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A CRITICAL FRACTIONAL EQUATION WITH
CONCAVE-CONVEX POWER NONLINEARITIES

B. BARRIOS, E. COLORADO, R. SERVADEI, AND F. SORIA

ABSTRACT. In this work we study the following fractional critical problem
—A)Su = Au? + uzz’l, u>0 in Q)
(=1 & e
u=0 in R"\ Q,

where 2 C R™ is a regular bounded domain, A > 0,0 < s < 1 and n > 2s. Here
(—A)® denotes the fractional Laplace operator defined, up to a normalization
factor, by
u(x +y) + u(z —y) — 2u(x)

‘y|n+2s

—(—=A)°u(z) =P.V.
Rn
Our main results show the existence and multiplicity of solutions to problem
(Py) for different values of A\. The dependency on this parameter changes
according to whether we consider the concave power case (0 < g < 1) or the
convex power case (1 < ¢ < 2% —1). These two cases will be treated separately.

dy, x€R".
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1. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, considerable attention has been given to nonlocal diffusion prob-
lems, in particular to the ones driven by the fractional Laplace operator. One
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of the reasons for this comes from the fact that this operator naturally arises in
several physical phenomena like flames propagation and chemical reactions of lig-
uids, in population dynamics and geophysical fluid dynamics, or in mathematical
finance (American options). It also provides a simple model to describe certain
jump Lévy processes in probability theory. In all these cases, the nonlocal effect
is modeled by the singularity at infinity. For more details and applications, see

[8, [T, 25] 34, 59, 60] and the references therein.

In this paper we focus our attention on critical nonlocal fractional problems. To
be more precise, we consider the following critical problem with convex-concave
nonlinearities

(=A)*u = dud + v~ inQ,

(P\)=¢ u>0 in Q,
u=0 in R"\ Q,
where 2 C R™ is a regular bounded domain, A >0, n > 2s, 0 < ¢ < 2¥ —1 and
2n
1.1 2r = ———
(1.1) * n—2s

is the fractional critical Sobolev exponent. Here (—A)?® is the fractional Laplace
operator defined, up to a normalization factor, by the Riesz potential as

(12)  —(=A)*u(z) :=P.V. / u( +y) +u(z — y) — 2u(x)

ly[+2s
where s € (0,1) is a fixed parameter (see [56, Chapter 5] or [27, (5] for further
details).

One can also define a fractional power of the Laplacian using spectral decompo-
sition. The same problem considered here but for this spectral fractional Laplacian
has been treated in [9]. Some related problems involving this operator have been
studied in [I3} 18] 24 58]. As in [9] the purpose of this paper is to study the exis-
tence of weak solutions for (Py). Previous works related to the operator defined in
(T2, or by a more general kernel, can be found in [28] [37] [41], [44] 46, [47], 51, 52| [53].

Problems similar to (Py) have been also studied in the local setting with different
elliptic operators. As far as we know, the first example in this direction was given
in [30] for the p-Laplacian operator. Other results, this time for the Laplacian (or
essentially the classical Laplacian) operator can be found in [Il [ 12} 23]. More
generally, the case of fully nonlinear operators has been studied in [22].

It is worth noting here that the problem (P)), with A = 0, has no solution
whenever  is a star-shaped domain. This has been proved in [29, [45] using a
Pohozaev identity for the operator (—A)®. This fact motivates the perturbation
term Au?, A > 0, in our work.

dy, xeR"™,

n

We now summarize the main results of the paper. First, in Section 2] we look at
the problem (Py) in the concave case ¢ < 1 and prove the following.

Theorem 1.1. Assume 0 < ¢ < 1, 0 < s < 1, and n > 2s. Then, there exists
0 < A < oo such that problem (Py)
(1) has no solution for A\ > A;
(2) has a minimal solution for any 0 < X\ < A; moreover, the family of minimal
solutions is increasing with respect to \;
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(3) if X = A there exists at least one solution;
(4) for 0 < X < A there are at least two solutions.

The convex case is treated in Section Bl The existence result for problem (Py)
is given by:

Theorem 1.2. Assumel < ¢ <2f—1,0<s <1, andn > 2s. Then, problem (Py)
admits at least one solution provided that either

2s(q+3)
o n>= 5 and A >0, or

e n < % and X\ is sufficiently large.

Theorem [IT] corresponds to the nonlocal version of the main result of [4], while
Theorem may be seen as the nonlocal counterpart of the results obtained for
the standard Laplace operator in [I7, Subsection 2.3, 2.4 and 2.5], (see also [30,
Theorem 3.2 and 3.3] for the case of the p-Laplacian operator). Note, in particular,
that when s = 1 one has 2s(¢+3)/(¢+1) =2(¢+3)/(¢+1) < 4, due to the choice
of ¢ > 1.

We will denote by H*(R™) the usual fractional Sobolev space endowed with the
so-called Gagliardo norm

1/2
l9(x) — g(y)”
1.3 s(Rr) = n ————dxd
43) ol = ol + ([ D=0 rg)
while X§(€2) is the function space defined as
(1.4) X5(Q)={ue H*R"):u=0ae. inR"\Q}.

We refer to [49, B1] for a general definition of X(2) and its properties and to
[2, 27, [35] for an account of the properties of H*(R™).
In X§(£2) we can consider the following norm

/2
[v(z) —v(y)? '

s(Q) = —— dxd .
||U||X0(Q) (/R"XR" |z — y|nt2s e

We also recall that (X§(9Q), || - ||Xg(9)) is a Hilbert space, with scalar product

15) o= [ OGS0,

See for instance [49] Lemma 7).
Observe that by [27, Proposition 3.6] we have the following identity

(1.6) lull xs ) = (=2)*2ul| L2 @n).

This leads us to establish as a definition that the solutions to our problem in this
variational framework are those functions satisfying the relationship (L8] below.
In our context, the Sobolev constant is given by

1.7 S(n,s):= inf n.s(v) >0,
(17) (n0s) = inf  Qualo)
where )
[,
Qn,s(v) — R™ xR"™ Yy , v E HS(R’H,)7

2/2;
2% da:)

([ 1ot
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is the associated Rayleigh quotient. The constant S(n, s) is well defined, as can be
seen in [2, Theorem 7.58].

1.1. Variational formulation of the problem.

Let us start describing the notion of solution in this context. In order to present
the weak formulation of (Py) and taking into account that we are looking for positive
solutions, we will consider the following Dirichlet problem

(P = (=A)*u = Auy)? + (u+)2:71 in Q,
ATl u=0 in R"\ Q,
where uy := max{u,0} denotes the positive part of u. With this at hand, we can
now give the following.

Definition 1.3. We say that u € X§5(Q) is a weak solution of (P;r) if for every
v € X§5(Q2), one has
(1.8)
[ ) Do) D) gy,
R™xR"™

|z — y|nt2s Q

(o + [ (o) pdn

In the sequel we will omit the term weak when referring to solutions that satisfy
the conditions of Definition The crucial observation here is that, by the Max-
imum Principle [55, Proposition 2.2.8], if u is a solution of (Py) then w is strictly
positive in  and, therefore, it is also a solution of (Py).

