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PROFILE OF SOLUTIONS FOR NONLOCAL EQUATIONS WITH
CRITICAL AND SUPERCRITICAL NONLINEARITIES

MOUSOMI BHAKTA, DEBANGANA MUKHERJEE AND SANJIBAN SANTRA

ABSTRACT. We study the fractional Laplacian problem
(-AYu=uP —eu? in Q,
u>0 in Q,
(Ie) u=0 in RV\Q,
ue H*(Q)N Lq+1(Q);

where s € (0,1), ¢ > p > %fgz and € > 0 is a parameter. Here Q C RV

is a bounded star-shaped domain with smooth boundary and N > 2s. We
establish existence of a variational positive solution u. and characterise the
%fgz, we describe how the
solution u. blows up at a interior point of Q. Furthermore, we prove the local
uniqueness of solution of the above problem when 2 is a convex symmetric

domain of RN with N > 4s and p = —%fgﬁ

asymptotic behaviour of us as € — 0. When p =

1. Introduction

There has been considerable interest in understanding the asymptotic behavior
of positive solutions of the elliptic problem

e2(=A)u = f(u) inQ,
(1.1) u >0 in Q,
u=0 onRY\Q,

where € > 0 is a parameter, s € (0,1) and f is having superlinear nonlinearity with
f(0) = 0. Q is a smooth bounded domain in RY. The existence and asymptotic
behavior of solutions to (ILI) depend crucially on the behavior of f near 0. It is
easy to check that problem (L)) may not have any nontrivial solutions for small
e > 0if f/(0) > 0. The case of f/(0) < 0 has been studied by many authors.
To mention a few of them in the local case, we refer the papers [16], [25] and the
references therein. In the nonlocal case, not much is known. Multi-peak solutions
of a fractional Schrédinger equation in the whole of RY was considered in [13].
In [14], Dévila, et al constructed a family of solutions which have the properties
that, when ¢ — 0, those solutions concentrate at an interior point of the domain
in the form of a scaling ground state in entire space. Bubble solutions for the
fractional problems involving the almost critical or almost supercritical powers were
considered in Dévila et al et al [12].
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In this paper, we consider the problem in the zero mass case i.e., when f(0) =0
and f’(0) = 0. The problem (L) can be viewed as borderline problems. When
s =1, Berestycki and Lions in [4] proved the existence of ground state solutions if
f(u) behaves like |u|P for large u and |u|? for small u where p and ¢ are respectively
supercritical and subcritical.

In this paper, we consider the following family of problems:
(=AY u=uP —eu? in L,
u>0 in €,
u=0 in RM\Q,
u € H*(Q) N L(Q),

(1.2)

where s € (0, 1) is fixed, (—A)*® denotes the fractional Laplace operator defined, up
to a normalisation factor, as

(13) - A u) =y [ ML g R

In 2),q>p>2"-1= %fgi, e > 0 is a parameter, Q C R” is a bounded
star-shaped domain with smooth boundary and N > 2s. Note under a suitable
change of variable (.2)) can be transformed in the form of (L.

We denote by H*(£2), the usual fractional Sobolev space endowed with the so-

called Gagliardo norm

lg(z) g(y)|2 Y2
1.4 all e g (/ L dxdy .
(1.4) 9l =0y = N9l r2(q) oxq |z —y[N+2s

For further details on the fractional Sobolev spaces we refer to [26] and the references
therein. Note that, in problem (2] the Dirichlet datum is given in RY \ € and
not simply on 02 and therefore we need to introduce a new functional space Xy,
which, in our opinion, is the suitable space to work with.

(1.5) Xo(Q):={ve H'RN):v=0 in RY\Q}.

By [31, Lemma 6 and 7], it follows that

v\xr)—v 2 %
(1.6 Iollx, = ( ] Sy eay. )

where Q = R?V \ (Q° x Q°) is a norm on X and (X, ||.||x,) is a Hilbert space,
with the inner product

_ [ (u(@) —u(y)(v(z) —vy)
<u,v>X0—/Q o — gV dxdy.

We observe that, norms in ([4)) and (IL6) are not same in general, since £ x Q is
strictly contained in @ (see [30,31]) but (L4) and (L)) are equivalent in some cases,
such as s > 1/2. Clearly, the integral in (1.6) can be extended to whole of R*V as
v =0in R \ Q. It follows from [31, Lemma 8] that the embedding X, — L"(RY)
is compact, for any r € [1,2*) and from [30, Lemma 9] that X, — L2 (RY) is
continuous.
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Definition 1.1. We say that u € Xo N LITH(Q) is a weak solution of Eq. (L2), if
u >0 in Q and for every p € Xy,

/RN /RN (u(z) —;(g);('ﬁ(i)s— 2Y) gy — /Q WP di 8/Q o da.

In recent years, a great deal of attention has been devoted to equations of el-
liptic/parabolic type with fractional and non-local operators because these kind of
equations play important role in the real world and many perfect techniques which
have been developed by well-known mathematicians during the past decades can
not be directly applied to the fractional case. These equations arise from models in
physics, engineering (see [24]), optimisation and finance (see [I1]), obstacle problem
(see [32]), conformal geometry and minimal surface (see [7]) and many more, see
for instance, [2] 3] B5] and the references therein.

Nonlinear nonlocal problems of the form (—A)%u = f(u) were studied by many
authors where f : RV — R is a certain function. Since it is almost impossible
to describe all the works involving them,we explain only few of them, which are
related to our problem. In [30], Servadei and Valdinoci studied the Brezis-Nirenberg
problem in the nonlocal case. More precisely, they considered the nonlinearity of the
form Au +u? 1, with A > 0. On the other hand, in [3I] the same authors studied
mountain-pass solutions for the equation with general integro-differential operator
and with the nonlinearities of subcritical growth. In [5], first and second authors
of this paper studied the equation in whole of RY with nonlinearities involving
critical and supercritical growth. They established decay estimate of solution and
the gradient of the solution at infinity and using that they prove nonexistence result
via Pohozaev identity.

In the local case, s = 1, Merle and Peletier [23] considered the equation (2.
They proved that for N > 3, problem (LZ) possesses a family of solutions con-
centrating at a point &y, which is a critical point of the Robin function R. In this
paper we extend the result to the fractional Laplacian case.

For the supercritical case (p > 2* — 1), define,

fuz) — u(y)P
A = I ded q+1
1/ w g /Q'“' e

(1.7) Flu,Q) = = o (/ |u|p+1dx)l,
Q

2 / |ul|P T da
Q
(1.8) K := inf {F(U,RN) u € DVA(RY) 0 LITY(RY), / JulPt! = 1},
RN

where | = SXLEI=00= w € Xo(Q) N L1H(Q) and

. 2 1/2
where D*2(R¥) is the closure of C§°(RY) w.r.t. to the norm / dedy .
RN xRN [T —y[NH2

For the critical case (p = 2* — 1), we consider the usual functional

_ 2
[ e,
RN xRN [T — y| N2

731
</ |u|p+1dx) ’
Q

(1.9) S(u) =
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where u € Xo(Q).

Define, the Sobolev constant

B 2
[ @,
RN xgN T — y|NT2s

inf 5
ueD*2(RN)\{0} . P
(/ |u|? dw)
RN

S =inf {S(v) v € DS3(RY), / [v)? de = 1}.
RN
It is well known by [22] that S is achieved by

(1.10) S: =

or, equivalently,

N —2s
(1.11) U@%ﬂw41+uﬂ7(2),
where
N2 N4—2s
N —2s F(ﬁ) °
1.12 =272 2 7
( ) CN, (F(NE%))

By [8] and [21], a direct computation implies that for all ¢ > 0 and for any a € R,
U is the unique solution satisfying

Usya(x) _ 6_N225U<£[: — a)

3

and verifies the following equation
(=A)*U=0U%"' in RV,
(1.13) U>0 in RV,
U € D¥*(RY).
Define the Green’s function G = G(z,y) of the operator (—A)® in Q for z,y €  as
(—8:)°G(z,y) =6y  InQ,
{ G(z,y) =0 inRV\Q.

It is convenient to introduce the regular part of GG, which is often denoted by H,
defined by

(1.14)

(1.15) G(z,y) := F(z,y) — H(x,y),
where the function H satisfies

(_Az)SH(xvy) =0 in Qa
(1.16) N

H(z,y) = F(x,y) inRY\Q,
for any fixed y € Q2 and
AN, s

1.17 F =

is the fundamental solution of the elliptic operator (—A)®. In (LIT), ay,s is
rd -

aN,s ‘= )
22572 T(s)
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(see [6]). Define the Robin function as

(1.18) R(z) = H(z, z).

