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AN EPIPERIMETRIC INEQUALITY FOR ODD FREQUENCIES IN THE

THIN OBSTACLE PROBLEM

MATTEO CARDUCCI AND BOZHIDAR VELICHKOV

ABSTRACT. We prove an epiperimetric inequality for the thin obstacle Weiss’ energy with
odd frequencies and we apply it to solutions to the thin obstacle problem with general C*7
obstacle. In particular, we obtain the rate of convergence of the blow-up sequences at points
of odd frequencies and the regularity of the strata of the corresponding contact set. We also
recover the frequency gap for odd frequencies obtained by Savin and Yu.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We consider solutions u : By C R"*! — R to the thin obstacle problem

Au=0 in By \ {u(2’,0) = ¢(a’)},
Au S 0 in Bl,
u(2’,0) = ¢(a') on By := By N{zn1 =0},

w(@', xpe1) = u(r', —xp11) in By,
with obstacle ¢ : B] C R™ — R satisfying
@ € C*(By), with ke&NsyU{+oo} and e (0,1).

This problem is equivalent to the variational problem

14
18
19
21

(1.2)

min {/ \Vw|?dz : w > ¢ on Bj, w=g on dBy, w(z,znr1) = w(z, —xn+1)} ,
By

wEHl(Bl)

for a given boundary datum ¢ : 9B; — R, which is even with respect to {x,+1 = 0} in the

sense that g(2, z11) = g(2', —2p41) for every (z/,x,41) € By.
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The optimal regularity of the solution u was obtained in [AC04] where it was shown that
u € Lip(B1) N C’l’%(Bi" U BY), Bf being the open half-ball B = By N {zn4+1 > 0}. This
regularity is also optimal as there are 3/2-homogeneous global solutions to (1.1) with ¢ = 0.

In this paper we are interested in the local behavior of u around points on the hyperplane
{zn+1 = 0}, which is determined by the structure of the contact set

A(u) == {2’ € B} : u(2',0) = 0},
and its free boundary I'(u) defined as the topological boundary of A(u) with respect to the
relative topology of the hyperplane {z,, 11 = 0}:
I(u) := 0A(u) C A(u).

Since ¢ satisfies (1.2), we can proceed as in [GR19] (simililar strategies were used in [GP09,
CSS08, BFR18]). Given xg € A(u), let q(wo)( ") be the k-th Taylor polynomial of ¢ at
zo € I'(u) and Z]ffo)(a:) be the polynomial of degree k which is the harmonic extension of
q,gxo)(x/ ). Then, the function

o) = ul"(2) == ulz) — p(a’) + ¢ (') = 37 (@),
solves the following problem
Av(z) = h(x) in By \ {v(z/,0) =0}
Av(z) < h( ) in By,
0) > on B,

(2,
v(a, xn+1) =v(a',—zp41) in By,
)

(1.3)
where h(z) :== Ay (p(a') — ¢;°(2")). In particular
\h(x)] < Clz — z0/FT72 for every z € By,

for some universal constant C' > 0.
In this case we consider the following truncated Almgren’s frequency function introduced
in [GR19] (similar truncated frequency functions were used in [GP09, CSS08, BFR18])

O™ (r,v) == (r + C¢r1+9)di log max{ H® (r, v),r"+2k+y=0)1
r

for 6 € (0,7), Cp > 0 large enough and

H*(r,v) ::/ v? dH™.
9B, (z0)

From [GR19], we know that the function r — ®*°(r,v) is monotone increasing for » > 0 small
enough (see Proposition 2.1) and, as above, we define the frequency at a point xy € A(u) as

d*o(0* = lim ®*° .
(0%, v):= lim &%(r,v)
We consider the following subsets of the contact set A(u) and its boundary I'(u):
Tp(u) :={zg € D(u) : (07, v) =n+2u} for every p<k+-,

and
Ay(u) == {zg € Au) : D*(07,v) =n+2u} for every u<k+1.
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Moreover, if zg € A, (u), with 4 < k+~ and v = u(*0) is as in (1.3), then, up to a subsequence,
v(xo + 1)
[v(@o + 1) 2208y)

strongly in H'(B1), where vy is a g-homogeneous solution to (1.1) with zero obstacle, which
is

— 0,

Au =0 in By \ {u(x,0) =0},
Au <0 in Bl, (1 4)
u(z',0) > 0 on Bj, '

w(z, xpy1) = u(x, —xp41) in Bi.

1.1. Admissible frequencies. We say that p is an admissible frequency in R™t! if there
exists a non-trivial z-homogeneous solution to (1.4) in By C R"*!, and we indicate the set of
admissible frequencies by

A, := {u > 0 : there is a y-homogeneous solution to (1.4) in R"™1}. (1.5)

In dimension n + 1 = 2, it is known (see for instance [PSU12|) that the set of admissible
frequencies is given by

Ai={2m—-1/2 : m>1}U{2m : m>1}U{2m+1 : m > 0}.
The known results about the admissible set A,, in dimension n > 1 are the following:

e in [ACS08] (see also [GPS16, FS16, CSV20, Car24b, Car24a] for an approach based
on epiperimetric inequalities) it was shown that

An 0 ((0,1) U(1,3/2) U (32,2)) = 0;
e in [CSV20] it was proved via an epiperimetric inequality that, for every m € N, there
are constants Cim > 0 such that
An 0 (2m — ¢, 2m) U (2m,2m ¢ ) = 0;
we refer also to [SY22b] where this result was obtained via different arguments;
e in [SY22b] it was shown that, for every m € N there are constants ¢, > 0 such that
AN (2m+1—c,,.2m+1)UQ2m+1,2m+1+c;,) =0;
e finally, we notice that it is currently an open question whether A, \ A; = ().
1.2. Regularity of the free boundary. For what concerns the regularity of the free bound-

ary I'(u) and the contact set A(u) of a solution u to (1.1), with obstacle ¢ satisfying (1.2),
the known results are the following. In dimension n 4+ 1 = 2, we have that

U Tuw= [J {Tu(w): pe2NUE@N-1/2)}
0<pu<k+~y 0<pu<k+y
is a discrete set, while for the contact set we have
U M@\Tu@ = |J {Tami(w): meNsoh
0<p<k+y 0<pu<k+vy
In higher dimension, when the obstacle ¢ is zero (or analytic), it holds

I(u) = U Iy (u) and Alu) = U Ap(u).

