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SEMILINEAR NONLOCAL ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS WITH
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ABSTRACT. Recently, several works have been carried out in attempt to develop a theory for
linear or sublinear elliptic equations involving a general class of nonlocal operators characterized
by mild assumptions on the associated Green kernel. In this paper, we study the Dirichlet
problem for superlinear equation (E) Lu = u? 4+ Ap in a bounded domain 2 with homogeneous
boundary or exterior Dirichlet condition, where p > 1 and A > 0. The operator L belongs to a
class of nonlocal operators including typical types of fractional Laplacians and the datum g is
taken in the optimal weighted measure space. The interplay between the operator L, the source
term uP and the datum p yields substantial difficulties and reveals the distinctive feature of
the problem. We develop a unifying technique based on a fine analysis on the Green kernel,
which enables us to construct a theory for semilinear equation (E) in measure frameworks. A
main thrust of the paper is to provide a fairly complete description of positive solutions to the
Dirichlet problem for (E). In particular, we show that there exist a critical exponent p* and
a threshold value A\* such that the multiplicity holds for 1 < p < p* and 0 < A < \*, the
uniqueness holds for 1 < p < p* and A = \*, and the nonexistence holds in other cases. Various
types of nonlocal operators are discussed to exemplify the wide applicability of our theory.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In the last decades, the research of nonlocal equations has attracted much attention because
of its interest to numerous areas such as probability, harmonic analysis, potential theory and
other scientific disciplines. A large number of publications have been devoted to various as-
pects of elliptic equations driven by different types of operators ranging from typical fractional
Laplacians to more general integro-differential operators. Recently, several works have origi-
nated in attempt to deal with linear or sublinear elliptic equations involving a wide class of
nonlocal operators determined by two-sided estimates on the associated Green kernel (see e.g.
[14, 15, 13, 12, 4, 45, 51]). In the present paper, we are interested in positive solutions of
nonlocal elliptic equations with superlinear source terms of the form

Lu=u"+ pin Q, (1.1)
with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary or exterior condition
uw=0 on N or in Q° if applicable. (1.2)

Here Q C RY is a bounded C? domain with the complement Q¢ = RV \ Q, p > 1, p is a
positive Radon measure on 2 and L is a nonlocal operator posed in 2. Specific assumptions on
L are given in Subsection 2.2. Basic examples of L to keep in mind are the restricted fractional
Laplacian, spectral fractional Laplacian and censored (or regional) fractional Laplacian, see
Subsection 2.3; some further illustrative examples are provided in Section 9.

A survey on related works. Let us recall some known results in the literature concerning
problem (1.1) and (1.2). One of the first breakthrough achievements in this topic was due to
Lions in [53], in which nonnegative solutions to Lane-Emden equation

—Au=u" in Q\ {0} (1.3)

were sharply depicted, where ) contains the origin 0. In particular, when N > 2 and 1 < p <
every nonnegative solution of (1.3) solves the following equation in the whole domain

—Au=u"+kdp in

for some k > 0, where dg denotes the Dirac mass concentrated at 0. A rather full understanding
of singular solutions to (1.3) was acquired thanks to the complete characterization result for
the more complicated range % <p< % of Gidas and Spruck in [42]. Many significant
developments have been obtained since the celebrated papers of Lions [53] and Gidas and Spruck
[42], among them we refer to the paper of Bidaut-Véron and Yarur [10] where various necessary
and sufficient criteria for the existence of nonnegative solutions to the problem with positive

measure datum g

N-2>

—Au =u’ + in €,
{ : (1.4)

u=20 on 0f),

were obtained for 1 < p < % Interesting extensions of these results to semilinear equations

involving linear second order differential operators in divergence form were established by Véron
in [69]. Further investigation dealing with the question of uniqueness and multiplicity for (1.4)

and variants thereof were carried out by Ferrero and Saccon [38] (see also Naito and Sato [57]).
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Several results regarding isolated singularities were extended by Chen and Quaas [27] to
semilinear fractional equations

{(—A)su =uP +kdy in Q, (L5)

u=0 in Q°,
where (—A)*, s € (0,1), is the well-known fractional Laplacian defined by

u(z) — u(y)
—A)’u(x) = cn P.V. ————5-dy, z €.
AVl = en PV, [ Sy
Here ¢y > 0 is a normalized constant and the abbreviation P.V. stands for “in the principal
value sense”. Afterwards, Chen, Felmer and Véron [22] obtained an existence result for a more
general source term and measure data by using a different approach which is based on Schauder
fixed point theorem and delicate estimates on the Green kernel of (—A)*.

Recently equations involving general operators characterized by estimates on the associated
Green functions have been intensively investigated. One of the first and important contributions
in this research direction from the PDE point of view was given by Bonforte and Vazquez in
[15] where a concept of weak-dual solutions was introduced to investigate a priori estimates for
porous medium equations. For the existence and uniqueness results, the reader is referred to
Bonforte, Sire and Vazquez [13]. The notion of weak-dual solutions is convenient to study not
only parabolic equations, but also elliptic equations. Later on, Bonforte, Figalli and Vazquez
[12] developed a theory for semilinear elliptic equations with sublinear nonlinearities in the
context of weak-dual solutions including a priori estimates, Harnack inequality and regularity
results. Further investigations into general nonlocal operators have been treated in recent
works, for example Abatangelo, Gémez-Castro and Vazquez [4] (for the boundary behavior of
solutions), Chan, Gémez-Castro and Vazquez [19] (for the study of eigenvalue problems and
equivalent types of solutions). Besides, it is worth mentioning a series of papers of Kim, Song
and Vondracek [51, 50, 49] where nonlocal operators were studied from the probabilistic point
of view.

Aim of the paper. Motivated by the above-mentioned works, we aim to establish the existence,
nonexistence, uniqueness, multiplicity and qualitative properties of solutions to (1.1) and (1.2).
The class of operators L under investigation is required to satisfy a set of mild conditions and
includes quite a few notable models. An underlying assumption on L is expressed in terms of
two-sided estimates on the associated Green kernel. In this regard, we offer a unifying approach
which relies mainly on the use of the Green kernel and hence allows to deal with various types
of local and nonlocal operators.

