuE + pu) = 0,

where u = (u1, u2, u3) denotes the flow velocity, ρ is the density, p is the pressure, and

E is the total energy of the flow. For the polytropic gas, one has

E =
|u|2
2

+
p

(γ − 1)ρ
,

where the constant γ > 1 is called the adiabatic exponent. The local sound speed and

the Mach number of the flow are defined as

(1.2) c =

√
γp

ρ
and M =

|u|
c
,

respectively. The flow is called subsonic if M < 1, sonic if M = 1, and supersonic if

M > 1, respectively.

We specialize to axially symmetric compressible flows and take the symmetry axis

to be the x1-axis. Denote x = x1 and y =
√
x22 + x23. For simplicity we assume the



THREE-DIMENSIONAL AXIALLY SYMMETRIC JET FLOWS WITH NONZERO VORTICITY 3

swirl velocity of the flow is zero. Let u and v be the axial velocity and the radial

velocity of the flow, respectively. Then
u1(x1, x2, x3) = u(x, y),

u2(x1, x2, x3) = v(x, y)
x2
y
,

u3(x1, x2, x3) = v(x, y)
x3
y
.

Hence in cylindrical coordinates, the full Euler system (1.1) can be rewritten as

(1.3)


∇ · (yρu) = 0,

∇ · (yρu⊗ u) + y∇p = 0,

∇ · (y(ρE + p)u) = 0,

where u = (u, v) and ∇ = (∂x, ∂y). If the flow is away from vacuum, it follows from

(1.3) that

(1.4) u · ∇B = 0 and u · ∇S = 0,

where B is the Bernoulli function defined by

(1.5) B =
|u|2
2

+
γp

(γ − 1)ρ
,

and S is the entropy function defined by

(1.6) S =
γp

(γ − 1)ργ
.

Now given an axially symmetric nozzle in R3 with the symmetry axis and the upper

solid boundary of the nozzle expressed as

(1.7) N0 := {(x, 0) : x ∈ R} and N := {(x, y) : x = N(y), y ∈ [1, H̄)},

respectively, where H̄ > 1, N ∈ C1,ᾱ([1, H̄]) for some ᾱ ∈ (0, 1) and it satisfies

(1.8) N(1) = 0 and lim
y→H̄−

N(y) = −∞.

The main goal of this paper is to study the following jet problem.

Problem 1. Given the mass flux Q, the Bernoulli function B̄(y), and the entropy

function S̄(y) of the flow at the upstream, find (ρ,u, p), the free boundary Γ, and the

outer pressure
¯
p which we assume to be constant, such that the following statements

hold.

(1) The free boundary Γ joins the nozzle boundary N as a continuous surface and

tends asymptotically horizontal at downstream as x→ +∞.
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(2) The solution (ρ,u, p) solves the Euler system (1.3) in the flow region O bounded

by N0, N , and Γ. It takes the incoming data at the upstream, i.e.,

(1.9)
|u|2
2

+
γp

(γ − 1)ρ
→ B̄(y) and

γp

(γ − 1)ργ
→ S̄(y), as x→ −∞,

and

(1.10)

ˆ 1

0

y(ρu)(0, y)dy = Q.

Furthermore, it satisfies the boundary conditions

p =
¯
p on Γ, and u · n = 0 on N ∪ Γ,

where n is the unit normal along N ∪ Γ.

The main results in this paper can be stated as follows.

Theorem 1. Let the nozzle boundary N defined in (1.7) satisfy (1.8). Given the

Bernoulli function and the entropy function (B̄, S̄) ∈ (C1,1([0, H̄]))2 and mass flux

Q > 0 at the upstream. Suppose that

(1.11) B∗ := inf
y∈[0,H̄]

B̄(y) > 0, S∗ := inf
y∈[0,H̄]

S̄(y) > 0,

and

(1.12) B̄′(0) = 0, B̄′(H̄) ≥ 0, S̄ ′(0) = S̄ ′(H̄) = 0.

There exists a constant κ = κ(B∗, S∗, γ,N ) ∈ (0, 1), such that if

(1.13) ∥y−2B̄′′(y)∥L∞((0,H̄]) + ∥y−2S̄ ′′(y)∥L∞((0,H̄]) ≤ κ,

then there exist Q∗ = κ
1
4γ and Qm = Qm(B∗, S∗, γ,N ) > Q∗, such that for any Q ∈

(Q∗, Qm), there are functions ρ,u, p ∈ C1,α(O) ∩ C0(O) (for any α ∈ (0, 1)) where O
is the flow region, the free boundary Γ, and the outer pressure

¯
p, such that (ρ,u, p,Γ,

¯
p)

solves Problem 1. Furthermore, the following properties hold.

(i) (Smooth fit) The free boundary Γ joins the nozzle boundary N as a C1 surface.

(ii) The free boundary Γ is given by a graph x = Υ(y), y ∈ (
¯
H, 1], where Υ is a

C2,α function,
¯
H ∈ (0, 1), and limy→

¯
H+ Υ(y) = ∞. For x sufficiently large, the

free boundary can also be written as y = f(x) for some C2,α function f which

satisfies

lim
x→∞

f(x) =
¯
H and lim

x→∞
f ′(x) = 0.

(iii) The flow is globally uniformly subsonic and has negative radial velocity in the

flow region O, i.e.,

sup
O

(|u|2 − c2) < 0 and v < 0 in O.
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(iv) (Upstream and downstream asymptotics) The flow satisfies the asymptotic be-

havior

(1.14) ∥(ρ,u, p)(x, ·)− (ρ̄(·), ū(·), 0, p̄)∥C1,α((0,H̄)) → 0, as x→ −∞
and

(1.15) ∥(ρ,u, p)(x, ·)− (
¯
ρ(·),

¯
u(·), 0,

¯
p)∥C1,α((0,

¯
H)) → 0, as x→ +∞,

where p̄ is a positive constant, (ρ̄, ū) ∈ (C1,1([0, H̄]))2 and (
¯
ρ,
¯
u) ∈ (C1,α((0,

¯
H]))2

are positive functions. Moreover, the upstream asymptotics ρ̄, ū, p̄, and the

downstream asymptotics
¯
ρ,

¯
u,

¯
H are uniquely determined by B̄, S̄, Q, γ, H̄,

and
¯
p.

(v) (Uniqueness of the outer pressure) The outer pressure
¯
p such that the solution

(ρ,u, p,Γ) satisfies the properties (i)-(iv) is uniquely determined by B̄, S̄, Q,

γ, and H̄.

Remark 1.1. Suppose the flow satisfies the far field conditions with high order com-

patibility at the upstream, i.e.,

(ρ(x, y), u(x, y), v(x, y), p(x, y)) → (ρ̄(y), ū(y), v̄(y), p̄(y))

and

∇(ρ(x, y), u(x, y), v(x, y), p(x, y)) → ∇(ρ̄(y), ū(y), v̄(y), p̄(y))

for some smooth functions (ρ̄, ū, v̄, p̄) as x → −∞. It follows from the Euler system

(1.3) that

(1.16) (yρ̄v̄)′ = 0, (yρ̄ūv̄)′ = 0, (yρ̄v̄2)′ + yp̄′ = 0, (yρ̄v̄B̄)′ = 0.

The first equation in (1.16) shows that yρ̄v̄ ≡ C for some constant C. Since yρ̄v̄ = 0

on the x-axis implies C = 0 and since the solution is supposed to satisfy ρ̄ > 0, one

has v̄ = 0. Then it follows from the third equation in (1.16) that yp̄′ = 0. Hence the

pressure p̄ is a constant. Thus in view of (1.6), for non-isentropic Euler flows the

density ρ̄ is a function. Same arguments hold for the downstream flow states.

Remark 1.2. For the convenience of stating the main results, we give the Bernoulli

function, the entropy function, and the mass flux of the flow at the upstream. If we

give suitable density, axial velocity, and pressure of the flow at the upstream, we can

also prove the existence of the subsonic jet flows.

Remark 1.3. In this paper, we study jet flows without swirl to avoid the technicality.

It makes sense since the swirl velocity of the flow will be always zero throughout the

flow region if we assume the swirl is zero at the upstream and the streamlines have a

simple topological structure (which can be guaranteed by v < 0 in the flow region), cf.
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[19]. Three-dimensional axially symmetric jet flows with swirl will be discussed in our

future work.

In order to prove Theorem 1, we follow the procedure in [33], where two-dimensional

subsonic jet flows for steady Euler system with general vorticity were investigated. We

first reformulate three-dimensional axially symmetric full Euler system in terms of the

Bernoulli function, the entropy function and the vorticity (cf. Proposition 2.3). Then

further reduce the full Euler system into a second order quasilinear equation of the

stream function, which is elliptic if and only if the flow is subsonic (cf. Lemma 2.5). A

key observation is that as in the two-dimensional isentropic case, this quasilinear elliptic

equation of the stream function enjoys a variational structure in the subsonic state (cf.

Lemma 3.1). Thus Problem 1 can be translated into a variational problem, and we can

apply the techniques developed in [7, 33] to study the existence and regularity of the

solution.

The main difficulties of three-dimensional axially symmetric jet problem with nonzero

vorticity come from the appearance of 1/y in the stream function formulation, for which

we introduce the condition (1.13). One of the difficulties is that the solution may be

singular near the symmetry axis. As we study the variational problems in a series of

truncated domains at first, we give appropriate conditions on the boundaries of the

truncated domains, so that we can obtain a uniform decay estimate of the solutions

to the domain truncated problems near the symmetry axis (cf. Lemma 5.2). This is

sufficient to exclude the singularity of the solution near the symmetry axis (cf. Propo-

sition 7.3). Actually we show that the stream function is C2,α up to the symmetry

axis by iteration(cf. Appendix A). Besides, the specific boundary conditions of the

domain truncated problems are also used to show the positive lower bound of the free

boundary (cf. Proposition 5.7). Another difficulty is that the presence of 1/y in the

equation makes the shifting argument in y-direction not applicable, which is crucial for

the proof of the asymptotic behavior of the jet flow in two-dimensional case, cf. [33,

Proposition 7.4]. Here we use the energy estimates as in [18] to obtain the asymptotic

behavior of the solution.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we reformulate the Euler

system and the jet problem in terms of the stream function. In Section 3, we give the

variational formulation for the jet problem after the subsonic and domain truncations.

The existence and regularity of solutions for the truncated free boundary problems are

established in Section 4. Fine properties of solutions for the truncated problems such

as the monotonicity property and some uniform estimates are obtained in Section 5.

The continuous fit and smooth fit of the free boundary are established in Section 6.

In Section 7, we remove the domain and subsonic truncations, and then get the far
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fields behavior of solutions. This completes the proof for the existence of solutions to

the jet problem. In Section 8, we show the uniqueness of the outer pressure for the

subsonic jet problem. The regularity of the stream function up to the symmetry axis

is discussed in the appendix.

In the rest of the paper, (∂1, ∂2) represents (∂x, ∂y), and for convention the repeated

indices mean the summation.

2. Stream function formulation and subsonic truncation

In this section, we use the stream function to reduce the full Euler system (1.3)

into a second order quasilinear equation, which is elliptic in the subsonic region and

becomes singular at the sonic state. To deal with the possible degeneracy near the

sonic state, we introduce a subsonic truncation so that the modified equation is always

uniformly elliptic.

2.1. The equation for the stream function. We start by determining the incoming

flow density, axial velocity and pressure (ρ̄, ū, p̄) with the given Bernoulli function B̄,

entropy function S̄, and mass flux Q at the upstream. Suppose the flow satisfies the

upstream asymptotic behavior (1.14) with some functions (ρ̄, ū) ∈ (C1,1([0, H̄]))2 and

a constant p̄ > 0. In view of (1.5) and (1.6) one has

(2.1) B =
|u|2
2

+

(
γp

γ − 1

) γ−1
γ

S
1
γ ,

so that

(2.2) B̄(y) =
ū2(y)

2
+

(
γp̄

γ − 1

) γ−1
γ

S̄
1
γ (y).

Denote D̄ := (B̄S̄− 1
γ ). Then the upstream speed ū satisfies

(2.3) ū(y) =

√
2S̄

1
γ (y)

(
D̄(y)−

( γp̄

γ − 1

) γ−1
γ
)
.

For any positive constant d, let

(2.4) pc(d) :=
γ − 1

γ

(
2d

γ + 1

) γ
γ−1

and p∗(d) :=
γ − 1

γ
d

γ
γ−1 .

By straightforward calculations, the flow is subsonic at the upstream if and only if

p̄ ∈ (pc(D
∗), p∗(D∗)), where

(2.5) D∗ := inf
y∈[0,H̄]

D̄(y) and D∗ := sup
y∈[0,H̄]

D̄(y).
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Note that

(2.6) 0 < B∗(S
∗)−

1
γ ≤ D∗ ≤ B∗S

− 1
γ

∗ ≤ D∗ ≤ B∗S
− 1
γ

∗ ,

where B∗ and S∗ are defined in (1.11), and

B∗ := sup
y∈[0,H̄]

B̄(y) and S∗ := sup
y∈[0,H̄]

S̄(y).(2.7)

Moreover, the conditions (1.12) and (1.13) imply

(2.8) B∗ ≤ B∗ + κH̄4 and S∗ ≤ S∗ + κH̄4.

Thus if κ is sufficiently small depending on B∗, S∗, H̄, and γ, then D∗ ≤ (γ + 1)D∗/2,

consequently pc(D
∗) ≤ p∗(D∗).

The incoming data (ρ̄, ū, p̄) can be determined as follows.

Proposition 2.1. Let (B̄, S̄) ∈ (C1,1([0, H̄]))2 be the Bernoulli function and the en-

tropy function at the upstream which satisfy (1.11)-(1.13). Let Q > 0 be the mass

flux. Suppose that the flow satisfies the upstream asymptotic behavior (1.14) for some

positive functions (ρ̄, ū) ∈ (C1,1([0, H̄]))2 and some constant p̄ > 0. There exists a

constant κ̄ = κ̄(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ) > 0 sufficiently small, such that if κ defined in (1.13)

satisfies κ ∈ (0, κ̄) and Q ∈ (Q∗, Q∗) where Q∗ = κ
1
4γ and Q∗ = Q∗(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ) > Q∗,

then the upstream state (ρ̄, ū, p̄) in (1.14) is uniquely determined by B̄, S̄, Q, and γ,

and p̄→ pc(D
∗) as Q→ Q∗, where D∗ is defined in (2.5). Furthermore,

(2.9) C−1 ≤ ρ̄ ≤ C, ρ̄′(0) = ρ̄′(H̄) = 0, and ∥ρ̄′∥L∞([0,H̄]) ≤ Cκ,

and

(2.10) C−1κ
1
4γ ≤ ū ≤ C, ū′(0) = 0, ū′(H̄) ≥ 0, and ∥ū′∥L∞([0,H̄]) ≤ Cκ1−

1
4γ ,

for some C = C(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ) > 0.

Proof. Since the flow satisfies the asymptotic behavior (1.14), it follows from (2.3) that

(2.11) Q(p̄) =

ˆ H̄

0

yρ̄(y; p̄)

√
2S̄

1
γ (y)

(
D̄(y)−

( γp̄

γ − 1

) γ−1
γ
)
dy,

where

(2.12) ρ̄(y; p̄) =

(
γp̄

(γ − 1)S̄(y)

) 1
γ

.

Since
d

dp̄
Q(p̄) < 0 for p̄ ∈ (pc(D

∗), p∗(D∗))

with D∗ and D∗ as in (2.5), the mapping p̄ 7→ Q(p̄) is strictly monotone decreasing

in (pc(D
∗), p∗(D∗)). This means that as long as Q ∈ (Q(p∗(D∗)), Q(pc(D∗))), there
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exists a unique p̄ ∈ (pc(D
∗), p∗(D∗)) satisfying (2.11); accordingly, (ρ̄, ū) is uniquely

determined by (2.12) and (2.3). Furthermore, let Q∗ := Q(pc(D
∗)), then p̄ → pc(D

∗)

if Q→ Q∗.

It follows from the expression for ρ̄ in (2.12) and (2.8) that(
γp̄

(γ − 1)(S∗ + κH̄4)

) 1
γ

≤ ρ̄ ≤
(

γp̄

(γ − 1)S∗

) 1
γ

and ρ̄′(y) = − ρ̄(y)

γS̄(y)
S̄ ′(y).

Since p̄ ∈ (pc(D
∗), p∗(D∗)) where D∗ ≤ B∗S

− 1
γ

∗ ≤ D∗ (cf. (2.6)), using (1.11)-(1.13)

one gets (2.9), provided 0 < κ ≤ 1.

To derive the lower bound for ū in (2.10), we find a suitable Q∗ ∈ (Q(p∗(D∗)), Q∗)

firstly. In view of (2.11) and (2.4), one has

Q(p∗(D∗)) =

ˆ H̄

0

y

(
γp∗(D∗)

(γ − 1)S̄(y)

) 1
γ

√
2S̄

1
γ (y)

(
D̄(y)−

(γp∗(D∗)

γ − 1

) γ−1
γ
)
dy

=

ˆ H̄

0

yD
1

γ−1
∗ S̄− 1

γ (y)

√
2S̄

1
γ (y)(D̄(y)−D∗)dy.

Using (2.6) and (2.8) gives

(2.13) 0 ≤ (S∗)
1
γ (D∗ −D∗) ≤ (S∗ + κH̄4)

1
γ (B∗ + κH̄4)S

− 1
γ

∗ −B∗ ≤ C0κ
1
γ

for some C0 = C0(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ) > 0, provided 0 < κ ≤ 1. Thus

Q(p∗(D∗)) ≤ H̄2B
1

γ−1
∗ S

− 1
γ−1

∗

√
2C0κ

1
γ ≤ κ

1
4γ ,

provided 0 < κ ≤ min
{
1,
(
2H̄4(B∗/S∗)

2
γ−1C0

)−2γ
}
. Similarly, one also deduces that

Q∗ =

ˆ H̄

0

y

(
γpc(D

∗)

(γ − 1)S̄(y)

) 1
γ

√
2S̄

1
γ (y)

(
D̄(y)−

(γpc(D∗)

γ − 1

) γ−1
γ
)
dy

≥
ˆ H̄

H̄
2

y

(
2D∗

γ + 1

) 1
γ−1

S̄− 1
γ (y)

√
2S̄

1
γ (y)

(γ − 1

γ + 1
D̄(y) +

2

γ + 1

(
D̄(y)−D∗

) )
dy

≥ H̄2

4

(
2

γ + 1

) 1
γ−1

B
1

γ−1
∗ (S∗)−

1
γ−1

√
2(γ − 1)

γ + 1
B∗ −

4

γ + 1
(S∗)

1
γ (D∗ −D∗)

≥ H̄2

4

(
2

γ + 1

) 1
γ−1

B
1

γ−1
∗ (S∗ + H̄)−

1
γ−1

√
γ − 1

γ + 1
B∗,

provided 0 < κ ≤ min {1, ((γ − 1)B∗/(4C0))
γ}. Hence there exists a constant κ̃ =

κ̃(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ) > 0 such that Q∗ > κ
1
4γ for any κ ∈ [0, κ̃). Let Q∗ := κ

1
4γ .
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Now we prove the estimate (2.10) for Q ∈ (Q∗, Q∗). Using (2.11)-(2.13) yields

Q =

ˆ H̄

0

y

(
γp̄

(γ − 1)S̄(y)

) 1
γ

√
2S̄

1
γ (y)

(
D̄(y)−D∗ +D∗ −

( γp̄

γ − 1

) γ−1
γ
)
dy

≤
ˆ H̄

0

y

(
γp∗(D∗)

(γ − 1)S̄(y)

) 1
γ

√
2C0κ

1
γ + 2(S∗)

1
γ

(
D∗ −

( γp̄

γ − 1

) γ−1
γ
)
dy

≤ H̄2B
1

γ−1
∗ S

− 1
γ−1

∗

√
2C0κ

1
γ + 2(S∗)

1
γ

(
D∗ −

( γp̄

γ − 1

) γ−1
γ
)
.

Thus

C0κ
1
γ + (S∗)

1
γ

(
D∗ −

( γp̄

γ − 1

) γ−1
γ
)
≥ Q2

2H̄4
B

− 2
γ−1

∗ S
2

γ−1
∗ ≥ κ

1
2γ

2H̄4
B

− 2
γ−1

∗ S
2

γ−1
∗ .

Note that S∗ ≤ S∗ + κH̄4 and D∗ ≤ B∗S
− 1
γ

∗ . Therefore there exists a constant κ̄ =

κ̄(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ) ∈ (0, κ̃) such that if 0 < κ < κ̄, then

S
1
γ
∗

(
D∗ −

(
γp̄

γ − 1

) γ−1
γ

)
≥ C1κ

1
2γ

for some C1 = C1(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ) > 0. This implies ū given by (2.3) satisfies

√
2C1κ

1
4γ ≤

√
2S

1
γ
∗
(
D∗ −

( γp̄

γ − 1

) γ−1
γ
)
≤ ū ≤

√
2B∗.(2.14)

Furthermore, in view of (2.2), a straightforward computation gives

ū′(y) =

(
B̄′(y)− 1

γ

(
γp̄

(γ − 1)S̄(y)

) γ−1
γ

S̄ ′(y)

)
ū−1(y).