0<p<+oo 0<p<+oo
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In the general case, we know only

I'(u) D U I'y(u) and A(u) D U Ay (u).
0<pu<k+vy 0<pu<k+y
Here below, we briefly recall some of the known results in the literature, for more detailed
introduction to the topic we refer to the book [PSU12| and to the surveys [Fer22, DS18].

e Points of frequency one. The points of frequency 1 lie in the interior of the contact
set, that is, Aj(u) is an open subset of R™, while 'y (u) = 0.

e Regular points. The contact points of frequency 3/2, which are called regular points,
are contained in the free boundary I'(u), that is As/o(u) = I'3/2(u). Moreover, I's/o(u)
is an open subset of I'(u) and a C1%-regular (n — 1)-dimensional manifold. This result
was proved in [ACS08] in the case ¢ = 0 and in [CSS08] in the case ¢ # 0. See
also [GPS16, FS16, GPPS17, CSV20] for proofs based on epiperimetric inequalities.
Moreover, in the case of zero obstacle, in [KPS15, DS16] was proved that I'y/s(u) is
C*. In [FR21] it was shown that generically the non-regular part of the free boundary
is at most (n — 2)-dimensional (for C*° obstacle), while in [FT23] it was proved that
generically the non-regular set is has zero H"3~® measure (for zero obstacle). In
particular, for n+1 < 4, the free boundary is generically smooth (for zero obstacle).

o Singular points. For every m € Ns; with 2m < k, the contact points of frequency
2m (the so-called singular points) are contained in the free boundary I'(u) (that is
Aop(u) = Ty (u)). Moreover, each of the sets I'gp,(u) are contained in a countable
union of (n — 1)-dimensional C'* manifolds. This result was proved in [GP09] in the
case ¢ = 0 and ¢ € C®! and in [GR19] in the case ¢ € C*7. The same result with
a logarithmic modulus of continuity was obtained via log-epiperimetric inequality in
[CSV20] for zero obstacle and in [Car24a] in the general case ¢ € C*7. Moreover, in
[FJ21] it was proved that each stratum of the singular set is locally contained in a
single C? manifold, up to a lower dimensional subset, in the case ¢ = 0.

e Points of odd frequency. In the case ¢ = 0, in [SY23] it was shown that, for every
m > 0, the set Agp,11(u) is contained in a countable union of (n — 1)-dimensional
manifolds of class C®. Contrary to what happens for points of frequency 3/2 and
2m, the points of odd frequency may also lie in the interior of the contact set. In
fact, it was shown in [FRS20] that for all homogeneous solutions with zero obstacle
A(u) = {xn41 = 0}. It is currently not known if one can find a solution u to (1.4) for
which the set 'y, 41 () is not empty. We also stress that no epiperimetric inequality
for odd frequencies was known until now.

e Points of frequency 2m — 1/2. The last class of points with 2D blow-ups (that is,
points at which there are blow-ups depending only on two of the n + 1 variables) are
the points of homogeneity 2m—1/2 with m > 1. In dimension n+1 = 3, Savin and Yu
[SY22a] proved a regularity result for I'7/»(u) around points at which u admits half-
space blow-ups; precisely, they showed that this set is the union of a locally discrete
set and a set which is locally covered by a C'11°% curve. A general regularity result, up
to codimension 3, about the free boundary points of frequency 2m — 1/2 was proved
by Franceschini and Serra in [FS24].

e Rectifiability of the free boundary. Finally, we notice that in [FS18] and [FS22] it was
shown that the free boundary I'(u) is an (n — 1)-rectifiable set for any n + 1 > 2.
In particular, this implies that at H" !-almost every point xq € I'(u) the blow-up is
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unique (this was shown in [CSV21] in the case ¢ = 0). This results was improved in
[FS24], where the authors proved that, in the case ¢ = 0, the free boundary I'(u) is
covered by countably many (n — 1)-dimensional manifolds of class C1, up to a set of
Hausdorff dimension n — 2.

1.3. Main results. The main result of this paper is an epiperimetric inequality for the
(boundary adjusted) Weiss’ energy associated to the odd frequencies. Before we state our
main theorem, we introduce some notations. For every m € N, we define the set

Pomi1 = {p: Ap=0 in {z,41 #0}, Ap <0 in R
Vp-z=2m+1)p, p=0 on By, p(z’,z,:1) = p(2', —zn11)},
and we recall that, by [FRS20], the set of admissible blow-ups at any point of frequency 2m+1
is precisely given by Pa,,11. We notice that every p € Po,, 11 can be written as
p(a's wn1) = —|2nial(po(2”) + 333L+1p1(33/a$n+1))

for some homogeneous polynomials py and p; satisfying the inequality pg > 0 (which follows
from the fact that p is superharmonic). We define the operator T" as

T:Ponir — LX(BY) . pr Tp] = po. (1.6)
Finally, we recall the (boundary adjusted) Weiss’ energy for frequencies p, defined as
W (u) = / |Vul? dx —,u/ u? dH". (1.7)
B 0By

Our main result is the following epiperimetric inequality for the Weiss’ energy Wa,, 1.

Theorem 1.1 (Epiperimetric inequality for Wa,,1). There are universal constants € > 0,
§ >0 and k > 0 such that the following holds. Let ¢ € H(0By), with ¢ > 0 on B} and c even
with respect to {x, 1 = 0}. Let z(r,0) = r*™*1c(6) be the (2m + 1)-homogeneous extension
in R" of c. We suppose that

lc = pllr2pm,) <€ for some p € Papya, (1.8)

and
c=0 on Zs;:={T[p] >d}NoBy, (1.9)
where ||pllr29p,) = 1 and T is the operator in (1.6). Then there is a function ¢ € H'(By)
such that
Wans1(C) < (1= 1) Wam1(2), (1.10)

where ¢ >0 on B}, ( =c¢ on 0By and ¢ is even with respect to {x,+1 = 0}.

An epiperimetric inequality of the form (1.10) it was introduced for the first time in the
setting of minimal surfaces by Reifenberg in [Rei64]. Since then, epiperimetric inequalities
were proved for different free boundary problems (see e.g. [Wei99, GPS16, FS16, GPPS17,
CSV18, SV19, CSV20, SV21, ESV24, Car24b, Car24a, OV24]) and were used to deduce reg-
ularity results in different contexts. We also refer to the forthcoming [CC24] for an extension
of Theorem 1.1 in the case of the obstacle problem for the fractional Laplacian (—A)*, with
s € (0,1).

The epiperimetric inequality from Theorem 1.1, together with the ones proved in [CSV20,
Car24a] for the energy Ws,,, provide a unified approach for the study of the integer frequencies
in the thin obstacle problem, even for general obstacle ¢ Z 0. We stress that, there are two
major differences between (1.10) and the epiperimetric inequalities from [CSV20, Car24a].
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First, contrary to the log-epiperimetric inequalities from [CSV20, Car24a], (1.10) provides a
polynomial decay of the blow-up sequence. Second, in order to apply Theorem 1.1, one needs
to verify that the closeness conditions (1.8) and (1.9) remain valid along blow-up sequences;
in Proposition 4.1 we show that these conditions are self-propagating, that is, they can be
deduced from the epiperimetric inequality itself.