For the continuity of R, see Abatangelo [I].

Definition 1.2. We say Q2 is strictly star-shaped with respect to the point y, if
(z—y,n(z)) >0 V ze€dQ,

where n(x) is the unit outward normal to I at x.

We recall here the general Pohozaev identity in the nonlocal case due to Ros-
Oton and Serra [27]: Let u be a bounded solution of

(—Afu=f) m O
(1.19) u=0 in RY\Q

where 0 C RY is a bounded C'! domain, f is locally Lipschitz and d(z) =
dist(x, 0Q). Then u satisfies the following identity:
(1.20)

— ujylu X u xr = 82 U(x) 2.’[; 14¥ xr
@s= ) [wst v v [ Py as=ra+sp [ (G0 @ vw)asia)

¢
where F(t) = / f(s)ds, v(x) is the unit outward normal to 0 at x and I is the
0

Gamma function.

Translating the function u, it is easy to see that, when Q is a C'! bounded
domain, the following general identity holds:
(1.21)

(25—N)/Quf(u) dw+2N/QF(u) dr = T'(1+s)? /aQ (;S((Z)))z@—y, v(z))dS(z),

for every y € RV,
Note that, by the above Pohozaev identity (I.2]) does not have any solution in a
star-shaped domain when € = 0.

We turn now to a brief description of the results presented below.

Theorem 1.1. There exists €, > 0 and \,, > 0 with €,, — 0 as n — oo and A\,
uniformly bounded above and away from zero, such that

(i) there exists a solution u, to Eq. (L2)) corresponding to € = ey;
(i) if p > 2* — 1, then F(Ayu,) — K and / uPdr — 0 as n — oo;
(iii) of p=2*—1, then S(u,) = S asn — ooﬂand there exist constants A, B > 0
such that for alln > 1, it holds A < / uPdr < B,

Q
where F(.), S(.), K and S are defined as in (LT, (LI), (L) and [LI0) respec-

tively.

Theorem 1.2. Let Q be a smooth bounded star-shaped domain with respect to 0,
2* —1=p < q. Suppose u: € Xo(Q) is a solution of Eq. (I2) such that

(1.22) S(us) =S and A< / uldx < B,
Q
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where S(.), S are as in (L) and (I0) respectively. Let x. be a point such that
[|ue||Loe = ue(xe) Assume that, up to a subsequence x. — xg as e — 0. Then xq is
an interior point of Q and along a subsequence

2% 2
. _ WNCN 5 (q+1)RNsm N
1 q—p+2 — > ;8,20 2F 2B v
al—r%g“us”"o 2 q(N—2s)—(N+ 28)8 () 3 %)

N N-2s -
5(3 570s)

where cn s is defined in (LI2) and B(a,b) is the Beta function defined by

(1.23) B(a,b) = /Ooo R ) Il

Here
G(x,xo)>2
R S$,xo — B $—$,VdS.
s /asz( d* () < o)

Furthermore,

Cu @l v TN Glom) L
1.24 1 = ; (@ ,
( ) 81—>I% ds ({L‘) 2 I‘(N-‘:Q—Qs) ds (fL') m Cl ( \ {‘IO})

where G(x,zg) is the Green function as defined in (LI4) and d(x) = dist(x, 0R).

Remark 1.1. Under a suitable modification to the Theorem[1.2, a similar blow-up
type result for the equation with (—A)® operator in a smooth bounded domain
with outside zero Dirichlet boundary condition can be obtained for the nonlinearity
fi1(u) = u* ~'=¢ under the assumption

RN xRN [T —y|N T2
= — S whenever N > 2s

2

and for the nonlinearity fo(u) = u> ~* + cu under the assumption

S(ue) = S whenever N > 4s.

Concerning the uniqueness problem, the shape of the domain plays an important
role and hence some assumptions on € is needed, see [I§]. To prove uniqueness
theorem, our assumption on the domain are the following:

(A1) Q is symmetric with respect to the hyperplanes {z; =0},i=1,2,--- , N.
(A2) Q is convex in the x; directions, i =1,2--- N,

Remark 1.2. By (A1), (A2) and in virtue [I7, Theorem 3.1] (also see |20, Corol-
lary 1.2]), every solution u. of ([LL2) is symmetric with respect to the hyperplanes
{z; = 0},i=1,---,N and strictly decreasing in the x; direction, i =1,--- /N .
Therefore

max e () = uc(0).



PROFILE OF SOLUTIONS OF NONLOCAL EQUATIONS 7

Theorem 1.3. Let 2* — 1 = p < q and Q) be smooth bounded star-shaped domain
in RN with respect to 0, N > 4s, satisfying (A1) and (A2). Suppose u. and v.
are two solutions of ([L2) with maxyeq ue = max,cq v and satisfy ([L22) . Then,
there exists eg > 0 such that Ve € (0, &),

U = v in .

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we prove Theorem
1.1. Section 3 deals with the proof of Theorem 1.2. Section 4 is devoted to the
study of uniqueness result. The last section is the Appendix. Laplace

Notations: Throughout this paper C' denotes the generic constants which may
vary from line to line. Below are few notations which we use throughout the paper:

e wy = surface measure of unit ball in RY,
e G(z,y) denotes the Green function of (—A)® in €,
e B(.,.) and I'(.) denote the Beta function and the Gamma function respec-
tively.
o D*2(RY) denotes the closure of C§°(RY) with respect to ([px [~ ‘;”_)‘%dxdy)% .

2. Asymptotic behavior

Proposition 2.1. Let 2* — 1 < p < q. Then there exists g > 0 such that for all
e € (0,e9), the problem

(=A)°v = AP —ev? in Q,
(2.1) v >0 in €,
v(z) =0 in RV \ Q,
admits a solution v., with the property that
A< )\ < B,

for some constants A, B > 0, independent of n. In addition

(i) if p>2* =1, then F(ve) = K and / P ldr — 0 as e — 0;
Q

(i) if p=2*—1, then S(ve) > S ase — 0 and / VPt de =1,
Q
where K and S are deﬁned as in (L8) and (LIO) respectively.

Proof. Let Q. = —:—Q and Xo() = {w € HSRY) : w =0 in RV \ Q.}.
52S(q p)

Clearly Q. — RY as ¢ — 0. Let us consider the manifold N. defined by:

N ={w € Xo(Q) N LI (Q,) : / w'tde = 1}.
Q.

On N., the functional F' can be written as:

2
Fw) = /]RN/]RN o |N+2>S|ddy+qi—1/95wq“dx

(2.2) =:

For p > 2* — 1, define

(2.3) S.:= inf F(w)= inf F(w).

wEN, wENe
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Let {wp,c} C N. be a minimizing sequence for (23). Therefore, we have,
F(wp) = Scas n — oo,/ wh i de = 1.
Q.

Proceeding as in [5, Theorem 1.5], we can show that there exists w. € Xo(€2) N
La+1(Q,) such that w,, . — w. in Xo(Q:) and w. satisfies,

(—A)’we = Awf —wlin Q. and F(wa) =5..

|w€ ()| / 1
Ae = — 7 7 dxd a1 gy,
// |x— Jeas drdy | wdtda

€

This yields,

Since, F'(w.) = S. we have, 25. < A. < (¢+1)S.. In Theorem A.1 (see Appendix),

~(p=1)
letp=c¢ 2D , then N, and S, are exactly same as IV, and S defined here. Letting
€ — 0 we have,

(2.4) Se s Kif p>2F—1, Sségifpzf‘—l.

Hence, there exists eg > 0 and A, B > 0 such that A < A\; < B for all € € (0,¢9).
Using the transformation

Ve (:E) = D We (gfﬁxx

we observe that v, is a solution of (). Moreover, / wP™dr = 1 implies
Q.

p(N—23)— (N +25)
/ v lde = 2@ » . Hence,
Qs

/vf“d;v:lif p=2"—1
Q
and
/vé’“daz—)()as e—0,p>2"—1
Q
A simple calculation yields
F(w.) = F(w.) = F(v.) when p>2"—1,

where F and F' are defined as in (IT7) and (Z2). This along with 24) and the fact
that F(w:) = Se implies

Fve) > Kif p>2"—1.
Moreover when p = 2* — 1,
S < S(v:) < 2F(ve,Q) = 2F(we, Q) = 25. — S.

