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Abstract

In this paper, we study the effect of Hardy potential on the existence or non-existence of solutions to the following
fractional problem involving a singular nonlinearity:

u .
(A=A + % +f  inQ,
u>0 in Q,
u=0 in (RV\ Q).

Here0 < s < 1,4 >0,y > 0,and Q C RY (N > 2s) is a bounded smooth domain such that 0 € Q. Moreover,
0<ufe L'(Q). For0 < A < Ans, Ay being the best constant in the fractional Hardy inequality, we find the
necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of a positive weak solution to the above problem with respect
to the data ¢ and f. Also, for a regular datum of f and with suitable assumptions, we have some existence and
uniqueness results and calculate the rate of the growth of solutions. Moreover, we mention a non-existence and a
complete blow-up result for the case 4 > Ay . Besides, we consider the parabolic equivalence of the above problem
in the case y = 1, and some suitable f(x, ?), i.e.

1
U+ (~AYu = A— + — + f(,0)  in Qx(0,7),
|x|2s u’

l/l>0 inQX(O»T),
u=0 in RY\ Q) x(0,7),
u(x,0) = uy in RV,

where uy € X;3(€2) satisfies an appropriate cone condition. In the case 0 <y < 1, ory > 1, with 2s5(y — 1) < (y + 1), we
show the existence of a unique solution, for any 0 < 4 < Ay, and prove a stabilization result for certain range of A.
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1. Introduction

We study on the existence and non-existence of positive solutions to the following singular elliptic problem:

u .
(A = A + % +f  inQ,
u>0 in Q, (0
u=0 in (RV\ Q).

Here Q c RN, N > 2s, is an open bounded domain with smooth boundary such that 0 € Q, s € (0,1), A > 0, and
y > 0. Moreover, 0 < u, f € LY(Q).

. 451—2(N+2y)
We will prove that for 0 < A < Ay, Ay =

—_ 4 7
N2
2(532)

the above problem has a solution if and only if u € L'(Q, 5!~ dx), 6(x) = dist(x, 0Q), and the datum of f satisfies
the following integrability condition:

being the best constant in the fractional Hardy inequality,

f FOIxX P dx < +00,
Q

where the constant 8 = B(N, s, 1) will be defined later in Lemma[2.2] In this lemma, we will see that any supersolution
to () is unbounded near the origin and the nature of this unboundedness is like u(x) > |x|™ in some open ball centered
at the origin.

Also, we will see that there is no positive very weak (distributional) solution for the case 4 > Ay, ;. This notion of
the solution, which we consider for the non-existence result, is local in nature and we just ask the regularity needed to
give distributional sense to the equation (similar to what is done in articles [, /2]). Moreover, this non-existence result
is strong in the sense that a complete blow-up phenomenon occurs. By complete blow-up phenomenon, we mean that
the solutions to the approximating problems (with the bounded weights (|x|** + €)~! and (u + €)™ instead of the terms
|x|~2* and u~7, respectively) tend to infinity for every x € Q, as 0 < € | 0.

In the above problem, (—A)* stands for the fractional Laplacian operator, i.e.

. u(x) — u(y)
(=A)’u(x) = CyP.V. f]RN W

= Cy, lim dy, u € S(RY),

e-0* [x—y|>€ |X - )’|N+25

where P.V. is a commonly used abbreviation for the Cauchy principal value and is defined by the latter equation.
4T(Y+s) .

Also, S(RY) denotes the Schwartz space (space of “rapidly decreasing functions” on RY) and Cnys = s is the

normalization constant such that
(-A)Y’u = F (€ ).

Here I" denotes the Gamma function, and ¥ u = it is the Fourier transform of u. By restricting the fractional Laplacian
operator to act only on smooth functions that are zero outside €, we have the restricted fractional Laplacian (-A},)°.
For this operator, the best alternative to the Dirichlet boundary condition is u = 0 in (RY \ Q). For more details about
fractional Laplacian, see [3, 4, 5].

Over the past decades, there has been much focus and also a vast literature about singular problems. Singularities
appear in almost all fields of mathematics like differential geometry and partial differential equations. Singularities
are the qualitative side of mathematics, and understanding of singularities always leads to a more detailed picture of
the objects mathematics is dealing with, [6]. Many more details and references for the singular elliptic problems can
be found in [7].

One famous type of singularities are the singularity of Hardy type, which is related to the inequality of the same
name, and there are various generalizations of it. The well-known classical Hardy inequality is as follows:

N — I
f IVul” dx > (—p)” ful” dx,  ue Wy (),
Q p Q lxl?



where Q ¢ RY, containing the origin, is a bounded domain and 1 < p < N, [8,[9]. The constant ( p )? is optimal

and it is not attained in Wé’p (€2), meaning that the continuous embedding Wé’p Q) = LP(Q,|x|7? dx) is not compact.
The intention of analyzing Hardy singularities has come from its widespread use in different branches of science. For
details and references about the enormous literature for this topic, see the more recent book [10] and chapter 1 of [[L1].
Due to these motivations, over the past few decades, the study of general singularities has been considered.

In the pioneering works, [12,[13], Baras and Goldstein studied the following singular Cauchy-Dirichlet heat prob-
lem in Q = R" or else Q to be a bounded smooth domain containing B1(0) = {x € R" : ||x]| < 1}.

% —Au=V(xu+ f(x,1) (x,1) € Q% (0, 00)
u(x, t) = (x,1) € AQ X (0, o) @)
u(x,0) = uo(x) x € Q.

Authors assume that f and u, are non-negative and 0 < V € L°°(Q \ BE(O)) for each € > 0, but V is singular at the

origin. They say that V is too singular if V(x) > Cl*(‘z) € (lN)

x = 0. Here C*(N) = =20 2) is the sharp constant in the following Hardy inequality:

2
C'(N) f Lodx< f VuPdx, Ve HY(Q).
o |x] o

In the not too singular potential case, they found the necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of a non-
negative distributional solution to problem (). Moreover, they obtained this solution as the limit of the solutions to
the following approximate problem.

(9aut " Ay = Vo + ) (5,0) € QX (0, 00)
up(x, 1) =0 (x,1) € 0Q x (0, 00)
1, (x,0) = uop(x) xeqQ,

where V,(x) = min{V(x),n}. Also, for the too singular potential case, they showed that the problem has no solution
even in the sense of distributions, and an instantaneous complete blow-up phenomenon occurs. Namely, u,(x,f) —
+oo for all (x,7) € Q% (0,T) as n — oo.

In problem (d)), the singular term ﬁ is related to the following fractional Hardy inequality:

2
Ans f OF < f (=) uPdx  VYue CORY), 3)
R RN

N | x|23
4yl—*2( N-;Zx )
[15,16] in which the authors proved the existence of solutions to the following Lazer-McKenna type problem:

where N > 2s, s € (0, 1) and the constant Ay = is optimal, [14]. Problem (I is motivated by the papers

rmn=E o
uYy
u>0 in Q

u=0 on 0Q,

where Q is a bounded domain of R¥, N > 2, ¥ > 0 and u a general Radon measure in Q. Also, see the papers
[17, 18, 119, 20, 21, 22, 123, 24, [25, 26] for more related problems. These types of problems have been extensively
studied for their relations with some physical phenomena in the theory of pseudoplastic fluids, [27].

In [[17] Barrios, Bonis, Medina and Peral studied the solvability of the following superlinear problem:

(=A)'u = f ( )i M Q.
u>0 in Q,
u=0 in (RV\ Q).



More precisely, for the case M = 0 and f > 0, they proved the existence of a positive solution for every y > 0 and
A > 0. Moreover, in the case M = 1 and f = 1, they found a threshold A such that there exists a solution for every
0 < A < A, and there does not for 4 > A. Also in [28] authors considered the similar superlinear problem with the
critical growth, namely when p =27 -1 = %*%i and with a singular nonlinearity in the form u~4, g € (0, 1).

In the detailed article [29], Abdellaoui, Medina, Peral, and Primo studied the effect of the Hardy potential on the
existence and summability of the solutions to a class of fractional Laplacian problems. We will use the essential tool
introduced in this article, i.e., the weak Harnack’s inequality, which they proved it by following the classical Moser
and Krylov-Safonov idea. Also, we will take advantage of some of Calderén-Zygmund properties of solutions. See
[29, Section 4] for the effect of the Hardy potential in some Calderén-Zygmund properties for the fractional Laplacian.

For the similar parabolic equivalence of (), in [30], Giacomoni, Mukherjee and Sreenadh investigated the exis-
tence and stabilization results for the following parabolic equation involving the fractional Laplacian with singular
nonlinearity:

w+ (A ’u=u+ f(x,u) in Qx(0,7T),

u(x,0) = ug(x) in RV,
u(x,t) >0 in Qx(0,7T),
ulx,t)=0 in (RV\ Q) x (0, 7).

Under suitable assumptions on the parameters and datum, they studied the related stationary problem and then using
the semi-discretization in time with the implicit Euler method, they proved the existence and uniqueness of the weak
solution. It is worth noting that in [31,, [32], the authors have shown the same results for the local version of this
problem for the general p-Laplacian case. Also for some of the recent papers on the optimal regularity results see
[33,134].

The rest of the paper is as follows. In section[2] after introducing the functional setting we will outline our existence
and non-existence theorems. Especially, we will have a theorem about the necessary and sufficient condition for the
existence of a solution to problem (I)) in the case 1 < Ay, and a non-existence theorem in the case 1 > Ay,. In
section3l we will provide proof of our existence theorems. In section ] we will have some uniqueness results. Also,
concerning uniqueness, with some regular assumptions on ¢ and f, we will show the existence and uniqueness of
another notion of a solution so-called entropy solution for the case 0 < y < 1. Besides, we will mention a theorem
about the rate of the growth of solutions to problem (). Finally, in section[3] we will consider the parabolic version
of problem () in the special case u = 1. Firstly, with the assumptions 0 <y < 1,ory > 1, and 2s(y — 1) < (y + 1),
we will show the existence of a unique solution for 0 < 4 < Ay and secondly, we will prove the stability for some
range of A. That is, we will find a positive constant 1, = A.(N, s) < Ay, such that for any 4 € (0, 4,), the solution to
the parabolic problem converges to the unique solution of its stationary problem, as t — oo.