We next apply the epiperimetric inequality to solutions u to (1.1), with general obstacle
¢ satisfying (1.2). First, as a consequence of Theorem 1.1, we obtain the uniqueness and
non-degeneracy of the blow-up limits with rate of the convergence.

Theorem 1.2 (Uniqueness and non-degeneracy of blow-up limit with rate of convergence).
Let u be a solution to the thin obstacle problem (1.1), with obstacle ¢ satisfying (1.2). Suppose
that 0 € Agpy1(u) and 2m +1 < k. If v =u is given by (1.3), lvll20m,) < 1 and

() = :2(;?1 (1.11)

then there is a non-zero p € Popy1 and p > 0 small enough such that

lvr = pllzee(p) < Cr*  for every € (0,p),
where C > 0 and o > 0 are universal constants.

The proof of Theorem 1.2 follows from Theorem 1.1 and Proposition 4.1 (see Section 5). We
notice that Theorem 1.2 can also be obtained by combining Theorem 1.1 with the uniqueness
and the non-degeneracy results from [FRS20] for points of frequency 2m + 1, which guarantee
that the closeness assumptions (1.8) and (1.9) remain satisfied at every scale.

As a consequence of Theorem 1.2 we obtain that for 2m+1 < k, the j-strata of Ay, 1(u) are
contained in C*® manifolds of dimension j, for every j = 1,...,n — 1. In the case ¢ = 0, this
stratification result was already established by Savin and Yu in [SY23] via an improvement
of flatness technique.

Corollary 1.3 (Stratification and rectifiability of the contact set Agy,i1(u)). Let u be a
solution to the thin obstacle problem (1.1), with obstacle ¢ satisfying (1.2). Then for every
m € N such that 2m + 1 < k, the set Aoy, i1(u) is contained in the union of at most countably
many manifolds of class C*. More precisely
n—1 )
Agpyi(u) = U A (1)

j=1
where Aémﬂ(u) is locally contained in a j-dimensional manifold of class CY, for every
j=1,....,n—1.

We also use the epiperimetric inequality in Theorem 1.1 and an epiperimetric inequality
for negative energies Wo,,+1 (see Proposition 6.1) to give another proof of the frequency gap
around the odd frequencies, which was first obtained in [SY22b].

Theorem 1.4 (Frequency gap). Let A,, as in (1.5), then
AN (2m+1—c¢, ,.2m+1)U@2m+1,2m+1+cf,)) =0,

n,m?

for some universal constant c;-,,, > 0.

Even in this case, with the analogous result for even frequencies in [CSV20], we get a unified
epiperimetric inequality approach for the frequency gap around integer frequencies.
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1.4. Plan of the paper. In Section 2 we recall the truncated Almgren’s frequency function,
the blow-ups and the Weiss’ energy for solutions with obstacle ¢ # 0.

In Section 3 we prove the epiperimetric inequality for Ws,, 1, i.e. Theorem 1.1. The
strategy is to decompose the trace using the eigenfunctions of spherical Laplacian Agn. We
will use the eigenfunctions of the half sphere for the lower modes and the eigenfunctions
which are 0 on Zs as in (1.9) for the higher modes, as soon as § > 0 is small enough. This is
possible by an application of the implicit function theorem (see Lemma 3.2). So we can build
the competitor increasing the homogeneity of the higher modes and prove the theorem using
Lemma 3.3, Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.5.

In Section 4 we consider solutions to (1.4) with rescalings (v,), € H'(0B) as in (4.1). We
show that we can apply the epiperimetric inequality to the traces of the rescalings (v,),|s5, , for
some p > 0 and for every r € (0, 1), i.e. the conditions (1.8) and (1.9) hold. Roughly speaking,
the sequence v, |sp,, defined in (1.11), satisfies (1.8), (1.9), up to a multiplicative constant,
by the convergence in C1®. But since we do not know the uniqueness and non-degeneracy
of blow-up, we need to use a more rigorous and detailed approach (see Proposition 4.1) to
obtain the conditions (1.8), (1.9).

In Section 5 we prove the uniqueness of blow-up limit with rate of convergence in The-
orem 1.2 and the stratification of the contact set in Corollary 1.3. We show how to use
the epiperimetric inequality to get this results, which are standard once we can apply the
epiperimetric inequality to every scale.

In Section 6 we prove an epiperimetric inequality for negative energies Ws,, 1 (see Proposi-
tion 6.1) and we use it togheter with Theorem 1.1 to prove the frequency gap in Theorem 1.4

1.5. Notations. Given z € R""! we write x = (2/,7,,41), with 2/ € R” and z,,,1 € R.
For any set A C R"*!, we will use the notation

At = An{x,y1 >0} and A = An{x,. =0}

We will write m € N»; if m is an integer and m > j. From now, by m we will denote only
integers in N>q. Finally, we say that a constant is universal if it depends only on n, m, ¢ and

p.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Almgren’s frequency function and blow-ups. We recall the following two proposi-
tions from [GR19].

Proposition 2.1 (Truncated Almgren’s frequency function). Let u be a solution to the thin
obstacle problem (1.1), with obstacle ¢ satisfying (1.2). Let v = u(®) given by (1.3) with
xo € A(u). Let 0 € (0,7), we define

% (r,v) = (r + C@r1+0)di log max{ H™ (r, v), Tn+2(k+»y_9)}7
r
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and
H"™ (r,v) ::/ v?dH"  and T%(r,v) ::/ vo,v dH".
OBy (z0) 9By (z0)
We drop the dependence on xzq if xg = 0.
If Cy > 0 is large enough, then there is rq > 0 such that
r = ®0(r,v) is non-decreasing for every r € (0,rg).
Moreover if zg € Ay (u), with p < k +~, then, for everye >0
H* (1, v)

T v non-decreasing for every r € (0,7¢),
H™(r,v) . . . 0
T —nvonge U8 mon-increasing for every r € (0,r.)

and
T

% (r,v) = (14 Cyr?) <n +2r
In particular, the rescalings
v(xg + o)

(o + 1) 2081)

Ugo ()

converge in Cl’o‘(Bf), asr — 0T, up to subsequences, to some function vy which is a solution
to the thin obstacle problem (1.4) and it is p-homogeneous.

Proposition 2.2. Let u be a solution to the thin obstacle problem (1.1), with obstacle ¢
satisfying (1.2). Let v = u®) given by (1.3). Suppose that, for some py > 0, we have that

H(20,) < Hy and ¢(2r,0) < g for every 1€ (0, po),

where

vp(x) == U(:f), r € (0, po). (2.1)

Then

<
Iorlleny s, SC Jor every 7€ (0]

and for some universal constant C' > 0 which depends on Hy and ¢g. The same inequality
holds if we replace v with v,, the rescalings in Proposition 2.1.