To find solutions of (Py), we will use a variational approach. Hence, we will
associate a suitable functional to our problem. More precisely, the Euler—Lagrange
functional related to problem (Py) is given by Js, » : X§(Q2) — R defined as follows

*

_ 2
e I O L e S AU RL S
’ 2 R” xR™ q+1 O

|z —y|rt2 25 Jo

Note that J;, 5 is C! and that its critical points correspond to solutions of (Py).

In both cases, ¢ < 1 and ¢ > 1, we will use the Mountain Pass Theorem (MPT)
by Ambrosetti and Rabinowitz (see [6]). In order to do that, we will show that
Js, » satisfies a compactness property and has suitable geometrical features. The
fact that the functional has the suitable geometry is easy to check. Observe that
the embedding X§(Q) < L% (R") is not compact (see [2] ). This is even true when
the nonlocal operator has a more general kernel (see [51l Lemma 9-b)]). Hence,
the difficulty to apply MPT lies on proving a local Palais-Smale (PS for short)
condition at level ¢ € R ((PS).). Moreover, since the PS condition does not hold
globally, we have to prove that the Mountain Pass critical level of J, \ lies below
the threshold of application of the (PS). condition.

In the concave setting, ¢ < 1, the idea is to prove the existence of at least
two positive solutions for an admissible small range of A\. For that we are using
a contradiction argument, inspired by [4]. The proof is divided into several steps:
we first show that we have a solution that is a local minimum for the functional
Js, »- In the next step, in order to find a second solution, we suppose that this local
minimum is the only critical point of the functional, and then we prove a local (PS).
condition for ¢ under a critical level related with the best fractional critical Sobolev



A CRITICAL FRACTIONAL EQUATION WITH CONCAVE-CONVEX NONLINEARITIES 5

constant given in (7). Also we find a path under this critical level localizing the
Sobolev minimizers at the possible concentration on Dirac Deltas. These Deltas
are obtained by the concentration-compactness result in [41] Theorem 1.5] inspired
in the classical result by P.L. Lions in [39, 40]. Applying the MPT given in [6] and
its refined version given in [32], we will reach a contradiction.

In the convex case ¢ > 1 we also apply the MPT to obtain the existence of at
least one solution for (Py) for suitable values of A depending on the dimension n.
As before, we prove a local (PS). condition in a appropriate range related with
the constant S(n, s) defined on (7). The strategy to obtain a solution follows the
ideas given in [I7] (see also [57, [61]) adapted to our nonlocal functional framework.

The linear case ¢ = 1, when the right hand side of the equation is equal to
M+ |u)|? ~2u, was treated in [46, 47, 51} 52, 53]. In these works the authors studied
also nonlinearities more general than those given by the power critical function as
well as the existence of solutions not necessarily positive.

2. THE CRITICAL AND CONCAVE CASE 0 < ¢ <1

This section is devoted to the study of problem (P)) in the case of the exponent
0 < g < 1. We point out that the result of Theorem [ T]in the subcritical case could
be obtained by the arguments given in this paper. However, in this subcritical case
the PS condition is easier to prove -it is indeed satisfied for any energy level- and
the separation of solutions, presented in Lemma below, is not needed. This
approach has been carried out in [I0] where the authors obtain the equivalent to
Theorem [[T] for a related problem using a technique developed in [3].

We begin with the following result that uses, in its proof, a standard comparison
method as well as some ideas given in [4l Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.4].

Lemma 2.1. Let 0 < g <1 and let A be defined by
(2.1) A :=sup {)\ >0 : problem (Py) has solution}.

Then, 0 < A < 0o and the critical concave problem (Py) has at least one solution
for every 0 < A < A. Moreover, for 0 < XA < A we get a family of minimal solutions
increasing with respect to .

By Lemma [ZT] we easily deduce statements (1) — (3) of Theorem [Tl Hence,
in the sequel we focus on proving statement (4) of that theorem, that is on the
existence of a second solution for (Py).

First we prove a regularity result which will be useful in certain parts of this
section:

Proposition 2.2. Let u be a positive solution to the problem

{ (=A)Yu = f(z,u) in £,
u = 0 in R™\ Q,

and assume that |f(z,t)| < C(1+ [t|P), for some 1 < p <2t —1 and C > 0. Then
u € L>®(Q).

Proof. The proof uses standard techniques for the fractional Laplacian, in particular
the following inequality: if ¢ is a convex and differentiable function, then

(=A)"p(u) < ¢'(u) (=A)"u.
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Let us define, for 5 > 1 and T > 0 large,
0, if t<0
p(t) = prpt) = ¢, if 0<t<T
BTA=Y(t —T)+T5, if t>T.

Observe that p(u) € X3(Q) since ¢ is Lipschitz with constant K = B77~! and,
therefore,

/2
lp(u(z)) — p(uy))® >1
o g - / n+2s dx dy
e v
K2|u(gc) _ u(y)|2
s </Rann |z — y|nt2s dz dy = K|lullxg0)-

By (6] and the Sobolev embedding theorem given in [2, Theorem 7.58], we have

(2.2) /Q p(u)(=A) o(u) = () Xs0) = S, s)lle()l72: g

where S(n,s) is defined in (7). On the other hand, since ¢ is convex, and
p(u)¢'(u) € X5(9),

[ etoare < [ ewearuse |

| ol () (140%7).

From (2.2 and the previous inequality we get the following basic estimate:

(2.3 )20y <€ [

[ el (u) (14u7).

Since u ¢’ (u) < Bp(u) and ¢’'(u) < B (1 + ¢(u)), the above estimate ([23) becomes

(2.4) < / <<p<u>>23)2/2: <0p (1+ [ et + [ (w(u))Quw).

It is important to point out here that since p(u) grows linearly, both sides of (2.4))
are finite.

Claim: Let 8; be such that 24, = 2*. Then u € L1 %,

To see this, we take R large to be determined later. Then, Holder’s inequality with
p=LF1=2%/2and p’ = 2%/(2% — 2) gives

(p(w)?u® 2 = (p(u))® u® 2 + (p(w))® w2
/Q /{ugR} /{u>R}

< / (p(u))® B2
{u<R}

2/2* (25-2)/2;
([ ) ( / u2> |
Q {u>R}
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By the Monotone Convergence Theorem, we may take R so that

(25-2)/2;
Juom ™ :
uss < .
( {u>R} 205

In this way, the second term above is absorbed by the left hand side of ([24)) to get

(2.5) < / (w(u»??)m <205, (1+ | ot + /{M} <<p<u>>2R232>.

Using that @7 g, (u) < vt in the right hand side of [23) and then letting " — oo
in the left hand side, since 23 = 2%, we obtain

2/2*
(/ u2§61) <206 (1+/u28+R252/u25> < 00.
Q Q Q

This proves the claim.