Then with the help of (1.12), (1.13) and (2.14), one obtains ū′(0) = 0, ū′(H̄) ≥ 0, and

the L∞-bound for ū′ in (2.10). This finishes the proof. □

From now on, we always assume that at the upstream the Bernoulli function B̄

and the entropy function S̄, which belong to C1,1([0, H̄]), satisfy (1.11)-(1.13) with κ

in (1.13) sufficiently small depending on B∗, S∗, γ, and H̄. Moreover, we let the mass

flux Q ∈ (Q∗, Q∗), where Q∗ and Q∗ are defined in Proposition 2.1.

It follows from the continuity equation (1.3)1 that there is a stream function ψ

satisfying

(2.15) ∇ψ(x, y) = (−yρv, yρu).
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Note that (1.4) implies the Bernoulli function B and the entropy function S are con-

stants along each streamline. With Proposition 2.1 at hand, we show that B and S

can be expressed as functions of the stream function ψ under suitable assumptions.

Proposition 2.2. Let (ρ̄, ū, p̄) be the incoming density, axial velocity and pressure of

the flow determined in Proposition 2.1. Suppose that (ρ,u, p) is a solution to the full

Euler system (1.3) and each streamline is globally well-defined in the flow region. Then

there exist two C1,1 functions B : [0, Q] → R and S : [0, Q] → R such that

(2.16) (B, S)(x, y) = (B,S)(ψ(x, y))

and

(2.17) B(ψ) = |∇ψ|2
2y2ρ2

+ ργ−1S(ψ).

Moreover,

(2.18) κ0 := ∥B′∥C0,1((0,Q]) + ∥S ′∥C0,1((0,Q]) ≤ Cκ1−
1
2γ ,

where κ is the same constant as in (1.13) and C = C(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ) > 0.

Proof. Since the Bernoulli function B and the entropy function S are conserved along

each streamline, which is globally well-defined in the flow region, then B and S are

uniquely determined by their values at the upstream. Let h(z) : [0, Q] → [0, H̄] be the

position of the streamline at the upstream where the stream function takes the value

ψ = z, i.e.

(2.19) z =

ˆ h(z)

0

y(ρ̄ū)(y)dy.

The function h is well-defined as ρ̄ū > 0. Then one has

(2.20) (B, S)(x, y) = (B̄, S̄)(h(ψ(x, y))) = (B,S)(ψ(x, y)),

where B and S are defined as

(2.21) B(z) := B̄(h(z)) =
ū2(h(z))

2
+

γp̄

(γ − 1)ρ̄(h(z))

and

(2.22) S(z) := S̄(h(z)) =
γp̄

(γ − 1)ρ̄γ(h(z))

for z ∈ [0, Q], respectively. Therefore (2.16) follows. In addition, since by (2.15) the

flow velocity u = (u, v) satisfies |u|2 = |∇ψ/(yρ)|2, using the definitions of the Bernoulli
function in (1.5) and the entropy function in (1.6) as well as (2.16) yields (2.17).
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To show (2.18), differentiating (2.19) with respect to z gives

h′(z) =
1

h(z)(ρ̄ū)(h(z))
,

so that differentiating (2.21) and (2.22) one has

B′(z) =
B̄′(h(z))

h(z)(ρ̄ū)(h(z))
, S ′(z) =

S̄ ′(h(z))

h(z)(ρ̄ū)(h(z))
,

B′′(z) =
1

h2(z)(ρ̄2ū2)(h(z))

(
B̄′′(h(z))− B̄′(h(z))

(
ρ̄′(h(z))

ρ̄(h(z))
+
ū′(h(z))

ū(h(z))
+

1

h(z)

))
,

S ′′(z) =
1

h2(z)(ρ̄2ū2)(h(z))

(
S̄ ′′(h(z))− S̄ ′(h(z))

(
ρ̄′(h(z))

ρ̄(h(z))
+
ū′(h(z))

ū(h(z))
+

1

h(z)

))
.

(2.23)

Combining the above equalities with (1.13), (2.9), and (2.10) together yields (2.18). □

For later purpose, we extend the Bernoulli function B and the entropy function S
from [0, Q] to R as follows: First, in view of (1.12), B̄ and S̄ can be extended to C1,1

functions defined on R, which is still denoted by B̄ and S̄ respectively, such that

B̄′(y) = S̄ ′(y) = 0 on (−∞, 0], B̄′(y) ≥ 0, S̄ ′(y) = 0 on [H̄,∞).

Besides, the extensions can be made such that

(2.24) B∗ = inf
R
B̄ ≤ B∗ ≤ sup

R
B̄ <∞ and S∗ = inf

R
S̄ ≤ sup

R
S̄ = S∗

and

(2.25) ∥B̄′∥C0,1(R) ≤ ∥B̄′∥C0,1([0,H̄]) and ∥S̄ ′∥C0,1(R) = ∥S̄ ′∥C0,1([0,H̄]),

where B∗ and S∗ are defined in (1.11), B∗ and S∗ are defined in (2.7), and supR B̄

depends on B∗ and ∥B̄∥C1,1([0,H̄]). Furthermore, the upstream density ρ̄ and axial

velocity ū can be extended to C1,1 functions in R such that (2.12) and (2.3) always

hold. Consequently, by (2.21) and (2.22) one gets extensions of B and S to C1,1

functions in R (still denoted by B and S), which satisfy

(2.26) B′(z) = S ′(z) = 0 on (−∞, 0], B′(z) ≥ 0, S ′(z) = 0 on [Q,∞).

In view of (2.24), (2.25), and (2.8), one has

0 < B∗ ≤ B(z) ≤ B∗ + Cκ and 0 < S∗ ≤ S(z) ≤ S∗ + Cκ, for z ∈ R.(2.27)

Moreover, it follows from (2.23) that

(2.28) ∥B′∥C0,1(R) ≤ C∥B′∥C0,1((0,Q]) and ∥S ′∥C0,1(R) = ∥S ′∥C0,1((0,Q]),

where the constant C depends on B∗, S∗, H̄, and γ.
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Now we deduce the relation between (B,S) and the vorticity ω := ∂xv − ∂yu.

Differentiating (2.1) and noting that

ρ =

(
γp

(γ − 1)S

) 1
γ

,

one gets

(2.29) ∂xB = u∂xu+v∂xv+
ργ−1

γ
∂xS+

∂xp

ρ
and ∂yB = u∂yu+v∂yv+

ργ−1

γ
∂yS+

∂yp

ρ
.

These together with

(2.30) u∂xu+ v∂yu+
∂xp

ρ
= 0 and u∂xv + v∂yv +

∂yp

ρ
= 0,

which are obtained from the first three equations in (1.3), give

(2.31) ∂xB − ργ−1

γ
∂xS = vω and ∂yB − ργ−1

γ
∂yS = −uω.

Since it follows from (2.15) and (2.16) that

(2.32) (∂xB, ∂yB) = yρB′(ψ)(−v, u) and (∂xS, ∂yS) = yρS ′(ψ)(−v, u),

substituting (2.32) into (2.31) yields

(2.33) ω = −yρB′(ψ) +
yργ

γ
S ′(ψ)

provided |u| ̸= 0. Thus the smooth solution of the full Euler system (1.3) satisfies

a system consisting of the continuity equation (1.3)1, (1.4) and (2.33). Actually, the

following proposition shows that the two systems are equivalent under appropriate

conditions.

Proposition 2.3. Let Õ ⊂ R2 be the domain bounded by two streamlines N0 (the

x-axis) and

Ñ := {(x, y) : x = Ñ(y),
¯
h < y < H̄},

where 0 <
¯
h < H̄ <∞ and Ñ : (

¯
h, H̄) → R is a C1 function with

lim
y→H̄−

Ñ(y) = −∞ and lim
y→

¯
h+
Ñ(y) = +∞.

Let ρ : Õ → (0,∞), u = (u, v) : Õ → R2 and p : Õ → (0,∞) be C1,1 in Õ and

continuous up to ∂Õ except finitely many points. Suppose u satisfies the slip boundary

condition u · n = 0 on ∂Õ, (ρ,u, p) satisfies the upstream asymptotic behavior (1.14),

and

(2.34) v < 0 in Õ.
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Then (ρ,u, p) solves the full Euler system (1.3) in Õ if and only if (ρ,u, p) solves the

system consisting of (1.3)1, (1.4) and (2.33).

Proof. In view of (2.34), through each point in Õ there is one and only one streamline

which satisfies 
dx

ds
= u(x(s), y(s))

dy

ds
= v(x(s), y(s))

and can be defined globally in Õ. Furthermore, any streamline through some point in Õ
cannot touch ∂Õ. To show this, without loss of generality, we assume that there exists

a streamline through (−x0, y0) (with x0 > 0 sufficiently large) in Õ passing through

(x̃, 0). By the continuity equation (1.3)1 and the slip boundary condition along each

streamline, one has

0 =

ˆ y0

0

s(ρu)(−x0, s)ds.

This contradicts the asymptotic behavior (1.14). As each streamline is globally well-

defined in Õ, from Proposition 2.2 and previous analysis, it suffices to derive the full

Euler system (1.3) from the system consisting of (1.3)1, (1.4) and (2.33).

Combining the equalities (2.33) and (2.15) gives

yρu · ∇
(
ω

yρ
− ργ−1

γ
S ′(ψ)

)
= 0.

With the help of the definition of the entropy function in (1.6) and the expression of

its gradient in (2.32), one can check that the above equality is equivalent to

(2.35) yρu · ∇
(
ω

yρ

)
+∇ ·

(
∂yp

ρ
,−∂xp

ρ

)
= 0.

Since the continuity equation (1.3)1 implies

yρu · ∇
(
ω

yρ

)
= u · ∇ω − ω

u · ∇(yρ)

yρ
= u · ∇ω + ω∇ · u

where ω = ∂xv − ∂yu, it follows from (2.35) that

∂x

(
u∂xv + v∂yv +

∂yp

ρ

)
− ∂y

(
u∂xu+ v∂yu+

∂xp

ρ

)
= 0.

Therefore there exists a function Φ such that

∂xΦ = u∂xu+ v∂yu+
∂xp

ρ
and ∂yΦ = u∂xv + v∂yv +

∂yp

ρ
.

Moreover, using (1.4) and (2.29) one has

u ·
(
u∂xu+ v∂yu+

∂xp

ρ
, u∂xv + v∂yv +

∂yp

ρ

)
= 0,
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that is,

u · ∇Φ = 0.

This means Φ is a constant along each streamline, in particular, along N0 and Ñ .

Besides, the asymptotic behavior (1.14) yields ∂yΦ → 0 as x → −∞, so that Φ → C

as x → −∞. Thus the function Φ ≡ C in the whole domain Õ. This implies that

∂xΦ = ∂yΦ ≡ 0 in Õ, i.e., (2.30) holds globally in Õ.

Combining the continuity equation (1.3)1, (1.4) and (2.30) together gives the full

Euler system (1.3). This finishes the proof of the proposition. □

Let us digress for the study on the subsonic states. It follows from the definitions

of the Bernoulli function (1.5) and the entropy function (1.6) as well as (2.16) that, for

given value z, the flow density ρ and the flow speed q satisfy

B(z) = q2

2
+ ργ−1S(z),

and

(2.36) q = q(ρ, z) =
√

2(B(z)− ργ−1S(z)).
Moreover, using (1.6) and the definition of the sound speed (1.2) one has

c =
√

(γ − 1)ργ−1S(z).
Let

(2.37) ϱc(z) :=

(
2B(z)

(γ + 1)S(z)

) 1
γ−1

and ϱm(z) :=

(B(z)
S(z)

) 1
γ−1

be the critical density and maximum density respectively. The flow speed q = q(ρ, z)

is well-defined if and only if ρ ≤ ϱm(z). The flow is subsonic, i.e., q ∈ [0, c), if and

only if q ∈ [0, q(ϱc(z), z)), or equivalently ρ ∈ (ϱc(z), ϱm(z)]. Denote the square of the

momentum and the square of the critical momentum by

(2.38) t(ρ, z) := ρ2q2(ρ, z) = 2ρ2(B(z)− ργ−1S(z))
and

(2.39) tc(z) := t(ϱc(z), z) = (γ − 1)

(
2B(z)
γ + 1

) γ+1
γ−1

S− 2
γ−1 (z),

respectively. In view of (2.27), there exist positive constants C, t∗, and t∗, which

depend on B∗, S∗, H̄, and γ, such that

0 < C ≤ ϱc(z) < ϱm(z) ≤ C−1 and 0 < t∗ ≤ tc(z) ≤ t∗, for z ∈ R.(2.40)

Lemma 2.4. Suppose the density function ρ and the stream function ψ satisfy (2.17).

Then the following statements hold.
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(i) The density function ρ can be expressed as a function of |∇ψ/y|2 and ψ in the

subsonic region, i.e.,

(2.41) ρ =
1

g(|∇ψ
y
|2, ψ)

, if ρ ∈ (ϱc(ψ), ϱm(ψ)],

where ϱc and ϱm are functions defined in (2.37), and

g : {(t, z) : 0 ≤ t < tc(z), z ∈ R} → R

is a function smooth in t and C1,1 in z with tc defined in (2.39). Furthermore,

(2.42)

(
sup
z∈R

ϱm(z)

)−1

=: g∗ ≤ g(t, z) ≤ g∗ :=

(
inf
z∈R

ϱc(z)

)−1

.

(ii) The function g satisfies the identity

(2.43) ∂zg(t, z) = −2∂tg(t, z)
B′(z)− g1−γ(t, z)S ′(z)

g2(t, z)
, for t ∈ [0, tc(z)), z ∈ R.

Proof. (i) From the expression (2.38), the straightforward computations give

(2.44) ∂ρt(ρ, z) = 2ρ
(
2B(z)− (γ + 1)ργ−1S(z)

)
.

Now one can see that with ϱc and ϱm defined in (2.37), the following statements hold:

(a) ρ 7→ t(ρ, z) achieves its maximum tc(z) at ρ = ϱc(z);

(b) ∂ρt(ρ, z) < 0 when ϱc(z) < ρ ≤ ϱm(z).

Thus by the inverse function theorem, if ρ ∈ (ϱc(z), ϱm(z)], ρ can be expressed as a

function of t := t(ρ, z) ∈ [0, tc(z)) and z, that is, ρ = ρ(t, z). Let

(2.45) g(t, z) =
1

ρ(t, z)
, for t ∈ [0, tc(z)).

The function g is smooth in t by the inverse function theorem and C1,1 in z by the C1,1

regularity of B and S. This together with (2.17) completes the proof of (i).

(ii) Differentiating (2.38) with respect to t := t(ρ, z) gives

(2.46)
1

2
=
∂tρ

ρ
(t− (γ − 1)ργ+1S(z)),

and differentiating (2.38) with respect to z gives

(2.47)
∂zρ

ρ
(t− (γ − 1)ργ+1S(z)) = −ρ2(B′(z)− ργ−1S ′(z)).

Combining (2.46) and (2.47) together one has

∂zρ = −2ρ2∂tρ(B′(z)− ργ−1S ′(z)).

In view of (2.45) one has (2.43). □
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Lemma 2.5. Let (ρ,u, p) be a solution to the system consisting of (1.3)1, (1.4), and

(2.33). Assume (ρ,u, p) satisfies the assumptions in Proposition 2.3. Then in the

subsonic region |∇ψ/y|2 < tc(ψ), the stream function ψ solves

(2.48) ∇ ·
(
g

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)∇ψ

y

)
=

yB′(ψ)

g(|∇ψ
y
|2, ψ)

− yS ′(ψ)

γgγ(|∇ψ
y
|2, ψ)

,

where g is defined in (2.41), B is the Bernoulli function and S is the entropy function

as in Proposition 2.2. Moreover, the equation (2.48) is elliptic if and only if |∇ψ/y|2 <
tc(ψ).

Proof. Expressing the vorticity ω in terms of the stream function ψ and using (2.33)

one has

−∇ ·
(∇ψ
yρ

)
= ω = −yρB′(ψ) +

yργ

γ
S ′(ψ).

In view of (2.41) the above equation can be rewritten into (2.48).

The equation (2.48) can be written in the nondivergence form as follows

aij
(∇ψ

y
, ψ

)
∂ijψ + b

(∇ψ
y
, ψ

)
=

y2B′(ψ)

g(|∇ψ
y
|2, ψ)

− y2S ′(ψ)

γgγ(|∇ψ
y
|2, ψ)

,

where the matrix

(aij) = g

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)I2 + 2∂tg

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)∇ψ

y
⊗ ∇ψ

y

is symmetric with the eigenvalues

β0 = g

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ) and β1 = g

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)+ 2∂tg

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ) ∣∣∣∣∇ψy

∣∣∣∣2 ,
and

b = ∂zg

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)|∇ψ|2 − ∂yψ

y

[
g

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)+ 2∂tg

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ) ∣∣∣∣∇ψy

∣∣∣∣2 ].
Besides, differentiating the identity t = t( 1

g(t,z)
, z) gives

(2.49) ∂tg(t, z) = − g2(t, z)

∂ρt(
1

g(t,z)
, z)

for t ∈ [0, tc(z)).

This implies

∂tg(t, z) ≥ 0 and lim
t→tc(z)−

∂tg(t, z) = +∞.

Thus β0 has uniform upper and lower bounds depending only on B∗, S∗, H̄, and

γ, and β1 has a uniform lower bound but blows up when |∇ψ/y|2 approaches tc(ψ).

Therefore, the equation (2.48) is elliptic as long as |∇ψ/y|2 < tc(ψ), and is singular

when |∇ψ/y|2 = tc(ψ). This completes the proof of the lemma. □
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2.2. Reformulation for the jet flows in terms of the stream function. Let

(2.50) Λ := ρ0

√
2B̄(H̄)− 2ργ−1

0 S̄(H̄) with ρ0 :=

(
γ
¯
p

(γ − 1)S̄(H̄)

) 1
γ

be the constant momentum on the free boundary, where
¯
p is the outer pressure on the

free boundary as in Problem 1. From the previous analysis, Problem 1 can be solved

as long as the following problem in terms of the stream function ψ is solved.

Problem 2. Let (B̄, S̄) ∈ (C1,1([0, H̄]))2 be the Bernoulli function and the entropy

function at the upstream satisfying (1.11)-(1.13). Let Q ∈ (Q∗, Q∗) be the mass flux

where Q∗ and Q∗ are defined in Proposition 2.1. One looks for a triple (ψ,Γψ,Λ)

satisfying ψ ∈ C2,α({ψ < Q})∩C1({ψ < Q}) for any α ∈ (0, 1), ∂xψ > 0 in {0 < ψ <

Q} and

(2.51)



∇ ·
(
g

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)∇ψ

y

)
=

yB′(ψ)

g(|∇ψ
y
|2, ψ)

− yS ′(ψ)

γgγ(|∇ψ
y
|2, ψ)

in {0 < ψ < Q},

ψ = 0 on N0,

ψ = Q on N ∪ Γψ,∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣ = Λ on Γψ,

where the free boundary Γψ := ∂{ψ < Q}\N . Furthermore, the free boundary Γψ and

the flow

(2.52) (ρ,u, p) =

(
1

g(|∇ψ/y|2, ψ) ,
g(|∇ψ/y|2, ψ)∇⊥ψ

y
,

(γ − 1)S(ψ)
γgγ(|∇ψ/y|2, ψ)

)
are expected to have the following properties.

(1) The free boundary Γψ is given by a graph x = Υ(y), y ∈ (
¯
H, 1] for some C2,α

function Υ and some
¯
H ∈ (0, 1).

(2) The free boundary Γψ fits the nozzle at A = (0, 1) continuous differentiably, i.e.,

Υ(1) = N(1) and Υ′(1) = N ′(1).

(3) For x sufficiently large, the free boundary is also an x-graph, i.e., it can be

written as y = f(x) for some C2,α function f . Furthermore, one has

lim
x→+∞

f(x) =
¯
H and lim

x→+∞
f ′(x) = 0.

(4) The flow is subsonic in the flow region, i.e., |∇ψ/y|2 < tc(ψ) in {ψ < Q},
where tc is defined in (2.39).
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(5) At the upstream the flow satisfies the asymptotic behavior (1.14), where the

upstream states (ρ̄, ū, p̄) are determined in Proposition 2.1. At the downstream

the flow satisfies

lim
x→+∞

(ρ,u, p) = (
¯
ρ,
¯
u, 0,

¯
p)

for some functions
¯
ρ =

¯
ρ(y) and

¯
u =

¯
u(y), and some positive constant

¯
p.

Remark 2.6. In fact, the conditions (1.12) and (1.13) imply the vorticity of the flow

is small. It follows from (2.18) that the right-hand side of the equation in (2.51) is

small.

The following proposition shows that once we obtain a solution ψ to Problem 2,

then ρ, u, and p defined in (2.52) solve the Euler system (1.3), even if ρ, u, and p may

not be C1,1 as required in Proposition 2.3.

