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Abstract. We establish generic regularity results of free boundaries for solutions of the obstacle problem for the

fractional Laplacian (−∆)s
. 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 : Rn → R of the fractional obstacle problem
(−∆)sv = 0 in Rn \ {v = φ},
(−∆)sv ≥ 0 in Rn,

v ≥ φ in Rn,
v(x) → 0 as |x| → ∞,

(1.1)

where, for every s ∈ (0, 1), the operator (−∆)s
is the fractional Laplacian, defined as

(−∆)sv(x) := cn,s P.V.

ˆ
Rn

v(x) − v(z)
|x− z|n+2s

dz

and cn,s > 0 is a normalization constant. The obstacle φ : Rn → R is such that

φ ∈ Ck,γ(Rn) for some k ≥ 2, γ ∈ (0, 1) and {φ > 0} ⊂⊂ Rn. (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; CT04; Ser15; CDM16]. The obstacle problem for the fractional Laplacian (1.1) was

intensely studied in the past years by the mathematical community; see [Caf79; AC04; Sil07; ACS08; CSS08; GP09;

KPS15; DS16; GPS16; FS16; GPPS17; FS18; CSV20; FS22; SY22a; SY22b; SY23; FJ21; FR21; FS24c; Car24; CV24].

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 byminimizing 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

Λ(v) := {x ∈ Rn : v(x) = φ(x)},
we see directly from (1.1) and (1.2), that v is regular in both the interiors of Λ(v) and of its complementary

Rn \ Λ(v). Less obvious is the behavior of the solution across the free boundary

Γ(v) := ∂Λ(v).

In [AC04; ACS08; CSS08] the authors proved the optimal C1,s
loc

-regularity of the solution, as well as the following

splitting of the free boundary into regular and degenerate points:

Γ(v) = Reg(v) ∪ Deg(v).

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

Reg(v) :=
{
x ∈ Γ(v) : 0 < cr1+s ≤ sup

Br(x)
(v − φ) ≤ Cr1+s

for every r ∈ (0, r0)
}
,

Deg(v) :=
{
x ∈ Γ(v) : 0 ≤ sup

Br(x)
(v − φ) ≤ Cr2

for every r ∈ (0, r0)
}
.

The set Reg(v) is an openC1,α
-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 [GP09; 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 [Mon03] 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 ([Mon03; FRS20;

FR21; FT23]), we use a measure theoretic notion of genericity (in the sense of prevalence, see [HSY92; OY05]), 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) : Rn × [0, 1] → R with obstacle φ− t, for t ∈ [0, 1],
(−∆)sv(·, t) = 0 in Rn \ {v(·, t) = φ− t},
(−∆)sv(·, t) ≥ 0 in Rn,

v(·, t) ≥ φ− t in Rn,
v(x, t) → 0 as |x| → +∞,

(1.3)

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

Theorem 1.1. Let v : Rn × [0, 1] → R be a family of solutions of (1.3), with obstacle φ satisfying (1.2), with k = 4
and γ ∈ (a−, 1], where a := 1 − 2s. Then, there is α > 0 depending only on n, s and γ such that, for almost every
t ∈ [0, 1], we have:

• if n ≤ 3, Deg(v(·, t)) = ∅;
• if n ≥ 4, dimH(Deg(v(·, t))) ≤ n− 3 − α.

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. Let v : Rn × [0, 1] → R be a family of solutions of (1.3), with obstacle φ ∈ C∞(Rn) satisfying
{φ > 0} ⊂⊂ Rn. Then, if n ≤ 3, the free boundary Γ(v(·, t)) is a C∞-manifold of dimension n − 1, for almost
every t ∈ [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 Rn+1
via the celebrated Caffarelli-Silvestre extension procedure (see [CS07]). Using

the notation X = (x, y) ∈ Rn × R for a point in Rn+1
, and calling a := 1 − 2s ∈ (−1, 1), we consider the

degenerate/singular elliptic operator

Lau := divx,y(|y|a∇x,yu), u : Rn+1 → R.
Given a bounded function v : Rn → R, we consider its standard even La-harmonic extension u : Rn+1 → R,
satisfying 

Lau = 0 in Rn+1 \ (Rn × {0}) ,
u(·, 0) = v in Rn,
u(x, y) = u(x,−y) for (x, y) ∈ Rn+1,

(1.4)

which is obtained by convolution as u(·, y) = Pa(·, y) ∗ v with the corresponding Poisson kernel (see [CS07;

FR24])

Pa(x, y) := Cn,a
|y|1−2a

(|x|2 + |y|2)
n+1−a

2
. (1.5)

Using such an extension, one gets the following local formula (in one extra dimension) for the non-local operator

(−∆)s
in Rn

:

(−∆)sv(x) = − lim
y↓0

ya∂yu(x, y). (1.6)

In particular, if B1 is the unit ball in Rn+1
and B′

1 := B1 ∩ {y = 0}, given v : Rn → R a solution to (1.1) for

some obstacle φ satisfying (1.2), its extension u is a solution of
−Lau = 0 in B1 \ ({u(·, 0) = φ} × {0}) ,
−Lau ≥ 0 in B1,
u(x, 0) ≥ φ(x) for (x, 0) ∈ B′

1,
u(x, y) = u(x,−y) for (x, y) ∈ B1.

(1.7)

This fact is easily obtained noticing that (1.4) implies

Lau = 2
(

lim
y↓0

ya∂yu(·, y)
)

Hn B′
1. (1.8)

Problem (1.7) is called the thin obstacle problem for the operatorLa, since now the obstacle lives in a “thin” domain

{y = 0}, of codimension 1. When we consider a solution u : B1 → R of the extended problem (1.7), we denote

the contact set and the free boundary as

Λ(u) := {u(·, 0) = φ} × {0} , Γ(u) := ∂′Γ(u),
where ∂′

stands for the boundary in the relative topology of Rn × {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 : B1 × [0, 1] → R such that u(·, t) solves (1.7) for every t ∈ [0, 1]
and the following conditions hold:

∥u(·, t)∥C2s(B1) ≤ 1,
u(·, t′) − u(·, t) ≥ 0 in B1,
u(·, t′) − u(·, t) ≥ t′ − t in ∂B1 ∩ {|y| ≥ 1/2} ,

for every − 1 ≤ t < t′ ≤ 1. (1.9)

In the extended framework we will prove the following theorem.

Theorem 1.3. Let u : B1 × [0, 1] → R be a family of solutions of (1.7), (1.9), with obstacle φ satisfying (1.2), with
k = 4 and γ ∈ (a−, 1]. Then, there is α > 0 depending only on n, s and γ such that, for almost every t ∈ [0, 1], we
have:
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• if n ≤ 3, Deg(u(·, t)) = ∅;
• if n ≥ 4, dimH(Deg(u(·, t))) ≤ n− 3 − α.

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 φ 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 ≤ 1/2 and s > 1/2 is 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

[ACS08; CSS08; GR19]), for a solution u : B1 → R of (1.7), points X0 ∈ Λ(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

φ aroundX0, whenever strictly less than the regularity of φ. More precisely, the frequency atX0 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 ũX0
, a suitable extension of u(·, 0)−φ to Rn+1

(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

An,s := {λ ∈ R : there is a non-zero λ-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

A1,s = {2m}m∈N ∪ {2m+ 2s}m∈N ∪ {2m+ 1 + s}m∈N ⊂ An,s. (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 Λλ(u) and the free boundary Γλ(u) corresponding to admissible frequencies λ ∈ An,s. The following

are some of the main known results in this direction.

• At points with frequency 1 + s, the blow-up is unique and coincides, up to a rotation, with a positive

multiple of an even La-harmonic extension of (x1)1+s
+ to Rn+1

. Moreover, the rate of convergence to the

blow-up is polynomial. As a consequence, Γ1+s(u) = Λ1+s(u) = Reg(u) is an open C1,α
-manifold of

dimension (n − 1) inside the free boundary. We refer to [ACS08; CSS08; GPS16; FS16; GPPS17; CSV20;

Car24].

• At points with frequency 2m, the blow-up is unique and it is a 2m-homogeneous La-harmonic poly-

nomial, non-negative on the thin space. The rate of convergence to the blow-up is logarithmic. As a

consequence, Γ2m(u) = Λ2m(u) is contained in the union of at most countably many C1,log
-manifolds

of dimension less than or equal to n− 1. We refer to [GP09; GR19; CSV20; Car24].

• 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, Λ2m(u) is contained in the union of at most countably manyC1,α
-manifolds of dimension

less than or equal to n− 1. We refer to [FS18; FRS20; Fer22; SY23; CV24].

• 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

P2m+2s :=
{
p : Lap = 0 in {y ̸= 0}, −Lap ≥ 0 in Rn+1,∇p ·X = (2m+ 2s)p,

p ≡ 0 on {y = 0}, p(x, y) = p(x,−y), p(x, y) = |y|2sq(x, y), q polynomial

}
.

(1.12)
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coincides with the class of all (2m+ 2s)-homogeneous functions in Rn+1
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 φ satisfying (1.2). Suppose that 0 ∈ Λ2m+2s(u) with 2m + 2s < k + γ, and let
ũ := ũ0 as in (2.3). Then, there exist r0 > 0 and a non-zero p ∈ P2m+2s such that

∥ũ− p∥L∞(Br) ≤ Cr2m+2s+α for every r ∈ (0, r0),
where C > 0 and α ∈ (0, 1) depend on n, s,m, φ, k, γ and ∥u∥L∞(B1).

As a consequence of Theorem 1.4, we get the stratification of the contact set Λ2m+2s(u). This is obtained

with standard arguments based on the combination of Whitney’s extension theorem with the implicit function

theorem.

Corollary 1.5 (Stratification ofΛ2m+2s(u)). Let u be a solution of (1.7), with obstacleφ satisfying (1.2), and suppose
that 2m+ 2s < k + γ. Then, the set Λ2m+2s(u) is contained in the union of at most countably many manifolds of
class C1,α. More precisely

Λ2m+2s(u) =
n−1⋃
j=1

Λj
2m+2s(u),

where Λj
2m+2s(u) is locally contained in a j-dimensional manifold of class C1,α, for every j ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1}.

1.4. Explicit frequency gaps. One of themost challenging open problems in the study of the thin obstacle prob-

lem (1.7) is the characterization of the set of admissible frequencies An,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∗
n,s := An,s \ A1,s

is still missing. A well-known fact, coming from the classification of convex blow-ups, is that A∗
n,s ⊂ (2,+∞)

(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 A1,s. More precisely, in [CSV20; SY22b], for s = 1/2, and then

in [Car24] for s ∈ (0, 1), the authors proved that even frequencies 2m are isolated in An,s. 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), withm ∈ N. In addition, as it is shown in the forthcoming [FS24b], the set of “other frequencies”

is not empty as soon as n+ 1 ≥ 3.
The generic regularity for the fractional obstacle problem up to dimension 3 requires as a crucial step to know

that An,s ∩ (2, 1 + 2s + σ) = ∅, for some small σ > 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 An,s be the set of admissible frequencies in dimension n + 1 from (1.10) and
let A∗

n,s := An,s \ A1,s be the set of "other frequencies". Then, for every m ∈ N, there exist constants c±
n,s,m > 0,

depending only on n, s andm, such that:
• if s ≤ 1/2, then

A∗
n,s ∩ (2m− 1 + 2s− c−

n,s,m, 2m+ 1 + c+
n,s,m) = ∅;
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• if s > 1/2, then
A∗

n,s ∩ (2m− c−
n,s,m, 2m+ 2s+ c+

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 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

as s < 1/2.

Figure 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 φ ̸≡ 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 u : B1 × [0, 1] → R, a family of solutions of (1.7), (1.9), with obstacle φ satisfying

(1.2), with k = 4 and γ ∈ (a−, 1]. We use bold font to indicate the union of sets over all t ∈ [0, 1]. Namely, we

denote by

Γ(u) :=
⋃

t∈[0,1]
Γ(u(·, t)) = Reg(u) ∪ Deg(u),

where

Reg(u) :=
⋃

t∈[0,1]
Reg(u(·, t)), Deg(u) :=

⋃
t∈[0,1]

Deg(u(·, t)).

We may split the whole degenerate set according to different values of the frequency:

Deg(u) = Γo
2 ∪ Γa

2 ∪ Γ2+2s ∪ (Γ≥3+s \ Γ≥4+γ) ∪ Γ≥4+γ ∪ Γ∗, (1.13)

where (see (2.7) and (3.9)),

i) Γo
2 and Γa

2 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) Γ2+2s are the points with frequency 2 + 2s.
iii) Γ≥λ are the points with frequency greater than or equal to λ.

iv) Γ∗ 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.

• 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 φ ̸≡ 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 Γo
2 and Γa

2, 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 La-harmonic polynomial. This dichotomy, first obtained in [FJ21], descends from the fact

that (n− 1)-dimensional sets have zero La-harmonic capacity if and only if s ≤ 1/2.
• 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 Γ2+2s (see Proposition 7.3).

• 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 + 2s 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 Γ∗, when s > 1/2 (see Proposition 7.5).

• In Section 6, we prove the following dimensional bounds (see Proposition 6.1 and Proposition 6.4):

dimH(Γ≥2 \ Γ≥4+γ) ≤ n− 1, dimH(Γ∗) ≤ n− 2, dimH(Γa
2) ≤ 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 φ ≡ 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).

• 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:

{Γo
2(u(·, t)}t∈[0,1]} ∈

{
Clean(3) if s ≤ 1/2,
Clean(4 − 2s) if s > 1/2,

{Γ2+2s(u(·, t))}t∈[0,1]} ∈ Clean(2 + η), for some η > 0.
Here, for a family of sets {Et}t∈[0,1] and a number β > 0, the notation {Et}t∈[0,1] ∈ Clean(β) is intro-
duced in Definition 2.8, meaning, roughly speaking, that t 7→ Et detaches from Et0 with rate at least

|t − t0|1/β
. These cleaning results follow by an expansion of the solution near the corresponding free

boundary points and barrier arguments. Concerning the set Γo
2, the difference between the cases s ≤ 1/2

and s > 1/2 is due to the fact that, when s > 1/2, the second blow-up can either be La-harmonic or solve

the very thin obstacle problem (3.8). Regarding the set Γ2+2s, 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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• 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 dimHΓ Cleaning exponent Generic dimHΓ
Γo

2 n− 1 3 n− 4
Γa

2 n− 2 2 n− 4
Γ2+2s n− 1 2 + η n− 3 − η

Γ≥3+s \ Γ≥4+γ n− 1 3 − s n− 4 + s
Γ≥4+γ n 3 + γ n− 3 − γ

Γ∗ n− 2 3 − 2s+ σ n− 5 + 2s− σ

Table 1. The case s ≤ 1/2

Set dimHΓ Cleaning exponent Generic dimHΓ
Γo

2 n− 1 4 − 2s n− 5 + 2s
Γa

2 n− 2 (4 − 2s)/(1 + s) n− 6/(1 + s)
Γ2+2s n− 1 2 + η n− 3 − η

Γ≥3+s \ Γ≥4+γ n− 1 3 − s n− 4 + s
Γ≥4+γ n 4 + γ − 2s n− 4 − γ + 2s

Γ∗ n− 2 2 + σ n− 4 − σ

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 η > 0 and σ > 0 are constants depending only on n and s.
More precisely, η 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, σ 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 γ ∈ (a−, 1] to estimate the generic dimension of Γ≥4+γ in the case s > 1/2.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Notations. Throughout the paper we will make use of the following notations.

• We assume that n ∈ N, s ∈ (0, 1), a := 1 − 2s ∈ (−1, 1) and the obstacle φ satisfying (1.2) are fixed.

• Points in Rn+1
will be indicated by capital letters. We typically split X ∈ Rn+1

in its two components

X = (x, y) ∈ Rn × R. Balls in Rn+1
are indicated by Br(X0) :=

{
X ∈ Rn+1 : |X −X0| < r

}
.

• For every given set E ⊂ Rn+1
, we call

E+ := E ∩ {y > 0}, E′ := E ∩ {y = 0}, E− := E ∩ {y < 0}.

When E = Rn+1
, we write for simplicity

Rn+1
± := (Rn+1)±, Rn+1

0 := (Rn+1)′.

• For a given open set Ω ⊂ Rn+1
, we denote by L2(Ω, |y|a) and W 1,2(Ω, |y|a) the spaces of square inte-

grable functions and Sobolev functions in Ω with respect to the weighted measure |y|aL n+1
. Similarly,

wheneverΣ ⊂ ∂BR is an open set of the sphere ∂BR, thenL
2(Σ, |y|a) andW 1,2(Σ, |y|a)will indicate the

spaces of square integrable functions and Sobolev functions in Σ with respect to the weighted measure

|y|aHn
.
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• For a given open set Ω ⊂ Rn+1
, we define

C1,α
a (Ω) := {w ∈ C1(Ω) : ∥w∥

C1,α
a

< +∞},

where

∥w∥
C1,α

a (Ω) := ∥w∥L∞(Ω) + ∥∇xw∥Cα(Ω) + ∥|y|a∂yw∥Cα(Ω).

2.2. Almgren’s frequency function. Given a general v ∈ W 1,2
loc

(Rn+1, |y|a) and a point X0 = (x0, 0) ∈
Rn × {0} on the thin space, we define the following quantities, for every r > 0:

HX0(r, v) :=
ˆ

∂Br(X0)
|v|2|y|a dHn, DX0(r, v) :=

ˆ
Br(X0)

|∇v|2|y|a dX. (2.1)

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

function, namely:

NX0(r, v) := rDX0(r, v)
HX0(r, v) .

Indeed, in [ACS08; CSS08] it was proved that if u is a solution of (1.7) with zero obstacleφ ≡ 0 andX0 ∈ Λ(u) is a
contact point, then r 7→ NX0(r, u) is non-decreasing and so, the limiting valueNX0(0+, u) := limr↓0N

X0(r, u)
is well-defined. It is called the “frequency” atX0, and gives precise information about the local behavior of u near
X0. 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 φ satisfies (1.2). Let QX0 : Rn → R be the k-th order Taylor polynomial of

φ at X0, and let Q̃X0 : Rn+1 → R be the even La-harmonic extension of QX0
to the whole Rn+1

, which is

well-defined by Lemma A.5. We call

φ̃X0(x, y) := φ(x) −QX0(x) + Q̃X0(x, y). (2.2)

Then, the function

ũX0(x, y) := u(x, y) − φ̃X0(x, y). (2.3)

is an even La-harmonic extension of u(·, 0) − φ to the whole Rn+1
, and moreover, by construction, it solves a

thin obstacle problem with zero obstacle and a suitable right-hand side:
−Laũ

X0(x, y) = gX0(x)|y|a for (x, y) ∈ B1 \ {ũX0 = 0}′,
−Laũ

X0(x, y) ≥ gX0(x)|y|a for (x, y) ∈ B1,
ũX0(x, 0) ≥ 0 for (x, 0) ∈ B′

1,
ũX0(x, y) = ũX0(x,−y) for (x, y) ∈ B1.