We now go back to inequality (Z4) and we use as before that o7 5(u) < v” in
the rigth hand side and then we take 7' — oo in the left hand side. Then,

2/2;
</ u235) <Cp (1+/ u25+/u25+23—2).
Q Q Q

Since / u? < Q| + / u?P+2%:72 we get the following recurrence formula
Q Q

2/27
(/ u23ﬁ> <2CB(1419) (1 +/ u2ﬁ+232) :
Q Q

1
(26) <1 +/ uQ:IB> HEY g 02(51771) <1 _|_/ u2'8+2:_2> 2(B—1) ,
Q B 0

where Cg =4C 5 (1 +1(9Q]).
For m > 1 we define (3,41 inductively so that 23,11 + 2% — 2 = 2%f3,,, that is
2% 25\ ™"
B 1= 56, -1= (3) (-1

Hence, from (2.0)) it follows that

1 1
“ 25 Bm41—1) PTE = . 25 (Bm—1)
(1+/u23ﬂm+1> <Cﬁfn;nl+l ) 1+ ’U,236m ,
Q Q

with Cryy1 :=Cg,,.,, =4C By (1 +1(9Q]). Then, defining for m > 1

1
. T Bm -1
Am = (1_|_/ u25ﬁm> ,
Q

by the Claim proved before, and using a limiting argument, we conclude that there
exists Cy > 0, independent of m > 1, such that
m—+1 1
Amy1 < H C Y Ay < CoAs.
k=2

Therefore,

This implies that ||ul|ze~q) < CoAs. O
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Coming back to the proof Theorem [[LT] as we said in the Introduction, to find
the existence of the second solution, we first show that the minimal solution uy > 0
given by Lemma [2.T]is a local minimum for the functional J; 5. For that, following
the ideas given in [23] we establish a separation lemma in the topology of the class

< oo} s
L>(Q)

Lemma 2.3. Assume 0 < A\; < Ag < A2 < A. Let uy,, ux, and uy, be the
corresponding minimal solutions to (Py), for A = A1, Ao and Ay respectively. If

(2.7) Cu(Q) == {w €@ : w

w
Ci(Q) = ‘ g

where §(z) = dist(x, 0Q). Then we have the following.

Z ={ueCs()|ur, <u<uy,l,
then there exists € > 0 such that
{ur,} +eB1 C Z,
with By = {w € C°(Q) : |55 o) < 1}

Proof. Let u be an arbitrary solution of (Py) for 0 < A < A. Then, by Hopf’s
Lemma (see [I9, Proposition 2.7] and [44] Lemma 3.2]) there exists a positive
constant ¢ such that

(2.8) u(z) = cd(x)®, © € Q.

On the other hand by [44, Proposition 1.1] we get that there exists a positive
constant C' such that

(2.9) u(z) < Co(x)®, x € Q.
Thus, by (28] and (29) we finish the proof. O
Using this previous result we now obtain a local minimum of the functional J;, »

in the C4(92)-topology. This is the first step in order to get a local minimum in
X§(€). That is,

Lemma 2.4. For all A\ € (0,A) the minimal solution uy is a local minimum of the
functional Js, x in the Cs-topology.

Proof. The proof follows in a similar way as in [4] (see also Lemma 3.3 of [23]). In
our case we have to consider the non local operator (—A)® instead of (—A) and the
space Cs(Q) instead of C}(£2). We omit the details. O

To prove that we already have a minimum in the space X§(£2) we show that the
result obtained by Brezis and Nirenberg in [I7] is also valid in our context.

Proposition 2.5. Let zop € X§(2) be a local minimum of T, n in C5(2); by this
we mean that there exists r1 > 0 such that

(2.10) Ts. 2 (20) < Ts, A (20 + 2), Vz € Cs(Q) with ||z, ) < 71

Then, zg is also a local minimum of Js x in X§(S2), that is, there exists ra > 0 so
that

Ts, 2 (20) < T, A (20 + 2), Vz € X5(Q) with ||2]| x5 ) < 2.
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Proof. We follow the ideas given in [23] Theorem 5.1]. Let zy be as in (ZI0) and
set, for € > 0,
B.(z) = {z € X5(Q): ||z — ZOHXS(Q) < 5} .

Now, we argue by contradiction and we suppose that for every € > 0 we have

(2.11) min  J 2 (v) < T, A(20) -
vEBc(z0)

We pick v. € B:(29) such that min )Js,)\(v) = Js, a(ve). The existence of v,

vEB:(z0
comes from a standard argument of weak lower semi-continuity. We want to prove
that

(2.12) ve > zo in Cs(2) as &N\0,

because this would imply that there are z € C4(2), arbitrarily close to zo in the
metric of C5(Q) (in fact, 2 = v, for some &), such that

js, )\(Z) < js, )\(ZO)-
This contradicts our hypothesis ([2.10)).

Let 0 < e < 1. Note that the Euler-Lagrange equation satisfied by v, involves
a Lagrange multiplier & such that

(2.13) (Tea(ve), @) = &e(ve, 0) x5 (), Vo € X ().
As a consequence, since v, is a minimum of J; » in B.(z9), we have

(T (), ve)

(2.14) &=
: ”%H?}(;(Q)

<0, with & — 0 when € N\, 0.

By ([213) we easily get that v, satisfies

{ (=A)%v. = ﬁfk(vs) = fi(vs) in 2,
ve =0 in R"\ Q,

where fi(t) := At )? 4 (t)% 1.

Since v. > 0 and

l[vellxs @) < C,

by Proposition there exists a constant C7 > 0 independent of € such that
llvell Lo () < C1. Moreover, by (Z.14)), it follows that || f§(v:)||z~(q) < C. There-
fore, by [44] Proposition 1.1] (see also [54} Proposition 5]), we get that [[vc|[co.. (@) <
Cy, for some Cy independent of e. Here C%* denotes the space of Holder continuous
functions with exponent s.

Thus, by the Ascoli-Arzela Theorem there exists a subsequence, still denoted by

U, such that v. — zp uniformly as € N\, 0. Moreover, by [44] Theorem 1.2], we
obtain that for a suitable positive constant C'

< Os?zp ‘fi(vs) — f,\(Zo)’-

Ve — 20 ‘
~
Lo (Q)

08
Since the latter tends to zero as € \ 0, ([2Z12)) is proved.
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Lemma [2:4] and Proposition 23] provide us with the existence of a positive local
minimum in X§(€Q) of J; » that will be denoted by wy. We now make a translation
as in [4] in order to simplify the calculations.

For 0 < A < A, we consider the functions

 Muo + 1) = Ml + (ug + )% —uZ Tttt >0,
2.15 £) = 0 0
(215)  ga(@,1) { 0, ift <0,
and

¢
(2.16) Gr(2,6) = Ga(©) = | onla .

0

The associated energy functional js A X§(Q2) — R is given by

- 1
(2.17) Ts a(u) = §||u||§(g(ﬂ) - /Q G(z,u)dz.