Acknowledgements. The authors were supported by Czech Science Foundation, project
GJ19-14413Y. P.-T. Huynh gratefully acknowledges Prof. Jan Slovak for the kind hospital-
ity and great support during his study at Masaryk University. The authors would like to thank
the anonymous referee for the comments which helped to improve the paper.

2. PRELIMINARIES, BASIC ASSUMPTIONS AND DEFINITIONS

Throughout the present paper, we assume that Q ¢ RV (N > 2s) is a bounded domain with
C? boundary. Put §(z) = dist(z, ). We denote by C,c1,ca,. .. positive constants that may
vary from line to line. If necessary, we will write C'= C(a,b, ...) to emphasize the dependence
of C on a,b,... For a number ¢ € (1,00), we denote by ¢’ the conjugate exponent of ¢, namely
¢ = q/(q —1). For two functions f,g, we write f < g (f = g) if there exists a constant
C' > 0 such that f < Cg (f > Cg). We write f ~ g if f < g and g < f. We also denote
a Vb := max{a,b} and a A b := min{a,b}. Finally, for two Banach spaces X,Y such that
X CY, we write X — Y if X is continuously embedded in Y and X —<— Y if X is compactly
embedded in Y.
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2.1. Functional spaces.

Weighted Lebesgue spaces, Marcinkiewicz spaces and spaces of Radon measures.
Recall that for a nonnegative function n and ¢ € [1,00), the weighted Lebesgue space L4(€2,n)
is defined by

L. n) = {f € L, () : / | flTnda < —i—oo}.
0
We also denote
nL>®(Q) :={f: Q — R: there exists v € L>(Q) such that f = nv}.

Next, the weighted Marcinkiewicz space (or weighted weak Lebesgue space) M?(Q,n), 1 < g <
o0, is defined by

M(Q,n) = {f € Lioe(9) : Sup )‘q/ﬂl{:veﬂ:f(xﬂz)\}ndx < +OO}-
>

The key role of Marcinkiewicz spaces is to give optimal estimates of the Green kernel, see Section
4. When 1 = 1, we recover the usual Lebesgue spaces and Marcinkiewicz spaces. In this case,
we simply write L4(Q2) and M9(Q2) for L9(€2,n) and M9(2,n) respectively.

We denote by M (€2, 1) the space of weighted Radon measures defined as
M(Q,n) = {,u is a Radon measure on ( : / nd|p| < —|—oo} .
Q

Also, M™(Q,n) is defined as the cone of positive measures on €. In the case n = 1, we have
the space of bounded Radon measures M(£2).

The following strict inclusions hold (see for instance [9, Subsection 2.2] and [46, Subsection
1.1])

LY Q,n) — MY Q,n) — L™(Q,n) — M(Q,n) for all m,q such that 1 <m < g < 0.

For more details on these functional spaces, the reader is referred to [46, 54].

Fractional Sobolev spaces. For s € (0, 1), the fractional Sobolev space H*(f2) is defined
by

Ju(z) — u(y)?

Ho(@) = {ue 2@ ooy = [ [

This space is Hilbert space equipped with the inner product

(U, 0) g = / uvd +/ / ,x — yilq\)f(-‘z)s_ U(y))dxdy

and the induced norm

ull s @) == £/ (u, w) s (@)
The space H{(€2) is defined as the closure of C2°(€2) with respect to the norm ||-[| s, i-e.
HE(Q) = Wll'llm(n)‘
Let H{y(§2) be defined by
Hy(Q) = {u € HY(Q) : 63 € LQ(Q)} .

It can be seen that H{y(£2) equipped with the norm

|u(zx
ulls, ) = / <1+—> |ul daz+// y|N+25 dmdy<+oo
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is a Banach space. Roughly speaking, H{,(€2) is the space of functions in H*({2) satisfying the
Hardy inequality. By [8, Subsection 8.10], there holds

H3(Q) = H3(Q), if0o<s<l,

1 1
Hip(Q) = HEZ(Q) ¢ HZ(Q), ifs=3,
H§(Q), ifL<s<l.

In fact, Hg,(€2) is the space of functions in H*(RY) supported in €2, or equivalently, the trivial
extension of functions in H,(Q2) belongs to H*(RY) (see [47, Lemma 1.3.2.6]). Furthermore,

1

C(Q) is a dense subset of H (). When s = 1, HZ(9Q) is called the Lions-Magenes space
1 1 1
(see [52, Theorem 7.1]). The strict inclusion H,(2) € Hy () holds since 1 € Hy (€2) but
1
L ¢ Hgy(€2).
Alternatively, fractional Sobolev spaces can be viewed as interpolation spaces due to [52,

Chapter 1]. For more details on fractional Sobolev spaces, the reader is referred to [8, 13, 47,
52, 58] and references therein.

[un

2.2. Main assumptions. In the present paper, we deal with a class of nonlocal operators IL
which covers three typical types of fractional Laplace operators, as well as the classical Laplacian.
Assumptions related to L are listed below.

Assumptions on L. Inspired by [13, 12, 4, 19], we make the following assumptions on L.

(L1) L: C(Q) C L?(R2) — L*(Q) is a positive, symmetric operator.

Under assumption (L1), we infer from the standard theory (see, for instance, [31, Theorem
4.14]) that L admits a positive, self-adjoint extension L, which is the Friedrich extension of L.
Furthermore, H(Q) := dom(]L%) is a Hilbert space equipped with the inner product

(u,v) = (w,v) 12y + Blu,v),  u,v € H(Q), (2.1)
where the B is the bilinear form defined as

B(u,v) = <£%u,ﬂ%v> u,v € H(Q).

£2(Q)’

The inner product (2.1) induces the following norm on H({2)
Vmﬁmn+m%m,ueﬂm) (2.2)

From now on, we use the same notation I to denote the extension L.

We further assume that
(L2) There exists a constant A > 0 such that
lulPaoy < A (Lt u) oy, Vu € C2(Q). (2.3)
Assumption (L2) is closely related to the positivity of the first eigenvalue of L (see [13, Subsection

3.1.1]). It can be also seen that C£°(€2) is dense in H(Q2). Thus, under assumption (L2) and the
density of C2°(£2), one has

2 1 1
HUHL2(Q) <A <L2U,LQU>L2(Q) = AB(u,u), YueH(Q).