2.2. Weiss’ energy Wu’ Let u be a solution to (1.1), with obstacle ¢ satisfying (1.2). Let
v = v given by (1.3) with 0 € A, (u), we consider the following Weiss’ energy for the
problem (1.3) with right hand side

Wu(v) = Wy(v) —I—/ vhdz,
By
where IV, is the Weiss’ energy in (1.7). We recall the following results from [GPPS17, Car24al.

Proposition 2.3 (Monotonicity of the Weiss’ energy Wu) Let u be a solution to (1.1), with
obstacle ¢ satisfying (1.2). Let v = u(®) given by (1.3) with 0 € Ay(u) and p < k+~. Then

% (W (wr) + Cr® 1) = %ABl<vvr v —pvy)*dH", for every € (0,1)
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for some universal constant Cy; = Cy(v) > 0, where v, is as in (2.1). Moreover Cy(v,) — 07
as p — 0T, where v, are the rescalings in Proposition 2.1.

Proposition 2.4. Let u be a solution to (1.1), with obstacle ¢ satisfying (1.2). Let v = u(®
given by (1.3) with 0 € A,(u) and p < k+7. If ¢, :=v,|op, € H'(OBy) the trace of v,, with
vy as in (2.1), then

S +2u—1 —~

i Y17 o kty—p _ 1 — 2 n
o (Wu(vr)+C’Wr ) > . (Wu(zr) = Wy(vy)) + . aBl(VUT v— pv. )  dH",

forr € (0,1), where z, is the u-homogeneous extension of ¢, in R+,

Proposition 2.5. Let u be a solution to the thin obstacle problem (1.1) with ¢ satisfying
(1.2). Suppose that 0 € A,(u), with p < k+~. Let v =u® given by (1.3) and v, are the
rescalings in (2.1), then

/2 s~ 1/2
/ |v, — v | dH"™ < C'log <1/) <W#(Ur) + erkﬂ—u)
0By T

for every 0 < r' <r <1 and for some universal constant C' > 0.

Proof. It is sufficient to integrate the identity from Proposition 2.3 and to apply the Holder’s
inequality. U

3. EPIPERIMETRIC INEQUALITY FOR Wo,,11
In this section we prove the epiperimetric inequality in Theorem 1.1.

3.1. Eigenfunctions and eigenvalues of Agn. Let p € Py, 1 and T the operator as in
(1.6). Then T'[p] : R™ — R is a non-negative 2m-homogeneous polynomial. We define
Zs:={T[p] > 6} NOB, and Ss:= 9B\ Zs,
for every § > 0. We also define the set
Hi(Ss) :=1{¢ € H'(0B;) : ¢ =0 on Z5} C H'(0B,),

for every 6 > 0. If Agn is the Laplace Beltrami operator on 0Bj, then there are a non-
decreasing sequence

O<A <M< <M<
of eigenvalues (counted with multiplicity) and a sequence of eigenfunctions {qb?} C H(Sy),
which is an orthonormal basis in H{(Ss), such that

{—Agn¢§ = X¢0 in S,

3.1
¢ =0 in Zs. (3:1)

We define the normalized eigenspace corresponding to the eigenvalue A, as
E5(A) = {¢" € H'(0B1) : ~Agnd® = A, ¢ =0 on Z5, [|8]lr20m,.0) = 1},

for every § > 0. Notice that H}(Ss) is the natural Sobolev space where we can expand a trace
c € HY(0B;) with eigenfunctions of H{(S;).

When 6 = 0, i.e. Zy = 0B}, we recover the spectrum on the half-sphere dB;" (extended
evenly with respect to {z,11 = 0}). We recall that if ¢ : 9By — R is such that ¢ =0 on 0B/,
then r%¢(#) is harmonic in R™*! if and only if ¢ is an eigenfunction of the spherical Laplacian
corresponding to the eigenvalue A\(«) := a(n + a —1). In this case r%¢(0) is a polynomial
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multiplied by |z,.1] and « € N. This follows by extending ¢ to the whole ball as an odd
function with respect to {x,y; = 0} and using a Liouville-type theorem. In particular,
if {¢;} C H{(Sp) are the eigenfunctions on the half-sphere and \; are the corresponding
eigenvalues, then the following holds.
e )\ = A(1) and the corresponding eigenfunction is ¢ is a multiple of |z, 1].
e Ny = ... = A1 = A(2) and the corresponding eigenspace Fy(A(2)) (of dimension
n) coincides with the space generated by the restriction to dB; of two homogeneous
harmonic polynomials multiples of |z;,41].
e In general, there exists an explicit function f: N — N such that

AfG-1+1 = - = Ap) = AU),

and the corresponding eigenspace Fy(A(j)) is generated by the restriction to 0B of
j-homogeneous harmonic polynomials multiples of |x,1].

In particular, we define

0= f(2m +1) (3.2)
as the number of eigenvalues with homogeneity less than or equal to 2m + 1. Thus, the
eigenvalues Aq,..., A\, correspond to the homogeneities 1,...,2m + 1, while Apyq,..., A, ..

correspond to homogeneities greater to 2m + 1.

In the following proposition, we prove that the eigenfunctions the eigenvalues in HE(Ss)
converge to the eigenfunctions and the eigenvalues on the half sphere. This is a consequence
of the convergence of the resolvent operators.

Proposition 3.1. Let {(;535.} be the eigenfunctions in H(Ss), according with (3.1). Let {)\g}
be the eigenvalue corresponding to the eigenfunction {qbf»}. Let {\;} be the eigenvalues corre-
sponding to H}(Sy), according with (3.1). Then, up to subsequences,

qbf» — ¢;  strongly in L*(0By) and )\? — A; forevery jeN,

as & — 0%, where the sequence {¢;} is an orthonormal basis of H}(So) of eigenfunctions
corresponding to the eigenvalues {\;}.

Proof. Consider a sequence §; — 01 and functions f;, f € L*(dBy) such that f; converges to
f weakly in L?*(0B;). We define the functionals F}, Fi, : L?(0B;) — R such that

Jog, VU2 dH™ + [y, fbdH® if o € H(S5,).
400 otherwise,

Fj(¢) = {

and

Jop, Vo2 dH" + [op fodH™ i v € HY(So),

400 otherwise,

FOO(ZZ)) = {

and we prove that F; I'-converges to F'. Indeed, the upper bound inequality follows by the
inclusion H}(Sp) C H(%(ng). For the lower bound inequality, we observe that if 1); converges
to ¢ in L*(0By) and |[¢);||g1op,) < C, then v, converges to ¢ in L*(9B]). In particular, if
by € HY(Ss,), then o € HA(Sp).