Since u € X§(€2), js A is well defined. We define the translate problem

=~ | (=A)u=gx(z,u) in Q C R™,
(PX)_{U—O on R™\ Q.

We know that if @ £ 0 is a critical point of js A then it is a solution of (]3)\)
and, by the Maximum Principle ([55, Proposition 2.2.8]), this implies that u > 0.
Therefore u = ug + @ > 0 will be a second solution of (Py") and consequently a
second one of (Py). Hence, in order to prove statement (4) of Theorem [[T] it is
enough to study the existence of a non-trivial critical point for js A

First we have

Lemma 2.6. u =0 is a local minimum of jsyA in X§5(9).

Proof. The proof follows along the lines of [4] Lemma 4.2], see also [9, Lemma 3.4],
so we omit the details. D

2.1. The Palais—Smale condition for js A In this subsection assuming that
we have a unique critical point, we prove that the functional js A satisfies a local
Palais-Smale condition (see Lemma ZI0). The main tool for proving this fact is
an extension of the concentration-compactness principle by Lions in [39] [40] for
nonlocal fractional operators, given in [4Il Theorem 1.5]. We will also need some
technical results related to the behavior of the fractional Laplacian of a product.
We start with the following.

Lemma 2.7. Let ¢ be a regular function that satisfies

2.18 < ) R™
(2.19) 60)] < T 7 €

and

(2.19) [Vo(z)| < 1§ [t r € R",

for some C >0. Let B : X5(0) x X5(Q2) — R be the bilinear form defined by
(2.20) B(f, g)(x) =2 / (@) = FW)o@) —9w) ;-

n |z — y[m+s
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Then, for every s € (0,1), there exist positive constants C1 and Co such that for
x € R™ one has

C
ZA)S/2 -
(-8)26(@)] € s
and o
2
Proof. Let
[¢(z) — o(y)|
= d
I(:E) /n |x—y|"+5 Y

For any x € R", it is clear that

|(=2)*2(2)] < 21(x).
Also, since |¢(z)| < C, we have

|B(6,0)(x)| < 2C1(x).

Hence, it suffices to prove that

(2.21) I(z) < ¢

\W, VIGR,

for a suitable positive constante C.
Since ¢ is a regular function, for |x| < 1 we obtain that,

dy dy
@) < (V6w / W / 9y
=" lyl<2 [T —y[rtst lyl>2 [yt

C
2.22 < O ———.
( ) 1_|_ |$|n+s

Let now |z| > 1. Then

(2.23) I(x) := I, (2) + La,(z) + T4, (),
e 6(2) — 6(y)
. P(z) — oy .
IAI('I) T /141 |(E _ yln-‘rs dy’ 1= 15273;
with

x x
A=y lr—ol <2 A gy eyl > Ly <2y
and

et el
5=y 2=yl > 55, [yl > 2z}
Therefore, since for |x| > 1 and y € Ay, |p(z) — é(y)| < [Vo(E)||lz — y| with

% < [l < g|x|, by ([2I9), we obtain that

C dy _
2.24 I, (2) < < Cla| =29,
( ) Ay (I) |$|n+s+l /A1 |.’II _y|n+5_1 |I|

Using now that, for any z, y € R™ we have the inequality,

16()] + 6(y)] < ¢

1+ min{fa|m+s, [y[m+e}
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we get
C dy _
(2.25) Ia, () < / < Cla|-+),
’ ||t Ja, (14 [y["te)
and
C / dy _
2.26 I, (z) < < Olz|~(+29),
( ) As( ) |$|n+s 4 |y|n+5 | |

Note that the last estimate follows from the fact that (z,y) € Az implies |x — y| >

lyl/2. Then, by ([223)-([226), we get that

c
2.27 I(z) < Cla| =) € ———— > 1.
(227) () < Clal o
Hence, by (222) and [227), we conclude [Z21)). O

To establish the next auxiliary results we consider a non increasing cut-off func-
tion ¢ € C§°(R™) and

(2.28) ¢e(x) == ¢(x/e).

Now we get the following.

Lemma 2.8. Let {z,,} be an uniformly bounded sequence in X§(Q) and ¢. the
function defined in (228). Then,

(2.29) lim lim /n 2 (2)(=A)* 2 ¢ (2) (= A)*/2 2 (2) da| = 0.

e—0m—oo

Proof. First of all note that, as a consequence of the fact that {z,,} is uniformly
bounded in the reflexive space X§(2), say by M, we get that there exists z € X3(Q),
such that, up to a subsequence,

Zm =z weakly in X§(9),
(2.30) Zm = Z strongly in L"(Q2), 1< r <2,
Zm = 2 a.e. in €.

Also it is clear that
(2.31) [(=A) e (z)| =e*

(o) (9] <o
Therefore defining

Il =

3

[ @) (8)26.0) (-8 22, () d
from (2.31) and the fact that ||z | xsQ) < M, we get
L < (=2)"zm| L2@e) l2m (=) 2 e | 20

< M||(zm — 2)(=A)* 20| 120) + M||2(=A)* ¢ 12(0)
< Ce %|zm — 2llp2) + M[|2(—A)* 26| r2(q)-

N

(2.32)

Since [|z]|xg() < M then ||z|;2: o) < C, that is 22 € L% (Q). Hence, for every
p > 0 there exits n € C§°(€2) such that

(2.33) 122 = nll w2 ) < -
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Then, by [Z31), (Z33) and Hélder’s inequality with p = n/n — 2s we obtain that
[ 122@) = n@)l(-2)"26. () d
+ [ @80 @) do

< ||Z2 _77”[/#((2)||(—A)S/2¢)5||i%(Rn)

+ Il @ I (=2)*2¢:[72n)

Y s T\ |
o ([ (a0 ()] o)
4 06—25/

} </ e O d2> n

+ CsHS/ [(—A)*"2¢(2)|? dz
(2.34) < COp+Ce2,
Hence, using (2.30), from 2.32)), (234) and the fact that n > 2s, it follows that

N

||z(—A)5/2¢€||%2(Q)

2s
n

/N

N

1
lim lim I; < lim C (p+5n72s)2 = C'p%.
e—=+0m—o00 e—0

Since p > 0 is fixed but arbitrarily small, we conclude the proof of Lemma[2.8 [

Also, we have the following.