2. Functional setting and existence, non-existence and blow-up results

LetO < s < 1,1 < p < oo, and Q be a bounded domain in RY. Also, let Dg = RY x RV \ Q¢ x Q°, with
Q° = RV \ Q. We define the following Banach space

|ua(x) — u(y)l”
|N+ps

u(x) — u@)|? ’
el rca = (f '”'pd“ffD 'li)leSl' bty ) ' @

In the case p = 2, we denote by X*(Q) the space X**(Q) which is a Hilbert space with the following inner product:
. f - f () = (N =v)
Q Dg

|)C y|N+2v

X*P(Q) = {u RY — R measurable, ulo € L (Q), ff dxdy < oo},

endowed with the norm:

Moreover, we define Xg’p (€) as the closure of C’(€2) in X*P (RV). Equivalently, it can be shown that

X5P(@) = fu e XP@®Y) < u =0 ac. in R\ Q)
4



It is easy to see that:

|u(x) — M(y)l” u(x) — u(y)|P ; )
(fuw fw |x — y[N+ps ) (ffpﬂ Ix — y|Neps dx dy) > Vu € X5(Q).

This equality defines an equivalent norm for Xo’p (Q) with (@). We denote it by

[u(x) — u(y)l” v
el = (ffa e dXdy) '
Q

It is worth noticing that, the continuous embedding of XSZ(Q) into X(;‘(Q), holds for any s; < s, (see, e.g. [4,
Proposition 2.1]). Besides, for the Hilbert space case, we have

2 1 10
”M”x(.;‘(g» = 2CN,5||(_A)2’/‘” 2(RNY (5)
where Cy,, is the normalization constant in the definition of (—A)*. Thus Hardy inequality (3) also can be written as

follows: ) 5
C s - !
AN,sf IM(X)I N, ff Ju(x) — u(y)|” dxdy, Vi€ X(Q).
R

N |x|25 |x y|N+23
For the proofs of the above facts see [35, Subsection 2.2] and [4]. Also, see [36, Section 2].
The following continuous embedding will be used in this paper.

X' = LYQ),  Vgell,p]l, ©

where p; = N’i—];'” is the Sobolev critical exponent. Moreover, this embedding is compact for 1 < g < p;. See [4,
Theorem 6.5 and Theorem 7.1].

Also we denote by X,"”(Q), the set of all functions u such that u¢ € X;”(Q) for any ¢ € C>(Q). When we say
{un} € X7 (Q) is bounded, we mean that {¢u,} C X" () is bounded for any fixed ¢ € CZ(Q).

Since we are dealing with the non-local operator (—A)?®, the following class of test functions will be used for

defining the weak solution to problem ().
(=A)* , e LN CQ), 0<a<,
T(Q) = {¢ ‘RN > ¢=v N‘p }

¢=0in (R"\ Q)

It can be shown that 7(Q) c Xj(Q) N L= (Q)N C%(Q). See [29], where this class of test functions is used for dealing
with problem (). Moreover, every ¢ € 7 (Q) is a strong solution to the equation (-A)*¢ = ¢, and for every ¢ € T ()
there exists a constant 8 € (0, 1) such that 52 e CO%(Q). See [37].

It is easy to check that for u € X;(Q2) and ¢ € 7(Q):

2C]:],15 j];N u(_A)S¢ d_x = 2CI:/,15 LN(_A)%M(—A)%(ﬁdx
- f () ~ uGNGD) = 60)
Dq

|.X _ y|N+25

(N

One can show that (—A)* : X5(€2) — X7%(Q) is a continuous strictly monotone operator, where X~*((2) indicates the
dual space of Xj(Q).

Definition 2.1. We say that u € L'(Q) is a very weak (distributional) supersolution (subsolution) to
(=A)’u = g(x,u) in Q,
if g(x,u) € L"Q), u = 0in (RN \ Q) and (=A)*u > (<)g(x, u) in the weak sense, i.e.

f u(-A) P dx > (<) f o(x, W dx,
RN Q

for all non-negative ¢ € T (Q). If u is a very weak (distributional) supersolution and subsolution, then we say that u
is a very weak (distributional) solution.



Definition 2.2. We say that u € X;(QQ) is a weak energy supersolution (subsolution) to
(=A)’u = g(x,u) in Q,

if g(x,u) € X(Q), u=0in (RY\ Q) and (-A)’u > (2)g(x, u) in the weak sense, i.e.

f u(=A)’¢dx > (S)fg(x, u)¢ dx,
RV Q
for all non-negative ¢ € Xj(Q). If u is a weak energy supersolution and subsolution, then we say that u is a weak
energy solution.
Definition 2.3. Assume 0 < u, f € L'(Q). We say that u is a weak solution to problem [ if
e uecl(Q), and for every K € Q, there exists Cx > 0 such that u(x) > Cx a.e. in K and also u = 0 in (RV \ Q);

o Equation (I) is satisfied in the weak sense, i.e.

f u(—A)S¢dx=/lfu—(fdx+f—dx+ff¢dx Vo € T(Q), (8)
RN o |x**

and also together with these extra assumptions that the first and second terms on the right-hand side of the
above equality be finite for any ¢ € T (). The well-posedness of the first and second terms on the right-hand
side will be clear after the construction of solution.

Remark 2.1. Notice that plugging in the test function ¢ = 1 5 in @), where s is the normalized first eigenfunction
associated with first eigenvalue A, s of (—A)" in Xj(Q), i.e.

(A5 = A1 s¥s in Q,
Y1,=0 in RV \ Q),
0 <ys € X5(Q) NLT(Q),

W1 sz = 1,

(see for instance [138, Proposition 9]) and also noting that there exist l1,l, > 0 such that 116°(x) < Y1 (x) < [L6°(x),
fora.e. x € Q, [37], we obtain that the solution u necessary satisfies:

Ll 0%dx < +o0.
o u

Moreover, since by using Comparison Principle for the fractional Laplacian, and by Hopf’s Lemma, u > cé® a.e. in
Q, (see for example [39] or [40, Lemma 4.2]) therefore

f L] dx < +00.,
o 05D

As an analysis of the linear case with Hardy potential, firstly, we gather the following lemmas.

Lemma 2.2. Let 1 < Ay, Assume that u is a non- negative function defined in Q such that u % 0, u € L'(Q),

Q) and u > 0in RN \ Q). If u satisfies (—A)*u — | |2 > 0 in the weak sense in Q, then there exists 6 > 0,

I’f\
and a constant C = C(N, 6) such that
u>Clxl™,  in Bs(0),

where 3 =

N 223 — a and « is given by the identity

451"( N+22+2a/ )1—*( N+2if2w )

~ A Yy )
F(N_Zi Z(X)I“(N 22 2(t)

6



Lemma 2.3. Let A < Ay . Assume that u is a positive very weak solution to

u .
(—=A)’u — /l|x|2S =g in Q,
u>0 in Q,
u=0 in (RN \ Q),

with g € L'(Q) and g > 0. Then necessarily g|x|™ € L'(B,(0)) for some B.(0) € Q.
Lemma 2.4 (Weak Harnack inequality). Let r > O such that By,(0) C Q. Assume that f > 0 and let v € X;(Q), with
v Z 0inRY, be a supersolution to

(—Av=f  inQ,
v=0 in (RN \ Q),

ie.

f (A2 v(-A):pdx > f fodx,
RN Q

for all non-negative ¢ € X;(€2). Then, for every g < % there exists a positive constant C = C(N, s) such that

q
f vidx| <C inf v.
B,(0) B3, ®

For the proof of these lemmas see [29, Lemma 3.10], [29, Theorem 4.10] and [29, Theorem 3.4], respectively.

In the next two theorems we have our existence results to problem (IJ). At first, we will prove that for 0 < A < Ay,
and y > 1 the problem (I)) admits a solution for the case u € L' (Q), and f € L'(Q) N X~5(Q). It is crucial to indicate
that our approach in the proof of Theorem only works for the case y > 1. However if we further assume that
peL"Q),m= (I%)’ (p’ denotes the conjugate exponent of p) then the same approach works for y < 1. For a result
about the existence with less regularity assumption on y, see [29, Theorem 5.3]. More precisely, the authors showed
an existence result for the case u € L'(Q, |x|~1=8 dx).

In the following we denote

o ol <n
Tu(o) = nZ lol=n

o]

the usual truncation operator and G, (o) := o — T, (0).

45 rl( NZZ.\' )

r(igs)

Theorem 2.5. Let s € (0,1), 0 < A < Ay, =
function and 0 < f € L'(Q) N X~*(Q).

and y > 0. Also assume that u € L'(Q) is a non-negative

1. Ify = 1, then there is a positive weak solution in X;(2) to problem @.

2. If y > 1, then there is a positive weak solution in XfOC(Q) to problem () with T]:T () € X;(Q) and Gr(u) €

y+l1

X3(Q). In addition, if = > -, then u™> € X3(Q).

3. Ify < 1, and furthermore u € L(l%y) (Q), then there is a positive weak solution in X;(£2) to problem @.
The next theorem gives a necessary and sufficient condition for the existence result to problem (IJ).

Theorem 2.6 (A necessary and sufficient condition for the existence result). Let s € (0,1), 0 < A < Ay, andy > 0.
Also assume that O < f,u € L'(Q). Then problem (1) has a positive weak solution if and only if

DAC)) H
L W dx < +o0, o m dx < +o0. (10)

Moreover, the solution u has the following regularity:



o Ti(u) € X3(Q) for all k > 0 and u € LP(Q) for all p € [1, 25-).

o (-A):ue LP(Q), forall p €[1,:%).

o ucX,"’(Q), forall sy <sandforall p< -

Remark 2.7. A similar argument as in [41, Example 3.3] but with the fractional Laplacian instead of the Laplacian
operator shows that problem (1)) does not admit a solution for merely f € L'(Q).

The proof of these theorems will appear in the next section. In the following, we will have a non-existence and
also a blow-up result for the case that 1 > Ay.

The following non-existence result is an immediate consequence of Lemma[2.2land Lemma2.3] More precisely,
it is well known that the linear problem with Hardy potential has non positive supersolution if 1 > Ay,. We only
bring it here for completeness.

Theorem 2.8. Let s € (0,1), 1 > Ay and y > 0. Then there is no positive very weak solution to problem (D).