Therefore, one can define an equivalent norm to the one in (2.2) as follows
||UHH(Q) = v B(u,u).

In addition to the above properties, more specific characteristics of H(§2) are required in our
analysis. It can be verified that for typical nonlocal operators such as the restricted fractional
Laplacian, the spectral fractional Laplacian and the censored (or regional) fractional Laplacian,
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H(€) can be identified with H,(2) (see Subsection 2.3 for more details). This indicates and
motivates us to assume that

(L3) H(Q2) = Hgo(€)-

Assumptions on the inverse of .. We also require the existence of the inverse operator
of L.

(G1) There exists an operator G such that for every f € C2°(Q), one has
LG2f]] = / in I2(9). (2.4)

In other words, G* is a right inverse of L. and for every f € C>(Q), one has G[f] €
dom(L) C H(9).
(G2) The operator G admits a Green kernel G*, namely

/GQ:Uy y)dy, x €,

where G : Q x Q\ {(z,2) : € Q} — (0,00) is symmetric and satisfies
1 5(x) ) !
G (z,y) ~ < /\1> < AL, z,yeQuxFy, 2.5
O ey \f - Y -y Fe 29
with s,v € (0,1] and N > 2s.

Under assumptions (G1) and (G2), our first main result provides existence and nonexistence
results for (1.1) expressed in terms of the value of the exponent p and the norm of the datum
it (see Theorem 3.3 for the precise statement of this result).

Finally, we impose the following condition on N, s and -y

(G3) N > N, where

N 4s if v < 2s, 06
S’y'_{45(1+7)—7 if v > 2s. (26)

When v < 2s, assumption (G3) becomes N > 4s. This condition has been required in numerous
papers dealing with variational settings (see e.g. Dipierro, Medina, Peral and Valdinoci [33],
Servadei [62] and references therein). When v > 2s, we have N, < 3 and hence (G3) always
holds if N > 3. In the present paper, assumption (G3) will be employed to obtain an important
regularity result in a variational setting (see Subsection 8.1).

Under the assumptions (L1)—(L3) and (G1)-(G3), we establish uniqueness and simplicity
results for (1.1) (see Theorem 3.4 for the precise statement).

2.3. Some examples. The class of operators satisfying the assumptions (L1)—(L3), (G1)—(G3)
is exemplified by the typical fractional Laplace operators.

The restricted fractional Laplacian (RFL). One of the main examples is the fractional
Laplacian defined, for s € (0,1), by

u(z) — u(y)
}Lu(x) = (—A)f{FLU(Z’) ‘= CN,s PV. /RN mdy, T € Q,
restricted to functions that are zero outside €2 as mentioned in the introduction. This operator
has been intensively studied in the literature, see for instance [2, 59, 63, 65] and references
therein. For any u € C°(R), we deduce from [40, page 13] that (—A)gppu € C®(Q) C L*(Q).
Therefore, for every u,v € C°(Q),

/ u(=A)jprodr = /RN /RN );ﬁzvv(fQ)s_v(y))dxdy:/QU(—A)%FLUC[%
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hence (L1) is satisfied. ) follows from [58, Theorem 6.5] since

2
lulag S /’/ m_,mg-4Fthmgm,va?m>
By [66, page 585],
H(Q) = {ue HRY):u=0ae. in Q} = Hiy(Q),
namely (L3) is fulfilled.
Next, (G1) holds due to [13, page 5733] (see also Lemma A.1) and (G2) holds for v = s in
(see [29, 59]). Finally, in this case, assumption (G3) reads as N > 4s.

The spectral fractional Laplacian (SFL). The spectral fractional Laplacian has been
introduced in [66] and studied in, for instance, [3, 32, 17, 16]. It is defined, for s € (0, 1), by

Lu(z) = (—A)gpru(x) := P.V. /Q[u(m) —u(y)|Js(z,y)dy + ks(x)u(z), =€ Q,

where

s & dt
JS ) = s N K t7 9 —dt7 ) Qa
(z,9) Wi —8)/0 ot 2, y) 15 T,y €

s o0 dt 1
J2) = —— 1— | Kolt,z,y)dy ) —— ~ — Q.
ral®) ru—sxé ( / ”(a””y>ﬂﬂ S v C

Here Kgq is the heat kernel of the Laplacian —A in €. A class of more general spectral type
operators defined as fractional orders of the local operator div(AVu), where A is a C1® vector-
valued function, was investigated in [17].

For this type of operators, one has (—A)ip u € CLH(Q) C L*(Q) (see [3, Lemma 18], or

Section 9 for a more delicate approach) and for any u,v € C°(Q),

/ u(—A)eppvder = - // u(z) —u(y v(w)—v(y))Js(x,y)dxdy—i—/Qﬂs(m)u(x)v(x)dx
—/QU( A)sprudz,

and

which gives (L1). Next, is satisfied since
\wmmNQ// ()P (o hdody + [ ru(olu(o)Pda
A)SFLU>L2(Q)

By [17, 66], (L3) is fulfilled where H(2) = H{,(2) is defined as an interpolation space

It can be seen that (G1) holds by [3, Lemma 11] (see also the Lemma A.1) and (G2) holds
with v =1 (see [11, 17, 66]). Finally, assumption (G3) becomes N > 4s if s >4 or N > 8s—1
if s € (0, 3].

The censored fractional Laplacian (CFL). The censored fractional Laplacian is defined
for s > % by

u(@) — u(y)

Lu(e) = (~A)erula) = ax. PV. [

This operator has been studied in [11, 21, 36]. We verify that if u € C2°(€2), then (—=A)&pu €
L*>(Q). Indeed,

AV ) — u(x) — u(y) u(z) —u(y) — Vu(z) - (x — y)
(~B)erputa) = [ e [ .

