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GENERIC REGULARITY OF FREE BOUNDARIES IN THE OBSTACLE PROBLEM
FOR THE FRACTIONAL LAPLACIAN

MATTEO CARDUCCI AND ROBERTO COLOMBO

ABSTRACT. We establish generic regularity results of free boundaries for solutions of the obstacle problem for the
fractional Laplacian (—A)®. We prove that, for almost every obstacle, the free boundary contains only regular points
up to dimension 3, for every s € (0,1). To do so, we extend some results on the fine structure of the free boundary
to the case s € (0, 1) and general non-zero obstacle, including a blow-up analysis at points with frequency 2m + 2s,
and we prove new explicit uniform frequency gaps for solutions of the fractional obstacle problem.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We consider solutions v : R” — R of the fractional obstacle problem

(=A)*v = 0 inR"\ {v = ¢},
(=A)*v > 0 inR™,
vo> P in R™ (1.1)
vix) — 0 as |x| — oo,

where, for every s € (0, 1), the operator (—A)? is the fractional Laplacian, defined as

(—A)v(x) :==cns P.V./ v(z) —v(z) dz

R T — 2|28
and ¢, s > 0 is a normalization constant. The obstacle ¢ : R" — R is such that
¢ € C*(R™) forsome k > 2, v € (0,1) and {¢ >0} cC R™ (1.2)

Problem (1.1) in the case s = 1/2 is locally equivalent to the thin obstacle problem, first studied by Signorini
in [Sig33; Sig59] in connection with linear elasticity. In the general case s € (0, 1), it finds applications in several
other contexts, such as the optimal stopping problem, interacting particle systems, and the study of semipermeable
membranes; see [DL76; Mer76; CTog; Ser15; CDM16]. The obstacle problem for the fractional Laplacian (1.1) was
intensely studied in the past years by the mathematical community; see [Caf79; ACog4; Silo7; ACS08; CSSo08; GPoo;
KPS15; DS16; GPS16; FS16; GPPS17; FS18; CSV20; FS22; SY22a; SY22b; SY23; FJ21; FR21; FS24c; Carz4; CVa4].
The reader may also consult the surveys [DS18; Fer22] and the books [PSU12; FR24].
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The existence and uniqueness of a solution of problem (1.1) can be proved by minimizing the fractional Dirichlet
energy in the class of functions which live above the obstacle. Regarding the regularity of a solution v, defining
the contact set as

A(v) == {z e R 1 v(z) = p(2)},

we see directly from (1.1) and (1.2), that v is regular in both the interiors of A(v) and of its complementary
R™\ A(v). Less obvious is the behavior of the solution across the free boundary

I'(v) := 0A(v).

In [ACo4; ACSo08; CSS08] the authors proved the optimal Cﬁ)’cs -regularity of the solution, as well as the following
splitting of the free boundary into regular and degenerate points:

I'(v) = Reg(v) U Deg(v).

Here, the sets of regular and degenerate points are given by

Reg(v) := {x €T():0<ert™ < sup (v — ) < Cri™s  for every r € (0, ro)} ,
Br(x)

Deg(v) := {a: €T(v):0< sup (v—¢) <Cr® foreveryr € (O,To)} .
By (z)

The set Reg(v) is an open C'**-manifold of dimension (n — 1) inside the free boundary. In addition, if the obstacle
is C*, the set Reg(v) is a C*°-manifold (see [KPS15; DS16; JN17; KRS19]). It is also known that Deg(v) can be
non-empty, and even of the same dimension as the whole free boundary (see [GPog; FR21]).

In recent years, a growing interest has concerned the question of generic regularity, which, roughly speaking,
refers to the presence of singularities in the free boundary being somewhat rare. Investigations in this direction
have also found very recently application in the study of measure minimizers of interaction energies with confin-
ing potentials (see [RS24] and the forthcoming [CF24]). In the context of the classical obstacle problem (s = 1),
the generic regularity of the free boundary was proved in [Mono3] in dimension 2 and then in the celebrated
[FRS20] up to dimension 4. The same result was obtained for problem (1.1) in [FR21] in dimension 1, for every

s € (0,1). Later, in [FT23], in the case s = 1/2 and zero obstacle, generic regularity was proved up to dimension
3.

1.1. The main result. In this paper we improve the generic regularity result of [FR21] and extend the one in
[FT23] to the case s € (0,1) and for a general obstacle. Similarly to the aforementioned works ([Mono3; FRS20;
FR21; FT23]), we use a measure theoretic notion of genericity (in the sense of prevalence, see [HSY92; OYos5]), that
has also been used to investigate similar questions in other free boundary problems (see [CMS23; CMS24; FY23]).
More precisely, we say that a property holds for “almost every” solution to the fractional obstacle problem if, for
any family of solutions v = v(x,t) : R” x [0, 1] — R with obstacle ¢ — ¢, for t € [0, 1],

(—A)s'l)('7t) =0 in Rn\{v(vt) ZQO—ZL/}7

(=A)%v(,t) > 0 in R™,
o) > p—t R, (13)
v(z,t) — 0 as |z| — +o0,

then, the property holds for almost every ¢ € [0, 1]. In this context, our main result is the following.

Theorem 1.1. Letv : R" x [0, 1] — R be a family of solutions of (1.3), with obstacle ¢ satisfying (1.2), withk = 4
and~y € (a™, 1], where a := 1 — 2s. Then, there is o > 0 depending only onn, s and -y such that, for almost every
t € [0,1], we have:

o ifn < 3, Deg(v(-,t)) = 0;

o ifn >4, dimy/(Deg(v(-,t))) <n—3—a.

When the obstacle is C'*°, by the results in [JN17; KRS19], we get the following corollary (again, in the sense
of prevalence).
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Corollary 1.2. Letv : R X [0,1] — R be a family of solutions of (1.3), with obstacle p € C*(R") satisfying
{¢ > 0} cC R™. Then, ifn < 3, the free boundary I'(v(-,t)) is a C*°-manifold of dimension n — 1, for almost
everyt € [0, 1].

Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.2 provide an improvement of [FR21, Theorem 1.5] for every s € (0, 1).
1.2. Generic regularity for the extended problem. In order to study the non-local problem (1.1), we will
reduce to a local problem in R"*! via the celebrated Caffarelli-Silvestre extension procedure (see [CSo7]). Using

the notation X = (z,y) € R x R for a point in R"*!, and calling @ := 1 — 2s € (—1,1), we consider the
degenerate/singular elliptic operator

Louw = divy ,(|y|*Veyu), u:R"T SR

Given a bounded function v : R" — R, we consider its standard even L,-harmonic extension u : R — R,
satisfying

Lyu = 0 in R"1\ (R™ x {0}),
{ u(+,0) = w in R"™, (1.4)
U(l‘, y) = u(ac, _y) for (:Ba y) € Rn+17

which is obtained by convolution as u(-,y) = P,(-,y) * v with the corresponding Poisson kernel (see [CSo7;
FR24])

ly|' >
(2l + lyP2)
Using such an extension, one gets the following local formula (in one extra dimension) for the non-local operator

(—A)® in R™:

Pa(z,y) = praeng (15)
(—A)*v(z) = —limy*Oyu(z,y). (1.6)
yJ0

In particular, if By is the unit ball in R**! and B} := B; N {y = 0}, given v : R” — R a solution to (1.1) for
some obstacle ¢ satisfying (1.2), its extension u is a solution of

_Lau =0 in By \ ({U(,O) - ()0} X {0}) ’
—Lau > 0 in Bl, ( )
u(z,0) > p(z) for (z,0) € Bi, 17
u(z,y) = u(z,—y)  for(x,y) € B
This fact is easily obtained noticing that (1.4) implies
Lou=2 (hfg yaayu(',y)> H"L Bj. (1.8)
y

Problem (1.7) is called the thin obstacle problem for the operator L, since now the obstacle lives in a “thin” domain
{y = 0}, of codimension 1. When we consider a solution v : B; — R of the extended problem (1.7), we denote
the contact set and the free boundary as

A(w) == {u(-,0) = ¢} x {0}, T(u) := T (u),
where 0’ stands for the boundary in the relative topology of R™ x {0}.

Thanks to the extension procedure we just described, we have reduced to proving a generic regularity result
for the solutions of the local extended problem (1.7). For the notion of genericity of (1.7), as done in [FR21; FT23],
we consider a monotone increasing family u : By x [0,1] — R such that u(-,t) solves (1.7) for every ¢t € [0, 1]
and the following conditions hold:

[u(, )llc2spy <1,
u(-,t') — ( t)y > 0 in By, forevery —1<t<t <1. (1.9)
u(t) —u(t) = t'—t  indBiN{lyl>1/2},

In the extended framework we will prove the following theorem.
Theorem 1.3. Letu : By x [0, 1] — R be a family of solutions of (1.7), (1.9), with obstacle ¢ satisfying (1.2), with

k =4 and~y € (a™,1]. Then, there is > 0 depending only onn, s and 7y such that, for almost everyt € [0, 1], we
have:
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o ifn < 3, Deg(u(-,t)) = 0;
e ifn >4, dimy(Deg(u(-,t))) <n—3—a.

In particular, when s = 1/2 and the obstacle is zero, we recover the main result from [FT23, Theorem 1.2]. We
also notice that when the obstacle ¢ is C°°, Theorem 1.3 and [JN17; KRS19] give the generic smoothness of the
free boundary up to dimension 3.

We point out that, although the conclusions of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3 are the same for all s € (0,1), a
separate analysis of the two cases s < 1/2and s > 1/2is required in several steps of their proof (see Subsection 1.5
for more details).

1.3. Fine structure of the free boundary and points with frequency 2m + 2s. As it is well-known (see
[ACSo08; CSSo08; GR19]), for a solution u : By — R of (1.7), points Xy € A(u) in the contact set can be classified
according to the value of their frequency, which gives the asymptotic rate of detachment of u from the obstacle
o around X, whenever strictly less than the regularity of . More precisely, the frequency at X corresponds to
the homogeneity of blow-ups, i.e. global solutions of (1.7) with zero obstacle obtained as the limit of a sequence
of rescalings of uX?, a suitable extension of u(-,0) — ¢ to R™*! (see (2.3)). We refer the reader to Section 2, and in
particular to Proposition 2.1 for the precise statements. An important role is then played by the set of admissible
frequencies in dimension n + 1, namely

A, s := {\ € R: there is a non-zero \-homogeneous solution of (1.7) with zero obstacle}. (1.10)

Dimension 2 homogeneous solutions are explicitly characterized (see e.g. [FS18, Proposition A.1]), and in fact it
is known that

Ai s = {2m}men U {2m + 2s}nen U {2m + 1 4+ s}ten C Aps. (1.11)

One of the main lines of investigation in the study of the thin obstacle problem (1.7) regards the analysis of the
contact set A (u) and the free boundary I'y (u) corresponding to admissible frequencies A € A,, ;. The following
are some of the main known results in this direction.

e At points with frequency 1 + s, the blow-up is unique and coincides, up to a rotation, with a positive
multiple of an even L,-harmonic extension of (:cl)f's to R"1. Moreover, the rate of convergence to the
blow-up is polynomial. As a consequence, I';(u) = A1ys(u) = Reg(u) is an open C1*-manifold of
dimension (n — 1) inside the free boundary. We refer to [ACS08; CSS08; GPS16; FS16; GPPS17; CSV20;
Car24].

e At points with frequency 2m, the blow-up is unique and it is a 2m-homogeneous L,-harmonic poly-
nomial, non-negative on the thin space. The rate of convergence to the blow-up is logarithmic. As a
consequence, I'a,, (1) = Agy,(u) is contained in the union of at most countably many C'1°8-manifolds
of dimension less than or equal to n — 1. We refer to [GPog; GR19; CSV20; Car24].

e For s = 1/2, at points with frequency 2m + 1, the blow-up is unique and it is a (2m + 1)-homogeneous
polynomial, which vanishes on the thin space. The rate of convergence to the blow-up is polynomial. As
a consequence, Ao, (1) is contained in the union of at most countably many C'':*-manifolds of dimension
less than or equal to n — 1. We refer to [FS18; FRS20; Fer22; SY23; CV24].

e For other interesting results concerning the rectifiability of the free boundary and points with frequencies
different from 1 + s, 2m and 2m + 2s, we refer to [FS18; CSV21; FS22; SY22a; FS24c].

As a complementary result of this paper, we extend to the general case s € (0,1) the study of points with
frequency 2m + 2s. We perform this analysis following the strategy employed in the very recent [CV24], which
is based on the proof and application of an epiperimetric inequality for the Weiss energy corresponding to the
frequency 2m + 2s (see Proposition 4.5). Besides its own interest, a careful blow-up analysis at such points (when
m = 1) is in fact needed in the proof of Theorem 1.3.

First of all, we show that the set

Pz = {p: Lap=0 in {y # 0}, —Lep > 0 in B, Vp- X = (2m + 2s)p.
(1.12)
p=0 on{y =0}, p(z,y) = pla, ~y), p(z,y) = [y*a(z.y), ¢ polynomial},
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coincides with the class of all (2m + 2s)-homogeneous functions in R"*! solving globally the extended problem
(1.7) with zero obstacle. Then, we prove the uniqueness of blow-up limits with a polynomial rate of convergence
at points with frequency 2m + 2s.

Theorem 1.4 (Uniqueness of the blow-up and rate of convergence at (2m + 2s)-frequency points). Let u be a
solution of (1.7), with obstacle ¢ satisfying (1.2). Suppose that 0 € Agpios(u) with 2m + 2s < k + v, and let
@ := U as in (2.3). Then, there exist o > 0 and a non-zerop € Po,, 12, such that

|t = pllLe(n,) < Cr2mT2sta foreveryr € (0,1),

where C > 0 and o € (0,1) depend onn, s, m, ¢, k, v and ||u|| < (B,)-

As a consequence of Theorem 1.4, we get the stratification of the contact set Ay, +2s(w). This is obtained
with standard arguments based on the combination of Whitney’s extension theorem with the implicit function
theorem.

Corollary 1.5 (Stratification of Aoy, +2s(w)). Letu be a solution of (1.7), with obstacle ¢ satisfying (1.2), and suppose
that 2m + 2s < k + . Then, the set Aoy, 125(u) is contained in the union of at most countably many manifolds of
class C1. More precisely

n—1
Aomios (u) = U Aj2m+2s (u)7
j=1
where A%mHs (u) is locally contained in a j-dimensional manifold of class C*, for every j € {0,...,n — 1}.

1.4. Explicit frequency gaps. One of the most challenging open problems in the study of the thin obstacle prob-
lem (1.7) is the characterization of the set of admissible frequencies A,, s from (1.10), for n +1 > 3. Clearly, those
appearing in (1.11) are admissible for every n, however, a complete description of the set of “other frequencies”

A= A\ A

is still missing. A well-known fact, coming from the classification of convex blow-ups, is that A;, ; C (2, +00)
(see e.g. [CSS08]). Further interesting partial results were obtained in the few past years in ruling out the presence
of other admissible frequencies around points of .4; ;. More precisely, in [CSV20; SY22b], for s = 1/2, and then
in [Carz24] for s € (0, 1), the authors proved that even frequencies 2m are isolated in A,, 5. The analogue result
at odd frequencies 2m + 1 was derived in [SY22b; CV24], for s = 1/2. In the very recent [FS24a], the first “thick”
gap was shown; precisely, for s = 1/2, there are no admissible frequencies belonging to intervals of the form
(2m,2m + 1), with m € N. In addition, as it is shown in the forthcoming [FS24b], the set of “other frequencies”
is not empty as soonasn + 1 > 3.

The generic regularity for the fractional obstacle problem up to dimension 3 requires as a crucial step to know
that 4, s N (2,14 2s + o) = 0, for some small ¢ > 0, when s > 1/2. This motivated us to investigate in this
direction, showing several new frequency gaps for all s € (0,1):

(1) we derive a small gap around (2m + 2s)-frequencies, obtained via epiperimetric inequalities (see Propo-
sition 5.1), which extends the corresponding result in [SY22b; CV24] for s = 1/2;

(2) we establish a gap between N + 2s and N relying on domain monotonicity of eigenvalues (see Propo-
sition 5.7). Together with the one proved in [FS24a], this is the first explicit gap in fractional obstacle
problem which is uniform in the dimension and in the values of the frequencies;

(3) we show that, when s # 1/2, the frequencies 2m + 1 and 2m + 1 + 2s and nearby are not admissible (see
Proposition 5.8);

(4) we extend to every s € (0, 1) the result from [FS24a], proving that there are no admissible frequencies in
intervals of the form (2m, 2m + 2s) (see Proposition 5.10).

These results for fractional obstacle problem may be summarized in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.6 (Frequency gaps). Let A,, s be the set of admissible frequencies in dimension n + 1 from (1.10) and
let A, o == Ans \ Ais be the set of "other frequencies”. Then, for every m € N, there exist constants cis’m > 0,
depending only onn, s and m, such that:
o ifs <1/2, then
A n@2m—1+2s—c, . 2m+1+¢f ) =0;

n,8,Mm?
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o ifs>1/2, then
Ay N (2m = ¢y g s 2m+ 25 + ;F

n,s,m? n,s,m) - @

Observe that, when s = 1/2, Theorem 1.6 reduces to the known results from [CSV20; SY22b; CV24; FS24a]. In
the two limits s | 0 and s 1 1 instead, Theorem 1.6 tells us that the admissible frequencies concentrate around
integers and even integers, respectively.

We point out that the result in Theorem 1.6, in the case s > 1/2, is a consequence of (1), (4) and [Car24,
Proposition 1.3] only, even though, for the application to the proof of Theorem 1.1, the conclusions from (2) and
(3) would have sufficed. On the other hand, (2) and (3) start giving distinct information with respect to (4) as soon
ass < 1/2.

s<12

2 2+s 2+2s 3 3+s 3+2s 4 4+s 4+2s 5 5+s

v

v

s=1/2 N } - t
2 5/2 3 4 9/2 5

7/2 11/2

s>12

2 1+2s 2+s 3 2+2s 3-+s 4 3+2s 4-+s 5 442s b5+s

F1GURE 1. The gaps of Theorem 1.6 for frequencies larger than 2

In Figure 1, presently known admissible frequencies are marked with vertical green lines, while red stripes
indicate the intervals of frequencies excluded by Theorem 1.6.

1.5. Outline of the paper and sketch of the proof. To prove Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3, we use the ideas
developed in [FRS20; FT23] in combination with some results from [FR21; Car24], properties on the fine structure
of the free boundary that we extend from [FJ21; SY23; CV24] to the case of general s € (0,1) and ¢ # 0, as for
instance the rate of convergence at (2m + 2s)-frequencies in Theorem 1.4, and finally the new frequency gaps
from Theorem 1.6.