Proof. We argue by contradiction. Let u be a positive very weak solution to problem (I)). Therefore u satisfies

< u u :
(=A)’u - AN,J@ =~ /\N,s)@ +g in Q,

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

where g = ;‘7 + f(x). Then by using Lemma 2.3l and the positivity of g necessarily:

u

ER

(A= Ay =5 )K€ L' (B(0)), (11)

for some B,(0) € Q. On the other hand, by Lemma[2.2] we have

u(x) = Clx|™, in B,(0), (12)

2

for sufficiently small r, where 8 = 2522

-2 —aand @ € [0, %5

22S) is given by the identity

4SF2(N+TZS ) ~ 4vl—~( N+2:+2¢1 )r( N+2:—2¢1 )

rz( %) - r( N—22+2a )r( N—ZX—ZQ) :

The properties of the Gamma function implies @ = 0, see the proof of [42, Lemma 3.3]. Now, by combining (I1]) and
(12) we obtain that |x| ™ € L'(B,(0)), which is a contradiction. O

This non-existence result is strong in the sense that a complete blow-up phenomenon occurs. Namely, if u, is
the solution to the following approximated problem with 4 > Ay, where the Hardy potential is substituted by the

bounded weight (x> + %)’1, and the singular nonlinearity is substituted by %, then u,(xp) — oo, for any xy € Q,
asn — oo, )
Ay = A Il n) e in O,
s+ 4y + 27
u, >0 in Q, (13)
U, =0 in (RV\ Q).

In the same sprite of Theorem[2.8] the proof of this blow-up phenomenon can be obtained taking into consideration
that any approximating sequence of non-negative supersolution to the linear problem blow-up in any point of Q, if
A > Apny, as it is proved in [29].



3. Proof of Theorem 2.5/ and Theorem 2.6

First of all we prove Theorem[2.3] For this purpose let consider the following auxiliary problem:

(—A)u = ,1# +g  inQ

u>0 in Q, (14)
u=0 in (RV \ Q),

where g € X™°(Q). The function u € Xj(Q2) is a weak energy solution to the above problem if u = 0 in (RV\ Q) and

f (A u(-A)2¢dx = ﬂf % dx + (g, PIx-@).x5©)> ¢ € X;(Q).
RN Q 1xl*

Here (-, -) X(Q),X3(Q) denotes the duality pairing between X*(€2) and X;(€2).

The proof of the following Proposition about the existence result for (I4), can be obtained by using the Hardy
inequality and the classical variational methods. See for instance [43, Section 4.6]. Also, the uniqueness of the weak
energy solution to (I4) follows from the strict monotonicity of the operator (—A)’u — /llx‘%, for 0 < A < Ay,. The
strict monotonicity of this operator is the direct consequence of the Hardy inequality.

Proposition 3.1. Ifg(x) € L*(Q), s € (0,1) and 0 < 1 < Ay, then there exists a unique positive weak energy solution

to (14D in X3(Q).

Before to continue, we need to define the set C as the set of functions v € L*(Q) such that there exist positive
constants k; and k, such that
ki6*(x) < [Pv(x) < ko (x),

where the constant § is given in Lemma[2.2] and §(x) = dist(x, 9Q), x € €, is the distance function from the boundary
0Q.

Now, for every v € C, define ®@(v) = w where w € X;(€2) is the unique solution to the following problem for any
fixed n:

w HUn .
-A)'w=2A1 + —— + fu(x in Q,
(8w = A+ = ()

w>0 in Q,
w=0 in (RV\ Q).

5)

Here f, = T,,(f), and u, = T, (u) are the truncations at level n.
By Lemma[2.2] [29, Theorem 4.1] and a result of [37] it easily follows that w € C. If we show that ® : C — C has
a fixed point wy, then w,, € C will be the weak solution to the following problem in X;j(€2).

Hn

s 3 Wn .
(8w = A+ Ty + () inQ,
w, >0 in Q, (16)
w, =0 in (RV \ Q).

We apply the Schauder’s fixed-point Theorem (see for example [43, Theorem 3.2.20]). We need to prove that ® is
continuous, compact and there exists a bounded convex subset of C C L*(Q) which is invariant under ®.
For continuity let vy — v in L*(Q). Tt is obvious that for each n:

ity + )~ ey + )

0 0 k — oo,
(Ivel + 5)7 (vl+ )

-0
L2(Q)

k]

Now, from the uniqueness of the weak solution to (I4), we conclude ®(v;) — D(v).



For compactness, we argue as follows. For v € C, let w be the solution to (13). If A7(Q) is the first eigenvalue of
(—=A)" in X{(€2), [38, Proposition 9], then we have

A;‘(Q)fwzdxsf [(=A)> w) dx
Q RN

A7)
ANs E) W2
< : —A)Iw|” — A—=dx|,
= Ava- 1 (fR R 2 x)
where in the last inequality we have used the Hardy inequality. Testing (I3) with ¢ = w, we have
v 2
f |(—A)%w|2dx—/lf Wzvdx:f'u—n]wdx+ffnwdx. (18)
RV RN X% o (M +3) o
For the first term on the right-hand side of the above equality we have the following estimate:
Hn ) 3
—wdxﬁnyf,u,,wdeCl flwl dx)”, (19)
js; (vl + Ly Q ( Q )

where in the last inequality we have used the Holder inequality. Once more using Holder inequality gives fQ fawdx <

Cz( fg [w|? dx)E for some C, > 0. Thus combining this inequality with (I7), (I8)), and (I9) we obtain

2(Q) f Wi dx < C5( f wi*dx)’,
Q Q

which implies that ®(L2(Q)) is contained in a ball of finite radius in L(Q). Therefore the intersection of this ball with
C in invariant under ®. Moreover, we have fRN [(=A): OW)|> dx = fRN [(—A)3w|? dx < C4, which means that ®(L3(Q))

is relatively compact in L>(Q) by the compactness of the embedding (6)).

Proposition 3.2. For every K € Q, there exists Cg > 0 such that {w,}, the solution to (1), satisfies w,(x) > Cx a.e.
in K, for each n.

Proof. Let us consider the following problem:

. /Jn .
Ay, = ——— Q
( ) vn (Vn + %)V m >
vp >0 in Q, (20)
Ve =0 in (RV\ Q).

Existence of the weak solution v, follows from a similar proof to problem (I). In the same way of [17, Lemma 3.2]
we can show that v, < v, a.e. in Q. Also for each K € Q, there exists Cx > 0 such that v;{(x) > Ck a.e. in K. Now
subtracting the weak formulation of (20) from the weak formulation of (I6) and using (w, — v,)~ as a test function
(see [44, Theorem 20]) we conclude that w, > v, a.e. in Q. Therefore, for every K € Q, there exists Cx such that
Wp2v,2v; > Cr>0a.e. inK. O

pads
2

(wa)},Z, and

n=1

Proposition 3.3. Assume y > 1. Also let {w,})" | be the sequence of solutions to {d6). Then {T,
{Gr(wn)},, are bounded in X{(Q), and {T(wy)},., is bounded in X (€2).

Proof. We will follow the proof of [29, Theorem 5.2]. Let y > 1. Taking ¢ = TZ(wn) as a test function in (I8) we

obtain
wi T (W)

f (A W, (M) T (wy) dx = /lf ——dx
RN o |

o
+L—1)7TZ(W’!)dx+LTZ(W")fndx'

(Wn+;

1)

10



For the left-hand side, by using (Z) and the following elementary inequality
wo oy
Tt ),

4y
(v + 1)2(

(51 = 52)(s) = 53) =
we get
f (~A) (D)3 T (w,) dx
]RN
_Cu ff 09,9 = OO0 ~TL08)0D |
Dq

|x _ y|N+2s

T +17 x - yIN+2Y

s et
> Co f (=A)3T, > (wa)l* dx.
]RN

E _ 2
S ZYCN,s ff |Tk wp(x) (Wn)(Y)| dxdy
Dq

For the first term on the right-hand side we have

Y 2
f M dx < k! f Wi dx.
o | qQ

k( n) M/Z

Wt 1) = (et iy =

f fa ————T/(wy)dx < fﬂn dx < |lpallpr < Cy.
o (w, + ) Q

For the second term on the right-hand side of 1)), note that

Also for the last term:
- 2]
fT,j(w,,)fn dx <k'T f T,” (wa)fy dx
Q Q

x zl
= k7 {fus T’ (Wn)>X-5(Q),X3(Q)

S Ex
ST W) xsuxso

7l pas) 7l pad
<kl @l wllxye) = k7 CallT,* (wa)llxy)-

Thus from 1), 23), 24), 23) and (26) we obtain

) k1 2
f |(—= A)zT72 (wo)l? dx < f W; dx
Co Jrv |X| s

pad
+C1+ Cok'™ ||T = (wllxy)-

>
w
; dx
Q X

If we show that the term

Vs1,5 =20, y>0,

< 1. Now we deduce

(22)

(23)

(24)

(25)

(26)

27)

(28)

2zl 2
is umformly bounded in n, then @7) gives ||T,* Wl ‘o < G + IT.> (Wallx;@), which implies the bounded-
0

ness of {Tk2 (wy)} in X((€2).

For proving the boundedness of (28), it is enough to consider ¢ = G(w,) as a test function in (I6) as follows,

where G (o) := o — Ti(0).

f (=AY G(wy)P dx < A f WaGeWa) )
RN RN

|x|2s

+ f ———Gi(wp)dx + ffnGk(Wn) dx.
(wn + n)

11

(29)



Note that for the left-hand side we have used [44, Proposition 3]. In order to estimate the terms on the right-hand side
of this equality for uniformly in n, we have the following.
For the second term on the right-hand side of (29) we have the following estimate uniformly in 7n:

1
f L _Guw)dx<s — | m<cC
o (w, + ) k=1 Jo

For fQ J2Gr(wy,) dx, we have the following estimate:
fonGk(Wn)dx = (for GO xs@xs@) < (> GeWn))x+ x3@)

< CillGrkwa)llxg -

For the first term on the right-hand side of (29) we can write:

I‘IG n G n 2 G n
f W kzgw)dx:f Gutws) d“"f o) o)
Ry X7 Ry X Ry X[
For the last term in (30), by using the Holder inequality with exponents a = 2} and b = 3 Jr]\; < % noting that the

integration can be over Q, because of w, = 0in RY \ Q, and the embedding (€) we obtain
1

G (Wn) G (Wn) .
LN |];C|25 dx:jg; |];C|25 dx<( | |23b dx) (f |Gk(Wn)| dx)

< Gol|Giwa)llxg -

Combining the above estimates, from (29) we get

5 IGi(wa)?
f (=82 Ge(w)I* dx — 2 f ’l‘xT dx < kCalIGr(wa)llxy
RN RN

+ C + CilIGr(wp)llxs)-

|G (wn)?

P dx, and therefore we obtain the boundedness
X

Now Hardy inequality shows the boundedness of the term, fRN

of 28) by using the fact that w? < 2(T]f(w,1) +G(wp)), ie.

2 2
TPy [[1GK0E ,
Q

IxIZY o P | x|
<2k2fidx+2 de
B a lx?

o Ix?