Hence
Sve) =S ifp=2"-1.
This completes the proof. (I
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Proof of Theorem [I.IF Let v. and A. be as in Proposition Il Define,

1
ue = A" ve. Then it is easy to see that u. satisfies

—(g—1)
(—A)Y’ue =ul —eXe?™" wue in Q.

Using the bounds on A, from Proposition 1] we can conclude that there exist
solutions u,, of problem ([2) along a sequence {e,},>1 of values € which tends to
1

0 as n — oco. Set Ay, := /\gij. Thus, from Proposition 2] it follows
F(Au,) — K and / uPt™ -0 when p>2°—1
Q

and

S(Apun) =S and A</uﬁ+1<B when p=2" -1,
Q

for some A, B > 0. Since S(A\pupn) = S(uy), theorem follows. O

3. The case p = 2* — 1 and the proof of Theorem

Lemma 3.1. Let u. be as in Theorem[[3. Then ||uc||cc — 00 as e — 0.

Proof. Note that as u. € C(£2) (see [5, Theorem 1.2]), for each fixed £ > 0, we have
|telloo < co. Furthermore, since u. is as in Theorem [[L2] we have

(3.1) / u? dr = ¢,
Q

where ¢ € (A, B). Suppose, |ue||c is uniformly bounded. Therefore, by the
Schauder estimate (see [29], [28]), ue — u in CE7°(Q) N C*~3(RN), for any & > 0.
By the definition of weak solution, we have

(3.2)
[ [ el ) =20 g, [ (et e @
RN JRN Q c 0

[z — y["+ 5

Moreover, as [[ue||cs @~ is uniformly bounded (see [28, Proposition 1.1]), we get

(ue(@) —u=(¥)((2) = (W) _ |z =yl IVelr=|z —y| L
< < .
o — y|N+2s <C |z — y|N+2s = Clx_y|N—1+s

Therefore using the dominated convergence theorem, we can pass to the limit in
B2) and get,
(=APu=u*"1 inQ,

(3.3) u>0 in Q,
u=0 in RV \ Q,

where

(3.4) A< /Qu2*d:c < B.

As A > 0, the above expression implies u is a nontrivial solution in a bounded
star-shaped domain. Since, u € C(R™) and u = 0 in RV \ Q, clearly u is a bounded
solution. By the maximum principle ([32] Proposition 2.17]), we also have u > 0
in Q. This gives a contradiction due to the Pohozaev identity [27, Corollary 1.3].
Hence the lemma follows. O
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Let x. be a local maximum point of u. and . € RT such that

(3.5) Ue () = [[uelloo = Ve

—2s
2
Then 7. — 0 as ¢ — 0.

Lemma 3.2. (Blow-up at an interior point) Let xg := lirr(l);vg, then xq is an interior
E—r
point of €.

Proof. Let A1 be the first eigenvalue of (—A)® in Q and ¢; be a corresponding
eigenfunction (see [30]), that is, ¢ satisfies

(=AY p1 = Mp in Q
¢1 = 0 in RV\Q

Moreover, as u. is a classical solution (see [B, Proposition 3.1])

Al/golugdx:/(—A)scplugdxz/ (=AY prude = / ©1(—A)°ucdx
Q Q RN

RN

IN
A/~

IN

% . 2%
(3.6) B </ o> dx) <,
Q

Cl
for some constant C’. Hence / prusdr < N Since, o1 > C on ¥ CC Q, we
Q 1

obtain
(3.7) / us < C(Q),

for any ' cc Q.
Define

0(9) :={z € Q : dist(z,00) < ¢}
and
I(9) := {z € Q : dist(z,00) > 6}.
Claim: There exists C' > 0 such that

supue(z) < C Ve>0.
O(3)

If Q is strictly convex, the moving plane argument , which is given in the proof
of [I7, Theorem 3.1] (also see [20, Corollary 1.2]) yields the fact that each solution
ue increases along an arbitrary straight line toward inside of €2 emanating from a
point on 9. (see for instance [10, Lemma 3.1]). Hence following an argument as in
[19], we can find 7, > 0 such that for any x € O(0), there exists a measurable set
T, with (i) meas(T';) > 7, (ii) I's C I(%), and (iii) u.(y) > u(z) for any y € T,.
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In particular, I'; can be taken as a cone with vertex at x. Let ' = I(g). Then for
any « € O(0), we have

ue(z) < %I)/ ue(y)dy < ’y_l/lus < ).

meas

x

This proves the claim when 2 is strictly convex. The general case can be proved
using Kelvin transform in the extended domain (see, for instance, [19], [10], [?]).
From Lemma Bl we have u.(x.) — oo as € = 0. On the other hand, the above
claim implies u. is uniformly bounded near the boundary for all small € > 0. Hence
passing to a subsequence, the point x. converges to an interior point zy € 2.

O
Define
N —2s

(3.8) ze(®) =7 2 uc(yex + xc).
Then ||zc]|ooc = 1 and satisfies

s 9*_1 (N+2s)72q(N725) . )

(—A)ze = 22 — & zd  in Q.,

(3.9) ze >0 in .,

ZE = 0 in RN \ Qg,

Q—x.
Ye o

where Q. =

Lemma 3.3. Suppose z. is as in B8). Then
(N +25)—g(N—29)
(1) lime_y0e7e 2 =0

1 ere exists Z &€ ’ such that ze = Z n - as € — 0, for
it) Th sts Z € DS2(RN) such th Z in CE7O(RN 0, f
any § > 0.

4

N—2s
-~z
(i) Z satisfies Eq. (L13)) and Z(z) = [1 + ;LITF] , where N s = ey

Proof. Using Lemma [B:2] we obtain . + RY as ¢ — 0. We know z. satisfies
Eq.(33). Note that, maxq u.(x) = uc(x.) implies z. attains maximum at 0 and
2¢(0) = 1. Therefore, applying the definition of fractional Laplace operator, it is

(N+2s)—q(N—2s)

easy to see that (—A)®*z.(0) > 0. Thus from [B.3]), we have 1 —e. z > 0.
(N+25)— (N ~25)

This in turn implies, lim._,¢ £7¢ 2 € [0,1]. Consequently, using Schauder

estimate [28], z. — Z in Cfosc_‘;(RN), for some § > 0. Let ¢ € C°(RY). Thus,

¢ € C§°(Qe) for £ small. Taking ¢ as the test function, from Eq.([39) we have
(2<(x) — 2 (¥)) (9(x) — 9(y)) _ 2"—1
/RN /]RN lv — y|Nr2e drdy = e o

€

(N+2s)—q(N—2s)
2

(3.10) - &7 / zdpdx.
Q.

As ||ze||L~ = 1 and ¢ has compact support, using dominated convergence theorem
as in the proof of Lemma [B.I] we can pass to the limit ¢ — 0 in the above integral
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identity and obtain

(3.11) {(‘AVZ =771 —cz% in RV,

0<Z<1, in RY, Z(0)=1,
(N+25)—g(N ~25)
where ¢ = lim._,ge7: 2 . Since z. € H*(Q.) and z. = 0 in RV \ Q,
multiplying 3.9) by z. and integrating over RY, we have

/ z§+1d:1: §/ zg*daz < B.
RN Qe

Therefore, up to a subsequence z, — Z in D%2(R™). By the uniqueness of limit,
Z = Z. Thus Z € D%2(RY). Consequently, multiplying (3.IT)) by Z and integrating
over RV, we get Z € LIt (RY). Hence, if ¢ # 0, we get a contradiction by Pohozaev
identity (see [5l Theorem 1.4]). This implies ¢ = 0 and Z satisfies (LI3)). As a

consequence, Z must be of the form §*N525 U(%), for some £ > 0, where U is as

in (LII). As, maxq_ 2. = 2:(0) = 1, we get Z(0) =1 and 0 < Z < 1. Using this
2

fact, it is easy to see that € = ¢y ™", where cy s is as defined in (LI2). From this,

N-—2s

(N+2s)—q(N—2s)

||Zs||2DS,2(RN) = /RN Zg*dfb — &%

2 |72 4
a computation yields Z(z) = [1 + ﬁ] , where puy s = ey

Now we show that there exists C' > 0 independent of € > 0 such that
(3.12) ze(x) < CZ(z) for all z € Q..

The local behavior of z. is known. Next, we need to check the behavior of z. near
oo. For this, define the Kelvin transform of z. as

(3.13) Z(z) = |;v|_(N_2S)25 (#) in Q.\ {0}.