Proposition 2.7. Assume that a function ψ ∈ C2,α({ψ < Q}) ∩ C1({ψ < Q}) is a

subsonic solution of (2.51), where α ∈ (0, 1). Then the flow (ρ,u, p) defined in (2.52)

solves the Euler system (1.3) in the flow region {0 < ψ < Q}.

Proof. Due to the regularity of the function ψ, the functions ρ, u := (u, v), and p

defined in (2.52) belong to C1,α({ψ < Q}) ∩ C0({ψ < Q}). Since ρ and u satisfy

(2.15), it follows from the definition of the function g in Lemma 2.4 (i) that the density

ρ = 1/g satisfies

u2 + v2

2
+ ργ−1S(ψ) = |∇ψ|2

2y2ρ2
+ ργ−1S(ψ) = B(ψ)

in the flow region. Differentiating the above equality with respect to x and y, respec-

tively, one gets

(2.53) u∂xu+ v∂xv +
ργ−1

γ
S ′(ψ)∂xψ +

∂xp

ρ
= B′(ψ)∂xψ,

and

u∂yu+ v∂yv +
ργ−1

γ
S ′(ψ)∂yψ +

∂yp

ρ
= B′(ψ)∂yψ.(2.54)

Note that by the quasilinear equation in (2.51) one has

B′(ψ)− ργ−1

γ
S ′(ψ) = −∂xv − ∂yu

yρ
.

Thus the equalities (2.53) and (2.54) together with (2.15) yield (2.30). Note that ρ and

u satisfy the continuity equation (the first equation in (1.3)). Then the Euler system

(1.3) follows from the continuity equation, (2.30), and the equality yρu · ∇B(ψ) = 0

where B(ψ) satisfies (2.17). This finishes the proof of the proposition. □



20 YAN LI

2.3. Subsonic truncation. One of the major difficulties to solve Problem 2 is that

the equation (2.48) becomes degenerate as the flows approach the sonic state. Hence

we use a subsonic truncation so that after the truncation the equation (2.48) is always

uniformly elliptic.

Let ϖ : R → [0, 1] be a smooth nonincreasing function such that

ϖ(s) =

1 if s ≤ −1,

0 if s ≤ −1
2
,

and |ϖ′|+ |ϖ′′| ≤ 8.

For ϵ ∈ (0,min{t∗, 1}/4) with t∗ as in (2.40), let ϖϵ(s) := ϖ(s/ϵ). We define

(2.55) gϵ(t, z) = g(t, z)ϖϵ(t− tc(z)) + (1−ϖϵ(t− tc(z)))g
∗,

where tc(z) is defined in (2.39) and g∗ is the upper bound for g in (2.42). The properties

of gϵ are summarized in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.8. Let g be the function determined in Lemma 2.4, and let gϵ be the subsonic

truncation of g defined in (2.55). Then the function gϵ(t, z) is smooth in t and C1,1 in

z. Furthermore, there exist constants C∗, C∗ > 0 depending on B∗, S∗, H̄, and γ such

that for all (t, z) ∈ [0,∞)× R one has

C∗ ≤ gϵ(t, z) ≤ C∗,(2.56)

C∗ ≤ gϵ(t, z) + 2∂tgϵ(t, z)t ≤ C∗ϵ−1,(2.57)

|∂zgϵ(t, z)| ≤ C∗ϵ−1κ0, |t∂zgϵ(t, z)| ≤ C∗ϵ−1κ0.(2.58)

Proof. It follows from Lemma 2.4 and the definition ofϖϵ that gϵ is smooth with respect

to t and C1,1 with respect to z.

(i). Clearly (2.56) follows directly from the definition of gϵ in (2.55), (2.42), and

(2.40).

(ii). To show (2.57), we first claim that if 0 ≤ t ≤ tc(z)− ϵ
2
then

(2.59) 0 < ∂tg(t, z) ≤ ϵ−1g(t, z).

In view of the expression of ∂tg(t, z) in (2.49), it suffices to estimate ∂ρt(ρ, z) at ρ =

ρ(t, z) for 0 ≤ t ≤ tc(z) − ϵ
2
. In fact, for 0 ≤ t ≤ tc(z) − ϵ

2
, since ρ > ϱc(t, z) and

tc(z) = (γ − 1)ϱγ+1
c (z)S(z), it follows from (2.44) and (2.38) that

∂ρt (ρ, z) =
2

ρ

(
t (ρ, z)− (γ − 1)ργ+1S(z)

)
≤ 2

ρ

(
t (ρ, z)− (γ − 1)ϱγ+1

c (z)S(z)
)

=
2

ρ
(t (ρ, z)− tc(z)) ≤ − ϵ

ρ
.

Then using (2.45) and (2.49) one has (2.59).
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A straightforward computation gives

(2.60) ∂tgϵ(t, z) = ∂tg(t, z)ϖϵ(t− tc(z)) + (g(t, z)− g∗)ϖ′
ϵ(t− tc(z)).

Combining (2.59), (2.42) and the definition of ϖϵ together gives

(2.61) 0 < ∂tgϵ(t, z) ≤ Cϵ−1

for some C = C(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ). Note that ∂tgϵ(t, z) is supported in {(t, z) : 0 ≤ t ≤
tc(z)− ϵ/2, z ∈ R}. The estimate (2.57) follows directly from (2.56) and (2.61).

(iii). Direct computations yield

∂zgϵ(t, z) =∂zg(t, z)ϖϵ(t− tc(z)) + (g∗ − g(t, z))ϖ′
ϵ(t− tc(z))t

′
c(z)

(2.43)
= − 2∂tg(t, z)

B′(z)− g1−γ(t, z)S ′(z)

g2(t, z)
ϖϵ(t− tc(z))

+ (g∗ − g(t, z))ϖ′
ϵ(t− tc(z))t

′
c(z),

(2.62)

where

(2.63) t′c(z) =

(
2

γ + 1

) γ+1
γ−1

(
(γ + 1)

(B(z)
S(z)

) 2
γ−1

B′(z)− 2

(B(z)
S(z)

) γ+1
γ−1

S ′(z)

)
by the definition of tc in (2.39). Thus using the expression of ∂tgϵ in (2.60), the

boundedness of g(t, z) in (2.42), the definition of κ0 in (2.18), and (2.28) one has

(2.64) |∂zgϵ(t, z)| ≤ C(|B′(z)|+ |S ′(z)|)∂tgϵ(t, z) ≤ Cκ0∂tgϵ(t, z)

for some C = C(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ). This together with (2.61) gives the first estimate in

(2.58). Furthermore, noting that ∂zgϵ = 0 for t ≥ tc(z) − ϵ
2
and that tc(z) ≤ t∗ (cf.

(2.40)), using (2.64) and (2.61) again one has

|t∂zgϵ(t, z)| ≤ t∗Cκ0∂tgϵ(t, z) ≤ C∗ϵ−1κ0.

This finishes the proof for (2.58). □

3. Variational formulation for the free boundary problem

In this section, we show that the quasilinear equation (2.48) is an Euler-Lagrange

equation for an energy functional, so that the jet problem can be characterized by a

variational problem.

Let Ω be the domain bounded by N0 and N ∪ ([0,∞) × {1}). Notice that Ω is

unbounded, so we make an approximation by considering the problems in a series of

truncated domains Ωµ,R := Ω ∩ {−µ < x < R}, where µ and R are positive numbers.

To define the functional, we set

(3.1) Gϵ(t, z) :=
1

2

ˆ t

0

gϵ(s, z)ds+
γ − 1

γ
(g−γϵ (0, z)S(z)− g−γϵ (0, Q)S(Q)),
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and

(3.2) Φϵ(t, z) := −Gϵ(t, z) + 2∂tGϵ(t, z)t.

In view of the elliptic condition (2.57), straightforward computations yield

0 <
1

2
C∗ ≤ ∂tΦϵ(t, z) =

1

2
gϵ(t, z) + ∂tgϵ(t, z)t ≤

1

2
C∗ϵ−1.(3.3)

Since Φϵ(0, Q) = −Gϵ(0, Q) = 0, one has Φϵ(t, Q) > 0 for t > 0.

Given a function ψ♯µ,R ∈ C(∂Ωµ,R)∩H1(Ωµ,R) with 0 ≤ ψ♯µ,R ≤ Q. We consider the

following minimization problem:

(3.4) find ψ ∈ Kψ♯µ,R
s.t. J ϵµ,R,Λ(ψ) = inf

ϕ∈K
ψ
♯
µ,R

J ϵµ,R,Λ(ϕ),

where the functional

(3.5) J ϵµ,R,Λ(ϕ) :=

ˆ
Ωµ,R

y

[
Gϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ϕy
∣∣∣∣2 , ϕ)+ λ2ϵχ{ϕ<Q}

]
dX, λϵ :=

√
Φϵ(Λ2, Q)

with Λ given by (2.50), and the admissible set

(3.6) Kψ♯µ,R
:= {ϕ ∈ H1(Ωµ,R) : ϕ = ψ♯µ,R on ∂Ωµ,R}.

The existence and the Hölder regularity of minimizers for (3.4) will be shown in

Lemmas 4.2 and 4.7, respectively. Assuming the existence and continuity of a minimizer

ψ firstly, we derive the Euler-Lagrange equation for the minimization problem (3.4) in

the open set Ωµ,R ∩ {ψ < Q}.

Lemma 3.1. Let ψ be a minimizer of the minimization problem (3.4). Assume that

Ωµ,R ∩ {ψ < Q} is open. Then ψ is a solution to

(3.7) ∇ ·
(
gϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)∇ψ

y

)
= y∂zGϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ) in Ωµ,R ∩ {ψ < Q}.

Furthermore, if |∇ψ/y|2 ≤ tc(ψ)− ϵ, it holds that

(3.8) ∂zGϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ) =

B′(ψ)

g(|∇ψ
y
|2, ψ)

− S ′(ψ)

γgγ(|∇ψ
y
|2, ψ)

.

Proof. Let η ∈ C∞
0 (Ωµ,R ∩ {ψ < Q}). Direct computations give

d

dτ
J ϵµ,R,Λ(ψ + τη)

∣∣∣∣
τ=0

=

ˆ
Ωµ,R

2∂tGϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)∇ψ

y
· ∇η + y∂zGϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)η.

By the definition of Gϵ in (3.1), minimizers of (3.4) satisfy the equation (3.7).

Next, by the definitions of Gϵ in (3.1) and gϵ in (2.55) one has

∂zGϵ(t, z) =
1

2

ˆ t

0

∂zg(s, z)ds− (γ − 1)g−γ−1(0, z)∂zg(0, z)S(z) +
γ − 1

γ
g−γ(0, z)S ′(z)
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in Rϵ := {(t, z) : 0 ≤ t ≤ tc(z)− ϵ, z ∈ R}. Using (2.43) yields

1

2

ˆ t

0

∂zg(s, z)ds = −
ˆ t

0

∂tg(s, z)
B′(z)− g1−γ(s, z)S ′(z)

g2(s, z)
ds

=

ˆ t

0

∂tρ(s, z)B′(z)ds− 1

γ

ˆ t

0

∂tρ
γ(s, z)S ′(z)ds

= B′(z)(ρ(t, z)− ρ(0, z))− 1

γ
S ′(z)(ργ(t, z)− ργ(0, z)).

Taking t = 0 in (2.47) gives

∂zρ(0, z) =
B′(z)− ργ−1(0, z)S ′(z)

(γ − 1)ργ−2(0, z)S(z) ,

so that

−(γ − 1)g−γ−1(0, z)∂zg(0, z)S(z) = (γ − 1)ργ−1(0, z)∂zρ(0, z)S(z)
= ρ(0, z)

(
B′(z)− ργ−1(0, z)S ′(z)

)
.(3.9)

Moreover, it holds

γ − 1

γ
g−γ(0, z)S ′(z) =

γ − 1

γ
ργ(0, z)S ′(z).

Combining the above equalities together gives

(3.10) ∂zGϵ(t, z) =
B′(z)

g(t, z)
− S ′(z)

γgγ(t, z)
in Rϵ.

This finishes the proof for the lemma. □

The following lemma shows that minimizers of (3.4) satisfy the free boundary con-

dition in a weak sense.

Lemma 3.2. Let ψ be a minimizer of the minimization problem (3.4). Assume that

Ωµ,R ∩ {ψ < Q} is open. Then

Φϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ) = λ2ϵ on Γψ := Ωµ,R ∩ ∂{ψ < Q}

in the sense that

lim
s→0+

ˆ
∂{ψ<Q−s}

y

[
Φϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)− λ2ϵ

]
(η · ν)dH1 = 0 for any η ∈ C∞

0 (Ωµ,R;R2),

where H1 is the one-dimensional Hausdorff measure.
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Remark 3.3 (Relation between λϵ and Λ). If the free boundary Γψ is smooth and ψ is

smooth near Γψ, then it follows from the monotonicity of t 7→ Φϵ(t, z) for each z and

the definition of λϵ in (3.5) that |∇ψ/y| = Λ on Γψ. Moreover, since

λ2ϵ = Φϵ(Λ
2, Q) = Φϵ(0, Q) +

ˆ Λ2

0

∂tΦϵ(s,Q)ds,

then in view of (3.3) and Φϵ(0, Q) = 0 one has

1

2
C∗Λ

2 ≤ λ2ϵ ≤
1

2
C∗ϵ−1Λ2,(3.11)

where C∗ and C∗ are the same constants as in (2.57).

Proof of Lemma 3.2. Let η = (η1, η2) ∈ C∞
0 (Ωµ,R;R2) and ητ (X) := X + τη(X)

for τ ∈ R. If |τ | is sufficiently small, then ητ is a diffeomorphism of Ωµ,R. Define

ψτ (X) := ψ(η−1
τ (X)). Since ψτ ∈ Kψ♯µ,R

and ψ is a minimizer, then

0 ≤J ϵµ,R,Λ(ψτ )− J ϵµ,R,Λ(ψ)

=

ˆ
Ωµ,R

(y + τη2)

[
Gϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψ(∇ητ )−1

y + τη2

∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)+ λ2ϵχ{ψ<Q}

]
det(∇ητ )

−
ˆ
Ωµ,R

y

[
Gϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)+ λ2ϵχ{ψ<Q}

]
=τ

ˆ
Ωµ,R

y

[
Gϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)+ λ2ϵχ{ψ<Q}

]
∇ · η

+ τ

ˆ
Ωµ,R

[
Gϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψ(∇ητ )−1

y + τη2

∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)+ λ2ϵχ{ψ<Q}

]
η2

− 2τ

ˆ
Ωµ,R

y∂tGϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)∇ψ

y

(
η2I

y + τη2
+∇η

)
(∇ψ)T
y

+ o(τ).

Hence dividing τ on both sides of the above equality and letting τ → 0 yield

0 =

ˆ
Ωµ,R

y

[
Gϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)+ λ2ϵχ{ψ<Q}

]
∇ · η

+

ˆ
Ωµ,R

[
Gϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)+ λ2ϵχ{ψ<Q}

]
η2

− 2

ˆ
Ωµ,R

y∂tGϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)∇ψ

y

(
η2I

y
+∇η

)
(∇ψ)T
y

.
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Note that

y

[
Gϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)+ λ2ϵ

]
∇ · η

=∇ ·
{
y

[
Gϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)+ λ2ϵ

]
η

}
− 2y∂tGϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)∇ψ

y
∇
(∇ψ

y

)
η

− y∂zGϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)∇ψ · η −

[
Gϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)+ λ2ϵ

]
η2

and

∇ψ
y

∇
(∇ψ

y

)
η +

∇ψ
y

∇η (∇ψ)
T

y
=

∇ψ
y

· ∇
(∇ψ

y
· η
)
+

1

y3
(
η1∂xψ∂yψ − η2(∂xψ)

2
)
.

Using the divergence theorem and (3.7) one has

0 = lim
s→0+

ˆ
Ωµ,R∩{ψ<Q−s}

{
y

[
Gϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)+ λ2ϵ

]
∇ · η +

[
Gϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)+ λ2ϵ

]
η2

− 2∂tGϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ) ∣∣∣∣∇ψy

∣∣∣∣2 η2 − 2y∂tGϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)∇ψ

y
∇η (∇ψ)

T

y

}

= lim
s→0+

ˆ
∂{ψ<Q−s}

y

[
Gϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)− 2∂tGϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ) ∣∣∣∣∇ψy

∣∣∣∣2 + λ2ϵ

]
(η · ν)

+ lim
s→0+

ˆ
Ωµ,R∩{ψ<Q−s}

[
2∇ ·

(
∂tGϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)∇ψ

y

)
− y∂zGϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)]∇ψ · η

= lim
s→0+

ˆ
∂{ψ<Q−s}

y

[
− Φϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)+ λ2ϵ

]
(η · ν).

□

4. The existence and regularity for the free boundary problem

In this section, we study the existence and regularity of minimizers for the mini-

mization problem (3.4), as well as the regularity of the free boundary away from the

nozzle.

4.1. Existence of minimizers. For the ease of notations in the rest of this section,

let

(4.1)

D := Ωµ,R = Ω ∩ {−µ < x < R}, G(p, z) := Gϵ(|p|2, z), J := J ϵµ,R,Λ, λ := λϵ.



26 YAN LI

Then D is a bounded Lipschitz domain in R2 and is contained in the infinite strip

R× [0, H̄], G : R2 ×R → R is smooth in p and C1,1 in z, and λ is a positive constant.

The problem (3.4) can be rewritten as

(4.2) find ψ ∈ Kψ♯ s.t. J (ψ) = inf
ϕ∈K

ψ♯

J (ϕ)

with

J (ϕ) :=

ˆ
D
y

[
G
(∇ϕ

y
, ϕ

)
+ λ2χ{ϕ<Q}

]
dX,

and the admissible set

Kψ♯ := {ϕ ∈ H1(D) : ϕ = ψ♯ on ∂D}.

Here ψ♯ : D → R is given, ψ♯ ∈ H1(D) ∩ C(∂D), and 0 ≤ ψ♯ ≤ Q on ∂D.

The properties of G are summarized in the following proposition.

Proposition 4.1. Let Gϵ be defined in (3.1) and G be defined in (4.1). Then the

following properties hold.

(i) There exist two positive constants b∗ = b∗(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ) and b∗ = b∗(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ)

such that

b∗|p|2 ≤ pi∂piG(p, z) ≤ b−1
∗ |p|2,(4.3)

b∗|ξ|2 ≤ ξi∂pipjG(p, z)ξj ≤ b∗|ξ|2, for all ξ ∈ R2.(4.4)

(ii) One has

∂zG(p, z) = 0 in R2 × (−∞, 0], ∂zG(p, z) ≥ 0 in R2 × [Q,∞).(4.5)

(iii) There exists a constant

(4.6) δ := Cϵ−1κ0(κ0 + 1) ≤ Cδ,

where κ0 is defined in (2.18), C = C(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ), and Cδ = Cδ(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ),

such that

ϵ−1|∂zG(p, z)|+ |p · ∂pzG(p, z)|+ |∂pzG(p, z)|+ |∂zzG(p, z)| ≤ δ,(4.7)

G(0, Q) = 0, G(p, z) ≥ b∗
2
|p|2 − δmin{Q, (Q− z)+}.(4.8)

Proof. (i). In view of the definition of Gϵ in (3.1), straightforward computations yield

pi∂piG(p, z) = gϵ(|p|2, z)|p|2,
∂pipjG(p, z) = gϵ(|p|2, z)δij + 2∂tgϵ(|p|2, z)pipj.

Thus one gets (4.3) and (4.4) from (2.56) and (2.57).
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(ii). Note that

gϵ(t, z) = g(t, z) in {(t, z) : 0 ≤ t ≤ tc(z)− ϵ, z ∈ R}.

By the definition of G one has

∂zG(p, z) =
1

2

ˆ |p|2

0

∂zgϵ(τ, z)dτ − (γ − 1)g−γ−1(0, z)∂zg(0, z)S(z) +
γ − 1

γ
g−γ(0, z)S ′(z)

(3.9)
=

1

2

ˆ |p|2

0

∂zgϵ(τ, z)dτ +
B′(z)

g(0, z)
− S ′(z)

γgγ(0, z)
.

(4.9)

This together with the explicit expression for ∂zgϵ in (2.62) and an integration by parts

yields that

∂zG(p, z) =−
ˆ |p|2

0

( B′(z)

g(τ, z)
− S ′(z)

γg(τ, z)γ
− 1

2
(g∗ − g(τ, z))t′c(z)

)
ϖ′
ϵ(τ − tc(z)) dτ

+

( B′(z)

g(|p|2, z) −
S ′(z)

γg(|p|2, z)γ
)
ϖϵ(|p|2 − tc(z)).

(4.10)

Note that B′(z) = S ′(z) = 0 on (−∞, 0] and B′(z) ≥ 0, S ′(z) = 0 on [Q,∞), cf. (2.26).