Moreover, we get the boundedness of ”Gk(Wn)”Xé(Q) uniformly in 7.
Now we show that {T}(w,)} is bounded in X} (). For this purpose first note that by Proposition for any
compact set K € Q, there exists C(K) > 0 such that

wp(x) = wi(x) > C(K) > 0, a.e. in K.

Therefore
Tr(wp) = Te(wy) = C = min{k, C(K)).
n T n . . .
For (x,y) € K X K, define « k(WC)(X) and g3, := 7/((”}6 )(y). Since @, 5, > 1, we have the following estimate by

applying an elementary 1nequa11ty
) zl FIRY)
_ﬂn) < (an2 _Ian ) .
12



Now by the definition of @, and ,, we obtain

+1

(Tewa) = T )’ < (T2 w0 = T, wa))'-

pady
2

(Q) by using (3) and the boundedness of {T,? (wn)}”, in X;(Q).
O

Thus we get the boundedness of {Ty(w,)}, | in X,

loc

Remark 3.4. In the case y = 1, since both {Gy(wn)}”, and {Ti(wy)}), are bounded in X;(Q), therefore {w,} , is
bounded in X;(€2).

Remark 3.5. For the case 0 < y < 1, if furthermore we assume u € L('%YV) (€2), then the sequence {w,}," | is bounded
in X3(Q). Indeed, you just have to keep in mind that

Hn 1=y 1oy -
———w,dx < w, “dx < v wallY < Clwl
fQ T fQ pw 7 dx <l gy Wl g, < Clblly

Since the rest of the proof can be obtained proceeding as in the case y = 1, for the sake of brevity it is left to the
reader.

Now we are ready to proof Theorem[2.3]
Proof of Theorem[2.3] There exists u € X (Q) (u € X((Q) in the case y < 1) such that up to a subsequence
e w, — uweakly in Xj (€2) (weakly in Xj(€2) in the case y < 1).
e Gi(w,) — Gi(u) weakly in Xj(€).
° T]:%I (wy,) — T,:%I (u) weakly in XS(Q).
Also, by using the embedding (&), up to a subsequence we may have
e w, = uin L'(Q), for any r € [1,2}).
e w,(x) — u(x) pointwise a.e. in Q.

Now for every fixed ¢ € 7(Q2), by the estimates above, we could pass to the limit and obtain

fwnfdxafu;jdx<+oo

Q X Q |x[*
le¢dx—>fll—¢dx<+oo
Q(Wn+;)y Quy

fg fbdx - fg fodx.

Also, for every ¢ € 7 (), we have

lim f (=A) > wy(-A): ¢ dx = lim f Wa(=A)' ¢ dx = f u(—A)*¢ dx.
n—o0 JpN n—o JpN RN

Since for every K € Q, there exists Cx > 0 such that w,(x) > Ck a.e. in K and also w, = 0 in (RN \ Q) and because
of w,(x) = u(x) a.e. in Q, thus u is a weak solution to problem (.

Finally note that if we take y such that (yi—ynz > ﬁ, then by testing (T6) with w};, and using the inequality 22)

together with Hardy inequality, it easily follows that u's e X3(€). O

13



By now, in Theorem 2.8] we have shown that for 4 > Ay, there is no positive solution to problem (). Also, in
Theorem we have proved the existence of a positive solution for 4 < Ay,. The following remark for 4 = Ay
may be interesting.

Remark 3.6. In the borderline case A = Ay, by invoking the improved version of Hardy inequality, [45], one can
define the space H(Q) as the completion of C;’(Q2) with respect to the norm:

| ,
bl :=( fR AP dx— A, fQ % dx) .

It can be proved that Xj(2) C H(Q) C Xg’q(Q), for all g < 2. By invoking the classical variational methods in the

space H(Q) and the same techniques used above, a similar existence result can be obtained in this new function space.
See [45, Remark 1] and also [40] for the details.

Now, in the spirit of [29, Theorem 4.10] we prove Theorem [2.6] which gives a necessary and sufficient condition
for the existence of a solution to ().

Proof of Theorem[2.6] Let consider u as a weak solution to problem (1) and ¢, € 7 () as the weak energy solutions
to the following problems:

¢n71

(—AY ¢y = ,1|x|2$ STl g
¢p >0 in Q,
¢ =0 in (RY \ Q),

where the iteration starts with
(=A)¢o =1 in Q,

¢o >0 in Q,
¢o=0 in (RV\ Q).
The Comparison Principle for fractional Laplacian operator implies that ¢9 < ¢ < -+ < @1 < ¢ < ¢, Where

¢ = lim,_, ¢, is the weak energy solution to

(~AY¢ = /1% +1  ingQ,
X 5
¢>0 in Q, GD
$=0 in (RV \ Q).
Using ¢, as a test function in (I)) implies that
f W(—AY'dpdx = A f ”¢2 dx + f “‘z” dx + f féndx. (32)
RN Q |l QU Q
On the other hand, by the definition ¢,, we have
f u(=A)Y ¢, dx = A f P x4 f udx. (33)
RN Q |x?s + - Q
Combining (32) and (33) and noticing that l;‘i’:l < \flg” we get

ff(bndxﬁfudx:c
Q Q

Therefore, the sequence {f¢,} is uniformly bounded in L' (Q). Also, since {f¢,} is increasing, applying the Monotone
Convergence Theorem and invoking Lemmal[2.2] we obtain

C f x| fdx < fqu dx < C.
B.(0) Q
14



Also, from Remark 2.1] it follows that

f&bg 5 dx < +c0.

Now assume that

f x| fdx < C, for some r and B,(0) € Q, (34)
B,(0)
and
H < 4o 35)
a os-D ’
Let u, € X;(€) be the weak energy solutions to the problems
. Up—1 /J .
—AYu, =1 + + f in Q,
VT e by
Up > 0 in Q, (36)
u, =0 in (RV \ Q),
where
(=A)’ug = fi in Q,
uy >0 in Q,
up =0 in (RV \ Q).

Here f, = T,,(f). Again we have up < u; < -+ < up—1 < u, in RN. Using ¢ € Xj(€2), the solution to (31D, as a test
function in (36) we obtain

f Up(—A) b dx = /lf ”’“"51 dx+f7¢1dx+ ffnqadx (37)
RN o | + 4 Q (-1 + 3)7
On the other hand, using u,, as a test function in the weak formulation of (ZII), we get
Un@
u,(—A)’¢pdx = A S dx+ [ uydx. (38)
RV o |x* o

From (37) and (38) and using Lemma 2] together with (34), and (33) we obtain

f“ndxﬁffnqﬁdx+f#dxsff¢dx+fﬂ—?dx
Q Q Q (Up-1 + )7

39
<C1ff|x|ﬁdx+clc7’f5«5 - dx (39)

<C.

Notice that in the last inequality, we have used ugy > ¢6°, and ¢ ~ ¢6° near the boundary, 9Q, for some ¢; > 0, since
¢ is the solution to (3I). This follows by a result of [37] together with the Comparison Principle for the fractional
Laplacian.

Since u,, is increasing and also uniformly bounded in L'(Q), by the Monotone Convergence Theorem we conclude
that u := lim, o, ,, is a function in L' (Q). We want to show that u is a weak solution to problem (I)). For this purpose
let € X5(€2) N L™(2) be the unique positive weak energy solution to

(-Ay =1 inQ,
=0 in (RV \ Q).

Using ¢ as a test function in (36) and noting that y ~ 6°, from (39) we get

/lf Dl dx f%a‘?dxsczfundxsczc
X5 + & Q (U1 + ) Q

15




Thus by applying the Monotone Convergence Theorem we get

Sl f S fe in L@, 8.
a2 + L s
Also since u u p
— 8| < |56 < e L'(Q),
ek M A A A
by the Dominated Convergence Theorem we have
K L E i LQ 6dy).

1 Y
(un—l + n)}/ u

Therefore, u satisfies the equation () in the following weak sense:

f u(—A)S¢dx=/lfu—(£dx+f’u—¢dx+ffqﬁdx, Vé € T(Q).
RN Q |xf*s o u Q

Tesing T (u,) in (36), and using (33), we can show that Ty(u,) — Ti(u) weakly in X;(€) (similar to the arguments in

Up—1 + M
s+ L (e + D
by mimicking the proofs of [46, Proposition 2.3] and [44, Theorem 23] (or directly by adapting the Green operator’s
viewpoint of the Laplacian case [47, Theorem 1.2.2]), we obtain

+ f, converges strongly in L!(Q, §°dx), then

the proof of Proposition[3.3). Moreover, since A

o ueLP(Q)forall p e [1, 52%).

o (-A)iue LP(Q), forall p € [1, 5.

Noting that since we have N > 2s, therefore % < 2. Now, by invoking Theorem 5 and Proposition 10 in chapter
5 of the reference book [48], we get that u € X;""(Q), for all s; < s and for all p < . (In [48], X;”(Q) reads as

APP@RM), and LE(RN) denotes the space of Bessel potentials, see [48, subsection 3.2].)
O

4. Some uniqueness results and the rate of the growth of solutions

In this section, we have some uniqueness results. Also, with some summability assumptions on the data of u and
f, we find the rate of the growth of solutions.

At first for the special case u = 1, by studying the behaviour of solutions near the boundary we discuss the
uniqueness of solutions to problem ().

Proposition 4.1. If u = 1 then the solution obtained to problem () in Theorem[2Z3 behaves as:

k16°(x) < |xPu(x), 0<y<l,
k154 (x) (1n(652x)))“ < Ixfu(x), y=1, (40)
k1677 (x) < |xfu(x), y> 1,

for any x € Q, and some k| > 0, where r > diam(Q). Here 3 is as defined in Lemmal(2.2]

Proof. First of all notice that by Lemma[2.2] there exist a constant C; > 0 such that

IxPu(x) = C, in B.(0). (41)

16



Now let w be the weak energy solution to the following problem.

1
(-A)'w = — in Q,
wY
w>0 in Q,
w=0 in RV \ Q).