Lemma 2.9. With the same assumptions of Lemmal2Z.8 we have that

| AP e @) B, 60) (o) d

where B is defined in (220).
Proof. Let

(2.35) lim lim

e—~>0m—o0

:0,

Iz =

[ 820 B 6.)0) ]

Since [|zm | xs (@) < M, then
I, < M|B(zm, ¢<)l 12 ®n)
S M| B(zm = 2, ¢) |l L2@®n) + M| B(2, ¢e)ll L2rn),

where z is, as in Lemma [Z8, the weak limit of the sequence {z,,} in X§(£2). We
estimate each of the summands in the previous inequality. Let

(2.36)

1 T
(2.37) V@) = e d () = (g) .
By Lemma 27 applied to ¢, we note that
(2.38)  B(¢e, ¢:)(x) = e~*B(6, ) (g) <O~ (g) —c—— <o

L+ ]2
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Therefore, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and ([Z38), it follows that

QANB o — 2,0 oy < [ Blom = 22 — @) B0 6.)(0) do

< C’s_s/ B(zm — 2, 2m — 2)(x) dx
= Celam -zl
X5 (Q)
= 05—8/ (zm — 2)(2)(—=A)*? (2 — 2)(z) da
< Ce*|lzm — 2l 2@ (= A)*?(2m — 2) || L2@n)
(240) < CE_S”Zm — Z||L2(Q)-

On the other hand, for a suitable function f, we have that

| 2@ea i@ = [ reare

(2.41) / f(z) (22(3:)(—A)S/2z(3:) - B(z,z)(x)) dz.

Then, arguing as in ([2.39) and applying 2.41) with f := ¢.(x), from 238) we get
that

/N

1BG 0l < [ Ble2)@)B(on60)(a) da

N

Ce™* /n B(z,2)(x)Ye(x) dx

< Ce / ) (—zQ(x)(—A)S/21/JE(:1:)—|—22(33)1/15(33)(—A)S/22(3:)) dz
(2.42) = Ixq + Iop.

We estimate now Iq and I o separately. Let p > 0. By Lemma 27 applied to v
and (Z31)), it follows that

Bl < = [ 2)(a)12) (2)] d
< Caf2s/n 22 (x)y (E) dx

3

(2.43) < Qe /n (22 = n)(x)Ye (z) dx + 5_25/ n(z)ve (x) dx,

n

where n € C3° () is the function that satisfies (2.33). Then from (2:43]) we obtain

Lol < Coe uell, g oy + O Il zoe ey el oy

<
< Collvoll g gy + C" 2 0l e ey [0 2 o)

(2.44)
On the other hand,

(2.45) | I2,2] < O™ [(= )22 an 290 | 20y < O™ lzvell 2(qy -
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Therefore, by ([233), we get

n

Rl < c ([ 16 - n@lea o+ [ ol ao)

_92s 2
< (pllell? 2 o, + Il ey el e )

(2.46) < Opll 2 gy + CE™ 2 Il oo ey 90172 ey
Then, by (Z44) and (Z44]), it follows from ([Z42]) that
(2.47) I1B(z, ¢2)lI22 gy < C (p + p%) +C (EHS n g*) _

Hence, from [230), 240) and (Z47), since n > 2s, we obtain

lim Tim (1B — 2 60)ll3agn + 1Bz 00 F2(en))

e—0m—o0

lim C' (p% + 5%25)
e—0

N

Thus, since p is an arbitrary positive value,

(248) T T (I1B(sm = 260 3agan) + 1Bz, 6) 22 ) = 0.

Finally, by ([236]) and ([248]), we conclude that

lim lim |Ix] =0.
e—=0m—o0

Now we can prove the principal result of this subsection:

Lemma 2.10. If u = 0 is the only critical point of jS,A in X§(Q), then jS,A
satisfies a local Palais Smale condition below the critical level

(2.49) ¢ = 25(n,8)%,
n
where S(n,s) is the Sobolev constant defined in (L1).
Proof. Let {u,,} be a Palais-Smale sequence for js A verifying
(2.50) js,)\(um) = <c and j;)\(um) — 0.

Then, since there exists M > 0 such that ||um||Xg(Q) < M, and, by hypothesis

u = 0 is the unique critical point of js A, it follows that

Uy — 0 weakly in X7(Q),
(2.51) Uy — 0 strongly in L"(Q2), 1< r <23,
Um — 0 a.e. in Q.
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Also, since uy is a critical point of J; x, we have that

js,A(Zm) - \i,A(um)‘FJS,)\(uO)

m Uy )1 )21 U 4w )4
* \L<(O+( P i — () — LT )dw

q+1 q+1
. -
o + () 1) - Uo + Um)y
+/<u S S PR u)m
Q 2 2

(2.52) < Toa(um) + Ts, 2 (uo),
where
(2.53) Zm = U, + Ug.

Moreover, for every ¢ € X§(€2),
<'-75/, A(Zm)v 90> = <h7s/, )\(um)v 90>

+ /Q ()\(uo + (Um)4)? + (uo + (Um)+)2:71) @ dx

(2.54) _ / (Mo + )%+ (0 + )7
Q

Then, by ([2350), 2X51) and (2354) we obtain that

(2.55) T! \(2m) = 0.

From ([2352) and (2355) we get that the sequence {z,,} is uniformly bounded in
X5(€). As a consequence, and the fact that uw = 0 is the unique critical point of
Js, », Up to a subsequence, we get that

Zm  —  Uo weakly in X§(€2),
(2.56) Zm = U strongly in L"(Q), 1<r <2},
Zm  — Ug a.e. in €.

Following [36] it is easy to prove that X§(£2) could also be defined as the closure
of C§°(€2) with respect to the X§(2)-norm (see also [29]). Hence, applying [41]
Theorem 1.5] we have that there exist an index set I C N, a sequence of points
{zr}rer C Q, and two sequences of nonnegative real numbers {ux}rer, {Vk brer,
such that

(2.57) (=22 (zn) P = 2 [(=A)Puol* + Y k.

kel
Moreover,
(2.58) |(zm)+ |5 = v = |uo)® + ZVk(kaa

kel
in the sense of measures, with
* 2;

(2.59) v < S(n, 5)7275;1,? for every k € I.

Here 6., denotes the Dirac delta at xj, while S(n, s) is the constant given in (L) .
We fix kg € I, and we consider ¢ € C§°(R™) a nonincreasing cut-off function
satisfying

(2.60) ¢p=11in Bi(xg,) and ¢ =0 in Ba(zy,).
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Set now
(2.61) ¢ (x) = p(x/e), = e€R™

Taking the derivative of the identity given in (L)), see also [48, Lemma 16], for any
u, p € X5(Q) we obtain that

(262) /Rn . (U(I) — u(y))(¢($) — <P(y)) dr dy _ /n (p(:E)(—A)Su(:E) dr.

|z — gyt

Then, using ¢ (z,)+ as a test function in (2E55), by ([2Z.62)), and the fact that

[ @em) )-8 2o > [ (el (A () d,

n

we have that

0 > i ([ @l -8) G o

m— 00

g+1 2 ;
. (x L o [ ) M))_

Hence,
Jin ([ G @)= 207 ) )-8 20 (o) d
o A o [ @) = @) 0) )0,
2 [ (8" [ e e dy)

m— 00

- [ Ay dx>.
Bae (wk)
Therefore, by [256]), 2517) and [258) we get

lim lim ( / o)+ (2) (=) () () (D)2 () d

<Jim (A (et [ ()P ds
Bae (wr) Bac (wk)

e—=>0m—o0

w2 [ (AP aate) [ B SN )= el )

|z —y[nts

(2.63) < lim /\/ uld™ o, dx+/ e du—/ G dp | .
=0 BQE(;EkO) st(lﬂko) BZs(iﬂko)