If we can show

g(τ, z)(g∗ − g(τ, z))

(
2B(z)

(γ + 1)S(z)

) 2
γ−1

≤ 1(4.11)

in the set R := {(τ, z) : τ ∈ [0, tc(z)), z ∈ (−∞, 0] ∪ [Q,∞)}, then it follows from

the expression of t′c in (2.63), ϖ′
ϵ ≤ 0, ϖϵ ≥ 0, and g ≥ 0 that ∂zG(p, z) is a positive

multiple of B′(z) in R. In view of (2.26), we consequently conclude that (4.5) holds

true. Now it remains to prove (4.11). In fact, by (2.42) and (2.37) one has

0 ≤ 4g(τ, z)(g∗ − g(τ, z)) ≤ (g∗)2 =

(
inf
z∈R

2B(z)
(γ + 1)S(z)

)− 2
γ−1

.(4.12)

Since the constant κ in (1.13) can be sufficiently small depending on B∗, S∗, H̄, and

γ, using (4.12) and the bounds of B and S in (2.27), one obtains (4.11). This finishes

the proof of (ii).

(iii). It follows from the upper bound of κ0 in (2.18) (where κ is sufficiently small)

that the constant δ defined in (4.6) satisfies δ ≤ Cδ for some Cδ = Cδ(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ).

Proof for (4.7). Combining the expression of ∂zG in (4.9), the inequality (2.64), the

estimate for gϵ in (2.56), and the definition of κ0 in (2.18) together yields the estimate

for the first term in (4.7).
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A direct differentiation of ∂zG gives

∂pizG(p, z) = pi∂zgϵ(|p|2, z).

Note that ∂zgϵ(t, z) = 0 for t ≥ tc(z)− ϵ
2
. Thus using (2.58) one has

|p · ∂pzG(p, z)|+ |∂pzG(p, z)| ≤ C∗ϵ−1κ0(t
∗ +

√
t∗) ≤ Cϵ−1κ0,

where t∗ is the upper bound of tc(z) in (2.40) and C = C(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ). This gives the

estimate for the second and third terms in (4.7).

In the end, by the expression for ∂zG in (4.9) one has

∂zzG(p, z) =
1

2

ˆ |p|2

0

∂zzgϵ(τ, z)dτ +
B′′(z)

g(0, z)
− B′(z)

g2(0, z)
∂zg(0, z)

− S ′′(z)

γgγ(0, z)
+

S ′(z)

gγ+1(0, z)
∂zg(0, z).

(4.13)

To estimate the first term, we infer from (2.62) that

∂zzgϵ(τ, z) =2

(
B′′(z)∂t

(
1

g(τ, z)

)
+ B′(z)∂zt

(
1

g(τ, z)

))
ϖϵ (τ − tc(z))

− 2

γ

(
S ′′(z)∂t

(
1

gγ(τ, z)

)
+ S ′(z)∂zt

(
1

gγ(τ, z)

))
ϖϵ (τ − tc(z))

+ 2∂zg(τ, z)
d

dz
ϖ (τ − tc(z)) + (g(τ, z)− g∗)

d2

dz2
ϖ (τ − tc(z)) .

We plug it into the expression of ∂zzG. For the term involving ∂zt(
1

g(τ,z)
), an integration

by parts yields

ˆ |p|2

0

∂zt

(
1

g(τ, z)

)
ϖϵ (τ − tc(z)) dτ

=− ∂zg

g2
(|p|2, z)ϖϵ

(
|p|2 − tc(z)

)
+
∂zg

g2
(0, z) +

ˆ |p|2

0

∂zg

g2
(τ, z)ϖ′

ϵ(τ − tc(z)) dτ.

The term involving ∂zt(
1

gγ(τ,z)
) can be estimated similarly as above. Note that

|ϖ′′
ϵ (τ − tc(z))| ≤ 8ϵ−2 and |supp(ϖ′′(τ − tc(z)))| ≤ ϵ.

Thus we infer (2.18), (2.58) and (2.42) that

|∂zzG| ≤ Cϵ−1κ0(κ0 + 1),

where C = C(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ). Thus we obtain the estimate for the last term in (4.7).

Proof for (4.8). In view of (3.1), one has G(0, Q) = 0. The second inequality in

(4.8) follows directly from the strong convexity in p and the estimates of derivatives
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in z. More precisely, the strong convexity property (4.4) gives that

G(p, z) ≥ G(0, z) + b∗
2
|p|2,

where we have also used that ∇pG(0, z) = 0 (since ∇pG(p, z) = 2p∂tgϵ(|p|2, z)). To

estimate G(0, z) we use a first order Taylor expansion at z = Q together with the

estimate of |∂zG| in (4.7). Note that ϵ < 1/4. Then for z ∈ [0, Q], one has

G(0, z) ≥ −δ(Q− z).

Moreover, in view of (4.5), one has

G(0, z) = G(0, 0) ≥ −δQ for z < 0, G(0, z) ≥ G(0, Q) = 0 for z > Q.

Combining the above estimates together we obtain the second inequality of (4.8). This

completes the proof of the proposition. □

With Proposition 4.1 at hand, the existence of minimizers for the minimization

problem (4.2) follows from standard theory for calculus of variations.

Lemma 4.2. Assume G satisfies (4.4) and (4.8). Then the minimization problem (4.2)

has a minimizer.

Proof. Obviously, there exists a function ψ̃ ∈ Kψ♯ such that J (ψ̃) < ∞. In view of

(4.8), one can find a minimizing sequence {ψn} such that

lim
n→∞

J (ψn) = inf
ϕ∈K

ψ♯

J (ϕ)

and
b∗
2H̄

ˆ
D
|∇ψn|2 ≤

b∗
2

ˆ
D

|∇ψn|2
y

≤ J (ψn) + δQH̄|D|.

Then it follows from the Poincaré inequality that ψn − ψ♯ is uniformly bounded in

H1(D). Thus there exist a subsequence (relabeled) and a function ψ ∈ H1(D) such

that

ψn → ψ in L2(D) ∩ L2(∂D), ψn → ψ a.e. in D, and ∇ψn ⇀ ∇ψ in L2(D).

Note that G is convex with respect to p. Using Fatou’s lemma yields

J (ψ) =

ˆ
D
y

[
G
(∇ψ

y
, ψ

)
+ λ2χ{ψ<Q}

]
≤ lim inf

n→∞

ˆ
D
y

[
G
(∇ψn

y
, ψn

)
+ λ2χ{ψn<Q}

]
= lim inf

n→∞
J (ψn),

(4.14)

Therefore ψ ∈ Kψ♯ is a minimizer. □
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4.2. L∞-estimate and Hölder regularity. In this subsection we establish the L∞-

bound and the Hölder regularity for a minimizer. Firstly, one can show that a minimizer

of the minimization problem (4.2) is a supersolution of the elliptic equation

(4.15) ∂i∂piG
(∇ψ

y
, ψ

)
− y∂zG

(∇ψ
y
, ψ

)
= 0.

Lemma 4.3. Let ψ be a minimizer of (4.2). Then ψ satisfies

(4.16)

ˆ
D

[
∂piG

(∇ψ
y
, ψ

)
∂iη + y∂zG

(∇ψ
y
, ψ

)
η

]
≥ 0, for all η ≥ 0, η ∈ C∞

0 (D).

Proof. For any τ > 0, since {ψ + τη < Q} ⊂ {ψ < Q}, it holds

0 ≤1

τ
(J (ψ + τη)− J (ψ))

≤1

τ

ˆ
D
y

[
G
(∇(ψ + τη)

y
, ψ + τη

)
− G

(∇ψ
y
, ψ

)]
=
1

τ

ˆ
D
y

[
G
(∇(ψ + τη)

y
, ψ + τη

)
− G

(∇ψ
y
, ψ + τη

)]
+

1

τ

ˆ
D
y

[
G
(∇ψ

y
, ψ + τη

)
− G

(∇ψ
y
, ψ

)]
.

Letting τ → 0 yields (4.16). □

Next, one has the following L∞-estimate for a minimizer ψ.

Lemma 4.4. Let ψ be a minimizer of (4.2), then

0 ≤ ψ ≤ Q.

Proof. Set ψτ = ψ+ τ min{0, Q−ψ} for τ > 0. Since ψ♯ ≤ Q on ∂D, one has ψτ = ψ♯

on ∂D and thus ψτ ∈ Kψ♯ . Since {ψτ < Q} = {ψ < Q} and G is convex with respect

to p, using the same arguments as in Lemma 4.3 gives

0 ≤ 1

τ
(J (ψτ )− J (ψ))

≤
ˆ
D
∂piG

(∇ψ
y
, ψτ
)
∂i(min{0, Q− ψ}) + 1

τ

ˆ
D
y

[
G
(∇ψ

y
, ψτ
)
− G

(∇ψ
y
, ψ

)]
.

Taking τ → 0, by (4.5) and (4.3) one gets

0 ≤
ˆ
D∩{ψ>Q}

−∂piG
(∇ψ

y
, ψ

)
∂iψ +

ˆ
D∩{ψ>Q}

y∂zG
(∇ψ

y
, ψ

)
(Q− ψ)

≤
ˆ
D∩{ψ>Q}

−∂piG
(∇ψ

y
, ψ

)
∂iψ ≤ −b∗

ˆ
D∩{ψ>Q}

|∇ψ|2
y

,

This implies ψ ≤ Q.
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Similarly the lower bound can be obtained by setting ψ̃τ = ψ − τ min(0, ψ) with

τ > 0. This completes the proof of the lemma. □

Now we prove a comparison principle for the associated elliptic equation (4.15).

Lemma 4.5. Given a domain D̃ ⊂ R × (a, a + h̃) for some a ∈ [0, H̄] and h̃ > 0.

Let ψ ∈ H1(D̃) be a supersolution of the equation (4.15) in the sense of (4.16) and

ϕ ∈ H1(D̃) be a solution of (4.15) in the sense of

(4.17)

ˆ
D̃

[
∂piG

(∇ϕ
y
, ϕ

)
∂iη + y∂zG

(∇ϕ
y
, ϕ

)
η

]
= 0, for all η ∈ C∞

0 (D̃).

Assume that ψ ≥ ϕ on ∂D̃. Then ψ ≥ ϕ in D̃ as long as h̃ ≤ h0 for some constant

h0 > 0 depending on B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, and ϵ.

Proof. Take η = (ϕ− ψ)+ as the test function in (4.16) and (4.17), then
ˆ
D̃

[
∂piG

(∇ϕ
y
, ϕ

)
− ∂piG

(∇ψ
y
, ψ

)]
∂iη+

ˆ
D̃
y

[
∂zG

(∇ϕ
y
, ϕ

)
− ∂zG

(∇ψ
y
, ψ

)]
η ≤ 0.

Using the convexity of G in (4.4) and the triangle inequality yields
ˆ
D̃

[
∂piG

(∇ϕ
y
, ϕ

)
− ∂piG

(∇ψ
y
, ψ

)]
∂iη

≥b∗

ˆ
D̃

|∇η|2
y

+

ˆ
D̃

[
∂piG

(∇ψ
y
, ϕ

)
− ∂piG

(∇ψ
y
, ψ

)]
∂iη,

where the last integral in the above inequality can be estimated from (4.7) as
ˆ
D̃

[
∂piG

(∇ψ
y
, ϕ

)
− ∂piG

(∇ψ
y
, ψ

)]
∂iη

=

ˆ
D̃

[
(ϕ− ψ)

ˆ 1

0

∂pizG
(∇ψ

y
, sϕ+ (1− s)ψ

)
ds

]
∂iη ≥ −δ

ˆ
D̃
|∇η|η.

Similarly, using (4.7) and the triangle inequality yields
ˆ
D̃
y

[
∂zG

(∇ϕ
y
, ϕ

)
− ∂zG

(∇ψ
y
, ψ

)]
η ≥ −δ

ˆ
D̃
(|∇η|η + yη2).

Combining the above estimates together gives

b∗

ˆ
D̃

|∇η|2
y

≤ 2δ

ˆ
D̃
|∇η|η + δ

ˆ
D̃
yη2.

Since the domain D̃ is contained in the finite strip R× (a, a+ h̃) where a ∈ [0, H̄] and

h̃ > 0, applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the Poincaré inequality to η(x, ·)
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for each x, one has
ˆ
D̃
|∇η|2 ≤ H̄ + h̃

b∗

[
b∗

2(H̄ + h̃)

ˆ
D̃
|∇η|2 + 2δ2(H̄ + h̃)

b∗

ˆ
D̃

η2 + δ(H̄ + h̃)

ˆ
D̃
η2

]

≤ 1

2

ˆ
D̃
|∇η|2 + C(H̄ + h̃)2

(
2δ

b∗
+ 1

)
δ

b∗
h̃2
ˆ
D̃
|∇η|2,

where C > 0 is a universal constant. Note that δ/b∗ ≤ C(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ) by the defi-

nitions of b∗ and δ in Proposition 4.1. Thus if h̃ ≤ h0 for some h0 = h0(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ)

sufficiently small, then ∇η = 0 in D̃, which implies that η = 0 in D̃. This completes

the proof of the lemma. □

Remark 4.6. It follows from the proof of Lemma 4.5 that if the L∞-bounds of |∂pzG|
and |∂zzG| are sufficiently small depending on B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, and h̃, then the comparison

principle still holds in the domain D̃ even if the width h̃ is large.

Now we are in position to prove the Hölder regularity for minimizers. The proof

follows from standard Morrey type estimates.

Lemma 4.7. Let ψ be a minimizer of (4.2), then ψ ∈ C0,α
loc (D) for any α ∈ (0, 1).

Moreover,

∥ψ∥C0,α(D′) ≤ C(b∗, δ,D′, Q, λ, α) for any D′ ⋐ D.

Proof. Given any Br ⊂ D′ ⋐ D with r sufficiently small such that the comparison

principle (cf. Lemma 4.5) holds in Br. Let ϕ ∈ H1(Br) be a minimizer for the energy

functional
´
Br
yG(∇ϕ

y
, ϕ) among ϕ ∈ H1(Br) with boundary trace ϕ = ψ on ∂Br. Then

ϕ is a solution of the following problem

(4.18)

∂i∂piG
(

∇ϕ
y
, ϕ
)
− y∂zG

(
∇ϕ
y
, ϕ
)
= 0 in Br

ϕ = ψ on ∂Br.

By the comparison principle one has 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ Q in Br. Moreover, it follows from the

interior regularity for elliptic PDE (cf. for example [30]) that

∥∇ϕ∥L2(Br̂) ≤ C
r̂

r
∥∇ϕ∥L2(Br) + Cr2 for any 0 < r̂ ≤ r,

for some C = C(b∗, δ,D′). Define

ψ̃ :=

{
ϕ in Br,

ψ in D \Br.

Clearly, ψ̃ ∈ H1(D). Since ψ is a minimizer of (4.2), it holds

(4.19)

ˆ
Br

y

[
G
(∇ψ

y
, ψ

)
− G

(∇ϕ
y
, ϕ

)]
≤ λ2

ˆ
Br

y(χ{ϕ<Q} − χ{ψ<Q}).
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By the Taylor expansion, (4.4) and (4.7), one hasˆ
Br

y

[
G
(∇ψ

y
, ψ

)
− G

(∇ϕ
y
, ϕ

)]
≥
ˆ
Br

[
∂piG

(∇ϕ
y
, ϕ

)
∂i(ψ − ϕ) + y∂zG

(∇ϕ
y
, ϕ

)
(ψ − ϕ)

]
+

ˆ
Br

y

2

(
b∗

∣∣∣∣∇ψ −∇ϕ
y

∣∣∣∣2 − δ

∣∣∣∣∇ψ −∇ϕ
y

∣∣∣∣ |ψ − ϕ| − δ|ψ − ϕ|2
)
.

Then using (4.18) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to the right-hand side of the

above inequality givesˆ
Br

y

[
G
(∇ψ

y
, ψ

)
− G

(∇ϕ
y
, ϕ

)]
≥b∗

4

ˆ
Br

|∇ψ −∇ϕ|2
y

− C

ˆ
Br

y|ψ − ϕ|2,(4.20)

where C = C(b∗, δ). Combining (4.19) and (A.6) together, one hasˆ
Br

|∇ψ −∇ϕ|2 ≤ C(b∗, δ,D′)

ˆ
Br

(|ψ − ϕ|2 + λ2χ{ψ=Q}) ≤ C(b∗, δ,D′, Q, λ)r2.

The desired Hölder regularity then follows from the standard Morrey type estimates

(cf. [30, the proof for Theorem 3.8]). □

4.3. Lipschitz regularity and nondegeneracy. In this subsection we establish the

(optimal) Lipschitz regularity and the nondegeneracy property of minimizers, which

play an important role to get the measure theoretic properties of the free boundary.

Consider the rescaled function

(4.21) ψ∗
X̄,r(X) :=

Q− ψ(X̄ + rX)

r
, for X̄ ∈ D, r ∈ (0, 1).

If ψ is a minimizer of (4.2), then ψ∗
X̄,r

is a minimizer of

JX̄,r(ϕ) :=
ˆ
DX̄,r

(ȳ + ry)

[
G̃r
( ∇ϕ
ȳ + ry

, ϕ

)
+ λ2χ{ϕ>0}

]
dX

over the admissible set

KX̄,r,ψ♯ :=
{
ϕ ∈ H1(DX̄,r) : ϕ(X) = (Q− ψ♯(X̄ + rX))/r on ∂DX̄,r

}
,

where

(4.22) G̃r(p, z) := G(−p, Q− rz) and DX̄,r :=
{
(X − X̄)/r : X ∈ D

}
.

Moreover, ψ∗
X̄,r

satisfies

(4.23) ∂i∂piG̃r
(∇ψ∗

X̄,r

ȳ + ry
, ψ∗

X̄,r

)
− (ȳ + ry)∂zG̃r

(∇ψ∗
X̄,r

ȳ + ry
, ψ∗

X̄,r

)
≥ 0 in DX̄,r,
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and

(4.24) ∂i∂piG̃r
(∇ψ∗

X̄,r

ȳ + ry
, ψ∗

X̄,r

)
−(ȳ+ry)∂zG̃r

(∇ψ∗
X̄,r

ȳ + ry
, ψ∗

X̄,r

)
= 0 in DX̄,r∩{ψ∗

X̄,r > 0}.

It follows from Proposition 4.1 that the function G̃r satisfies the following properties:

b∗|p|2 ≤ pi∂piG̃r(p, z) ≤ b−1
∗ |p|2,(4.25)

b∗|ξ|2 ≤ ξi∂pipj G̃r(p, z)ξj ≤ b∗|ξ|2, for all ξ ∈ R2,(4.26)

∂zG̃r(p, z) = 0 in R2 × [Q/r,∞), ∂zG̃r(p, z) ≤ 0 in R2 × (−∞, 0],(4.27)

ϵ−1|∂zG̃r(p, z)|+ |∂pzG̃r(p, z)| ≤ rδ ≤ rCδ, |∂zzG̃r(p, z)| ≤ r2δ,(4.28)

G̃r(0, 0) = 0, G̃r(p, z) ≥
b∗
2
|p|2 − δrz+,(4.29)

where the constants b∗ = b∗(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ), b∗ = b∗(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ), δ, and Cδ =

Cδ(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ) are the same as in Proposition 4.1. Besides, using ∂zG̃r(p, 0) ≤ 0

and the second estimate in (4.28) one has

∂zG̃r(p, z) ≤ r2δz+.(4.30)

Furthermore, similar arguments as in Lemma 4.5 (see also Remark 4.6) give that, there

exists a constant

(4.31) r∗ := r∗(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ) > 0

such that solutions to the rescaled equation (4.24) enjoy the comparison principle in

DX̄,r ∩B4 as well provided r ≤ r∗.

Lemma 4.8. Let ψ be a minimizer of (4.2). Let X̄ = (x̄, ȳ) ∈ D ∩ {ψ < Q} satisfy

dist(X̄,Γψ) ≤ r̄min{λ, 1}dist(X̄, ∂D), where r̄ = r̄(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ) ∈ (0, 1/4). Then

there exists a constant C = C(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ) > 0 such that

Q− ψ(X̄) ≤ Cλȳdist(X̄,Γψ).

Proof. Let ψ∗
X̄,r

(X) be defined in (4.21) with r := dist(X̄,Γψ) ∈ (0, r̄dist(X̄, ∂D)),

where r̄ > 0 is a small constant to be determined later. Then ψ∗
X̄,r

satisfies (4.23)-

(4.24). Suppose

m0 := ψ∗
X̄,r(0) ≥ Cmλȳ(4.32)

for a sufficiently large constant Cm = Cm(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ) > 0. If we can derive a

contradiction, then the desired conclusion follows. For notational convenience, we

omit the subscript X̄ and r of ψ∗
X̄,r

in the following proof.
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Step 1. Construction of the barrier function. For any given X0 ∈ Γψ∗ ∩ B1, let ϕ

be the solution of

(4.33)

∂i∂piG̃r
(

∇ϕ
ȳ+ry

, ϕ
)
− (ȳ + ry)∂zG̃r

(
∇ϕ
ȳ+ry

, ϕ
)
= 0 in B2(X0),

ϕ = ψ∗ on ∂B2(X0).