(2.4)

Here gX0(x) :=
(
∆xφ(x) − ∆xQ

X0(x)
)
satisfies the estimate

|gX0(x)| ≤ C|x− x0|k+γ−2
for every x ∈ Rn : |x| < 1, (2.5)

where C = C(φ) > 0 depends on φ, n, k and γ as can be easily obtained by Taylor-expanding gX0
around x0.

In the sequel we will drop the superscript X0 whenever X0 = 0.
We now recall from [GR19] themonotonicity of a “truncated” Almgren’s frequency function, with the existence

of blow-up limits.

Proposition 2.1 ([GR19, Section 6]). Let u be a solution of (1.7)with obstacleφ satisfying (1.2) and ∥u∥L∞(B1) ≤ 1.
Given θ ∈ (0, γ), there exist C0, r0 > 0, such that, for every X0 ∈ Λ(u), the function

r 7→ ϕX0(r, u) := (r + C0r
1+θ) d

dr
log max

{
HX0(r, ũX0), rn+a+2(k+γ−θ)

}
is non-decreasing in (0, r0). In particular it is well-defined ϕX0(0+, u) := limr↓0 ϕ

X0(r, u) and

ϕX0(0+, u) ∈ {n+ 3} ∪ [n+ a+ 4, n+ a+ 2(k + γ)].

If in addition ϕX0(0+, u) = n+ a+ 2λ, for some λ < k + γ, then the following holds.
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i) NX0(0+, ũX0) = λ. Moreover, there exists C > 0 such that

HX0(r, ũX0) ≤ Crn+a+2λ for every r ∈ (0, r0),
and, for every ε > 0, there exist Cε > 0 and rε ∈ (0, r0) such that

HX0(r, ũX0) ≥ Cεr
n+a+2λ+ε for every r ∈ (0, rε).

ii) For every rj ↓ 0, the blow-up sequence

ũX0
rj

:= ũX0(X0 + rj ·)
∥ũX0(X0 + rj ·)∥L2(∂B1,|y|a)

is uniformly bounded inW 1,2
loc (Rn+1, |y|a) and in C1,s

a,loc(R
n+1
+ ). In particular, up to subsequences, ũX0

rj
con-

verges to some p strongly inW 1,2
loc (Rn+1, |y|a) and in C1,α

a,loc(R
n+1
+ ), for any α ∈ (0, s), and p is a non-zero

global λ-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 u : B1 → R be a solution to

(1.7), with obstacle φ satisfying (1.2). For every λ < k + γ, 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 λ:

Γλ(u) :=
{
X0 ∈ Γ(u) : NX0(0+, ũX0) = λ

}
, Λλ(u) :=

{
X0 ∈ Λ(u) : NX0(0+, ũX0) = λ

}
. (2.6)

We also denote, for every λ ≤ k + γ, the set of free boundary points with frequency larger than λ as

Γ≥λ(u) := Γ(u) \
⋃

µ<λ

Γµ(u).

Remember the definition of the set of admissible homogeneities An,s 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) A0,s = {2s};
ii) A1,s =

⋃
m∈N {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

dimension n+ 1 = 2:
Γ∗(u) :=

⋃
λ∈(2,k+γ)\A1,s

Γλ(u).

For a family of solutions u : B1 × [0, 1] → R of (1.7), (1.9), we use bold font to denote the corresponding

subsets of the union of free boundaries over t ∈ [0, 1]:

Γλ :=
⋃

t∈[0,1]
Γλ(u(·, t)), Γ≥λ :=

⋃
t∈[0,1]

Γ≥λ(u(·, t)), Γ∗ :=
⋃

t∈[0,1]
Γ∗(u(·, t)). (2.7)

2.3. The Weiss energy. Next we recall the definition and some basic properties of the Weiss energy. Given

v ∈ W 1,2
loc

(Rn+1, |y|a), λ ∈ R and r > 0, we call

Wλ(r, v) := rD(r, v) − λH(r, v)
rn+a+2λ

. (2.8)

For a solution u of (1.7) with non-zero obstacle, calling ũ = ũ0
and g = g0

the right-hand side in (2.4), we will

consider the following modification of the Weiss energy:

W̃λ(r, ũ) := Wλ(r, ũ) − 1
rn+a+2λ−1

ˆ
Br

ũg|y|a 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), ũ minimizes the functional

v 7→ Wλ(v) − 1
rn+a+2λ−1

ˆ
B1

vg|y|a dX
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among all functions v ∈ W 1,2(B1, |y|a) even in y, such that v ≥ 0 on B′
1 and v|∂B1 = ũ|∂B1 .

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 φ satisfying (1.2). Suppose
that 0 ∈ Λλ(u) for some λ < k + γ, and call ũ = ũ0. Then there is a constant C

W̃
= C

W̃
(ũ) > 0 for which

d

dr

(
W̃λ(r, ũ) + C

W̃
rk+γ−λ

)
≥ 2
rn+a+2λ+1

ˆ
∂Br(X0)

(∇ũ ·X − λũ)2|y|a dHn

for every r ∈ (0, 1). Moreover W̃λ(0+, ũ) := limr↓0 W̃λ(r, ũ) = 0. In particular,

W̃λ(0+, ũ) ≥ −C
W̃
rk+γ−λ for every r ∈ (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

P2 := {p polynomial : Lap = 0, ∇p ·X = 2p, p(x, 0) ≥ 0, p(x, y) = p(x,−y)}.

Then it is well-known (see [GP09; GR19]) that the admissible blow-ups at quadratic points are exactly the poly-

nomials in P2. 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 φ satisfying (1.2). Suppose that 0 ∈ Λ2(u), and let ũ := ũ0 as in (2.3). Then, there exist r0 > 0 a
non-zero p ∈ P2, such that

∥ũ− p∥L∞(Br) ≤ Cr2(− log(r))−c for every r ∈ (0, r0),

where C > 0 and c ∈ (0, 1) depend on n, s, φ, γ and ∥u∥L∞(B1).

For a non-zero polynomial p ∈ P2 we define the “spine” as the linear subspace of directions in the thin space

along which p is invariant:

L(p) := {ξ ∈ Rn × {0} : ∇p · ξ ≡ 0} = {(x, 0) ∈ Rn+1
0 : p(x, 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) := dimL(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 [FRS20].

Lemma 2.5 ([FRS20, Corollary 7.8]). Consider a family of sets {Et}t∈[0,1] with Et ⊂ Rn, and let E :=
⋃

t∈[0,1]
Et.

Let 1 ≤ α ≤ n, and assume that the following hold:
i) dimHE ≤ α;
ii) for all ε > 0, t0 ∈ [0, 1] and X0 ∈ Et0 , there exists ρ > 0 such that

{X ∈ Bρ(X0) : t > t0 + |X −X0|β−ε} ∩ Et = ∅ for every t ∈ [0, 1].

Then:
a) if β > α, dimH ({t : Et ̸= ∅}) ≤ α/β;
b) if β ≤ α, dimH (Et) ≤ α− β, 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 α and β.
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 ⊂ Rn and f : E → R be any function. Assume that for every ε > 0 and
x ∈ E there exists ρ > 0 such that, for all r ∈ (0, ρ),

E ∩Br(x) ∩ f−1 ([f(x) − ρ, f(x) + ρ]) ⊂ {y : dist(y,Πx,r) ≤ εr} ,
for somem-dimensional space Πx,r passing through x. Then, dimH(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 dimH(E) > m, then there exist ε > 0 and X ∈ E such that, for every ρ > 0, there exists
r ∈ (0, ρ) for which, given anym-dimensional plane Π passing through X , we have

E ∩Br(X) ∩ f−1 ([f(X) − ρ, f(X) + ρ]) ⊈ {Y : dist(Y,Π) ≤ εr} .

In particular, there exist a sequence of radii rj ↓ 0 and (m+ 1) sequences of points X1
j , . . . , X

m+1
j ∈ E for which

|Xℓ
j −X| ≤ rj ,

Xℓ
j −X

rj
→ Y ℓ ̸= 0, f(Xℓ

j ) → f(X),

and such that Y 1, . . . , Y m+1 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}t∈[0,1] andE be as in Lemma 2.5. Given a number β > 0, we say thatE is cleaned up with
rate β if condition ii) of Lemma 2.5 holds. In this case, we write

{Et}t∈[0,1] ∈ Clean(β).

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 u : B1 × [0, 1] → R be a family of solutions of
(1.7) (1.9), with obstacle φ satisfying (1.2). Then

i) For every λ ≥ 1 + s such that λ ≤ min{k + γ, k + γ − a}, we have
{Γ≥λ(u(·, t))}t∈[0,1] ∈ Clean(λ− 2s).

ii) Regarding quadratic free boundary points:

a) if s ≤ 1/2 we have
{Γ2(u(·, t))}t∈[0,1] ∈ Clean(2);

b) if s > 1/2 we have

{Γ2(u(·, t))}t∈[0,1] ∈ Clean
(4 − 2s

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 φ satisfying
(1.2). Then the function τ : Γ → [0, 1] which assigns to any X0 ∈ Γ(u) the unique t0 =: τ(X0) ∈ [0, 1] such that
X0 ∈ Γ(u(·, t0)) is well-defined and continuous. Moreover, for every ε > 0, the map

Γ ∩B1−ε ∋ X0 7→ ũX0(X0 + ·, τ(X0))
is continuous with respect to the uniform convergence.

3. The second blow-up at qadratic 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 β > 0, and we call, for any v ∈ W 1,2(B1, |y|a) and r > 0,

D̃(r, v) := D(r, v) + βrn+a+2β−1, H̃(r, v) := H(r, v) + rn+a+2β,
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where D and H were defined in (2.1). Then, we consider the modified Almgren’s frequency function

Ñ(r, v) := rD̃(r, v)
H̃(r, v)

.

Finally, whenever Lav is a measure and v is continuous, we define

F (r, v) :=
ˆ

Br

vLav. (3.1)

For a non-zero polynomial p ∈ P2, recall also the definitions of the spine L(p) and its dimensionm(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 φ satisfying (1.2) and ∥u∥L∞(B1) ≤ 1. Given X0 ∈
Γ2(u), let p ∈ P2 be an admissible blow-up, and call v := ũX0(X0 + ·) − p, where ũX0 is given by (2.4). Let β > 0
be such that k + γ + 2 − 2β > 0. Then, there exist constants C, r0 > 0 such that

r 7→ N̂(r, v) := eCrk+γ+2−2β
(
Ñ(r, v) + Crk+γ+2−2β

)
is non-decreasing in (0, r0). More precisely,

d

dr
N̂(r, v) ≥ r

F (r, v)2

H̃(r, v)2
for every r ∈ (0, r0), (3.2)

where F is defined in (3.1). In particular, Ñ(0+, v) := limr↓0 Ñ(r, v) is well-defined, and

Ñ(0+, v) ∈ [2, β]. (3.3)

In addition, the following facts hold.

i) If 0 < r < R < r0 are such that λ ≤ Ñ(ρ, v) ≤ λ for every ρ ∈ [r,R], then, for every ε > 0, there is
Cε > 0 such that

c

(
R

r

)n+a+2λ

≤ H̃(R, v)
H̃(r, v)

≤ Cε

(
R

r

)n+a+2λ+ε

(3.4)

for some constant c > 0.
ii) For every λ ≤ Ñ(0+, v), the following Monneau-type monotonicity formula holds:

d

dr

(
H̃(r, v)
rn+a+2λ

eCrn+a+2λ

)
≥ 0 for every r ∈ (0, r0). (3.5)

iii) Suppose now that p ∈ P2 is the first blow-up of ũX0 at X0 and that Ñ(0+, v) < β. Then, for every rj ↓ 0,
the blow-up sequence

vrj := v(rj ·)
∥v(rj ·)∥L2(∂B1,|y|a)

(3.6)

is uniformly bounded in W 1,2
loc (Rn+1, |y|a). In particular, up to subsequences, it weakly converges in such

space to a non-zero function q which is λ-homogeneous, with λ = N(0+, v). Moreover, if k+ γ + 2 − 2β >
λ− 2, then the following orthogonality properties hold:ˆ

∂B1

pq dHn = 0 and
ˆ

∂B1

p̄q dHn ≤ 0 for every p̄ ∈ P2. (3.7)

Finally
a) If s ≤ 1/2 orm(p) ≤ n− 2, then q is an La-harmonic polynomial and λ ∈ N≥2.
b) If s > 1/2 andm(p) = n− 1, then q is a solution of the very thin obstacle problem on L(p), namely:

−Laq = 0 in Rn+1 \ L(p),
−Laq ≥ 0 in Rn+1,
qLaq = 0 in Rn+1,

q ≥ 0 on L(p),
q(x, y) = q(x,−y) for (x, y) ∈ Rn+1.

(3.8)
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Moreover, in this case, λ ≥ 2 + ω for some constant ω ∈ (0, 1) depending only on n and s.

Wenow consider a solution u of (1.7) with obstacleφ satisfying (1.2). For everyX0 ∈ Γ2(u) let us call pX0 ∈ P2
the first blow-up of ũX0

atX0, and v
X0 = ũX0(X0 + ·)−pX0

. In order to define a partition of the set of quadratic

points Γ2(u), we take
k ≥ 4 and β = 3.

Then, thanks to Proposition 3.1, we may define, for every λ ∈ [2, 3),

Γ2,λ(u) := {X0 ∈ Γ2(u) : N(0+, vX0) = λ}
and, for every λ ∈ [2, 3],

Γ2,≥λ(u) := Γ2(u) \
⋃

µ<λ

Γ2,µ(u).

We thus introduce the sets of ordinary and anomalous quadratic points as follows:

Γo
2(u) := Γ2,≥3(u), Γa

2(u) := Γ2(u) \ Γo
2(u) =

⋃
λ∈[2,3)

Γ2,λ(u).

Finally, for a family of solutions u : B1 × [0, 1] → R of (1.7) and (1.9) we use the notations

Γo
2 :=

⋃
t∈[0,1]

Γo
2(u(·, t)), Γa

2 :=
⋃

t∈[0,1]
Γa

2(u(·, t)). (3.9)

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 thatX0 = 0, and we set ũ := ũ0
. Let us start with

some preliminary observations. First, by (2.4) together with the fact that ũ(·, 0) ∈ C1,s
loc

we get

ũLaũ = −ũg|y|a, (∇ũ ·X)Laũ = −(∇ũ ·X)g|y|a,

where g := g0
is defined in (2.4). In particular, since 0 is a quadratic point, by (2.5) we can bound∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ
Br

ũLaũ

∣∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ

Br

(∇ũ ·X)Laũ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ Crn+a+k+γ+1. (3.10)

Moreover, since p is La-harmonic and positive on the thin space, we have

vLav = ũLaũ+ p(−Laũ) ≥ −ũg|y|a + pg|y|a = −vg|y|a.

Hence, recalling the definition of F in (3.1) and by (2.5) again, we get

F (r, v) ≥ −Crn+a+k+γ+1. (3.11)

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

Z(r, v) :=
ˆ

Br

(∇v ·X)Lav.

Arguing as in [FRS20, Lemma 2.3], we obtain the formula

Ñ ′(r, v) = 2r F (r, v)2

H̃(r, v)2
+ 2rF (r, v)D̃(r, v) − Z(r, v)H̃(r, v)

H̃(r, v)2
.

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

Z(r, v) = 2F (r, v) +
ˆ

Br

(∇ũ ·X − 2ũ)Laũ.

Then,

Ñ ′(r, v) = 2r F (r, v)2

H̃(r, v)2
+ 2F (r, v)(rD̃(r, v) − 2H̃(r, v))

H̃(r, v)2
−
´

Br
(∇ũ ·X − 2ũ)Laũ

H̃(r, v)

=: 2r F (r, v)2

H̃(r, v)2
+ I1(r) + I2(r).
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To bound I1(r) below we consider the two cases F (r, v) ≥ 0 and F (r, v) < 0 separately. Suppose first that

F (r, v) ≥ 0. By Proposition 2.3 and the properties of p,

rD̃(r, v) − 2H̃(r, v) = rD̃(r, ũ) − 2H̃(r, ũ) ≥ −Crn+a+k+γ+2.

Then, in this case, from Young’s inequality,

I1(r) ≥ −2 F (r, v)
H̃(r, v)2

rn+a+k+γ+2 ≥ −r F (r, v)2

H̃(r, v)2
− Cr2k+2γ+3−4β,

where we also used the lower bound H̃(r, v) ≥ rn+a+2β. If instead F (r, v) < 0,

I1(r) ≥ F (r, v)
H̃(r, v)

rD̃(r, v)
H̃(r, v)

= F (r, v)
H̃(r, v)

Ñ(r, v) ≥ −Crk+γ+1−2βÑ(r, v),

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

I1(r) ≥ −Crk+γ+1−2βÑ(r, v) − r
F (r, v)2

H̃(r, v)2
− Cr2k+2γ+3−4β.

For what concerns I2(r), by (3.10) we have

I2(r) ≥ −Crk+γ+1−2β.

Overall, collecting estimates together,

Ñ ′(r, v) ≥ r
F (r, v)2

H̃(r, v)2
− Crk+γ+1−2βÑ(r, v) − Crk+γ+1−2β,

which concludes the proof of the monotonicity formula (3.2).

Step 2: (Growth estimate (3.4)). Let 0 < r < R < r0 be such that λ ≤ N(ρ, v) ≤ λ for every ρ ∈ [r,R]. We call

G(r, v) := F (r, v)/H̃(r, v). The following formula comes from straightforward computations:

H̃(r, v)′ = n+ a

r
H̃(r, v) + 2D̃(r, v) + 2F (r, v). (3.12)

Then, by (3.11) and (3.12) we have

H̃(ρ, v)′

H̃(ρ, v)
= n+ a

ρ
+ 2Ñ(r, v)

ρ
+ 2G(r, v) ≥ n+ a+ 2λ

ρ
− Crk+γ+1−2β

for ρ ∈ (r,R),

which, integrated, gives

log
(
H̃(R, v)
H̃(r, v)

)
≥ (n+ a+ 2λ) log(R/r) − C

Rk+γ+2−2β − rk+γ+2−2β

k + γ + 2 − 2β
≥ (n+ a+ 2λ) 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

ˆ R

r
G(ρ, v) dρ ≤

(ˆ R

r
ρG(ρ, v)2 dρ

)1/2(ˆ R

r

1
ρ
dρ

)1/2

≤
(
N̂(R) − N̂(r)

)1/2
log(R/r)1/2 ≤ C log(R/r)1/2.