We focus on Theorem 1.3, since Theorem 1.1 is easily deduced from it via the Caffarelli-Silvestre extension (see
Lemma 8.1). We thus consider v : By x [0,1] — R, a family of solutions of (1.7), (1.9), with obstacle ¢ satisfying
(1.2), with k = 4 and v € (a™, 1]. We use bold font to indicate the union of sets over all ¢t € [0, 1]. Namely, we
denote by

()= |J T(u(-1) = Reg(u) UDeg(u),
te[0,1]
where
Reg(u) == |J Reg(u(~)), Deg(u):= |J Deglu(-t).
t€[0,1] t€[0,1]
We may split the whole degenerate set according to different values of the frequency:

Deg(u) =T5UT5 U995 U (F23+S \ I‘24+7) UI'>444 UL, (1.13)
where (see (2.7) and (3.9)),

i) I'g and I'§ are respectively the points with frequency 2 for which the second term in the expansion of
the corresponding solution is at least cubic (ordinary quadratic points) or otherwise (anomalous quadratic
points).

ii) T'g4 o, are the points with frequency 2 + 2s.
iii) I'> ) are the points with frequency greater than or equal to \.

iv) I', are the points whose frequency is not admissible in dimension n + 1 = 2.
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To prove Theorem 1.3, the two main ingredients are dimension reduction arguments and cleaning-type results
for each component of the splitting (1.13). After that, the application of an abstract GMT lemma (Lemma 2.5)
coming from [FRS20] yields generic bounds on the dimension of the degenerate set. We outline hereafter the
organization of the paper and the sketch of the proof of Theorem 1.3.

e In Section 3 we generalize the results in [FJ21] concerning the second blow-up at quadratic points for
solutions of (1.7) to the case of general obstacles ¢ # 0, proving a new monotonicity formula for a
truncated Almgren’s frequency function in Proposition 3.1. This allows us to further split the set of
quadratic points in ordinary and anomalous quadratic points I' and I'j, defined in (3.9). We point out
that if s > 1/2 and the space of invariant directions of the first blow-up is (n — 1)-dimensional, then
the second blow-up is a solution to the very thin obstacle problem (3.8); in all the other cases, the second
blow-up is an L,-harmonic polynomial. This dichotomy, first obtained in [FJ21], descends from the fact
that (n — 1)-dimensional sets have zero L,-harmonic capacity if and only if s < 1/2.

e In Section 4 we analyze points with frequency 2m + 2s, extending the results of [FRS20; SY23; CV24]
to the case of a general fractional exponent s € (0,1). In particular, we prove the uniqueness of the
blow-up limit with a polynomial rate of convergence in Theorem 1.4, together with a stratification result
in Corollary 1.5. This is obtained by proving epiperimetric inequalities (see Proposition 4.5) and applying
them at sufficiently small scales, as first done in [CV24] in the case s = 1/2. We will use the polynomial
rate of convergence in Theorem 1.4 to prove cleaning results for the set I's | o5 (see Proposition 7.3).

e In Section 5 we focus on the classification of admissible frequencies, proving in particular Theorem 1.6.
This follows from four main ingredients. First, in Proposition 5.1, using the epiperimetric inequalities
from Proposition 4.5, we show that frequencies 2m + 2s are isolated. Next, in Proposition 5.7, with an
argument based on domain monotonicity of eigenvalues, we prove explicit gaps for frequencies between
N + 2s and N. Afterwards, in Proposition 5.8, we show that when s # 1/2, frequencies in 2N + 1 and
2N + 1 4 25 are not admissible. Finally, in Proposition 5.10, we extend [FS24a], proving that there are no
admissible frequencies in (2m, 2m + 2s). The explicit gap obtained in Theorem 1.6 will be crucial in the
proof of Theorem 1.3, precisely, in the cleaning results for the set I, when s > 1/2 (see Proposition 7.5).

e In Section 6, we prove the following dimensional bounds (see Proposition 6.1 and Proposition 6.4):
dimH(I‘Zg \ I‘24+7) <n-—1, dlm’H(I‘*) <n-—2, dlIHH(F%) <n-—2.

This is obtained via dimension reduction arguments, which are based on the classification of admissible
frequencies in low dimension. Here the monotonicity assumption in (1.9) is key to get the same results as
one would get for a single solution. The corresponding dimensional bounds were first proved in [FT23] in
the case s = 1/2 and ¢ = 0. However, we find new difficulties in our context, especially when s > 1/2,
where a thorough analysis is needed for the case where the second blow-up at quadratic points solves the
very thin obstacle problem (3.8).

e In Section 7, we prove cleaning results for some subsets of the free boundary (see Proposition 7.1, Propo-
sition 7.3 and Proposition 7.5). In particular, we obtain the following:

Clean(3 ifs <1/2,
(TSl repury € { (3) <1/

Clean(4 — 2s) if s > 1/2,
{Fatas(u(-,t)) heoyy € Clean(2 +n), for some 1 > 0.

Here, for a family of sets {Et};c[o,1) and a number 3 > 0, the notation {E;},c[0,1] € Clean(S) is intro-
duced in Definition 2.8, meaning, roughly speaking, that ¢ — E; detaches from E};, with rate at least
|t — to|'/?. These cleaning results follow by an expansion of the solution near the corresponding free
boundary points and barrier arguments. Concerning the set I'S, the difference between the cases s < 1/2
and s > 1/2is due to the fact that, when s > 1/2, the second blow-up can either be L,-harmonic or solve
the very thin obstacle problem (3.8). Regarding the set I'a 25, We use, as a fundamental ingredient, the
rate of convergence to the blow-up limit proved in Theorem 1.4. The cleaning results for the other sets
in the splitting (1.13) are proved in Proposition 7.5 and they are consequence of Proposition 2.9, coming
from [FR21], and of the frequency gaps in Theorem 1.6.
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e Finally, in Section 8, we combine the dimensional bounds of Section 6 with the cleaning results of Section 7
through the GMT Lemma 2.5, thus proving Theorem 1.3. In fact, in Proposition 8.2, we obtain even a more
detailed description of the generic dimension of each component in the splitting (1.13).

In the following tables we summarize the dimensional bound, the cleaning exponent and the generic dimension
of each subset in the splitting (1.13) that we obtain in this work (see Proposition 8.2 for more details).

Set dimyI' | Cleaning exponent | Generic dimyI’
s n—1 3 n—4
I3 n—2 2 n—4
Totos n—1 247 n—3—n
I‘23+5\F24+ﬂ{ n—1 3—s n—4+4s
]._‘24_;,_7 n 3+ Y n—3— Y
| n—2 3—2s+o0 n—5+2s—o0
TABLE 1. The case s < 1/2
Set dimyI' | Cleaning exponent | Generic dimyI’
s n—1 4 —2s n—>5+2s
3 n—2 | (4-2s)/(1+s) | n—6/(1+5s)
Totos n—1 247 n—3—n
I‘23+S\FZ4+’Y n—1 3—s n—4+4s
'>yyy n 44v—2s n—4—~v+2s
| n—2 240 n—4—o

TABLE 2. The case s > 1/2

The tables should be interpreted keeping in mind that whenever the number in the last column is strictly negative,
the corresponding set is generically empty. Here > 0 and o > 0 are constants depending only on n and s.
More precisely, 7 is the constant in Proposition 7.3, which is related to the polynomial rate of convergence to the
blow-up at points with frequency 2+ 2s (see Theorem 1.4). While, o is the amplitude of the gap from Theorem 1.6
around the frequency 3, for s < 1/2, and around the frequency 2 + 2s, for s > 1/2 (see also Proposition 7.5).
Notice that we require the condition vy € (a™, 1] to estimate the generic dimension of I'> 4 - in the case s > 1/2.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notations. Throughout the paper we will make use of the following notations.
e We assume thatn € N, s € (0,1),a := 1 — 2s € (—1, 1) and the obstacle ¢ satisfying (1.2) are fixed.

e Points in R""! will be indicated by capital letters. We typically split X € R™*! in its two components
X = (z,y) € R" x R. Balls in R"*! are indicated by B,(Xp) := {X € R""! : |[X — X,| < r}.

e For every given set £ C R"*!, we call
ET =En{y>0}, E:=En{y=0}, E
When E = R"!, we write for simplicity

RT:LtJrl — (Rn+1):|:

=FEnN{y <0}

RO .= (R™HLY.

e For a given open set 2 C R"*!, we denote by L?(€, |y|) and W12(€2, |y|*) the spaces of square inte-
grable functions and Sobolev functions in § with respect to the weighted measure |y|*.£"*!. Similarly,
whenever > C §Bp, is an open set of the sphere 9 Bg, then L2(%, |y|%) and W2(3, |y|*) will indicate the
spaces of square integrable functions and Sobolev functions in > with respect to the weighted measure

[y|*H".
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e For a given open set {2 C R" !, we define
CL() 1= fw € CH®) : Jul g < +oo)
where
[wll Lo gy = llwlle@) + [[Vawllca(e) + [lly|*Oywllceq)-

2.2. Almgren’s frequency function. Given a general v € VVéf(R”H, ly|*) and a point Xy = (x0,0) €
R™ x {0} on the thin space, we define the following quantities, for every r > 0:

HXO(r, ) = /

Rl dHr,  DXo(rv) = / Vol?lyl* dX. (2.1
0Br(Xo) B (Xo)

In the study of obstacle-type problems, an important role is played by the so-called “pure” Almgren’s frequency
function, namely:

rDX0(r, v)

H¥o(r,v) "

Indeed, in [ACS08; CSSo8] it was proved that if u is a solution of (1.7) with zero obstacle ¢ = 0 and Xy € A(u)isa
contact point, then r — NX0(r, u) is non-decreasing and so, the limiting value N0 (0%, u) := lim,. ;o N (r, u)
is well-defined. It is called the “frequency” at X, and gives precise information about the local behavior of u near
Xo. The monotonicity of Almgren’s frequency function is a key tool for carrying out a blow-up analysis with all
its consequences.

When dealing with non-zero obstacles, the analysis has to be carried on with some modifications, as done for
instance in [GR19]. Suppose that ¢ satisfies (1.2). Let @X° : R” — R be the k-th order Taylor polynomial of
p at X, and let @XO : R"*1 — R be the even L,-harmonic extension of QXO to the whole R™t!, which is
well-defined by Lemma A.5. We call

$Y(z,y) = p(z) — Q¥ (z) + Q¥ (z,y). (2.2)

NXo(r v) :=

Then, the function

~X ~X

a0 (z,y) = u(r,y) — 7" (z, ). (2:3)
is an even L,-harmonic extension of u(+,0) — ¢ to the whole R™*1 and moreover, by construction, it solves a
thin obstacle problem with zero obstacle and a suitable right-hand side:

— Lot (2, y) gXo(z)ly|*  for (z,y) € By \ {a*° =0},

gX0<x)‘y|a for (xay) S Bl: (2 4)
0 for (z,0) € Bi, '
uXo(x, —y)  for (z,y) € By.

v Iv

Here g~ () :

[
/N
g
8
5
&
|
>
8
Q
5

x)) satisfies the estimate

1% (2)| < Clo — 2o/*™2 foreveryz € R™ : |z| < 1, (2.5)

where C = C(y) > 0 depends on ¢, n, k and +y as can be easily obtained by Taylor-expanding g*X° around x.
In the sequel we will drop the superscript Xy whenever Xy = 0.

We now recall from [GR19] the monotonicity of a “truncated” Almgren’s frequency function, with the existence
of blow-up limits.

Proposition 2.1 ([GR19, Section 6]). Letu be a solution of (1.7) with obstacle ¢ satisfying (1.2) and ||u| o (p,) < 1.
Given 0 € (0,), there exist Cy, 9 > 0, such that, for every Xo € A(u), the function

d
= ¢ (ru) = (r + C’or1+0)d— log max {HXO (r, u0), 7‘”+“+2(k+7_9)}
r
is non-decreasing in (0,70). In particular it is well-defined ¢X° (0T, u) := lim, ;o ¢X° (1, u) and

¢*0 (0%, u) € {n+3}U[n+a+4,n+a+2(k+7)
Ifin addition ¢X° (0%, u) = n + a + 2, for some A\ < k + =, then the following holds.
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i) NXo(0F, uX0) = \. Moreover, there exists C > 0 such that
HXo(r, 5%0) < Cr"Tat22 for every r € (0,10),
and, for every ¢ > 0, there exist C. > 0 andr. € (0,79) such that
HX0(r, 7%0) > Cr"Tat2A T foreveryr € (0,72).

ii) For everyr; | 0, the blow-up sequence

ﬂX_o = ﬂXO(XO +7“j')
"9 a0 (Xo +75) |l 28, ly|e)
is uniformly bounded in Wloc (R |y|%) and in Ci > (R™TY). In particular, up to subsequences, ﬂfgo con-

verges to some p strongly in W2 (R"1 | |y|%) and in C* (R, for any o € (0, 5), and p is a non-zero

loc a,loc
global A\-homogeneous solution of (1.7) with zero obstacle.

Thanks to Proposition 2.1 we can classify free boundary points of a solution to (1.7) according to the corre-
sponding asymptotic value of the generalized Almgren’s frequency function. Let © : By — R be a solution to
(1.7), with obstacle ¢ satisfying (1.2). For every A < k 4 -, we define the following subsets of the free boundary
and of the contact set respectively, which are made of those points that have precisely frequency A:

Da(u) = {Xo € T(w) : N¥(0F,@%) = A}, M) i={Xo € Aw) : NY(0F, @) =2}, (20)
We also denote, for every A < k + +, the set of free boundary points with frequency larger than A as
Ty (u w)\ | Tul
P<A
Remember the definition of the set of admissible homogeneities A;, ; from (1.10). In dimension n = 0, 1 they are

completely classified (see for instance the appendix of [FS18]):

Proposition 2.2. We have:
i) Aos = {2s};
ii) A1s = Upmen {2m + 1 + s,2m, 2m + 2s}.

Then, we also introduce a notation for the set of free boundary points with frequency which is not admissible in

dimensionn + 1 = 2:
F(u) = U L (u).
AE(2,k+7)\A1,s
For a family of solutions u : By x [0,1] — R of (1.7), (1.9), we use bold font to denote the corresponding
subsets of the union of free boundaries over ¢ € [0, 1]:

= J Da(u(~1), Tzxn:= [J Toalul(-t = | Tu( (2.7)
te[0,1] te[0,1] tel0,1]
2.3. The Weiss energy. Next we recall the definition and some basic properties of the Weiss energy. Given
v E VVloc (R"*1 |y|%), A € Rand 7 > 0, we call

rD(r,v) — AH(r,v)
prtat2X : (2.8)

Wi (r,v) =

For a solution u of (1.7) with non-zero obstacle, calling % = #° and g = ¢ the right-hand side in (2.4), we will
consider the following modification of the Weiss energy:

IO N 1 o
Wi(r,a) := Wx(r,ua) — 7“”“”“2’\—1/3 ugly|* dX. (2.9)

We will drop the dependence on r when r = 1. It is important to notice that, by the Euler-Lagrange equations in
(2.4), u minimizes the functional

1
V= W)\('U) — 7"n+a+2/\_1/B 'Ug|y’a dX
1
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among all functions v € W12(By, |y|%) even in y, such that v > 0 on B} and v|sp, = u|op, .
To conclude this part, we recall the following monotonicity formula for the modified Weiss energy.

Proposition 2.3 ([Car24, Proposition 2.7]). Let u be a solution of (1.7) with obstacle ¢ satisfying (1.2). Suppose
that 0 € Ay (u) for some A\ < k + , and call &t = u°. Then there is a constant Cyr = Cp (@) > 0 for which

2

d /—~
— (Wi(r,q) + CxrFtr=2 >/ Vi - X — )2 |y|* dH"
dr ( A(r,w) + w’ ) = pntat2atl 8BT(XO)( u u)ly|" dH

for every r € (0,1). Moreover Wy (0, @) := lim, | Wi (r, ) = 0. In particular,
Wy (0, @) > —Cﬁ/rkJW—)‘ foreveryr € (0,1).

2.4. Quadratic points. Let us now recall some fundamental known results regarding quadratic points, i.e. the
free boundary points with frequency 2. We define the set of polynomials
Py := {p polynomial : L,p =0, Vp- X = 2p, p(x,0) >0, p(z,y) = p(z,—y)}.

Then it is well-known (see [GPog; GR19]) that the admissible blow-ups at quadratic points are exactly the poly-
nomials in Py. We recall the uniqueness of the blow-up limit with explicit rate of convergence, which was proved
in [CSV20; Car24].

Proposition 2.4 (Uniqueness of the blow-up and rate of convergence at quadratic points). Let u be a solution of
(1.7), with obstacle o satisfying (1.2). Suppose that 0 € Az(u), and let i := u° as in (2.3). Then, there existrg > 0 a
non-zero p € Po, such that

—C

1@ —pllre(B,) < CT2(— log(r)) for everyr € (0,79),

where C' > 0 and c € (0,1) depend onn, s, o,y and ||u| o (p,)-

For a non-zero polynomial p € P, we define the “spine” as the linear subspace of directions in the thin space
along which p is invariant:

L(p) := {6 €R" x {0} : Vp- £ =0} = {(2,0) € RI : p(z,0) = 0}, (2.10)

where the second equality is due to the fact that p is a 2-homogeneous polynomial, non-negative on the thin
space. We also denote the dimension of L(p) by

m(p) :=dim L(p) € {0,1,...,n—1}. (2.11)

See Section 3 for a second blow-up analysis at quadratic points extending the corresponding results of [FJ21] to
the case of non-zero obstacles.

2.5. Geometric Measure Theory tools. The key tool in the proof of Theorem 1.3 is the following GMT Lemma
coming from [FRS2o0].

Lemma 2.5 ([FRS20, Corollary 7.8]). Consider a family of sets {Et}te[o,l] with E; CR", andlet E .= |J E.
Let 1 < a < n, and assume that the following hold: tel0,1]

i) dimyFE < «;

ii) foralle > 0,ty € [0,1] and Xo € Ey,, there exists p > 0 such that

{X € B,(Xo):t>to+|X - Xol"“}NE, =0 foreveryt €[0,1].

Then:

@) if B > o, dimy ({t : By 0}) < a/B;

b) if B < a, dimy (Ey) < o — 3, for almost every t € [0, 1].
We will apply Lemma 2.5 to each subset of the free boundary of a family of solutions appearing in the splitting
(1.13). For each of them we will prove that i) and ii) hold for a suitable choice of a and /.