In view of (4.23), the function ϕ ≥ ψ∗ in B2(X0) provided r ≤ r∗ȳ/H̄ ≤ r∗, where

r∗ is given by (4.31). In particular, ϕ(0) ≥ ψ∗(0) = m0. Thus it follows from (4.28),

(4.32) and the Harnack inequality (cf. [29, Theorems 8.17 and 8.18]) that there exists

a constant C0 = C0(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ) > 0 such that

(4.34) ϕ(X) ≥ C0m0 for any X ∈ B 1
2
(X0),

provided r ≤ r1λȳ for some r1 = r1(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ) > 0. We claim that if r ≤ r1ȳ for a

possibly smaller r1 with the same parameter dependence, then there exists a constant

C̄ < 1/2 such that

(4.35) ϕ(X) ≥ C̄C0m0(2− |X −X0|) for any X ∈ B2(X0).

Indeed, by (4.34), it suffices to prove (4.35) in B2(X0)\B 1
2
(X0). For any fixed large

constant τ > 4, set

Φ0(X) := C0m0

(
e−τ |X−X0|2 − e−4τ

)
.

Then for X ∈ B2(X0)\B 1
2
(X0), it follows from (4.26), (4.28), and (4.30) that

∂i∂piG̃r
( ∇Φ0

ȳ + ry
,Φ0

)
− (ȳ + ry)∂zG̃r

( ∇Φ0

ȳ + ry
,Φ0

)
=∂pipj G̃r

( ∇Φ0

ȳ + ry
,Φ0

)
∂ijΦ0

ȳ + ry
− r∂pip2G̃r

( ∇Φ0

ȳ + ry
,Φ0

)
∂iΦ0

(ȳ + ry)2

+ ∂pizG̃r
( ∇Φ0

ȳ + ry
,Φ0

)
∂iΦ0 − (ȳ + ry)∂zG̃r

( ∇Φ0

ȳ + ry
,Φ0

)
≥C0m0e

−τ |X−X0|2
[

2τb∗
ȳ + ry

(
2τ |X −X0|2 − 1

)
− 2τrb∗

(ȳ + ry)2
|X −X0|

− 2τrδ|X −X0| − r2δ(ȳ + ry)

]
≥0,

provided r/ȳ is sufficiently small depending on B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, and ϵ. Note that ϕ ≥ Φ0

on ∂(B2(X0)\B 1
2
(X0)). Then it follows from the comparison principle that ϕ ≥ Φ0 in

B2(X0)\B 1
2
(X0). Since one can find a positive constant C̄ = C̄(τ) < 1/2 such that

Φ0 ≥ C̄C0m0(2− |X −X0|) for any X ∈ B2(X0)\B 1
2
(X0),

the claim (4.35) follows.
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Step 2. Gradient estimate. We claim if r ≤ r2ȳ for some r2 = r2(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ) > 0,

then

(4.36)

ˆ
B2(X0)

|∇(ϕ− ψ∗)|2 ≤ C(b∗)λ
2ȳ2
ˆ
B2(X0)

χ{ψ∗=0}.

Indeed, the minimality of ψ∗ yieldsˆ
B2(X0)

(ȳ + ry)

[
G̃r
( ∇ψ∗

ȳ + ry
, ψ∗
)
− G̃r

( ∇ϕ
ȳ + ry

, ϕ

)]
≤λ2
ˆ
B2(X0)

(ȳ + ry)(χ{ϕ>0} − χ{ψ∗>0}) ≤ λ2
ˆ
B2(X0)

(ȳ + ry)χ{ψ∗=0}.

Using the Taylor expansion, (4.33), (4.26) and (4.28), one has

ˆ
B2(X0)

(ȳ + ry)

[
G̃r
( ∇ψ∗

ȳ + ry
, ψ∗
)
− G̃r

( ∇ϕ
ȳ + ry

, ϕ

)]
≥1

2

ˆ
B2(X0)

(ȳ + ry)

(
b∗

∣∣∣∣∇(ψ∗ − ϕ)

ȳ + ry

∣∣∣∣2 − rδ

∣∣∣∣∇(ψ∗ − ϕ)

ȳ + ry

∣∣∣∣ |ψ∗ − ϕ| − r2δ|ψ∗ − ϕ|2
)
.

(4.37)

By the Hölder and Poincaré inequalities, the last two terms can be absorbed by the

first term on the right-hand side of (4.37), provided r ≤ r2ȳ with r2 sufficiently small

depending on B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, and ϵ. Thus one has (4.36).

Step 3. Poincaré type estimate. We claim the following Poincaré type estimate

(4.38)

C0m0|D0|
1
2 ≤ C∥∇(ϕ− ψ∗)∥L2(B2(X0)) with D0 := {X ∈ B2(X0) : ψ

∗(X) = 0},

provided r ≤ r1min{λ, 1}ȳ where r1 is the same as in Step 1. For Z ∈ B1(X0),

consider a transformation AZ from B2(X0) to itself which fixes ∂B2(X0) and maps Z

to X0, for instance, A −1
Z (X) = 2−|X−X0|

2
(Z−X0)+X. Set ψ∗

Z(X) := ψ∗(A −1
Z (X)) and

ϕZ(X) := ϕ(A −1
Z (X)). Given a direction ξ ∈ ∂B1, define rξ := infRξ if

Rξ := {s : 1/4 ≤ s ≤ 2, ψ∗
Z(X0 + sξ) = 0} ≠ ∅.

Hence

ϕZ(X0 + rξξ) =

ˆ rξ

2

d

ds
(ϕZ − ψ∗

Z)(X0 + sξ)ds ≤
ˆ 2

rξ

|∇(ϕZ − ψ∗
Z)(X0 + sξ)| ds

≤
√

2− rξ

(ˆ 2

rξ

|∇(ϕZ − ψ∗
Z)(X0 + sξ)|2ds

) 1
2

.

On the other hand, by (4.35), one has

ϕZ(X0 + rξξ) ≥ C̄C0m0

(
2−

∣∣∣∣2− rξ
2

(Z −X0) + rξξ

∣∣∣∣) ≥ 1

2
C̄C0m0(2− rξ).
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Combining the above two inequalities together gives

(C0m0)
2(2− rξ) ≤

4

C̄2

ˆ 2

rξ

|∇(ϕZ − ψ∗
Z)(X0 + sξ)|2ds.

An integration of ξ over ∂B1 yields

(4.39) (C0m0)
2

ˆ
B2(X0)\B1/2(Z)

χ{ψ∗=0} ≤ C

ˆ
B2(X0)

|∇(ϕ− ψ∗)|2.

More precisely, noting that |A −1
Z (X) − Z| ≥ 1/2 implies |X − X0| ≥ 1/4, changing

back to the original variables and using the polar coordinates one hasˆ
B2(X0)\B1/2(Z)

χ{ψ∗=0} ≤ C

ˆ
B2(X0)\B1/4(X0)

χ{ψ∗
Z=0}

= C

ˆ
∂B1

ˆ 2

1/4

χ{ψ∗
Z=0}s dsdξ ≤ C

ˆ
∂B1

(2− rξ) dξ.

For the right hand side of (4.39) we simply estimateˆ
∂B1

ˆ 2

rξ

|∇(ϕZ − ψ∗
Z)(X0 + sξ)|2dsdξ ≤ C

ˆ
B2(X0)

|∇(ϕ− ψ∗)|2dX.

Thus (4.39) follows. A further integration over Z ∈ B1(X0) yields

(C0m0)
2|D0| ≤ C

ˆ
B2(X0)

|∇(ϕ− ψ∗)|2,

where C is a universal constant. This is the desired estimate (4.38).

Step 4. Decay estimate. Combining (4.38) and (4.36) gives

m0|D0|
1
2 ≤ Cλȳ|D0|

1
2

for some C = C(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ), provided

r ≤ r̄min{λ, 1}dist(X̄, ∂D) ≤ r̄min{λ, 1}ȳ
where r̄ := min{r1, r2}. If |D0| > 0, then m0 ≤ Cλȳ, which contradicts with (4.32)

since the constant Cm is sufficiently large. Otherwise, ψ∗ = ϕ a.e. in B2(X0). By

the interior regularity theory for elliptic equations (cf. [29]), ψ∗ and ϕ are continuous.

Thus ψ∗ = ϕ pointwise in B2(X0), which contradicts with the fact that X0 is a free

boundary point. This finishes the proof of the lemma. □

Lemma 4.8 together with the elliptic estimates away from the free boundary gives

the Lipschitz regularity of minimizers.

Proposition 4.9. Let ψ be a minimizer of (4.2), then ψ ∈ C0,1
loc (D). Moreover, for

any connected domain D′ ⋐ D containing a free boundary point, the Lipschitz constant

of ψ in D′ is estimated by Cλ, where C depends on B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ, D′, and D.
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Proof. (i) Let X̄ ∈ {ψ < Q} ∩ D. If dist(X̄,Γψ) > r̄min{λ, 1}dist(X̄, ∂D), where r̄

is given in Lemma 4.8, then the standard interior elliptic estimate gives ψ ∈ C2,α. If

dist(X̄,Γψ) ≤ r̄min{λ, 1}dist(X̄, ∂D), then let

ψ∗
X̄,r(X) :=

Q− ψ(X̄ + rX)

r
, r := dist(X̄,Γψ).

By Lemma 4.8, there is a constant C = C(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ) > 0 such that

0 ≤ ψ∗
X̄,r(X) ≤ Cλȳ for any X ∈ B1.

Note that ψ∗
X̄,r

satisfies (4.24) in B1. By virtue of (4.4), ∂xψ
∗
X̄,r

(or ∂yψ
∗
X̄,r

) solves a

uniformly elliptic equation of divergence form and thus is C0,α by the De Giorgi-Nash-

Moser estimate (cf. [29]). Hence one has

|∇ψ(X̄)| = |∇ψ∗
X̄,r(0)| ≤ C

(
∥ψ∗

X̄,r∥L∞(B1) + ∥∂zG̃r∥L∞(B1)

)
≤ Cλ

for some C = C(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ, ȳ), where the upper bound for |∂zG̃r| in (4.28) has

been used to get the last inequality. Combining the above two cases we conclude that

ψ ∈ C0,1
loc (D). Furthermore, |∇ψ(x)| ≤ Cλ, where C = C(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ, ȳ).

(ii) If D′ ⋐ D is connected and D′ contains a free boundary point, then it follows

from the Harnack inequality ([29, Theorem 8.17]), the connectedness of D′, and Lemma

4.8 that

Q− ψ ≤ Cλ in D′

for some C depending on B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ, D′, and D. Thus similar arguments as in the

second case of (i) give that |∇ψ(x)| ≤ Cλ. □

Remark 4.10. By the boundary estimate for the elliptic equation, ψ is Lipschitz up

to the C1,α portion Σ ⊂ ∂D ∩ {y > 0} as long as the boundary data ψ♯ ∈ C0,1(D ∪ Σ).

Moreover, if D′ is a subset of D∩{y > 0} with D′∩∂D being C1,α, D′∩D is connected,

and D′ contains a free boundary point, then |∇ψ| ≤ Cλ in D′.

The next lemma gives the nondegeneracy of minimizers, whose proof is also based

on the minimality of the energy and suitable barrier functions as in Lemma 4.8.

Lemma 4.11. Let ψ be a minimizer of (4.2). Then for any ϑ > 1 and any 0 < a < 1,

there exist constants ca, r∗ > 0 depending on B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ, ϑ, and a, such that for

any Br(X̄) ⊂ D with X̄ = (x̄, ȳ) and r ≤ min{r∗ȳ, caλδϵ }, if

(4.40)
1

r

(
−
ˆ
Br(X̄)

|Q− ψ|ϑ
) 1

ϑ

≤ caλȳ,

then ψ = Q in Bar(X̄).
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Proof. As in Lemma 4.8, let ψ∗
X̄,r

(X) be defined in (4.21) for r ∈ (0, r∗ȳ), where r∗ > 0

is a small constant to be determined later. Then ψ∗
X̄,r

satisfies (4.23)-(4.24). Now we

need to prove that if (
−
ˆ
B1

|ψ∗
X̄,r|ϑ

) 1
ϑ

≤ caλȳ,

then ψ∗
X̄,r

= 0 in Ba. From now on, we drop the subscript X̄ and r of ψ∗
X̄,r

without

ambiguity. By the L∞-estimate for the subsolution of the elliptic equation (4.24) (cf.

[29, Theorem 8.17]) and the estimate (4.28), for any a ∈ (0, 1), there exists a constant

c∗ = c∗(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ, ϑ, a) > 0 such that

sup
B√

a

ψ∗ ≤c∗
4
(∥ψ∗∥Lϑ(B1) + ∥(ȳ + ry)∂zG̃r∥L∞(B1)) ≤

c∗
2
(caλȳ + ȳrδϵ)

≤c∗caλȳ :=Ma,

(4.41)

provided r ≤ min{ ȳ
4
, caλ
δϵ
}. Thus it suffices to show that if ca is sufficiently small

depending on B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ, ϑ, and a, then ψ∗ = 0 in Ba. This is proved in three

steps.

Step 1. Upper bound of the energy. Let c∗ in (4.41) be sufficiently large. We claim

that if r ≤ min{r∗ȳ, caλδϵ } for some r∗ sufficiently small depending on B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ,

and a, then there exists C = C(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, a) > 0 such that

(4.42)

ˆ
Ba

(ȳ + ry)

[
G̃r
( ∇ψ∗

ȳ + ry
, ψ∗
)
+ λ2χ{ψ∗>0}

]
≤ C

Ma

ȳ

ˆ
∂Ba

ψ∗,

where G̃r is defined in (4.22). Let

Φ0(X) :=

Ma
e−τa

2−e−τ |X|2

e−τa2−e−τa
for X ∈ B√

a\Ba,

0 for X ∈ Ba.

Similar as the proof for Lemma 4.8, choose τ = τ(a) sufficiently large and let r ≤
r∗ȳ for a sufficiently small r∗ = r∗(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ, a) > 0, then there exists C1 =

C1(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, a) > 0 such that

(4.43) ∂i∂piG̃r
( ∇Φ0

ȳ + ry
,Φ0

)
≤ −C1

Ma

ȳ + ry
in B√

a\Ba.

Let ϕ := min{ψ∗,Φ0}. Note that ϕ = ψ∗ on ∂B√
a, ϕ ≡ 0 in Ba, and {X ∈ B√

a :

ϕ(X) > 0} ⊂ {X ∈ B√
a : ψ

∗(X) > 0}. Since ψ∗ is an energy minimizer, one has
ˆ
Ba

(ȳ + ry)

[
G̃r
( ∇ψ∗

ȳ + ry
, ψ∗
)
+ λ2χ{ψ∗>0}

]
≤
ˆ
B√

a\Ba
(ȳ + ry)

[
G̃r
( ∇ϕ
ȳ + ry

, ϕ

)
− G̃r

( ∇ψ∗

ȳ + ry
, ψ∗
)]

.

(4.44)



40 YAN LI

By the convexity of p 7→ G̃r(p, z) one has

ˆ
B√

a\Ba
(ȳ + ry)

[
G̃r
( ∇ϕ
ȳ + ry

, ϕ

)
− G̃r

( ∇ψ∗

ȳ + ry
, ψ∗
)]

≤
ˆ
B√

a\Ba
−∂piG̃r

( ∇ϕ
ȳ + ry

, ϕ

)
∂i(ψ

∗ − ϕ)

+

ˆ
B√

a\Ba
(ȳ + ry)

ˆ 1

0

(ϕ− ψ∗)∂zG̃r
( ∇ψ∗

ȳ + ry
, sϕ+ (1− s)ψ∗

)
ds

≤
ˆ
(B√

a\Ba)∩{ψ∗>Φ0}

[
−∂piG̃r

( ∇Φ0

ȳ + ry
,Φ0

)
∂i(ψ

∗ − Φ0) + rδ(ȳ + ry)(ψ∗ − Φ0)

]
,

(4.45)

where the last inequality follows from the bound for ∂zG̃r in (4.28). Multiplying (4.43)

by (ψ∗ − Φ0)+ and integrating by parts (noting that ψ∗ − Φ0 = ψ∗ on ∂Ba and (ψ∗ −
Φ0)+ = 0 on ∂B√

a) one has
ˆ
(B√

a\Ba)∩{ψ∗>Φ0}
−∂piG̃r

( ∇Φ0

ȳ + ry
,Φ0

)
∂i(ψ

∗ − Φ0)

≤−
ˆ
∂Ba

ψ∗∂piG̃r
( ∇Φ0

ȳ + ry
,Φ0

)
· νi −

ˆ
(B√

a\Ba)∩{ψ∗>Φ0}
C1

Ma

ȳ + ry
(ψ∗ − Φ0).

(4.46)

Since r ≤ caλ
δϵ

and c∗ in (4.41) is sufficiently large, the inequality (4.46) together with

(4.44)-(4.45) yields thatˆ
Ba

(ȳ + ry)

[
G̃r
( ∇ψ∗

ȳ + ry
, ψ∗
)
+ λ2χ{ψ∗>0}

]
≤ −

ˆ
∂Ba

ψ∗∂piG̃r
( ∇Φ0

ȳ + ry
,Φ0

)
· νi.

In view of the expression for |∇Φ0| on ∂Ba as well as (4.25), there is a constant

C = C(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, a) such that

−∂piG̃r
( ∇Φ0

ȳ + ry
,Φ0

)
· νi ≤ C

Ma

ȳ
on ∂Ba.

Combining the above two estimates gives the desired estimate (4.42).

Step 2. Lower bound of the energy. We claim that there is a constant C =

C(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ, ϑ, a) > 0 such that

(4.47)

ˆ
∂Ba

ψ∗ ≤ C(1 + c2a)

λ

(
Ma

λȳ
+ 1

) ˆ
Ba

(ȳ + ry)

[
G̃r
( ∇ψ∗

ȳ + ry
, ψ∗
)
+ λ2χ{ψ∗>0}

]
,

provided r ≤ min{ ȳ
4
, caλ
δϵ
}. Indeed, by the trace estimate there exists a constant C =

C(a) > 0 such that ˆ
∂Ba

ψ∗ ≤ C

(ˆ
Ba

ψ∗ +

ˆ
Ba

|∇ψ∗|
)
.
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Since 0 ≤ ψ∗ ≤Ma in Ba impliesˆ
Ba

ψ∗ ≤Ma

ˆ
Ba

χ{ψ∗>0} ≤
Ma

ȳ

ˆ
Ba

(ȳ + ry)χ{ψ∗>0},

and since the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality givesˆ
Ba

|∇ψ∗| ≤
ˆ
Ba

|∇ψ∗|2
λ(ȳ + ry)

+

ˆ
Ba

λ(ȳ + ry)χ{ψ∗>0},

it follows from the above inequalities that
ˆ
∂Ba

ψ∗ ≤ C

λ

(
Ma

λȳ
+ 1

) ˆ
Ba

(ȳ + ry)

(∣∣∣∣ ∇ψ∗

ȳ + ry

∣∣∣∣2 + λ2χ{ψ∗>0}

)
.

By (4.29) and (4.41) one has

ˆ
Ba

(ȳ + ry)

∣∣∣∣ ∇ψ∗

ȳ + ry

∣∣∣∣2 ≤ 2

b∗

ˆ
Ba

(ȳ + ry)

[
G̃r
( ∇ψ∗

ȳ + ry
, ψ∗
)
+ δrMaχ{ψ∗>0}

]
≤ C(1 + c2a)

ˆ
Ba

(ȳ + ry)

[
G̃r
( ∇ψ∗

ȳ + ry
, ψ∗
)
+ λ2χ{ψ∗>0}

]
,

(4.48)

where C = C(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ, ϑ, a). Combining all the above estimates together yields

(4.47).

Step 3. Conclusion. From (4.42) and (4.47), if r ≤ min{r∗ȳ, caλδϵ }, there is a constant
C = C(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ, ϑ, a) such thatˆ

Ba

(ȳ + ry)

[
G̃r
( ∇ψ∗

ȳ + ry
, ψ∗
)
+ λ2χ{ψ∗>0}

]
≤C(1 + c2a)

Ma

λȳ

(
Ma

λȳ
+ 1

)ˆ
Ba

(ȳ + ry)

[
G̃r
( ∇ψ∗

ȳ + ry
, ψ∗
)
+ λ2χ{ψ∗>0}

]
.

Take ca in (4.41) sufficiently small such that Ma/(λȳ) is sufficiently small. Thenˆ
Ba

(ȳ + ry)

[
G̃r
( ∇ψ∗

ȳ + ry
, ψ∗
)
+ λ2χ{ψ∗>0}

]
= 0.

This together with the inequality (4.48) yields ψ∗ ≡ 0 in Ba. Hence the proof of the

lemma is complete. □

4.4. Measure theoretic properties and regularity of the free boundary. From

the Lipschitz regularity (Proposition 4.9) and nondegeneracy property (Lemma 4.11) of

a minimizer ψ, one has the following measure theoretic properties of the free boundary

Γψ := ∂{ψ < Q}∩D. The proof is the same as that for Theorem 2.8 and Theorem 3.2

in [4], so we omit the details here.