Therefore, as above,

log
(
H̃(R, v)
H̃(r, v)

)
≤ (n+ a+ 2λ) log(R/r) + C log(R/r)1/2

≤ (n+ a+ 2λ+ ε) log(R/r) + Cε,

where we used that a1/2 ≤ εa+Cε, for Cε > 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 Ñ(0+, v) <
β. Let rj ↓ 0. From the monotonicity of N̂(r, v) in (3.2) we get that Ñ(rj , v) is uniformly bounded. Thanks to

the growth estimates in (3.4), since we are assuming that λ < β, also N(rj , v) is uniformly bounded. Therefore,

given vrj as in (3.6), noting that

∥vrj ∥L2(∂B1,|y|a) = 1, ∥∇vrj ∥L2(B1,|y|a) = N(rj , v)1/2,

we deduce that vrj is uniformly bounded inW 1,2(B1, |y|a). In particular, it weakly converges in such space up

to a subsequence to some function q.

Step 4: (Orthogonality condition (3.7)). We proceed as in [FRS20, Lemma 2.1, Lemma 2.2] or [FJ21, Lemma 3.3].

First we notice that, since 2 ≤ Ñ(0+, v) = λ, by (3.5), for every p̄ ∈ P2,

eCrk+γ+2−2β

(
1

rn+a+4

ˆ
∂Br

(u− p̄)2|y|a dHn + r2β−4
)

≥ lim
ρ↓0

ˆ
∂Bρ

(
u(ρx)
ρ2 − p̄

)
|y|a dHn

=
ˆ

∂B1

(p− p̄)2|y|a dHn.

We set hr := ∥v(r·)∥L2(∂B1,|y|a). By Proposition 2.4, hr = o(r2), and so εr := hr/r
2 = o(1) as r ↓ 0. Then,

eCrk+γ+2−2β

ˆ
∂B1

(
v(rx)
r2 + p− p̄

)2
|y|a dHn = eCrk+γ+2−2β

rn+a+4

ˆ
∂Br

(u− p̄)2|y|a dHn

≥
ˆ

∂B1

(p− p̄)2|y|a dHn − eCrk+γ+2−2β
r2β−4.

Expanding the left-hand side, we get

eCrk+γ+2−2β
(
ε2

r

ˆ
∂B1

v2
r |y|a dHn + 2εr

ˆ
∂B1

vr(p− p̄)|y|a dHn
)

+ (eCrk+γ+2−2β − 1)
ˆ

∂B1

(p− p̄)2|y|a dHn + eCrk+γ+2−2β
r2β−4 ≥ 0.

Let us choose ε > 0 sufficiently small such that k+γ+2−2β > λ−2+ε. By (3.4), hr ≥ Crλ+ε
. Then, dividing

by εr and using that eCrk+γ+2−2β − 1 ≈ Crk+γ+2−2β
we get

O(εr) + 2eCrk+γ+2−2β

ˆ
∂B1

vr(p− p̄)|y|a dHn + rk+γ+2−2β

rλ+ε−2 O(1) + r2β−4

rλ+ε−2O(1) ≥ 0.

Finally, sending r ↓ 0, we deduceˆ
∂B1

q(p− p̄)|y|a dHn ≥ 0 for every p̄ ∈ P2.

The proof of (3.7) is then concluded after making the specific choices p̄ = 2−1p and p̄ = 2p.
Step 5: (Properties of the second blow-up). First we observe that, by (2.4) and (2.5), we have

−Lavrj ≥ −Crk+γ−λ−ε
and |Lavrj | ≤ Crk+γ−λ−ε

in Rn+1 \ {ũ(r·) = 0}′, (3.13)

where we used that H(r, v) ≥ Crλ+ε
, for some ε > 0 small enough, by (3.4). Now, since vrj is uniformly

bounded in W 1,2
loc

(Rn+1, |y|a) (see Step 3), the measures Lavrj have locally bounded total variation, and hence

locally weakly
∗
-converge, up to subsequences, to the measure Laq, which is non-positive by (3.13). Moreover,

since {u(rj ·) = 0}′
converges to L(p) as rj ↓ 0 in the Hausdorff distance, Laq = 0 in Rn+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 La-harmonic capacity in Rn+1
,

thus Laq = 0 in Rn+1
. Moreover, arguing as in [FJ21, Proposition 3.2] and using (3.5), one can prove that q is

λ-homogeneous. In particular, by Proposition A.4, q is a polynomial and λ ∈ N≥2.
Case b) Suppose instead that s > 1/2 andm(p) = n−1. In this case we need to prove that q is a solution of the

very thin obstacle problem (3.8). The only properties that remain to be shown are q ≥ 0 on L(p) and qLaq ≡ 0.
The fact that q ≥ 0 on L(p) follows from a trace argument as in [FJ21, Proposition 3.4], by the weak convergence
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of vrj to q, and the non-negativity of v on L(p). To prove that qLaq ≡ 0, leveraging on the weak
∗
convergence

of Lavrj to Laq and the equicontinuity of {vrj } given by Lemma 3.2, it only remains to show thatˆ
B1

vrjLavrj → 0. (3.14)

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

rN̂(r, v)′ ≥
(ˆ

B1

vrLavr

)2(
H(r, v)
H̃(r, v)

)2

. (3.15)

Now, since the frequency of the second blow-up is strictly less than β, then H(r, v)/H̃(r, v) → 1 as r ↓ 0.
Moreover, by the mean value theorem, we can find r̄j ∈ [rj , 2rj ] such that r̄jN̂(r̄j , v)′

converges to zero as

j → ∞. Then (3.15) gives

lim sup
j→∞

(ˆ
B1

vr̄jLavr̄j

)2

= lim sup
j→∞

(ˆ
B1

vr̄jLavr̄j

)2(
H(r̄j , v)
H̃(r̄j , v)

)2

≤ lim sup
j→∞

r̄jN̂(r̄j , v)′ = 0.

Re-scaling and using (3.13) we get (3.14).

The homogeneity of q is obtained arguing as in the case s ≤ 1/2. Finally, the fact that λ ≥ 2 +ω for some ω > 0
depending only on n and s, follows by a compactness argument as in [FJ21, Proposition 3.4]. □

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 φ satisfying (1.2), and ∥u∥L∞(B1) ≤ 1. Suppose that
X0 ∈ Γ2(u) and let p ∈ P2 be the first blow-up of ũX0 at X0. We consider v = ũX0(X0 + ·) − p, and vr 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
Ñ(0+, v) < β, then, for every ε > 0, there is a constant Cε > 0 such that

[vr]C−a−ε(B1/2) ≤ Cε for every r ∈ (0, r0).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that X0 = 0. We denote by g = g0
the corrective term

appearing in the right-hand side of (1.7), and by C(φ) > 0 the constant in (2.5). Let

Γa(X) := Cn,a|X|−n+1−a

be the fundamental solution of La in Rn+1
(see e.g. [CS07]). We divide the proof in some steps.

Step 1. First of all we show that for every e ∈ L(p) ∩ Sn
we have

∥Γa ∗ (|y|ag)∥L∞(B1) + ∥∂eΓa ∗ (|y|ag)∥L∞(B1) + ∥∂eeΓa ∗ (|y|ag)∥L∞(B1) ≤ CC(φ), (3.16)

for some constant C > 0. By the definition of Γa, (2.5) and Young’s inequality, it is sufficient to show that ∂eeΓa

and |x|γ |y|a are respectively Lp
and Lp/(p−1)

-integrable in B1, for some p > 1. This is true becauseˆ
B1

|∂eeΓa(X)|p dX < +∞ for any p <
n+ 1

n+ 1 + a

and ˆ
B1

(|x|γ |y|a)
p

p−1 dX < +∞ for any p >
n+ 1

n+ 1 + a+ γ
.

Step 2. Next we prove L∞
-estimates for v:

∥v∥L∞(B1/2) ≤ C
(
∥v∥L2(B1,|y|a) + C(φ)

)
. (3.17)

Following the lines of [FJ21, Lemma 2.5], we claim that

−Lav
± ≤ |y|a∥g∥L∞(B1) in B1. (3.18)

The inequality for v− = max{p− ũ, 0} is a direct consequence of the fact that p is La-harmonic, and maximum

of subsolutions is a subsolution. To prove the same for v+
it is enough to show that −Lav

+ ≤ |y|a∥g∥L∞(B1)
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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

{v+ > 0}′ ⊂ {ũ > 0}′
, thus

−Lav
+ = −Lav = |y|ag ≤ |y|a∥g∥L∞(B1) in {v+ > 0}.

Finally, applying to the La-subharmonic functions v± + C∥g∥L∞(B1)|X|2 the L∞
-estimates from [FKS82, The-

orem 2.3.1], we get

∥v±∥L∞(B1/2) ≤ ∥v± + C∥g∥L∞(B1)|X|2∥L∞(B1/2) ≤ C∥v± + C∥g∥L∞(B1)|X|2∥L2(B1,|y|a)

≤ C(∥v±∥L2(B1,|y|a) + ∥g∥L∞(B1)) ≤ C(∥v±∥L2(B1,|y|a) + C(φ)).

Step 3. Now we prove Lipschitz estimates for v on the spine of p, namely, for every e ∈ L(p) ∩ Sn
:

∥∂ev∥L∞(B1/2) ≤ C
(
∥v∥L2(B1,|y|a) + C(φ)

)
. (3.19)

We proceed as in [FJ21, Lemma 2.8], using the Bernstein’s technique from [CDV22]. We consider the function

w := v − Γa ∗ (|y|ag), which satisfies Law = La(∂ew) = 0 in B1/2 \ Λ(u). We also set

ψ := η2(∂ew)2 + µw2,

where η ∈ C∞
c (B1/2) is a cut-off function, even in y, such that η ∈ [0, 1] and η ≡ 1 in B1/4. One can prove (see

[CDV22] or [FJ21, Lemma 2.8]) that −Laψ ≤ 0 in B1/2 \ Λ(u), provided that µ > 0 is chosen sufficiently large.

Then, by the maximum principle in B1/2 \ Λ(u), using that η ≡ 0 on ∂B1/2 and ∂eũ = ∂ep = 0 on Λ(u) as well
as (3.16), we obtain

∥ψ∥L∞(B1/4) ≤ ∥ψ∥L∞(∂B1/2) + ∥ψ∥L∞(Λ(u)) ≤ C
(
∥v∥L∞(B1/2) + C(φ)

)2
.

Then, since η ≡ 1 in B1/4, we get

∥∂ev∥L∞(B1/4) ≤ ∥∂ew∥L∞(B1/4) + CC(φ) ≤ ∥ψ∥1/2
L∞(B1/4) + CC(φ) ≤ C

(
∥v∥L∞(B1/2) + C(φ)

)
,

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) ∩ Sn
:

inf
B1/2

∂eev ≥ −C
(
∥v∥L2(B1,|y|a) + C(φ)

)
. (3.20)

We proceed as in [FJ21, Lemma 2.9]. For every ℓ > 0, we define ũℓ the solution of
−Laũℓ(x, y) = g(x)|y|a for (x, y) ∈ B7/8 \ Λ(ũℓ),
−Laũℓ(x, y) ≥ g(x)|y|a for (x, y) ∈ B7/8,

ũℓ ≥ 0 on B′
7/8,

ũℓ = ũ+ ℓ on ∂B7/8.

Observe that ũℓ is La-harmonic inB7/8 \B7/8−2β , for some β = β(ℓ) > 0, and ũℓ ↓ ũ uniformly inB7/8 as ℓ ↓ 0.
We then consider wℓ := ũℓ − p− Γa ∗ (|y|ag), which satisfies Lawℓ = La(∂ewℓ) = 0 in B7/8 \ Λ(ũℓ). We claim

that, for every ℓ > 0,
−La(∂eewℓ)− ≤ 0 in B3/4 \ Λ(ũℓ), (∂eewℓ)− ≤ CC(φ) on Λ(ũℓ). (3.21)

For any w : B1 → R, e ∈ L(p) ∩ Sn
and h ∈ (0, 1/8), we call

δ2
e,hw(X) = w(X + he) + w(X − he) − 2w(X)

h2 for every X ∈ B7/8.

We notice that, since ũℓ = 0 on Λ(ũℓ) and e ∈ L(p), then

δ2
e,hũℓ ≥ 0 on Λ(ũℓ) and δ2

e,hp = 0 on Λ(ũℓ), (3.22)

We also define f ℓ
ε,e,h := max{−δ2

e,hwℓ, ε}, for every ε > 0. We observe that −La(δ2
e,hwℓ) ≥ 0 in B7/8 \ Λ(ũℓ).

Since the maximum of subsolutions is a subsolution, then

−La(f ℓ
ε,e,h) ≤ 0 on B7/8 \ Λ(ũℓ).
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Moreover, by (3.16) and (3.22), we obtain

f ℓ
ε,e,h ≤ (δ2

e,hwℓ)− + ε ≤ (δ2
e,h(Γa ∗ (|y|ag)))+ + ε ≤ CC(φ) + ε on Λ(ũℓ).

In order to prove the two estimates in (3.21), we pass to the limit as ε ↓ 0 and then h ↓ 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

∥f ℓ
ε,e,h∥L∞(B3/4\Λ(ũℓ)) ≤ C(ℓ), (3.23)

for some C(ℓ) > 0 which does not depend on ε and h. Since ũℓ is La-harmonic inB7/8 \B7/8−2β , then, by (3.16)

and (3.22), we have

∥f ℓ
ε,e,h∥L∞(∂B7/8−β) ≤ ∥δ2

e,hwℓ∥L∞(∂B7/8−β) +ε ≤ ∥δ2
e,hũℓ∥L∞(∂B7/8−β) +CC(φ)+ε ≤ C(β)+CC(φ), (3.24)

by the C2
estimates in the tangential direction for La-harmonic functions. Moreover, if X̄ ∈ Λ(ũℓ) such that

f ℓ
ε,e,h(X̄) = ∥f ℓ

ε,e,h∥L∞(Λ(ũℓ)) > ε, then

0 ≤ f ℓ
ε,e,h(X̄) = −δ2

e,hwℓ(X̄) ≤ δ2
e,h(Γa ∗ (|y|ag)(X̄)) ≤ CC(φ) on Λ(ũℓ),

by (3.16) and (3.22). Then

∥f ℓ
ε,e,h∥L∞(Λ(ũℓ)) ≤ C(β) + CC(φ). (3.25)

Since f ℓ
ε,e,h is La-subharmonic, by the maximum principle, using (3.24) and (3.25), we obtain

∥f ℓ
ε,e,h∥L∞(B3/4\Λ(ũℓ)) ≤ ∥f ℓ

ε,e,h∥L∞(∂B7/8−β) + ∥f ℓ
ε,e,h∥L∞(Λ(ũℓ)) ≤ C(ℓ)

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

ψℓ := η2((∂eewℓ)−)2 + µ(∂ewℓ)2,

where η ∈ C∞
c (B1/2) is the same cut-off function as in the previous step, namely η is even in y, with η ∈ [0, 1]

and η ≡ 1 inB1/4. One can prove (see [CDV22] or [FJ21, Lemma 2.9]) that −Laψℓ ≤ 0 inB1/2 \ Λ(ũℓ), provided
that µ > 0 is chosen large enough (independently of ℓ). Then, by the maximum principle in B1/2 \ Λ(ũℓ), using
that η ≡ 0 on ∂B1/2 and that ∂eũ = ∂ep = 0, (∂eewℓ)− ≤ CC(φ) on Λ(ũℓ) as well as (3.16), we obtain

∥ψℓ∥L∞(B1/4) ≤ ∥ψℓ∥L∞(∂B1/2\Λ(ũℓ)) + ∥ψℓ∥L∞(Λ(ũℓ)) ≤ C
(
∥∂ewℓ∥L∞(B1/2) + C(φ)

)2
.

Then, since η ≡ 1 in B1/4, we get

∥(∂ee(ũℓ − p))−∥L∞(B1/4) ≤ ∥(∂eewℓ)−∥L∞(B1/4) + CC(φ) ≤ ∥ψℓ∥
1/2
L∞(B1/4) + CC(φ)

≤ C
(
∥∂e(ũℓ − p)∥L∞(B1/2) + C(φ)

)
,

where we used (3.16) again. (3.20) is finally obtained after applying step 3, passing to the limit as ℓ ↓ 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·)∥L2(∂B1,|y|a) which is a solution of (2.4) with

obstacle φ(r·)/∥v(r·)∥L2(∂B1,|y|a). Since Ñ(0+, v) < β, by (3.13) the corresponding right-hand side vanishes as

r ↓ 0 and so

C

(
φ(r·)

∥v(r·)∥L2(∂B1,|y|a)

)
→ 0 as r ↓ 0.

Using also that ∥vr∥L2(∂B1,|y|a) = 1, from the previous stap we get

inf
B1/2

∂eevr ≥ −C for every e ∈ L(p) ∩ Sn, (3.26)

i.e. vr 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) = {xn = y = 0}. Now we define Q1 := B′′
1 × D1 ⊂

Rn−1 × R2
and we write X = (x′′, xn, y) ∈ Rn−1 × R × R. We also set

wr := vr − Γa ∗ (|y|ag)(r·)
∥v(r·)∥L2(∂B1,|y|a)

.