From (39), it follows that 2. satisfies

* (N+2s)—q(N—2s)

(3.14) (A2 =22 7 —e7e ’ o (N2 INER) 20
2.=0 in R\ QL

where 2} is the image . under the Kelvin transform. Hence the behavior of z.
near oo amounts to study the behavior of Z. near 0.

Lemma 3.4. There exist R > 0 and C > 0 independent of € > 0 such that any
solution of BI4) satisfy

1
. 2%
Br
Proof. The proof follows along the same line of arguments as in [5] Theorem 1.1]

(see also [34]) with a suitable modification and we skip the proof. O

For (B12), note that ||zc]|cc = 1 and this implies that z. < CZ(z) locally. From
([C22) and BA), it follows

A</ 22 dx < B.
Qe
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But this implies that

/ 22 da g/
BRQQ; Q

Consequently from Lemma B4 we obtain z.(z) < \w\% as |x| — oco. Moreover,

22 dr = /Q 2¥dr < B.

*
e €

since at infinity Z decays as |z|~V=2%), we conclude z. < CZ(x) near infinity.
Hence, we have z. < CZ(z) for all z € Q.. As a conclusion, from ([B.8]) we obtain
that there exists C' > 0 independent of € such that

(3.16) ue(z) < C’”yE_N;% Z(x ; IE).

Define we(z) = ||uel|ootie(¥) =7 2 ue(z). Then w. satisfies

N-—2s _ N-2s
2

(—A)’we =7: * ug,Ll — &%
w.=0 in RNM\Q.

q
ul in Q

(3.17)

Lemma 3.5. The Green function associated to the fractional Laplacian (—A)*

satisfy the following inequalities.
(i) G(z,y) < # and
(i) Glz,y) < g

where C' > 0 is a constant depending on Q) and s and N > 2s.
Proof. This follows from Chen and Song [, Theorem 1.1]. O

Lemma 3.6. Let w. be as in BIM). Then for every r > 0, there exists a constant
C = C(r) > 0 such that

[[we | Lo @\ By (20)) < C-

Proof. From the Green function representation and Lemma we have

N —

— e " _N-2s
we(@)] < / Gla,y)u \dy+eve 7 / Gz, y)uldy
Q Q

__ N-—2s _ *_ _N-—2s —
< 0 ooy Ny s [ oy Vutdy,
Q Q
Moreover,
N —2s N—2s
- 2s—N, 2*—1 - 25—N, 2*—1
Ye /Iw—yls uz dy = e / |z —y|> "N uz T dy
Q QB 1y o (o)
2

| oy NuZ "y,
NQNB |5 g, | (ze)
-

Using (B.I6) along with that fact that Z(x) = |z|~(V~2%) at infinity, we have
_ N-—2s

X Cv3?s
2 _ 28— N_ 271 < €
Ve |$ y| Ug (y) < |$_y|N725|y_$E|N+2s

if Yy € Q \ B‘I—IE‘ (LL'E)

and
c (N*252)(tr1)
_ N-2s _ E/YE
2s—N
Ee 2 |I_y| * ug(y)dy S |I_y|N,25|y_$E|(N,25)q

if Y € Q\B\m;mg\ (CEE)
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Hence,
_N-2s "
Ve / |z —y[* N2 T (y)dy
NB |z (2:)
2
C 1
N+2s N—2s dy

|z — x| Q\B‘I,;E‘ (zc) |z =yl
< C
= o — x| Nt

and

eve 2 / |z — y[** N ul(y)dy
Q\QQB‘Z,ZE‘ (15)
2

(N—25)(q—1)
Cerye 2 1

o= a2 ==Y

By o (@
2
C
|$ — ;[;8|(N—25)q'
When y € QN Bja—s. (2.), we have [z — y| > |z — 2| — |y — x| > S|z — 2.
2
Therefore applying ([B16) we obtain

N-—2s

(y)dy

_ N-—2s _ * C’Y; 2 2% —1
v oy gy < S | u
) OB, .. (02) ) [z = 2N Janp @)
JE JE
CW_N 1, Y=
< 7%725/ 22 () dy
|33_33s| RN Ve
C .
< - Z2 —1 d
S / 2 @)
C
<

|$_$E|N72S-

Similarly applying Lemma [3.3] we obtain
N—2s

Ceve

_ N-2s
&Y ° / le —y* Nul(y)dy < ———— / ul(y)dy
: ONB |, .. () ) = 2N Jonp @)
2 2

_ N-—2s
Omév 2 (o)

< 74
< e [ 7wy
c

= Je—a N2

where C' > 0 is a uniform constant. Hence for any small r > 0 fixed, Q \ B,(zo) C
Q\ {z.}, for £ > 0 small enough and therefore, we have |[we|| L\ B, (z0)) < C. O

Note that BI7) can be rewritten as

N-—2s
- -1 .
(=AY we = y25w? 7 — ey ? (¢ )wg in Q

(3.18)
w.=0 in RY\Q.
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Lemma 3.7.
(3.19) gl_r% Z}(ffg(;;s) — % GCEZ,:;CSO) in C(Q\ B(x)),

for any r > 0. Here, vy is same as in Lemmal3.8

Proof. Choose r > 0 such that Q' = Q\ B,(z¢) is connected. Thus by Lemma 3.6
|we| < C for all x € V.
Then for any r > 0 small and the fact that 7. — 0 we have

N —2s N—2s
we () Ve C 2% —1 Ve

= G(z,y)u dy —e——— | G(x,y)uldy
@y~ dwy SO d@y Jo Sl

N;2S N;2s
_ e / G(z 2*—1 Ve 2" —1
= . sYuz — (Y)dy + —— Gz, y)uz ~ (y)dy
d(z) B, (z0) c d(z) Q\B,(z0) ‘
N —2s N—2s

Y / Y C /
3.20 —& Gz, y)uldy — ¢ Gz, y)uldy.
(3.20) d(z)* /B, (w0) (=, y)ue d(z)*  Jo\B, (z0) (&, y)ue

Using the second estimate in Lemma B35 (I6) and the fact that Z decays at
infinity of the order |y|~(N=2%), we estimate the 2nd term on RHS as follows

N-—2s
2

. SN2 )
Gla,yu? Hy)dy < 7= ° / ——dy
d(z)* /Q\BT(mU) : : O\B,(z0) 1T —yIN*

_ 1 {y—<x o
= %N/ z? 1<—€>|:E—y| Ny
Q\ B, (x0) Ve

_ Y — Te,_ R 1
< o[ PR
OB, (z0) e lz -yl
1
= 0725/ dy
= JaB, (w0) [y — x| NVF2) |z — y[N—s

= Or,a(l)a

where o0, -(1) denote the term going to 0 as r — 0 or € — 0. Note that we have
used the fact that |z — y|*~¥ is integrable in Q. Similarly, it can be shown that,

—2s

/ Gz, y)ul(y)dy < LEZS/ ul(y) d
T, y)us\y)ay = 7. —.ay
d(z)*  Jo\B, (w0) i} : O\B (z0) [T — YV

dy

<N*2S><q—1>/ 1
< Oy 2 d
: O\ B, (x0) Y — Te|N72)a|z — y|N=s

= orc(1).
G(z,.)

Furthermore 5775 is continuous in Q\ {z}, (see [9, Lemma 6.5] ). Therefore, from
B20) we obtain

we (z) — 852 Gz, 20) / 2 -1
=7 U dy +L+o RS 1),
d(z)* : d(®)*  JB.(zs) er(1)

(3.21)

where

i G(I,Io) /
L=¢vy. 2 ———— uldy.
: d(x)*  JB.(wy)

Y
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Doing a straight forward computation using [B.I0]), we have
(N+2s)—g(N—25) G(a: l’o)/
L < ¢ 2 —_— Z(y)d
e d(z)s  JBreo-= (y)dy
Ye

WG(J;,J;O)/
2 2 20) Z(y)d
- i@ Jon (y)dy

Thus, using Lemma B3] it is not difficult to check that L = o, ,(1). Define

_ N-—2s .
Yo = lim lim v, 2 / ug “Lay.
(0)

r—0e—=0

IN

Then it follows from [B2T]) that

. we(x)  G(x,m0)
2w O dy

This argument actually goes through for uniform convergence, i.e., we get
we () G(z,x0)

@) )
Furthermore, note that for each fixed € > 0, supg |u:(z)| < C.. Thus, from the
definition of w., we obtain that for each fixed ¢ > 0, RHS of (BI8) is in L>®(Q).