O\B(z,5(z)) 1T — y|NF2s |z — y|N+2s

Here the constant ay s is omitted because it does not affect the argument. Since

u(@) —uly) = Vu(z) - (x —y) + %DQU(@@“ —y) - (z—y) and [Vu(z)| < Mé(x)
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for some £ between x and y, and for positive constant M > 0, we deduce that

§(z)|r —y| + HDQUHLOO(Q) |z — y|2
|£E—y|N+2S

(~ Aoy u(z)] < /

Q\B(z,6(x))

D?ul|; o o I — yI?
+/ H HL (Q]zf+2s dy
B(z,5(2)) |z —y

do do
< 6(x) / t25dt + / 25t
o(x) 0

S 148",
where dg denotes the diameter of . Thus (—A)&p u € L®(Q) C L*(Q). Moreover, for any
u,v € C(Q),

s _ s _ OGN (u(z) — uy))(v(z) = v(y))
/Qv(—A)CFLudx = /Qu(—A)CFLvdx = g /Q/Q P T dxdy,

which, together with the Hardy inequality with s > 1 (see [24, (1.10)])
2 Ju(z)? / Ju(z) — u(y)” o0
u(z dxg/ dz < dzdy, ue C>(Q),
/Q’ @) o 0(x)% alJa v —yNt2s Y )

yields (L1) and (L2). It can be seen from [11, 25] that H(Q) = H(Q) = H(Q) for s > 1,
whence (L3) is satisfied.

Next, (G1) follows from Lemma A.1 (see also [21]). We infer from [11] that (G2) holds with
v = 2s — 1. Finally, assumption (G3) becomes N > 4s.

We emphasize that the class of operators under consideration also includes other types of
operators such as the Laplacian perturbed by a Hardy potential, the sum of two RFLs, rela-
tivistic Schrodinger operators and operators constructed from the interpolation between RFL
and SFL. The mentioned operators will be discussed in Section 9.

3. FORMULATION OF PROBLEMS, FEATURES AND MAIN RESULTS

Formulation of the boundary value problem. We start with boundary value problems for
linear equations driven by IL with measure data of the form

Lu=p in €,
u=0 on 09, (3.1)
u=0 in RV\Q (if applicable),
where ;1 is a Radon measure on €.

For a function f € L (Q), the Green operator acting on f is defined as

loc
Gf)(x) = /Q G ) f(y)dy, =€ Q.

Definition 3.1 (Weak-dual solutions of linear problems). Assume that © € M(Q,47).
A function u is a weak-dual solution, or G®[§7L>(Q)]-weak solution, of problem (3.1) if u €
LY(9,67) and it satisfies

/ uéds = / Ge]dp, VE € TLX(Q). (3.2)
Q Q

The notion of weak-dual solutions was first introduced by Bonforte and Vézquez [15], then
became more prevalent and was developed in many papers (see e.g. [12, 4, 19, 20]) because
it does not require to specify the meaning of L& for an arbitrary smooth function . This
notion is equivalent to other notions of solutions given in [19, Theorem 2.1] for which the space
of test functions 67L>°(Q2) is replaced by L°(€2) or C°(2). We note that the homogeneous
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boundary condition in (3.1) is encoded in the weak-dual formulation (3.2) which can be better
interpreted under additional relation between the exponents s and ~ (see Subsection 5.1 for

further description of the boundary condition in the case v > s — %)

For a Radon measure g on €2, put
G ll(a) = [ G p)dn(y). €0 (3.3)

Note that G%[u](z) is finite for a.e. x € Q if and only if 4 € M(,07) (see Lemma 4.2).
Therefore, M(£2,§7) is the optimal class of measure data for problem (3.1).

Moreover, it can be seen from weak formulation (3.2) and Lemma 4.4 that, for any p €
M(£,67), Gu] is the unique weak-dual solution of problem (3.1). Hence in the context of
weak-dual solutions, problem (3.1) is well posed. Since the solution of (3.1) can be represented
in term of G, in order to study problem (3.1), it is sufficient to investigate G*. Main properties
of G are given in Section 4.

The theory of linear equation (3.1) provides a basis in the study of nonnegative solutions to
the semilinear equation
Lu=v’"4+Ap in Q,
u =10 on 0f), (3.4)
u=20 in RM\Q (if applicable),

where p > 1, X is a positive parameter and p € M™¥(Q,67) with ||u| s, = 1. We study
(3.4) by employing the concept of weak-dual solutions introduced above.

Definition 3.2. Suppose that p € M(,7). A nonnegative function u is a weak-dual solution
of (3.4) if u € LP(Q,57) and it satisfies

/ wéds = / PCEdz + A / GUedy, Ve € 5TLO(Q). (3.5)
Q Q Q

Features. Problem (3.4) has the following main features.

e The operator L is taken in a large class of local and nonlocal operators. Although several
significant results for linear equations involving operator L have been recently obtained
in function settings or measure frameworks ([4, 19]), sharp estimates on the Green
operator associated to I and regularization results in weighted measure framework are
still lacking.

e The equation in (3.4) is nonlinear, with a superlinear source term u?. Heuristically, the
solvability for (3.4) depends not only on the value of the exponent p but also depends
on the value of the parameter A.

e The datum g is chosen in weighted measure space M(2,6”) which is the optimal class
of data. The presence of the weight §7 enlarges the value of the critical exponent for
the existence for (3.4) and hence complicates the investigation.

The interplay between the features yields substantial difficulties and requires a fine analysis.

Main results.

Our first result shows that there exist a critical exponent given by
N+~
* " (N =t 3.6
p*=p*(N,7,s) N2 (3.6)
and a threshold value of the parameter for the existence and nonexistence of problem (3.4).
Theorem 3.3 (Existence and nonexistence). Assume that (G1)—(G2) hold and p > 1.

1. SUBCRITICAL CASE: 1 < p < p*. Let p € M*(Q,07) with ||l pma,sv) = 1. Then there
exists a threshold value \* € (0,400) such that the followings hold.
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(i) If X € (0, \*] then problem (3.4) has a minimal positive weak-dual solution u,. Moreover,
there holds
MG ] < uy, < TNGYu] ace. in Q, (3.7)
where T is an increasing function and T'(A) — 0 as A — 0.
(ii) If X\ € (A\*, +00) then problem (3.4) does not admit any nonnegative weak-dual solution.