To perform dimension reduction arguments and prove condition i) in Lemma 2.5 we will often take advantage
of the following general lemma coming from [FRS20]:
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Lemma 2.6 ([FRS20, Lemma 7.3]). Let E C R" and f : E — R be any function. Assume that for every e > 0 and
x € E there exists p > 0 such that, for allr € (0, p),

ENBr(x) N f7 ([f(2) = p. f(@) + p]) € {y : dist(y, TTay) < er},
for some m-dimensional space 11, . passing through x. Then, dimy(E) < m.
Remark 2.7. In the sequel we will use Lemma 2.6 taking some subset of the free boundary of a family of solutions
as E, and Almgren’s frequency function as f. We will typically proceed by contradiction using the contronominal

implication, that is: if dimy(E) > m, then there existe > 0 and X € E such that, for every p > 0, there exists
r € (0, p) for which, given any m-dimensional plane 11 passing through X, we have

EOB(X)N () = p, F(X) +pl) € {Y : dist(Y,T1) < er}.
In particular, there exist a sequence of radiir; | 0 and (m + 1) sequences of points le7 e ,X;”H € E for which

¢

X! = X| <, =Y 40, f(XD) = f(X),

j
and such that Y1, ..., Y™ are linearly independent.

Since it will appear often in the sequel, it is worth enclosing condition ii) of Lemma 2.5 in a definition.

Definition 2.8. Let {Et}te[o,l} and E be as in Lemma 2.5. Given a number 3 > 0, we say that E is cleaned up with
rate 3 if condition ii) of Lemma 2.5 holds. In this case, we write

{Et}iejo) € Clean(f).

In the following proposition we collect some known “cleaning results” from [FR21] that will be used in the sequel.
Proposition 2.9 ([FR21, Proposition 2.4, Proposition 2.9]). Let v : By x [0,1] — R be a family of solutions of
(1.7) (1.9), with obstacle  satisfying (1.2). Then

i) For every A > 1 + s such that A\ < min{k + v,k + v — a}, we have

{I>a(ul-, 1) bejo,1) € Clean(A — 2s).
ii) Regarding quadratic free boundary points:
a) ifs <1/2 we have

{FQ(U(',t))}te[o,u € Clean(2);
b) if s > 1/2 we have

4 — 2s
{T2(u(- 1)} eeo,) € Clean( 1+s > '

We end this subsection with the following useful result.
Proposition 2.10 ([FR21, Corollary 2.7]). Let u be a family of solutions of (1.7), (1.9), with obstacle ¢ satisfying

(1.2). Then the function T : I' — [0, 1] which assigns to any Xy € I'(u) the unique ty =: 7(Xo) € [0, 1] such that
Xo € T(u(+, tg)) is well-defined and continuous. Moreover, for every € > 0, the map

T'NBi .3 Xy 0X°(Xo+ -, 7(X0))

is continuous with respect to the uniform convergence.

3. THE SECOND BLOW-UP AT QUADRATIC POINTS

In this section we split the set of quadratic free boundary points according to the behavior of a second blow-up.
The existence and properties of the second blow-up at free boundary points with even frequency was extensively
studied in [FJ21] in the case of zero obstacles. Here we will extend these results for quadratic points to the case
of non-zero obstacles.

Let us first introduce some notations. We fix 3 > 0, and we call, for any v € W12(By, |y|%) and r > 0,

E(T, 2}) = D(T,U) 4 ﬁrn+a+2ﬂ—1’ ﬁ(r,v) — H(T,U) + ,r,n+a+25’
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where D and H were defined in (2.1). Then, we consider the modified Almgren’s frequency function

- D
N(r,v) = m
H(r,v)
Finally, whenever L,v is a measure and v is continuous, we define
F(r,v) = / vLgv. (3.1)

For a non-zero polynomial p € Pa, recall also the definitions of the spine L(p) and its dimension m(p) as in (2.10)
and (2.11), respectively. The main result of this section is the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Let u be a solution of (1.7), with obstacle p satisfying (1.2) and ||u| g,y < 1. Given Xg €
Ty (u), let p € Py be an admissible blow-up, and call v := uX0(Xq + -) — p, where uX° is given by (2.4). Let § > 0
be such that k + v + 2 — 28 > 0. Then, there exist constants C,rg > 0 such that

r N(r,v) = 7 (N(ﬂ v) + Crk””_w)

is non-decreasing in (0, 1¢). More precisely,

d - F(r,v)?
—N(r,v) >r——"=— foreveryr € (0,rg), 2
N0 2 EE ey 0.1 32
where F is defined in (3.1). In particular, N (0%, v) := lim,. ;o N (r,v) is well-defined, and
N(0*,v) € [2, 8], (3:3)

In addition, the following facts hold.

i) If 0 <1 < R < ry are such that A < N(p,v) < X for every p € [r, R), then, for every ¢ > 0, there is
C: > 0 such that

R n+a+2\ ﬁ R, v R n+a+2x+e
c() < N( ) < C. () (3.4)
r H(r,v)
for some constant ¢ > 0.
ii) For every A < N(O"’, v), the following Monneau-type monotonicity formula holds:
d g r,v n+a+2X
p <7mJ(ra+2>A eCr ) >0 foreveryr e (0,19). (3.5)

iii) Suppose now that p € Py is the first blow-up of UX° at X and that N (0, v) < (. Then, for everyr; | 0,
the blow-up sequence

v(ry°)
Uy, 1= (3-6)
7 (i)l 2Byl

is uniformly bounded in Wl})’f (R™*L|y|%). In particular, up to subsequences, it weakly converges in such
space to a non-zero function q which is \-homogeneous, with A = N (07, v). Moreover, ifk +~+2 — 28 >
A — 2, then the following orthogonality properties hold:

/ pqdH"™ =0 and / pgdH"™ <0 foreveryp € Ps. (3.7)
0B1 0B,

Finally
a) If s <1/2 orm(p) < n — 2, then q is an L,-harmonic polynomial and A\ € N>s.

b) If s > 1/2 and m(p) = n — 1, then q is a solution of the very thin obstacle problem on L(p), namely:

—Lag = 0 in R"1\ L(p),
—L,g > 0 in R"*1,
qL,q = 0 in R*HL, (3.8)
g > 0 on L(p),
q(x,y) = Q(m'v _y) for (H?,y) € R
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Moreover, in this case, A > 2 + w for some constant w € (0, 1) depending only onn and s.

We now consider a solution u of (1.7) with obstacle ¢ satisfying (1.2). For every X € T'y(u) let us call pX° € P
the first blow-up of uX° at X, and vX° = 7%°(X(+-) — p*X°. In order to define a partition of the set of quadratic
points I'a(u), we take

k>4 and 8 =3.
Then, thanks to Proposition 3.1, we may define, for every A € [2,3),
Ty a(u) := {Xo € Ta(u) : N(0F,0%0) = A}
and, for every \ € [2, 3],

Ty a(u) :=Ta(u)\ |J Fapulu
p<A

We thus introduce the sets of ordinary and anomalous quadratic points as follows:
I9(u) :=Ty>3(u),  D3(u):=Tao(u)\I3(u)= [J Tan(u
A€[2,3)

Finally, for a family of solutions u : By x [0,1] — R of (1.7) and (1.9) we use the notations

I‘g = U Fg(u('ﬂf))a F% = U Fg(u(vt)) (3-9)

te0,1] t€[0,1]
The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 3.1.
Proof of Proposition 3.1. We assume without loss of generality that Xy = 0, and we set % := @°. Let us start with
some preliminary observations. First, by (2.4) together with the fact that u(-,0) € C'I{)’Cs we get
uLqu = —ugly|*, (Vu-X)L,u=—(Vu-X)gly|®,

where g := ¢ is defined in (2.4). In particular, since 0 is a quadratic point, by (2.5) we can bound

/ uLqt| + / (V- X)Laui| < Crtathty+l (3.10)
Moreover, since p is L,-harmonic and positive on the thin space, we have
vLav = ULaU 4 p(—Latt) > —ugly|® + pglyl® = —vgly|”.
Hence, recalling the definition of F' in (3.1) and by (2.5) again, we get
F(r,v) > —Cprratktrtl (3.11)

Step 1. (Monotonicity formula (3.2)). We define

Z(r,v) = / (Vv - X)Lgv
Arguing as in [FRS20, Lemma 2.3], we obtain the formula

N'(r,v) = 2r F(r,v)? n 27“F(7“,v)5(r,v) — Z(r,v)H(r,v)
7 H(r,v)? H(r,v)? '

Being p a 2-homogeneous function, Vp - X = 2p. Hence, using also that L,p = 0, we may re-write

Z(r,v) = 2F(r,v) + / (Vu - X —2u)Lau

Then, ) i ~ -
N (r,v) = 20 1?(7’,?))2 N 2F(7", v)(rDN(r, v) —2H(r,v)) fBT(Vu;X —20)Lau
H(r,v)? H(r,v)? H(r,v)

=: 2r~)) + I (r) + I(r).

H(r,v)?
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To bound I;(r) below we consider the two cases F'(r,v) > 0 and F(r,v) < O separately. Suppose first that
F(r,v) > 0. By Proposition 2.3 and the properties of p,
rD(r,v) — 2H (r,v) = rD(r, @) — 2H (r, @) > —Crirotht+2,
Then, in this case, from Young’s inequality,

L(r) > —2 F(T,U) prtather2 > 13(7”7”)2 . CT2k+27+37457
H(r,v)? H(r,v)?
where we also used the lower bound H (r,v) > #"t%+20 If instead F(r,v) < 0,

F(r,v) 7‘5(7”’ v) _ F(r,v) < k+vy+1-283 77
Ii(r — — == N(r,v) > —Cr"™ N(r,v),
1()ZH<T’,U) H(r,v) H(r,v) (rv) 2 (r,v)

owing to (3.11). Hence, taking both cases into account,

L(r) > —CrH =28 5 (p, ) — rlj(r,v)z _ Cp2k2v3—48.
H(r,v)?
For what concerns I5(r), by (3.10) we have
Ih(r) > —Cpft1+1-28,
Overall, collecting estimates together,

N’(T,U) > T@(T’,UV . Crk+7+1_2’8]v(7“, v) o CTk-&-’y—i—l—QB’
H(r,v)?
which concludes the proof of the monotonicity formula (3.2).
Step 2: (Growth estimate (3.4)). Let 0 < r < R < 79 be such that A < N(p,v) < X for every p € [r, R]. We call
G(r,v) := F(r,v)/H(r,v). The following formula comes from straightforward computations:

~ n+a~

H(r,v) = H(r,v) + 2D(r,v) 4+ 2F (r,v). (3.12)
Then, by (3.11) and (3.12) we have
H(p,v)' 2N 2
~(p,v) _nta + (r,v) +2G(r,v) > nte+2 Crit7+1=28 for p e (r,R),
H(p,v) p p p

which, integrated, gives
RFHY+2-28 _ pk+y+2-28
k+~v+2-23

H(R,v)
log <M> > (n+a+2)\)log(R/r)—-C

> (n+a+2))log(R/r)—C,

from which we deduce the lower bound in (3.4). To prove the upper bound, let us observe first that the mono-
tonicity formula (3.2) gives

R R 1/2 R 1/2
/TG(p,v)df&(/T PG(P>U)2dP> (/ ;dp>

Therefore, as above,

H(R _
log H(R,v) < (n+ a+ 2X) log(R/r) + Clog(R/r)"/?
H(r,v)
<(n+a+2X+¢e)log(R/r) + C-,
where we used that a'/? < ea + C., for C. > 0 large enough. The upper bound in (3.4) follows after exponenti-
ation. Now, (3.3) is a consequence of (3.4). Moreover, similar computations as above give also (3.5).
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Step 3: (Existence of the second blow-up). Let us assume now that p is the first blow-up of u at 0 and N (0T, v) <
. Let r; | 0. From the monotonicity of N(r,v) in (3.2) we get that N (rj,v) is uniformly bounded. Thanks to
the growth estimates in (3.4), since we are assuming that A < 3, also N (r;,v) is uniformly bounded. Therefore,
given v as in (3.6), noting that

lvr; | 2288y yle) = 15 IVl 223y jylay = N(rj,v)"2,

we deduce that vy, is uniformly bounded in WL2(By, |y|*). In particular, it weakly converges in such space up
to a subsequence to some function q.

Step 4: (Orthogonality conditioNn (3.7)). We proceed as in [FRS20, Lemma 2.1, Lemma 2.2] or [FJ21, Lemma 3.3].
First we notice that, since 2 < N (0", v) = ), by (3.5), for every p € Pa,

Crktr+2-28 1 —\2(, 1a n 2B—4 : / (u(,oa;) —) a n
—_— — dH" + > lim — d
e (Tn+a+4 ABT(U p)lyl r ) = i o, 5 — Db |yl*dH

p
- / (p— §)°Iyl* dH".
0B

We set hy := [[v(7)| 298, |y|)- By Proposition 2.4, h, = o(r?),and so &, := h,./7?> = o(1) as r | 0. Then,

COrk+y+2-28

2
Crkty+2-28 ’U(T.QZ) ) a n e / 2| |a n
e - = [ (- o,
/331< ERRE I rrtatd 8BT( Pyl

> / (p _ Z3)2|y’a dH" — eCrk+V+2*25r2ﬁ—4'
0B;

Expanding the left-hand side, we get
(2 [yl ann e [ oo-plyl @)
8B1 8B1
+ (eC'rk+v+272B _ 1)/ (p _ ﬁ)Qly‘a dH™ + eCrk+7+272Br2,3*4 > 0.
0B,

Let us choose € > 0 sufficiently small such that k +~+2 —28 > X\ —2+¢. By (3.4), h, > Cr*T¢. Then, dividing
by €, and using that O ) n Ok 228 e get

k+vy+2—28
T a2

r28—4

Oler) + 267 /8 oo =)yl R + O(1) + 5= 0(1) 2 0.
1

Finally, sending r | 0, we deduce

/ q(p —p)|y|*dH™ > 0 for every p € Po.
0B1

The proof of (3.7) is then concluded after making the specific choices p = 27 'p and p = 2p.
Step 5: (Properties of the second blow-up). First we observe that, by (2.4) and (2.5), we have

—Lovy, > —Crhtr=A=e and |Lavr;| < CrFt =A== in R"M\ {a(r) = 0}, (3.13)

where we used that H(r,v) > Cr?*e, for some e > 0 small enough, by (3.4). Now, since Up; 18 uniformly

bounded in I/Vlif(R”H, ly|*) (see Step 3), the measures L,v;, have locally bounded total variation, and hence
locally weakly*-converge, up to subsequences, to the measure L,q, which is non-positive by (3.13). Moreover,
since {u(rj-) = 0}’ converges to L(p) as r; | 0 in the Hausdorff distance, L,q = 0 in R"*1 \ L(p). We now
distinguish two cases.

Case a) Suppose that s < 1/2 or m(p) < n — 2. Then L(p) is a set of zero L,-harmonic capacity in R?*!,
thus L,q = 0 in R"*!. Moreover, arguing as in [FJ21, Proposition 3.2] and using (3.5), one can prove that ¢ is
A-homogeneous. In particular, by Proposition A.4, g is a polynomial and A € N>».

Case b) Suppose instead that s > 1/2 and m(p) = n— 1. In this case we need to prove that ¢ is a solution of the
very thin obstacle problem (3.8). The only properties that remain to be shown are ¢ > 0 on L(p) and qL,q = 0.
The fact that ¢ > 0 on L(p) follows from a trace argument as in [FJ21, Proposition 3.4], by the weak convergence
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of vy, to ¢, and the non-negativity of v on L(p). To prove that ¢L,q = 0, leveraging on the weak" convergence
of Lqvy; to L,q and the equicontinuity of {v;, } given by Lemma 3.2, it only remains to show that

/ vTjLavrj — 0. (3-19)
B1

The monotonicity formula (3.2) can be re-written as follows:

G NI
rN(r,v) > (/Bl eravr> <ﬁ(r,v)> ) (3.15)

Now, since the frequency of the second blow-up is strictly less than f3, then H(r,v)/H(r,v) — 1asr | 0.

Moreover, by the mean value theorem, we can find 7; € [r;, 2r;] such that 7;N(7;,v)’ converges to zero as
j — 0. Then (3.15) gives

2 2 H (75, v) 2
Fiv .
lim sup / v Lavr; | = limsup / v7; Lo U, —2 2| <limsup 7;N(7;,v) = 0.
jooo \UBy j—oo \JB H(7j,v) j—ro0

Re-scaling and using (3.13) we get (3.14).
The homogeneity of ¢ is obtained arguing as in the case s < 1/2. Finally, the fact that A\ > 2 + w for some w > 0
depending only on n and s, follows by a compactness argument as in [FJ21, Proposition 3.4]. g

We now prove the following technical lemma that we used in the last step of the proof of Proposition 3.1.

Lemma 3.2. Let u be a solution of (1.7), with obstacle p satisfying (1.2), and |[ul|pp,) < 1. Suppose that
Xo € T'o(u) and let p € Py be the first blow-up of u™° at Xo. We consider v = u°(Xg + -) — p, and v, the
rescalings in (3.6). We also suppose that s > 1/2 and m(p) = n — 1. Using the notation in Proposition 3.1, if

N(0F,v) < f3, then, for everye > 0, there is a constant C= > 0 such that
[UT]Cfafs(Bl/Q) < C. foreveryr € (0,r9).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that X, = 0. We denote by g = ¢" the corrective term
appearing in the right-hand side of (1.7), and by C'(¢) > 0 the constant in (2.5). Let

[o(X) := Cp | X| 0

be the fundamental solution of L, in R"*! (see e.g. [CSo7]). We divide the proof in some steps.
Step 1. First of all we show that for every e € L(p) N S™ we have

ITa * (1y[*9)l oo (1) + 19eTa * ([y1*9)l| Lo (1) + [10eela * ([y1*9)l| Lo (1) < CC(g), (3.16)

for some constant C' > 0. By the definition of I',, (2.5) and Young’s inequality, it is sufficient to show that 0.,
and |z|7|y|® are respectively LP and LP/(?~1-integrable in By, for some p > 1. This is true because

n+1
Oeel'o(X)|PdX < fi < —
/B1|ee a(X)] +oo for any p nrita
and
D n+1
z|"y|*)r-1 dX < +o00 foranyp > ——.
IRCTR s e
Step 2. Next we prove L°°-estimates for v:
[0l oo, ,5) < C (||U”L2(B1,|y\a) + C(@)) : (3.17)
Following the lines of [FJ21, Lemma 2.5], we claim that
—Lov™ < |y*llgll (s, inBi. (3.18)
The inequality for v~ = max{p — @, 0} is a direct consequence of the fact that p is L,-harmonic, and maximum

of subsolutions is a subsolution. To prove the same for v* it is enough to show that —Lqvt < |y|*|[gllp(s,)
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in {v" > 0} (see [FJ21, Lemma 2.5] or [PSU12, Exercise 2.6]). However, since p > 0 on {y = 0}, we have
{vt >0} c {a > 0}, thus

—Lovt = —Lov = |y|*g < |y|*llgll () in{vt >0}

Finally, applying to the L,-subharmonic functions v + C'|g|| 1o (5,)| X|? the L>°-estimates from [FKS82, The-
orem 2.3.1], we get

HviHLOO(Bl/Q) < [lv* + CHQHLoo(Bl)|X|2”L°°(Bl/2) < Cllo* + Cllgllzoo ()| X Pl 2251, y)0)
< C([vF 2By jyjey + I9llzo(m)) < CUE L2810y + C9))-
Step 3. Now we prove Lipschitz estimates for v on the spine of p, namely, for every e € L(p) N S™:
19c0ll o811 < € (0l ey + ) (3.19)

We proceed as in [FJ21, Lemma 2.8], using the Bernstein’s technique from [CDV22]. We consider the function
w :=v — [y * (Jy|*g), which satisfies Low = Lo (0cw) = 0in By /5 \ A(u). We also set

V= 1?(0ew)? + paw?,

where ) € C’,?O(BI/Q) is a cut-off function, even in y, such that 7 € [0, 1] and » = 1 in By /4. One can prove (see
[CDV22] or [FJ21, Lemma 2.8]) that — Ly < 0in By \ A(u), provided that x> 0 is chosen sufficiently large.
Then, by the maximum principle in B /5 \ A(u), using that 7 = 0 on 9B/, and dcu = Jep = 0 on A(u) as well
as (3.16), we obtain

2
19015 (By ) < Nll o0y ) + [l oo a0y < € (W]l zoe(my ) + CL)) -
Then, since 7 = 1 in By /4, we get

100l (3, < 19etwlnoe(s, ) + CCR) < 112 5,y + CCW) < C (05, + C())

where we used (3.16) again. Then (3.19) follows from (3.17) and a standard covering argument.