Hence for each fixed € > 0, applying [28, Theorem 1.2] we have %= € C*(Q), for
some « € (0,1). On the other hand, from [9, Lemma 6.5], it follows that % is
continuous up to 0f2. Hence, a straight forward elementary analysis yields

. w:(z)  G(z,z0) w:(z) Gz, 0)
retnp e | E@) A (@) @) e w | T

Clearly, 7o is positive as

(3.22) sup
z€Q\ B, (z0)

— 0.

= sup
2EQ\ By (z0)

_ N-—2s _ *
% > lim limoe ”uEHool/ uZ dy

B.(0)

> . . o*

> A
This completes the proof. (|
Lemma 3.8. Let u. be as in Theorem [L2 and ~. be as defined in [B3). Define

_ N-—2s *
Yo := lim lim 7. 2 / ug “Ydy. Then
r—0e—0 B(z0)
2 N
wnew,s D(5)T(s)
(3.23) Yo = : iy
2 F(NqSQ )

where cn s is as defined in (LI2).

N-—2s

Proof. We define I, :=v. 2 / u? ~ldy. Using B8), we obtain u(z) =
BT(LE())
 N-—2s

Ye 2 zg(w;ff) Thus

_ N—2s_N+2s * *
(324) IL,=7 °? 2 +N/ 22 Y (x)da =/ 22 " (x)dx.
Br(zg)—ze Br(zg)—ze
Ye Ye
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Note that, € — 0 implies 7. — 0. Therefore,

(3.25) Yo = lim lim I, ,, = / Z% Yz,
RN

r—0e—0

where Z is as in Lemma 3.3l Hence, by doing a straight forward computation, we

obtain
o
WNC o N
Yo = 2 B<?,S>,

where B(a,b) = / t271(1 4 t)727dt is the Beta function, cy s is as defined in
0

([LI2) and wy is the surface measure of unit ball. Recall that B(a,b) = %.
N
Thus B(X,s) = ?&z’é}jf and the lemma follows. 0

Proof of Theorem Applying (L21)) to u. yields

r(1+s)2/8Q (ZEQY (x — z0, V)dS = 25(N;28 - qTN1> /ngﬂdx.

Using w. = ||uc||ootte in the above expression, we have
(3.26)

2
9 we () B B N-2s N 5 / 01
I'(l+s) /89 (ds(az)) (x — xo, v)dS = 25( 5 i1 luells, QuE dx.

Thanks to Lemma B.7, applying dominated convergence theorem, we have
(3.27)

2 2
) we () G(z,x9)
lim I'(1+s 2/ ( = ) z—x0, V)dS = 2T (145 2/ (7 r—xg, V)dS.
e 0 ( ) 50 dS(I> < > 0 ( ) 50 dS(I) < >
Moreover, using the relations (8.8) and (B.1), the RHS of ([B.26]) reduces to

N — 2 N (N+2s)—q(N—2s)
RHS of B20) = 25< - —) T / 20t dy
Qs

2 q+1
N -2 N a(N=25)4N—6s
(3-28) B 28( 2 : - q -+ 1) HuaHoo N / Zg+ld$.

Since z. — Z a,e and z. < CZ, by the dominated convergence theorem it follows

/ 24 dy — Z9 dz. We substitute back [B.28) into (3.26) and take the limit
Q. RN

¢ — 0. Therefore, using (B27) we obtain

(14 s)? / Gla, 20) ’ (x — o, v)dS
e o0 \_&() "

(3.29) lin%<€||ua||00 =
e N—2s N +1
2( ) — m) /RN Zq d.f

_( N—2s
From Lemma 33 we know Z(z) = (1 P‘LIT‘ZS) ( 2 ), where un s = cﬁ)’s%. Thus,
a straight forward calculation yields

c2 WN N N —2s
79y = N7 p( —s).
/RN v 2 g0 (T )a-s
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2% N
From Lemma 3.8 it is known that vo = WN;N‘S FF(( ?v)fz(f))
2

vo and / Z9% dz in (329) we have,
RN

. Substituting the value of

g(N —2s)+N —6s WNC?V* (q 4 1)RN N 2
li o N—2s — 58 ;8,20 2 2B o x
i effue| 3 N —25) —(N125) LBl

(3 C5ns)

4. Uniqueness result for p =2* — 1

Proof of Theorem We break the proof into few steps.

Step 1: Let u. and v, be two solutions of ([2]) with
MAX Ue = MAX Ve.
Let ve be as in (35]). Then by the assumptions of the theorem, we have
R 2 - 2
Ve = |uellp ™™ = ue(0)” 72 = ||U€||L<>JZ(Q2)S =0:(0)” v2.
Note that, by Lemma [3.I] we have 7. — 0 as ¢ — 0. Define,

Q)
HE(ZE) = us('}/sx) - vs(VsI)a €N = —,

€

and
1/15(13) GE(I) _ GE(I)

B ||6‘8||L°°(QE) B [ue _UEHL“’(Q).

Therefore,

2s
e

[|ue _UEHLOO(Q)

(_A)S¢a = [(ug(%;v) - Ug(%x)) - 5(“3(%‘55) - Ug(%x))]'

It is easy to see that,

uP (y2) — v (72) = p / (tue (o) + (1 = t)ve (re)) "0 ().

Using the fact that p = 2* — 1 = Z£22 and 2% = ||u€||Z£f(}21)) = ||v8||;£f(;21)), a

straight forward computation yields

{(—A)SUJE = (cl(z) —ec?(x))pe in €,
(4.1) ' N
Ye =0 in RY\Q,,
where
1 p—1
4.9 1 _ |: Ua(Vax) 1— 'Ua('Yax) :| dt,
“2) ) =p [ | O]

(N+28)—q(N—25) 1 g—1
(43)  E@ =g / [tius(%x) +(1— ) ) } dt.
o L luellze(o [[ve|| Lo ()
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) 7“;??21:29) = z.(x), where z. is as defined in [B.8)) (since here
=

xe = 0). Consequently, using Lemma B.3land (12), we obtain

Here we observe that

“d % 27 inCip(®Y) and ||Z:|(|zf()sz) = (1+ \z(; )NEZS’
NS
where Z is the solution of (LI3)) with Z(0) =1 and 0 < Z < 1. Hence Z(z) =
(1+ LITK)*N52S, where pn s = cﬁ, (see Lemma [33]). As a consequence, thanks
to Lemma B.3[i), from [@2) and @3] we have
(4.5) cl(z) — (g i— ;2) 0= ;)25 and ec?(z) — 0,
NS

uniformly on compact subsets of RY. Applying Schauder estimates [28] to the
equation (), it follows there exists ¢ € C*(RY) such that 1. — ¢ in C; (RN).
Since, from Remark we have 1. is radially symmetric, we obtain v is radially

symmetric too. Passing to the limit in (@I]) (as in Lemma B.3]) yields

Ay = <N+2S>( ”

. RN
N — 2s 1+l|LIT|2)2s m )

(4.6)
[ oo mrvy < 1.

Step 2: In this step, we will prove that 1 € D%2?(RY).
Since ¥, € H*(), . = 0in RV \ Q. and ue,v. = 0 in RV \ Q, taking 1. as a test
function in ([@1I), we have

@D el = [ @i [ i< [ d@pan

Thus applying the Sobolev inequality, we have

(4.8) s( /Q |¢€|2*dx>2* < /Q ol (a)p2de.

€

Let us fix § > 0, will be chosen later. Since |[¢c||p=q.) = 1, Holder inequality
yields
(4.9)

/g EECE / e < ( / |w5|2*dx) N ( / !

Combining ([£J)) and (@3] we have

2*—244

5% 2%
2% —2135

2*762+5
[era < ([ )
Q. Qe
1 2*E;+a 2*752+5
S C(/ |: ‘1‘2 25:| de')
RN (1+m)
(4.10) < C

4s
N—-2s"

back ([@I0) into [@3]) yields / ct(z)y2dr < C. As a result, from [@T) we have

Q.

for some constant C' > 0, if we choose § < For this choice of §, substituting
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[Iebe

ps2(r~) is uniformly bounded. Since 1. — % in Cs (RN),
1]
which implies ¢ € D*2(RY).
Step 3: In this step we will establish that
C
(4.11) [V ()] < W, x € Q. \ B(0),

for € > 0 small enough and for some constant C' > 0 and r > 0 independent of €.