2. SUPERCRITICAL CASE: p > p*. Let A > 0. There exists u € M™*(2,07) with ||u] pmo,5m) = 1
such that problem (3.4) does not admit any nonnegative weak-dual solution.

The existence of the minimal solution wu, in the subcritical case p € (1,p*) is based on the
sub- and supersolution theorem established in Proposition 6.4 for the framework of operator L
and weak-dual solutions. The key step in the argument is the construction of a positive weak-
dual supersolution of the form T(\)G®[u], which is obtained due to a subtle estimate on the
Green kernel (see Proposition 4.14). In the supercritical case p > p*, to prove the nonexistence
result, we make use of the fact that any positive weak-dual solution of problem (3.4), if exists,
is bounded from below by AG®[u]. Moreover, we take a careful care of the interaction between
two terms appearing in the estimate (2.5) for the Green kernel: |z — y|?*=" (which describes
the interior singularity of the Green kernel) and §(z)? (which characterize the behavior of the
Green kernel near the boundary). By localizing and ‘displacing’ the singularity toward the
boundary 052, we are able to show that, when p > p*, a positive weak-dual solution, if exists,
would not belong to LP(C,§7) where C C 2 is a cone of vertex at a point on 9. This leads to
a contradiction and hence we obtain the nonexistence result in the supercritical case.

In order to go further in the investigation of the structure of solution set of (3.4) in the
subcritical case p € (1,p*), we need additionally assumptions (L1)—(L3) and (G1)-(G3). In the
next result, we show a multiplicity result when A € (0, A*) and the uniqueness when \ = \*.

Theorem 3.4 (Uniqueness and multiplicity). Assume that (L.1)—(L3) and (G1)—~(G3) hold.
Let p € (1,p*) and p € MT(Q,87) with ||ul|pmea,5v) = 1.

1. UNIQUENESS. If A = X*, then problem (3.4) admits a unique positive weak-dual solution.

2. MurripLicity. If A € (0,\*), then problem (3.4) admits a second positive weak-dual
solution uy > wy,. Moreover, there exists a positive constant C = C (2, N, s,v,p, \1) such that

MG ) < Ty < C(G¥[u] +1) a.e in Q. (3.8)

Here, A1 in Theorem 3.4 is the first eigenvalue of L, see Section 5. Let us discuss the main
idea of the proof. A conspicuous feature of present paper in comparison with previous works is
the deep involvement of the weight §7 appearing in the optimal class of data M(2,67), which
complicates the analysis. Under assumptions (L1)—(L3) and (G1)—(G3), we develop a new
unifying technique which enables us to obtain a pivotal regularity result for weak-dual solutions
to the following nonhomogeneous linear equations

Lv=av+ f in,
v=20 on 0f), (3.9)
v=20 in RM\Q (if applicable),

where a € L"(£,67),r > % and f € L™(Q,07),m > % (Notice that % = (p*)’, where
p* is the critical exponent given in (3.6)). More precisely, if v is a weak-dual solution of (3.9)
then v € L*>(Q) (see Proposition 7.9). This is a crucial ingredient in the derivation of the
(semi)stability of the minimal solution uy, when N > N, . (see Propositions 8.2 and 8.4).
The technique is based on a bootstrap argument, combined with delicate estimates on the
Green kernel and does not require any weighted Sobolev embeddings which are not available
for general operators. In the case A\ = \*, this regularity result implies that the minimal weak-
dual solution w,. is semi-stable and the eigenvalue o(\*) of the eigenproblem with weight g’)’\fl
satisfies 0(A\*) = 1 (see Proposition 8.4), which enables us to prove the uniqueness. In the case
A € (0,\"), to construct the second solution, we reduce problem (3.4) to a related problem (see
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problem (8.8)) with a variational structure for which the mountain-pass theorem can be applied
thanks to the above-mentioned regularity.

We notice that when v < 2s, condition N > 4s is required to ensure that solutions of (3.9)
belong to H(Q2) and can be relaxed when the datum g in problem (3.4) is more regular, for
example in L"(Q,467) for r > % When v > 2s, condition N > 4s(1 4+ ) — ~ is satisfied if
N > 3.

It is worth adding that we also establish sharp estimates for the Green kernel and obtain
regularization results in weighted function settings and weighted measure frameworks.

We stress that our results are new, even in the case L is the classical Laplacian, and cover,
complement or extend several results in [10, 27, 4, 19]. Our theory is valid for various types of
local and nonlocal operators.

Organization of the paper. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 4,
we establish sharp estimates regarding the Green kernel and regularization results in weighted
function settings and measure frameworks. In Section 5, we study the linear problem associated
to L in a measure framework and in a variational setting. Section 6 is devoted to the proof of
Theorem 3.3. In Section 7, we obtain a key regularity result which plays an important role in
making the connection between the context of weak-dual solutions and the variational setting.
This in turn enables us to show the semistability or stability of the minimal solution to (3.4).
The proof of Theorem 3.4 is represented in Section 8. Finally, we discuss further examples in
Section 9.

4. GREEN KERNEL

In this section, we assume that (G1)—(G2) hold.

4.1. Basic properties. In this subsection, we prove some basic properties of the Green kernel
in measure frameworks which are a counterpart of results for function settings established in
[4, 19]. We start with providing upper bounds for the Green kernel.

Lemma 4.1. There exists a positive constant C' = C(N,(Q, s,) such that for any x,y € Q,x #
y, there holds

1 6(y)” 1 6(y)” 6(y)7o(x)Y } )

Q < :
G (z,y) $ Cmin { 2 — y|N=25" §(2)7 [w — y|[N-25" & — y[N-25+7" |z — y[N-25+27

ProOOF. We infer from (G2) that, for any =,y € Q,:U 75 v,

1
Gz, y) ~ —————— < )
U oy !m—yP

OB S z)oly (4.2)
jz — gV y|2”V5(~’U) V5( )*
. 5(2)75(y)"
[z —yN72 o —yl*T 4 6(2)* + 6(y)»
This implies (4.1). O

Let G® be the Green operator defined in (3.3).
Lemma 4.2. G%[u](x) is finite for a.e. x € Q if and only if p € M(Q, 7).