Then, the functions wr satisfy

lim
y↓0

ya∂ywr ≤ 0 and Lawr = 0 in B1 ∩ {|y| > 0} (3.27)

and, by (3.26), the functions wr are equi-Lipschitz, and so

∥wr(x′′, ·, ·)∥L2(D1,|y|a) ≤ 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

µr := lim
y↓0

ya∂ywr

is finite on each x′′
slice, or equivalently

0 ≥
ˆ 1

−1
ζ(|(x′′, xn)|)µr(x′′, xn) dxn ≥ −C, (3.29)

for some constant C > 0 which does not depend on r. Here ζ : [0,+∞] → [0, 1] is such that ζ ≡ 1 in [0, 1/2]
and ζ ≡ 0 in [3/4,+∞). We set w̄r := Γa(·, y) ∗x (ζµr), then

lim
y↓0

ya∂yw̄r = ζµr and Law̄r = 0 in B1 ∩ {|y| > 0}. (3.30)

By (3.29), we see that w̄r is uniformly bounded. Moreover

(−∆)s̄
Xw̄r = (−∆)s̄

XΓa ∗x (ζµr),

then, if 2s̄ < −a, since (−∆)s̄
XΓa = C|X|−n+1−a−2s̄

and by Young inequality, we get (−∆)s̄
Xw̄r is uniformly

bounded provided 2s̄ < −a. By interior regularity for the fractional Laplacian (see [RS16, Theorem 1.1]), we

get the sequence w̄r ∈ C2s
loc

(B1), with uniform estimates. Finally, by (3.27) and (3.30), the functions wr − w̄r

are La-harmonic in B1/2 and thus wr − w̄r ∈ C1
loc

(B1/2) with uniform estimates. This implies that wr (and

consequently vr) is C
2s̄

regular, with uniform estimates, as desired. □

4. Points with freqency 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 P2m+2s, defined in (1.12); then,

in Subsection 4.2, we prove epiperimetric inequalities (see Proposition 4.5) for the Weiss energyW2m+2s; 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 P2m+2s. 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 givenm ∈ N, we consider the sequence of numbers γ0, . . . , γm defined recursively as follows:{
γ0 = −1,

γk+1 = − (2m−2k)(2m−2k−1)
(2k+2)(2k+2+2s) γk, for k = 0, . . . ,m− 1.

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

P (x, y) := |y|2s
m∑

k=0
γky

2k
n∑

j=1
x2m−2k

j
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is a solution of (1.7) with zero obstacle. Moreover,{
P (x, 0) = 0 for x ∈ Rn,

limy↓0 y
a∂yP (x, y) < 0 for x ∈ Rn \ {0} .

Proof. To check that LaP = 0 in Rn+1 \ {y = 0} it is enough to use the expression

La = |y|a
(

∆x + ∂2
yy + a

y
∂y

)
on each homogeneous component in the sum and exploit the definition of the sequence γ0, . . . , γm. The fact that

P vanishes on the thin space is obvious by definition. Finally, we compute, on Rn+1
+ ,

ya∂yP (x, y) =
m∑

k=0
γk(2k + 2s)y2k

n∑
j=1

x2m−2k
j .

Thus,

lim
y↓0
ya∂yP (x, y) = 2sγ0

n∑
j=1

x2m
j ,

which is strictly negative if x ̸= 0 because γ0 = −1. □

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

Proposition 4.2. Let p : Rn+1 → R be a κ-homogeneous solution of (1.7) with zero obstacle. Then,
i) κ = 2m+ 2s for somem ∈ N if and only if p ≡ 0 on Rn+1

0 ;
ii) if the conditions in i) hold, then p ∈ P2m+2s. Moreover, p can be written (uniquely) as

p(x, y) = −|y|2s(p0(x) + y2p1(x, y)), (4.1)

for some homogeneous polynomials p0, p1, with p0 ≥ 0 and p1 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 ψ ∈ C∞
c ([0,∞)), we call Ψ(X) := ψ(|X|) and compute

2
ˆ
Rn+1

0

(
lim
y↓0

ya∂yP

)
Ψp dHn =

ˆ
Rn+1

ΨpLaP

= −
ˆ
Rn+1

|y|a∇P · ∇Ψp dX −
ˆ

B1

|y|a∇P · ∇pΨ dX

=
ˆ
Rn+1

|y|a
(

− ∇P · ∇Ψp+ ∇p · ∇ΨP
)
dX +

ˆ
Rn+1

PΨLap

=
ˆ
Rn+1

|y|aψ
′(|X|)
|X|

(
∇P ·Xp− ∇p ·XP

)
dX = 0.

We used formula (1.8), integration by parts, and the following facts:

PLap ≡ 0, ∇P ·X = (2m+ 2s)P, ∇p ·X = (2m+ 2s)p.

From the fact that limy↓0 y
a∂yP (x, y) < 0 for every x ∈ Rn \ {0}, that p ≥ 0 on Rn+1

0 and the arbitrariness of

ψ, 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) = |y|2sq(x, y),
for some polynomial q even in y and homogeneous of degree ℓ ∈ N. We claim that ℓ is even. Suppose by

contradiction that ℓ = 2m+ 1 for somem ∈ N. Then, p would have the form

p(x, y) = |y|2s
m∑

k=0
qk(x)y2k,
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for some polynomials qk in Rn
with odd homogeneities 2m− 2k + 1. We may compute

lim
y↓0

ya∂yp(x, y) = lim
y↓0

m∑
k=0

(2k + 2s)qk(x)y2k = 2sq0(x).

Since p solves (1.7), we must have q0 ≤ 0 in Rn
, which implies that q0 ≡ 0. This in turn yields that p is La-

harmonic in the whole Rn+1
, 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. □

Whenm = 1, we derive from Proposition 4.2 an even more precise characterization of homogeneous blow-ups.

Corollary 4.3. Let p : Rn+1 → R be a (2 + 2s)-homogeneous solution of (1.7) with zero obstacle. Then,

p(x, y) = |y|2s
(
x ·Ax− by2

)
,

where A is a non-negative definite symmetric (n× n)-matrix and b = TrA/(2 + 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⋃
m≥1

Γ2m+2s(u) =
{
X ∈ Γ(u) : lim

r↓0

Hn(Λ(u) ∩Br(X))
Hn ({y = 0} ∩Br(X)) = 1

}
.

4.2. The epiperimetric inequality. In this subsection we prove epiperimetric inequalities for theWeiss energy

W2m+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 ∈ P2m+2s, there are unique homogeneous polynomials p0(x), p1(x, y), with p0 ≥ 0
and p1 even in y such that p(x, y) = −|y|2s(p0(x) + y2p1(x, y)). Therefore, the operator

T [p] := p0 = − limy↓0 y
a∂yp(·, y)
2s (4.2)

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

Proposition 4.5 (Epiperimetric inequalities forW2m+2s). There are constants δ > 0, ε > 0 and κ > 0 depending
only on n and s such that the following holds.

Given c ∈ W 1,2(∂B1, |y|a), with c ≥ 0 on ∂B′
1 and c even in y, let z(r, θ) = r2m+2sc(θ) be the (2m + 2s)-

homogeneous extension in Rn+1 of c. We suppose that

c ≡ 0 on {T [p] ≥ δ} ∩ ∂B′
1 for some p ∈ P2m+2s, (4.3)

where ∥p∥L2(∂B1,|y|a) = 1 and T is the operator in (4.2). Then the following epiperimetric inequalities hold.

i) (Positive energies). There is a function ζ ∈ W 1,2(B1, |y|a), even in y, such that ζ ≥ 0 on B′
1, ζ = c on ∂B1,

and
W2m+2s(ζ) ≤ (1 − κ)W2m+2s(z). (4.4)

ii) (Negative energies). If |W2m+2s(z)| ≤ ε and ∥c − p∥L2(∂B1,|y|a) ≤ ε, then there is a function ζ̂ ∈
W 1,2(B1, |y|a), even in y, such that ζ̂ ≥ 0 on B′

1, ζ̂ = c on ∂B1, and

W2m+2s(ζ̂) ≤ (1 + |W2m+2s(z)|)W2m+2s(z). (4.5)

Remark 4.6. For simplicity, in the proof of Proposition 4.5 we fix p ∈ P2m+2s with ∥p∥L2(∂B1,|y|a) = 1 and we
derive a small constant δ(p) > 0 such that (4.4) and (4.5) hold for every admissible trace c ∈ W 1,2(∂B1, |y|a)
satisfying (4.3). From this, noting that the constant δ(p) from Lemma 4.7 has a continuous dependence on p, by
compactness, one we may then find a small δ > 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 ∈ P2m+2s with ∥p∥L2(∂B1,|y|a) = 1. We define, for every δ ≥ 0, the following subsets

of the unit sphere:

Zδ := {T [p] ≥ δ} ∩ ∂B′
1, Sδ := ∂B1 \ Zδ.

Let LSn

a be the trace of the operator La on ∂B1. On the Hilbert space

W 1,2
0 (Sδ, |y|a) := {ϕ ∈ W 1,2(∂B1, |y|a) : ϕ = 0 on Zδ, ϕ even in y},

we have that −LSn

a is a positive self-adjoint compact operator. In particular, there is a non-decreasing sequence

of eigenvalues (counted with multiplicity)

0 ≤ λδ
1 ≤ λδ

2 ≤ . . . ≤ λδ
j ≤ . . .

and a sequence of eigenfunctions {ϕδ
j} ⊂ W 1,2

0 (Sδ, |y|a), forming an orthonormal basis ofW 1,2
0 (Sδ, |y|a), such

that, for every j ≥ 1: {
−LSn

a ϕδ
j = λδ

jϕ
δ
j |y|a in Sδ,

ϕδ
j = 0 on Zδ.

When δ = 0, we simply write λj and ϕj in the place of λδ
j and ϕ

δ
j . In this case,W 1,2

0 (S0, |y|a) corresponds to
the space of even extensions of Sobolev functions in the half sphere ∂B+

1 which are zero on ∂B′
1.

We recall the following fact concerning the relationship between homogeneous La-harmonic funcitons in

Rn+1
and their traces on the unit sphere. Given ϕ ∈ W 1,2

0 (S0, |y|a) and α ≥ 0, then
rαϕ(θ) is La-harmonic in {y ̸= 0} ⇐⇒ −LSn

a ϕ = λ(α)ϕ|y|a in S0, with λ(α) := α(n+ a+ α− 1).

In this case rαϕ(θ) is a polynomial multiplied by |y|2s
and α ∈ N + 2s, as can be easily checked using Proposi-

tion A.3 and Proposition A.4. In particular:

• λ1 = λ(2s) and the corresponding eigenfunction ϕ1 is a multiple of |y|2s
;

• λ2 = . . . = λn+1 = λ(1 + 2s) and the corresponding eigenspace, of dimension n, is generated by

the restriction to ∂B1 of La-harmonic functions in {y ̸= 0} obtained from the multiplication of linear

functions with |y|2s
;

• in general, there is an explicit function f : N → N such that

λf(j−1)+1 = . . . = λf(j) = λ(j + 2s),
and the corresponding eigenspace, of dimension f(j) − f(j − 1), is generated by the restriction to ∂B1
of La-harmonic functions in {y ̸= 0} obtained from the multiplication of j-homogeneous polynomials

with |y|2s
.

Notice that the trace of the function p ∈ P2m+2s itself is an eigenfunction of −LSn

a in W 1,2
0 (S0, |y|a) with

eigenvalue λ(2m+ 2s). Therefore, calling
ℓ := f(2m)

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

generality that

p = r2m+2sϕℓ(θ).
The first step in the construction of the competitor ζ in Proposition 4.5 consists in decomposing the trace c

with respect to the hybrid system {ϕj}ℓ
j=1 ∪ {ϕδ

j}∞
j=ℓ+1. This is possible whenever δ is small enough, owing to

the stability of eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of LSn

a with respect to domain variation (see [CV24, Proposition

3.1, Lemma 3.2]).

Lemma 4.7. There exists δ > 0 for which we can chose {ϕδ
j} in such a way that the following hold.

i) The linear map F : Rℓ → Rℓ defined as

F (ν) :=
(ˆ

∂B1

pνϕ
δ
1|y|a dHn, . . . ,

ˆ
∂B1

pνϕ
δ
ℓ |y|a dHn

)
, pν :=

ℓ∑
j=1

νjϕj

is invertible.
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ii) λδ
j ≥ λ(2m+ 2s+ 1/2) for every j > ℓ.

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 ψ ∈ W 1,2
0 (Sδ, |y|a) be decomposed as follows:

ψ(θ) =
∞∑

j=1
cjϕ

δ
j(θ),

where {ϕδ
j} is an ortonormal basis ofW 1,2

0 (Sδ, |y|a) of eigenfunctions for −LSn

a . Then, the following formulas hold

Wµ(rµψ) = 1
n+ a+ 2µ− 1

∞∑
j=1

(λδ
j − λ(µ))c2

j ,

Wµ(rαψ) − (1 − κα,µ)Wµ(rµψ) = κα,µ

n+ a+ 2α− 1

∞∑
j=1

(λ(α) − λδ
j)c2

j ,

where we set
κα,µ := α− µ

n+ a+ α+ µ− 1 . (4.6)

For any two given functions v, w ∈ W 1,2(B1, |y|a), we define the bilinear form

Rµ(v, w) :=
ˆ

B1

∇v · ∇w|y|a dX − µ

ˆ
∂B1

vw|y|a dHn.

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

Lemma 4.9. Let ψ, ϕ ∈ W 1,2(∂B1, |y|a), even with respect to {y = 0}, with

ψ(θ) =
∞∑

j=1
cjϕj(θ),

where {ϕj} ⊂ W 1,2
0 (S0, |y|a) is an ortonormal basis ofW 1,2

0 (S0, |y|a) of eigenfunctions for −LSn

a . Then

Rµ(rµψ(θ), rαϕ(θ)) = 1
n+ a+ α+ µ− 1 βµ(ψ, ϕ),

where

βµ(ψ, ϕ) :=
ˆ

∂B1

∞∑
j=1

(λj − λ(µ))cjϕj(θ)ϕ(θ)|y|a dHn − 2
ˆ

∂B′
1

(
lim

θn+1↓0
θa

n+1∂θn+1ψ
)
ϕdHn−1.

Now we are ready to prove Proposition 4.5

Proof of Proposition 4.5. Let us take c ∈ W 1,2(∂B1, |y|a) even in y and such that c ≥ 0 on ∂B′
1. We take δ > 0 as

in Lemma 4.7. Let us assume that condition (4.3) holds for some p ∈ P2m+2s with ∥p∥L2(∂B1,|y|a) = 1. Then, by
definition, we will have c ∈ W 1,2

0 (Sδ, |y|a). Let z(r, θ) = r2m+2sc(θ) be the (2m+ 2s)-homogeneous extension

of c.
We prove point i). Thanks to Lemma 4.7, we may chose a suitable orthonormal basis {ϕδ

j} of eigenfunctions

for −LSn

a inW 1,2
0 (Sδ, |y|a) that makes possible the following decomposition:

c(θ) = ψ(θ) + ϕ(θ), where ψ(θ) =
ℓ∑

j=1
cjϕj and ϕ(θ) =

∞∑
j=ℓ+1

cjϕ
δ
j ,

and for which

λδ
j ≥ λ(2m+ 2s+ 1/2) =: α for every j > ℓ. (4.7)

We chose the competitor ζ as

ζ(r, θ) := r2m+2sψ(θ) + rαϕ(θ).
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Notice that ζ = c on ∂B1, and since ψ ∈ W 1,2
0 (S0, |y|a) and c ≥ 0 on ∂B′

1 by hypothesis, then ζ ≥ 0 on B′
1.

Renaming µ := 2m+ 2s, we now show that (4.4) holds for κ = κα,µ as in (4.6). Indeed we can write

Wµ(ζ) = Wµ(rµψ) +Wµ(rαϕ) + 2Rµ(rµψ, rαϕ),
Wµ(z) = Wµ(rµψ) +Wµ(rµϕ) + 2Rµ(rµψ, rµϕ).

Now, since ψ is composed only by modes lower than λ(µ), by (4.8),

Wµ(rµψ) − (1 − κα,µ)Wµ(rµψ) = κα,µWµ(rµψ) ≤ 0.

On the other hand, since ψ containes only modes higher than α, by (4.8) and (4.7),

Wµ(rαϕ) − (1 − κα,µ)Wµ(rµϕ) ≤ 0.

Finally, owing to Lemma 4.9 and the definition of κα,µ in (4.6), we get

Rµ(rµψ, rαϕ) − (1 − κα,µ)Rµ(rµψ, rµϕ) =
( 1
n+ a+ α+ µ− 1 − (1 − κα,µ)

n+ a+ 2µ− 1

)
βµ(ψ, ϕ) = 0.

The last three inequalities above together give (4.4) with κ = κα,µ, as desired.

We now address point ii). We may assume that Wµ(z) < 0 since otherwise we can simply take ζ̂ = z as a

competitor. Thanks to the fact that c ∈ W 1,2
0 (Sδ, |y|a), choosing δ > 0 small enough, as in Lemma 4.7 we may

decompose c as

c(θ) = χ(θ) + ω(θ), where χ(θ) = bℓϕℓ and ω(θ) =
∑
j ̸=ℓ

bjϕ
δ
j .

Moreover, since ∥c− ϕℓ∥L2(∂B1,|y|a) ≤ ε, then

∥ω∥L2(∂B1,|y|a) ≤ Cε.

We choose α < µ for which κµ,α = −Wµ(z) > 0 and we define the competitor ζ̂ as

ζ̂(r, θ) := rµχ(θ) + rαω(θ).

Notice that, since χ is a µ-homogeneous solution of (1.7) with zero obstacle, and c ≥ 0 on ∂B′
1, we will have

Wµ(rµχ) = 0. Then

Rµ(rµχ, rµω) = Rµ(rµχ, rµc) = −
ˆ

B1

La(rµχ)rµc ≥ 0.

Therefore

Wµ(z) = Wµ(rµω) + 2Rµ(rµχ, rµω) ≥ Wµ(rµω). (4.8)

Moreover, exactly as in the proof of point i),

Rµ(rµχ, rαω) − (1 + κµ,α)Rµ(rµχ, rµω) = 0.

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

Wµ(ζ̂) − (1 + κµ,α)Wµ(z) = Wµ(rαω) − (1 + κµ,α)Wµ(rµω)

= −κµ,α

n+ a+ 2α− 1
∑
j ̸=ℓ

(λ(α) − λδ
j)c2

j

= −κµ,α

n+ a+ 2α− 1
∑
j ̸=ℓ

(λ(α) − λ(µ))c2
j + −κµ,α

n+ a+ 2α− 1
∑
j ̸=ℓ

(λ(µ) − λδ
j)c2

j

= Cκ2
µ,α∥ω∥2

L2(∂B1,|y|a) + κµ,α
n+ a+ 2µ− 1
n+ a+ 2α− 1Wµ(rµω)

≤ Cκ2
µ,αε− n+ a+ 2µ− 1

n+ a+ 2α− 1κ
2
µ,α,

and the right-hand side is negative provided that we choose ε small enough. □
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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:

ũ := ũ0, ũρ := ũ(ρ·)
∥ũ(ρ·)∥L2(∂B1,|y|a)

, ũρ,r := ũρ(r·)
r2m+2s

. (4.9)

Notice that the two subscripts refer to different types of rescalings. We can write ũρ,r in the following equivalent

ways:

ũρ,r =
(
ρn+a+2µ

H(ρ, ũ)

)1/2
ũ(ρr·)
(ρr)µ

=
(
ρn+a+2µ

H(ρ, ũ)

)1/2 (
H(ρr, ũ)

(ρr)n+a+2µ

)1/2
ũρr. (4.10)

In particular, thanks to Proposition 2.1, for a fixed ρ, ũρ,r has uniform C1,s
a,loc-bounds for every r ∈ (0, 1) and

converge, as r ↓ 0 to a blow-up in P2m+2s.