Step 4. In this step we prove semiconvexity estimates for v on the spine of p, that is, for every e € L(p) N S™:
inf Oeev > —C (HUHLQ(Bl"y'a) + C’((p)) ) (3.20)
By

We proceed as in [FJ21, Lemma 2.9]. For every ¢ > 0, we define 1, the solution of

Lailay) = gyt for (w.y) € Bys\ AlG)
_Lauf(x)y) > g($)‘y|a for (xay) € B7/87

u > 0 on Bé/s’

ﬂg = QAZ + f on 837/8'

Observe that @i is L,-harmonic in By g\ B7/3_2, for some 3 = 3(¢) > 0, and @ | @ uniformly in By /g as £ ] 0.
We then consider wy := g — p — I'q * (Jy|*g), which satisfies Lowy = La(0ewy) = 01in By/g \ A(g). We claim
that, for every £ > 0,

—La(Oecwe)” <0 in Byyy \ Aug), (Oecwy)” < CC(p) on A(uy). (3.21)
Foranyw: By -+ R,e € L(p) NS™and h € (0,1/8), we call
X + he) + w(X — he) — 2w(X)
h2
We notice that, since 2y = 0 on A(ty) and e € L(p), then
Septig >0 onA(iy) and  &2,p=0 onA(Ty), (3.22)

5g’hw(X) = w for every X € Byg.

€
Since the maximum of subsolutions is a subsolution, then

—La(ffen) 0 on Byjg \ A().

We also define ff@h = max{—dzvhwg, e}, for every € > 0. We observe that —La(ég’hwg) > 0in Byg \ A(u).
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Moreover, by (3.16) and (3.22), we obtain
Fren < (02pwe)™ +e < (625 (Tax (Jy|"9))* +2 < CC(p) +¢ on A(iy).

In order to prove the two estimates in (3.21), we pass to the limit as € | 0 and then A | 0 in the last two inequalities.
In particular, the second estimate in (3.21) holds, while, for the first estimate in (3.21), it is sufficient to show that

||ff,e7h”Loo(Bg/4\A(ﬂg)) < C(0), (3.23)

for some C'(£) > 0 which does not depend on € and h. Since %y is L,-harmonic in By /s \ B7/3_2g, then, by (3.16)
and (3.22), we have

1 el oo @Bs s_s) < 12 nw0ell Lo (0B, 5_p) +€ < 02 plell Lo (08, 5_s) + CC(p) +e < C(B) +CC(), (3.24)

by the C? estimates in the tangential direction for L,-harmonic functions. Moreover, if X € A(y) such that
/4 ) — || ££
fe,e,h(X) = ||f57€vh||L°°(A(ﬂe)) > ¢, then

0 < flen(X) = =82 pwe(X) < 625,(Ta* (Jy1°9) (X)) < CClp)  on A(i),
by (3.16) and (3.22). Then

1 enll e aaey < C(B) + CC (), (3.25)

Since fa{ ¢, 18 Lq-subharmonic, by the maximum principle, using (3.24) and (3.25), we obtain

||ff,e,hHLoo(B3/4\A(’Jg)) <N enllzoe@By)5 ) + 1 Fhenll Looqa) < C8)

This is exactly (3.23), which concludes the proof of the claim (3.21).
Once (3.21) is known, we may proceed by Bernstein’s technique again, using this time the auxiliary function

Yy = 7]2((8661“6)_)2 + /L(aewﬁ)Za

where ) € C2°(B /2) is the same cut-off function as in the previous step, namely 7 is even in y, with n € [0, 1]
and 7 = 1in By 4. One can prove (see [CDV22] or [FJ21, Lemma 2.9]) that — L.ty < 0in By /5 \ A(g), provided
that ¢ > 0 is chosen large enough (independently of /). Then, by the maximum principle in By, \ A(g), using
that » = 0 on 9B, /5 and that 0ct = Oep = 0, (Gecwy) ™ < CC(p) on A(uy) as well as (3.16), we obtain

2
[l oy ) < el o, may + 10l < € (18ewellze(s, ) + C())
Then, since n = 1 in By /4, we get
1(Oee (e = )~ Il Loe(B, ) < [(Qecwe) | Loe (B, ) + CC(p) < \Iwelli/i(Bw) +CC(p)

< C (10e( = Pl (5,,0) + C())

where we used (3.16) again. (3.20) is finally obtained after applying step 3, passing to the limit as £ | 0 and using
a standard covering argument.

Step 5. In this last step, we conclude the proof of Lemma 3.2, following the lines of [FJ21, Proposition 3.4]. We can
apply the estimate (3.20) in the last step to the function u(r-)/||v(r)|| 298, |yj«) Which is a solution of (2.4) with

obstacle () /[|v(r)[[z2(aB, |y|e)- Since N(0F,v) < 8, by (3.13) the corresponding right-hand side vanishes as

r J 0 and so
C’( () >—>0 asr | 0.
lo(r )| L2 @By Jyl)

Using also that ||v,[|12(p, |y|e) = 1, from the previous stap we get

inf Oeev, > —C foreverye € L(p)NS", (3.26)

By

i.e. v, are locally uniformly semiconvex in the directions parallel to L(p).
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Without loss of generality, we may assume that L(p) = {z,, = y = 0}. Now we define Q; := B} x Dy C
R ! x R? and we write X = (2", z,,y) € R"™1 x R x R. We also set

_ Tax(lyl*g)(r)
lo(r )l L2081, lyj)

T o

Then, the functions w, satisfy

liﬁ)l y*Oyw, <0 and Low, =0 in By N{ly| > 0} (3-27)
Y

and, by (3.26), the functions w, are equi-Lipschitz, and so
lwr (2", - ) L2y y1e) < C (3.28)
for some constant C' > 0 which not depends on r. A simple integration by parts as in [FJ21, Proposition 3.4],
together with (3.16), (3.26), (3.27) and (3.28), shows that the measure
:= lim %0
=l 0y,

is finite on each x” slice, or equivalently

1
0> /1 C((@" zn) ) pr (2", ) dyy > —C, (3-29)

for some constant C' > 0 which does not depend on r. Here ¢ : [0,4+00] — [0, 1] is such that { = 1in [0,1/2]
and ¢ = 01in [3/4, +00). We set w, := Ty (-, y) *2 (Cptr), then

lyiﬂ)‘ Yy Oy w, = Cpiy and L,w, =0 in By N{ly| > 0}. (3.30)

By (3.29), we see that w, is uniformly bounded. Moreover
(—A)x @, = (=A)xTa %z (Cor),

then, if 25 < —a, since (—A)%, = C|X|7"179725 and by Young inequality, we get (—A)%-w, is uniformly
bounded provided 25 < —a. By interior regularity for the fractional Laplacian (see [RS16, Theorem 1.1]), we
get the sequence w, € C'I%EC (B1), with uniform estimates. Finally, by (3.27) and (3.30), the functions w, — w,
are L,-harmonic in B/, and thus w, — w, € Ct.(B; /2) with uniform estimates. This implies that w; (and
consequently v,.) is C%* regular, with uniform estimates, as desired. 0

4. POINTS WITH FREQUENCY 2m + 2s

In this section we prove the results stated in Subsection 1.3 for points with frequency 2m + 2s. We follow the
strategy of [CV24], which is based on the proof of an epiperimetric inequality. In Subsection 4.1 we show that the
admissible blow-ups at (2m + 2s)-frequency points are exactly the functions in Pa;, 125, defined in (1.12); then,
in Subsection 4.2, we prove epiperimetric inequalities (see Proposition 4.5) for the Weiss energy Way, 125; finally,
in Subsection 4.3 we apply the epiperimetric inequalities at all sufficiently small scales to prove Theorem 1.4.

4.1. Characterization of the admissible blow-ups. In this subsection we prove that the admissible blow-ups
belong to the class Pay,+25. We first build an explicit homogeneous solution of (1.7) with zero obstacle, which
will be used as a competitor.

Lemma 4.1. For a given m € N, we consider the sequence of numbers g, . . . , vm defined recursively as follows:
{ T o )
2m—2k)(2m—2k—1

Then, the (2m + 2s)-homogeneous function

m n
P(z,y) = |y[**Y wy® D aim 2k
k=0 =1
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is a solution of (1.7) with zero obstacle. Moreover,

P(z,0)0 = 0  forzeR",
limy o y*0yP(z,y) < 0  forz € R\ {0}.

Proof. To check that L, P = 0 in R**1 \ {y = 0} it is enough to use the expression
a
L,= ’y|a (Am + a;y + yay)

on each homogeneous component in the sum and exploit the definition of the sequence o, . . ., . The fact that
P vanishes on the thin space is obvious by definition. Finally, we compute, on ]RT'l,

YOy P(x,y) = > w(2k + 25)y*FD a3

k=0 j=1
Thus,
n
limy®0, P(z,y) = QSVOZxJZm,
yi0 =
which is strictly negative if = # 0 because vy = —1. 0

We are now ready to give the aforementioned characterization of homogeneous global solutions.

Proposition 4.2. Letp : R"*! — R be a k-homogeneous solution of (1.7) with zero obstacle. Then,
i) kK =2m + 2s for somem € N if and only if p = 0 on RSH;
ii) if the conditions in i) hold, then p € Pay425. Moreover, p can be written (uniquely) as
p(@,y) = —|y[*(po(x) + v*p1(2,y)), (4.1)
for some homogeneous polynomials pg, p1, with pg > 0 and p; even in y.
Proof. Let p be a (2m + 2s)-homogeneous global solution of (1.7). We wish to prove that p vanishes identically

on the thin space. Let P be the explicit (2m + 2s)-homogeneous solution from Lemma 4.1. Given any cut-off

function ¢ € C2°(]0,00)), we call ¥(X) := (] X|) and compute

2 lim g0, P ) UpdH" = [ WpL,P
/Rgﬂ (ﬁ%y % ) pdH /R+ P

= —/ y|*VP - VUpdX — / y|*VP - VpU dX
Rn+1 B

z/ y*( = VP-VUp+ Vp-VUP) dX+/ PUL,p

Rn+1 Rn+1

(X1
= G2 (VP -Xp—Vp-XP)dX =0.
[ g (9P xp - V- XP)
We used formula (1.8), integration by parts, and the following facts:
PL.,p=0, VP -X = (2m+ 2s)P, Vp- X = (2m + 2s)p.

From the fact that lim, o y?d, P(z,y) < 0 for every z € R™ \ {0}, that p > 0 on Ry and the arbitrariness of
1, we deduce that p is identically zero on the thin space.
Conversely, suppose that p vanishes on the thin space. Then, by Proposition A.3 and Proposition A.4 we have
that
p(x,y) = ly[*q(z.y),
for some polynomial ¢ even in y and homogeneous of degree { € N. We claim that ¢ is even. Suppose by
contradiction that £ = 2m + 1 for some m € N. Then, p would have the form

m
p(z,y) = |y**> an(2)y*",
k=0
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for some polynomials ¢ in R with odd homogeneities 2m — 2k + 1. We may compute
m
limy*Oyp(z,y) = limZ(2k + 28)qk(x)y2k = 2sqp(x).
y40 yd0 =0

Since p solves (1.7), we must have ¢y < 0 in R", which implies that gg = 0. This in turn yields that p is L,-
harmonic in the whole R"*!, and so, by Proposition A.4, p must be a polynomial. Finally by Lemma A.5, p = 0
since it vanishes on the thin space, a contradiction. O

When m = 1, we derive from Proposition 4.2 an even more precise characterization of homogeneous blow-ups.
Corollary 4.3. Letp : R"*1 — R be a (2 + 2s)-homogeneous solution of (1.7) with zero obstacle. Then,

p(z,y) = |y (v Az —by?) .
where A is a non-negative definite symmetric (n X n)-matrix andb = Tr A/(2 4+ 2s) > 0.

From Proposition 4.2 and the uniform convergence to the blow-up, one immediately gets the following char-
acterization of (2m + 2s)-frequency points (see [Fer22] for the corresponding result in the case s = 1/2).

Corollary 4.4. Let u be a solution of (1.7), then we have

B . HY(A(w)NB(X))
mglrzmﬂs(“) = {X €l(u): 17}&)1 H({y =0} N B (X)) 1}

4.2. The epiperimetric inequality. In this subsection we prove epiperimetric inequalities for the Weiss energy
Wom+2s (see (2.8) for its definition), which are the main tools in the derivation of Theorem 1.4 and the frequency
gap around 2m + 2s (see Proposition 5.1).

By Proposition 4.2, given p € Pay 425, there are unique homogeneous polynomials po(x), p1(z, y), withpg > 0
and p; even in y such that p(z,y) = —|y|**(po(z) + y*p1(x,y)). Therefore, the operator

~limyy0 y*9yp(-, )
2s

T[p] :==po = (4.2)

is well-defined. We will prove the following proposition.

Proposition 4.5 (Epiperimetric inequalities for Wy, 25). There are constants § > 0, > 0 and k > 0 depending
only onn and s such that the following holds.

Given c € W12(0By, |y|*), with ¢ > 0 on OB} and c even in y, let z(r,0) = r?™25¢(0) be the (2m + 2s)-
homogeneous extension in R"*1 of c. We suppose that

c=0 on{T[p]>d}NOB, forsomep € Popios, (4.3)
where ||p|| 2B, |yje) = 1 and T' is the operator in (4.2). Then the following epiperimetric inequalities hold.

i) (Positive energies). There is a function ( € W12(By, |y|®), even iny, such that { > 0 on B}, = c on By,
and

W2m+2s(<) < (1 - H)W2m+2s<z)- (4'4)
ii) (Negative energies). If |[Wamy2s(2)| < € and |lc — pllr2aB, jyje) < € then there is a function ( e

WL2(By, ly|*), even iny, such that ¢ > 0 on Bi, (=condBy, and

~

Womt2s(C) < (14 |Wama2s(2) ) Womas(2). (4.5)

Remark 4.6. For simplicity, in the proof of Proposition 4.5 we fix p € Pamy2s With ||pl|r298, |yjs) = 1 and we
derive a small constant §(p) > 0 such that (4.4) and (4.5) hold for every admissible trace c € WY2(0By, |y|?)
satisfying (4.3). From this, noting that the constant 6(p) from Lemma 4.7 has a continuous dependence on p, by
compactness, one we may then find a small 6 > 0 independent of p, as stated in Proposition 4.5.
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Before proving Proposition 4.5 we need to introduce a few notations and some constructions.
Let us fix a function p € Papt0s with [[pl| 1298, |yje) = 1. We define, for every § > 0, the following subsets
of the unit sphere:
Z5 = {T[p] >6kN 831, Ss := 0B1 \ Zs.
Let LS" be the trace of the operator L, on dB;. On the Hilbert space

Wy ? (S5, |y|*) := {p € WH2(By, |y|*) : ¢ = 0 on Z5, ¢ even in y},

we have that — " is a positive self-adjoint compact operator. In particular, there is a non-decreasing sequence
of eigenvalues (counted with multiplicity)

oA <A <. <M<

and a sequence of eigenfunctions {(b?} C I/VO1 2(Ss, |y|*), forming an orthonormal basis of WO1 2(Ss, |y|*), such
that, for every j > 1:

SLE'90 = Ngllyl S,
QZ)? =0 on Zs.
When 0 = 0, we simply write \; and ¢; in the place of )\g and gi)j In this case, Wol’z(So, |y|*) corresponds to
the space of even extensions of Sobolev functions in the half sphere 9 B;~ which are zero on 0B;.

We recall the following fact concerning the relationship between homogeneous L,-harmonic funcitons in
R"*! and their traces on the unit sphere. Given ¢ € WOI’Q(SO, ly|*) and o > 0, then

79¢(0) is Lo-harmonic in {y # 0} <= —L5" ¢ = M(a)¢|y|* in So, with A(@) := a(n + a + o — 1).
In this case 7%¢(6) is a polynomial multiplied by |y|?* and o € N + 2s, as can be easily checked using Proposi-
tion A.3 and Proposition A.4. In particular:

e )\; = A\(2s) and the corresponding eigenfunction ¢; is a multiple of |y|*;

e \y = ... = M1 = A(1 + 2s) and the corresponding eigenspace, of dimension n, is generated by
the restriction to 0B of L,-harmonic functions in {y # 0} obtained from the multiplication of linear
functions with |y|?*;

e in general, there is an explicit function f : N — N such that
AfG-+1 = - = Apg) = A+ 29),
and the corresponding eigenspace, of dimension f(j) — f(j — 1), is generated by the restriction to 0By

of Lg-harmonic functions in {y # 0} obtained from the multiplication of j-homogeneous polynomials
with |y|?S.

Notice that the trace of the function p € Py, 05 itself is an eigenfunction of —L5" in I/VO1 2(So, |y|*) with
eigenvalue A(2m + 2s). Therefore, calling
0= f(2m)

the number of eigenvalues with homogeneity less than or equal to 2m + 2s, we may assume without loss of
generality that

p =" 0(0).