Proor. Without loss of generality, it is sufficient to prove this lemma for a positive measure p.

Assume g € M*(Q,67). We infer from [4, Theorem 2.11] that G%[u] € Ll (Q), whence
G®[u](x) is finite for a.e. z € Q.
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Conversely, assume G**[u](x) is finite for a.e. x € Q. Let zg € 2 such that G*[u](xg) < +oc.
From (4.2), we derive that there exists ¢ = ¢(IV, s,7,{2) such that
G2 (w,y) > d(@)0(y)", Va,y € Qu#y.
It follows that

GOlpl(a) = cba)! [ By dutu), @€ (13
Q
Taking x = z( in the above estimate yields
G**[u] (o)
o(y)'d <c——— < 400,
/Q (y)duly) < c 5(z0)7 00
whence € M*(€,57). The proof is complete. O

We remark that estimate (4.3) can be regarded as a lower Hopf estimate in measure frame-
work. Moreover, Lemma 4.2 indicates that M(€2,47) is the optimal class of measure data for
those operators G satisfying (G1) and (G2).

The following results were given in [19] for integrable data and can be easily adapted to
measure frameworks, therefore we omit the proofs.

Lemma 4.3 (Maximum principle). Assume that y € M*(,67). Then either G*[u] > 0
a.e. in Q or G%[u] = 0.

Lemma 4.4 (Integration by parts formula with G%). Assume that u € M(Q,57) and
£ € 67L>®(Q2). Then we have

| &= [ £6%lude.

4.2. Estimates on the Green kernels. We next establish some estimates for the Green
kernel. The following results were proved in [4].

Proposition 4.5 ([4, Theorem 3.9]). Suppose that o > (y—2s)V (—y—1). Then the mapping
G%: LY(Q,67) — LY(Q,6%) is well-defined and continuous. In particular, if v < 2s then
G?: LY(,67) — LY(Q) is continuous.

Some improvements of the above result have been achieved for the SFL in [3], for RFL
in [28] and for a more general class of nonlocal operators in function or measure settings.
The next result provides sharp estimates for the Green operator which covers or improves the
above-mentioned results. Our approach involves weighted Marcinkiewicz spaces introduced in

Subsection 2.1. Put
N+«

T N+y-—2s
Notice that if o > v — 2s then p, o > 1. In particular, p* = p,, > 1.

p’y,oz : (4'4)

Proposition 4.6. Let o be such that

1,y —2 Wl N
max { —y — e —— o .
T " N —-2s+7 N —2s

Then G : M(£,67) — MPva(Q,5%) is continuous, namely there exists a positive constant
C=C(Q,N,s,v,«a) such that

IG[ul [l arrra 9,60y < Cllallpmasmys V1€ M(Q,07). (4.5)

The proof of this result relies on the following key lemma.

Lemma 4.7 ([9, Lemma 2.4]). Let v be a nonnegative bounded Radon measure on D = ) or

0Q and n € C(Q2) a positive weight function. Let E be a continuous nonnegative function on
{(z,y) € A x D :z #y}. Set

E[v](z) := /DE(x,y)dV(y), xz €.
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For any A\ > 0 and y € D, we set
)= e € N Be) > A and ma)i= [ e
Ax(y

Suppose that there exist ¢ > 1 and C > 0 such that
ma(y) <CAX™? forally € D and A > 0.
Then E[v] € M9(Q2,n) and there holds

q —
I ria < {1+ €)Wl

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4.6. We write

G (z,y)
G¥u)(x) = | ——"26(y)"d , T e
(1] () o 30 () du(y)
. . G (z,y)
We will apply Lemma 4.7 with D = Q, n =%, dv = 6"du and E(x,y) = S
Y

For A > 0 and y € €, denote

e
Ax(y) == {:U € AN\{y}: % > )\} and my(y) ::/A ( )5O‘d:v.

In order to estimate my(y), we consider successively two cases.

Case 1: 0<a< ]\77]23 By (4.1), for every = € Ax(y), we have
< d <
A< S(y)y  ~ 8(z)Y |z —y|N-2s and A< Sy = |z —y|N 2ty

for some C' = C(92, N, s,7) > 0, which implies
5(@) < CA Yz — gy and |o—y| < O N2
Thus,

ma(y) = / 5(x)*dz < C NPy
Ax(y) |z—y|<CX N—2s+v

o A N—-2s+~ o
<CON v / L2 NITHN=L
0

Since v — 28 < a < ]\ﬁ\;s, it follows that
« N+ «
2s —N)—+ N —-1> -1 d ——— > 1.
(2s )7—|— > an N—|—7—25>

Therefore we obtain my(y) < CA7Pre.

Case 2: max{—WNiQs,'y — 25, —y — 1} < a < 0. Again by (4.1), for z € A)(y),

Cay) _ o )
Pl ey

which implies §(z)? > CAlz — y|V=25+27. From this, since o < 0,

m)\(y):/ 5($)ad90§/ 7+()\‘x_y’N72s+2“{)%dx
Ax(y) |z—y|<OX~ N—25F7

A<

A N—2s5Fv
a S (N42v—2 N—-1
SC)\V/ Ly NF =290+ N-1
0

__Nta
< CAN B = CA P,
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In all cases, one has
my(y) < CAX7Pre for any y € Q and A > 0.

Using Lemma 4.7 we derive that G%[u] € MPv2(Q,67) and (4.5) holds. We complete the
proof. O

We note that our result is optimal in the sense that for g € M(£,67), Gu] € MP"(Q,57)
but in general G®[u] ¢ LP"(Q,57).

As a direct consequence of Proposition 4.6, we obtain the following result. We recall that p*
is the exponent given in (3.6).