We recall the following consequences of Proposition 2.3 (see e.g. [Car24]) for the Weiss energy W̃µ defined in

(2.9).

Lemma 4.10. Let u be a solution to (1.7), with φ satisfying (1.2) and ∥u∥L∞(B1) ≤ 1. Suppose that 0 ∈ Λµ(u),
with µ < k+ γ. Using the notations in (4.9), we call zρ,r the µ-homogeneous extension of ũρ,r|∂B1 . Calling C(ρ) :=
C

W̃
(ũρ) as in Proposition 2.3, we have

d

dr

(
W̃µ(ũρ,r) + C(ρ)rk+γ−µ

)
≥ n+ a+ 2µ− 1

r

(
Wµ(zρ,r) − W̃µ(ũρ,r)

)
+ 1
r

ˆ
∂B1

(∇ũρ,r · ν − µũρ,r)2|y|a dHn,
(4.11)

and ˆ
∂B1

∣∣ũρ,r − ũρ,r′
∣∣ |y|a dHn ≤ C log

(
r

r′

)1/2 (
W̃µ(ũρ,r) + C(ρ)rk+γ−µ

)1/2
, (4.12)

for every 0 < r′ ≤ r ≤ 1 and for some constant C > 0. Moreover C(ρ) → 0 as ρ → 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 φ satisfying (1.2) and ∥u∥L∞(B1) ≤ 1. Suppose that
0 ∈ Λ2m+2s(u) and 2m+2s < k+γ. Then, using the notations in (4.9), there exist some ρ ∈ (0, 1) and p ∈ P2m+2s

with ∥p∥L2(∂B1,|y|a) = 1 for which the epiperimetric inequality in point i) of Proposition 4.5 can be applied to the
trace ũρ,r|∂B1 , for every r ∈ (0, 1).

Proof. We can take ρ small enough so that, for some p ∈ P2m+2s with ∥p∥L2(∂B1,|y|a) = 1 we have

W̃µ(ũρ) + C(ρ) ≤ ε1, ∥ũρ − p∥L2(∂B1,|y|a) ≤ ε1, ∥ũρ − p∥L∞(B2) ≤ ε1,

and

|Laũρ| ≤ ε1 in B2 \ {ũρ = 0}′,

where ε1 > 0 has to be chosen sufficiently small. Given δ > 0 as in Proposition 4.5, we define

r0 := inf{r ∈ (0, 1) : ũρ,t = 0 on Zδ(p), for every t ∈ (r, 1)}.
Step 1. As a first step we prove that r0 ≤ 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 = (z, 0) ∈ B′
1 \ B′

1/3 is such that T [p](z) ≥ δ/32m
, then

ũρ(Z) = 0. For every c ≥ 0 we consider the barrier

ϕc(X) := |X − Z|2 −
(

n

1 + a
+ 2

)
y2 + c.

Recalling the decomposition (4.1), if ε1 = r2+2s
1 , and ε1 is small enough, on ∂Br1(Z), we can bound

ũρ(X) ≤ p(X) + ε1 = −|y|2s
(
p0(x) + y2p1(x, y)

)
+ ε1 ≤ −|y|2sp0(z) + Cr2+2s

1 + ε1

≤ −Cδ|y|2s + Cr2+2s
1 ≤ ϕc(X),
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for every c ≥ 0. Suppose by contradiction that there is c∗ > 0 for which ϕc∗ touches ũ from above at some point

X∗ ∈ Br1(Z). Then, by the previous computation, X∗ ∈ Br1(Z). However, X∗ ̸∈ {ũρ = 0}′
since ϕc∗ ≥ c∗ > 0

there. Hence X∗ ̸∈ Br1(Z) \ {ũρ = 0}′
, but then, −Laϕc(X∗) = 2 > ε1 ≥ −Laũρ(X∗) which is not possible as

ϕc∗ is touching ũρ from above. Therefore, ϕ0 ≥ ũρ on Br1(Z), and in particular ũρ(Z) = 0.
Step 2. We assume that r0 ∈ (0, 1/3) and try to find a contradiction for ε1 sufficiently small. For every r ∈ (r0, 1),
let ζρ,r be the competitor given by point i) of Proposition 4.5 for the trace ũρ,r|∂B1 . If µ := 2m + 2s, the
epiperimetric inequality gives

W̃µ(ũρ,r) ≤ Wµ(ζρ,r) + C(ρ)rk+γ−µ ≤ (1 − κ)Wµ(zρ,r) + C(ρ)rk+γ−µ.

Then, (4.11) yields

d

dr

(
W̃µ(ũρ,r) + C(ρ)rk+γ−µ

)
≥ n+ a+ 2µ− 1

r

(
Wµ(zρ,r) − W̃µ(ũρ,r)

)
≥ κ

1 − κ

(n+ a+ 2µ− 1)
r

W̃µ(ũρ,r) − CC(ρ)rk+γ−µ−1.

Integrating such inequality we get

W̃µ(ũρ,r) + C(ρ)rk+γ−µ ≤ Cε1r
α

for every r ∈ (r0, 1),

for some C,α > 0. As a consequence, we may apply (4.12) with a dyadic argument to obtainˆ
∂B1

|ũρ,r − ũρ||y|a dHn ≤ Cε
1/2
1 for every r ∈ (r0/8, 1).

Then, by triangular inequality, for every r ∈ (r0/8, 1), we will haveˆ
∂B1

|ũρ,r − p||y|a dHn ≤
ˆ

∂B1

|ũρ,r − ũρ||y|a dHn +
ˆ

∂B1

|ũρ − p||y|a dHn

≤ Cε
1/2
1 + Cε1 =: ε2.

Using the fact that r0 ≤ 1/3 we may computeˆ
B2\B1/8

|ũρ,r0 − p||y|a dHn =
ˆ 2

1/8

ˆ
∂Bt

|ũρ,r0 − p||y|a dHn dt

=
ˆ 2

1/8
tn+a+µ

ˆ
∂B1

|ũρ,r0t − p||y|a dHn dt

≤ Cε2.

Hence, by uniform C1,s
a -bounds on the family {ũρ,r}r∈(0,1) and arguing as in [CV24, Lemma 4.3], we deduce the

L∞
-estimate

∥ũρ,r0 − p∥L∞(B3/2\B1/4) ≤ ε3.

Finally, up to chosing ε1 (and consequently ε2 and ε3) small enough, this L∞
-bound is sufficient to run exactly

the same argument of step 1 on ũρ,r0 , deducing that the epiperimetric inequality may be also applied to ũρ,r|∂B1
for every r ∈ (r0/3, r0], thus contradicting the definition of r0. □

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

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Take ρ ∈ (0, 1) and p ∈ P2m+2s a blow-up as in Lemma 4.11. We rename µ := 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

W̃µ(ũρ,r) + C(ρ)rk+γ−µ ≤ Crα
for every r ∈ (0, 1),

for some C,α > 0. Then, using (4.12) with a dyadic argument, we obtainˆ
∂B1

|ũρ,r − ũρ,r′ ||y|a dHn ≤ Crα/2
for every 0 < r′ < r ≤ 1.
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Hence, up to multiplying p ∈ P2m+2s and α by some constant, we getˆ
∂B1

|ũρ,r − p||y|a dHn ≤ Crα
for every r ∈ (0, 1),

and arguing as in [CSV20, Lemma 7.2], one can prove that p ̸≡ 0. Now, since (ũρ,r − p)±
are subsolutions for La

(with a small right-hand side of order Crk+γ−µ
), we get the L∞

-estimate

∥ũρ,r − p∥L∞(B1/2) ≤ Crα
for every 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

∥ũ− p∥L∞(Br) ≤ Cr2m+2s+α
for every r ∈ (0, ρ),

and the theorem is proved. □

Once the rate of convergence to the blow-up limit is proved, the stratification of the contact set follows by

standard arguments as in [GP09; CSV20; Car24].

Proof of Corollary 1.5. For every X0 ∈ Λ2m+2s(u) let pX0 ∈ P2m+2s be the first blow-up at X0. By Theorem 1.4

we know that pX0 ̸≡ 0 and

∥ũ(X0 + ·) − pX0∥L∞(Br) = O(r2m+2s+α) as r ↓ 0.

Calling pX0
0 := T [pX0 ] the non-negative 2m-homogeneous polynomial from (4.2), we define

dX0 := dim{ξ ∈ Rn : ∇pX0
0 · ξ ≡ 0 in Rn} ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1}.

Then we set

Λj
2m+2s(u) := {X0 ∈ Λ2m+2s(u) : dX0 = j} for j ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1}.

Arguing as in [CSV20; Car24], using the rate of convergence to the blow-up, one can show that the function

X0 7→ pX0
0 is locally α-Hölder continuous. Then the standard Whitney’s extension argument applies (see for

instance [GP09]) and gives thatΛj
2m+2s is locally contained in the zero set of aC

1,α
functionwhose differential has

j-dimensional kernel at each point of Λj
2m+2s. The proof is thus concluded by the implicit function theorem. □

5. Freqency 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 LSn

a 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 An,s be the set of admissible frequencies in dimension n + 1
from (1.10) and let A∗

n,s := An,s \ A1,s be the set of "other frequencies". Then, for everym ∈ N, there exist constants
c±

n,s,m > 0 depending only on n, s andm, such that

A∗
n,s ∩

(
(2m+ 2s− c−

n,s,m, 2m+ 2s+ c+
n,s,m)

)
= ∅.

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 ∈ W 1,2(∂B1, |y|a) be such that rµ+tc is a solution of (1.7) with zero
obstacle, then

Wµ(rµ+tc) = t∥c∥2
L2(∂B1,|y|a) and Wµ(rµc) =

(
1 + t

n+ a+ 2µ− 1

)
Wµ(rµ+tc).
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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 µ := 2m + 2s and suppose by contradiction that there is a

sequence tk → 0 and homogeneous solutions uk = rµ+tkck(θ) of (1.7) with zero obstacle, and ∥ck∥L2(∂B1,|y|a) =
1. Then, up to subsequences, uk converges in C1,α

a (B+
1/2) to some p ∈ P2m+2s. In particular, for k large enough,

uk satisfies all the hypotheses of Proposition 4.5. Up to extracting a further subsequence, we may assume that

either tk ↓ 0 or tk ↑ 0.
Case a): (tk ↓ 0). Let ζk be the competitor in (4.4). Since uk solves (1.7), it minimizesWµ among all functions

with its same trace on the unit sphere. Using also Lemma 5.2 we get

tk = Wµ(rµ+tkck) ≤ Wµ(ζk) ≤ (1 − κ)Wµ(rµck) = (1 − κ)(1 + Ctk)tk.
Hence, since tk > 0,

1 ≤ (1 − κ) +O(tk),
which is a contradiction for k large.

Case b): (tk ↑ 0). Let ζ̂k be the competitor in (4.5). Arguing as above we get

tk = Wµ(rµ+tkck) ≤ Wµ(ζ̂k) ≤ (1 + |Wµ(rµck)|)Wµ(rµck) = (1 − (1 + Ctk)tk)(1 + Ctk)tk,

where C = 1/(n+ a+ 2µ− 1) < 1. Hence, since tk < 0,
0 ≥ −tk(1 − C) +O(t2k),

which is again a contradiction for k large. □

5.2. Frequency gaps for s ̸= 1/2. For any closed cone Λ ⊂ {y = 0} and any α ≥ 0 we denote by V a
α (Λ) the

vector space of α-homogeneous solutions u ∈ W 1,2
loc

(Rn+1, |y|a) of the problem
−Lau = 0 in Rn+1 \ Λ,

u = 0 on Λ,
u(x, y) = u(x,−y) for (x, y) ∈ Rn+1.

Remark 5.3. Notice that if u is a global α-homogeneous solution of the thin obstacle problem (1.7)with zero obstacle,
then u ∈ V a

α (Λ(u)). In addition, by the regularity theory for (1.7), calling v the even extension of ya∂yu (defined on
Rn+1

+ ) to the whole Rn+1, we have that v ∈ V −a
α−2s({y = 0} \ Λ(u)).

Observe that u ∈ V a
α (Λ) if and only if the trace of u on Sn

is an eigenfunction of the spherical −LSn

a operator

(see Subsection 4.2) with Dirichlet boundary conditions on Sn ∩ Λ and corresponding eigenvalue λ(α) = α(n+
a+ α− 1), i.e. 

−LSn

a u = λ(α)u|y|a in Sn \ Λ,
u = 0 on Sn ∩ Λ,

u(x, y) = u(x,−y) for (x, y) ∈ Sn.

Let us denote by {λa
j (Λ)}∞

j=1 the eigenvalues of the operator −LSn

a (in increasing order and counted with multi-

plicity) in the Hilbert space of Sobolev functions in Sn
which are even in y and vanish on Sn ∩ Λ.

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 Λ ⊆ Λ̃ ⊂ {y = 0} are two closed cones,
then λa

j (Λ) ≤ λa
j (Λ̃) for every j ≥ 1. Moreover, one may prove by unique continuation arguments that if equality

holds for some j, then Λ̃ \ Λ 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
α (Λ)

in the particular cases when Λ = ∅ or Λ = {y = 0}.

Lemma 5.5. The set V a
α (∅) ̸= {0} if and only if α ∈ N. Similarly, V a

α ({y = 0}) ̸= {0} if and only if α ∈ N + 2s.
Moreover, for every k ∈ N:

V a
k (∅) = {p : p polynomial, ∇p ·X = kp, p(x, y) = p(x,−y), Lap = 0},

V a
k+2s({y = 0}) = {|y|2sp : p polynomial, ∇p ·X = kp, p(x, y) = p(x,−y), La(sgn(y)|y|2sp) = 0}.
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In particular:

dimV a
k (∅) = dimV a

k+2s({y = 0}) =
(
n+ k − 1
n− 1

)
.

Proof. The characterizations of the spaces V a
k (∅) and V a

k+2s({y = 0}) are direct consequences of Liouville-type
theorem Proposition A.4 with Proposition A.3. To compute their dimension, callingm := ⌊k/2⌋, we notice that
two general elements v ∈ V a

k (∅), w ∈ V a
k+2s({y = 0}) take the form

v(x, y) =
m∑

ℓ=0
y2ℓpℓ(x), w(x, y) = |y|2s

m∑
ℓ=0

y2ℓqℓ(x),

where, for every ℓ ∈ {0, . . . ,m}, pℓ and qℓ are (k − 2ℓ)-homogeneous polynomials in Rn
and{

−∆xpℓ = 4(ℓ+ 1)(ℓ+ 1 − s)pℓ+1,

−∆xqℓ = 4(ℓ+ 1)(ℓ+ 1 + s)qℓ+1,
for every ℓ ∈ {0, . . . ,m− 1}.

In particular, p1, . . . , pm and q1, . . . , qm are uniquely determined once the k-homogeneous polynomials p0 and

q0 are chosen. This proves that V a
k (∅) and V a

k+2s({y = 0}) have both the same dimension of the space of k-
homogeneous polynomials in Rn

, as desired. □

As a consequence of Remark 5.4 and Lemma 5.5 we deduce the following lemma.

Lemma 5.6. Given a closed cone Λ ⊆ {y = 0} and α ≥ 0, if V a
α (Λ) ̸= {0}, then α ∈

⋃
k∈N[k, k + 2s].

Proof. Define the sequence {g(k)}k∈N recursively as follows:

g(0) = 1, g(k + 1) = g(k) +
(
n+ k − 1
n− 1

)
for every k ∈ 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,

λ(k) = λa
j (∅) ≤ λa

j (Λ) ≤ λa
j ({y = 0}) = λ(k + 2s) for every j ∈ {g(k), . . . , g(k + 1) − 1}.

In particular, if u ∈ V a
α (Λ) ̸= ∅, it means that λ(α) = λa

j (Λ) ∈
⋃

k∈N[λ(k), λ(k + 2s)] for some j ≥ 1, that is
α ∈

⋃
k∈N[k, k + 2s]. □

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

Proposition 5.7 (Explicit frequency gaps). Let An,s be the set of admissible frequencies in dimension n + 1 from
(1.10). Then, for every k ∈ N, the following hold:

i) if s < 1/2, then An,s ∩ (k + 2s, k + 1) = ∅;
ii) if s > 1/2, then An,s ∩ (k + 1, k + 2s) = ∅.

Proof. Let u : Rn+1 → R be an α-homogeneous non-zero solution of the thin obstacle problem (1.7) with zero

obstacle. Since u ∈ V a
α (Λ(u)), if s < 1/2, Lemma 5.6 immediately gives that α ̸∈ (k + 2s, k + 1) for any k ≥ 0.

If s > 1/2, taking into account Remark 5.3 we may apply Lemma 5.6 to v := ya∂yu ∈ V −a
α−2s ({y = 0} \ Λ(u))

and deduce that α− 2s ̸∈ (k+ 2(1 − s), k+ 1 + 2(1 − s)) for any k ≥ 0, or equivalently α ̸∈ (k+ 2, k+ 1 + 2s)
for any k ≥ 0. □

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 + 2s.

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

An,s ∩
⋃

m∈N
{2m+ 1, 2m+ 1 + 2s} = ∅.
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Proof. Let u be a non-zero α-homogeneous solution of (1.7) with zero obstacle, and let v be the even extension

of ya∂yu to the whole Rn+1
. By the regularity theory we know that u ∈ V a

α (Λ(u)), v ∈ V −a
α−2s({y = 0} \ Λ(u))

and both u and v are continuous.
Suppose by contradiction that α = 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 Λ(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} \ Λ(u), it vanishes in the whole {y = 0}, which means

that u ∈ V a
2m+1(∅). By Lemma 5.5, u can be written as

u(x, y) =
m∑

ℓ=0
y2ℓqℓ(x),

where qℓ are (2m+ 1 − 2ℓ)-homogeneous polynomials. In particular 0 ≤ u(x, 0) = q0(x). Now, since q0 has odd
homogeneity, we deduce that q0 ≡ 0, which implies u ≡ 0, a contradiction.