The first step in the construction of the competitor ¢ in Proposition 4.5 consists in decomposing the trace ¢
with respect to the hybrid system {¢; }§:1 U {(b? }52 041 This is possible whenever § is small enough, owing to

the stability of eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of LS" with respect to domain variation (see [CV24, Proposition
3.1, Lemma 3.2]).

Lemma 4.7. There exists 0 > 0 for which we can chose {gi)g} in such a way that the following hold.
i) The linear map F : R® — R’ defined as

4
Fv):= (/ p,,gb‘f]yrl dH™, ... ,/ p,,gb2|y\a d?-[") , Dy = Zngbj
0B1 0B, j=1

is invertible.
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ii) A? > A2m + 25+ 1/2) foreveryj > (.

The next lemma, which is obtained exactly as [Car24, Lemma 2.11], contains explicit formulas for the Weiss
energy of homogeneous functions.

Lemma 4.8. Let ) € Wol’z(S(g, ly|*) be decomposed as follows:
¥(0) = ¢;05(0),
j=1

where {¢§-} is an ortonormal basis ofWol’2(Sg, ly|*) of eigenfunctions for —LS". Then, the following formulas hold

1 o

- - 6 _ 2

W) = g 2~ M,
o _ Ka, — _ 10y .2
Wu(r®y) = (1 = Ka,u ) Wy(rty) = ntat ;a 1 J§:1:(/\(a) )‘j)cj’

where we set
o —p

= . .6
Froop n+a+a+u—1 (4.6)

For any two given functions v, w € W12(B, |y|*), we define the bilinear form

R, (v,w) := Vv - Vw|y|*dX — ,u/ vwly|* dH".
B1 8-Bl

In the sequel we also need the following lemma which can be easily proved as [CV24, Lemma 3.5].

Lemma 4.9. Let), ¢ € WH2(0By, |y|?), even with respect to {y = 0}, with
v(O) =D cj6;(0),
j=1
where {¢;} C W01’2(Sg, ly|®) is an ortonormal basis ofW01’2(So, ly|*) of eigenfunctions for —LS". Then

1
Rulr6(0),1°0(6) = oo (0. 0),

where

B0 0) = [ 305 =Myt @0l @ =2 [ ([l 02,100, 0)0 a0

0B1 j=1 n+140
Now we are ready to prove Proposition 4.5
Proof of Proposition 4.5. Let us take ¢ € W12(9By, |y|®) even in y and such that ¢ > 0 on 0B]. We take § > 0 as

in Lemma 4.7. Let us assume that condition (4.3) holds for some p € Pam 25 With ||p[|z2(95,,|yje) = 1. Then, by

definition, we will have ¢ € Wol’Q(Sg, ly|®). Let 2(r, 0) = r2™T25¢(0) be the (2m + 25)-homogeneous extension
of c.
We prove point i). Thanks to Lemma 4.7, we may chose a suitable orthonormal basis {¢§' } of eigenfunctions

for —L5" in W&’Q(S(;, ly|*) that makes possible the following decomposition:

0 [e%S)
c(0) = %(0) + ¢(0), where (0) = c;¢; and ¢(0) = Y ¢,
J=1 J=0+1
and for which
6 . .
A; > A2m+25+1/2) =1a foreveryj > /. (4.7)

We chose the competitor ( as

((r, 0) := r*"T250(0) + r¢(0).
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Notice that { = ¢ on 0By, and since ¢ € Wol’Q(So, |y|*) and ¢ > 0 on OB] by hypothesis, then { > 0 on Bj.
Renaming 1 := 2m + 2s, we now show that (4.4) holds for k = K, as in (4.6). Indeed we can write

WM(C) = WH(T“@Z’) + Wu(raﬁb) + 2Ru(r”w, rad)),
Wiu(z) = Wi(rkap) + W (r#¢) + 2R, (r'y, ).
Now, since 1) is composed only by modes lower than A(u), by (4.8),
Wiu(r#) = (1 = Ka ) Wu(r) = ko Wy (rty) < 0.
On the other hand, since 1 containes only modes higher than «, by (4.8) and (4.7),
Wu(r¢) = (1 = Ko ) Wu(r¢) < 0.
Finally, owing to Lemma 4.9 and the definition of x,, in (4.6), we get

1 _ (1= Kay)
n+at+tat+p—1 nta+2p—

Ru(r4,1%6) = (1 = o ) Bylr,70) = ( 1) Butv.6) =0,

The last three inequalities above together give (4.4) with k = K, ;, as desired.
We now address point ii). We may assume that W,,(z) < 0 since otherwise we can simply take ( = z as a

competitor. Thanks to the fact that ¢ € VVO1 2(Ss, [y|*), choosing & > 0 small enough, as in Lemma 4.7 we may
decompose c as

c(0) = x(0) + w(f), where x(0)=0bypy and w(f)= ij¢§-
7t
Moreover, since ||¢ — ¢¢||r2(aB, |y|+) < &, then

wllz2@By,yje) < Ce.

We choose o < p for which ;o = —W,,(2) > 0 and we define the competitor C as

~

C(r,0) == 1rtx(0) + rw(0).
Notice that, since x is a py-homogeneous solution of (1.7) with zero obstacle, and ¢ > 0 on 8Bi, we will have

W, (r#x) = 0. Then

R, (r*x,r"w) = Ry (r*x,r"c) = —/ Ly (r#x)rte > 0.
By
Therefore
Wo(z) = Wu(rfw) + 2R, (r" x, rw) > W, (rfw). (4.8)
Moreover, exactly as in the proof of point i),

Ru(rtx,r%w) — (1 + Kpa) Ru(rtx, rfw) = 0.

Therefore, using Lemma 4.8 and (4.8), we get

~

WM(C) - (1+ Hu,a)Wu(Z) = Wu(ro‘w) -1+ ’%,a)Wu(TMW)
= N0 (a) - A

n+a+2a—1 oy
“ R 2 “Rpo 5,2
— e N\ @) = M)+ ——E Y () — A
n—{—a—|—2a—1z( (@) (M))Cj+n+a+2a—1z( (1) = X35
J#L j#L
2 2 n+a+2p—1
= Crjallwllz2@m, ye) + @,amwu(rm)

n+a+2u—1 4

< CkK? ¢ K
- ke n+a+2a—-1 HY

and the right-hand side is negative provided that we choose ¢ small enough. O
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4.3. Proofs of Theorem 1.4 and Corollary 1.5. To prove Theorem 1.4 we will apply the epiperimetric inequal-
ity in point i) of Proposition 4.5 to the rescalings of a solution u of (1.7). We will use the following notations:

0 u(p-) o Gp(r)
T T e T )
Notice that the two subscripts refer to different types of rescalings. We can write u, , in the following equivalent
ways:
N A N S B A (o (pr ) )1/2 i (4.10)
Upy = = —_— Upp. .10
#r T\ Hpa) ) or - \Hpw (pry¥asan ) !

In particular, thanks to Proposition 2.1, for a fixed p, 4, has uniform C ;’lsoc—bounds for every r € (0,1) and
converge, as r . 0 to a blow-up in Pan42s.
We recall the following consequences of Proposition 2.3 (see e.g. [Car24]) for the Weiss energy W, defined in

(2.9).

Lemma 4.10. Let u be a solution to (1.7), with ¢ satisfying (1.2) and |u| e (p,) < 1. Suppose that 0 € A, (u),
with ji < k +y. Using the notations in (4.9), we call z, . the j1-homogeneous extension of U, »|sp, . Calling C(p) :=
C~ (u,) as in Proposition 2.3, we have

W
d /~ . _ n+a+2u—1 ~
(Wu(up,r) + O(P)THAY H) > G (Wu(zpm) - Wu(“pm))

ar ;
1 B L (4.11)
+ - / (Vi v — pip,)”ly|* dH",
T JoB,
and 2
_ ~ = _u\ /2
| Ve =Gl ot < Clog (5) 7 (Walign) + Cloprt )2, (412
0B r

forevery0 < r' <r <1 and for some constant C' > 0. Moreover C(p) — 0 as p — 0.

Theorem 1.4 is a consequence of Lemma 4.10 and the following lemma, which allows the use of the epiperi-
metric inequality at all sufficiently small scales.

Lemma 4.11. Let u be a solution of (1.7), with obstacle o satisfying (1.2) and |[ul|p~(p,) < 1. Suppose that
0 € Agmas(u) and2m—+2s < k+-y. Then, using the notations in (4.9), there exist some p € (0,1) andp € Pam+2s
with HpHLQ(aBLMa) = 1 for which the epiperimetric inequality in point i) of Proposition 4.5 can be applied to the
trace U, |op, , for everyr € (0,1).

Proof. We can take p small enough so that, for some p € Pay425 With [|p[|12(aB, |yjs) = 1 We have

lyl®

Wu(i,) +C(p) <e1, U —pllrz@s, ey < 1 Nty = plle(s,) < 1,
and
|Laﬁp‘ S &1 in BQ \ {ﬁp = O}I,
where €1 > 0 has to be chosen sufficiently small. Given § > 0 as in Proposition 4.5, we define
ro := inf{r € (0,1) : @,+ = 0 on Z5(p), forevery t € (r,1)}.

Step 1. As a first step we prove that 79 < 1/3, using a barrier argument as in [FRS20, Lemma B.3] or [CV24,
Lemma 4.4]. To do so, it is enough to show that if Z = (2,0) € B} \ Bi/?’ is such that T[p](z) > 4/3%*™, then

u,(Z) = 0. For every ¢ > 0 we consider the barrier

n
X)=|X-ZP-(—+2)v*+c.
0u(X) = 1X = 2P = (- 2) P+
2+42s

Recalling the decomposition (4.1), if 67 = 77" °%, and ¢; is small enough, on 9B,, (Z), we can bound
Up(X) < p(X) +e1 = —|yl* (po(w) +y°pi(z, y)) +e1 < —|y|*po(2) + Orit 4 &
< —C6ly|* + Crit™ < (X)),
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for every ¢ > 0. Suppose by contradiction that there is ¢, > 0 for which ¢, touches u from above at some point
X, € By, (Z). Then, by the previous computation, X, € B, (Z). However, X, & {u, = 0}’ since ¢., > ¢, >0
there. Hence X, ¢ By, (Z) \ {u, = 0}, but then, —L,¢.(X,) =2 > €1 > —L,u,(X,) which is not possible as
e, is touching @, from above. Therefore, ¢g > @, on B, (Z), and in particular @,(Z) = 0.

Step 2. We assume that g € (0,1/3) and try to find a contradiction for ¢; sufficiently small. For every r € (rp, 1),
let ¢, be the competitor given by point i) of Proposition 4.5 for the trace u,,|op,. If p = 2m + 2s, the
epiperimetric inequality gives

Wﬂ(apﬂ") < WM(CP,T) + C(p)rk"’V—u < (1 — H)Wu(zp,r) + C(p)rk‘%/—u.
Then, (4.11) yields

d (= kty—p n+a+2p—1 ~
dr (WM(UPJ’) +C(p)r ) z -, (WM(ZPJ") - WM(U’ﬂﬂ”))
kK (n+ta+2u—1)=  _ e

( H )WH(uPJ) _Cc(p)rk-i-'y p—1

T 1-x r
Integrating such inequality we get
W#(ﬂp,r) + C(p)r*H7=H < Ceyr®  for every r € (rg, 1),
for some C, o > 0. As a consequence, we may apply (4.12) with a dyadic argument to obtain
/ [tp,r — Upl|ly|* dH"™ < 061/2 for every r € (ro/8,1).
B1

Then, by triangular inequality, for every r € (r(/8, 1), we will have

/ [y — pllyl® dH” < / iy — Tyl dH" + / @y — plly|” dH"
0B1 0B1 0By

< 051/2 + Ceq =: 9.

Using the fact that ryp < 1/3 we may compute

2
[ Bl @t = [ [ i, sl an
Bo\B s 1/8 JoB,

2

- / rotn / ot — plly| dH" dt
1/8 9B,

SCEQ.

Hence, by uniform C}+*-bounds on the family {t@pr }re(0,1) and arguing as in [CV24, Lemma 4.3], we deduce the
L°-estimate

Hapﬂ"o - p||Loo(BS/2\Bl/4) S 63
Finally, up to chosing €; (and consequently €2 and £3) small enough, this L°°-bound is sufficient to run exactly

the same argument of step 1 on ,, ,,, deducing that the epiperimetric inequality may be also applied to u, ,|sB,
for every r € (ro/3, 7], thus contradicting the definition of r. O

We are now in the position to prove the main result of this section.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Take p € (0,1) and p € Pajp+2s a blow-up as in Lemma 4.11. We rename p := 2m + 2s.
Arguing exactly as in step 2 of Lemma 4.11, applying the epiperimetric inequality at each scale, in combination
with (4.11), we get

Wu(ﬂp,r) + C(p)rF=r < Cr®  for every r € (0,1),

for some C, a > 0. Then, using (4.12) with a dyadic argument, we obtain

/ |Upr — Up ||y dH™ < Cre/? forevery 0 <r' <r<1.
B
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Hence, up to multiplying p € Pap+2s and a by some constant, we get
/ [tip,r — plly|* dH™ < Cr*  for every r € (0,1),
0B1

and arguing as in [CSV20, Lemma 7.2], one can prove that p # 0. Now, since (@, — p)jE are subsolutions for L,

(with a small right-hand side of order C7T*+t7~#), we get the L>°-estimate
[tp,r = pllLec(s, ) < Cr®  forevery r € (0,1).

Finally, we see from (4.10) that the latter can be re-written, up to multiplying p with a positive constant, as

|u = pllpeo(B,) < Crm+2sta for every r € (0, p),

and the theorem is proved. 0

Once the rate of convergence to the blow-up limit is proved, the stratification of the contact set follows by
standard arguments as in [GPog; CSV20; Car24].

Proof of Corollary 1.5. For every Xo € Agyi2s(u) let pX0 € Py, 10, be the first blow-up at Xg. By Theorem 1.4
we know that p~X° # 0 and

a(Xo + ) — p° | zoo(B,) = O(r?m+2ste) a5 | 0.
Calling pé(o := T[p*X°] the non-negative 2m-homogeneous polynomial from (4.2), we define
dX0 .= dim{¢ € R" : Vpy° - £ =0inR"} € {0,...,n — 1}.

Then we set

AJQmHS(u) ={Xo € Agmyas(u) : dXo = Jj} forj € {0,...,n—1}.
Arguing as in [CSV20; Car24], using the rate of convergence to the blow-up, one can show that the function
Xo — p())(o is locally a-Holder continuous. Then the standard Whitney’s extension argument applies (see for
instance [GPog]) and gives that Agm 9, islocally contained in the zero set of a C1* function whose differential has

j-dimensional kernel at each point of A%m 195+ The proof'is thus concluded by the implicit function theorem. [J

5. FREQUENCY GAPS

This section is devoted to the proof of the frequency gaps in Theorem 1.6. In Subsection 5.1 we prove the
frequency gap around 2m + 2s using the epiperimetric inequalities of Proposition 4.5. In Subsection 5.2 we
exploit the monotonicity of eigenvalues for the spherical LS" operator with respect to domain inclusion to prove
explicit gaps between N and N + 2s, and to show that the frequencies in 2N + 1 and 2N + 1 + 2s are not
admissible when s # 1/2. Finally, in Subsection 5.3, we extend the result [FS24a] proving that the frequencies in
(2m, 2m + 2s) are not admissible.

5.1. Frequency gap at 2m + 2s. In the following proposition we show that (2m+2s)-frequencies are isolated.

Proposition 5.1 (Frequency gap at 2m + 2s). Let A, ; be the set of admissible frequencies in dimension n + 1
from (1.10) and let Ay, ; := Ay s\ A1s be the set of "other frequencies". Then, for everym € N, there exist constants
ct . ., > 0 depending only onn, s and m, such that

T,8,M
A 1 (2m 425 = c g 2m+ 25+ g ) ) = 0.

Before giving the proof of Proposition 5.1, we recall the following lemma which comes from a straightforward
computation.

Lemma 5.2 ([Car24, Lemma 2.11]). Let c € WH2(0By, |y|*) be such that r*Ttc is a solution of (1.7) with zero
obstacle, then

t

WM(T’M—HC) _ tHCH%%aBl,Iy\“) and W, (rtc) = (1 + m

) W, (r#tte).



GENERIC REGULARITY OF FREE BOUNDARIES IN THE OBSTACLE PROBLEM FOR THE FRACTIONAL LAPLACIAN 29

Proof of Proposition 5.1. The proof is based on a compactness argument with the epiperimetric inequalities in
Proposition 4.5, combined with Lemma 5.2. Call ¢ := 2m + 2s and suppose by contradiction that there is a
sequence tj, — 0 and homogeneous solutions uj, = 7***% ¢, () of (1.7) with zero obstacle, and || ¢k || L2 (95, jyje) =

1. Then, up to subsequences, uj converges in C’;’O‘(B;“/Q) to some p € Papt2s. In particular, for £k large enough,
uy, satisfies all the hypotheses of Proposition 4.5. Up to extracting a further subsequence, we may assume that
either t;, | O or t; 1 0.

Case a): (tj, | 0). Let (i, be the competitor in (4.4). Since uy, solves (1.7), it minimizes WV, among all functions
with its same trace on the unit sphere. Using also Lemma 5.2 we get

tr = Wu(r" " er) < Wu(G) < (1= r)Wa(rter) = (1= 5) (1 + Cty)t.
Hence, since t; > 0,
1< (1-#)+O(ty),
which is a contradiction for k large.
Case b): (tx, T 0). Let (i, be the competitor in (4.5). Arguing as above we get

ty = W, (r#ey) < WM(CAk) < (T4 [Wy(rtep) )Wou(rter) = (1 — (1 + Ctg)tg) (1 + Cty)ty,
where C = 1/(n+ a + 2p — 1) < 1. Hence, since t;, < 0,
0> —t,(1-C)+O(t),
which is again a contradiction for & large. g

5.2. Frequency gaps for s 7% 1/2. For any closed cone A C {y = 0} and any o > 0 we denote by V.*(A) the

vector space of a-homogeneous solutions u & T/Vli’f (R™F1,|y|%) of the problem

—Leu = 0 in R1\ A,
u = 0 on A,
U(l‘, y) = U(Z‘, _y) for ($, y) € Rn+1‘

Remark 5.3. Notice that ifu is a global a-homogeneous solution of the thin obstacle problem (1.7) with zero obstacle,
thenu € VI (A(u)). In addition, by the regularity theory for (1.7), calling v the even extension of y*0yu (defined on
RM) to the whole R"*1, we have that v € V% ({y = 0} \ A(u)).

Observe that u € V.%(A) if and only if the trace of u on S™ is an eigenfunction of the spherical —LS" operator
(see Subsection 4.2) with Dirichlet boundary conditions on S™ N A and corresponding eigenvalue \(«) = a(n +
a+a—1),ie.