By [30, Theorem 2.9] or [49, Theorem 1.2] we know that w satisfies:

k16°(x) < w(x) < krd*(x), O0<y<l,
ki18%(x) (ln (5S:x) )) < w(x) < k165(x) (ln (63216) )) , v=1, (42)
67T (x) < w(x) < ka$ 7T (), y>1,

for some ki, ky > 0, r > diam(Q), and any x € Q. By the Comparison Principle for the fractional Laplacian operator,
e.g. [15, Proposition 2.17], we obtain u(x) > w(x), which together with @) and @2)) gives @0). O

Remark 4.2. Notice that by using the estimates in Proposition and applying the Holder inequality and the frac-
tional Hardy-Sobolev inequality (and convexity of Q only for 0 < s < %), [50, Theorem 1.1], we get

1
- x? || ’ 2
L%dx Sk]VLTy(pdeC L%dx < Ciligllxr @

< Caligllxy -

where in the last inequality, we used the continuous embedding ofXSZ(Q) into XS‘ (Q), for any s < s,.

o [f0<y<1:

o Ify=1:
5
[Lafe [ — 00,
o U Q r\\2
05(x) (ln( 5 (x)))
| ! 2 3
s [l ([ Ha) <cloga
Q r o 0%
In|—
(555)
o [fy>1:

1 1
By 1 2 2 2
< [HE e — dx 9 i
1 2sy 2g2=l 623
Q  §y+ Q §55 Q
1 3
< Cl(f pem dx) ll#llx; -
Q §¥5

¢
f e dx < Collgllxs -
o

fﬂdx
ou

If in addition we assume 2s(y — 1) <y + 1, then

For general domains with some boundary regularity, the fractional Hardy-Sobolev inequality is proved for s €
[%, 1). See [51,152,153]. Butin [50], the authors proved the fractional Hardy-Sobolev inequality for any s € (0, 1), by
using the fact that the domain is a convex set and its distance from the boundary is a superharmonic function.

17



Uniqueness in the special case u = 1, and 0 <y <1, ory > 1 with2s(y - 1) <y + 1.
Let u; and u, be two solutions in XfOC(Q) to problem () and define w = u; — u,. Then we have

f W(=AY*ddx = A f W gx+ f P _ 20 i vpeT@. (43)
RV a |xf?s oul U

The fractional Hardy-Sobolev inequality and a density argument, shows that the equality (43)) holds for all ¢ € X;(€),
see remark[4.2l This means that w € X(Q2). Now by using w™ as a test function in (43) and applying Hardy inequality
we deduce that w~ = 0. So we reach at the conclusion that #; > u,. Similar argument shows that u; < u,. Therefore
u1 = up, and the uniqueness follows.

Remark 4.3. The assumption u = 1 is taken for the purpose of simplification. However, we can assume any y > m,
for some positive constant m, such that

fﬂ25ZS(l—7)dx< +00 O<y<l,
Q
2
f de < 400 y=1,
Q ln(L)
6S
#262sﬁ dx < +oo y>1, and y2s—-1) < 2s+ 1),
Q

and the above argument works. For a further discussion see [|30, Theorem 5.2] which is about a Brezis-Oswald type
result concerning uniqueness.

Once again, because of the interest in uniqueness, we have another definition to solutions of (I). In fact, we would
like to consider the entropy solution. The motivation of the definition comes from the works [54,55]. In what follows,
we would consider 0 < y < 1.

Definition 4.1. Assume 0 < 1, f € L'(Q), and 0 <y < 1. We say that u is an entropy solution to (@) if
e forevery K € Q, there exists Cx > 0 such that u(x) > Cx in K and also u = 0 in (RY \ Q);
o Ti(u) € X3(Q), for every k, and u satisfies the following family of inequalities:

f (=A) 2 u(=A)> (u — ¢p) dx < /lf uTilu = 9) dx + f w ' uT(u— ¢)dx
{lu—gl <k} Q Q

|x|25
+ fka(u - ¢)dx,
Q

Jor any k and any ¢ € X (€2) N L*(Q), and also together with this extra assumption that the second term on the
right-hand side of the above inequality be finite for any ¢ € X3(Q2) N L¥(Q). The well-posedness of this term
will be clear after the construction of entropy solution.

Let u and v be two entropy solution. Testing u with ¢ = T;,(v) and v with ¢ = T},(«) in the weak formulation of
entropy inequalities, we have

f (=AY 3 u(=A) (u = Ty(v)) dx — /lf ulilu = To)
{lu=T,(v)|<k} Q |x|2s

, , (44)
< f ’IM dx + f ka(u — Th(V)) dx,
Q ur Q
and T T
[ cotemio-rman-a [ OO,
(=Ty0l<k} Q 45)

< [HRODD oy [ 1= T
o Q

vY
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Adding up the left-hand sides of (@4) and (43)) and restricting them to
Al=(xeQ: lu—vl<k |ul <h, v <hl,
we have the following estimate by using Hardy inequality

R T
WV s A f (=) (u = V)P dx. (46)
|x| $ AN,S Ag

f (=8} =) dx -2
Al Al
Also, summing the right-hand sides of (#4) and (@3) when restricted to A’é gives
f =)’ =vNudx <0. 47
AG

Now, consider the set A’]’ ={xeQ : |u-T,(v)| <k, |[v| > h}. When restricted to A’]’, we have the following for the
left-hand side of {@4):

s - h s 2
|(—A)5u|2dx—/1f uu _ )dxzf (=AY uP dx — 2 ~dx
Al A Xl Al Al |xl* 48)
AN s A £
> — [(=A)2u|"dx > 0.
Ans  Jan
On the other hand, when restricted to Aﬁ’, the right-hand side of @4) is
f u(u—hudx + f f(u—h)dx, 49)
h Allx

1

which goes to zero as h — oo.
Finally on the remaining set A’z’ ={xeQ : |lu-T,W)| <k, |v| <h, |u| > h}, the left-hand side of (44 is as follows

f (=AY u(=A)Y3 (u = v)dx — A f uwu=v . (50)
Al Al

|x|2s

which goes to zero as h — oo.
The right-hand side of (4)), when restricted to Ag, is as follows

f w(u—v)udx + f f(x)(u-v)dx, (51)
Al Al
which also goes to zero as h — oo.

Similarly, we can estimate the left-hand side of (3] on the sets B’l’ ={xeQ : |v-Tyu)| < k, |ul > h} and
B’21 ={xeQ: |v-Tyu)| <k, |ul <h, |v| > h} and find that

, —h Ans— A .
(=AY VP dx — A f v _ ) dx > AW (=AY v dx > 0, (52)
B! B Xl Ans g
and
f (=AY v(=A)3 (v — u) dx — Af VoW 50, ash— 0. (53)
B! g X

On the other hand for the right-hand side of @3) on the sets Bf]‘ ={xe Q : |v-Tyu)l < k, |ul = h} and
Bi={xeQ : |v-Tyw)l <k, |ul <h, |v| > h}, we have:

f v7(v—hudx+ f f(v=h)dx - 0, as h — 0, (54)
h B/lx

B
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and

f’
B,

Putting all the estimates (@6), @7), @8), @), (0), 1), (32), (3D, (34), and (33) together we obtain

VY —wudx + f fv—u)dx— 0, as h — 0. (55)
Bj

f I(=A)2 (u —v)Pdx < o(h),  ash— 0.
%
Now, since A’é goes to {|lu — v| < k}, as h — 0 we have

f [(=A)2 (u—v)|>dx <0, k.
{lu—v|<k}

Therefore u = v, and the uniqueness is proved.

Now, we construct an entropy solution for the case 0 <y < 1, u € L(ﬁ) () N L*(Q) and a datum of feL(Q
such that satisfies the integrability condition (I0). Let consider the following approximating problems:

) Up Mn .
-A)u, =24 +——+f, InQ,
( ) |x|25 (un + %)7 f
Up > 0 in Q, (56)
u, =0 in (RY \ Q).
Here y, = T,(u) and f, = T,(f). The increasing behaviour of yu,(u, + %)‘7 + f,, and the monotonicity of the

operator (—A)*u — /l# will ensure the existence of an increasing sequence of solutions to problems (36). Testing
(36) with Ty(u, — ¢) implies that {Ty(u, — #)},~, is a bounded sequence in X(€) for each fixed k and each fixed
@ € X3(€) N L>(Q). Therefore, up to a subsequence Ty(u, — ¢) — Ty(u— ¢) weakly in Xj(Q) as n — oo, where u is the

2y
weak solution to () with u € L(ﬁ) (Q)NLAQ). Also, since {Ti(u, — @)}, is an increasing sequence of non-negative
functions, once more the strict monotonicity of (—A)* implies that Ty(u, — ¢) — Ti(u — @) strongly in X;(€2) (see for
example [29, Lemma 2.18] for this compactness result). Now, using Ty (u, — ¢) as a test function in (36)), and noting

that
nT n— n T n -
fﬂ k(M1 ¢)dx§fﬂ| k(uy ¢)|dx
al (up+) Q U
T (un — ¢)
k n

< “,UHLZ(Q)L de
< Cil[ITeCun = )|y
< ColITi(un = Pllxy@) < C3 < +00, uniformly in 7,

(because of u; ~ c¢6°, near the boundary, and applying the Holder and the fractional Hardy-Sobolev inequalities) we
may pass to the limit and find an entropy solution even with the equalities instead of the inequalities in Definition .11
Notice that from the above estimate and by Fatou’s Lemma we deduce

f —Tk(u —u dx < +o0
Q s

uYy

for any ¢ € X;(Q) N L*(Q), and any k > 0.

We end this section by a Calderén-Zygmund type property to solutions of problem (d). See [41] for this property
in the local case without the presence of singular nonlinearity and [15] for the case without the Hardy potential.

As mentioned before in Lemma[2Z.2] any supersolution to (1) is unbounded, i.e., u(x) > |x|™ in a neighborhood
of the origin. Now we have the following result, which says this rate is precisely the rate of the growth of u for the
regular data of ¢ and f.