D5’2(RN) S hrnslgf;) ||1/)5||Ds,2(]RN) S C,

To prove this step, define 1/35 as the Kelvin transform of 1., that is,
1 x

Let Qf be the image ). under the Kelvin transform. Since
(=A)* e (x) = W%(—A)Szbs(#), doing a straight forward computation we ob-
tain,

. 1 . i}
(=AY = W (ci(#) - Ecg(#))ws in QI
Ye.=0 in RN\Q.

(4.12)

We set,
1 1,z 9, T
o= () -2 ) )
Thus, [@I2) reduces to
(—A)*P. = ac(z). in Q.
Claim: For N > 4s, the function a. € L*(Q}), for some ¢ > %
Assuming the claim, let us first complete the proof of step 3. Thanks to the above

claim, using Moser iteration technique in the spirit of the proof of [5 Theorem 1.1]
(see also [34] and [33, Lemma B.3]), it can be shown that

1
sup || < O(/ |
Q:NB1(0) QrNB2(0)

P
2*) _
/ Wl < / |2 = / |2 < C.
Q2N B5(0) Qr Q.

The last inequality is due to (4I0). Hence supg:np, (o) [d| < C. This in turn
implies,

Moreover,

C
e (z)] < W, z € Q. \ B-(0),

for € > 0 small enough and for some constant C' > 0 and r > 0.
Now, let us prove the claim.

Using ([@4), it is easy to see that #c&(%lg) < W Hence for ¢ > 2—1\2,
”N,S+ z

1 T dzr
(4.13) / —cl(—)tdx < C/ ——— <™
Q: |zt = |zf? By (s + |z[?)2s
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(N+2s)—q(N—2s)

On the other hand, ||H"5M||Lm(g) < 1 implies |ec?| < geve z . Note

uellLoo ()
that, boundedness of © implies there exists R > 0 such that Q@ C Br(0). Hence
Q. C Bz (0) and Qf C RN\ B (0). Therefore,

1 5 oz, (V428)—q(v—25) ¢ dr
——ci(—=)de < C{E'}/ 2 ] —
/Q; |45t ]2 ) o |z
Wze)—aN=26) ]t /| NS
(4.14) < C[a% 2 ] (—8>
R

Since pr62+* &}2, )from Theorem [[2 it follows that 5||u8||i<N*—f,sl4§sN —os C’, that
is, eve 2 = (C". As a result,
(4.15) RHS of @I4) < Ot NV—6)+N,
Clearly, N > 6s implies *yé(N_GS)JFN < C for some constant C' > 0. If 4s < N < 6s,
then choose ¢ € (£, =X+ to get t(N — 6s) + N > 0.

Hence, combining (£13) and (@I5) the claim follows.

Step 4: Thanks to [I5, Theorem 1.1], the linear space of solutions to equation
(#8) can be spanned by the following (N + 1) functions:

2171'
7/11(:17): B N—25+2 1=1, N

z 2

(1 + #N,s)

and
1— |z
wN-l-l( ): ‘z‘2| !\7 25+2
(I+557)

1—|x? 2z,
fE) =« 5 N—2:42 + Zﬂz 5 N—2s42
| ) 2 —1 (1 + =2 2

where «, 5; € R. Since 1 is a symmetric function, each 8; = 0.

Step 5: In this step we will prove that a = 0.
Suppose « # 0. We aim to get a contradiction. For simplicity of the calculation,
we can take o =1 and pn s = 1, that is,

1—|zf?
N—2s42 *

4.16 T) = —————F 35
(4.16) Vo) =

Let € be any neighbourhood of 92, not containing the origin.

Claim: ||u€||%°°(52) ||u€(i‘;g‘);:(fé?§zz)s — —cp C;Ei)o) uniformly in €,

for some constant ¢y > 0.
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Indeed,
(ue(x) — ve(x)) ) ||U€||%oo(gz)
- (u?

— uf —oP) — e(ud — vl
ez = wello=o oz —vell~) £) — el = v8)

<—A>S(||ua||%mm

€

2
- ||u€||LOO(Q)

(dz () — edZ () (ue — ve)

e _U€||L°°(Q)
(4.17) = fe

where
1

1
@) =p [ (bucla) + (1= Do) e
and )
2(z) = q /0 (tue(@) + (1 — o (2))" dt.
Note that

d:(1ew) = 97 %cl(x) and  dZ(yew) = 972 cZ ().
Therefore, using ([@4]), we have

B 1 725
4.18 di(z) < Cyo% <O
( ) c(x) < Oz (in.s + |$_€|2)25 = ot
—2s q(N—2s)—N
2 Ve Ve
(419) ds (fL') S C(MN 4 |i|2) (N—QsQ)(qfl) — |$|(N72s)(q—1) .
8 Ve

Subclaim 1: lim._,o f:(z) =0 Va2 e Q.
As v, — 0, using (£I1), I8) and @I9), for z € Q' we obtain

fil@) = ||ua||ioo<mwa(%)(d;<w>—adﬁ(z))

1
Olluslliw(n)m (di(z) +ed(x))
’YE

IN

s N—-2s)—N
O [
- |$|N72s |$|4s |I|(N72s)(q71)
— 0,
since ¢ > %fgz
Subclaim 2: 1iII(l) fe(x)dz = —cg, for some constant ¢y > 0.
E—r Q
To see this,
||us||%oo Q
/ fe(z)de = —()/ d (z) (ue — v.)dx
Q ||us—vs||L°°(Q) Q

||Ua||%oo(9)

/ ed?(z)(ue — ve)dx
Q

||ue —Ua||L°o(sz)

/ e (y)dy — ¢ / & () (y)dy.

€ €
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In the last step, we have used the change of variable x = ~.y. Using (&) and
(#10) via dominated convergence theorem, we obtain

) 1—|x)?
1 _
(4:20) tim [ ey = [ (ERpEr=—
Using change of variable the RHS of the above equality can be computed as follows:
1—|xf? /1 (1 —r2)rN-1
— ——dr = wn - ——dr
/]RN (1+|I|2)N+2 +2 o (1+T2)W
0 1 - t12 —2—(N-1)
1 (A+z)7 =
1 -1 N-—2s
1—r
(4.21) = _WN/ 1- )5\7+25+2 )dT
0 (1+r2) 2
1, 2s5—1 2 N-—2s 1
1-— 1-—
As s >0, / ! (1-r )SV+23+T2 >dr < / r?7ldr < co. Hence from [{@:20),
0 (1 —|— ’)"2) 2 0
we get
(4.22) lim [ c(y)ve(y)dy = —co,

e—0 Q.

for some ¢y > 0. Similarly it can be shown that

|lm [ 2(y)-(y)dy| < oc.

e—0 Q.

Therefore,

(4.23) tig = [ A0)ve()dy =
e—0 0.

Combining [#22)) and [@23]), Subclaim 2 follows.
Now we get back to (£IT). Define,

(ue(z) — ve())

2
) = ||u o .
(ba( ) || €||L (Q)||us_vs||L°°(Q)

Then ¢, satisfies
(-A)’¢e=f in Q,
{ p.=0 in RV\Q.
Then for any r > 0 small and = € ', we have

ole) _ [ Gk,
Q

d*(x) d*(x)
B.(0) () o\B.(0) d°(z)
Using Lemma B.5 and Subclaim 1, we estimate the 2nd term on RHS as follows:
(4.25) ’/ Gl y Gla.y)/-(v) ) ‘ <C Ly])vtdy = 0cr(1),
Q\ B, ( Cods(z) o\B,.0) [T —y[V*
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where 0, .(1) denote the term going to 0 as r — 0 and € — 0. Note that we have
G(z,.)

used the fact that |x — y|*~% is integrable in 2. Furthermore a7 is continuous
in Q\ {z}, ( see [9, Lemma 6.5]). Therefore from (&24)), we obtain

¢e(x)  G(x,0) .
e—0 ds(x) B ds(x) 7]:1_1)%;‘1_1)% B.(0) fg(y)dy

Moreover, by Subclaim 2,

.. G(z,0) B )
}%g% ds(x) /BT(O) fg(y)dy_ “ ds(z) '

Thus, it follows

. Pe(7) G(z,0)
(4.26) i% ) = —c )

This proves the claim.

In order to complete the proof of Step 5, we apply the Pohozaev identity (L.20)
to ue and v..

(1 + s)? /8Q <38)2(I -v)dS = 5[(N —2s) — %] /Q uttdy,
(1 +s)? /aQ <§8)2(I - v)dS = 5[(N —2s) — %] /Q vitldz.