—L5"u = A)uly|® inS"™\ A,
u = 0 onS"NA,
U(LE, y) = U(CE, _y) for (fﬁ, y) € S".

Let us denote by {\}(A)}32, the eigenvalues of the operator —L5" (in increasing order and counted with multi-
plicity) in the Hilbert space of Sobolev functions in S" which are even in y and vanish on S™ N A.

Remark 5.4. It is a standard consequence of min-max formulas for eigenvalues of Dirichlet elliptic operators that
all eigenvalues are monotone with respect to domain inclusion. Precisely, if A C A C {y = 0} are two closed cones,

then AJ(A) < A%(A) fi)r every j > 1. Moreover, one may prove by unique continuation arguments that if equality
holds for some j, then A\ A has empty interior in the relative topology of {y = 0}.

In the following lemma we give a characterization and explicitly compute the dimension of the spaces V.¢(A)
in the particular cases when A = () or A = {y = 0}.

Lemma 5.5. The set VZ(() # {0} if and only if o € N. Similarly, V¢ ({y = 0}) # {0} ifand only if € N + 2s.
Moreover, for every k € N:

V& (@) = {p: p polynomial, Vp- X = kp, p(z,y) = p(z,—y), Lep = 0},
Ve os({y = 01) = {|y|**p : p polynomial, Vp- X = kp, p(z,y) = p(z, —y), La(sgn(y)|y|*p) = 0}.



30 M. CARDUCCI AND R. COLOMBO
In particular:

n—1

dim V¢ (0) = dim Vi, ({y = 0}) = (“ ke 1)

Proof. The characterizations of the spaces Vi (()) and V|, , ({y = 0}) are direct consequences of Liouville-type
theorem Proposition A.4 with Proposition A.3. To compute their dimension, calling m := | k/2]|, we notice that
two general elements v € Vi*(0), w € V% o, ({y = 0}) take the form

m m
o(,y) =D y¥pe(x), wiz,y) =YD y*e(@),
/=0 /=0

where, for every £ € {0,...,m}, p; and gy are (k — 2¢)-homogeneous polynomials in R" and

{_Apo =4+ 1)+ 1= s)peta,

forevery ¢/ € {0,...,m — 1}.
—Apqe =40+ 1)(€+ 1+ s)qet1, yeed J

In particular, p1,...,pm and q1, ..., ¢y are uniquely determined once the k-homogeneous polynomials py and
qo are chosen. This proves that V;*(()) and V|, ,.({y = 0}) have both the same dimension of the space of k-
homogeneous polynomials in R", as desired. U

As a consequence of Remark 5.4 and Lemma 5.5 we deduce the following lemma.
Lemma 5.6. Given a closed cone A C {y = 0} anda > 0, if VZ(A) # {0}, then o € Upenl(k, k + 25].
Proof. Define the sequence {g(k)}ren recursively as follows:

n+k-—1

g(0) =1, glk+1)=g(k)+ ( 1 ) for every k € N.
n —_—
By Lemma 5.5 and the monotonicity of eigenvalues with respect to domain inclusion (see Remark 5.4) we have,

for every k € N,
A(k) = Af(0) < AF(A) < Af({y = 0}) = Ak + 2s) forevery j € {g(k),...,g(k+1) —1}.

In particular, if u € Vg (A) # 0, it means that A(a) = AJ(A) € Upen[A(k), A(k + 25)] for some j > 1, that is
a € Upenlk, k + 2s]. O

By Lemma 5.6, we obtain the following explicit frequency gaps.

Proposition 5.7 (Explicit frequency gaps). Let A,, ; be the set of admissible frequencies in dimensionn + 1 from
(1.10). Then, for every k € N, the following hold:

i) ifs <1/2, then Ay, s N (k+ 2s,k+ 1) = 0;

ii) if s > 1/2, then A, s N (K + 1,k +2s) = 0.

Proof. Let u : R"*1 — R be an a-homogeneous non-zero solution of the thin obstacle problem (1.7) with zero
obstacle. Since u € VZ(A(u)), if s < 1/2, Lemma 5.6 immediately gives that o & (k + 2s,k + 1) for any £ > 0.
If s > 1/2, taking into account Remark 5.3 we may apply Lemma 5.6 to v := y*dyu € V% ({y = 0} \ A(u))
and deduce that « —2s & (k+2(1 —s),k+1+4+2(1 —s)) forany k > 0, or equivalently o & (k+ 2,k + 1+ 2s)
for any k£ > 0. g

Now we prove that for s # 1/2, the sign conditions on solutions of (1.7) with zero obstacle are not compatible
with homogeneities 2m + 1 and 2m + 1 4 2s.

Proposition 5.8. Let A,, s be the set of admissible frequencies in dimension n+1 from (1.10). Suppose that s # 1/2,
then

Ans0 | 2m+1,2m+ 1425} = 0.
meN
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Proof. Let u be a non-zero a-homogeneous solution of (1.7) with zero obstacle, and let v be the even extension
of y?du to the whole R™"L. By the regularity theory we know that u € V2(A(u)), v € V, % ({y = 0} \ A(u))
and both v and v are continuous.

Suppose by contradiction that « = 2m + 1 for some m € N. If s < 1/2, by Lemma 5.6 and the strict
monotonicity of eigenvalues (see Remark 5.4) we deduce that A(u) has empty interior in the relative topology of
{y = 0}. The same holds true for s > 1/2 as one may show using the very same argument with v in the place of
u. Then, since v is continuous and vanishes in {y = 0} \ A(u), it vanishes in the whole {y = 0}, which means
that u € V7, (D). By Lemma 5.5, u can be written as

u(z,y) = iy%(lé(x)7
=0

where ¢y are (2m + 1 — 2¢)-homogeneous polynomials. In particular 0 < u(x,0) = go(z). Now, since gy has odd
homogeneity, we deduce that gy = 0, which implies v = 0, a contradiction.
Similarly, if o = 2m 4 1 + 2s for some m € N, thenu € V3! 1,5, ({y = 0}), and so u takes the form

m
u(z,y) = |y*> v (@),
=0

for some (2m + 1 — 2¢)-homogeneous polynomials g,. As a consequence, 0 > lim, o y*0,u(x,y) = 2sqo(x).
Having qp odd homogeneity, this implies that gy = 0, which in turn forces © = 0, a contradiction again. il

Remark 5.9. The set of admissible frequencies A,, ; is closed in R. This can be proved with a simple compactness
argument based on regularity estimates for solutions of the thin obstacle problem (1.7). Given a sequence a; € A,
such that oij — «, consider aj-homogeneous solutions u; of (1.7) with zero obstacle. Assuming that ||u;|| o (p,) = 1
for every j, by the regularity estimates for the thin obstacle problem, the sequence {u;} jen is uniformly bounded in
C’CIL“S(Bf'/z), and thus uniformly converges, up to subsequences to a non-zero cc-homogeneous solution of (1.7) with
zero obstacle, thus showing o € A, 5.

5.3. Frequency gap in (2m,2m 4+ 2s). Now we prove that are no admissible frequencies in the interval
(2m, 2m + 2s), for m € N, following closely the argument presented in [FS24a].

Proposition 5.10. Let A, ; be the set of admissible frequencies in dimension n + 1 from (1.10). Then, for every
m € N, we have
Ap s N (2m,2m + 2s) = .

Proof. We use polar coordinates (r,6) € (0,00) x [0, 7/2] such that r = | X| and y = 7 cos(é). For every a > 0,
we consider the a-homogeneous function p, (X ) = r*p, (), radial with respect to the y axis, which solves

Lapa =0 in RTH and ﬁa(en—i-l) =1

Writing the operator L, in polar coordinates, we see that p, is uniquely determined by solving the following
ODE:

oo+ (0= 1) cot() — atan(8) o+ Aapa =0 i (0,7/2),  pal®) =1, AO)=0. ()
where A(a) = a(n + a + a — 1). Denoting by 9§p, := cos(0)?p.,, we observe that
limy*dypa(,y) = —|2|* " 0fpa(n/2),  Ojpa(n/2) = lim Ifpa(0). (5:2)
yl0 01m/2
We claim that
Pa(7/2)0)pa(m/2) <0 forevery a € (2m,2m + 2s). (5.3)

Given the claim, we conclude as follows. Suppose u is an a-homogeneous solution of (1.7) with zero obstacle and
a € (2m,2m + 2s). Since u and p, have the same homogeneity, integration by parts yields

0 :/ uLgPo dX / DaLoudX = Do lim y*Oyu dH" / ulim y*0ypo dH".
Bf Bf B, W0 B, W0

By (5.2) and (5.3), together with the sign conditions © > 0 and lim, ;o y*dyu < 0 on B, the latter forces u =
limy|o y*0yu = 0 on B}, which implies that u = 0.
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Claim (5.3) is proved arguing exactly as in [FS24a, Lemma 2]. First, by the explicit form of the ODE (5.1), zeros
of po and 9§ p,, in [0, /2] must be isolated and intertwined. Secondly, by the strong maximum principle, between
any two consecutive zeros of p,, there must be at least a zero of p,/, with a > o/, then the number of zeros of p,
is non-decreasing in c. Furthermore, p,(7/2) = 0 if and only if o € 2N + 25, and 9§p,(7/2) = 0 if and only
if o € 2N, by the characterization of eigenfunctions on the half sphere (see Subsection 5.2). By the continuity of
the family p, with respect to o, the number of zeros of p, and 9jp, in the interval [0, 7/2] remains constant as
o ranges between 2m and 2m + 2s, and between 2m + 2s and 2m, increasing exactly by one each time « passes
2m or 2m + 2s. Hence po(7/2) is positive if and only if o € (0, 25) U U,pen., (4m — 2 + 2s,4m + 2s), while
0gpa(m/2) is positive if and only if o € U,,eny., (4m — 2,4m), and this shows (5.3). O

Proof of Theorem 1.6. 1t is enough to collect together Proposition 5.1, Proposition 5.7, Proposition 5.8, Remark 5.9,
Proposition 5.10 and [Car24, Proposition 1.3]. ]

6. DIMENSION REDUCTION ARGUMENTS

In this section we will estimate the Hausdorff dimension of the sets I'>2\I'> 1, I'x and I'§ by using dimension
reduction arguments which take advantage of the classification of admissible frequencies in low dimension. In
the case s = 1/2 and ¢ = 0 we recover the dimensional bounds obtained in [FT23]. Recall the definition of the
map 7 : I' — [0, 1] in Proposition 2.10.

6.1. Dimensional bound for I'>3 \ I'>14~ and T',. In this subsection we estimate the size of the sets I'>9 \
I'> 44 and I',. The analogous result in the case s = 1/2 and ¢ = 0 was proved in [FT23, Proposition 3.1].

Proposition 6.1. Let u : By x [0,1] — R be a family of solutions to (1.7), (1.9) with obstacle y satisfying (1.2).
Then:

i) dimy (P> \ T'spqy) <n—1ifn>2,and s \ sy is discrete if n = 1;

ii) dimy(T'y) <n—2ifn > 3, is discrete if n = 2, and it is empty if n = 1.

We first need some preliminary lemmas. The first one settles some useful properties of homogeneous solutions
with zero obstacle (see also [FT23, Lemma 2.1, Lemma 2.6] for the case s = 1/2).

Lemma 6.2. Letu : R"*! — R be a k-homogeneous solution to (1.7) with zero obstacle. Then:
i) ifu>0,oru <0andk > 2s, thenu = 0;
ii) if Ocu > 0 for some non-zero vectore € R"™ x {0} and k > 2, then O.u = 0;

iii) if k > 2s and v is another solution to (1.7) with zero obstacle such that v > w in By and v(0) = 0, then
v =u.

Proof. Let us prove point i). If v > 0 and v # 0, then, by the strong maximum principle, v > 0 in Ri“
and Lemma A.7 gives lim, o y*0,u(0,y) > 0, which, thanks to formula (1.8), contradicts the fact that u is
Lg-superharmonic. If instead u < 0, kK > 2s and v # 0, from the same reasoning as above, we have that
limy o y*dyu(0,y) < 0, which contradicts the (a 4+ £ — 1)-homogeneity of |y|%w.

Then we prove point ii). Let us call v := J.u. By assumption we have v > 0 and since k > 1, v(0) = 0.
We suppose that v # 0, otherwise we are done. Then the strong maximum principle gives v > 0 in Rfrl and
Lemma A.7 yields lim, o y*9,v(0,y) > 0, from which we deduce that 2 < x < 1 + 2s. Hence, by Theorem 1.6,
k = 2 and v is a non-negative linear function, thus v = 0, a contradiction.

Finally, for point iii), we assume by contradiction that v # w. Then, by the strong maximum principle, v > u
in RT‘I, and by Lemma A.7, combined with the fact that © > 2s,

lim y*0,v > limy®O,u =0
yd0 v % yd0 v ’
a contradiction, since v is L,-superharmonic. OJ

Next, we prove the following accumulation lemma, which is similar to [FT23, Lemma 3.2].
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Lemma 6.3. Letu : By x [0,1] — R be a family of solutions to (1.7), (1.9) with obstacle p satisfying (1.2). Let
X eTl's2\ I'>j+. Suppose that there exist a sequence of radiir; | 0 and a sequence of points X; € I'>5 \IT>pqy
such that | X; — X| < r; and

Y, i XJ;X LT 20, A= N0 (-, 7(X;)) = NOF, (- (X)) = A

If q is any non-zero A-homogeneous solution of (1.7) with zero obstacle obtained as a blow-up ofﬁX(-, 7(X)) at the
point X along the sequence r;, then q is translation invariant in the direction Y .

Proof. We define the following functions:
vj =T (X + 1y, 7(X)),
wj = (X + 1y, (X)),
zj =0 (X + i, (X)),

Observe that 7(X;) — 7(X) as X; — X, thanks to Proposition 2.10. We may assume without loss of generality

that 7(X;) < 7(X), so that, by the monotonicity assumption in the definition of a family of solutions (1.9), we
have w; < z;. We suppose that

vj . 1,2

g WA ).

10jll L2084 1)

where ¢ is a A-homogeneous solution of (1.7) with zero obstacle such that ||q|z2(9p, |y) = 1, and we wish

to prove that g is invariant in the direction Y. First of all, since \; € [2,x + ) and X; — X, the sequence

w;/||lwjll 258, |y|e) is bounded in Wh2(R™1 |y|*) and in C1

e (R In particular, since in addition \; — A,
up to subsequences

wj

~ . 1,2 1
—q in W (R™ [y|*),
lwjll 208, y|e)
where ¢ is a A-homogeneous solution of (1.7) with zero obstacle such that ||| ;2 (9B, |y|«) = 1. Then observe that
we can re-write

2 =Yg+ )+ (% = %) (X +7y0),
where (ﬁX and X are as in (2.2). Therefore, since
~X ~X 4~y —
(5= 79) (X547 =065™) onoBy  and foslzzom, e > Orf

we have

~X' ~X
25 vi (Y + - Pt — %) (X +150) _
T B ) g )
lvill2@By ey NvillL2@my, o) il L2081 y|e)

in I/Vli’f (R™1 |y|*). From this we deduce that

q(Y +) X

Zj . 1,2 mpyn+1 a
I — g i WEAR, ).
lzillz@miise) Na(Y + )2, pie) N
Now, calling ; := |[w;| 1288, ys) * 12l L2(2B, |y|*), We clearly have, up to subsequences,

L ~ag 2= Bq mWEER )"

€j €j
for some «, 8 € [0,1] such that o + 8 = 1. In addition, from the ordering w; < z;, we deduce that ag < 4.
Hence, in particular, none of o and 3 can be zero. In fact, if « = 0 or 5 = 0, we would obtain respectively that
q > 0, or ¢ < 0, which are both excluded by point i) in Lemma 6.2 as A > 2. Therefore «, 5 € (0, 1). Now, calling
lq(Y +) |22(8B,,Jy|*)> and using the A-homogeneity of both ¢ and ¢ we get

o=

a(pY +) > %a@ for every p > 0,
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from which we deduce that ¢ > (ao/5)q. This in turn implies that ¢ = («ao//3)q by point iii) in Lemma 6.2.
Hence,

a(pY +-) > q(-) forevery p > 0,
which gives that Jy-¢ > 0. By point ii) in Lemma 6.2 we finally obtain that 0y¢ = 0, as desired. U

Proof of Proposition 6.1. Let us prove point i) starting from the case n > 2. We apply Lemma 2.6 in the way
explained in Remark 2.7 to £ = I'> \ >4+, f : E — Rgivenby f(X) := N(0%,a(-,7(X))) andm = n — 1.
Assume by contradiction that dimy,(E) > n — 1. Then there exist X € F, a sequence of radii ri 4 0and n
sequences of points X;, ..., Xj" € E, such that

I, Xj-X Va4 ¢
| X5 — X| <y, ]T—>Y #0, f(Xj)—= f(X)=A>2,
J
with Y1, ..., Y™ linearly independent vectors in the thin space. Let ¢ be any non-zero A-homogeneous solution
to (1.7) with zero obstacle obtained as a blow-up of 4™~ (-, 7(X)) at the point X. By Lemma 6.3, q is invariant in
each of the directions Y',...,Y". In particular we have found a non-zero solution of (1.7) with zero obstacle
in dimension n + 1 = 1 which is A\-homogeneous, with A > 2, and this contradicts point i) in Proposition 2.2.

Hence dimy(I'>2 \ I'>yy) < n — 1. If n = 1, the same argument shows that points in I'>9 \ I'>j, cannot

accumulate. Concerning point ii), the case n > 3 is proved analogously, using £/ := I', and m = n — 2, this
time contradicting point ii) of Proposition 2.2. When n = 2 the same argument shows that points in I, cannot
accumulate, while if n = 1, I, is clearly empty by definition. 0

6.2. Dimensional bound for I'. For the anomalous quadratic points, i.e. quadratic points where the homo-
geneity of the second blow-up is in [2, 3), we follow the same strategy as in the previous subsection. In this case,
the second blow-up takes the role that was previously played by the first blow-up. We will prove the following
proposition (see [FT23, Proposition 4.3] for the case s = 1/2 with zero obstacle).

Proposition 6.4. Let u : By x [0,1] — R be a family of solutions to (1.7), (1.9) with obstacle ¢ satisfying (1.2),
with k > 4. Then dimy (T'3) < n — 2 ifn > 3, dimy(T'y) is discrete if n = 2, and it is empty if n = 1.

We point out that the lower bound £ > 4 is necessary for the set I'j to be well-defined (see Section 3).
To prove Proposition 6.4 we need some preliminary lemmas. The first one is the analogue of Lemma 6.2 of the
previous subsection.