Theorem 4.4. Let 0 < u, f € L™(Q), m > % and consider u € X3(Q), as the weak energy solution to (1) with
0 < A< Any. Then u(x) < Clx| ™ a.e. in Q.
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Proof. We follow [29, Theorem 4.1]. Also see [[15, Lemma 3.3]. Let k£ > 1. By the change of variable v(x) := |x/Pu(x),
it can be checked that v solves:

__n U

Lﬁv—m+|x|ﬁf in Q,

v>0 in Q, (57)
v=0 in (RV \ Q),

where the operator Ly is as follows:

v(x) —v(y) dy
Lgv := Cy,P.V. f =7 .
p R 1 — IV [xfBlypp

See [29, Section 2] for the properties of this operator and the associated weighted fractional Sobolev space.
Using G (v) as a test function in (37), and following the proof of [29, Theorem 4.1] we obtain

%ff |Gk(V(X))—Gk(?’()’))|2 ﬂ dy fl |ﬁ7 Gk(V)
> e |x |B

|x — y|N+2s [xIA |xIF
+ | fGr(v) —,
fAk |xlp

where Ay = {x € Q : v(x) > k}. Applying the weighted Sobolev inequality [29, Proposition 2.11] in the left-hand
side of (58), and noting that |x/?* < C», in Q, gives

(58)

CUIGKI:: gy < 2 fA Gk<v> f ka<v>

For the first term in the right-hand side of the above inequality, by using the Holder inequality we get

—G
Lk k(V) P |ﬁ

Similarly, for the second term
G (v)
U 160 5

Putting the results together, we obtain

L1
2% m

<k y“ﬂ”L’"(Q)”Gk(V)”LZ 5 Q)] ﬂdx)lAkl

L
< Il @GO 2 ARl

L
m

-4 -1
||Gk(V)||L2§(Q,\x|f/3dx) SGlAkl = . (59

On the other hand, since Q is bounded, there exists a constant C4 > 0 such that

”Gk(V)HLZ,’G (Q,|x[# dx) = C4||Gk(v)||L2§ " (60)

Moreover, for any z > k, we have that A, C A; and Gi(v)ya. > (z — k). Thus from (59) and (60) we have

_1

m

ul_

(- RIAIT < Csladl'”

or equivalently
| |2;<17 =)
“s

Al < Co——.

| zl 6 (Z — k)Z.Y
Now by invoking [29, Lemma 2.23] with the choice of (/) := |Al, and noting that 23(1 — 5= — 1 =) > 1, because of
m > %, we obtain that there exists ko such that (k) = 0, for any k > ko. Thus v(x) < ko, a. e in Q. This means that
u(x) < kolx™, a.e. in Q. O
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5. The parabolic case and a stabilization result

In this section, we study on the following evolution problem

1
U+ (~A U= A+ — + f(,0)  in Qx(0,7),
TR

u>0 in Qx(0,7), (61)
u=0 in RY\ Q) x(0,7),
u(x,0) = ug in RV,

where uy € X;(Q) satisfies an appropriate cone condition which will be precised later. In what follows, we will
mention an existence and uniqueness and also a stabilization result to problem (61)).
First of all, we define a notion of a weak solution. Before it, we need the following class of test functions.

AQr) = {u : ue X(Qx(0.1), u € L(Qx(0,T)), ue L0, T; Xj(Q)}.
Notice that Aubin-Lions-Simon Lemma, see [56], implies that the following embedding is compact.
AQr) < C(0,T]; LA(Q). (62)

Definition 5.1. Assume uy € L*(Q), and f € L*(Q x (0,T)). We say that u € A(Qr) is a weak supersolution
(subsolution) to problem (&) if

o forevery K @ Qx(0,T), there exists Cx > 0 such that u(x,t) > Cx a.e. in K and also u = 0 in (RV\ Q)x [0, T);

e for every non-negative ¢ € A(Qr), we have

T T
f f u,p dxdt + f f (A2 u(—A)? ¢ dxdt
0 Q 0 RN
T T T
z(s)/lf fﬂdxdt+f fﬂdxdwf ffqﬁdxdt;
0 Ja x> 0o Jou 0o Ja

and also together with this extra assumption that the second term on the right-hand side of the above inequality
be finite for any ¢ € A(Qr). The well-posedness of the second term on the right-hand side will be clear after
the construction of solution.

o u(x,0) > (Lup(x) a.e. in Q.

If u is a weak supersolution and subsolution then we say that u is a weak solution. Notice that by the embedding (62),
the initial condition u(x,0) = uy make sense.

Before outlining our theorems, we need to define the following sets:

o Let ‘ngmg be the set of all functions in L2(Q) such that there exists k; > 0 such that

ki6°(x) < |xfu(x), 0<y<l,
%
2s
k167 (x) < |xfPu(x), y>1,

where r > diam(Q).

o Let W(Q) :={p e C(ﬁ \{0)) @ xPo e C(ﬁ)}, which is equipped with the L®(Q, |x}® dx) norm, i.e.

el @y sy 1= esssup {[lu()| = x € Q).
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Also, we need to the following definition.

Definition 5.2. We say that u(t) € ﬂ;ing uniformly for each t € [0,T] when there exists Y1,¥, € ‘Ll)s,ing such that
Y1(x) < u(x,t) < yYn(x) ae (x,1) € Qx[0,T].

Theorem 5.1. Let0 < g € L“(Q, [xfdx), 0 <A < Ans, and 0 > 0. Then the following problem has a unique weak
energy solution ug € X3(€2) N ﬂ;mg foranyO <y <1,ory>1with2s(y—1)<y+1.

P u 1 .
u+9((—A)u—/l|x|—25—;)=g in Q,
u> 0 in Q, (63)
u=0 in (RN \ Q).

Moreover, there exists a positive constant 1, < Ay, such that for any A € (0, A.), this unique solution also belongs to
W(Q).

Proof. We follow the proof of [30, Theorem 2.4]. For any € > 0, let consider the following approximating problem:

. Ueg 1 .
o+ (=AY -t ) Q,
e+ Do A - o) =g
Uy >0 in Q, (64)
ey =0 in (RN \ Q).

The existence of a unique energy solution easily follows by the classical variational methods. Indeed let X3j(Q)* :=
{u € Xj(Q)|u > 0}, and consider the corresponding energy functional to problem (64) as follows:

Loy, 0 o 64
Leg(u) = Efgu dx + TH””X@@‘?L@‘Z’C

0
——f(u+e)177dx—fgudx, ue X5 Q)"
-y Ja Q

Notice that the last term is well-defined since g € L™(Q, |x{?dx) C LX(Q). Using Hardy inequality, one can show
that this functional I : X;j(€)" — R is weakly lower semi-continuous, coercive and strictly convex. Since X;j(€2)*
is a closed subspace of the reflexive space X;(Q2)", therefore the existence of a unique minimizer is obvious by the
classical theory (for instance see [57, Chapter 1]). Therefore, as a consequence, we get the existence of a unique
energy solution to problem (64)).

Let 0 < ¢ < e. We want to show that u., g < u. ¢ a.e. in Q. This easily follows by subtracting the weak

formulations of u g, i = 1,2, and using (ue, 9 — Ue, 9)* as a test function which together with the Hardy inequality
implies (1,0 — e )" = 0, a.e. in Q. Now let w € X5(Q) N (Llsmg be the unique energy solution to

(=A)'w = /IIVIVT w7 inQ,
X A
w>0 in Q,
w=0 in (RV \ Q).

Notice that for the general y > 1, we only know that w € X, (Q). But since 2s(y — 1) <y + 1, thanks to Remark [4.2]
we get w € X;(Q) too.

Now define u := Mw, for some M > 1. Because of the same singular behaviour of w and g near the origin, and
noting that g is bounded, near the boundary, JQ, and w behaves as cd*, near the boundary, we can choose M large
enough (independent of €) such that

u+6 (—A)Sﬁ—/li - _;) = Mw+0(M - ;)
x> (u+ €)Y wY  (Mw + €)Y
> Mw + 0( ] - | )
(Mw)r  (Mw + €)Y
> g, in Q.
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Since Ay @ Xj(€) N (Ll,fing - X5(Q), Ag(u) := u+ 0((-A)’u — /lﬁ — u7?), is a strictly monotone operator for
0 < A < Ay, (this strict monotonicity is the easy consequence of [30, Lemma 3.1] and the Hardy inequality) therefore
ueg < u. Thus ug < u, where uy := lime_,0+ ucy. This implies that uy is a very weak (distributional) solution to problem

(63, i.e.
fu9¢dx+0(f ug(—A)S(ﬁdx—/lf uz ¢dx—f k4 dx) fgqﬁdx, (65)
Q RN o X Qu Q

for any ¢ € 7(Q2). But in fact, we want to show that uy is an energy solution. For this purpose let 4 := mw, for some
m > 0. If we choose m small enough such that

y+1 Y
m7+](1 + WT) <1 +m7%, in Q,

(which is possible by taking into consideration the behavior of w and g near the origin and the boundary, Q) then u
will be a subsolution to problem (63) and with the similar arguments as in above we obtain u < ug a.e. in Q. Thus
u < up < u, which implies that uy € (Llilng. On the other hand, by invoking the Hardy inequality and also because of
the restrictions 0 <y < 1, ory > 1 with 2s5(y — 1) < y + 1, a density argument shows that (&3) holds for all ¢ € X;(Q)
(see Remark [4.2). This means that ug € X3(Q) is the unique energy solution to problem (63).

Now, let g € L"™(Q), m > 2s, which is possible if mB < N, or equivalently & > ¥ ‘225 — % Since 4 = A(a), given
by (@), is a continuous decreasing function for a € [0, N 22Y), this recent condition is equivalent to 0 < A < A,, for
some A, < Ay Thus Comparison Principle for the fractional Laplacian operator together with Theorem [.4] gives
u(x) < Cl|x|™® ae. in RY. Now, the interior regularity theory for the fractional Laplacian, that follows from [37,
Proposition 1.1], implies that u € C(Q \ B.(0)), for any Q € Q and any € > 0 small enough. Moreover, by following
the proof of [49, Theorem 1.4] we obtain the continuity of u up to the boundary of Q. This completes the proof.

O

Thanks to Hardy inequality and following the idea of [30, Theorem 4.1], i.e. applying the semi-discretization in
time with implicit Euler method, and also invoking the result of Theorem[3.1] we will obtain the following existence
result to problem (&1)).

Theorem 5.2. Let s € (0,1),0 <y < 1L, ory > 1with2s(y—-1) <y+1,and 0 < A < Ay, Also assume that
Uy € X;3(Q) me[S‘"g and 0 < f(x,t) < |x["’, 0 <t < T. Then there is a unique positive weak solution in A(Qr) ﬂ(Llsmg
to problem (&1). Moreover, u belongs to C([0, T], X)), and u(r) € ﬂ;mg uniformly for each t € [0, T], and also for

anyt€[0,T]
! ou |2 Cns 5 u*(x, 1)
- -A d
fo fg grl T TR e fg e
=7 ! u ™ (x, 1) dx
- )’ Q
' (66)
- fo f fx, t) dxd + & ~ o (D f FEla
1 1—
- m LMO y(x) dx.
In addition, if 0 < A < A, (A, is as in Theorem[3.1)), and ug € Z)(L)Lm(Q i (m where
, o , 1.
D) = {v e X3 Q) N U™ N W(Q)’L(v) = (=A)*v — /IF - = eL7Q ¥ dx)},

then the solution obtained above belongs to C([0, T]; W(Q)).