3
Subtracting one from the other and multiplying by HHus\w in both sides

us—UsHLDO(Q)

yields,
uel|? o Us — V + -
(4.27) 1"(1—}—5)2/ ||uell7 (Q)( e Ss) (ue ’UE)SHUEHL (Q)(;v-y)dS
a0 |[ue = vel| Lo () d° () d*(x)
2N ||Ua||ioo(ﬂ) !
=e|(N—-2s)———|(qg+1 — (U — v / tue + (1 — t)v. )?dtdw.
=20 = ) [ () [+ (= 00

By doing the change of variable z = .y, RHS of (@27 reduces as
RHS of @27) = elfuc||TPT?*[q(N — 2s) — (N + 2s)]

(pueley) _M)]
waﬂA@Mm@”1%mmmﬁ@'

Note that By Theorem L2} lime_,o e|[uc||97P2[¢(N — 2s) — (N + 2s)] = C4, for
some constant Cq > 0. Therefore, using dominated convergence theorem via (£4)

and ({10 , we obtain

(4.28)  lim RHS of @27 = C, / ! ;ﬁ'iiﬂw%) da.
= R (L [of2)

Applying the change of variable as in ([@21)), it can be proved that

/ 1— |,’E|2 p /1 T‘N71(1 _ 7“2)(1 _ Tq(N72s)f(N+2s))d
- ——dr = w — -
RV (1 + |$|2)%‘1(1\’2> N o (1 +T2)(N 29(a¥D) 1)

= 027
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where C3 > 0 is a constant. Hence,

(4.29) lim [RHS of E27)] > 0.
E—r

On the other hand, applying ([.24)) and (28] to LHS via dominated convergence
theorem, we get

lim [LHS of (@27)] = 2F(1+s)2/ —co
e—0 50

cownery TS0+ 5)° /
2 F(NgQS)
(4.30) < 0

Combining [#29) along with [@30) gives the contradiction. Hence v = 0 and step
5 follows.

Step 6: Step 5 implies that ¢ = 0. Therefore, by Step 1, . — 0 in K for every
compact set K in RY . Let y. € RN such that

1/15(315) = ||1/}s||L°°(Q
Since by definition of v, it follows [|¢)||p~.) =1, we get

(4.31) Ve(ye) = 1.
This in turn implies y. — oo as € — 0. On the other hand, (11 yields that
Ye(ye) — 0. This contradicts (£31]). Hence the uniqueness result follows. O

APPENDIX A.
Define

w(y)|? 1 / 1
Al 2 N gedy + —— atly
(A1) =5 L L ey oy [t

where ¢ > p > 2* — 1. For p > 0, set
Xo(pQ) :={we H*RY):w=0 in RYV\ pQ},

N, = {w € Xo(pQ) N LI (pQ) : / wP T dy = 1}.
P2

Define
S, := inf F(w).
P wlng (w)

Theorem A.1. (i) If p=2* — 1, then S, — % as p — oo, where S is as defined
(ii) If p > 2* — 1, then S, — K as p — oo, where K is as defined in (L8).

Proof. Step 1: First we prove that lim, .o, S, < % Let us consider the function
U(z) defined as in (LIT). We know that S is achieved by U and U is the unique

ground state solution of (LI3]) with / U? (x)dx = 1.
RN

Define
Up(a):=p " U (%) and  ¢,(x) = ¢ <%>
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where ¢ € C°(RY), supp(¢) € Q, ¢ =1in £, 0 < ¢ <1, |[V¢| < 2, where
d = diam(Q). It is easy to see that U, is also a solution of (LI3]).
Set v, (x) = Up(x)dp(z) and v,(x) = Then 9, € N, and thus,

= ol
(A.2) S, < F(d,)
Note that,
e=p ¥ [ U G = [ U @6 (Do

/pQ g P Nz P P Nz
Therefore,
(A.3) lim vi*da: = / U? (x)dx = 1.

P=0 S pQ RN
Similarly,
p(N+2s>—4q(N72s> .

(A.4) lim / v‘Hldx = lim ——— Ut (2)p? (=—=)dz = 0,

P J p0 pmee |”P|§*l(pﬂ) RY VP
as ¢ > {422 Hence, from (A2),
(A.5)

lim S, lim [0 (& )|2d:vdy = lim |Up )|2
p—ro0 ~ p—oo 2 RN JRN |I — y|N+2S p—r00 2 RN JRN |J7 - y|N+2S

Now

)

(A.6) [ol@) =0 g, — 11y g2 4
: oy Jen |z — gVt Yy=ipmip T 1p,

where
IP o /RN /]RN |f17— |N+25 (bp( )dyd )
2 |60() = o) 2
/RN /]RN |{I; — y|N+2 U (y)dxdy,
— Up()(@(2) — 6,(5))Up(5)6,(x)
/]RN /]RN |z — y[N+2s dxdy.

A simple calculation yields
2
lim I} = i W g2 2 gy
il »“30// |x—y|N+2s To—gre ¢ (W

_ UWPE g —
(A7) = /RN/RN I:v— |N+25 R dyde = S,

Using change of variable, it is not difficult to see that
#(2) — ()P )
_ _ VP VP
= /RN /RN F,(z,y)dxdy, where F,(z,y)= FLE=T .

Clearly, F,(x,y) — 0 pointwise as p — co. Using dominated convergence theorem,
we aim to show that lim,_, . Ig =0. Let

Dy :={(z,y) e RN xRN : |z —y| < 1},
Dy :={(z,y) e RN xRN : |z —y| > 1}.
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Thus,

Iﬁ = / F,(z,y)dzdy +/ Fy(z,y)dzdy =: Iﬁ’l + Ip2’2
D1 D2
In D, we estimate F,(xz,y) as follows:
) - PP I~ P IVl V)
P\ Y |z — y|N+2s = lz — y[N+es

IN

1 — s
;|$ —yPm V2|V oo ey U ()

IN

|z — y|2_(N+28) HV¢HL<><>(RN) U?(x),

for p > 1. Moreover,

/ |£L' - y|2_(N+2S) ||v¢||LOO(]RN) Uz(ZC)dde:

Dy

< ||V¢||Loo(RN)/ UQ(;[)/ Iz — y[2~VH29) gy g
oERN YyERN, [z—y|<1

1
2 —2s
— [Vl gy 101y N / 2 < oo,

Hence, by the dominated convergence theorem we see that lim,_, .. IPQ’1 = 0. On
the other hand, in Dy we estimate F,(z,y) as follows:

40| o) U2(2)
|z — y[N+2s

(A.9) Fy(z,y) <

Proceeding same way as above, we can show that RHS of (A) is in L*°(Dy).
Hence, by the dominated convergence theorem we see that lim,_, IPQ’2 = 0. Con-
sequently,

(A.10) lim I7 =0.

p—r00

Using change of variable, we see that

(A.11) Ig:/ H,(z,y)dzdy,
RN JRN

where,

[U(z) = U)llo(T5) — o(H)IIU (2)][¢(5)]
H,(z,y) = |3\3/__ y|N+2\£_ e

Clearly H,(x,y) — 0 pointwise as p — co. Moreover,

V) - UI9E) ~ oIV @d( %)
()] < o .

_ U@ -UwP | 11965~ $(L)PU? (x)
B 5 |.’II - y|N+28 5 |.’II — y|N+25

The 1st term on RHS is in L}(RY x RY) and 2nd term can be dominated by L*
function as before. Hence by dominated convergence theorem, we have

(A.13) lim Ig’(:b,y) = lim / H,(z,y)dxdy = 0.
RN JRN

p—r00 p—r00

(A.12)
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As a result, combining (A7), (A0, (m along with (AZ6) and (A5 we obtain

Hence we obtain that lim, . S, <

Step 2: In this step we aim to show lim, 0 Sp > % let 6 > 0 be arbitrary. As
S, = inf,en, F(w), there exists w, s € N, such that
(A.14) F(w,s) < S,+4.

Let 7(.) be the standard mollifier function, i.e, n(z) = Cexp(w%l) if 2] <1
and 0 otherwise. Set n,(z) = o= n(2).