Lemma 6.5. Suppose that s > 1/2, and let u : R"*! — R be a k-homogeneous solution to the very thin obstacle
problem (3.8) on L = {x,, = y = 0}. Then,

i) ifu>0,oru<0andk > 2s— 1, thenu = 0;
ii) if Ocu > 0 for some non-zero vectore € L and k > 2, then Ju = 0;
iii) if k > 2s — 1 and v is another solution to (1.7) such thatv > w in By and v(0) = 0, then v = u.

Proof. According to Proposition A.8, we use the following notation:

falu](0) :=lim 1, (0, 2, y) |y|* dH'.
el0 Jop,
To prove point i) we first observe that, by the maximum principle in Proposition A.6, we can suppose that either
u > 0oru < 0in R*™!\ L Now, if u > 0in R*"\ L, then f,[u](0) > 0 by Proposition A.9. This is a
contradiction with Proposition A.8 and with the fact that u is L,-superharmonic. If instead u < 0 in R**! \ L
and k > 2s — 1, then f,[u](0) = 0, by homogeneity, which contradicts Proposition A.9g.

Let us now address point ii). Call w = J.u and notice that w is (k — 1)-homogeneous and satisfies Low = 0
in R"*1\ L. Suppose that w > 0 in R**! \ L. If k > 2s, then f,[w](0) = 0 by homogeneity, which contradicts
Proposition A.g.

Finally, let us show point iii). Suppose that v > u on R"*!\ L. Then, again by Proposition A.9 we must have
falv](0) > fa[u](0). Now, if k > 2s — 1, then f,[u](0) = 0, which means that f,[v](0) > 0. This contradicts
Proposition A.8, since v is L,-superharmonic. 0
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We proceed with the following accumulation lemma, which is the analogue of Lemma 6.3 for the set I'j (see
also [FT23, Lemmas 4.4-4.6] for the case s = 1/2 and ¢ = 0).

Lemma 6.6. Letu : By x [0,1] — R be a family of solutions to (1.7), (1.9) with obstacle ¢ satisfying (1.2), with
k> 4. Let X € T%, call p € Py the first blow-up of uX (-, 7(X)) at X and
v =N (X +-,7(X)) - p.
Suppose that there exist a sequence of radiir; | 0 and a sequence of points X; € I'y with | X; — X| < rj such that,
calling p; € Py the first blow-up of u’Xi (-, 7(X;)) at X; and
v = (X + (X)) — by,
we have ~
Xi—X 3 + +
Y= =Y #0, Xj:=N(0",v;) = N(0O",v) =:A.

T
Then, Y € L = {(x,0) : p(x,0) = 0}. Moreover, let q € Wl})’CZ(R”H, |y|*) be any non-zero \-homogeneous
function obtained as a blow-up of v at 0 along the sequence r;:
a) if A\ = 2, then q(f/) =0;
b) if A\ € (2,3), then q is translation invariant in the direction'Y .

Proof. We divide the proof into several steps.
Step 1: (pj converges to p). On the one hand, by Proposition 2.4,

[0l e (B,) + V5l Lo (,) < Cr?w(r)  for every r € (0,79),
where w(r) := (—log(r))~¢ — 0 as r | 0. On the other hand, by Proposition 2.10,
(X 7)) = T+ 7(X)),

where the convergence is uniform. Thus, for every r € (0, rg),

lim sup||p; — pllpe(p,) < limsup (”UHLOO(BT) + HUjHLOO(BT))
_]*)OO _]*)OO

+limsupl|a™ (X + -, 7(X;)) — @5 (X + -, 7(X) || 1~ ()

Jj—o0
< Criw(r),
which implies that p; — p locally uniformly, as p, p; € P2 are quadratic polynomials.
Step 2: (Y € L). As L coincides with the subspace of R" x {0} of invariance directions of p, it is enough to

prove that p(Y + -) = p. We may assume without loss of generality that 7(X;) > 7(X). Then, thanks to the
monotonicity assumption in (1.9) and recalling 3~ and ¢~/ as in (2.2), in Bo:
2O (X 4y (X)) 2 0P (X (Y ), (X))
;2 (BN X (Y +)) = FY (X 41y
> 2N (X 4y (V) 4 ), m(X)) = O,
where in the last inequality we used the regularity assumption on . Hence, by Proposition 2.4 we get, in Bo:

Cw(ry) +p; 2 15 0% (X + 1), 7(X;))
2 1 T (X 4V + ), 7(X) - O
> p(Y; +-) = Cw(ry) — Cri 72
From the inequality above we see that the L,-harmonic functions

Pji=pj —p(¥;+-) +2C (w(w) + T;?M_Q)
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are non-negative in By, and since p > 0 on the thin space, we also have P;(0) < 2C (w(rj) + T;?Jr“/fZ)_ Hence,

from the Harnack inequality for L, (see Proposition A.1) we deduce
kty—2
I = P(Y; + Yooy < C (wlry) +75777%).
Finally, passing to the limit in j — oo and using Step 1 we get |[p — p(Y + )| 00 (p,) = 0. as desired.
Step 3: (Blow-up analysis). Let us suppose that
v(rj-) . 12 mntl | 1a
—q in W, (R, [y]?),
[v(rj) L2081, y|e) loe

where ¢ is non-zero and A-homogeneous. Moreover ¢ is an L,-harmonic polynomial if A = 2, or a solution of
the very thin obstacle problem (3.8) on L if A € (2, 3). We consider the functions

wj = @59 (X + -, 7(X)) — p.

(3)

Then w; can be written as the sum of three terms: w; = w(l) + w(2) +w;™, where

J J

wf s= (0 () — (X (X)),
2 . v — —
w? =¥ (X (X))~ (X~ X ),
9 _
wj(- ) =p(X;—X+:)—»p

First of all, we observe that by the uniform bounds on the family of solutions u, the compactness of the sequence
X, the convergence of \; to A, and that of p; to p, one can repeat the same arguments used to prove Proposition 3.1

to deduce that, up to subsequences:

wj(r;) ~ . 1,2
s om0 e
J\"g 1,|yl¢

where ¢ is non-zero and A-homogeneous. Moreover q is an L,-harmonic polynomial if A = 2, or a solution of
the very thin obstacle problem (3.8) on L if A € (2, 3). B
Secondly, assuming without loss of generality that 7(X;) > 7(X), by the monotonicity property (1.9), we
have
1 2 .
w](- )(Tj-> > —Cr;““’ > inBj.

Then observe that wj(?) (rj-) = v(r;(Yj + -)). Hence, up to subsequences
2 —
o) ()
lwitrslz@miwe 1o + )220 o
Finally, let us call Z; the projection of Y; on L. Since p is invariant in direction Z;, we have
3 — _
i (rj) = 7 (Y5 + ) =) =757 (0((¥; = Z;+9) —p).

Hence, up to subsequences, we have

. 1,2
m I/I/loc (Rn+1? |y‘a)

)

1w () L2084 o)

where e € R™ x {0} is some vector such that e L L. Let us call

—~Vp-e in WLARY [y|Y),

1 2 3
ej = WS () 2@ pyiey + 108 (7)1 2 o3y gty + 11087 (5) | 22080 ye)-

Up to extracting a further subsequence, we get

wj(ry)/e; — cq

(1) A

w(ry)/e; = 420 T
_ ’ R

WOrfey = cq@+y e BT,

wy('g)(rj )/ej — c3Vp-e
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where ¢, c2,c3 € [0, 1] are not all zero, and ¢ is L,-harmonic away from L (to get § > 0 we have used that
€5 > C’r?’ for some C > 0, as A < 3).

Step 4: (Conclusion). From Step 3 we obtain the balance equation
=G4+ coqY +-)+c3Vp-e. (6.1)

We consider the two cases A = 2 and A € (2, 3) separately.
Case a). If A\ = 2, then g and ¢ are both L,-harmonic, thus § is L,-harmonic too, and since § > 0, by Liouville’s
theorem (see Proposition A.4), ¢ = 0. Then

cq = coq(Y +-) 4+ c3Vp-e.

Taking the partial derivative of this expression at 0 in direction Y, using that ¢ and § are 2-homogeneous and
that Oyp = 0, we get

2c9¢(Y) = 0.

Finally observe that ca cannot be zero, otherwise by comparison of homogeneities we would also have ¢ = c3 = 0.
Hence ¢(Y) = 0 as desired.

Case b). Suppose instead that A € (2,3). Then s > 1/2, L is (n — 1)-dimensional, and both ¢ and g are A-
homogeneous solutions of the very thin obstacle problem (3.8) on L. Notice that § and ¢(Y + -), when restricted
to the thin space, must be even with respect to L. Indeed, their odd parts are L,-harmonic in the whole R™*!,
Hence if not zero, they would be polynomials with integer homogeneity, which contradicts A € (2, 3). Using the
balance (6.1), we deduce that the odd part of ¢ must cancel exactly caVp - e. Therefore, as § > 0, we get

cq > czq(f/ + ).
We observe that none of ¢ and ¢y can be zero, otherwise, by Lemma 6.5 point i) we would get either ¢ = 0 or
g = 0, a contradiction. Thus, using the A-homogeneity of both ¢ and g, we deduce that indeed
cq > caq.
Now Lemma 6.5 point iii) gives cg = c2q, hence
¢>q(Y +),

which in turn implies, again by homogeneity, that 0_3¢ > 0. Finally, Lemma 6.5 point ii) ensures that 0yq¢ = 0,
thus ¢ is translation invariant in direction Y, as desired. O

Proof of Proposition 6.4. We split I'§ into the disjoint sets T’z 2 and T’y (5 3 := I'§ \ 'z 2. We will use two slightly
different dimension reduction arguments to get the dimensional bound on the two parts of the splitting.

Step 1: (Bound on I'p 3). We first assume that n > 3. Remember that I'; » is made of those quadratic points
at which second blow-ups are 2-homogeneous L,-harmonic polynomials (recall Proposition 3.1). Suppose by
contradiction that

/HB (ngz) >0
for some 8 > n — 2. Then, by classical properties of Haussdorf measures, there must exist a point X e Iy, a
set A C B with #° (A) > 0, and a sequence of radii r; | 0 such that, for each Y € A, there exists a sequence
X;j € I'y 2 with [X; — X| < r; for which (X; — X)/r; — Y. Let ¢ be a non-zero 2-homogeneous L,-harmonic
polynomial obtained as a second blow-up of %X (-, 7(X)) at X. Then, thanks to Lemma 6.6, we have

A C {(z,0) : p(x,0) = q(x,0) = 0}.

Now, since H#?(A) > 0 and f > n — 2, it must be the case that L = {(x,0) : p(x,0) = 0} is an (n — 1)-
dimensional subspace of R™ x {0} and ¢ = 0 on L. This is because both p and g are 2-homogeneous polynomials
and p is non-negative on the thin space, therefore L coincides with the subspace of invariant directions of p(+, 0).
We may then assume without loss of generality that

L={z,=y=0}
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As p and g are both L,-harmonic even in y, and vanish on L, using also the fact that p > 0 on the thin space, we
deduce that p and g must have this form:

p(x,y) = (1 + a)bw, — by™; ) for some b € (0,00) and ¢ € R".
q(z,y) = (1 +a)(c- x)zy — cny”.
Now we exploit the orthogonality conditions (3.7) using p;(7,y) = (1 + a)(c?z? + 22 + 2c;vizn) — (1 + c2)y?
fori=1,...,m —1to get

0= / pgdH" = bcn/ (14 a)z? — )2 dH"* = ¢, =0
aBl 831

02/ piqd’}-[":2(1—|—a)2c?/ g2a2 dH" — ¢; =0 foreveryic {1,...,n—1}.
0B 0B1

Therefore ¢ = 0, which is a contradiction.
In the case n = 2, the same argument gives that I';  cannot accumulate. If n = 1, the orthogonality conditions
(3.7) used as above give that the second blow-up cannot be 2-homogeneous, and so I'; 5 is empty.

Step 2: (Bound on I'; (3 3)). We assume n > 3. Recall from Proposition 3.1 that I'y (5 3) is empty if s < 1/2,
while if s > 1/2, it is made of all those quadratic points at which the first blow-up has an (n — 1)-dimensional
spine and each second blow-up solves the very thin obstacle problem (3.8) on such spine. This time the dimension
reduction argument will be based on Lemma 2.6. Consider the function f : I'y (5 3) — (2,3) defined as

where pX € P, is the first blow-up of %X (-, 7(X)) at the point X . Suppose by contradiction that dims, (T 2,3)) >
n— 2. Then, by Lemma 2.6 there must exist a point X € 5 (2,3)(u), a sequence of radii 7; | 0 and n— 1 sequences
of points X}, . .. ,X;l_l € Ty (2,3)(u) with | X} — X| < rj such that

X -X

T

v =

= Y"#£0, A= f(X]) = f(X)=A
where Y1, ..., Y ! are linearly independent. In particular, if ¢ is any non-zero A-homogeneous solution of the
very thin obstacle problem (3.8) obtained as a second blow-up of % (-, 7(X)) at X along the sequence 7}, by
Lemma 6.6, ¢ has an (n — 1)-dimensional space of invariant directions in R” x {0} and so it may be regarded as a
solution of the very thin obstacle problem (3.8) in R?. This however contradicts Proposition A.10 since A € (2, 3).

If n = 2, the same argument gives that Iy (5 3) cannot accumulate. Finally, if n = 1, I'y (5 3 is empty by
Proposition A.1o0. g

7. CLEANING RESULTS

In this section we will prove cleaning results for the sets I'§ and I's 25, using the rate of convergence to the
blow-up and comparison arguments. We will also show how to deduce some cleaning results for high frequencies
and for ', from Proposition 2.9 and the frequency gaps from Theorem 1.6. Recall the notation “Clean” for the
cleaning rate of a family of sets from Definition 2.8.

7.1. Cleaning of the set I'J. For the ordinary harmonic quadratic points I'§ (see definition in (3.9)) we prove
the following proposition, which is the generalization of [FT23, Proposition 4.1] to the case s € (0,1) and ¢ # 0.

Proposition 7.1. Letu : By x [0,1] — R be a family of solution of (1.7), (1.9), with obstacle ¢ satisfying (1.2),
with k > 4. Then:
a) if s < 1/2, we have
{T3(u(-,t)) repo,1) € Clean(3);
b) if s > 1/2, we have
{T9(u(+#)) b € Clean(4 — 25).

We first prove a preliminary lemma, which is inspired by [FT23, Lemma 4.2] and [FR21, Lemma 2.8].
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Lemma 7.2. Letu : By x [0,1] — R be a family of solutions to (1.7), (1.9), with obstacle ¢ satisfying (1.2), with
k > 4. Suppose that 0 € T'a(u(+,0)). Let D, := 0B, N {|y| > r/2} and call hy := u(-,t) — u(-,0). Then, for every
€ > 0 there are constants p. > 0 and c. > 0 such that the following holds.
a) If s < 1/2, we have
n[1)in hy > c.r®t  foreveryr € (0,p.), t € [0,1].
b) If s > 1/2, we have
r%in he > cor®* 15t foreveryr € (0,p.), t € [0,1].

Proof. Letv(-,t) = u(-,t) — @° where @° is as in (2.2). Let p € P be the blow-up of v(-, 0) at 0. We set
X
Cs = {X c R™: dist (|X|,L(p)> < 5} ,
where L(p) C Ry is given by (2.10). Then
BN {v(p,0) =0} C Cs forevery p € (0,2ps)
for some constant ps > 0 which depends on 4, since the minimum of p in B] \ Cj is strictly positive.

Let ¢5(r, 0) := %) ¢5(0), where ¢5 > 0 is the first eigenfunction of the spherical operator LS" (see Sub-
section 4.2) on 9B \ Cs and u(0) is chosen so that 15 is L,-harmonic when positive. We have the following
cases:

Case a). if s < 1/2, then L(p) is a linear space of dimension at most n — 1 which has zero L,-harmonic
capacity. In particular p(6) | 0 as 6 | 0;

Case b). if s > 1/2, in the worst case scenario L(p) is (n — 1)-dimensional, thus, since for § = 0 the first
eigenfunction up to rotation is (z% + JU%H)_%, then p(d) | —a=2s—1asd 0.

We call
0 ifs <1/2,
o=
2s—1 ifs>1/2.

We can choose § € (0,1/4) such that u(0) < o + € and D,, N Cys = 0. Moreover the function h; > 0 is
L,-harmonic in

(Bi\ {y = 0}) U (B, \ Cs).
Then, by the Harnack inequality in Proposition A.1, there is ¢5 > 0 such that hy > ¢5t on 0B, \ Cas. Using

B s
wy = cgt————
125l o< (08,,)
as a lower barrier for h; in B, \ Ca5, we conclude. [l
Proof of Proposition 7.1. We set
3 if s <1/2 0 if s <1/2
g fp s [0 s
4—-2s ifs>1/2, 2s—1 ifs>1/2.
We need to prove that for every € > 0, and every Xy € I'S(u(-, to)), there is p > 0 such that
(X € B,(Xo) : t > to+|X — Xl "%} NTS(u(-,t)) =0 foreveryt € [0,1].

Without loss of generality, we may assume that Xy = 0 and ¢y = 0. We suppose that for some X; € B, with
r = |X1| < p, there is t; > r72¢ such that X; € T'9(u(-,#;)) and we search for a contradiction for p > 0
sufficiently small. We define

w(X) :=r"2 (u(rX, t1) — gEO(rX)) .
Let p € P; be the first blow-up of 4 at 0. Using the definition of 'y (u(-, 0)) and Lemma 7.2 we get, for X € 0B,
w(X) =72 (u(rX,t;) —u(rX,0) + r 2@ (rX,0)
> cor” Pt x> (X) + p(X) — Cr
> cer” T 51 (X) 4 p(X) = Cr.
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Next observe that by (2.4) and (2.5),
—Low > —CrFt7=1=25  on By,

Then, calling ¢ : B» — R the L,-harmonic function with boundary datum X{|,>1/2) on 9Ba, since p is L,-
harmonic, by the maximum principle we get

w > cr® P2 4 p— Cr — CrFt77172 in B,

Now, by the Harnack inequality, ) > ¢ > 0 in Bjz/;. Moreover, recall that p > 0 on Rg“. Finally, since
c+p—-2—e<l,k+~v—1—2s>1,andr < p, we can find p > 0 sufficiently small so that

From this we deduce that B /2 does not contain free boundary points for u(-, t1 ). This, however, contradicts the

choice of the point X, and the proof is concluded. g

7.2. Cleaning of the set I'> 55. In this subsection we prove a cleaning result for the set I'a o5. This is obtained
similarly to [FT23, Proposition 5.1], using the polynomial rate of convergence to the blow-up limit given by
Theorem 1.4.

Proposition 7.3. Letu : By x [0, 1] — R be a family of solution of (1.7), (1.9) with obstacle p satisfying (1.2), with
k > 4. Then

{Toy2s(u(-,t) }efo,1) € Clean(2 + 1),
for somen > 0, which depends on n and s.