The I'-convergence of F; to F' implies the convergence of the minimizers. In our case this
reads as follows. Let f;, f € L*(0B;) be such that f; converges to f weakly in L*(0By).
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Suppose that there is ¢; € H&(S,;j) such that

_Agngbj = f] %H S(sj, (33)
»; =0 in Zs,.
Then there is ¢ € H'(0By) such that ¢; converges to ¢ in H*(9B;) and
—A n — 1
sng = f n So, (3.4)
¢o=0 in Z.

Therefore, if R;, R : L*(0B;1) — L*(0Bj) are the resolvent operators to the problems (3.3)
and (3.4) respectively, then

IR;(f;) = R(f)l20m,) forevery f;— f weakly in L*(0B),
as 7 — +oo. Then

IR (f;) — R(fi)ll.2omyy — O for every |[|fjllr20m,) <1
as j — +oo, i.e.
|R; —R|| =0 as j— oo,
where ||| is the operator norm. Once the convergence (in the operator norm) of the resolvent
operators is proved, the claim follows by standard arguments. ]

3.2. Decomposition of c. Let ¢ € HE(Ss) be close to p in L?(0B;), i.e. suppose that
(1.8) and (1.9) hold. Since the set of admissible blow-up Pa,,+1 is a subset of the set of the
eigenfunctions of H}(Sy), we can take ¢, = p, where £ is as in (3.2). To decompose the trace
¢ we use the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. There is a sequence 8, — 0% such that the following holds. Suppose that
F : R = R is such that

F(v):= </ P dH™, .. .,/ P d’H”) ,  for some § € {0},
331 331

where £ is as in (3.2), p, is defined as
d
po(0) =) v0;(6),
j=1

and (b? and ¢; are the eigenfunctions of —Agn for H}(S5) and for the half sphere Hg(Sp)
respectively, according with (3.1). Then, there is a neighborhood of e, = (0,...,0,1) € R*
such that F' is invertible there.

Proof. Let {0y} the sequence for which Proposition 3.1 holds. By the implicit function theo-
rem, it is sufficient to prove that DF, the Jacobian matrix of F, is invertible. In particular,
it is sufficient to show that for §; > 0 small enough, DF' ~ I, where I is the identity matrix
in R, Using that 0,;py = ¢; and applying Proposition 3.1, we obtain that

OF;

an 9B,

Gj) dH™ = 5, ; + o(1)

as 0; — 07. Finally, the conclusion follows by extracting a subsequence for which §;, is small
enough. ]
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By Lemma 3.2, given 6 € {Jx}, there is a constant € > 0 such that if

lc = dellr20m,) <&,

then we can find there are constants ¢; € R such that
/ c(0)¢) dH" = / pu(0)¢ldH"  for every j=1,...,¢,
8B1 aBl

where v = (cy,...,¢;) € RY. Thus if we expand
¢

$(0) = c(0) = > ¢;d;(0) € Hy(Ss)

J=1

using the orthonormal basis in H{(Ss), then ¢ contains only higher modes. In particular,
since (1.8) and (1.9) hold, we can decompose the trace ¢ as

14 00
c(f) = P(6) + ¢(0), where P(6) = ¢;¢; and ¢(0) = > ¢;¢). (3.5)
J=1 j=t+1

We choose the constant § € {d;} such that
b ‘
AT > A@2m+2) — 1> A2m +3/2) for every j >/ (3.6)
and we choose the corresponding € > 0 so that we can expand ¢ as above.

3.3. Killing of lower and higher modes. We use the following two lemmas from [CSV20]
to kill the lower and the higher modes respectively.

Lemma 3.3. Let {¢;} C H{(Ss) be the normalized eigenfunctions of —Agn which are 0 on
Zs, according with (3.1), for some § > 0. Let 1 € H}(Ss) such that

w(0) =) c;é(0)
j=1
and let r*)(0) be the p-homogeneous extension of 1 in R"*1. Then

Walr70) = =5 308 = M)
j=1

Lemma 3.4. Let {QS?} C H}(S5) be the normalized eigenfunctions of —Agn which are 0 on
Zs, according with (3.1), for some § > 0. Let 1 € H}(Ss) such that

P(0) = c;dl(6)
j=1

and let r*)(0) be the p-homogeneous extension of v in R"1. Then

oo

(63 - Klo‘:/" ) 2
W () — (1 = ko) Wy (rty) = PG P ;()\(a) — A}y,
where we set
o —p

(3.7)

I{a’#::n—l_a—i_/,l_l‘
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3.4. Killing of double product. Since the eigenfunctions ¢; and (;5? are not orthogonal in
H'(0By) and in L?(0By), there is a bilinear form that appears in the decomposition of the
Weiss’ energy. In order to deal with this double product, in the proof of the epiperimetric
inequality we will need the following lemma.

Given v,w € H'(By) and p > 0, we will use the following notation

R,(v,w) == Vv Vwdzr — ,u/ vw dH". (3.8)
By aBl

Lemma 3.5. Let ¢, € H*(0By) even with respect to {x,,1 = 0}, with
0) = ci0i(6)
j=1

where {¢;} C H}(So) are the normalized eigenfunctions of —Agn which are 0 on OB}, ac-
cording with (3.1). Then

1
Ru(T#¢(0)7TQ¢(0)) - M—a——wﬁ#(w’¢)’
where
Aj— A(p ()Y (0)dH™ — 2 15) dH™ 1.
o) = [ Z ))e;é;(0)(6) / (0

Proof. By an integration by parts, we get

Ry(r6,r°9) =2 ( / V() V) de = Lo d%“)

= _2/3 A(rtg)rey dx—2/ i (P O) ) dH”

1

_ / Zc]gb] az/zdx—2/ o (PRO) P AH.