Proposition 4.12. Let ψ be a minimizer of (4.2). Then the following statements hold.
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(i) H1(Γψ ∩ D′) <∞ for any D′ ⋐ D.

(ii) There is a Borel measure ζψ such that

∂i∂piG
(∇ψ

y
, ψ

)
− y∂zG

(∇ψ
y
, ψ

)
= ζψH1⌊Γψ.

(iii) For any D′ ⋐ D, there exist positive constants C, c, and (small) r0 depending

on B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ, λ, D′, and D, such that for any Br(X) ⊂ D′ with X ∈ Γψ
and r ∈ (0, r0), one has

c ≤ |Br(X) ∩ {ψ < Q}|
|Br(X)| ≤ C;

c ≤ ζψ ≤ C, cr ≤ H1(Br(X) ∩ Γψ) ≤ Cr.

It follows from Lemma 4.8, Lemma 4.11 and Remark 3.3 that |∇ψ/y| = O(Λ) near

the free boundary in a weak sense. In order to get the regularity of the free boundary,

we derive the following strengthened estimates for |∇ψ/y| near the free boundary.

Lemma 4.13. Let ψ be a minimizer of (4.2). Then for any D′ ⋐ D, there exist

α ∈ (0, 1), r0 ∈ (0, 1), and C > 0 depending on B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ, λ, D′, and D, such

that for any ball B2r(X̄) ⊂ D′ with X̄ ∈ Γψ and r ∈ (0, r0), one has

sup
Br(X̄)

∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 ≤ Λ2 + Crα.

Proof. The proof is similar to that for [33, Lemma 4.11]. It follows from the equation

of ψ and the methods in [29, Chapter 15] that w := |∇ψ/y|2 satisfies

1

2
∂i
(
aij∂jw

)
− aij∂i

(
∂kψ

y

)
∂j

(
∂kψ

y

)
+ ∂i

(
bij
∂jψ

y

)
− bij∂i

(
∂jψ

y

)
+ ∂za

ij∂i

(
∂jψ

y

)
yw − ∂za

ij∂iψ∂k

(
∂jψ

y

)
∂kψ

y
= 0

in D ∩ {ψ < Q}, where

aij := ∂pipjG
(∇ψ

y
, ψ

)
and bij :=

1

y2
aik(∂jψδk2 − ∂kψδj2) + cδij(4.49)

with

c := ∂pizG
(∇ψ

y
, ψ

)
∂iψ − y∂zG

(∇ψ
y
, ψ

)
.

By Young’s inequality it holds that∣∣∣∣bij∂i(∂jψy
)∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1

b∗
|bij|2 + b∗

4

∣∣∣∣∇(∇ψ
y

)∣∣∣∣2 .
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Moreover, by the definitions of G in (4.1) and Gϵ in (3.1) one derives

∂za
ij(p, z) = 2∂tzGϵ(|p|2, z)δij + 4∂ttzGϵ(|p|2, z)pipj.

This combined with 2|p|2∂tzGϵ(|p|2, z) = p · ∂pzG(p, z) gives that

∂za
ij∂i

(
∂jψ

y

)
yw − ∂za

ij∂iψ∂k

(
∂jψ

y

)
∂kψ

y

=2∂tzGϵ

(∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ

)
· y
(
∂i

(
∂iψ

y

) ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 − ∂iψ

y
∂k

(
∂iψ

y

)
∂kψ

y

)

=∇ψ · ∂pzG
(∇ψ

y
, ψ

)
·
(
∇ ·
(∇ψ

y

)
− ∇ψ

|∇ψ|∇
(∇ψ

y

)
(∇ψ)T
|∇ψ|

)
.

Thus using Young’s inequality again yields∣∣∣∣∂zaij∂i(∂jψy
)
yw − ∂za

ij∂iψ∂k

(
∂jψ

y

)
∂kψ

y

∣∣∣∣
≤ 1

b∗

∣∣∣∣∇ψ · ∂pzG
(∇ψ

y
, ψ

)∣∣∣∣2 + b∗
2

∣∣∣∣∇(∇ψ
y

)∣∣∣∣2 .
Since

aij∂i

(
∂kψ

y

)
∂j

(
∂kψ

y

)
≥ b∗

∣∣∣∣∇(∇ψ
y

)∣∣∣∣2 ,
which follows from the convexity of the functional, cf. (4.4), one concludes that w is a

subsolution to the uniformly elliptic linear equation

Lw :=
1

2
∂i(a

ij∂jw) ≥ −∂igi − f,

where

gi := bij
∂jψ

y
and f :=

1

b∗

(
|bij|2 +

∣∣∣∣∇ψ · ∂pzG
(∇ψ

y
, ψ

)∣∣∣∣2
)
.

Note that it follows from the definition of bij in (4.49), (4.4), and (4.7) that

|bij| ≤ C(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ,D′)
(
∥∇ψ∥L∞(D′) + 1

)
.

Thus there exists C = C(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ,D′) > 0 such that gi and f satisfy

∥gi∥L∞(D′) ≤ C∥∇ψ∥L∞(D′)(∥∇ψ∥L∞(D′) + 1),

∥f∥L∞(D′) ≤ Cb−1
∗ (∥∇ψ∥2L∞(D′) + 1).

Now for τ ≥ 0, let

Wτ :=

(|∇ψ
y
|2 − Λ2 − τ)+ in {ψ < Q},

0 in {ψ = Q}.
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Using the same arguments as in [4, Lemma 3.4] yields

lim sup
X→X̄,ψ(X)<Q

∣∣∣∣∇ψ(X)

y

∣∣∣∣ = Λ,

thus combining this with the interior regularity of ψ together one hasWτ ∈ C0,1(Br(X̄)).

Denote W ∗
τ (r) := supBr(X̄)Wτ . Then W

∗
τ (r)−Wτ satisfiesL(W ∗

τ (r)−Wτ ) ≤ ∂ig
i + f in B2r(X̄),

W ∗
τ (r)−Wτ = W ∗

τ (r) in B2r(X̄) ∩ {ψ = Q}.

In view of [29, Theorem 8.18] with ϑ ∈ [1,∞) one has

r−
2
ϑ∥W ∗

τ (r)−Wτ∥Lϑ(Br(X̄)) ≤ C

(
inf

Br/2(X̄)
(W ∗

τ (r)−Wτ ) + k(r)

)
,

where C = C(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ, ϑ) and k(r) = b−1
∗ (r∥f∥L∞(D′) + r2

∑
i ∥gi∥L∞(D′)). From

the positive density property of Br(X̄) ∩ {ψ = Q} (cf. Proposition 4.12 (iii)) we infer

that

r−
2
ϑ∥W ∗

τ (r)−Wτ∥Lϑ(Br(X̄)) ≥ cW ∗
τ (r)

for some c = c(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ, λ,D′,D), provided r ≤ r0. Taking τ → 0 and a re-

arrangement of the above two inequalities yield

W ∗
0

(r
2

)
= sup

Br/2(X̄)

W0 ≤ C0W
∗
0 (r) + k(r), C0 = 1− c

C
∈ (0, 1).

It follows from the iteration lemma (cf. [29, Lemma 8.23]) that for any β ∈ (0, 1)

W ∗
0 (r) ≤ CW ∗

0 (r0)

(
r

r0

)α
+ k(rβr1−β0 ),

where C = C(C0) > 0 and α = α(C0, β) ∈ (0, 1). Recalling the Lipschitz bound for ψ

in Proposition 4.9, one obtains the desired estimate. □

Remark 4.14. In Lemma 4.13, if B2r(X̄) ⊂ B2R(X̄) ⊂ D′ with R ∈ (0, r0), then there

exists a constant C = C(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ, λ,D′,D) > 0 such that

(4.50) sup
Br(X̄)

∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 ≤ Λ2 + C

( r
R

)α
.

This follows from applying the proof of Lemma 4.13 to ψX̄,R(X) = ψ(X̄ +RX)/R.

Similar arguments as in [33, Proposition 4.12] give the following gradient estimate.
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Proposition 4.15. Let ψ be a minimizer of (4.2). Then for any B2r(X̄) ⊂ D′ ⋐ D
with X̄ ∈ Γψ and r ∈ (0, r0), where r0 is the same as in Lemma 4.13, one has

−
ˆ
Br(X̄)∩{ψ<Q}

(
Λ2 −

∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2
)+

≤ C| ln r|−1,

where C = C(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ, λ,D′,D) > 0 is a constant.

Combining Proposition 4.15 and the arguments in [4, Corollary 4.4] together we

have the following corollary.

Corollary 4.16. Let ψ be a minimizer of (4.2). Then every blow up limit of ψ at

X̄ = (x̄, ȳ) ∈ Γψ ∩ D is a half plane solution with slope Λȳ in a neighborhood of the

origin.

As in the two-dimensional case ([33]), now we can use the improvement of flatness

arguments to show that the free boundary is locally a C1,α graph for some α ∈ (0, 1)

(cf. [4]). Higher regularity of the free boundary follows from [31, Theorem 2]. For the

completeness, we state the result here without proof.

Proposition 4.17. Let ψ be a minimizer of (4.2). The free boundary Γψ is locally

Ck+1,α if G(p, z) is Ck,α in its components (k ≥ 1, 0 < α < 1), and it is locally real

analytic if G(p, z) is real analytic.

Remark 4.18. In our case the function G(p, z) is C1,1 in its components (cf. Section

4.1), thus the free boundary is locally C2,α for any α ∈ (0, 1).

5. Fine properties for the free boundary problem

In this section, we obtain the uniqueness and monotonicity of the solution for the

truncated problem (3.4) with given specific boundary conditions. The monotonicity of

the solution is crucial to prove the graph property of the free boundary, as well as the

equivalence between the Euler system and the stream function formulation.

N

N0

H∗

y

0

1

R−µ

b′µ

bµ
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Figure 1. The truncated domain Ωµ,R.

To describe the boundary data on ∂Ωµ,R, some notations are needed. Let bµ ∈ (1, H̄)

be such that N(bµ) = −µ, where N is defined in (1.7). Choose a point (−µ, b′µ) with
0 < bµ − b′µ < (bµ − 1)/4. Let H∗ := H∗(Λ) be such that ΛH2

∗e
1−H∗ = Q if Λ > Q, and

H∗ = 1 if Λ ≤ Q. Define

ψ†(y) :=

{
min

(
Λy2e1−y, Q

)
if H∗ < 1,

Qy2e1−y if H∗ = 1.

Let s ∈ (3/2, 2) be a fixed constant. Set

ψ♯µ,R(x, y) :=



0 if x = −µ, 0 < y < b′µ,

Q

(
y − b′µ
bµ − b′µ

)s
if x = −µ, b′µ ≤ y ≤ bµ,

Q if (x, y) ∈ N ∪ ([0, R]× {1}),
ψ†(y) if x = R, 0 < y < 1,

0 if − µ ≤ x ≤ R, y = 0.

(5.1)

Note that ψ♯µ,R is continuous and it satisfies 0 ≤ ψ♯µ,R ≤ Q.

Lemma 5.1. Assume that the constant κ in (1.13) is sufficiently small depending

on B∗, S∗, H̄, and γ. Then ψ♯µ,R(−µ, ·) is a subsolution to (3.7) and ψ♯µ,R(R, ·) is a

supersolution to (3.7) in Ωµ,R.

Proof. Denote φ(y) := Q
(
y−b′µ
bµ−b′µ

)s
. Straightforward computations yield(

gϵ

(∣∣∣∣φ′

y

∣∣∣∣2 , φ
)
φ′

y

)′

=

(
gϵ + 2∂tgϵ

(
φ′

y

)2
)(

φ′′

y
− φ′

y2

)
+ ∂zgϵ

(φ′)2

y

=

(
gϵ + 2∂tgϵ

(
φ′

y

)2
)

Qs

y(bµ − b′µ)
2

(
y − b′µ
bµ − b′µ

)s−2(
s− 2 +

b′µ
y

)
+ ∂zgϵ

(φ′)2

y
.

Recall that the estimates (2.57), (2.64), and (4.7) give

gϵ + 2∂tgϵ

(
φ′

y

)2

≥ C > 0, |∂zgϵ| ≤ Cκ0∂tgϵ, |∂zGϵ| ≤ Cκ0(κ0 + 1).

Moreover, since κ in (1.13) is sufficiently small depending on B∗, S∗, H̄, and γ, by

(2.18) and Proposition 2.1 one has

(5.2) κ0 ≤ Cκ1−
1
2γ ≤ Cκ

1
4γ ≤ CQ,



THREE-DIMENSIONAL AXIALLY SYMMETRIC JET FLOWS WITH NONZERO VORTICITY 47

where C depends on B∗, S∗, H̄, and γ. Therefore, the function φ satisfies

(5.3)

(
gϵ

(∣∣∣∣φ′

y

∣∣∣∣2 , φ
)
φ′

y

)′

− y∂zGϵ

(∣∣∣∣φ′

y

∣∣∣∣2 , φ
)
> 0, on (b′µ, bµ).

As 0 is a solution to (3.7), the function ψ♯µ,R(−µ, ·) is a subsolution to (3.7).

Similarly one can show ψ♯µ,R(R, ·) is a supersolution to (3.7), provided κ is sufficiently

small depending on B∗, S∗, H̄, and γ. This finishes the proof of the lemma. □

Lemma 5.2. Let ψ be a minimizer of the truncated problem (3.4) in Ωµ,R with the

boundary value ψ♯µ,R constructed in (5.1). Assume that the constant κ in (1.13) is

sufficiently small depending on B∗, S∗, H̄, and γ. Then

(5.4) ψ♯µ,R(−µ, y) < ψ(x, y) ≤ ψ♯µ,R(R, y) for all (x, y) ∈ Ωµ,R.

Proof. The proof is divided into two steps.

Step 1. Lower bound. Let D′ := Ωµ,R∩{b′µ < y < bµ}. By Lemma 5.1, ψ♯µ,R(−µ, ·) ≤
ψ on ∂D′. Furthermore, it follows from (5.3) that ψ♯µ,R(−µ, ·) is a strict subso-

lution in D′. Thus by the comparison principle and the strong maximum princi-

ple, ψ♯µ,R(−µ, y) < ψ(x, y) in D′. Since ψ♯µ,R(−µ, y) ≡ 0 if y ∈ [0, b′µ], one has

ψ♯µ,R(−µ, y) < ψ(x, y) in Ωµ,R.

Step 2. Upper bound. The idea is the same as that in [7, Lemma 4.1]. We consider

ψ as a limit of minimizers for the modified minimization problems. For any small ι > 0,

introduce the functional

(5.5) Jι(ϕ) :=
ˆ
Ωµ,R

(y + ι)

[
Gϵ

( ∣∣∣∣ ∇ϕy + ι

∣∣∣∣2 , ϕ)+ λ2ϵχ{ϕ<Q}

]
dX,

where λϵ is the same as in (3.5). As in Section 4, one can prove that

(a) there exists a minimizer ψι for the functional Jι in the admissible set (3.6) with

the boundary value ψ♯µ,R constructed in (5.1);

(b) the minimizer ψι satisfies 0 ≤ ψι ≤ Q in Ωµ,R and ψι ∈ C0,1
loc (Ωµ,R);

(c) the minimizer ψι satisfies the elliptic equation L ψι = 0 in Ωµ,R∩{0 < ψι < Q},
where

(5.6) L ϕ := ∇ ·
(
gϵ

( ∣∣∣∣ ∇ϕy + ι

∣∣∣∣2 , ϕ) ∇ϕ
y + ι

)
− (y + ι)∂zGϵ

( ∣∣∣∣ ∇ϕy + ι

∣∣∣∣2 , ϕ).
Furthermore, there exists a sequence ιk → 0, such that the corresponding sequence of

minimizers ψιk converges to a minimizer ψ of the problem (3.4). Thus if we show that

(5.7) ψι(x, y) ≤ ψ♯µ,R(R, y + ι) in Ωµ,R

for sufficiently small ι > 0, then the upper bound for ψ follows.
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Consider the function Ψτ (y) := ψ♯µ,R(R, y+ ι) + τ for τ > 0. In view of the proof of

Lemma 5.1, the function Ψτ is a supsolution to (5.6) if κ0 is sufficiently small. Since

ψι is bounded, if τ is large enough then ψι ≤ Ψτ . Denote τ∗ = inf{τ : ψι ≤ Ψτ}. We

claim τ∗ = 0. Suppose by contradiction that τ∗ > 0. Note that ψι is continuous up to

{y = 0} and ψι = ψ♯µ,R on ∂Ωµ,R. Thus ψι = Ψτ cannot be achieved at ∂Ωµ,R. Since

L ψι = 0 and LΨτ ≤ 0 in Ωµ,R∩{0 < ψι < Q}, the strong maximum principle implies

that the functions ψι and Ψτ must touch at a free boundary point X∗ = (x∗, y∗) with

0 < y∗ < 1. Then by the Hopf lemma

Λ =

∣∣∣∣∇ψι(X∗)

y∗ + ι

∣∣∣∣ > ∣∣∣∣∇Ψτ∗(X∗)

y∗ + ι

∣∣∣∣ = Λ(2− y∗ − ι)e1−y∗−ι > Λ,

which is a contradiction. Therefore τ∗ = 0. This means that the inequality (5.7) holds.

Let ι → 0 one obtains ψ(x, y) ≤ ψ♯µ,R(R, y). This finishes the proof of the lemma.

□

Remark 5.3. Note that every function ψιk constructed in Lemma 5.2 is a solution to

the elliptic equation (5.6) (with ι being replaced by ιk) in Ωµ,R∩{0 < ψιk < Q} with the

boundary condition ψιk = ψ♯µ,R on ∂Ωµ,R. By elliptic estimates ψιk ∈ C2,α
loc (Ωµ,R∩{ψιk <

Q}) ∩ C0(Ωµ,R ∩ {ψιk < Q}) for any α ∈ (0, 1). Then the limit ψ of {ψιk}, which

is a minimizer of the minimization problem (3.4), satisfies ψ ∈ C2,α
loc (Ωµ,R ∩ {ψ <

Q}) ∩ C0(Ωµ,R ∩ {ψ < Q}).

With Lemma 5.2 at hand, we can prove the following proposition, which claims

that the minimizer for the truncated problem (3.4) is unique and monotone increasing

in the x-direction.

Proposition 5.4. Under the same assumption as in Lemma 5.2, ψ is the unique

minimizer to (3.4). Furthermore, ∂xψ ≥ 0 in Ωµ,R.

Proof. The proof is essentially the same as that in [7, Theorem 4.2]. For completeness

we provide the details here.

Step 1. ∂xψ ≥ 0. For τ > 0 small, let

ψτ (x, y) := ψ(x− τ, y) for (x, y) ∈ Ωτ
µ,R := {(x+ τ, y) : (x, y) ∈ Ωµ,R}.

Assume

ψ(x, y) = ψ(R, y) in Ωτ
µ,R\Ωµ,R and ψτ (x, y) = ψ(−µ, y) in Ωµ,R\Ωτ

µ,R.

Since ψ is a minimizer for J ϵµ,R,Λ over Kψ♯µ,R
, then ψτ is a minimizer for J ϵ,τµ,R,Λ in Kτ

ψ♯µ,R
,

where

J ϵ,τµ,R,Λ(ϕ) :=

ˆ
Ωµ,R

y

[
Gϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ϕ(x+ τ, y)

y

∣∣∣∣2 , ϕ(x+ τ, y)

)
+ λ2ϵχ{ϕ(x+τ,y)<Q}

]
dX,
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and

Kτ

ψ♯µ,R
:= {ϕ ∈ H1(Ωµ,R) : ϕ(x+ τ, y) = ψ♯µ,R(x, y) on ∂Ωµ,R}.

For ease of notations, we denote

J := J ϵµ,R,Λ, Jτ := J ϵ,τµ,R,Λ, K := Kψ♯µ,R
, Kτ := Kτ

ψ♯µ,R
.

By Lemma 5.2 one has

min{ψτ , ψ} ∈ Kτ and max{ψτ , ψ} ∈ K.

Since the energy functional J(ϕ) depends only on |∇ϕ/y|2 and ϕ, one can verify that

Jτ (ψτ ) + J(ψ) = Jτ (min{ψτ , ψ}) + J(max{ψτ , ψ}).

This together with the minimality of ψτ and ψ, gives

(5.8) J(ψ) = J(max{ψτ , ψ}).

We shall show that ψτ < ψ in Ωµ,R. By Lemma 5.2 and the continuity of ψ,

one has ψτ < ψ near {x = −µ} ∩ Ωµ,R. If the strict inequality was not true in the

connected component of Ωµ,R ∩ {ψ < Q} containing {x = −µ}, then one would find a

ball B ⋐ Ωµ,R and X̄ ∈ ∂B with ψ(X̄) > 0 such that

ψτ < ψ in B, ψτ (X̄) = ψ(X̄).