Similarly, if α = 2m+ 1 + 2s for somem ∈ N, then u ∈ V a
2m+1+2s({y = 0}), and so u takes the form

u(x, y) = |y|2s
m∑

ℓ=0
y2ℓqℓ(x),

for some (2m + 1 − 2ℓ)-homogeneous polynomials qℓ. As a consequence, 0 ≥ limy↓0 y
a∂yu(x, y) = 2sq0(x).

Having q0 odd homogeneity, this implies that q0 ≡ 0, which in turn forces u ≡ 0, a contradiction again. □

Remark 5.9. The set of admissible frequencies An,s 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 αj ∈ An,s

such thatαj → α, considerαj-homogeneous solutions uj of (1.7)with zero obstacle. Assuming that ∥uj∥L∞(B1) = 1
for every j, by the regularity estimates for the thin obstacle problem, the sequence {uj}j∈N is uniformly bounded in
C1,s

a (B+
1/2), and thus uniformly converges, up to subsequences to a non-zero α-homogeneous solution of (1.7) with

zero obstacle, thus showing α ∈ An,s.

5.3. Frequency gap in (2m, 2m + 2s). Now we prove that are no admissible frequencies in the interval

(2m, 2m+ 2s), form ∈ N, following closely the argument presented in [FS24a].

Proposition 5.10. Let An,s be the set of admissible frequencies in dimension n + 1 from (1.10). Then, for every
m ∈ N, we have

An,s ∩ (2m, 2m+ 2s) = ∅.

Proof. We use polar coordinates (r, θ) ∈ (0,∞) × [0, π/2] such that r = |X| and y = r cos(θ). For every α ≥ 0,
we consider the α-homogeneous function p̃α(X) = rαpα(θ), radial with respect to the y axis, which solves

Lap̃α = 0 in Rn+1
+ and p̃α(en+1) = 1.

Writing the operator La in polar coordinates, we see that pα is uniquely determined by solving the following

ODE:

p′′
α +

(
(n− 1) cot(θ) − a tan(θ)

)
p′

α + λ(α)pα = 0 in (0, π/2), pα(0) = 1, p′
α(0) = 0. (5.1)

where λ(α) = α(n+ a+ α− 1). Denoting by ∂a
θ pα := cos(θ)ap′

α, we observe that

lim
y↓0

ya∂yp̃α(x, y) = −|x|α−2s∂a
θ pα(π/2), ∂a

θ pα(π/2) := lim
θ↑π/2

∂a
θ pα(θ). (5.2)

We claim that

pα(π/2)∂a
θ pα(π/2) < 0 for every α ∈ (2m, 2m+ 2s). (5.3)

Given the claim, we conclude as follows. Suppose u is an α-homogeneous solution of (1.7) with zero obstacle and

α ∈ (2m, 2m+ 2s). Since u and p̃α have the same homogeneity, integration by parts yields

0 =
ˆ

B+
1

uLap̃α dX −
ˆ

B+
1

p̃αLau dX =
ˆ

B′
1

p̃α lim
y↓0

ya∂yu dHn −
ˆ

B′
1

u lim
y↓0

ya∂yp̃α dHn.

By (5.2) and (5.3), together with the sign conditions u ≥ 0 and limy↓0 y
a∂yu ≤ 0 on B′

1, the latter forces u ≡
limy↓0 y

a∂yu ≡ 0 on B′
1, 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 pα and ∂a
θ pα in [0, π/2] must be isolated and intertwined. Secondly, by the strong maximum principle, between

any two consecutive zeros of pα there must be at least a zero of pα′ , with α > α′
, then the number of zeros of pα

is non-decreasing in α. Furthermore, pα(π/2) = 0 if and only if α ∈ 2N + 2s, and ∂a
θ pα(π/2) = 0 if and only

if α ∈ 2N, by the characterization of eigenfunctions on the half sphere (see Subsection 5.2). By the continuity of

the family pα with respect to α, the number of zeros of pα and ∂a
θ pα in the interval [0, π/2] remains constant as

α ranges between 2m and 2m+ 2s, and between 2m+ 2s and 2m, increasing exactly by one each time α passes

2m or 2m + 2s. Hence pα(π/2) is positive if and only if α ∈ (0, 2s) ∪
⋃

m∈N≥1
(4m − 2 + 2s, 4m + 2s), while

∂a
θ pα(π/2) is positive if and only if α ∈

⋃
m∈N≥1

(4m− 2, 4m), and this shows (5.3). □

Proof of Theorem 1.6. It 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 sectionwewill estimate the Hausdorff dimension of the setsΓ≥2\Γ≥k+γ , Γ∗ andΓa
2 by using dimension

reduction arguments which take advantage of the classification of admissible frequencies in low dimension. In

the case s = 1/2 and φ ≡ 0 we recover the dimensional bounds obtained in [FT23]. Recall the definition of the

map τ : Γ → [0, 1] in Proposition 2.10.

6.1. Dimensional bound for Γ≥2 \ Γ≥k+γ and Γ∗. In this subsection we estimate the size of the sets Γ≥2 \
Γ≥k+γ and Γ∗. The analogous result in the case s = 1/2 and φ ≡ 0 was proved in [FT23, Proposition 3.1].

Proposition 6.1. Let u : B1 × [0, 1] → R be a family of solutions to (1.7), (1.9) with obstacle φ satisfying (1.2).
Then:

i) dimH(Γ≥2 \ Γ≥k+γ) ≤ n− 1 if n ≥ 2, and Γ≥2 \ Γ≥k+γ is discrete if n = 1;
ii) dimH(Γ∗) ≤ n− 2 if n ≥ 3, Γ∗ 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. Let u : Rn+1 → R be a κ-homogeneous solution to (1.7) with zero obstacle. Then:

i) if u ≥ 0, or u ≤ 0 and κ > 2s, then u ≡ 0;
ii) if ∂eu ≥ 0 for some non-zero vector e ∈ Rn × {0} and κ ≥ 2, then ∂eu ≡ 0;
iii) if κ > 2s and v is another solution to (1.7) with zero obstacle such that v ≥ u in B1 and v(0) = 0, then

v ≡ u.

Proof. Let us prove point i). If u ≥ 0 and u ̸≡ 0, then, by the strong maximum principle, u > 0 in Rn+1
+

and Lemma A.7 gives limy↓0 y
a∂yu(0, y) > 0, which, thanks to formula (1.8), contradicts the fact that u is

La-superharmonic. If instead u ≤ 0, κ > 2s and u ̸≡ 0, from the same reasoning as above, we have that

limy↓0 y
a∂yu(0, y) < 0, which contradicts the (a+ κ− 1)-homogeneity of |y|au.

Then we prove point ii). Let us call v := ∂eu. By assumption we have v ≥ 0 and since κ > 1, v(0) = 0.
We suppose that v ̸≡ 0, otherwise we are done. Then the strong maximum principle gives v > 0 in Rn+1

+ and

Lemma A.7 yields limy↓0 y
a∂yv(0, y) > 0, from which we deduce that 2 ≤ κ ≤ 1 + 2s. Hence, by Theorem 1.6,

κ = 2 and v is a non-negative linear function, thus v ≡ 0, a contradiction.
Finally, for point iii), we assume by contradiction that v ̸≡ u. Then, by the strong maximum principle, v > u

in Rn+1
+ , and by Lemma A.7, combined with the fact that κ > 2s,

lim
y↓0

ya∂yv > lim
y↓0

ya∂yu = 0,

a contradiction, since v is La-superharmonic. □

Next, we prove the following accumulation lemma, which is similar to [FT23, Lemma 3.2].
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Lemma 6.3. Let u : B1 × [0, 1] → R be a family of solutions to (1.7), (1.9) with obstacle φ satisfying (1.2). Let
X̄ ∈ Γ≥2 \ Γ≥k+γ . Suppose that there exist a sequence of radii rj ↓ 0 and a sequence of pointsXj ∈ Γ≥2 \ Γ≥k+γ

such that |Xj − X̄| ≤ rj and

Yj := Xj − X̄

rj
→ Ȳ ̸= 0, λj := N(0+, ũ(·, τ(Xj))) → N(0+, ũ(·, τ(X̄))) =: λ.

If q is any non-zero λ-homogeneous solution of (1.7) with zero obstacle obtained as a blow-up of ũX̄(·, τ(X̄)) at the
point X̄ along the sequence rj , then q is translation invariant in the direction Ȳ .

Proof. We define the following functions:

vj := ũX̄(X̄ + rj ·, τ(X̄)),
wj := ũXj (Xj + rj ·, τ(Xj)),
zj := ũXj (Xj + rj ·, τ(X̄)).

Observe that τ(Xj) → τ(X̄) asXj → X̄ , thanks to Proposition 2.10. We may assume without loss of generality

that τ(Xj) ≤ τ(X̄), so that, by the monotonicity assumption in the definition of a family of solutions (1.9), we

have wj ≤ zj . We suppose that

vj

∥vj∥L2(∂B1,|y|a)
⇀ q inW 1,2

loc
(Rn+1, |y|a),

where q is a λ-homogeneous solution of (1.7) with zero obstacle such that ∥q∥L2(∂B1,|y|a) = 1, and we wish

to prove that q is invariant in the direction Ȳ . First of all, since λj ∈ [2, κ + γ) and Xj → X̄ , the sequence

wj/∥wj∥L2(∂B1,|y|a) is bounded inW
1,2
loc

(Rn+1, |y|a) and in C1,s
a,loc(R

n+1
+ ). In particular, since in addition λj → λ,

up to subsequences

wj

∥wj∥L2(∂B1,|y|a)
⇀ q̃ inW 1,2

loc
(Rn+1, |y|a),

where q̃ is a λ-homogeneous solution of (1.7) with zero obstacle such that ∥q̃∥L2(∂B1,|y|a) = 1. Then observe that

we can re-write

zj = vj(Yj + ·) +
(
φ̃X̄ − φ̃Xj

)
(Xj + rj ·),

where φ̃X̄
and φ̃Xj

are as in (2.2). Therefore, since∣∣∣(φ̃X̄ − φ̃Xj

)
(Xj + rj ·)

∣∣∣ = O(rκ+γ
j ) on ∂B1 and ∥vj∥L2(∂B1,|y|a) ≥ Crk+γ−ε

j ,

we have

zj

∥vj∥L2(∂B1,|y|a)
= vj(Yj + ·)

∥vj∥L2(∂B1,|y|a)
+

(
φ̃X̄ − φ̃Xj

)
(Xj + rj ·)

∥vj∥L2(∂B1,|y|a)
⇀ q(Ȳ + ·)

inW 1,2
loc

(Rn+1, |y|a). From this we deduce that

zj

∥zj∥L2(∂B1,|y|a)
⇀

q(Ȳ + ·)
∥q(Ȳ + ·)∥L2(∂B1,|y|a)

=: q̂ inW 1,2
loc

(Rn+1, |y|a).

Now, calling εj := ∥wj∥L2(∂B1,|y|a) + ∥zj∥L2(∂B1,|y|a), we clearly have, up to subsequences,

wj

εj
⇀ αq̃,

zj

εj
⇀ βq̂ inW 1,2

loc
(Rn+1, |y|a)

for some α, β ∈ [0, 1] such that α + β = 1. In addition, from the ordering wj ≤ zj , we deduce that αq̃ ≤ βq̂.
Hence, in particular, none of α and β can be zero. In fact, if α = 0 or β = 0, we would obtain respectively that

q ≥ 0, or q̃ ≤ 0, which are both excluded by point i) in Lemma 6.2 as λ ≥ 2. Therefore α, β ∈ (0, 1). Now, calling
σ := ∥q(Ȳ + ·)∥L2(∂B1,|y|a), and using the λ-homogeneity of both q and q̃ we get

q(ρȲ + ·) ≥ ασ

β
q̃(·) for every ρ > 0,
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from which we deduce that q ≥ (ασ/β)q̃. This in turn implies that q = (ασ/β)q̃ by point iii) in Lemma 6.2.

Hence,

q(ρȲ + ·) ≥ q(·) for every ρ > 0,
which gives that ∂Ȳ q ≥ 0. By point ii) in Lemma 6.2 we finally obtain that ∂Ȳ q ≡ 0, as desired. □

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 E = Γ≥2 \ Γ≥k+γ , f : E → R given by f(X) := N(0+, ũ(·, τ(X))) andm = n− 1.
Assume by contradiction that dimH(E) > n − 1. Then there exist X̄ ∈ E, a sequence of radii rj ↓ 0 and n
sequences of points X1

j , . . . , X
n
j ∈ E, such that

|Xℓ
j − X̄| ≤ rj ,

Xℓ
j − X̄

rj
→ Ȳ ℓ ̸= 0, f(Xℓ

j ) → f(X) =: λ ≥ 2,

with Ȳ 1, . . . , Ȳ n
linearly independent vectors in the thin space. Let q be any non-zero λ-homogeneous solution

to (1.7) with zero obstacle obtained as a blow-up of ũX̄(·, τ(X̄)) at the point X̄ . By Lemma 6.3, q is invariant in
each of the directions Ȳ 1, . . . , Ȳ n

. In particular we have found a non-zero solution of (1.7) with zero obstacle

in dimension n + 1 = 1 which is λ-homogeneous, with λ ≥ 2, and this contradicts point i) in Proposition 2.2.

Hence dimH(Γ≥2 \ Γ≥k+γ) ≤ n − 1. If n = 1, the same argument shows that points in Γ≥2 \ Γ≥k+γ cannot

accumulate. Concerning point ii), the case n ≥ 3 is proved analogously, using E := Γ∗ and m = n − 2, this
time contradicting point ii) of Proposition 2.2. When n = 2 the same argument shows that points in Γ∗ cannot

accumulate, while if n = 1, Γ∗ is clearly empty by definition. □

6.2. Dimensional bound for Γa
2. 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 : B1 × [0, 1] → R be a family of solutions to (1.7), (1.9) with obstacle φ satisfying (1.2),
with k ≥ 4. Then dimH(Γa

2) ≤ n− 2 if n ≥ 3, dimH(Γa
2) is discrete if n = 2, and it is empty if n = 1.

We point out that the lower bound k ≥ 4 is necessary for the set Γa
2 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 : Rn+1 → R be a κ-homogeneous solution to the very thin obstacle
problem (3.8) on L = {xn = y = 0}. Then,

i) if u ≥ 0, or u ≤ 0 and κ > 2s− 1, then u ≡ 0;
ii) if ∂eu ≥ 0 for some non-zero vector e ∈ L and κ ≥ 2, then ∂eu ≡ 0;
iii) if κ > 2s− 1 and v is another solution to (1.7) such that v ≥ u in B1 and v(0) = 0, then v ≡ u.

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

fa[u](0) := lim
ε↓0

ˆ
∂Dε

uν(0, xn, y)|y|a dH1.

To prove point i) we first observe that, by the maximum principle in Proposition A.6, we can suppose that either

u > 0 or u < 0 in Rn+1 \ L. Now, if u > 0 in Rn+1 \ L, then fa[u](0) > 0 by Proposition A.9. This is a

contradiction with Proposition A.8 and with the fact that u is La-superharmonic. If instead u < 0 in Rn+1 \ L
and κ > 2s− 1, then fa[u](0) = 0, by homogeneity, which contradicts Proposition A.9.

Let us now address point ii). Call w = ∂eu and notice that w is (κ − 1)-homogeneous and satisfies Law = 0
in Rn+1 \ L. Suppose that w > 0 in Rn+1 \ L. If κ > 2s, then fa[w](0) = 0 by homogeneity, which contradicts

Proposition A.9.

Finally, let us show point iii). Suppose that v > u on Rn+1 \ L. Then, again by Proposition A.9 we must have

fa[v](0) > fa[u](0). Now, if κ > 2s − 1, then fa[u](0) = 0, which means that fa[v](0) > 0. This contradicts
Proposition A.8, since v is La-superharmonic. □
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We proceed with the following accumulation lemma, which is the analogue of Lemma 6.3 for the set Γa
2 (see

also [FT23, Lemmas 4.4-4.6] for the case s = 1/2 and φ ≡ 0).

Lemma 6.6. Let u : B1 × [0, 1] → R be a family of solutions to (1.7), (1.9) with obstacle φ satisfying (1.2), with
k ≥ 4. Let X̄ ∈ Γa

2, call p ∈ P2 the first blow-up of ũX̄(·, τ(X̄)) at X̄ and

v := ũX̄(X̄ + ·, τ(X̄)) − p.

Suppose that there exist a sequence of radii rj ↓ 0 and a sequence of pointsXj ∈ Γa
2 with |Xj − X̄| ≤ rj such that,

calling pj ∈ P2 the first blow-up of ũXj (·, τ(Xj)) at Xj and

vj := ũXj (Xj + ·, τ(Xj)) − pj ,

we have

Yj := Xj − X̄

rj
→ Ȳ ̸= 0, λj := N(0+, vj) → N(0+, v) =: λ.

Then, Ȳ ∈ L = {(x, 0) : p(x, 0) = 0}. Moreover, let q ∈ W 1,2
loc (Rn+1, |y|a) be any non-zero λ-homogeneous

function obtained as a blow-up of v at 0 along the sequence rj :

a) if λ = 2, then q(Ȳ ) = 0;
b) if λ ∈ (2, 3), then q is translation invariant in the direction Ȳ .

Proof. We divide the proof into several steps.

Step 1: (pj converges to p). On the one hand, by Proposition 2.4,

∥v∥L∞(Br) + ∥vj∥L∞(Br) ≤ Cr2ω(r) for every r ∈ (0, r0),

where ω(r) := (− log(r))−c → 0 as r ↓ 0. On the other hand, by Proposition 2.10,

ũXj (Xj + ·, τ(Xj)) → ũX̄(X̄ + ·, τ(X̄)),

where the convergence is uniform. Thus, for every r ∈ (0, r0),

lim sup
j→∞

∥pj − p∥L∞(Br) ≤ lim sup
j→∞

(
∥v∥L∞(Br) + ∥vj∥L∞(Br)

)
+ lim sup

j→∞
∥ũXj (Xj + ·, τ(Xj)) − ũX̄(X̄ + ·, τ(X̄))∥L∞(Br)

≤ Cr2ω(r),

which implies that pj → p locally uniformly, as p, pj ∈ P2 are quadratic polynomials.