Using the expression of the Laplacian and the gradient in spherical coordinates, we have that
R0 =2 [ (A0 Y0+ den | S0y | | o trwda
B J=1 j=1

- 2/ (M9n+1¢ + 09n+1<z$) Prt e dH"
B/

1

2

n— 1
n—i—a—l—u—l/ (D1 9)0 A1

where in the last equality we used that ¢; are elgenfunctions corresponding to the eigenvalues
Aj and we integrated in r. We finally notice that the right-hand side in the last equality is
precisely (,(¢,v). O
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Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let ¢ € H'(0B;) and z its (2m + 1)-homogeneous extension. Since
(1.8) and (1.9) hold, we can decompose ¢ as in (3.5). Then

2(r,0) = r*™ L P(0) + r* e (0)
and we define the competitor
((r,0) = r*"TLP(0) +1¢(0),

where « := 2m + 3/2. Notice that ¢ > 0 on Bj since P(6) = 0 on Bj. So we only need prove
the epiperimetric inequality in (1.10). We also set p := 2m + 1 and k,,, as in (3.7). Then,
the energy can be decomposed as

Wy (r*P +r%¢) = W,(r*P) + W, (r“¢) + 2R, (r"P,r%¢),
where R, is defined in (3.8). Therefore
W) = (1 = kapw)Wu(z) = Wu(r*P 4+ 1%¢) — (1 — Kau)Wu(r* P +rte)
= ’{a,uWu(rMP) + WM(TQQS) —(1- “a,#)Wu(TMQS) (3.9)
+ 2R, (r*P,r%¢) — 2(1 — Ko u) Ru(r Pr%g).
First, by Lemma 3.3, we observe that
W, (r*P) < 0. (3.10)

Moreover, by Lemma 3.4, we have that

[ee]

Wa(r) = (1= o) Wulr"6) =~ 3 (M) = M)} <0, (311)
j=1

by (3.6). Finally, notice that by Lemma 3.5 and by definition of s, ,, we have that
R, (r*P,r%¢) — (1=Ka,pu) R, (1" P, r%¢)

1 1 (3.12)
<n+a+u—1 ( I{’“)n+2u—1>ﬁ“( ¢)
which concludes the proof by using (3.9) with (3.10), (3.11) and (3.12). O

4. APPLICATION TO THE EPIPERIMETRIC INEQUALITY

In this section we show that we can apply the epiperimetric inequality in Theorem 1.1 at
every trace (U,)r|aB,, with
- V,(rz)
(Wp)r == % (4.1)
where v, is as in Proposition 2.1. In particular, we prove the following proposition.

Proposition 4.1. Let u be a solution to the thin obstacle problem (1.1), with obstacle ¢
satisfying (1.2). Suppose that 0 € Agpyi(u), 2m +1 < k and v = u® given by (1.3). Then
there is p > 0 small enough such that the epiperimetric inequality in Theorem 1.1 can be
applied to the sequence of the traces (V,)y|ap,, defined in (4.1), for every r € (0,1).

To prove Proposition 4.1, we use the following fundamental proposition.
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Proposition 4.2. For every Hy > 0 and ¢g > 0 there are constants i > 0, ny > 0, 1 > 0
and pg > 0 such that the following holds. Let u be a solution to the thin obstacle problem
(1.1), with obstacle ¢ satisfying (1.2). Suppose that 0 € Agpyi(u), 2m +1 < k and v = u(®
given by (1.3) with v, as in Proposition 2.1. We also suppose that, for some p € Popq1, with
Il L2(98,) = 1, we have
10, = pll2@y < s U —pll2sy) < M2, for some  p € (0,po),

and

H(2,(v,);) < Ho, ¢(2r,70,) < oy, ngﬂ('ﬁp) + CW(T)[,) <0y for every 1€ (0,1)
where CW(T)[,) > 0 s as in Proposition 2.3. Then the epiperimetric inequality in Theorem 1.1
can be applied to the sequence of the traces (V,),|op,, defined in (4.1), for every r € (0,1).

We need some preliminary lemmas.

Lemma 4.3. There is a universal constant o € (0,1) such that the following holds. Let u be
a solution to the thin obstacle problem (1.1), with obstacle ¢ satisfying (1.2). Let v = u(®
gwen by (1.3) with (v,), as in (4.1). We also suppose that

~ ~ 1
H(2,(v,);) < Hy and ¢(2r,v,) < o for some p € (0, §> ,  for every r € (0,1).
If p € Poypin, with ||pHL2(6Bl) =1, then
“(60)7“ - p”LOO(BS/Q\B1/4) S CH(@/F))T - pH%Z(BQ\Bl/S) fOT’ every T S (07 ]‘)7
for some universal constant C' > 0 which depends on Hy and ¢q.

Proof. Notice that, in general, if G : R""! — R is a non-negative L-Lipschitz continuous
function, zo € R"* and M := G(zy), then

/ ) n+3
G*(v)dr > C——7,
Br(wo) Lt

where R = M/L (see e.g. [SV21, Lemma 3.2]). Thus, if for instance
M = [[(0p)r = Pllzoo(By/5\B, 14) = (Up)r(20) — p(20) for some xo € Bss \ Bija,

we can choose G := ((v,), — p)+. If L is the Lipschitz constant of ((v,), — p)+ in Bs/s, by
Proposition 2.2, M and L are bounded by a universal constant which depends on Hy and
¢o. Then, up to enlarge L > 0, we can take R = M /L > 0 small enough. Finally, the claim

follows from the previous estimate, with o = n#% O

Lemma 4.4. There are universal constants n3 > 0 and p > 0 such that the following holds.
Let u be a solution to the thin obstacle problem (1.1), with obstacle ¢ satisfying (1.2). Suppose
that 0 € Agyny1(u), 2m +1 < k and v = u(? given by (1.3) with (v,), as in (4.1). We also
suppose that

[(Wo)r = Pllzoe(By0\By 1) S M3 for some  p € (0,p), r € (0,1).
Then

(0p)rr =0 in Z5:={T[p] > 6} NOB] for every 1’ € <%r, 7’) ,

where 0 > 0 is as in Theorem 1.1 and T is the operator from (1.6).
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Proof. The proof is similar to [FRS20, Lemma B.3]. Let z = (2/,0) € By \ Bj 5 be such that

4
TIpI() 2 o

Consider the function
po(x) == —(n+ Dz > + |2')* + C,
for every C' > 0. Then, we have that
Up(re +1z) < ¢pc(x) for every x € 0B,

for some r; > 0 and 73 > 0 small enough, by the hypothesis assumption. Next, suppose that
there is C, > 0 such that the function ¢¢, touches v,(r - +rz) from above. Notice that the
contact point zg cannot lie in B,, \ {2’ : ©v,(ra’ +r2’,0) = 0}, since the right hand side of
Up(7-+rz) is small (for p small enough), while A¢c, = —2. On the other hand, if ¢¢, touches
Up(ra’ +r2',0) in g € {a’ : V,(ra’ + r2’,0) = 0}, then ¢¢, > 0, which is a contradiction.
Thus, ¢¢, cannot touch v,(r - +rz) from above when C, > 0 and so, we get

Up(re +1z) < go(x) for every x € B,,.