Corollary 4.8. (i) For any q € [1,p*), G : LY(Q,67) — L9(,§7) is continuous, namely
there exists a positive constant C' = C (N, €, s,~,q) such that

IG2 [l ey < Cllf sy, V€ L'(Q,67). (4.6)

(ii)) Suppose v < 2s. For any q € [1,%), G® : LY(Q,67) — LI(Q) is continuous,
namely there exists a positive constant C = C(N, €, s,~,q) such that

IG2[fll ey < Cllfllrisny. VF € L) (4.7)

PROOF. The proof of statement (i) follows directly from Proposition 4.6 and the continuous
embeddings L'(Q,67) — M(Q,87), MP (Q,67) < LI(,67) due to ¢ < p*. The proof of
statement (ii) is similar and we omit it. The condition v < 2s in statement (ii) is required to

ensure that ﬁ > 1. O

Another useful consequence of Proposition 4.6 is the following delicate estimate, which will
be employed in the derivation of regularity results.

Corollary 4.9. Assume q € [1,p*). There exists a constant C = C (2, N, s,~,q) such that

[ (G52 swrase wea (45)

PRrROOF. Let y € Q2. In Proposition 4.6, taking u = d§, € M(2) C M(Q2,67) and a = 7, one has
HGQ[(S?J] HMP* (Q,g'y) S C(Qa Na S, 7) H(;yHM(Q,&W) ’

which, together with the continuous embedding MP?" (€, 67) «— L9(Q,57) for ¢ < p*, implies
1
([ ratayan)’ < 0N 50,0500
Q
Thus (4.8) follows. We complete the proof. O
Remark 4.10. By a similar argument to that used in the proof of Proposition 4.6, we can show

that, for any o € —Nil,O , G M(Q) — ijy:rgs Q,97) is continuous. This extends the
N+~vy—2s

result in [19, Proposition 3.2] to the framework of weighted spaces.

The next propositions provide higher regularity results which are a weighted global counter-
part of the local estimates in [19, Proposition 3.6].

Proposition 4.11. For any r > %, G : L"(Q,87) — L>®(Q) is continuous, namely

IG2 UM oo (@ < CllSliramy VF € LT(92,87). (4.9)
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PRrROOF. Let f € L"(Q,6). By Holder’s inequality, we have

/GQ z,y)f dy‘
/ (%)dy W( / !f(y)!ré(y)”dyf

By (2.5) and since 7 > 1, we deduce that

Gz, y) < Co(y)|e —y| VBT, Vaye Qua #y.

G /()| =

(4.10)

Plugging it into (4.10) yields

Gl < ([ o -yl 702 dy> ([ 17 >de>l<cufumm

Here for the second inequality, we have used the fact that [, [z — y[ﬁTl(N 725+?)dy < 00 since

' (N = 2s+ 1) < N. Therefore we obtain (4.9). O

Proposition 4.12. Let m € ( N—t’) and ¢ be given by

_1 2s

1
E m  N+7

Then G : L™(Q,67) — L2(,67) is continuous, namely there exists a positive constant C
such that

HGQ[f]HLQ(Qm) < C|fllpm@eny, Ve L™8,087). (4.11)

PRrROOF. From Proposition 4.6 and Proposition 4.11, we obtain that for any r > % and
1L <q<p,
G%: LYQ,07) — LI(Q,07)
L"(Q,07) — L>®(Q,07)
are continuous. Here, L*°(£2,7) denotes the space of essentially bounded functions with respect
to the measure §7dx, which satisfies L>(2) < L*(£,57).

By Riesz-Thorin Interpolation Theorem (see for instance, [68]), we derive that, for any

m € (1,%) and p is given by % =1 N+ , (Q,07) — L2(Q,47) is
continuous, i.e. estimate (4.11) holds. The proof is complete. O

Our next result is a 3G-inequality, whose proof follows line by line from the proof of [30
Proposition 4.2].

Proposition 4.13 (3G—inequality). There exists a positive constant C' = C(Q, N, s,~y) such
that for any pairwise different points x,y, z € €}, there holds

Qo Q. v ol
G (G:g()gzgy’ ) < C <%Gﬂ(m,y) + 6(y)7GQ(y, Z)) )

In particular, one has

Gz, )G (y, 2)

< o 25— N o 25— N )
G 2) <SC(Je =yl +ly—2[*)

Proposition 4.14. Suppose that q € [1,p*). Then there exists a positive constant C =
C(Q, N, s,v,q) such that for any yu € M*(Q,67) with H,uHM (@,67) = 1, there holds

G [G®[u)7] < CG[y] a.e. in Q. (4.12)
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PROOF. Since ¢ > 1, applying Jensen’s inequality with respect to the measure §7dp satisfying
||:U’||M(Q75“f) =1, one has

Q q __ Gﬂ(xay) ¥ ! Gﬂ(xay) ! o
G [u)(z)* = [ o) 5(y) du(y)} S/Q<75(y)7 ) 6(y)" dp(y)
= [ 6%a)s = duto)

It follows that

6® [6 ] (x) = [ 6%, 2)G (2)"d2
Q
Q(x, 2)Gy, 2)1 (1-a) z
S/Q/QG (z,2)G(y, 2)*0(y)" "V dp(y)d (4.13)

< [ [ 6602 [%rldmw.

By (4.1), we have
G(y,2) _ C
S(y)r Ty — 2Nt
On the other hand, using 3G—inequality (Proposition 4.13), one has
Gz, 2)Gy, 2) < OGSz, y) (Jz — 257N 4|y — Z\QS*N) . (4.15)
Plugging (4.14) and (4.15) into (4.13) leads to

Vy,z € Q,y # z. (4.14)

G2 [Gu)7) (=) < C /Q G2z, y) I (w, y)dp(y), (4.16)

|x |25—N + |y |25—N
I(x,y)
|y—z| q—1)(N+~—2s)

Since ¢ < p*, we have (N — 2s) + (q — 1)(N + v —2s) < N and therefore

where

1 1 ~
I(x,y) < /Q (,x | (N2 (gD (N+7=25) + v — z’(N—Zs)—l—(q—l)(N-l—'y—Qs)) dz < C, (4.17)

where C is independent of ,y. Combining (4.16) and (4.17), we conclude that (4.12) holds
true. We complete the proof. O

5. LINEAR EQUATIONS

5.1. Weak-dual solutions. In this subsection, we assume that (G1)—(G2) hold. Boundary
value problems with measures for linear equations involving usual fractional Laplacians have
been extensively studied in the literature and recently investigated in a general framework, see
[1, 15, 4].