Step 2: (Ȳ ∈ L). As L coincides with the subspace of Rn × {0} of invariance directions of p, it is enough to

prove that p(Ȳ + ·) ≡ p. We may assume without loss of generality that τ(Xj) ≥ τ(X̄). Then, thanks to the

monotonicity assumption in (1.9) and recalling φ̃X̄
and φ̃Xj

as in (2.2), in B2:

r−2
j ũXj (Xj + rj ·, τ(Xj)) ≥ r−2

j ũX̄(X̄ + rj(Yj + ·), τ(X̄))

+ r−2
j

(
φ̃X̄(X̄ + rj(Yj + ·)) − φ̃Xj (Xj + rj ·)

)
≥ r−2

j ũX̄(X̄ + rj(Yj + ·), τ(X̄)) − Crk+γ−2
j ,

where in the last inequality we used the regularity assumption on φ. Hence, by Proposition 2.4 we get, in B2:

Cω(rj) + pj ≥ r−2
j ũXj (Xj + rj ·, τ(Xj))

≥ r−2
j ũX̄(X̄ + rj(Yj + ·), τ(X̄)) − Crk+γ−2

j

≥ p(Yj + ·) − Cω(rj) − Crk+γ−2
j .

From the inequality above we see that the La-harmonic functions

Pj := pj − p(Yj + ·) + 2C
(
ω(rj) + rk+γ−2

j

)



36 M. CARDUCCI AND R. COLOMBO

are non-negative in B2, and since p ≥ 0 on the thin space, we also have Pj(0) ≤ 2C
(
ω(rj) + rk+γ−2

j

)
. Hence,

from the Harnack inequality for La (see Proposition A.1) we deduce

∥pj − p(Yj + ·)∥L∞(B1) ≤ C
(
ω(rj) + rk+γ−2

j

)
.

Finally, passing to the limit in j → ∞ and using Step 1 we get ∥p− p(Ȳ + ·)∥L∞(B1) = 0, as desired.
Step 3: (Blow-up analysis). Let us suppose that

v(rj ·)
∥v(rj ·)∥L2(∂B1,|y|a)

⇀ q inW 1,2
loc

(Rn+1, |y|a),

where q is non-zero and λ-homogeneous. Moreover q is an La-harmonic polynomial if λ = 2, or a solution of

the very thin obstacle problem (3.8) on L if λ ∈ (2, 3). We consider the functions

wj := ũXj (Xj + ·, τ(Xj)) − p.

Then wj can be written as the sum of three terms: wj = w
(1)
j + w

(2)
j + w

(3)
j , where

w
(1)
j := ũXj (Xj + ·, τ(Xj)) − ũX̄(Xj + ·, τ(X̄)),

w
(2)
j := ũX̄(Xj + ·, τ(X̄)) − p(Xj − X̄ + ·),

w
(2)
j := p(Xj − X̄ + ·) − p.

First of all, we observe that by the uniform bounds on the family of solutions u, the compactness of the sequence

Xj , the convergence ofλj toλ, and that of pj to p, one can repeat the same arguments used to prove Proposition 3.1

to deduce that, up to subsequences:

wj(rj ·)
∥wj(rj ·)∥L2(∂B1,|y|a)

⇀ q̃ inW 1,2
loc

(Rn+1, |y|a),

where q̃ is non-zero and λ-homogeneous. Moreover q̃ is an La-harmonic polynomial if λ = 2, or a solution of

the very thin obstacle problem (3.8) on L if λ ∈ (2, 3).
Secondly, assuming without loss of generality that τ(Xj) ≥ τ(X̄), by the monotonicity property (1.9), we

have

w
(1)
j (rj ·) ≥ −Crk+γ−2

j in B1.

Then observe that w
(2)
j (rj ·) = v(rj(Yj + ·)). Hence, up to subsequences

w
(2)
j (rj ·)

∥w2
j (rj ·)∥L2(∂B1,|y|a)

⇀
q(Ȳ + ·)

∥q(Ȳ + ·)∥L2(∂B1,|y|a)
inW 1,2

loc
(Rn+1, |y|a).

Finally, let us call Zj the projection of Yj on L. Since p is invariant in direction Zj , we have

w
(3)
j (rj ·) = r−2

j (p((Yj + ·)) − p) = r−2
j (p((Yj − Zj + ·)) − p) .

Hence, up to subsequences, we have

w
(3)
j (rj ·)

∥w(3)
j (rj ·)∥L2(∂B1,|y|a)

⇀ ∇p · e inW 1,2
loc

(Rn+1, |y|a),

where e ∈ Rn × {0} is some vector such that e ⊥ L. Let us call

εj := ∥w(1)
j (rj ·)∥L2(∂B1,|y|a) + ∥w(2)

j (rj ·)∥L2(∂B1,|y|a) + ∥w(3)
j (rj ·)∥L2(∂B1,|y|a).

Up to extracting a further subsequence, we get
wj(rj ·)/εj ⇀ cq̃

w
(1)
j (rj ·)/εj ⇀ q̂ ≥ 0

w
(2)
j (rj ·)/εj ⇀ c2q(Ȳ + ·)

w
(3)
j (rj ·)/εj ⇀ c3∇p · e

inW 1,2
loc

(Rn+1, |y|a),
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where c, c2, c3 ∈ [0, 1] are not all zero, and q̂ is La-harmonic away from L (to get q̂ ≥ 0 we have used that

εj ≥ Cr3
j for some C > 0, as λ < 3).

Step 4: (Conclusion). From Step 3 we obtain the balance equation

cq̃ = q̂ + c2q(Ȳ + ·) + c3∇p · e. (6.1)

We consider the two cases λ = 2 and λ ∈ (2, 3) separately.
Case a). If λ = 2, then q and q̃ are both La-harmonic, thus q̂ is La-harmonic too, and since q̂ ≥ 0, by Liouville’s

theorem (see Proposition A.4), q̂ ≡ 0. Then

cq̃ = c2q(Ȳ + ·) + c3∇p · e.

Taking the partial derivative of this expression at 0 in direction Ȳ , using that q and q̃ are 2-homogeneous and

that ∂Ȳ p = 0, we get
2c2q(Ȳ ) = 0.

Finally observe that c2 cannot be zero, otherwise by comparison of homogeneities wewould also have c = c3 = 0.
Hence q(Ȳ ) = 0 as desired.

Case b). Suppose instead that λ ∈ (2, 3). Then s > 1/2, L is (n − 1)-dimensional, and both q and q̃ are λ-
homogeneous solutions of the very thin obstacle problem (3.8) on L. Notice that q̃ and q(Ȳ + ·), when restricted

to the thin space, must be even with respect to L. Indeed, their odd parts are La-harmonic in the whole Rn+1
.

Hence if not zero, they would be polynomials with integer homogeneity, which contradicts λ ∈ (2, 3). Using the
balance (6.1), we deduce that the odd part of q̂ must cancel exactly c2∇p · e. Therefore, as q̂ ≥ 0, we get

cq̃ ≥ c2q(Ȳ + ·).

We observe that none of c and c2 can be zero, otherwise, by Lemma 6.5 point i) we would get either q ≡ 0 or

q̃ ≡ 0, a contradiction. Thus, using the λ-homogeneity of both q and q̃, we deduce that indeed

cq̃ ≥ c2q.

Now Lemma 6.5 point iii) gives cq̃ = c2q, hence

q ≥ q(Ȳ + ·),

which in turn implies, again by homogeneity, that ∂−Ȳ q ≥ 0. Finally, Lemma 6.5 point ii) ensures that ∂Ȳ q ≡ 0,
thus q is translation invariant in direction Ȳ , as desired. □

Proof of Proposition 6.4. We split Γa
2 into the disjoint sets Γ2,2 and Γ2,(2,3) := Γa

2 \ Γ2,2. 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 Γ2,2). We first assume that n ≥ 3. Remember that Γ2,2 is made of those quadratic points

at which second blow-ups are 2-homogeneous La-harmonic polynomials (recall Proposition 3.1). Suppose by

contradiction that

Hβ(Γ2,2) > 0

for some β > n − 2. Then, by classical properties of Haussdorf measures, there must exist a point X̄ ∈ Γ2,2, a

set A ⊂ B′
1 with Hβ(A) > 0, and a sequence of radii rj ↓ 0 such that, for each Ȳ ∈ A, there exists a sequence

Xj ∈ Γ2,2 with |Xj − X̄| ≤ rj for which (Xj − X̄)/rj → Ȳ . Let q be a non-zero 2-homogeneous La-harmonic

polynomial obtained as a second blow-up of ũX̄(·, τ(X̄)) at X̄ . Then, thanks to Lemma 6.6, we have

A ⊂ {(x, 0) : p(x, 0) = q(x, 0) = 0}.

Now, since Hβ(A) > 0 and β > n − 2, it must be the case that L = {(x, 0) : p(x, 0) = 0} is an (n − 1)-
dimensional subspace of Rn × {0} and q ≡ 0 on L. This is because both p and q 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 = {xn = y = 0}.
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As p and q are both La-harmonic even in y, and vanish on L, using also the fact that p ≥ 0 on the thin space, we

deduce that p and q must have this form:{
p(x, y) = (1 + a)bx2

n − by2;
q(x, y) = (1 + a)(c · x)xn − cny

2.
for some b ∈ (0,∞) and c ∈ Rn.

Now we exploit the orthogonality conditions (3.7) using p̄i(x, y) = (1 + a)(c2
ix

2
i + x2

n + 2cixixn) − (1 + c2
i )y2

for i = 1, . . . , n− 1 to get

0 =
ˆ

∂B1

pq dHn = bcn

ˆ
∂B1

(
(1 + a)x2

n − y2)2 dHn =⇒ cn = 0;

0 ≥
ˆ

∂B1

p̄iq dHn = 2(1 + a)2c2
i

ˆ
∂B1

x2
ix

2
n dHn =⇒ ci = 0 for every i ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1}.

Therefore q ≡ 0, which is a contradiction.

In the case n = 2, the same argument gives thatΓ2,2 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 Γ2,2 is empty.

Step 2: (Bound on Γ2,(2,3)). We assume n ≥ 3. Recall from Proposition 3.1 that Γ2,(2,3) 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 : Γ2,(2,3) → (2, 3) defined as

f(X) := N(0+, ũX(X + ·, τ(X)) − pX)

where pX ∈ P2 is the first blow-up of ũ
X(·, τ(X)) at the pointX . Suppose by contradiction that dimH(Γ2,(2,3)) >

n−2. Then, by Lemma 2.6 there must exist a point X̄ ∈ Γ2,(2,3)(u), a sequence of radii rj ↓ 0 and n−1 sequences

of points X1
j , . . . , X

n−1
j ∈ Γ2,(2,3)(u) with |Xi

j − X̄| ≤ rj such that

Y i
j :=

Xi
j − X̄

rj
→ Ȳ i ̸= 0, λi

j := f(Xi
j) → f(X̄) =: λ,

where Ȳ 1, . . . , Ȳ n−1
are linearly independent. In particular, if q is any non-zero λ-homogeneous solution of the

very thin obstacle problem (3.8) obtained as a second blow-up of ũX̄(·, τ(X̄)) at X̄ along the sequence rj , by

Lemma 6.6, q has an (n−1)-dimensional space of invariant directions in Rn ×{0} and so it may be regarded as a

solution of the very thin obstacle problem (3.8) inR2
. This however contradicts Proposition A.10 since λ ∈ (2, 3).

If n = 2, the same argument gives that Γ2,(2,3) cannot accumulate. Finally, if n = 1, Γ2,(2,3) is empty by

Proposition A.10. □

7. Cleaning results

In this section we will prove cleaning results for the sets Γo
2 and Γ2+2s, 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 Γ∗ 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 Γo
2. For the ordinary harmonic quadratic points Γo

2 (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 φ ̸≡ 0.

Proposition 7.1. Let u : B1 × [0, 1] → R be a family of solution of (1.7), (1.9), with obstacle φ satisfying (1.2),
with k ≥ 4. Then:

a) if s ≤ 1/2, we have
{Γo

2(u(·, t))}t∈[0,1] ∈ Clean(3);
b) if s > 1/2, we have

{Γo
2(u(·, t))}t∈[0,1] ∈ Clean(4 − 2s).

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. Let u : B1 × [0, 1] → R be a family of solutions to (1.7), (1.9), with obstacle φ satisfying (1.2), with
k ≥ 4. Suppose that 0 ∈ Γ2(u(·, 0)). LetDr := ∂Br ∩ {|y| ≥ r/2} and call ht := u(·, t) − u(·, 0). Then, for every
ε > 0 there are constants ρε > 0 and cε > 0 such that the following holds.

a) If s ≤ 1/2, we have
min
Dr

ht ≥ cεr
εt for every r ∈ (0, ρε), t ∈ [0, 1].

b) If s > 1/2, we have
min
Dr

ht ≥ cεr
2s−1+εt for every r ∈ (0, ρε), t ∈ [0, 1].

Proof. Let v(·, t) = u(·, t) − φ̃0
where φ̃0

is as in (2.2). Let p ∈ P2 be the blow-up of v(·, 0) at 0. We set

Cδ :=
{
X ∈ Rn+1 : dist

(
X

|X|
, L(p)

)
< δ

}
,

where L(p) ⊂ Rn+1
0 is given by (2.10). Then

B1 ∩ {v(ρ·, 0) = 0}′ ⊂ Cδ for every ρ ∈ (0, 2ρδ)
for some constant ρδ > 0 which depends on δ, since the minimum of p in B′

1 \ Cδ is strictly positive.

Let ψδ(r, θ) := rµ(δ)ϕδ(θ), where ϕδ ≥ 0 is the first eigenfunction of the spherical operator LSn

a (see Sub-

section 4.2) on ∂B1 \ Cδ and µ(δ) is chosen so that ψδ is La-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 La-harmonic

capacity. In particular µ(δ) ↓ 0 as δ ↓ 0;
Case b). if s > 1/2, in the worst case scenario L(p) is (n − 1)-dimensional, thus, since for δ = 0 the first

eigenfunction up to rotation is (x2
1 + x2

n+1)− a
2 , then µ(δ) ↓ −a = 2s− 1 as δ ↓ 0.

We call

σ :=
{

0 if s ≤ 1/2,
2s− 1 if s > 1/2.

We can choose δ ∈ (0, 1/4) such that µ(δ) < σ + ε and Dρδ
∩ C2δ = ∅. Moreover the function ht ≥ 0 is

La-harmonic in

(B1 \ {y = 0}) ∪ (B′
2ρδ

\ Cδ).
Then, by the Harnack inequality in Proposition A.1, there is cδ > 0 such that ht ≥ cδt on ∂Bρδ

\ C2δ . Using

wt = cδt
ψ2δ

∥ψ2δ∥L∞(∂Bρδ
)

as a lower barrier for ht in Bρδ
\ C2δ , we conclude. □

Proof of Proposition 7.1. We set

β :=
{

3 if s ≤ 1/2,
4 − 2s if s > 1/2,

and σ :=
{

0 if s ≤ 1/2,
2s− 1 if s > 1/2.

We need to prove that for every ϵ > 0, and every X0 ∈ Γo
2(u(·, t0)), there is ρ > 0 such that

{X ∈ Bρ(X0) : t > t0 + |X −X0|β−2ε} ∩ Γo
2(u(·, t)) = ∅ for every t ∈ [0, 1].

Without loss of generality, we may assume that X0 = 0 and t0 = 0. We suppose that for some X1 ∈ Bρ with

r := |X1| < ρ, there is t1 > rβ−2ε
such that X1 ∈ Γo

2(u(·, t1)) and we search for a contradiction for ρ > 0
sufficiently small. We define

w(X) := r−2
(
u(rX, t1) − φ̃0(rX)

)
.

Let p ∈ P2 be the first blow-up of ũ
0
at 0. Using the definition of Γo

2(u(·, 0)) and Lemma 7.2 we get, forX ∈ ∂B2,

w(X) = r−2 (u(rX, t1) − u(rX, 0)) + r−2ũ0(rX, 0)
≥ cεr

σ−2+εt1χ{|y|≥1}(X) + p(X) − Cr

≥ cεr
σ+β−2−εχ{|y|≥1}(X) + p(X) − Cr.
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Next observe that by (2.4) and (2.5),

−Law ≥ −Crk+γ−1−2s
on B2.

Then, calling ψ : B2 → R the La-harmonic function with boundary datum χ{|y|≥1/2} on ∂B2, since p is La-

harmonic, by the maximum principle we get

w ≥ cεr
σ+β−2−εψ + p− Cr − Crk+γ−1−2s

in B2.

Now, by the Harnack inequality, ψ ≥ c > 0 in B3/2. Moreover, recall that p ≥ 0 on Rn+1
0 . Finally, since

σ + β − 2 − ε < 1, k + γ − 1 − 2s > 1, and r < ρ, we can find ρ > 0 sufficiently small so that

w > 0 in B′
3/2.

From this we deduce thatB′
3r/2 does not contain free boundary points for u(·, t1). This, however, contradicts the

choice of the point X1, and the proof is concluded. □

7.2. Cleaning of the set Γ2+2s. In this subsection we prove a cleaning result for the set Γ2+2s. 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. Let u : B1 × [0, 1] → R be a family of solution of (1.7), (1.9) with obstacle φ satisfying (1.2), with
k ≥ 4. Then

{Γ2+2s(u(·, t))}t∈[0,1] ∈ Clean(2 + η),
for some η > 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 : B1 × [0, 1] → R be a family of solutions to (1.7), (1.9), with obstacle φ satisfying (1.2). Set
ht := u(·, t) − u(·, 0). Then there is a constant c > 0 such that, for every t ∈ [0, 1],

ht ≥ ct|y|2s in B1/2.

Proof. By definition of ht and the monotonicity assumption in (1.9), we have that ht ≥ 0 in B1 and ht ≥ t in
∂B1 ∩ {|y| > 1

2}. Take a function ψ such that
Laψ = 0 in B1 \ {y = 0},
ψ = 1 on ∂B1 ∩ {|y| ≥ 1

2},
ψ = 0 on ∂B1 ∩ {|y| < 1

2},
ψ = 0 on{y = 0},

By the maximum principle in Proposition A.6, ψ ≤ ht/t in B1. Moreover, by the Hopf lemma (Lemma A.7), we

know that |y|aψ ≥ c|y| in B1/2 for some c > 0, which concludes the proof. □

Now we are ready to prove Proposition 7.3.

Proof of Proposition 7.3. We need to show that there is η > 0 such that, given X0 ∈ Γ2+2s(u(·, t0)), we can find

r0 > 0 sufficiently small so that

{X ∈ Br0(X0) : t > t0 + |X −X0|2+η} ∩ Γ2+2s(u(·, t)) = ∅ for every t ∈ [0, 1].