Remark 5.3. By invoking [42, Proposition 5.3], it is straightforward to obtain that if A > Ay, then problem (61)
does not have any solution. Moreover, the similar complete blow-up phenomenon occurs as in the stationary case.
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Finally, the following theorem is about a stabilization result to problem (6I). By stabilization, we mean that if
it(x) is the unique solution to the stationary problem with the datum of f(x), then u(x, t), the solution to the parabolic
problem, converges to #i(x), as t — oco.

Theorem 54. Let s € (0,1), 0 <y < 1, ory > 1with2s(y—1) < y+1,and 0 < 1 < A.. Also assume that

©@Q,|xf d . . . .. .
uy € Z)(L)L (@b x), and 0 < f(x,1) = f(x) < |x]"5, 0 < t < T. Then if u(x, t) is the unique positive weak solution to

problem (61)), then

u(x, 1) — i(x), in L*(Q, |xP dx) as t — +oo,
where il is the unique weak solution to (1) with yu = 1.

Since proofs of the theorems in this section are essentially the same as proofs of the corresponding ones in [30],
we will give them in the appendix.

6. Appendix
Here we give the proofs of Theorem[5.2]and Theorem[3.4l
Proof of Theorem[3.2] We will follow the proofs of [30, Theorem 4.1, Theorem 4.2 and Proposition 2.8].

Letn, = % and for 0 < k < n, define #; = kn, and

Si(x) = nlfk f(x,7)dr, YxeQ.

Also, define
Si(x) 0<t<m,
So(x) h<t<t,
f']t(x’ t) =
fu(x) ti-l St <ty

Clearly we have f;,(-,1) € L*(Q, | dx) c L*(Q), 1 € [0,T], and for 1 < p < +oo,

1
17 e @xo,my) < UQUT)? || fllzr @x0,7)) (67)

Now, let 6 = n,, and g = n,fi + w1 € L™(Q,|x/ dx) in problem (€3). Then, Theorem 5.1]implies the existence of
up € X3(Q) N ﬂ;‘“g as a solution to the following problem:

Uy 1

B (A u - A~ =)= fi  inQ
ui | x[S u, 68
u >0 in Q, (68)
ur =0 in (RV\ Q),
where the above iteration starts from the initial condition of problem (&1)), i.e. ug(x).
Now, for 1 < k < n, and t € [#-1, &), inspired by the implicit Euler method, we define
Uy, (x, 1) 1= ug(x),
iy, (x,1) == M(l = tk—1) + Up—1(x).
M
The funtions u,, and i,, satisfies
P 1 (=g — a2 - Ly (69)
S — U, — - ) = .
ot M |x|25 uy M

M
Now, in what follows, we establish some uniform estimates in 7, for u,, and i,),.
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Multiplying (68) by 1,u, integrating over RY and summing from k = 1 to n’ < n, using Young’s inequality, (67)

and the embedding (6) we get for a constant C > 0
2
(ux) dx

- dx + -1 | —
Zf(uk Uk—1)Ug dx U’Z( =l 5. (@) R

(70)

<n Z Ifil? dx+ 1 Z |Mk| dx
= It t
o 2 — Jao

k=1

T|Q| Cn,
”f”Loo(Qx(o T)) Z ”uk”x Q)

For the first term in the left-hand side of ({Z0), similar to (2.7) in the proof of [31, Theorem 0.9], we have the following

n 1 n

Zf(uk_uk—l)ukdXZEZfWk_Mk—llzdx

=1 v Ii:l Q | (71)
+§L|un/|2dx—§fg|u0|2dx.

equality

Now, let w € X5(€) N ﬂgi"g solves

1 .
(-A)’w = /ll e W in Q,
w>0 in Q,
w=0 in (RN \ Q),

and define y = mw, m > 0, and u = Mw, M > 0. By a direct computation we have

1 m¥* -1
s [— — —_,_— T ——
(=A)u /1|x|23 5
and B |
I I s
AU NS T T T T

Since w behaves as ¢;|x| ™ near the origin and behaves as ¢,6°, near the boundary, 9Q, we can choose m > 0 small

enough, and M > 0 large enough, such that

(A=A é <l inQ,
u=0 in (RY \ Q),
and _
{(—A)‘E - Aﬁ - u_iy > inQ,
7i=0 in (RV\ Q).
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. Sing — . . . . —
Since ug € ‘Llymf’, we can choose u and u such that it satisfies the above inequalities and u < uy < u. From the

u

monotonicity of the operator (—A)*u — A e u~”, and applying it iteratively we get u < uy < u, for all k. This implies
fora.e. (x,1) € [0, T] X Q,

u(x) < uy, iy, (x, 1) < u(x). (72)
Thus u,,, it,, € ﬂgi"g uniformly for each 7 € [0, T']. Now, for the singular term in (Z0), we can estimate as follows:

ou T [yu'™dx<+co,  y>1, with 2s(y—1) <y +1.

S T [ 7' 7dx<+00, 0<y<l,
IS { P . (73)
n=1
By the definition of u,, and it,,, and noting that u; € L™ (€, |x{8 dx), for all k, we obtain
Up,, iy, are bounded in L ([0, T']; L™ (L, |x]P dx)). (74)

On the other hand, for 7 € [#;_1, t;), we have

“(t_tk—l) N —t+t
uy +

iy, (2, )lxs ) = M/H“
lleey, (2, )llxs @) m X3

< lukllxs@) + leex-1llx3©)-
Integrating both sides of (Z0) over (#_1, #x) and using the above estimates, the Hardy Inequality and (7I) we get that
uy,, ity, are bounded in L*([0, T]; X3(Q)).

Now we want to obtain another a priori estimate.
Multiplying (G8) by ux — s, integrating over RV and summing from k = 1 to n’ < n, using Young’s inequality

we get
w35 [ (5 e 3 [ (e - s
=1 Y0 T = Jrv
u(ug — Ug—1) 2 U — U
_ﬂzf P d’“—;LT"x
JiCug — u—1)
=1n: - - d
n ;L m X
( [pare [ (AL dx),
By

% > fg (%)zdﬂz fR (8 w00 = o)) dx
’lZf uy(ug —2ka 1) Zf Mk—uk Ly (76)
k=1 I k=1

1T
< T Sup “f( t)”LZ(Q)

0<i<T

(75)

IA
NI§

which implies

. . 1—
By using the convexity of the term _lTy fQ u' =’ dx, we get

1 =y -y f U — Ug—1
e u, ' —u dx < - ———dx. (77)
-y Q( k-1 k ) A Y
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Also, we have

Cns *
%(”wll?«;‘(o) - ||l4k—l||§(3(9)) = fRN (=8 ()t = ) () d, 78)
and
f ) = () f e — 1), (79)
|x|25 o |x|23

Therefore (Z6) together with (77), (Z8) and (79) gives
Uk — U1 1 Cn,s 2 2
kz; f dx + 3 (”un’”xa(g) - ||M0||X8(Q))

(it )2 —w? 1 - - (80)
—AJ‘ s +1—7ixw® Y = ()7 dx

QT
< — t
> 0s<1[1<pT||f( )IILZ(Q)

Integrating over (f_1, #;) on both sides of (80) and using (Z3)) and Hardy inequality, we get
T\ 0ii, 2
i f f ‘—"" dxdt < +o0,
2 Jo Jal ot

0
% is bounded in L*(Q x (0, 7)) uniformly in ;. ®h

which implies

Also, using the definition of u,, and #,,, we obtain
up, and i, are bounded in L™ ([0, T']; X;(©2)) uniformly in 7,. (82)

Moreover, there exists a constant C > 0 (independent of 7,) such that
~ 1
[y, — Mr],”L"“([O,T];U(Q)) < ]TI<11?<X (ot — Mk—l||L2(Q) < C(np,)2. (83)
SK=sn

Now, [74) and (82), implies
up, and i, are bounded in L™ ([0, T']; X;(Q) N L(Q2, |x/ dx)) uniformly in 7,.
Therefore, up to a subsequence, as 7, — 0% (i.e. n — o)

fty, > u, and u, — v, weak-starly in L=([0, T]; Xj(Q) N L™(Q, |xlP dx)),

oy, 8 v
% - 5—1:» weakly in L*(Q x (0, T)),

where u,v € L*([0, TT; Xj(€) N L™(L, |xI8 dx)), and i e [2(Q % (0, T)). From (83), we deduce that u = v. Also, from
(2), we get that u < u < u. Thus u € AQ7r) N ‘Ll,fmg.

Now we want to show that u is the candidate to the weak solution to (6I). By the definition of i,,, we see that for
a.e. x € Q, ity (-,x) € C([0,T]). By (&I, we get that 63;” is bounded in L*(Q x (0, 7)) uniformly in 7,. Also, {u,,}is a
bounded family in Xj(€2). Now, let define

V= {u e C([0, T]; X5(Q) : — “ e LX2(Q x (0, T))}

which embeds compactly in C([0, T]; LX(Q)), by invoking the Aubin-Lions-Simon Lemma. Therefore, we obtain that
{uy,} is compactly embedded in the space C([0, T']; L*(Q)). Now, using u < ii,, < u, we deduce that {u,,} is compactly
embedded in C([0, T']; LP(Q2)), 1 < p < oo. Thus, up to a subsequence, as 7, — 0*

iy, = u, in C([0, T]; L*(Q)). (85)
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Therefore, from (83) and (83)) we obtain that as 17, — 0*

Uy, — U, in L*([0, T]; L*(Q)). (86)

't

Plugging in the test function ¢ = u,, — u, in (69), we obtain

ff(ét + (0, - ||23_ ))(”m ) dxdt = fffn,(un, u) dxdt.

Also, since (86) implies that fOT fQ %(ﬁn, —u)dxdt — 0, as 7, — 0%, we get

(914,,, T s
f f( )(u,], u)dxdt+f (( A)’uy,, uy, — u>dt
iy f f Gt = 1) e f f Y i 87)
|x]2s ”m
=f ff,h(u,h—u)dxdt+0m(l).
0 Ja

Here (-,-) denotes the duality pairing between X™*(€2) and X3(€2). By ([72), we know that ”g, < u’. Also, since
u < u < u, by applying the Dominated Convergence Theorem, from (86), we get

T T

Uy, — U Uy —
ff”’_ydxdtﬁff u
0 Ja Uy 0o Ja u

Similarly, by using the Dominated Convergence Theorem, from (67) and (8], we obtain

T
f ff,,,(u,,,—u)dxdtzo,,,(l).
0 Q

Now by noting that i,,(x, 0) = u(x, 0) = ug in a.e. Q, and applying the integration by parts formula, we have

f f (6“7], @)(ﬁﬂz _ I/l) dxdt = f(ljlm - M)Z(T) dt.
ot Q
u)

Therefore, by using (87) and the facts that fOT ((—A)Su, Uy, — >dt = 0,,(1), and fo fQ ("'— dxdt = o,,(1), which
they follows from (86)), we obtain

u
dxdt = o,,(1).