Since ¢y(0) = 0, this implies that v,(rz) = 0.
Now, given z € Z5 and 1’ € (37,7), we take z = (2/,0) = ’”7,3: € By \ By 5, then

re) = (7)1l 2 g

Therefore v,(r'x) = v,(rz) = 0, which concludes the proof. O

Lemma 4.5. For every 8 > 0 there are constants 61 > 0 and do > 0 such that the following
holds. Let u be a solution to the thin obstacle problem (1.1), with obstacle ¢ satisfying (1.2).
Suppose that 0 € Ay, yi(u) with = 2m +1 < k and v = u® given by (1.3) with (v,), as in
(4.1). We also suppose that

=~ ~ ~ ~ 1
Womi1(0,) + Ci(0,) < 61, [[(9p)r — pllL2osy) < 02 for some p € <07 5) , re(0,1).

where Cp:(v,) > 0 is as in Proposition 2.3. Then

~ 1
1)~ llizomy < B for every 1" € (grr).

Proof. First notice that by Proposition 2.5, we have that

~ N 12 N ~ o
1@ = @Eellizomy < Clog (5) " (Wamsa ((B),) + Cp(@)rt-2m1)

. BRSY
< Clog (8)"/? <W2m+1(vp) + C’W(”p))

r 1/2

r/

1
< Clog(8)261% for every ' ¢ <gr, r) :

where in the second last inequality we used Proposition 2.3. Therefore
”(T)p)r' - PHLZ(aBl) < H@p)r - @p)r’”L?(aBl) + H@p)r - P”L2(aBl)
< Clog (8)/70,* + 6, < 8
if we choose 91 > 0, 9o > 0 and p > 0 small enough. O
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Now we are ready to prove Proposition 4.2.

Proof of Proposition 4.2. Let p € (0,po) as in the hypothesis, with pyg > 0 to be chosen and
such that we can apply Lemma 4.4. First notice that by Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 4.4, we can
find a universal constant 7, > 0, which depends on Hy and ¢, such that if

[(Wo)r = Pllz2(Bo\B, 5) < M2 for some 1€ (0,1),
then

B 1
(Up)rr =0 in Z5 for every r' e <§7“, 7”> )

Let 5 € (0,e) to be chosen and take the corresponding 1, d2 as in Lemma 4.5. We can
suppose that 7; € (0,d5) to be chosen. Thus, using Lemma 4.5, if

1(©p)r = pll2om,) < 02 and  [[(,), —pHLQ(BQ\BI/S) <mny forsome re(0,1), (4.2)

then the hypothesis of Theorem 1.1 are satisfied for the traces (v,)|op, for every r’ € (ir,r)
and we can apply Theorem 1.1 to the traces (v,),|sB, -

We define rg € [0,1] as the smallest number such that we can apply the epiperimetric
inequality in Theorem 1.1 to the traces (v,),|op, for r € (ro,1]. In particular, since (4.2) is
satisfied for » = 1, then we can apply the epiperimetric inequality for r € (%, 1], i.e. 79 < %
We suppose by contradiction that rg > 0.

Using the Weiss’ formula in Proposition 2.4 together with the epiperimetric inequality in
Theorem 1.1 and integrating in r (see e.g. [Car24a]), we can see that

WzmH((ﬂp)r) < C(p)r®, forevery re (rg,1),
for some constants C'(p) > 0 and o > 0, with C'(p) — 07 as p — 07 (we used ng+1(ﬁp) —0

and Cy;(v,) — 07 as p — 07). Now, using Proposition 2.5 and a dyadic argument, we obtain
that

/!@%ﬁwww@Cw for every 1 € (ro, 1),
0B,

up to multiplying « and C(p) by a universal constant. Therefore, we get that, up to multi-
plying « by a universal constant, for every r € (rg, 1)

1@p)r = Plir2(0m1) < 1(00) = (@o)rll L2081 + (W) = PllL2(o8:)

5
SCW+mS§+mS%

if we choose py > 0 and 77 > 0 small enough. Then, by Lemma 4.5, we have that

- 1
1(©p)r — Pllr2om,) < B < e forevery re€ <§r0, 1) . (4.3)
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Thus

[N

1
2 2
160~ s = (160~ Pl )
2 2 1 2
/1 N @) — 2l 7208 dt>

(/.
2 3
< </ tn+2m+152 dt)
1/8

1
=CpB <ny forevery re <7’0, 5) ,

if 8> 0 is small enough, where we used (4.3). Then, (4.2) is satisfied for every p € (rg, 1) and
thus we can apply the epiperimetric inequality in Theorem 1.1 in the interval (%7‘0, 1], which
is a contradiction with the definition of rg. O

Finally we can use Proposition 4.2 to prove Proposition 4.1.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Let Hy := 2"t2@m+D)+1 and ¢g := n 4 2(2m + 1) + 1, we take the

corresponding 1y > 0, 72 > 0, 61 > 0 and pg > 0 as in Proposition 4.2. By Proposition 2.1,

for every p € (0, p1) and for every r € (0, 1), with p; < py small enough to be chosen, we have
H(2r,v,) 1 H(2rp,v)

H(27 (5P)T) = Tn+2(2m+1) = rn+2(2m+1) H(p, 1)) S HO and ¢(27‘, 5ﬂ) = ¢(2pr7 U) é ¢07

Moreover, by Proposition 2.1 and Proposition 2.3 we get

774 ~ (7 I(p,’l)) — (2m (T
(P~ m+ 1) + (@)

< (3010 -m - @n+ 1)+ 3

2
S(Slu

for every p € (0, p1), if p1 > 0 is small enough. Moreover we also have
v, = pll2opy <m  and ||, = pllr2p,) <nm2  for some p e (0,p1)

for some p € Poyy 11, with [|p||12(95,) = 1, since v, converge, up to subsequences, to some (2m-+
1)-homogeneous global solution (see Proposition 2.1). Then the hypothesis of Proposition 4.2
are satisfied and we conclude. O

5. RATE OF CONVERGENCE AND STRATIFICATION

In this section we prove that the epiperimetric inequality in Theorem 1.1 implies the rate of
convergence in Theorem 1.2 and the stratification of the contact set in Corollary 1.3. Once we
know that we can apply the epiperimetric inequality in Theorem 1.1, the proofs are standard
(see e.g. [GPS16, FS16, GPPS17, CSV20, Car24a]). We briefly sketch the proofs here.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By Proposition 4.1, as in the proof of Proposition 4.2, if 0 € Ag,, 41 (u)
with 2m + 1 < k, we deduce that

Wams1((5,),) < Cr for every 7 € (0,1),
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for some p > 0, where (v,), is as in (4.1). Since

7 H(p,’U) 7V ~
W2m+1(vrp) = WW2m+l((7}p)T)7

then the same decay can be deduced for the sequence v, for every r € (0,p). This implies
that, up to multiplying @ by a universal constant,

/ |v, — p|dH™ < Cr®  for every 1 € (0,p),
0B,

where p is the blow-up limit of v, as in the proof of Proposition 4.2.