By the Hopf lemma one has

lim
X→X̄
X∈B

∂(ψτ − ψ)

∂ν
(X) > 0,

where ν is the outer unit normal of ∂B at X̄. Thus there exists a curve through

X̄ such that along this curve max{ψτ , ψ} is not C1 at X̄. On the other hand, since

max{ψτ , ψ} is a minimizer of J by (5.8), and max{ψτ , ψ}(X̄) < Q, then by the interior

regularity for the minimizers, max{ψτ , ψ} ∈ C1,α around X̄. This is a contradiction.

Since by the strong maximum principle every component {ψ < Q} has to touch ∂Ωµ,R,

and moreover, by the construction of boundary value, {ψ < Q} ∩ ∂Ωµ,R is a connect

arc, then {ψ < Q} ∩ Ωµ,R consists only one component. Consequently, ψτ < ψ in

Ωµ,R ∩ {ψ < Q}. Taking τ → 0 yields ∂xψ ≥ 0.

Step 2. Uniqueness. Assume that ψ1 and ψ2 are two minimizers with the same

boundary data. Let ψτ1 (x, y) = ψ1(x − τ, y). Same arguments as above give that

ψτ1 ≤ ψ2 in Ωµ,R. Taking τ → 0 yields ψ1 ≤ ψ2. Similarly ψ2 ≤ ψ1. Thus ψ1 = ψ2. □
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Denote the free boundary points which lie strictly below {y = 1} by

(5.9) Γµ,R,Λ := ∂{ψ < Q} ∩ {(x, y) : (x, y) ∈ (−µ,R]× (0, 1)}.

Before proving that the free boundary is a graph, we first show the non-oscillation

property of the free boundary.

Lemma 5.5. Let D′ ⊂ {(x, y) : y ≥ H∗} be a domain in Ωµ,R ∩ {ψ < Q} bounded

by two disjoint arcs Γ1 and Γ′
1 of the free boundary and by {x = k1} and {x = k2}.

Suppose that Γ1 (Γ′
1) lies in {k1 < x < k2} with endpoints (k1, l1) and (k2, l2) ((k1, l

′
1)

and (k2, l
′
2)). Suppose that dist((0, 1),D′) ≥ c0 for some c0 > 0 and |k1−k2| ≤ 1. Then

|k1 − k2| ≤ Cmax{|l1 − l′1|, |l2 − l′2|},

for some C = C(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ,H∗, c0,Λ).

Proof. Integrating the equation (3.7) in D′ yields

ˆ
Γ1∪Γ′

1

gϵ

(∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ

)
∂νψ

y
+

ˆ
∂D′∩({x=k1}∪{x=k2})

gϵ

(∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ

)
∂νψ

y

=

ˆ
D′
y∂zGϵ

(∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ

)
.

Since ∂νψ/y = Λ along Γ1 and Γ′
1 and gϵ ≥ C∗(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ) by (2.56), one has

ˆ
Γ1∪Γ′

1

gϵ

(∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ

)
∂νψ

y
≥ C∗ΛH1(Γ1 ∪ Γ′

1) ≥ C∗Λ|k1 − k2|.

Applying the interior Lipschitz regularity (Proposition 4.9) and the boundary estimate

for ψ (Remark 4.10) gives∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ
∂D′∩({x=k1}∪{x=k2})

gϵ

(∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ

)
∂νψ

y

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cλmax{|l1 − l′1|, |l2 − l′2|},

where C depends on the B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ, H∗, and c0. Moreover, note that |k1−k2| ≤ 1.

By (4.7) it holds∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ
D′
y∂zGϵ

(∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ

)∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ δH̄|D′| ≤ δH̄max{|l1 − l′1|, |l2 − l′2|}.

Combining the above estimates and (3.11) together gives the desired inequality. □

The next lemma gives the uniqueness of the Cauchy problem for the elliptic equa-

tion, which is crucial for the proof of the graph property of the free boundary.
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Lemma 5.6. Let D̃ ⋐ R2 ∩ {y > 0} be a bounded connected piecewise C2,α domain

with α ∈ (0, 1), and let Σ ⊂ ∂D̃ be a nonempty open set. Let ψ, ψ̃ ∈ H1
loc(D̃) be two

solutions to the Cauchy problem
∂i∂piG

(∇ψ
y
, ψ

)
− yW

(∇ψ
y
, ψ

)
= 0 in D̃,

ψ = Q,
1

y
∂νψ = Λ on Σ,

where Q and Λ are constants. Assume that G is uniformly elliptic, cf. (4.3)-(4.4), and

that ∂pipjpkG, ∂pipjzG, ∂pizG, ∂piW, ∂zW ∈ L∞. Then ψ = ψ̃.

Proof. The proof relies on the unique continuation for the uniformly elliptic equations

with Lipschitz coefficients. First, it follows from the boundary regularity for the elliptic

equation that ψ, ψ̃ ∈ C1,α(D̃ ∪ Σ). Let φ := ψ̃ − ψ. Then φ solves
∂i (aij∂jφ) = −∂i(biφ) + b̃i∂iφ+ cφ in D̃,

φ =
1

y
∂νφ = 0 on Σ,

where

aij :=
1

y

ˆ 1

0

∂pipjG
(
∇ψ̃s
y

, ψ̃s

)
ds, bi :=

ˆ 1

0

∂pizG
(
∇ψ̃s
y

, ψ̃s

)
ds,

b̃i :=

ˆ 1

0

∂piW
(
∇ψ̃s
y

, ψ̃s

)
ds, c := y

ˆ 1

0

∂zW
(
∇ψ̃s
y

, ψ̃s

)
ds,

with ψ̃s = ψ̃ + s(ψ − ψ̃). The Cauchy data allow to extend φ into a solution in a

neighborhood U ⊃ Σ by setting φ = 0 outside of U∩D̃. It follows from the assumptions

on G and W that bi, b̃i and c ∈ L∞, and aij is uniformly elliptic and C1,α. Thus by

the unique continuation property, cf. for example [32, Theorem 1.1], one has φ ≡ 0 in

U ∪ D̃. This means that ψ = ψ̃. Since D̃ is connected, using chain of balls argument

one has ψ = ψ̃ in D̃. □

Now we are ready to prove the free boundary is a graph.

Proposition 5.7. Let Γµ,R,Λ be defined in (5.9). If Γµ,R,Λ ̸= ∅, then it can be repre-

sented as a graph of a function of y, i.e., there exists a function Υµ,R,Λ and
¯
Hµ,R,Λ ∈

[H∗, 1) such that

(5.10) Γµ,R,Λ = {(x, y) : x = Υµ,R,Λ(y), y ∈ (
¯
Hµ,R,Λ, 1)}.

Furthermore, Υµ,R,Λ is continuous, −µ < Υµ,R,Λ ≤ R and limy→1− Υµ,R,Λ(y) exists.
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Proof. It follows from Proposition 5.4 that ∂xψ ≥ 0. Hence there is a function Υµ,R,Λ(y)

with values in [−µ,R] such that for any y ∈ (0, 1),

(5.11) ψ(x, y) < Q if and only if x < Υµ,R,Λ(y).

Since ψ(−µ, y) = 0 for y ∈ [0, b′µ], then Υµ,R,Λ > −µ.
It follows from Lemma 5.2 that one has

ψ(x, y) ≤ ψ♯µ,R(R, y) < Q in R× [0, H∗).

This implies that there is no free boundary points in the strip R× [0, H∗). Thus there

exists a constant
¯
Hµ,R,Λ ≥ H∗ such that the free boundary is a graph x = Υµ,R,Λ(y) for

y ∈ (
¯
Hµ,R,Λ, 1).

Finally, one can show Υµ,R,Λ is continuous. Clearly, by (5.11) the function Υµ,R,Λ

is lower semi-continuous. Suppose there is a jump point ȳ such that

lim
y→ȳ

Υµ,R,Λ(y) = Υµ,R,Λ(ȳ) + τ

for some τ > 0. Let x̄ := Υµ,R,Λ(ȳ). Since ∂xψ ≥ 0, the line segment [x̄, x̄ + τ ] × {ȳ}
belongs to the free boundary. Therefore, one can find an upper or lower rectangular

neighborhood U of [x̄, x̄+ τ ]× {ȳ} such that ψ solves following system
∇ ·
(
gϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)∇ψ

y

)
− y∂zGϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ) = 0 in U,

ψ = Q,
1

y
∂νψ = Λ on ∂U ∩ {y = ȳ},

which admits a one-dimensional solution ψ1d(y). Then by the uniqueness of the Cauchy

problem (cf. Lemma 5.6), one has ψ = ψ1d in Ωµ,R. This is however impossible. Thus

Υµ,R,Λ is continuous. The existence of limy→1−Υµ,R,Λ(y) follows from Lemma 5.5. □

6. Continuous fit and smooth fit

In this section, we first establish the continuous fit between the free boundary and

the nozzle. More precisely, for given Bernoulli function B̄, entropy function S̄ and mass

flux Q at the upstream as in Proposition 2.1, there exists a momentum Λ > 0 along

the free boundary, such that the free boundary attaches the outlet of the nozzle. The

continuous fit implies the smooth fit, that is, the free boundary joins the nozzle in a

continuous differentiable fashion.
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6.1. Continuous fit. In this subsection, µ, R and ϵ are fixed. To emphasize the

dependence on the parameter Λ, we let ψΛ := ψµ,R,Λ denote the minimizer of the

truncated problem (3.4) and let

ΓΛ := Γµ,R,Λ = {(x, y) : x = ΥΛ(y) for y ∈ (
¯
HΛ, 1)}

denote the the free boundary in (5.10), where ΥΛ(y) := Υµ,R,Λ(y) and
¯
HΛ :=

¯
Hµ,R,Λ.

The following lemma shows that ψΛ and ΥΛ depend on Λ continuously, whose proof

is basically the same as that in [33, Lemma 6.1] so we omit it here.

Lemma 6.1. If Λn → Λ, then ψΛn → ψΛ uniformly in Ωµ,R and ΥΛn(y) → ΥΛ(y) for

each y ∈ (lΛ, 1].

The continuous dependence of the solution on the parameter Λ together with the

nondegeneracy of the minimizer (Lemma 4.11) gives the next lemma.

Lemma 6.2. There exists a constant C = C(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ) such that the following

statements hold.

(i) If Λ ≥ CQ, then the free boundary ΓΛ is nonempty and ΥΛ(1) < 0.

(ii) If Λ ≤ C−1Q, then ΥΛ(1) > 0.

Proof. (i) Suppose that ΓΛ is nonempty and ΥΛ(1) ≥ 0. We claim that Λ/Q cannot be

too large. Let r∗ = r∗(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ) and c1/2 = c1/2(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, ϵ) be the constants

determined in Lemma 4.11 with ϑ = 2 and a = 1/2. Since ΓΛ connects (ΥΛ(1), 1) to

(R,
¯
HΛ), there exist X∗ = (x∗, y∗) ∈ ΓΛ (with y∗ > 1/4) and r ∈ (0, r∗/4) independent

of Λ and Q such that Bry∗(X∗) ⊂ Ωµ,R ∩ {y > 1/4} or Bry∗(X∗) ⊂ {x > 0, y > 1/4}.
If

c1/2λ

δϵ
≤ r∗y∗, then in view of the relation between λ and Λ in (3.11) the proof is

finished (note that δϵ ≤ CQ for some C = C(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ) by the definition of δ in

(4.6), the upper bound of κ0 in (2.18), and the lower bound of Q in Proposition 2.1). If
c1/2λ

δϵ
> r∗y∗, then it follows from the nondegeneracy lemma (Lemma 4.11) and (3.11)

that

Q

ry∗
≥ 1

ry∗

(
−
ˆ
Bry∗ (X∗)

|Q− ψ|2
) 1

2

≥ c1/2λy∗ ≥ CΛy∗,

where C > 0 depends on B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, and ϵ. This leads to a contradiction if Λ/Q is

large.

If the free boundary is empty, then one can get a contradiction by taking any

X∗ = (x∗, 1) with x∗ > 0 and using the linear nondegeneracy for nonnegative solutions

along flat boundaries. This finishes the proof of (i).
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(ii) Suppose that ΥΛ ≤ 0. We show that Λ/Q cannot be too small. For τ > 0 and

σ̄ > 0 sufficiently small such that the comparison principle holds in R × (0, 2σ̄) (cf.

Lemma 4.5), denote

ητ (x) :=


τ exp

{
(x− R

2
)2

(x− R
2
)2 − σ̄

}
if

∣∣∣∣x− R

2

∣∣∣∣ < σ̄,

0 otherwise.

Choose τ̄ such that y = ητ̄ (x) touches the free boundary at some point X̄ = (x̄, ȳ) with

0 < x̄ < R. Let D′ = Ωµ,R ∩ {(x, y) : y < ητ̄ (x)} and ϕ be a solution to∇ ·
(
gϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ϕy
∣∣∣∣2 , ϕ)∇ϕ

y

)
− y∂zGϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ϕy
∣∣∣∣2 , ϕ) = 0 in D′,

ϕ = Q on {y = ητ0(x)}, ϕ = 0 on R× {0}.

It follows from the comparison principle that ϕ ≥ ψΛ in D′. Hence

1

ȳ

∂ϕ

∂ν
(X̄) ≤ 1

ȳ

∂ψΛ

∂ν
(X̄) = Λ.

On the other hand, using the linear asymptotics of ϕ at X̄, which can be obtained by

solving the problem for the blow up limit of ϕ/Q at X̄, one has

1

ȳ

∂ϕ

∂ν
(X̄) ≥ CQ

for some C > 0 independent of Λ. Then Λ/Q ≥ C. This finishes the proof. □

Lemma 6.1 and Lemma 6.2 imply the following continuous fit property of the solu-

tion for the truncated problem.

Corollary 6.3. There exists Λ = Λ(µ,R) > 0 such that ΥΛ(1) = 0. Furthermore,

C−1Q ≤ Λ(µ,R) ≤ CQ

for a positive constant C depending on B∗, S∗, H̄, γ, and ϵ, but independent of µ and

R.

6.2. Smooth fit. With the continuous fit property at hand, one can argue along the

same lines as [7, Theorem 6.1] to conclude that the free boundary Γψ fits the outlet of

the nozzle in a C1 fashion.

Proposition 6.4. Let ψ := ψµ,R,Λ be the minimizer of the truncated problem (3.4) with

Λ as in Corollary 6.3. Then N ∪ Γψ is C1 in a neighborhood of the point A = (0, 1),

and ∇ψ is continuous in a {ψ < Q}-neighborhood of A.
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Proof. Suppose that {Xn} is a sequence of points in {ψ < Q} which converges to A.

Define the scaled functions

ψn(X) := Q− Q− ψ(Xn + rX)

r
, r ∈ (0, 1).

Then ψn satisfies the quasilinear equation

∇ ·
(
gϵ

( ∣∣∣∣ ∇ψn
yn + ry

∣∣∣∣2 , Q− r(Q− ψn)

) ∇ψn
yn + ry

)
− r(yn + ry)∂zGϵ

( ∣∣∣∣ ∇ψn
yn + ry

∣∣∣∣2 , Q− r(Q− ψn)

)
= 0

in {ψn < Q}. Since ∂zGϵ ∈ L∞, then any blow up limit along a subsequence {ψn}
satisfies

(6.1) ∇ · (gϵ(|∇ψ|2, Q)∇ψ) = 0.

Note that (6.1) is the same as the governing equation for the irrotational flows. Thus

with the scaling property at hand, one can use the compactness arguments as in [7,

Theorem 6.1] together with the unique continuation property for the limiting equation

(6.1) to conclude Proposition 6.4. □

7. Removal of the truncations and the far fields behavior

In this section, we first remove the domain and subsonic truncations, and then study

the far fields behavior of the jet flows at the upstream and downstream. Consequently,

we obtain the existence of subsonic jet flows which satisfy all properties in Problem 2.

7.1. Remove the domain truncations. In this subsection, we remove the trunca-

tions of the domain by letting µ,R → ∞ to get a limiting solution in Ω, which is

bounded by N0 and N ∪ ([0,∞)×{1}). The limiting solution inherits the properties of

solutions in the truncated domains, which are summarized in the following proposition.

Proposition 7.1. Let the nozzle boundary N defined in (1.7) satisfy (1.8). Given the

Bernoulli function and the entropy function (B̄, S̄) ∈ (C1,1([0, H̄]))2 at the upstream

which satisfy (1.11)-(1.13), where the constant κ = (B∗, S∗, γ, H̄) in (1.13) is suffi-

ciently small. Given the mass flux Q ∈ (Q∗, Q∗), where Q∗ and Q∗ are defined in

Proposition 2.1. Let ψµ,R,Λ be the minimizer of the problem (3.4) with ψ♯µ,R defined in

(5.1). Then for any µj, Rj → ∞, there is a subsequence (still labeled by µj and Rj)

such that Λj := Λ(µj, Rj) → Λ∞ for some Λ∞ ∈ (0,∞) and ψµj ,Rj ,Λj → ψ∞ in C0,α
loc (Ω)

for any α ∈ (0, 1). Furthermore, the following properties hold.
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(i) The function ψ := ψ∞ is a local minimizer for the energy functional, i.e., for

any D ⋐ Ω, one has J ϵ(ψ) ≤ J ϵ(ϕ) for any ϕ satisfying ϕ = ψ on ∂D, where

J ϵ(ϕ) :=

ˆ
D

y

[
Gϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ϕy
∣∣∣∣2 , ϕ)+ λ2ϵ,∞χ{ϕ<Q}

]
dX, λϵ,∞ :=

√
Φϵ(Λ2

∞, Q).

In particular, ψ solves

(7.1)



∇ ·
(
gϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ)∇ψ

y

)
− y∂zGϵ

( ∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ) = 0 in O,

ψ = 0 on N0,

ψ = Q on N ∪ Γψ,∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣ = Λ∞ on Γψ,

where O := Ω ∩ {ψ < Q} is the flow region, Γψ := ∂{ψ < Q}\N is the free

boundary, and ∂zGϵ(|∇ψ/y|2, ψ) satisfies (3.8) in the subsonic region |∇ψ/y|2 ≤
tc(ψ)− ϵ.

(ii) The function ψ is in C2,α(O) ∩ C1(O), and it satisfies ∂xψ ≥ 0 in Ω.

(iii) The free boundary Γψ is given by the graph x = Υ(y), where Υ is a C2,α function

as long as it is finite.

(iv) At the orifice A = (0, 1) one has limy→1−Υ(y) = 0. Furthermore, N ∪Γψ is C1

around A, in particular, N ′(1) = limy→1−Υ′(y).

(v) There is a constant
¯
H ∈ (0, 1) such that Υ(y) is finite if and only if y ∈ (

¯
H, 1],

and limy→
¯
H+Υ(y) = ∞. Furthermore, there exists an R0 sufficiently large,

such that Γψ ∩ {x > R0} = {(x, f(x)) : R0 < x <∞} for some C2,α function f

and limx→+∞ f ′(x) = 0.

The proof is similar to [33, Proposition 6.5], so we shall not repeat it here.

The next proposition shows the positivity of ∂xψ∞ in the region Ω∩{ψ < Q}, which
plays an important role in the equivalence between the stream function formulation

and the original Euler system.

Proposition 7.2. The solution ψ := ψ∞ obtained in Proposition 7.1 satisfies ∂xψ > 0

in O := Ω ∩ {ψ < Q}.

Proof. It follows from Proposition 7.1 (ii) that ∂xψ ≥ 0 in O. The strict inequality

can be proved by the strong maximum principle. Indeed, assume that ∂xψ(X0) = 0 for

some X0 ∈ O. Let V := ∂xψ. Then V ≥ 0 in O and it satisfies

∂i

(
1

y
aij∂jV + biV

)
− bi∂iV − cV = 0 in O,
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where

aij := ∂pipjGϵ

(∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ

)
, bi := ∂pizGϵ

(∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ

)
, c := y∂zzGϵ

(∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 , ψ

)
.

The strong maximum principle gives that V = 0 in O, and hence all streamlines are

horizontal. This leads to a contradiction. Hence V > 0 in O and thus the proof of the

proposition is complete. □

7.2. Remove the subsonic truncation. In this subsection, we remove the subsonic

truncation when the mass flux is sufficiently small. This means that for given suitable

mass flux, the solution obtained in Proposition 7.1 is actually a solution of the problem

(2.51).

Proposition 7.3. Let ψ := ψ∞ be a solution obtained in Proposition 7.1 with Λ := Λ∞.

Assume that the constant κ = κ(B∗, S∗, γ,N ) in (1.13) is sufficiently small. Then

(7.2)

∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣2 ≤ tc(ψ)− ϵ

as long as Q ∈ (Q∗, Qm) for some Qm = Qm(B∗, S∗, γ,N ) ∈ (Q∗, Q∗) sufficiently small,

where Q∗ and Q∗ are defined in Proposition 2.1.

Remark 7.4. In view of (2.40), tc(ψ) is uniformly bounded from below by a positive

constant depending only on B∗, S∗, H̄, and γ. Thus one can fix a truncation parameter

ϵ > 0 small depending only on B∗, S∗, H̄, and γ. For fixed ϵ > 0, let ψ be a solution

of the elliptic equation in (7.1) which satisfies the estimate (7.2). By the definition of

gϵ in (2.55) and the expression of ∂zGϵ in the subsonic region, cf. (3.8), the equation

in (7.1) is exactly the equation in (2.51).