T
1 f (ity, — u)*(T) dt + f ((=)ty, = (=A)'ut,uy, — u) dt
2 Ja 0
T
—/lf dedt_ o, (1).
0 Q

|x]?s

Now, (86) together with the Hardy inequality gives

T
f iy, = )8, By i = 0, (1.

0

The above equations implies that as , — 0*

=N)’uy, = (=A)’u, in L*([0, T]; X~5(Q)). (88)
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Using (72) and the fractional Hardy-Sobolev inequality, we obtain that the following inequalities holds for any ¢ €

X;(€Y).
f‘i;'dx
Q uT]r
1
2 b
f|¢| <Cf¢' dx| < +oo, O<y<l,
ol 0 ) |
- 1 2 2 2
fﬂdxs(f _,dx) (f%dx) < +o00, y>12s?<1.
o 9625% 0% %

Therefore, the Dominated Convergence Theorem implies

1
— = —,  in L([0, T X(Q) as n, - 0. (89)

Now we want to show that u satisfies (6I)) in the weak sense. We already know that

ffa~”’¢d dt+f f( A)uy, ¢ dxdt — ff — dxdt
Q X%
—f f—ydxdtzf ff,hqﬁdxdt,
0 Ja Uy, 0 Ja

holds for any ¢ € A(Qr). Now passing on the limit 7, — 0%, and using (67), (84), (88) and (8J), we obtain

T T T
0
f f M b dxdr + f (=AY ud dxdr — A f f “‘f dxdt
0 Ja 0t RN o Ja X
T
f f — dxdt = f ff(b dxdt.
al 0 Ja

This means that, u is the weak solution to (61).

Now we show the uniqueness. Let u(-, 1), v(-, 1) € X3(2) N ‘ngmg be two weak solutions. Then for any ¢ € [0, T],
we have

f@(u —v) (u—v)(x,t)dx + f ((—A)X(u - v))(u —v)(x,0)dx
o Ot RV

(u—v)z(x,t) 1 1
_ALTCZX—L(;—W)(u—v)(x,t)dxzo

Using Hardy inequality, this implies:

ANs A CN,s
Bt(f (u—v) (x, t)dx) A i

11
’ L(; - W)(” —v)(x,1) dx < 0.

Therefore, the function E : [0,T] — R, E(¢) := fg %(u - v)z(x, 1) dx, is a decreasing function. On the other hand, since
u#v,weget0< E(t) < E(0) =0, which implies E(¢) = 0, for all 7 € [0, T']. This completes the proof of uniqueness.

Now, we prove that u € C([0, T]; Xj(€2)). From (83) we already know that u € C([0, T]; L*(€2)), which implies
that the map & : [0,T] — Xj(€), [a(®](x) := u(x,1) is weakly continuous. Moreover, from (84) we know that
u € L*([0, T]; X;(€2)), which implies i() € X;3(2) and

(u - )()

X5 ()

ll@@®llxs ) < liminf [|@(0)lx; @) 90
=ty

forall ty € [0, T].
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Now, we continue as follows. Multiplying (68)) by u; — u;_, integrating over R¥ and summing from k = n” to n’
(n’ has been considered in (Z3)) and using (Z9), (Z8) and (7)) we get

N 9 U — Ug_1\2 Cy .
5 ];/ f (—) dx + (”M” ”X (Q) ”un”—l”)(a'(g))
n n' 2 1 B ~
_/lf () 2(u ") dx + f(”:wzl —ul; y) dx o
[]=S 1-vy Ja

fon,mk 1) dx.

k=n"

For any 1, € [y, T], we choose n”” and n’ in such a way that n’’n, — t; and n'n, — t9 as 5, — 0*. Using &2, &3,

(86) and (89), together with (O1)) we get

au u?(x, 1)
ddt+—||uxt 112 f — dx
f f oo =4 | s

-7 | W@ ax
g ou T C u*(x, to) ©2)
sf ff—dxdt+ ™ 2(9)—/1f - dx
to Q 6t 2 0 Q |x| s
1
— | u'"7(1) dx.
l-vyJa
Noting that u € L*([0, T]; LP(Q)), for 1 < p < co, we have
lim sup [lu(-, 1)llxs) < lluC, 20)llxs()- (93)

n—t;

Therefore, (93) together with (@0) gives lim,—; [lu(-, H)llxs) = llu(-, to)llx;(@), which implies that u is right continuous
on [0, T].
Now it is enough to prove the left continuity. Let assume #; > ty, and 0 < r < #; — t. Define

u(x,t+r)—u(x,1)
" .

[o-(w)](x,1) =

Using ¢,(u) as the test function in (&I), integrating over (to, ;) x R and using (77), (Z8) and (79) we get

—o,
0 Jo Ot r Jy Jr
A [ 2(x, ¢t —ut(x, t
[ [0 e,
rJy Ja | [
1 " 1 1
- w Y, t+r)—u Y(x,t))dxdt
r(1 —y)fto fg( )

Zf]ff(ﬁ,(u)dxdt.
I Q

(=AY uCx, 1+ P = 1(=8)FuCx, ) doxdr
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Then an easy calculations gives
C s 1 +r N
Al ( f f I(=A) u(x, ) dxdt
2r H RN

5 @
fm fﬂ )
- f " f |(—A)%u(x,t)|2dxdt)

/1 I +r 2 t lo+r 2 t
U R o
r\J, o x> ||
1 1 +r lo+r
(f ful’y(x,t)dxdt—f fuly(x,t)dxdt)
r(1—vy) 1 Q fo Q
1)
Zf ff(])r(u)dxdt.
I Q
Since u(f) € X3(Q) is right continuous on [0, 7], by using the Dominated Convergence Theorem, as r — 0", we get:
1 1 +r , ,
- f f [(=A) 2 u(x, 1) dxdt — f [(=A)2 u(x, t;)* dx.
r 3] RN RN
] fo+r ; ;
- f f [(=A)2u(x, 1) dxdt — f [(=A)2 u(x, to)[* dx.
r fo RN RN
1 +r 2 t 2 t
f fu(xz’)dxdt%fu(x; D g
f Q | Q |
fo+r 2 t 2 1
f f “ ();’,)dxdt—> f “ (X;VO) dx
o Q |x| § Q |x| §
f+r
f ful_y(x,t)dxdtﬁful_y(x,tl)dx.
f Q Q
fo+r
f ful’y(x,t)dxdtﬁful’y(x,to)dx.
o Q Q

Putting the results together in (©4), as r — 0%, we obtain
2
us(x, 1)
-1 f dx
(Q) o x>
1
——— | u"™(t)dx

2
f 61/! /lf u (-xsf()) dx
o |x?
f (1) dx.
1_7 Q

Therefore, (93) and ([@2) gives the equality. Since the maps ¢ > fﬂ =(x,f)dt, and t fQ

therefore u € C([0, T1; X3(Q)). Moreover, (66) obtains by taking 7; = rand 7y = 0.

Finally we want to show that, the solution obtained above can be proved to belong in C([0, T]; W(Q)) if the
(11 dx . . L&(Q,|x|P dx
initial function uy € Z)(L)L (@t d ). We will use the m-accretive operator theory. Let ug € D(L) (b ), 6> 0,

fis r € L2(Q, ¥ dx), and 0 < A < A.. Also, let u, v € X3(Q) N U™ 1 W(€) be the unique solutions to

—_—

SNl = SI= o Ss= s

95)

)

dx are continuous,

u+6L(u) = fi, in Q,
v+ 0L(v) = fa, in Q.
32



Notice that the existence and uniqueness is guaranteed by Theorem[5.1l Subtracting the weak formulations of these
+
two equations and using w := (lxlﬁ(u =v) = lfi = follz~)p dx)) as a test function, we obtain

f w2 xlPdx + 6 f (L(u) — L())wdx < 0.
Q Q

Since we can easily check that fg (L(u) — L(v))wdx > 0, thus w = 0 a.e. in Q, or equivalently |x{’(u —v) < ||f; —
Sollis@xp ax)- Reversing the roles of u and v gives

e = Viiz=@pepaxn) < 1fi = fllis@p an-

This proves that L is m-accretive in W(€Q). Now the rest of the proof obtains by invoking [58, Theorem 4.2], as

explained in [31, Proposition 0.1]. O
Proof of Theorem[2.4] We follow the proof of [30, Theorem 2.12].
° Xl dx
Letu,uc Z)(L)L (@b be the sub and supersolution respectively to (1)) with 4 = 1 such that u < ug < u, which is
———L®(Q.|xf dx . . .
possible because of 1 € Z)(L)L (@b ). Let u denotes the weak solution of (&1) and v; and v, be the unique solutions
to (&I) with the initial conditions u and u, respectively. Since A € (0, A,), and u,u € Z)(L)L (@t JX), thus Theorem

gives vi,v2 € C([0, T]; W(2)). Taking u,, = u (respectively up = u), we consider the sequence {u,} (respectively
{u;}) which is non-decreasing (respectively non-increasing) as solutions to the iteration given by (68). Moreover, we
consider the sequence {u;} as the one that is obtained in the iteration (&8)), and starts with the initial condition ug. Then
by the choice of 77, we may have

U S up < Uy,

which implies
vi(t) < u(t) < wa(). (96)

Now consider the maps ¢ — vi(x, t) and ¢ — v,(x, ), which are non-decreasing and non-increasing, respectively (by
similar reasoning as the one in [59, Lemma 10.6], or the proof of [30, Theorem 2.10]). Also, let vi(f) — ¥; and
va(f) — ¥, as t — oo. Moreover, if S (¢) denotes the semigroup on W(Q) generated by the given evolution equation
u; + L(u) = f(x), then clearly we have

P = lim S+ 0w = S lim S@)w) = SO lim v(@) = SO,

Similarly, we get
V=S ().

Thus ¥, and ¥, are the stationary solutions to (61)) i.e. solves (1) with 4 = 1. On the other hand, by the uniqueness of
solutions to the stationary problem, ¥; = ¥, = {i. Now, applying the Dini’s Theorem (see [60, Theorem 7.13]) gives

vi(®) —
va(t) —

Finally, using ([@8)), we conclude that u(f) — & in L™(Q, |x}’ dx), as t — oo. O

N

in L2(Q, |xfP dx) as r — oo.

N
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