Up to multiplying « by a universal constant, the same rate of convergence can be obtained
in L?(0B;) and (after an integration) in L?(B;). This implies the rate of convergence in
L*>*(By), as in the proof of Lemma 4.3. O

Proof of Corollary 1.3. As in the proof of Theorem 1.2, we have that if K C Agy,yq(u) NR”
is a compact set and 2m+1 < k, then, up to multiplying o and C(p) by a universal constant,

/ V300 — Do | dH" < Cr® for every xg € Agpp1(u) N K, 7€ (0,p),

0B;

where p > 0, vy, = ”gﬁ?,ﬂf ) and Pa, 18 the blow-up limit of v at zp. Once the rate of
convergence was proved, the stratification can be deduced by a standard arguments which

follow by the implicit function theorem and the Whitney extension theorem (see e.g. [GP09,
CSV20)). O

6. FREQUENCY GAP

This section is dedicated to the proof of Theorem 1.4. The key points of the proof are
Theorem 1.1 and the following epiperimetric inequality for negative energies.

Proposition 6.1 (Epiperimetric inequality for negative energies Wa,,,1). There are universal
constants € > 0, § > 0, kK > 0 and n > 0 such that the following holds. Let ¢ € H'(0B,),
with ¢ > 0 on B} and ¢ even with respect to {x,.1 = 0}. Let z(r,0) = r*™*lc(0) be the
(2m + 1)-homogeneous extension in R"* of c. We suppose that

e = pllz2om,) <€ for some  p € Popia, (6.1)
and
c=0 on Z5;:={T[p] >d}NIBy, (6.2)
with ||pllr2@om,) = 1 and T is the operator in (1.6). If
[Wam1(2)] <, (6.3)

then there is a function ( € H'(By) such that
Wam1(€) < (1 4 [Wamia(2) ) Wam+1(2),
where ¢ > 0 on B}, ( =c¢ on 0By and ( is even with respect to {x,+1 = 0}.

Proof. The proof is similar to the one in Theorem 1.1. We first observe that we can suppose
W (z) < 0, since otherwise one can simply choose ( = z. As in Lemma 3.2, using (6.1), (6.2)
and Proposition 3.1, we can decompose ¢ as

c(0) = h(0) + ¢(0),
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where
h(O) =cepe and $(0) =) c;é,
7t
where ¢ is defined as in (3.2). We set p := 2m + 1 and we define the competitor
C(r,0) = rth(0) + r*¢(0),
where o € (2m,2m + 1) is such that
Wu(2)| = Epas

where £, , is given by (3.7). Notice that the lower bound for « follows by (6.3), if we choose
a universal 7 > 0 small enough. Moreover notice that ( = r®*¢ = r%c > 0 on Bj.
Defining the operator R as in (3.8) and using that W, (r*h) = 0, we get

R,(r"h,r"¢) = R, (r"h,r"c) = — ; A(rth)rtedr = _2/3’ Oppsy (rPh)rtcdH™ > 0,
1 1
since 7*h is a solution to (1.4) and ¢ > 0 on Bj. Then
0> W(z) = Wompi(r*¢) + Ru(rh, 7" ¢) > Wapmi1 (@), (6.4)
Using again that r#h has zero Weiss’ energy, we obtain
Wy (rth +r%¢) = W, (r*¢) + 2R, (r"h,r%¢).
Then, by Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.5, there is a universal constant C' > 0 such that

WM(C) —(1+ ’{,u,a)Wu(z) = W#(T‘QQS) —(1+ “u,a)Wu(rMQS)

o0
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R P ;Wa) N)e;

= Fua c s 2 - 2

= e jzluj —AW)E + jzlwm — Aa)e
n+2p—1

= mﬁu7aW2m+1(7’u¢) + C/iiaH(ﬁH%Z(aBl)’

where in the last equality we used Lemma 3.3. By (6.1) and (6.4), we get that
Wu(C) = (1 + Kpa)Wu(2) < kpaWamga (¢) + Crk, 12

< ’{p,aWZm-l-l(Z) + Clii,a‘g
= —|[W(2)]> + C|W(2)|%
= [W(2)(~1 + Ce)

<0

since € > 0 is small enough. O

To show the frequency gap, we will use the following lemma from [CSV20] with the epiperi-
metric inequalities in Theorem 1.1 and Proposition 6.1.
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Lemma 6.2. Let ¢ € H'(0B,) such that r**'c is a solution to the thin obstacle problem
(1.4), then
Wy(540) = tlelagm,y and W(rte) = 1+ )W)

Proof of Theorem 1.4. By contradiction, suppose that there are functions u; and a sequence
tr — 0, such that uy is global (2m+1+1t;)-homogeneous solution to the thin obstacle problem
(1.4). Without loss of generality we can suppose that the traces ¢, := uglsp, are such that
llekllz2(am,) = 1. Notice that as in Proposition 2.2, we have that uj converges in C (B}, up
to subsequences, to some function p which is a (2m + 1)-homogeneous solution. In particular,
P € Pamy1 and [|p[|2(9p,) = 1. This means that

n+2p—1

|l —pHLoo(BS/Q) <mnz forevery k > ko,
for some kg € N, where 73 > 0 is defined in Lemma 4.4. Therefore
ur =0 in Zs forevery k> ko,
by Lemma 4.4. Moreover we can suppose that
(Wamqi(ur)| <n for every k> ko,

which follows by Lemma 6.2 with » > 0 as in (6.3). Then the function wuy satisfies the
hypotheses of Theorem 1.1 and Proposition 6.1.

Passing to a subsequence, we can suppose that either t; > 0 for every k > kg or tx < 0
for every k > ko. In the first case we use Theorem 1.1, while in the second case we use
Proposition 6.1. For simplicity, we suppose that t; < 0 for every k > kg, the other case being
analogous. By Lemma 6.2

W1 (r?™ ey ) = teller |72 om,) = te <0 (6.5)

and

1
W2m+1(7’2m+16) = (1 + Cmtk) tk7 where Cm - n+ 2(2m + 1) 1

Then, by the epiperimetric inequality in Proposition 6.1, we have that for every k > kg
W1 (rP™ 1 e ) < (14 (1 4 Cont)ta]) Wamr (r? ey
= (1 — (1 + Cutr)tr) (1 + Contr) Wopyr (r2™ ey ),
where in the last equality we used Lemma 6.2. Then by (6.5)
(1 — (14 Cutp)ty) (14 Cputr) <1 for every k > ko,

which implies that
—tp + Oty + O(t;) <0 for every k > ko,
which is a contradiction by the definition of C,, and the fact that ¢, — 0, t;, < 0. O
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