Proof of Proposition 7.3. For fixed ϵ > 0 sufficiently small, we claim that

(7.3)

∣∣∣∣∇ψy
∣∣∣∣ ≤ CQ in O := Ω ∩ {ψ < Q}

for some constant C = C(B∗, S∗, γ,N ) > 0. There are two cases:

Case 1. Estimate of |∇ψ/y| away from the symmetry axis N0. Let X0 = (x0, y0) ∈
O ∩ {y0 > 1/4}. By elliptic estimates there exists a constant C = C(B∗, S∗, γ,N ) > 0

such that ∣∣∣∣∇ψ(X0)

y0

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(∥ψ∥L∞(O) + ∥∂zGϵ∥L∞(O)).

Then |∇ψ(X0)/y0| ≤ CQ follows from 0 ≤ ψ ≤ Q, the bound of |∂zGϵ| in (4.7), and

(5.2).
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Case 2. Estimate of |∇ψ/y| near the symmetry axis N0. Let X0 = (x0, y0) ∈
O ∩ {0 < y0 ≤ 1/4}. For any X = (x, y) ∈ B1, define

ψ0(X) =
ψ(X0 + rX)

r2
, r =

y0
2
.

The function ψ0 satisfies

∇ ·
(
gϵ

(∣∣∣∣ ∇ψ0

y + 2

∣∣∣∣2 , y204 ψ0

)
∇ψ0

y + 2

)
− y20

4
(y + 2)∂zGϵ

(∣∣∣∣ ∇ψ0

y + 2

∣∣∣∣2 , y204 ψ0

)
= 0 in B1.

Besides, since by Lemma 5.2

0 < ψ(x, y) ≤ min{Λy2e1−y, Q}(7.4)

and by Corollary 6.3 it holds Λ ≤ CQ , one has

0 < ψ0(X) ≤ 4Λe
(
1 +

y

2

)2
≤ CQ in B1

where C = C(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ) > 0. Thus using elliptic estimates, (4.7), and (5.2) again

yields ∣∣∣∣∇ψ(X0)

y0

∣∣∣∣ = 1

2
|∇ψ0(0)| ≤ C(∥ψ0∥L∞(B1) + ∥∂zGϵ∥L∞(O)) ≤ CQ

for some constant C = C(B∗, S∗, γ,N ) > 0. Thus (7.3) holds true.

Note that |∇ψ/y| is uniformly Hölder continuous up to the symmetry axis N0

(cf. Appendix A). Besides, by Corollary 6.3 one has |∇ψ/y| = Λ ≤ CQ on the free

boundary Ω ∩ ∂{ψ < Q}. Thus in view of Remark 7.4, one can find a small constant

Qm = Qm(B∗, S∗, γ,N ) ∈ (Q∗, Q∗), where Q∗ and Q∗ are defined in Proposition 2.1,

such that the estimate (7.2) holds true as long as the mass flux Q ∈ (Q∗, Qm). This

finishes the proof of Proposition 7.3. □

7.3. Far fields behavior of the jet flow. The next proposition gives the asymptotic

behavior of the subsonic jet flows as x→ ±∞.

Proposition 7.5. Let ψ := ψ∞ be the solution obtained in Proposition 7.1 with Λ :=

Λ∞. Then for any α ∈ (0, 1), as x→ −∞,

(7.5) ψ(x, y) → ψ̄(y) :=

ˆ y

0

s(ρ̄ū)(s)ds in C2,α
loc (R× (0, H̄)),

where ρ̄ and ū are determined in Proposition 2.1; as x→ +∞,

(7.6) ψ(x, y) →
¯
ψ(y) :=

ˆ y

0

s(
¯
ρ
¯
u)(s)ds in C2,α

loc (R× (0,
¯
H)),

where
¯
ρ,

¯
u ∈ C1,α((0,

¯
H]) are positive functions. Moreover, the density

¯
ρ, axial velocity

¯
u, and height

¯
H of the flow at the downstream are uniquely determined by B̄, S̄, H̄, γ,

Q, and Λ.
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Proof. (i) Upstream asymptotic behavior. Let ψ(−n)(x, y) := ψ(x− n, y), n ∈ Z. Since
the nozzle is asymptotically horizontal with the height H̄, there exists a subsequence

ψ(−n) (relabeled) converges to a function ψ̂ in C2,α
loc (R×(0, H̄)) for any α ∈ (0, 1), where

ψ̂ satisfies (7.2) and solves the Dirichlet problem in the infinite strip

(7.7)

∇ ·
(
gϵ

(∣∣∣∣∇ψ̂y
∣∣∣∣2, ψ̂)∇ψ̂

y

)
− y∂zGϵ

(∣∣∣∣∇ψ̂y
∣∣∣∣2, ψ̂) = 0 in R× (0, H̄),

ψ̂ = Q on R× {H̄}, ψ̂ = 0 on R× {0}

and it satisfies 0 ≤ ψ̂ ≤ Q in R× [0, H̄]. On the other hand, it follows from the energy

estimates (cf. [18, Proposition 4.1]) that the problem (7.7) has a unique solution. Since

ψ̂ satisfies (7.2) and the function ψ̄ defined in (7.5) satisfies the equation in (2.51), by

Remark 7.4 one has ψ̂(x, y) = ψ̄(y) in R× [0, H̄]. This proves the asymptotic behavior

of the flows in the upstream.

(ii) Downstream asymptotic behavior. Let ψ(n)(x, y) := ψ(x + n, y), n ∈ Z. By the

C2,α regularity of the free boundary and the boundary regularity for elliptic equations,

there exists a subsequence ψ(n) (relabeled) converging to a function
¯
ψ in C2,α

loc (R×(0,
¯
H))

for any α ∈ (0, 1), where
¯
ψ satisfies (7.2) and solves

(7.8)


∇ ·
(
gϵ

(∣∣∣∣∇¯
ψ

y

∣∣∣∣2,
¯
ψ

)∇
¯
ψ

y

)
− y∂zGϵ

(∣∣∣∣∇¯
ψ

y

∣∣∣∣2,
¯
ψ

)
= 0 in R× (0,

¯
H),

¯
ψ = Q,

1

y
∂y
¯
ψ = Λ on R× {

¯
H},

¯
ψ = 0 on R× {0}

with 0 ≤
¯
ψ ≤ Q in R × [0,

¯
H]. By Lemma 5.6, the solution to the above Cauchy

problem is unique for given positive constants Q, Λ, and
¯
H. Moreover, using the

energy estimates ([18, Proposition 4.1]) one can conclude that ∂x
¯
ψ = 0, that is,

¯
ψ is

a one-dimensional function. Therefore, by (2.15) the flow radial velocity v → 0 as

x → +∞. In view of (2.52), the downstream density
¯
ρ, axial velocity

¯
u, and pressure

¯
p (which is a constant, cf. Remark 1.1) are determined by

(
¯
ρ,
¯
u,
¯
p) =

(
1

g(|
¯
ψ′/y|2,

¯
ψ)
,
g(|

¯
ψ′/y|2,

¯
ψ)

¯
ψ′

y
,
(γ − 1)S(Q)
γgγ(Λ2, Q)

)
.

Consequently,
¯
ψ can be expressed as in (7.6). The regularity of

¯
ρ and

¯
u follows from

the regularity of
¯
ψ.

It remains to show that the downstream axial velocity
¯
u is positive and the down-

stream height
¯
H is uniquely determined by B̄, S̄, H̄, γ, Q, and Λ. For this we let

θ(y) be the position at downstream if one follows along the streamline with asymptotic
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height y at the upstream, i.e., θ : [0, H̄] → [0,
¯
H] satisfies

(7.9)
¯
ψ(θ(y)) = ψ̄(y), y ∈ [0, H̄],

where ψ̄ and
¯
ψ are defined in (7.5) and (7.6), respectively. Then the map θ satisfiesθ′(y) =

y(ρ̄ū)(y)
θ(y)(

¯
ρ
¯
u)(θ(y))

,

θ(0) = 0,
(7.10)

where by (1.6)

(7.11)
¯
ρ(θ(y)) =

(
γ
¯
p

(γ − 1)S̄(y)

) 1
γ

,

and by (2.1) and (2.20)

(7.12)
¯
u(θ(y)) =

√
2

(
B̄(y)−

(
γ
¯
p

γ − 1

)1− 1
γ

S̄
1
γ (y)

)
.

Using same arguments as the proof for (2.14) in Proposition 2.1, one gets

C(B∗, S∗, H̄, γ)κ
1
4γ ≤

¯
u(θ(y)) ≤

√
2B∗.

Thus substituting (7.11) and (7.12) into (7.10) gives that θ(y), in particular
¯
H = θ(H̄),

is uniquely determined. This finishes the proof of the proposition. □

In view of Propositions 7.1-7.5, we have proved the existence of solutions to Problem

2 when the mass flux Q is in a suitable range. Then the existence of solutions to

Problem 1 follows from Proposition 2.7.

8. Uniqueness of the outer pressure

In this section, we show that for given Bernoulli function B̄, entropy function S̄,

and mass flux Q at the upstream, there is a unique momentum Λ on the free boundary

such that Problem 2 has a solution. In view of (2.50) and the proof of Lemma 2.4(i),

the uniqueness of Λ implies the uniqueness of the outer pressure
¯
p. More precisely, the

constant ρ0 in (2.50) is determined by ρ0 = 1/g(Λ2, Q), where g is the function defined

in Lemma 2.4(i), hence
¯
p = (γ − 1)S̄(H̄)ργ0/γ is uniquely determined.

Proposition 8.1. Let the nozzle boundary N defined in (1.7) satisfy (1.8). Given

the Bernoulli function and the entropy function (B̄, S̄) ∈ (C1,1([0, H̄]))2 at the up-

stream which satisfy (1.11)-(1.13), where the constant κ = (B∗, S∗, γ,N ) in (1.13) is

sufficiently small. Given the mass flux Q ∈ (Q∗, Q∗), where Q∗ and Q∗ are defined in

Proposition 2.1. Suppose that (ψi,Γi,Λi) (i = 1, 2) are two uniformly subsonic solutions

to Problem 2, then Λ1 = Λ2.
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Proof. Let (
¯
ρi,

¯
ui,

¯
pi,

¯
Hi) (i = 1, 2) be the associated downstream asymptotic states.

Without loss of generality, assume that Λ1 < Λ2. By (2.17), along the free boundary

Γ1 and Γ2 one has

Λ2
1

2
¯
ρ21(¯

H1)
+
¯
ργ−1
1 (

¯
H1)S̄(H̄) = B̄(H̄) =

Λ2
2

2
¯
ρ22(¯

H2)
+
¯
ργ−1
2 (

¯
H2)S̄(H̄).

Since the solutions are subsonic and Λ1 < Λ2, it follows from the proof of Lemma 2.4(i)

that
¯
ρ1(

¯
H1) >

¯
ρ2(

¯
H2). Hence by (1.6) one has

¯
p1 =

(γ − 1)

γ
S̄(H̄)

¯
ργ1(¯

H1) >
(γ − 1)

γ
S̄(H̄)

¯
ργ2(¯

H2) =
¯
p2.

Let θi(y) (i = 1, 2) be the function defined in (7.10) associated with (
¯
ρi,

¯
ui) (i = 1, 2).

Then

¯
ρ1(θ1(y)) =

(
γ
¯
p1

(γ − 1)S̄(y)

) 1
γ

>

(
γ
¯
p2

(γ − 1)S̄(y)

) 1
γ

=
¯
ρ2(θ2(y)).

Combining this inequality with

(
¯
ρ1
¯
u1)

2(θ1(y))

2
¯
ρ21(θ1(y))

+
¯
ργ−1
1 (θ1(y))S̄(y) = B̄(y) =

(
¯
ρ2
¯
u2)

2(θ2(y))

2
¯
ρ22(θ2(y))

+
¯
ργ−1
2 (θ2(y))S̄(y)

(which is obtained from (2.15) and (2.17)), and the proof of Lemma 2.4(i) together

yields

(
¯
ρ1
¯
u1)(θ1(y)) < (

¯
ρ2
¯
u2)(θ2(y)).

Thus in view of (7.10) it follows

(8.1) (θ21(y))
′ > (θ22(y))

′.

Note that θ1(0) = θ2(0). After an integration of (8.1) on [0, H̄] one gets

¯
H1 = θ1(H̄) > θ2(H̄) =

¯
H2.

Let Oi be the domain bounded by N0, N , and Γi. Since
¯
H1 >

¯
H2 and that N ∪ Γi

is a y-graph, one can find a τ ≥ 0 such that the domain Oτ
1 = {(x, y) : (x− τ, y) ∈ O1}

contains O2. Let τ∗ be the smallest number such that Oτ∗
1 contains O2 and they touch

at some point (x∗, y∗) ∈ Γ2. Define ψ
τ∗
1 (x, y) := ψ1(x− τ∗, y). Now we prove ψτ∗1 ≤ ψ2

in O2. Suppose that there exists a point (x̄, ȳ) ∈ O2 such that ψτ∗1 (x̄, ȳ) > ψ2(x̄, ȳ).

Since ψτ∗1 and ψ2 have the same asymptotic behavior as x → −∞, and ψτ∗1 ≤ ψ2

as x → +∞ by the comparison principle (cf. Lemma 4.5), one can find a domain

O′
2 ⊂ O2 containing (x̄, ȳ) such that ψτ∗1 − ψ2 obtains its maximum in the interior of

O′
2. This contradicts the strong maximum principle. Hence ψτ∗1 ≤ ψ2 in O2. Since at

the touching point one has ψτ∗1 (x∗, y∗) = ψ2(x∗, y∗), by the Hopf lemma it holds

Λ1 =
1

y∗

∂ψτ∗1
∂ν

(x∗, y∗) >
1

y∗

∂ψ2

∂ν
(x∗, y∗) = Λ2.
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This leads to a contradiction. Hence one has Λ1 = Λ2. □

Combining all the results in previous sections, Theorem 1 is proved.

Appendix A.

In this appendix, we exclude the singularity of the solution ψ obtained in Propo-

sition 7.1 near the symmetry axis. We refer to [34] for the study on elliptic equations

with singularity at the boundary under different conditions.

The function ψ obtained in Proposition 7.1 is a solution of the elliptic equation

(4.15) in O := Ω ∩ {ψ < Q}, where G(p, z) := Gϵ(|p|2, z) satisfies all properties

in Proposition 4.1. Besides, ψ satisfies the estimates (7.3) and 0 < ψ(x, y) ≤ Cy2

(cf. (7.4)), provided κ in (1.13) is sufficiently small. We aim to show that |∇ψ/y| is
uniformly Hölder continuous up to {y = 0}.

For simplicity, we denote

L := aij∂ij −
ai2
y
∂i (i, j = 1, 2)(A.1)

as a linear elliptic operator, where the coefficients aij ∈ C1(R × (0, 1]) (i, j = 1, 2)

satisfy

b∗|ξ|2 ≤ aijξiξj ≤ b∗|ξ|2, ξ ∈ R2

with b∗, b∗ > 0; moreover, we denote

Qk :=

[
−M
2k
,
M

2k

]
×
[
0,

1

2k

]
, k ≥ 0,

where M > 0 is a constant to be chosen later.

First, we give the following key lemma.

Lemma A.1. Let ϕ ∈ C2,α
loc (R× (0, 1)) ∩ C0(R× [0, 1]) be a solution of

Lϕ = y2f(x, y) in R× (0, 1),(A.2)

where L is defined in (A.1) and f ∈ L∞(R × (0, 1)). Suppose that ∥f∥L∞(R×(0,1)) ≤ F

for some constant F > 0 sufficiently small depending on b∗ and b∗. If 0 ≤ ϕ(x, y) ≤ y2

in Q0, then there exists a constant σ = σ(b∗, b∗) ∈ (0, 1/8), such that

0 ≤ ϕ(x, y) ≤ (1− σ)y2 or σy2 ≤ ϕ(x, y) ≤ y2 in Q1.

Proof. Since 0 ≤ ϕ(0, 1/2) ≤ 1/4, one has ϕ(0, 1/2) ≥ 1/8 or ϕ(0, 1/2) ≤ 1/8. Assume

that ϕ(0, 1/2) ≥ 1/8 (otherwise we consider the function y2 − ϕ). Using the Harnack
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inequality yields ϕ(x, y) ≥ 2σ in [−M +1,M − 1]× [1/8, 7/8], where σ = σ(b∗, b∗) > 0

can be sufficiently small. Define a function

P (x, y) := σy2 + σy3 − 8σ

M2
|x|2y2.

Direct computations give that

L(ϕ− P ) = y2f(x, y) +
16σ

M2
a11y

2 +
48σ

M2
a12xy − 3σa22y.

Choose a sufficiently large M = M(aij) > 0. Since ∥f∥L∞(R×(0,1)) is sufficiently small,

one can check that L(ϕ−P ) ≤ 0 in Q1 and ϕ ≥ P on ∂Q1. By the comparison principle

we conclude ϕ ≥ P in Q1. Thus ϕ(0, y) ≥ P (0, y) ≥ σy2. Using a translation one gets

ϕ(x, y) ≥ σy2 in Q1. This finishes the proof of the lemma. □

Without loss of generality we assume that 0 ≤ ψ ≤ y2. The elliptic equation in

(4.15) can be rewritten as

ãij∂ijψ − ãi2
y
∂iψ = y2f̃,(A.3)

where

ãij := ∂pipjG
(∇ψ

y
, ψ

)
, f̃ := ∂pizG

(∇ψ
y
, ψ

)
∂iψ

y
+ ∂zG

(∇ψ
y
, ψ

)
.(A.4)

Note that f̃ ∈ L∞(R× (0, 1)), cf. (4.7) and (7.3). Let

(A.5) ψ1(x, y) :=
ψ(r0x, r0y)

r20
, r0 > 0.

Then the function ψ1 satisfies an elliptic equation of the form

Lψ1 = y2f1(x, y) in Q0, where f1(x, y) := r20 f̃(r0x, r0y),

and 0 ≤ ψ1 ≤ y2 in Q0. In view of Lemma A.1, if we choose a sufficiently small

r0 = r0(b
∗, b∗, ∥̃f∥L∞(R×(0,1))) such that ∥f1∥L∞(R×(0,1)) ≤ F , then

(A.6) m1y
2 ≤ ψ1(x, y) ≤M1y

2 in Q1,

where m1 ∈ {0, σ}, M1 ∈ {1− σ, 1}, and M1 −m1 = 1− σ. Define

ψ2(x, y) :=
ψ1 −m1y

2

M1 −m1

(
1

2
x,

1

2
y

)
.

Since ψ2 also satisfies an elliptic equation of the form

Lψ2 = y2f2(x, y) in Q0, where f2(x, y) :=
f1
(
x
2
, y
2

)
24(M1 −m1)

(A.7)
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and 0 ≤ ψ2(x, y) ≤ y2/4 in Q0. Applying Lemma A.1 again to 4ψ2 (note that 2
2(M1−

m1) ≥ 1 since σ ≤ 1/8) one has

m2y
2 ≤ ψ2(x, y) ≤M2y

2 in Q1,

where m2 ∈ {0, σ/4}, M2 ∈ {(1−σ)/4, 1/4}, and M2−m2 = (1−σ)/4. Repeating the

above arguments, for each integer k > 0, we have

m̃ky
2 ≤ ψ1(x, y) ≤ M̃ky

2 in Qk,

where m̃k, M̃k ∈ [0, 1] and M̃k− m̃k = (1−σ)k. In view of the definition of ψ1 in (A.5),

we get

|ψ(x, y)− c(0)y2| ≤ Cy2+α in B+
σ := Bσ ∩ {y > 0}

for some Cα (α ∈ (0, 1)) function c(x) and constants C > 0, 0 < σ ≪ 1.

Now for any (x0, y0) ∈ B+
σ/2, let r = y0/2. Since (A.3) holds in Br(x0, y0), one has

|ψ(x0 + x, y0 + y)− c(0)(y0 + y)2| ≤ C(y0 + y)2+α ≤ Cr2+α in Br.

Let

φ(x, y) :=
ψ(x0 + rx, y0 + ry)− c(0)(y0 + ry)2

r2
.

Then φ satisfies

âij∂ijφ− âi2
2 + y

∂iφ = f̂ in B1,

where

âij(x, y) := ãij(x0 + rx, y0 + ry), f̂(x, y) := (y0 + ry)2f̃(x0 + rx, y0 + ry),

and ãij, f̃ are defined in (A.4). Thus by the interior regularity of elliptic equations one

has ∣∣∣∣∇ψ(x0, y0)y0
− (0, 2c(0))

∣∣∣∣ = 1

2
|∇φ(0)| ≤ C(∥φ∥L∞(B1) + ∥̂f∥L∞(B1)) ≤ Cyα0 ,

where C = C(âij) > 0. Using a coordinate translation we conclude that |∇ψ/y|
is uniformly Hölder continuous up to {y = 0}. Actually we can further get ψ ∈
C2,α(O ∪ {y = 0}) since now we know f̃ is Cα.
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