Since ¢ is a regular function with compact support is clear that satisfies the hy-
pothesis of Lemma 27 Therefore, by Lemma and Lemma applied to the
sequence {(zn,)+ }, it follows that the left hand side of ([2:63)) goes to zero. That is,
we obtain that

lim / ¢ dv + )\/ ug+1¢€ dr — / G du | = vy — pg, 20.
e=0 Bac (k) Bae (k) Bac (k)

Thus, from (2359), we have that either v, =0 or
(2.64) Ve = S(n, s)%.
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Suppose now that vy, # 0. By (252), 255) and ([2.64) we obtain that

m—00 ’

1 1 s o* S
s oa(e ) [t S [ e
(2 q+1)/ﬂu0 :E—i—n Quo :E—i—nuko

> Ju(uo) + =S(n, )%
= Jsa(ug) + .

This is a contradiction with (Z50). Since ko was arbitrary, we deduce that vy, =0
for all k € I. As a consequence, we obtain that (u,); — 0 in L% (). Note that,
since u,, is equal to zero outside €2, indeed we have that (u,,)y+ — 0 in L% (R™).

1
C1 + js,)\(uO) 2 hm <js,)\(zm) - §<\75/ )\(Zm)azm>)

This implies convergence of A((ty,)1)? 4 ((um) )%~ in L7 (R™). Finally, using
the continuity of the inverse operator (—A)™*, we obtain strong convergence of u,,
in X§(9). O

2.2. Proof of statement (4) of Theorem [I.Tl In Lemma 210 we have proved
that if w = 0 is the only critical point of the functional js \, then js A verifies the
Palais—Smale condition at any level ¢; < ¢*, where ¢* is the critical level defined in
2.49). ~

Now, we want to show that we can obtain a local (PS).—sequence for J,  under
the critical level ¢*. For this, assume, without loss of generality, that 0 € ). By
[26] (see also [13] 38]) the infimum in (7)) is attained at the function

6(71725)/2

(2.65) ue(r) = (22 + 82)(71—28)/2’ €>0,
that is
; |ue(z) — ue(y)[?
(2.66) ||(-=A) /2u5||2L2(]R") = /RHXRn €|$L' — y|nj-2s dxdy = S(n, S)HUEHQL?E (Rn)"

Also, let us introduce a cut-off function ¢y € C*°(R), non increasing and satis-

fying
1 ifogt<gd
— X N 90
9o(t) {0 ift>1.

For a fixed r > 0 small enough such that B, C Q, set ¢(z) = ¢.(z) = ¢0(|:_|) and
consider the family of non negative truncated functions

(2.67) ne(z) = — 2l

= =2 e x(Q).
Ipucll oz )~ °

Then, we have the following.

Lemma 2.11. There exists € > 0 small enough such that

(2.68) sup ‘Z,A(tns) <c.
>0

Proof. We follow the proof of [4] Lemma 4.4] (see also [23, Lemma 3.9]).
Assume n > 4s. Since

(2.69)  (a+Db)? = aP +b* + paP~'b, for some p > 0 and every a,b >0, p > 1,
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then the function G defined in (2I6]), satisfies

1 2t M 2 272

(2.70) Ga(w) 2 o5 (ug)™ + 5 (ug) up*
Therefore,

~ 12 ) 2 2 2 2 o

Ts,A(tne) < §||775||X5(Q) o gh ] U nzdz.
Since ug > ag > 0 in supp(n.) we get, for any ¢ > 0 and € > 0 small enough,

~ 2 2 2,

(2.71) Ts A(tn:) < 5||778||xg(n) T §M||775||L2(Q)~

Moreover, since |[ue|| 2z gny is independent of e, by [51, Proposition 21] we have

[ puell%s o)

|| (bua || i?: Q)

. 2
Rrxgr [T — Y

||775||§(g(9)

< +O(e" %)
2
||¢’U,€ ||L2’Sk (Q)
(2.72) = S(n,s)+0("%).
Furthermore, by [23] Lemma 3.8] (see also [51] Proposition 22]) it follows that
Ce?s if n>4s
2 )
(273 Il > { Gorog(iye) it i
Therefore, from 271)), (Z72) and 273), we get
~ 2 25 2 L
(2.74) Ts, A (tne) < E(S(n, s) + Ce™ %) — o 50525 = g(t),

with C > 0. Since lim g(t) = —oo, then sup g(t) is attained at some ¢, » := t. > 0.
t—o00 t>0
If t. = 0, then

sup Jx. A (t2) < sup g(t) = g(0) = 0
>0 >0

for any 0 < A < A and (2868) is trivially verified. Now, we suppose that t. > 0.
Differentiating the above function g(t), we obtain that

(2.75) 0=g'(t:) =t.(S(n,s) + Ce"2) — 27 4.0,
which implies

(2.76) t. < (S(n,s) + Cen2s)72,

Also we have, for € > 0 small enough,

(2.77) te =2 c>0.

Indeed from ([Z75]) we get
127 = S(n,s) +Ce"2 —Ce® > ¢ >0,

provided ¢ is small enough. Moreover, the function
t2 t2
t— E(S(n, )+ Ce" ™) — o

S
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is increasing on [0, (S(n, s)+C€"‘25)2§‘1*2]. Whence, by (2276) and ([277), we obtain
(S(n,s) + Ce"28)2s — O,

S
supg(t) = g(te) < —
t>0 n

for some C > 0. Therefore, by (Z74), for n > 4s, we get that
(2.78)  sup Js. a(tne) < g(te) < iS’(n, )% 4+ Ce" % — Ce¥ < iS’(n, §)% = c*.
t>0 n n

If n = 4s the same conclusion follows.
The last case 2s < n < 4s follows by using the estimate ([2.69]) which gives

1

(2.79) Gi(u) > §(u+)2: + uo(u+)2:71.

2t — 1
Then, 279) jointly with the inequality (3.28) of [23], instead of [273), and arguing
in a similar way as above, finish the proof.