We suppose that for some X0 ∈ Γ2+2s(u(·, t0)) there is X1 ∈ Γ2+2s(u(·, t1)) for which r := |X1 − X0| < r0
and t1 > t0 + r2+η

, and we search for a contradiction up to a suitable choice of η, r0 > 0.
Without loss of generality we may assume that X1 = 0 and t1 = 1. We define

w(X) := r−2−2s
(
u(rX, t0) − φ̃0(rX)

)
and we observe that, by the scaling law of La, and the definition of the extended obstacle φ̃0

in (2.2),

|Law| ≤ Crk+γ−2−2s|y|a in B2 \ {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 B2:

w(X) = r−2−2s (u(rX, t0) − u(rX, 1)) + r−2−2s
(
u(rX, 1) − φ̃0

)
≤ −r−2−2sC(1 − t0)|ry|2s +

(
by2 − x ·Ax

)
|y|2s + Crα

≤ −Crη|y|2s + by2+2s + Crα.

Here A is a symmetric non-negative definite n × n matrix and b > 0 (see Corollary 4.3), α ∈ (0, 1) is given by

Theorem 1.4, and we have used that (1 − t0) > r2+η
.

We claim that w ≡ 0 on B′
3/2, provided that η and r0 are chosen sufficiently small. This would imply that

X0 is in the interior of Λ(u(·, t0)), contradicting the fact that X0 ∈ Γ(u(·, t0)). We will prove the claim with a

barrier argument. Let us define, for every Z ∈ B′
3/2 and δ ≥ 0,

ψZ,δ(X) := |X − Z|2 −
(

n

1 + a
+ 2

)
y2 + δ.

A simple computation shows that

Laψ = −2(1 + a)|y|a in Rn+1
0 .

Moreover, a suitable choice of η, r0, ρ > 0, independent of Z , ensures that, for every δ ≥ 0, on ∂Bρ(Z),

w(X) ≤ −Crη|y|2s + by2+2s + Crα

≤ ρ2 −
(

n

1 + a
+ 2

)
y2 + δ ≤ ψZ,δ(X),

choosing ρ = (Crα)1/2
, η < α(1 − s) and r0 sufficiently small. This implies that w and ψZ,δ cannot touch each

other on ∂Bρ(Z) if δ > 0. We now show that they cannot even touch each other in the interior of Bρ(Z), which
implies that w(Z) ≤ ψZ,δ(Z) = δ for every δ > 0, thus w(Z) = 0. In fact, since ψZ,δ ≥ δ > 0 on Rn+1

0 , then

ψZ,δ and w cannot touch at a point in {w = 0}′
. On the other hand, if X ∈ Bρ(Z) \ {w = 0}′

and r0 is chosen

sufficiently small, then

LaψZ,δ(X) = −2(1 + a)|y|a < −Crk+γ−2−2s|y|a ≤ Law(X),
which is impossible since w touches ψZ,δ from below at X . □

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. Let u : B1 × [0, 1] → R be a family of solution to (1.7), (1.9) with obstacle φ satisfying (1.2), with
k ≥ 4. Then:

i) we have
{Γ≥3+s(u(·, t)) \ Γ≥k+γ(u(·, t))}t∈[0,1] ∈ Clean(3 − s); (7.1)

ii) there exists a constant σ > 0, which depends on n and s, such that
a) if s ≤ 1/2, then

{Γ∗(u(·, t))}t∈[0,1] ∈ Clean(3 − 2s+ σ); (7.2)

b) if s > 1/2, then
{Γ∗(u(·, t))}t∈[0,1] ∈ Clean(2 + σ); (7.3)

iii) finally:
a) if s ≤ 1/2, then

{Γ≥k+γ(u(·, t))}t∈[0,1] ∈ Clean(k + γ − 1); (7.4)

b) if s > 1/2, then
{Γ≥k+γ(u(·, t))}t∈[0,1] ∈ Clean(k + γ − 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 σ > 0 such that Γ∗ ⊂ Γ≥3+σ , for s ≤ 1/2 and Γ∗ ⊂ Γ≥2+2s+σ , for s > 1/2, as
a consequence of the frequency gaps in Theorem 1.6. Then we conclude by Proposition 2.9 again. □
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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. Let v : Rn × [0, 1] → R be a solution of (1.3) with obstacle φ satisfying (1.2), and let us assume
that {φ > 0} ⊂⊂ Rn. Let u : Rn+1 × [0, 1] → R be such that, for every t ∈ [0, 1], u(·, t) is the standard even
La-harmonic extension of v(·, t)+ t inRn+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 {φ > 0} ⊂⊂ {x ∈ Rn : |x| < 1/2}. since v(·, t) is a
solution of (1.3) with obstacle φ− t and vanishing at ∞, then w(·, t) := v(·, t) + t is a solution with obstacle φ
and limit t at ∞. In particular w(·, t) ≥ w(·, t′) if t ≥ t′, by the maximum principle. Now, u is given by

u(x, y, t) = cn,s

ˆ
Rn

|y|2sw(z, t)
(|x− z|2 + |y|2)

n+2s
2

dz.

Hence u(·, t) ≥ u(·, t′) if t ≥ t′. In addition, for (x, y) ∈ ∂B1 ∩ {|y| ≥ 1/2}, we have

u(x, y, t) − u(x, y, t′) = cn,s

ˆ
Rn

|y|2s(w(z, t) − w(z, t′))
(|x− z|2 + |y|2)

n+2s
2

dz

≥ c

ˆ
Rn\B′

1

(t− t′) + (v(z, t) − v(z, t′))
(1 + |z|)n+2s

dz.

Observe that v(·, t) > 0 in Rn
, provided that {φ > t} ̸= ∅, since (−∆)sv(·, t) ≥ 0, v(·, t) ≥ φ − t and v(·, t)

decays at ∞. In particular, in this case

Λ(v(·, t)) ⊂ {φ > t} ⊂ {φ > 0} ⊂⊂ {x ∈ Rn : |x| < 1/2}.
If instead {φ > t} = ∅, then clearly v(·, t) ≡ 0. As a consequence, the function h := v(·, t′) − v(·, t) satisfies

(−∆)sh = 0, 0 ≤ h ≤ t− t′ in {x ∈ Rn : |x| > 1},
and also h(x) → 0 as |x| → ∞. In particular, we can use the fundamental solution of the s-Laplacian as a

barrier to obtain a decay rate for h, namely h(x) ≤ (t − t′)|x|2s−n
. Thus u(x, y, t) − u(x, y, t′) ≥ c(t − t′) on

∂B1 ∩ {|y| ≥ 1/2}, as desired. The uniform bound in C2s(B1) for the family u : B1 × [0, 1] → R comes from

the C1,s
-interior regularity of solutions to (1.7), together with the uniform bounds in L∞(B2) coming from the

Poisson formula for u. □

Proposition 8.2. Let u be a solution to (1.7), (1.9) with obstacle φ satisfying (1.2), with k ≥ 4 and γ ∈ (a−, 1). Let
π2 : (X, t) 7→ t be the standard projection. Then there are constants η > 0 and σ > 0, which depend on n and s,
such that the following holds.

(1) If n = 1, then:
(i) Γo

2 is discrete;
(ii) Γa

2 = ∅;
(iii) Γ2+2s = ∅;
(iv) Γ≥3+s \ Γ≥k+γ is discrete;

(v)
{

dimH(π2(Γ≥k+γ)) ≤ 1/(k + γ − 1) if s ≤ 1/2;
dimH(π2(Γ≥k+γ)) ≤ 1/(k + γ − 2s) if s > 1/2;

(vi) Γ∗ = ∅.
(2) If n = 2, then:

(i)
{

dimH(π2(Γo
2)) ≤ 1/3 if s ≤ 1/2;

dimH(π2(Γo
2)) ≤ 1/(4 − 2s) if s > 1/2;

(ii) Γa
2 is discrete;

(iii) dimH(π2(Γ2+2s)) ≤ 1/(2 + η);
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(iv) dimH(π2(Γ≥3+s \ Γ≥k+γ)) ≤ 1/(3 − s);

(v)
{

dimH(π2(Γ≥k+γ)) ≤ 2/(k + γ − 1) if s ≤ 1/2;
dimH(π2(Γ≥k+γ)) ≤ 2/(k + γ − 2s) if s > 1/2;

(vi) Γ∗ is discrete.

(3) If n = 3, then:

(i)
{

dimH(π2(Γo
2)) ≤ 2/3 if s ≤ 1/2;

dimH(π2(Γo
2)) ≤ 2/(4 − 2s) if s > 1/2;

(ii)
{

dimH(π2(Γa
2)) ≤ 1/2 if s ≤ 1/2;

dimH(π2(Γa
2)) ≤ (1 + s)/(4 − 2s) if s > 1/2;

(iii) dimH(π2(Γ2+2s)) ≤ 2/(2 + η);
(iv) dimH(π2(Γ≥3+s \ Γ≥k+γ)) ≤ 2/(3 − s);

(v)
{

dimH(π2(Γ≥k+γ)) ≤ 3/(k + γ − 1) if s ≤ 1/2;
dimH(π2(Γ≥k+γ)) ≤ 3/(k + γ − 2s) if s > 1/2;

(vi)
{

dimH(π2(Γ∗)) ≤ 1/(3 − 2s+ σ) if s ≤ 1/2;
dimH(π2(Γ∗)) ≤ 1/(2 + σ) if s > 1/2;

(4) If n ≥ 4, then, for almost every t ∈ [0, 1]:

(i)
{

dimH(Γo
2(u(·, t))) ≤ n− 4 if s ≤ 1/2;

dimH(Γo
2(u(·, t))) ≤ n− 5 + 2s if s > 1/2;

(ii)
{

dimH(Γa
2(u(·, t))) ≤ n− 4 if s ≤ 1/2;

dimH(Γa
2(u(·, t))) ≤ n− 6/(1 + s) if s > 1/2;

(iii) dimH(Γ2+2s(u(·, t))) ≤ n− 3 − η;

(iv) dimH(Γ≥3+s(u(·, t)) \ Γ≥k+γ(u(·, t))) ≤ n− 4 + s;

(v)


dimH(Γ≥k+γ(u(·, t))) ≤ n− k − γ + 1 if s ≤ 1/2, k + γ − 1 ≤ n;

dimH(π2(Γ≥k+γ)) ≤ n/(k + γ − 1) if s ≤ 1/2, k + γ − 1 > n;
dimH(Γ≥k+γ(u(·, t))) ≤ n− k − γ + 2s if s > 1/2, k + γ − 2s ≤ n;

dimH(π2(Γ≥k+γ)) ≤ n/(k + γ − 2s) if s > 1/2, k + γ − 2s > n;

(vi)


dimH(π2(Γ∗)) ≤ 2/(3 − 2s+ σ) if s ≤ 1/2, n = 4,

dimH(Γ∗(u(·, t))) ≤ n− 5 + 2s− σ if s ≤ 1/2, n ≥ 5,
dimH(π2(Γ∗)) ≤ 2/(2 + σ) if s > 1/2, n = 4,

dimH(Γ∗(u(·, t))) ≤ n− 4 − σ if s > 1/2, n ≥ 5,

Proof. It 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. It is a direct consequence of Proposition 8.2, after splitting the degenerate set as in (1.13). □

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

Appendix

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

the following interior regularity estimates which were obtained in [FKS82] (see also [CSS08]).

Proposition A.1 (Harnack Inequality, [CSS08, Proposition 2.2]). Let u : Br → R be a solution of Lau = 0 in Br .
If u ≥ 0 in Br , then

sup
Br/2

u ≤ C inf
Br/2

u.
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Proposition A.2 (Interior estimates, [CSS08, Section 2]). Let u : Br → R be a solution of Lau = 0 in Br . Then,
the following estimates hold:

sup
Br/2

∣∣∇k
xu
∣∣ ≤ C

rk
osc
Br

u for every k ∈ N;

[∇k
xu]Cα(Br/2) ≤ C

rk+α
osc
Br

u for some α ∈ (0, 1) and every k ∈ N;

sup
Br/2

∣∣∂2
yyu+ a

y
∂yu

∣∣ ≤ C

r2 osc
Br

u.

Next, we recall the following property of odd extensions, which can be easily obtained integrating by parts.

Proposition A.3. Let u ∈ W 1,2(B+
1 , |y|a) ∩ C

(
B+

1

)
be a solution of{

Lau = 0 in B+
1 ,

u = 0 on B′
1.

Then, the odd extension ũ in B1, defined as ũ(x, y) := (sgn y)u(x, (sgn y)y), belongs toW 1,2(B1, |y|a) and solves
Laũ = 0 in B1.

Proposition A.4 (Liouville-type results). Let u : Rn+1 → R be a solution of Lau = 0 in Rn+1, and suppose that

|u(X)| ≤ C(1 + |X|k) for some k ∈ N.

Then the following holds.

i) If u is even in y, then u is a polynomial.

ii) If u is odd in y, then there exists a polynomial p, even in y, for which u(x, y) = (sgn y)|y|2sp(x, y).

Proof. The first point is [CSS08, Lemma 2.7]. Let us prove the second point by induction on k. If k = 1, then by

Proposition A.2, ∂2
yyu+ (a/y)∂yu ≡ 0 in Rn+1

. Integrating this ODE in y at each fixed x ∈ Rn
, we deduce that

there exist two functions b, c : Rn → R for which u(x, y) = b(x)y|y|−a + c(x). Since u is odd in y, we must have

c ≡ 0. Moreover, again by Proposition A.2, ∇2b ≡ 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,

∂2
yyu+ a

y
∂yu = −∆xu,

and ∆x commutes with La, the function v := ∂2
yyu + (a/y)∂yu solves Lav = 0 in Rn+1

and its growth is

controlled by

|v(X)| ≤ C(1 + |X|k−2).
from the inductive hypothesis, we deduce that v(x, y) = y|y|−aq(x, y), for some polynomial q, even in y. Multi-

plying both sides with |y|a we get

∂y(|y|a∂yu) = yq(x, y),
and integrating in y we obtain ∂yu = |y|−aq̄(x, y) for some polynomial q̄, even in y. Integrating once more we

get the thesis. □

Lemma A.5 (Extension of polynomials, [GR19, Lemma 5.2]). Let q : Rn → R be an homogeneous polynomial of
degree k. Then there is a unique homogeneous polynomial q̃ : Rn+1 → R of degree k such that

Laq̃ = 0 in Rn+1,
q̃(·, 0) = q in Rn,

q̃(x,−y) = q̃(x, y) for (x, y) ∈ Rn+1.

In particular, an homogeneous polynomial of degree k, which is La-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]). Let u ∈ W 1,2(Br, |y|a) ∩ C
(
Br

)
be such that

−Lau ≥ 0 in Br \ {y = 0},
− limy↓0|y|a∂yu(·, y) ≥ 0 in {x ∈ Rn : |x| < r},

u ≥ 0 on ∂Br.

Then u ≥ 0 in Br . Moreover, either u ≡ 0 or u > 0 in Br \ {y = 0}.

Lemma A.7 (Hopf Lemma, [CS14, Proposition 4.11]). Let u ∈ W 1,2(B+
r , |y|a) ∩ C

(
B+

r

)
be such that

−Lau ≥ 0 in B+
r ,

u > 0 in B+
r ,

u(0) = 0.

Then lim infy↓0 y
a u(0,y)

y > 0. In addition, if ya∂yu ∈ C
(
B+

r

)
, then limy↓0 y

a∂yu(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 = {xn = y = 0} and u ∈ W 1,2(B1, |y|a) ∩ C(B1) be such that
Lau = 0 in Rn+1 \ L. Then

Lau = fa[u](x′)Hn−1 L,

where fa[u] : Rn−1 → R is defined as

fa[u](x′) := lim
ε↓0

ˆ
∂Dε

uν(x′, xn, y)|y|a dH1. (A.1)

Here,
Dε := {(xn, y) : x2

n + y2 < ε2}, uν(x′, xn, y) := ∇xn,yu(x′, xn, y) · ν on ∂Dε,

and ν = (xn, y)/ε is the unit normal to ∂Dε.

Proposition A.9 (Hopf lemma in the very thin case). Let L = {xn = y = 0} and u ∈ W 1,2(B1, |y|a) ∩ C(B1)
be such that 

−Lau ≥ 0 in B1 \ L,
u > 0 in B1 \ L,

u(0) = 0.

Then lim infε↓0
´

∂Dε

u(0,xn,y)
ε |y|a dH1 > 0. In addition, if ε 7→

´
∂Dε

uν(0, xn, y)|y|a dH1 is well-defined and has
a limit as ε ↓ 0, then fa[u](0) > 0, where fa[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 := {(x′, xn, y) ∈ Rn+1 : |x′| < 1/2, 0 < x2
n + y2 < r2}.

Given a constant A > 0 to be chosen later, we define the barrier

w(x′, xn, y) := |(xn, y)|−a(1 +Ay2)ϕ(x′),
where ϕ : {x′ ∈ Rn−1 : |x′| < 1/2} → R is the first eigenfunction of the Laplacian with zero Dirichlet boundary

conditions in {x′ ∈ Rn−1 : |x′| < 1/2}, that is to say
−∆x′ϕ = λ1ϕ in {x′ ∈ Rn−1 : |x′| < 1/2},

ϕ = 0 on {x′ ∈ Rn−1 : |x′| = 1/2},
ϕ(0) > 0.

Here λ1 > 0 is the first eigenvalue, and ϕ > 0 on {x′ ∈ Rn−1 : |x′| < 1/2}. We may compute, in Cr ,

Law = |y|a|(xn, y)|−a

{
A(2 + 2a) − λ1(1 +Ay2) − 4aA y2

x2
n + y2

}
ϕ(x′)

≥ |y|a|(xn, y)|−a
{
A(2 − 2a) − λ1(1 +Ay2)

}
ϕ(x′).
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Hence, up to choosing A large and r small, we get that w is La-subharmonic in Cr . Notice also that

w = 0 on {|x′| = 1/2, x2
n + y2 < r2} ∪ {xn = y = 0}.

In particular, by the positivity and continuity of u out of {xn = y = 0}, there exists δ > 0 small enough so that

u ≥ δw on ∂Cr.

Then, by the comparison principle, u ≥ δw in Cr , thus

lim inf
ε↓0

ˆ
∂Dε

u(0, xn, y)
ε

|y|a dH1 ≥ lim inf
ε↓0

ˆ
∂Dε

δ
w(0, xn, y)

ε
|y|a dH1

≥ lim inf
ε↓0

 
∂Dε

cδϕ(0) |y|a

|(xn, y)|a dH1 > 0,

which concludes the proof. □

Proposition A.10 ([FJ21, Lemma 8.18]). Let u : R2 → R be a κ-homogeneous non-zero solution of the very thin
obstacle problem (3.8) in R2. Then κ ∈ {−a} ∪ N≥1.
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