Define wf 5 := wp 5 * 0o and v§ 5 = Yp.5

lw sl L2 @iy

We note that v ; € C5° (RN) N N where

N:={weD?*R"):we Lq+1(RN),/ w? dr =1}
RN

1
2 2
and D*?2(RY) is completion of C§°(RY) with the norm (/ / u(y) — = —dz dy) .
RN

P
Note that v 5 = w,s in D**(RY) N LITH(RY) as o — 0.
Hence, we have,

< F(35) = F(wps).

| &

Combining this with (AI4) we have, % < S, + 0. As § > 0 is arbitrary we have,
% < S,. This implies, % < limy_ o Sp. This completes the proof.
Second part:
Let w € D*2(RN) N LI (RY) be a minimizer for K (existence is guaranteed by
[5, Theorem 1.4]) with / wPde = 1.
RN

Define ¢, as in step 1. Set w, = w¢, and W, = Ll

Twolp1 Ny
N,. Consequently, S, < F(ﬁ)p). Proceeding before as in step 1, we can show that
F(’lf}p) — K as p — oo. Hence, lim, o S, < K. To get the other sided inequality,
we use the same idea as first part. Hence, the result follows. ([l

. Then w, €

Acknowledgement: The first author is supported by the INSPIRE research grant
DST/INSPIRE 04/2013/000152 and the second author is supported by the NBHM
grant 2/39(12)/2014/RD-II. The third author acknowledges funding from LMAP
UMR CNRS 5142, Université de Pau et des Pays de I’Adour.

REFERENCES

[1] N. ABATANGELO, Large S-harmonic functions and boundary blow-up solutions for the frac-
tional Laplacian. Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 35 (2015), no. 12, 5555-5607.

[2] D. APPLEBAUM, Lévy processes from probability to finance and quantum groups, Notices
Amer. Math. Soc. 51 (2004), 1336-1347.

[3] B. BaArrios, E. CoLorADO, R. SERVADEI, F. SORIA, A critical fractional equation with
concave-convex power nonlinearities. A. I. H. P 32 (2015), no. 4, 875-900.

[4] H. BERESTYCKI, P. L. L1oNs, Nonlinear scalar field equations.I. Existence of ground state.
Arch. Rational Mech. Anal, 82 (1983), 313-345.

[5] M. BHAKTA, D. MUKHERJEE, Semilinear nonlocal elliptic equations with critical and super-
critical exponents. Commun. Pure Appl. Anal. Vol. 16, No, 5, (2017); 1741 1766.

[6] C. Bucur, Some Observations on the Green functions for the ball in the fractional Laplace
framework Commun. Pure Appl. Anal. 15 (2016), no. 2, 657-699.



[7]
(8]

(9]

PROFILE OF SOLUTIONS OF NONLOCAL EQUATIONS 29

S. Y. A. CHANG, M. DEL MAR GONZALEZ, Fractional Laplacian in conformal geometry. Adv.
Math. 226 (2011), no. 2, 1410-1432.

W. CHEN, C. Li; B. Ou, Classification of solutions for an integral equation. Comm. Pure
Appl. Math. 59 (2006), no. 3, 330-343.

Z. Q. CHEN, R. Song, Estimates on Green functions and Poisson kernels for symmetric
stable processes. Math. Ann. 312 (1998), no. 3, 465-501.

W. Cuoi, S. Kiv, K. A. LEE, Asymptotic behavior of solutions for nonlinear elliptic prob-
lems with the fractional Laplacian. J. Funct. Anal. 266 (2014), no. 11, 6531-6598.

R. Cont, R.; P. TANKOV, Financial modelling with jump processes. FL, 2004.

J. DAviLA, L. Rios, Y. SIRE, Bubbling solutions for nonlocal elliptic problems.
arziv.org/abs/1410.5461.

J. DAVILA, M. DEL PiNo, J. WEI, Concentrating standing waves for the fractional nonlinear
Schrdinger equation. J. Differential Equations 256 (2014), no. 2, 858-892.

J. DAVILA, M. DEL PINO, S. DIPIERRO, E. VALDINOCI, Concentration phenomena for the
nonlocal Schrédinger equation with Dirichlet datum. Anal. PDE 8 (2015), no. 5, 1165-1235.
J. DAviLA, M. DEL PINO, Y. SIRE; Nondegeneracy of the bubble in the critical case for
nonlocal equations. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 141 (2013), no. 11, 3865-3870.

M. DEL PiNo, P. FELMER, Spike-layered solutions of singularly perturbed elliptic problems
in a degenerate setting. Indiana Univ. Math. J. 48 (1999), no. 3, 883-898.

P. FELMER; Y. WANG, Radial symmetry of positive solutions to equations involving the
fractional Laplacian. Commun. Contemp. Math. 16 (2014), no. 1, 1350023, 24 pp.

M. GRoOsSI, A uniqueness result for a semilinear elliptic equation in symmetric domains.
Adv. Differential Equations 5 (2000), no. 1-3, 193-212.

7. C. HaN, Asymptotic approach to singular solutions for nonlinear elliptic equations in-
volving critical Sobolev exponent. A. I. H. P (1991) p.159-174.

S. Jarons, T. WETH, Asymptotic symmetry for a class of nonlinear fractional reaction-
diffusion equations. Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 34 (2014), 2581-2615.

Y.Y. L1, Remark on some conformally invariant integral equations: the method of moving
spheres. J. Eur. Math. Soc. 6 (2004), no. 2, 153-180.

E. LiEB, Sharp constants in the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev and related inequalities. Ann.
of Math. 118 (1983), no. 2, 349-374.

F. MERLE; L. PELETIER, Asymptotic behaviour of positive solutions of elliptic equations
with critical and supercritical growth. II. The non-radial case. J. Funct. Anal. 105 (1992),
no. 1, 1-41.

R. METZLER; J. KLAFTER, The random walk’s guide to anomalous diffusion: a fractional
dynamics approach. Phys. Rep. 339 (2000), no. 1, 77 pp.

W. M. N1, J. WEI, On the location and profile of spike-layer solutions to singularly per-
turbed semilinear Dirichlet problems. Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 48 (1995), no. 7, 731-768.
E. D1 NEzzA, G. PArATucct AND E. VALDINOCI, Hitchhiker’s guide to the fractional Sobolev
spaces, Bull. Sci. Math. 136 (2012), no. 5, 521-573.

X. Ros-OTON, J. SERRA, The Pohozaev identity for the fractional Laplacian. Arch. Ration.
Mech. Anal. 213 (2014), no. 2, 587-628.

X. Ros-OTON, J. SERRA, The Dirichlet problem for the fractional Laplacian: regularity up
to the boundary. J. Math. Pures Appl. (9) 101 (2014), no. 3, 275-302.

X. Ros-OTON, J. SERRA, Regularity theory for general stable operators. J. Differential
Equations 260 (2016), no. 12, 8675-8715.

R. SERVADEI, E. VALDINOCI, The Brezis-Nirenberg result for the fractional Laplacian. Trans.
Amer. Math. Soc. 367 (2015), no. 1, 67-102.

R. SERrRvADEI, E. VALDINOCI, Mountain pass solutions for non-local elliptic operators. J.
Math. Anal. Appl. 389 (2012), no. 2, 837-898.

L. SILVESTRE, Regularity of the obstacle problem for a fractional power of the Laplace
operator. Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 60 (2007), no. 1, 67-112.

M. STRUWE, Variational methods. Applications to nonlinear partial differential equations
and Hamiltonian systems. Springer- Verlag, Berlin, third edition, 2007.

J. TaN; J. XIONG, A Harnack inequality for fractional Laplace equations with lower order
terms. Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 31 (2011), no. 3, 975-983.

E. VALDINOCI, From the long jump random walk to the fractional Laplacian, Bol. Soc. Esp.
Mat. Apl. SeMA No. 49 (2009), 33-44.



30 MOUSOMI BHAKTA, DEBANGANA MUKHERJEE AND SANJIBAN SANTRA

M. BHAKTA, DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, INDIAN INSTITUTE OF SCIENCE EDUCATION AND
RESEARCH, DR. HoMI BHABA RoAD, PUNE-411008, INDIA
E-mail address: mousomi@iiserpune.ac.in

D. MUKHERJEE, DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, INDIAN INSTITUTE OF SCIENCE EDUCATION
AND RESEARCH, DrR. HoMI BHABA RoAD, PUNE-411008, INDIA
E-mail address: debanganal8@gmail.com

S. SANTRA, DEPARTMENT OF BASIC MATHEMATICS, CENTRO DE INVESTIGACIONE EN MATHE-
MATICAS, GUANAJUATO, MEXICO
E-mail address: sanjibansntr385@gmail.com



	1. Introduction
	2. Asymptotic behavior
	3. The case p=2*-1 and the proof of Theorem 1.2
	4. Uniqueness result for p=2*-1
	Appendix A. 
	References