O

To complete the existence of the second solution, that is statement (4) in The-
orem [[T] in view of the previous results, we look for a path with energy below
the critical level ¢*. Let us fix A € (0,A). We consider M, > 0 large enough so

that 7, x(M:n.) < Js, »(0). Note that such M, exists, since tlim Ts. A(tne) = —o0.
— 00

Also, by Lemma 28] there exists a > 0 such that if [|ul|xs() = a, then Taa (1) =
i,A(O). We define

[e = {y € C([0,1], X5(2)) : v(0) =0, v(1) = Men.},
and the minimax value

(2.80) cc = inf sup Js A(y(2)).

v€le 0<t<1
By the arguments above, ¢, > js 2(0). Also, by Lemma 21Tl for £ < 1 we obtain
that

c. < sup jsyA(tMsnE) = sup ‘Z,A(tns) < c*.
0<t<1 >0

Therefore, by Lemma and the MPT [6] if ¢. > J A(0), or the corresponding

refinement given in [32] if the minimax level is equal to J5 1(0), we obtain the
existence of a non-trivial solution of (Py), provided u = 0 is its unique solution. Of

course this is a contradiction. Thus, js A admits a critical point u different from
the trivial function. As a consequence, u = ug + @ is a solution, different of ug, of

problem (Py). This concludes the proof of Theorem [L1]

3. THE CRITICAL AND CONVEX CASE ¢ > 1

In this section we discuss the problem (Py) in the convex setting ¢ > 1. Here, we
argue essentially as in [46] 47, 51, 52| 53], where the authors studied the linear case
q = 1 using again variational techniques. With respect to the case ¢ = 1, there are
some extra difficulties to prove the (PS). condition and to obtain the estimates of
the Mountain Pass critical value. First of all it is easy to check the good geometry
of the functional. That is we have the following.

Proposition 3.1. Assume A >0 and 1 < q¢ < 2% — 1. Then, there exist & > 0 and
B > 0 such that
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a) for any u € X5(Q) with ||ul[xs) = o one has that Js x(u) = B,
b) there ezists a positive function e € X§(Q) so that |le|[xs) > o and
js, >\(e) < ﬁ

Proof. a) By the Sobolev embedding theorem, since ¢+1 < 2%, it can be easily
seen that

Ts a(w) = g(l[ullxs9)s

where g(t) = C1t? — A\Cotd™! — Cst2:, for some positive constants Cy, Cs
and C5. Therefore, there will exist a > 0 such that 8 := g(«) > 0. Then,
Ts, a(u) = B for u € X5(2) with |[ul|xs) = a.

b) Fix a positive function ug € X§(€2) such that [|uo||x; ) = 1 and consider
t > 0. Since 2% > 2, it follows that

Jm T, A(tug) = —oo.

Then, there exists ty large enough, such that for e := tyug, we get that
llellxs (@) > o and T x(e) < B.
O

By a similar argument, it follows that
3.1 lim tug) = 0.
( ) t_)0+js,>\( 0)
Let us check now that we have the compactness properties of J; » .

3.1. The Palais—Smale condition for J; ). In this subsection we show that
the functional J; » satisfies the Palais-Smale condition in a suitable energy range
involving the best fractional critical Sobolev constant S(n, s) given in (1), that is
we prove the following.

Proposition 3.2. Let A >0 and 1 < q < 2% — 1.
Then, the functional Js, » satisfies the (PS)c, condition provided co < c¢*, where

c* is given in (249).
Proof. Let {um} be a (PS).,—sequence for Js » in X§(€2), that is

(3.2) Ts A (um) = c2
and
(3.3) T! A () = 0.

First of all we get that {u.,} is bounded in X§(©2). Indeed by (B2) and (33]), there
exists M > 0 such that

(3.4) umllxs ) < M.

In order to prove our result we proceed by steps.

Claim 1. There exists uos € X§(Q2) such that (J! \(uc), ) = 0 for any ¢ €
X§5(9) .
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Proof. By (B4) and the fact that X§(2) is a reflexive space, up to a subsequence,
still denoted by ., there exists us, € X§(£2) such that u,, — u weakly in X35(Q),
that is
(3.5)
/ (um (@) = un(®)) (p(=) = ¢(y))
Rn xR™

|z —y|"t2s

dxdy —

/ (oo () — tss () (2() — (1))
R" xR

=T dxdy for any ¢ € X5(92).

Moreover, we have

(3.6) U — U weakly in L% (£2),
(3.7) Um — U strongly in L"(Q2), 1< r <2},
(3.8) Um  — Uso a.e. in Q.

Hence, taking the limit when m — oo, by (B3), B.5)-([B.8) we conclude
/ (Uoo () — uoo(y)) (p(z) — (y)) da dy )\/ (oo )+ )% da
R™ xR™ Q

|z — gyt

+ [ () e
for any ¢ € X§(Q). O
Claim 2. The following equality holds:
1 1 .
T, A (um) = «75,A(“W)+§||um_uw||§{g(ﬂ)_§/Q|(um)+($)_(uoo)+($)|2sdw""o(l)'

Proof. First of all, we observe that by ([B4]) and the Sobolev embedding theorem,
the sequence u,, is bounded in X§(2) and in L% (Q). Hence, since [B7) and (E3)
hold true, by the Brezis-Lieb Lemma (see [I6, Theorem 1]), we get

(3.9) gy = lum = wooll ks (@) + llusollXs @) + o(1),
(3.10) ; () + | da = ; [ () 1 (2) = (o) 1 () > diL’ﬂL/Q |(troo) 1 % dz 4 o(1)
and
(3.11) | (wm )+l Latr () = [ (too)+ |l La+1(0)-
Therefore, by B3.9), 310) and BII)) we deduce that

1 1

Ts A (um) = §||Um - U00||§(g(sz) + §||u00||§(g(£2)
A 1 .
= 2 0 e = [ () o) = () (0 da
1

7 /. ((use)+)* dz + o(1)

1
= j& )\(uoo) + §||Um - uoo”%(g(ﬂ)

- Qi / [(tm) 4 (&) — (t100) 4 (@) dz + o(1),

which gives the desired assertion. 0
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Claim 3. The following estimate holds:

Jim = e gy = 1) 2) = (e @) ¥z + o)
< [ 1)) = (@) da + of0),

Q

Proof. Note that, as a consequence of (8.6 and BI0), we get

(3.12)

[ ()07 @) = ()7 @) (o) = ) i
% dr — U %y, da
/Q«umm a / (100) )% Mt d
27 -1 2
- /Q«umm o it + /Q<<uoo>+> dx

= [ () da - / (oe)+) d + o(1)
_ /|um o)1 ()22 d + o(1).

Furthermore, (87) and B.I1)) give

/Q () )7 (@) — (t10) +)(2)) (1 () — t100(2))
/Q () )™ dz / (tt00) 1) 2t

q q+1
- / (tm) )Mt e + / (o0) )" da
= o(1).

, by B3), Claim [l I2) and BI3), we conclude that
= <js/,)\(um)u Um — uoo>

= <js/,)\(um) - js/,)\(uoo)u U — Uoo)

[[um — uoo”?)(g((z) - )‘/Q (((um)+)(2) = ((uoo)+) () (um () — uco(x)) dz
[ (€)% 7 @) = ()% @) (20 0) = () i
= e gy = [ 1((00n) 1)) = () )@ d + of0).

Now, we can finish the proof of Proposition [3.2].
By Claim [3] we know that

(3.14)

1 1 . s
gl i3 [ 100 @)=(00) ) @) = 2=t g o).