First we prove the following lemma (see [FT23, Lemma 2.2] for the case s = 1/2).

Lemma 7.4. Let u : By x [0,1] — R be a family of solutions to (1.7), (1.9), with obstacle ¢ satisfying (1.2). Set
hi :=u(-,t) — u(-,0). Then there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that, for everyt € [0, 1],

he > ctly[* in By,

Proof. By definition of h; and the monotonicity assumption in (1.9), we have that h; > 0 in By and hy > tin
OBy N {|y| > 3}. Take a function 1 such that

Loy = 0 in By \ {y = 0},
vo= 1 noBin{y > b,
P = 0 on 9B N{ly| < 5},
v = 0  on{y=0},
By the maximum principle in Proposition A.6, ¢ < h;/t in By. Moreover, by the Hopf lemma (Lemma A.7), we
know that [y|*) > c[y| in B/, for some ¢ > 0, which concludes the proof. O

Now we are ready to prove Proposition 7.3.

Proof of Proposition 7.3. We need to show that there is > 0 such that, given Xy € T'a195(u(-, %)), we can find
ro > 0 sufficiently small so that

{X € B,y(Xo) : t > to+ | X — Xo|*™} NToroq(u(-,t)) =0 forevery t € [0,1].

We suppose that for some Xg € I'ayas(u(-, o)) there is X7 € T'ayos(u(-, t1)) for which r := | X; — Xo| < 7o
and t; > tg + r>T", and we search for a contradiction up to a suitable choice of i, 79 > 0.
Without loss of generality we may assume that X; = 0 and ¢; = 1. We define

w(X) = P22 (u(rX, to) — @O(TX))
and we observe that, by the scaling law of L,, and the definition of the extended obstacle cﬁo in (2.2),

|Low| < Crk+7_2_25]y|“ in By \ {w = 0}'.
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Using Lemma 7.4, Theorem 1.4 and Corollary 4.3, we obtain the following upper bound for w on Bs:
w(X) = 17272 (u(r X, o) — u(rX, 1)) + 77272 (u(rX, 1) - &°)

—r T EBEC —t) |y + (by? - @ - Ax) [y[** + Cr°

—Cry[** + by®*? 4 Cre.

Here A is a symmetric non-negative definite n X n matrix and b > 0 (see Corollary 4.3), & € (0, 1) is given by
Theorem 1.4, and we have used that (1 — tg) > r2*7,

We claim that w = 0 on B} /2 provided that 7 and 7 are chosen sufficiently small. This would imply that
X is in the interior of A(u(+, %)), contradicting the fact that Xy € I'(u(-,%p)). We will prove the claim with a
barrier argument. Let us define, for every Z € Bé /2 and 6 > 0,

<
<

n
bz6(X) =X - Z - (1—i—a+2> Yy’ + 6.

A simple computation shows that
Loy = —2(1+a)|y|* inRyHE
Moreover, a suitable choice of 7, 79, p > 0, independent of Z, ensures that, for every § > 0, on 8BP(Z ),

w(X) < ~Crlyl? + by + Cr

<2 (" 2) 2, 5< X
<p <1+a+ Y +0 <Yy 5(X),

choosing p = (Cr*)Y/2, 1 < a(1 — s) and g sufficiently small. This implies that w and Yz s cannot touch each
other on 0B,(Z) if § > 0. We now show that they cannot even touch each other in the interior of B,(Z), which
implies that w(Z) < 175(Z) = § for every § > 0, thus w(Z) = 0. In fact, since ¢z 5 > § > 0 on Ry, then
17,5 and w cannot touch at a point in {w = 0}’. On the other hand, if X € B,(Z) \ {w = 0}’ and r¢ is chosen
sufficiently small, then

Latpzs(X) = =2(1 4 a)|y|* < =CrF77272|y|* < Lyw(X),
which is impossible since w touches vz s from below at X. O

7.3. Other cleaning results. Here we collect some cleaning results for other subsets of the free boundary fol-
lowing from Proposition 2.9.

Proposition 7.5. Letu : By x [0, 1] — R be a family of solution to (1.7), (1.9) with obstacle o satisfying (1.2), with
k > 4. Then:
i) we have
{To345(u(, 1)) \ Tz (w5 1)) Jeefo,1) € Clean(3 — s); (7.1)
ii) there exists a constant o > 0, which depends on n and s, such that

a) ifs < 1/2, then

{Ts(u(- ) hepo,1) € Clean(3 — 2s + 0); (7.2)

b) if s > 1/2, then
{Tw(u(+,t)) }eejo) € Clean(2 + 0); (7.3)

iii) finally:

a) ifs < 1/2, then
{U>kiy(u(-, 1) Hiepo,1) € Clean(k + v — 1); (7.4)

b) if s > 1/2, then
{T'>k4q(u(- 1)) bepo,) € Clean(k + v — 2s). (7.5)

Proof. The cleaning results (7.1), (7.4) and (7.5) follow directly from Proposition 2.9. To get (7.2) and (7.3), we first
observe that there is a constant o > 0 such that I'y C I'>34,, for s <1/2and 'y C I'>949544, for s > 1/2, as
a consequence of the frequency gaps in Theorem 1.6. Then we conclude by Proposition 2.9 again. 0
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8. PROOF OF GENERIC REGULARITY

In this final section we combine the dimensional bounds of Section 6 with the cleaning results of Section 7 to
prove our main results on generic regularity, Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3. First, we prove the following lemma,
which gives the implication from Theorem 1.3 to Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 8.1. Letv : R™ x [0,1] — R be a solution of (1.3) with obstacle  satisfying (1.2), and let us assume
that {¢ > 0} CC R™. Letu : R"™! x [0,1] — R be such that, for everyt € [0,1], u(-,t) is the standard even
L,-harmonic extension of v (-, t) +t in R" 1. Then, up to a positive multiplicative constant, u is a family of solutions

to (1.7), (1.9).

Proof. First of all, up to re-scaling, we may assume that {¢ > 0} CC {z € R" : |z| < 1/2}. since v(-, 1) is a

solution of (1.3) with obstacle ¢ — ¢ and vanishing at co, then w(+,t) := v(+,t) + t is a solution with obstacle ¢

and limit ¢ at oo. In particular w(-,t) > w(-,t’) if ¢ > ¢, by the maximum principle. Now, u is given by
ly[**w(z 1)

u(x7 y7t) = Cn,s/ n+2s dZ

R (lz— 2 + [y?)
Hence u(-,t) > u(-,t') if t > ¢'. In addition, for (x,y) € 9B1 N {|y| > 1/2}, we have

2s /

y|“(w(z,t) —w(z,t
U(x,y,t)—u(m,y,t’):cn,s/ ™ (2) 2(n+zs))
m (= 2P+ yl?)

= EUCU R Y
R\ B/ '

>
— (1+|Z’)n+23

Observe that v(-,¢) > 0 in R™, provided that {¢ > t} # 0, since (—A)*v(-,t) > 0, v(-,t) > ¢ — t and v(-, 1)
decays at co. In particular, in this case
A(v(- 1)) C{p >t} C{p >0} cC {z e R" : [z] < 1/2}.
If instead {¢ > t} = (), then clearly v(-,¢) = 0. As a consequence, the function h := v(-,t') — v(-, t) satisfies
(-APh=0, 0<h<t—t in{zeR":|z]>1},
and also h(x) — 0 as |x| — oo. In particular, we can use the fundamental solution of the s-Laplacian as a
barrier to obtain a decay rate for h, namely h(z) < (t — t')|z|>*~™. Thus u(x,y,t) — u(z,y,t') > c(t —t') on
9By N {|y| > 1/2}, as desired. The uniform bound in C?*(By) for the family u : By x [0,1] — R comes from

the C1*-interior regularity of solutions to (1.7), together with the uniform bounds in L°°(By) coming from the
Poisson formula for w. g

Proposition 8.2. Let u be a solution to (1.7), (1.9) with obstacle p satisfying (1.2), withk > 4 and~y € (a™, 1). Let
7o : (X,t) — t be the standard projection. Then there are constants ) > 0 and o > 0, which depend onn and s,
such that the following holds.

(1) Ifn =1, then:
(i) 'S is discrete;
(ii) T% = 0;
(iii) Toqos = 0;
(iv) T>345 \ T'> 4 is discrete;
) { dimy (m2(P'>p4q)) < 1/(k 47y —1) ifs <1/
dimy (72 (T>k4y)) < 1/(E+7—=2s)  ifs>1/2
(i) Ty = 0.
(2) If n = 2, then:
() { dl:m}[(ﬂ'g(rg)) < 1/3 l:fs <1/2;
dimy(m2(T)) < 1/(4—25)  ifs>1/2
(ii) I'5 is discrete;
(iii) dimgy(m2(Tay2s)) < 1/(2+n);
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(iv) dimy(m2(L>345 \ T>p4)) < 1/(3 = s);

) { dimy(m2(P>piq)) < 2/(k+v—1) ifs <1/2;
dimy(m2(T>pyy)) < 2/(k+v—2s) ifs > 1/2;

(vi) Iy is discrete.

(3) If n = 3, then:

o { dmdmi) < 23 ifs < 1/2
dimy(m(T3)) < 2/(4—28)  ifs>1/2:

(ii) { dimH(ﬂ'Q(P%)) < 1/2 ifS < 1/2;
dimy (m2(I5)) < (1+s)/(4—2s)  ifs>1/2%

Tay2s)) <2/(2+1n);
Fosis \Topq)) <2/(3 = s);

(iii) dimgy(mo
(iv) dimgy (2

() { dimH(ﬂ'Q(F>k+7))_ < 3/(k+~v-1) ifs <1/2;
dimy(mo(Lspyy)) < 3/(k+v—2s) ifs > 1/2;
(vi) { dimy(m(Ty)) < 1/(3—2s+0) ifs <1/2;
dimy(m(Ty)) < 1/(2+0) ifs >1/2;
(4) If n > 4, then, for almost every t € [0, 1]:
o dimy (T (u(-,t) < n—4 ifs <1/2;
@) { dimy (T9(u(-,1))) < n—5+2s  ifs>1/2;
(ii) { dimy (T5(u(-, 1) < n—4 ifs <1/2;
dimy (T5(u(-,t))) < n—6/(1+s) ifs > 1/2;

(iii) dimyy(Lopos(u(-,t))) <n—3—;
(iv) dimy(D>345(u(+ 1)) \ Topay(u(, 1)) Sn—4+s;
dimy (P> g4 (u(-, 1)) n—k—-y+1 ifs<1/2, k+~y—-1<mn;
W) dimyy (72(L'> k1) n/(k+~y-1) ifs <1/2, k+~v—1>mn;
dimyy (> g (u(:, 1)) n—k—~vy+2s ifs>1/2, k+~v—2s<mn;
dimy (72 (T>p4~) n/(k+ -~y — 2s) ifs>1/2, k+~v—2s>mn;

VARVANVANIVAN

~— — —

dimy(m(Ty)) < 2/(3—2s+o0) ifs<1/2, n=4,

, dimy(Ty(u(-,t))) < n—5+42s—o0 ifs<1/2, n>25,
(vi) dimy(ms(T)) < 2/(2+0) ifs > 1/2, n— 4,
dimy(Ty(u(,t) < n—4—o0o ifs>1/2, n>25,
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Proof. 1t is enough to apply Lemma 2.5 on each subset of the free boundary combined with the results in Propo-

sition 6.1, Proposition 6.4, Proposition 7.1 Proposition 7.3 and Proposition 7.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Itis a direct consequence of Proposition 8.2, after splitting the degenerate set asin (1.13).

Proof of Theorem 1.1. It descends immediately from Theorem 1.3 via Lemma 8.1.

APPENDIX

O

g

O

A.1. Some useful facts about L,. Here we collect some useful properties of the operator L,. We start from

the following interior regularity estimates which were obtained in [FKS82] (see also [CSSo08]).

Proposition A.1 (Harnack Inequality, [CSS08, Proposition 2.2]). Letu : B, — R be a solution of Lyu = 0 in B,.

Ifu > 0in By, then

supu < C'inf u.
Br/Q Br/2
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Proposition A.2 (Interior estimates, [CSSo08, Section 2]). Letu : B, — R be a solution of Loyu = 0 in B;.. Then,
the following estimates hold:

c
sup‘V];u| < —oscu  foreveryk € N;
By/s r% B

C
k .
[VxU]CQ(BT/Q) < hraOScu for some o € (0,1) and every k € N;
2 a C
sup |0z, u + —0yu| < —o0scu.
B'r/2’ vy Yy Y ’ r2 B,

Next, we recall the following property of odd extensions, which can be easily obtained integrating by parts.
Proposition A.3. Letu € W12(Bf, |y|*)nC (Bif“) be a solution of

Low = 0  inBf,
u = 0 onBl.

Then, the odd extension u in By, defined as u(z,y) := (sgny)u(z, (sgny)y), belongs to W2(By, |y|*) and solves
L,u = 0in B;.

Proposition A.4 (Liouville-type results). Letu : R"*1 — R be a solution of Lyu = 0 in R™™!, and suppose that
(X)) < C(1+|X|[*) forsomek € N.
Then the following holds.

i) Ifu is even in y, then w is a polynomial.

ii) Ifu is odd in y, then there exists a polynomial p, even in y, for which u(z,y) = (sgny)|y|*p(z, y).
Proof. The first point is [CSSo8, Lemma 2.7]. Let us prove the second point by induction on k. If £ = 1, then by
Proposition A.2, 8?31/“ + (a/y)dyu = 0 in R"*!. Integrating this ODE in y at each fixed x € R", we deduce that
there exist two functions b, ¢ : R” — R for which u(x,y) = b(x)y|y|~®+ ¢(x). Since u is odd in y, we must have

¢ = 0. Moreover, again by Proposition A.2, V2b = 0, which means that b is a linear function, and we are done.
Let us now assume that k£ > 2 and that the thesis is true for every natural number less than k. Since,

8§yu + gayu = —Au,

and A, commutes with L, the function v := 92,u + (a/y)dyu solves Lyv = 0 in R"™! and its growth is
controlled by

[0(X)] < C(L+]X[*2).
from the inductive hypothesis, we deduce that v(z,y) = y|y|~*q(x, y), for some polynomial ¢, even in y. Multi-
plying both sides with |y|* we get

9y (ly|*Oyu) = ya(z,y),
and integrating in y we obtain d,u = |y|~*g(x, y) for some polynomial g, even in y. Integrating once more we

get the thesis. g

Lemma A.5 (Extension of polynomials, [GR19, Lemma 5.2]). Let ¢ : R™ — R be an homogeneous polynomial of
degree k. Then there is a unique homogeneous polynomial g : R"*1 — R of degree k such that

Lyg = 0 inR*+L,
E]v(vo) = q ian,
q(x,—y) = qlx,y)  for(z,y) e R™L

In particular, an homogeneous polynomial of degree k, which is L,-harmonic, even in y, and vanishes on the thin
space, must vanish identically.
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Proposition A.6 (Maximum principle, [CS14, Remark 4.2]). Letu € W1Y2(B,, |y|*) N C (E) be such that

—Lsu > 0 in B, \ {y = 0},
—limyoly|*Oyu(-,y) > 0 in{r e R":|z| <1},
u > 0 on 0B,.

Thenw > 0 in B,.. Moreover, eitheru = 0 oru > 0 in B, \ {y = 0}.

Lemma A.7 (Hopf Lemma, [CS14, Proposition 4.11]). Letu € WY2(B,, |[y|*) N C (Fﬁ) be such that

—L,u > 0 in BT,
u > 0 in B;f,
u(0) = 0.

Then lim inf, o ya@ > 0. In addition, if y*Oyu € C (Bi;"), then lim, o y*0,u(0,y) > 0.

A.2. The very thin obstacle problem. Next, we recall some results related to the very thin obstacle problem
(3.8) (see [FJ21, Section 8] for more details).

Proposition A.8 ([FJ21, Lemma 8.1]). Let L = {x, = y = 0} and u € WY2(By, |y|*) N C(By) be such that
Lou =0 inR" 1\ L. Then
Lou = folu](z")H" 1L,

where fo[u] : R"~! — R is defined as

falu](z") := lim uy (2!, 0, y)|y|* dH. (A1)

40 Jop,
Here,
D, == {(2n,y) : 2p +y* <&}, Uy (2, Ty, y) = Vg, yu(2', xn,y) v ondDy,

and v = (xy,,y)/e is the unit normal to 0 Dk.

Proposition A.g9 (Hopf lemma in the very thin case). Let L = {x,, = y = 0} andu € W12(By, |y|*) N C(By)
be such that

—L,u > 0 in By \ L,
u > 0  inB\L,
u(0) = 0.

Then lim inf, | faDE MM“ dH! > 0. In addition, ife — faDE (0, 2, y)|y|* dH is well-defined and has

)

alimit ase | 0, then fq[u](0) > 0, where f,[u] is defined in (A.1).
Proof. We will use a barrier argument, similar to the one in [CS14, Proposition 4.11]. Consider the open set
Cr = {(z', zp,y) e R" . 2] <1/2, 0 < 22 + 92 < r?}.
Given a constant A > 0 to be chosen later, we define the barrier
W2, y) = (@) (1 + AP,
where ¢ : {2/ € R"!: |2/| < 1/2} — R s the first eigenfunction of the Laplacian with zero Dirichlet boundary
conditions in {2’ € R"™! : |2/| < 1/2}, that is to say
~Ag¢p = Mo in{z' e R"1:|2| < 1/2},
» = 0 on {z' e R*!: |2/| = 1/2},
»(0) > 0.
Here \; > 0 is the first eigenvalue, and ¢ > 0 on {2’ € R"~! : |2/| < 1/2}. We may compute, in C,,
2

Low = [yl (@n.y) {A<2 +20) = M(1L+ Ay?) —dad 5 } o)

> y1°|(za, y) |7 {AQ2 = 20) = M (1 + Ay?) } 6(2).
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Hence, up to choosing A large and r small, we get that w is L,-subharmonic in C,.. Notice also that
w=0 on{|2|=1/2, 22 +y* <r*}U{z, =y =0}
In particular, by the positivity and continuity of u out of {z,, = y = 0}, there exists > 0 small enough so that
u > 0w ondC,.

Then, by the comparison principle, ©v > dw in C,, thus

lim inf / WO Y) 10 g2l > i in / 50O T Y) ) a a
o Jap. £ 0 Jop. €

. |y 1
> lim mf][ cdp(0)————dH" >0,
St A G

which concludes the proof. 0

Proposition A.10 ([FJ21, Lemma 8.18]). Let u : R?> — R be a k-homogeneous non-zero solution of the very thin
obstacle problem (3.8) in R?. Then k € {—a} UN>1.
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