Then, by B.2)), Claim 2l and (314) we obtain

(3.15)

s
Ts,A(Uoo) + ﬁ”um - uoong(g((z) = Ts,A(um) + o(1) = c2 + o(1).
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On the other hand, by B4, up to a subsequence, we can assume that
(3.16) [ — ool %) = L =0,
and then, as a consequence of Claim 3]
[t () — too (2)|% dz — L >L.
Q
By the definition of S(n, s) given in (7)), we have

L > S(n,s)L*? > S(n,s)L*%
so that
L=0 or L>S8(n,s)=.

We now prove that the case L > S(n, s)2s can not occur. Indeed taking ¢ = u,, €
X35 () as a test function in Claim [I we have that

e By = A [ ()" ot [ ((uc) )

That is,

1 1

S *
A7) Fuun) = (5 = 7 ) Wl iy + 2 1)) g > 0

thanks to the positivity of A and the fact that ¢ > 1. Therefore, if L > S(n,s)3:,

then, by BI5), BI0) and BI1) we get
co = Ts, A (Uoo) + Ry Sy ES(n,S)% :
n n n
which contradicts the fact that co < ¢*, for the ¢* given in (Z49)) . Thus L = 0 and
so, by ([BI4]), we obtain that

[tm — toollxg(2) — 0.
O

Remark 3.3. Note that the proof of Proposition [3.2 could be also obtained by the
concentration-compactness theory of Subsection [Z. This simply means that the
arguments performed in the last part of the proof of LemmalZI0 can be adapted to
the convex setting.

3.2. Proof of Theorem By Proposition Bl and () we get that Js, » sat-
isfies the geometric features required by the MPT (see [6]). Moreover, by Propo-
sition the functional J,  verifies the Palais-Smale condition at any level c,
provided ¢ < ¢*.

Now, as in the concave case, we find a path with energy below the critical level
c*. That is, we have the following.

Lemma 3.4. Let A > 0, ¢* be as in (249) and 7. be the non negative function
defined in (ZG1). Then, there exists € > 0 small enough such that

sup Js, A(tne) < c*,
t>0

provided
° n>% and A > 0 or
e n < 25@t3) g \ > As, for a suitable \s > 0.

q+1
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25(q+3)
Proof. Let n > L

1
First of all note that since ¢ > 1 we get that n > 2s (1 + —). Therefore,
q

denoting by N := —(n — (n — 2s)(g + 1)) > 0, for some positive constants ¢ and C,
it follows that
/ ne(x)ide = C udt da
" |z|<r
n—2s dx
_ (B / _
le|<r (2|2 + 52)%
r n—1
—(n=2s 1%
= (e (%% (a+1) /0 =D dp
2
(1+&))
r/ n—1
- cgn—("%“)mﬂ)/ ) "
o Q +t2)<n—2o2)<q+1>

WV

o
Cen (252 () / S -1-(n-29)(at) g
1

_ Os”("NT“)wH) (1_ (;)N>

(3.18) > e (%5%) (),
Then, by [272) and BI]) for any ¢t > 0 and ¢ > 0 small enough we obtain

T N A 1
Furttne) = Gl = 5o —Arp [t e

t2 N n=2s
3.19 < =(S Ce™™2) = —— _ O\ n=("52)(a+1) . g4
(319) 5 (S(n,s) + ") = o = OA T e (0
It is clear that

Jim g(t) = —o0,

therefore sup, g(t) is attained at some t. \ := t. > 0. As we comment in the

proof of Lemma 2.IT] we could suppose t. > 0. Differentiating ¢(¢) and equaling to
zero, we obtain that

(3.20) 0=g'(t.) = t-(S(n, s) + Ce"=25) — 271 _ Gapaen—("2)(atD),

Hence,

te < (S(n,s) + Ce™ %) 72,
Moreover, we have that for € > 0 small enough
(3.21) te >2c>0.
Indeed, from ([B20)) it follows that

n—2s
2

t§:72 + C’)\tg_lsn_( Ma+1) — S(n,s) + Ce""2% > ¢ > 0, for € > 0 small enough.

Also, since the function
t2 n—2s tQ:

S
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is increasing on [0, (S(n, s) + Cs"_%)zé%z], by BI9) and 2T we obtain

supg(t) = g(t:) < (S(n,s) + Cen20)d — Ten=(35%)@+D)
t>0 n

(3.22) < 28(n,s)F 4 e _ Oenm(27) (kD)
n

for some C > 0. Finally, from our hypothesis on n, we conclude from (3.22)) that

S n
sup Js, a(tne) < g(te) < —S(n,s)>.
t>0 n

Consider now the case n < %. Arguing exactly as in the previous case, we
get that
(3.23) (S(n,s) + Ce"2) = 277 4 On e~ (%37t

with £z \ > 0 the point where the sup,-, g(t) is attained. We claim that

(3.24) tex — 0 when X\ — +oo.

To see this assume that Aﬁ te x = > 0. Then, passing to the limit when A — 400
—r 00

in 323) we would get (S(n, s)+Ce™""2%) = +o00, which is a contradiction and (3.24])
follows. If we take now ( the positive number given in Proposition Bl by (3:24)
we obtain that

0 <sup Jsa(tne) < g(ten)
>0

t2 \ 2:}\ _ t‘]';l e
= (S5 + CenTE) - 22 - OA= 15"*(T)<q+1>
s q
t2 t2:
< ZA (S(n,s) + Ce™ ) — 2—A =0,

when A — oo. Then,

lim sup Js, A(tn:) = 0,
A—+o0 t>0

25(q+3) ) 0

which easily yields the desired conclusion for the case n < s}

We conclude now the proof of Theorem In order to do so, we define
Fe = {y € C([0,1], X5(©2)) : 7(0) =0, (1) = Menc}
for some M. > 0 big enough such that Js »(Mcn:) < 0. Observe that for every v €
[ the function ¢ — |[v(f)[|x;(a) is continuous in [0, 1]. Therefore, for the a given
in Proposition[B1] since ||’Y(O)||Xg(g) =0 < o and ||7(1)||X§(Q) = ||M8778||X§(Q) > o
for M. sufficiently large, there exists to € (0,1) such that ||y(to)[xs) = a. Asa
consequence,
sup Js A(v(t)) = Ts,a(v(t0)) = inf T a(v) = B >0,

0<t<1 vl xg @)=
where 3 is the positive value given in Proposition Bl Hence,

c. = inf sup T a(y(t)) > 0.
vele o<t

Then, by Lemma [B.4] Proposition and the MPT given in [6] we conclude that

the functional J; » admits a critical point u € X§(Q2), provided n > % and
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A>0orn< % and A > X, for a suitable Ay > 0. Moreover, since Js (u) =
ce = >0 and J A(0) = 0, the function w is not the trivial one. This concludes
the proof of Theorem

Remark 3.5. Some of the results obtained in Section[2 and Section[d are true for
integrodifferential operators more general than the fractional Laplacian, such as, for
instance, the ones considered in [49] [B1].
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