Let g1 € M(9,67). Recall that a function u is a weak-dual solution of (3.1) if u € L'(£,§7)
and it satisfies

/ugdm:/GQ[g]du, VE € 6TLT(N). (5.1)
Q Q

By Lemma 4.4, for any p € M(£,67), the unique weak-dual solution of (3.1) is G*[u)].

The sense of the boundary condition in problem (3.1) depends on the relation between the
exponents s, v and the smoothness of y. Below we interpret the sense of the boundary condition

incase’st—%.
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Let W be a weight function defined by

1
§(z)*1 ify>s—

)

W(z) = (5.2)

2
1
S(x)* 7M1+ |né(z)|) ify=s— 5
1

If = f e C(Q) then the homogeneous boundary condition in (3.1) can be understood in
the pointwise sense in connection with the weight W as

G*[f](=)

reQa—00  W(x)
Indeed, by [4, Theorem 2.10], |G[f](x)| < C [ £l o () 0(2)" for every x € €, which yields

e o)
W(x) D W (x)’

By taking into account the definition of W in (5.2) and v > s — 1, we deduce (5.3) from (5.4).

If e M(,67), the homogeneous boundary condition in (3.1) cannot be understood in the
pointwise sense, but in the following trace sense
Q

. Cl(a)

208 J{zeq:s(x)<e} W(x)
Indeed, this can be obtained by using an argument similar to that of [4, Lemma 3.8 a) and b)].
Although the proof of [4, Lemma 3.8] deals with data in L!(£2,47), the extension to data in
M(Q,57) is trivial. The case v = s — % is slightly different but follows straightforward from [4,
Lemma 3.8 b)].

= 0. (5.3)

Va € (. (5.4)

< O fll

z=0. (5.5)

5.2. Variational setting. In this subsection, we assume that (L1)—(L3) and (G1)—(G3) hold.
For f € L?(), consider the problem

Lu=f inQ,
u=0 on 09, (5.6)
u=0 in RV\Q (if applicable),

Definition 5.1 (Variational solutions). Assume f € L?(2). A function u is a variational
solution of (5.6) if u € H(2) and

wamm=xjwa v € H(Q). (5.7)

The existence and uniqueness of the variational solution to (5.6) follows from the Lax—
Milgram theorem since
HU’H%Q(Q) < B(u7u)7 Vu € H(Q)7
by the assumption (L2). Moreover, the variational solution u of (5.6) satisfies
lull 20y < llullge) < I1fllzz) - (5.8)

We note that the notion of variational solutions in Definition 5.1 is equivalent to the one in [19,
Definition 2.5].

Next we show that the variational solution of (5.6) is a weak-dual solution.

Proposition 5.2. For any f € L*(Q), G®[f] is the variational solution of (5.6).

PRrROOF. First we assume that f € C>°(Q). Then G?[f] is the weak-dual solution of (5.6) and
G[f] € H(Q) by (G1). Furthermore, for any v € C°(£2), one has

<Gﬂ[f]7v>H(Q) - <L[Gg[f]]av>L2(Q) = <f7U>L2(Q) :
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This implies that G[f] is the variational solution of (5.6).

Next, assume f € L2(Q) and let u be the variational solution of (5.6). We will show that
u = GU[f].

Let {f,} C C2(Q) be a sequence converging to f in L?(Q). Let u, = G%[f,] be the
variational solution of (5.6) with f replaced by f,. Using the fact that G : L*(Q) — L?(Q)
is continuous (see [19, Theorem 2.2]), we obtain

1G21fn] = G 120y = 16 = A2y S fa = fllz), YneEN,

which implies G®[f,,] — G®[f] in L2(R2). On the other hands, since G®[f,] —u is the variational
solution of (5.6) with f replaced by f, — f, we deduce from (5.8) that

H(G’Q[fn] - UHL2(Q) < HGQ[fn] - UHH(Q) Sl — fHLQ(Q) ; Vnel.
This implies G?[f,] — u in L?(Q). By the uniqueness of the limit, u = G®[f]. O
Under the assumptions (G1)-(G2), the operator G : L2(Q) — L?(Q) is compact (see [12,

Proposition 5.1]). Thus, there exist an orthogonal basis of L?(f2) consisting of eigenfunctions
of G, and a sequence {\n} satisfying 0 < Ay < Ay <--- <\, 400 such that

MG pn] = ¢n, VneN.
In other words, A~

~1is the eigenvalue of G associated to ¢, for every n € N. By Proposition
5.2, pp € H(),¥n € N and

Thus, for every u,v € H(Q2), one has
Blu,v) = (1, V) = <Z Tion Y Ago> -3 A,
n=1 n=1 H(Q) n=1

where u,, := (u, ©n)r2() Y1 € N. Thus, one has the following characterization of H(2)

H(Q) = {u €L*(): ) Mliml* < oo} .
n=1
We note that the space H(2) has been also recently investigated in [13] and [19].

6. SEMILINEAR EQUATIONS: EXISTENCE AND NONEXISTENCE

In this section, we assume that (G1)-(G2) hold. The aim of this section is to prove the
existence of minimal solutions of (3.4). To this end, we first prove a general existence result for
the semilinear problem

Lu=g(z,u) +p in Q,
u=20 on 0, (6.1)
u=0 in RM\Q (if applicable),

where g : 2 x R — R is a Caratheodory function such that g(z,-) is increasing in the second
variable, for a.e. x € Q and p € M(£,47).

Following Bonforte and Vazquez [15] (see also [12, 4, 19]), we give the definition of weak-dual
sub- and supersolutions.

Definition 6.1. We say that a function u is a weak-dual subsolution (resp. supersolution) of
(6.1) if u € LY(Q,87), g(-,u) € LY(,57) and

/ufdm < (resp. >) / g(m,u)GQ[ﬂdm—l—/GQ[E]dp, VE € 07L>(2),£ > 0. (6.2)
Q Q Q

A function v is a weak-dual solution of (6.1) if it is both subsolution and supersolution of (6.1).
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Remark 6.2. It can be seen that a function u is a weak-dual subsolution of (6.1) if and only
if ue LY(9,67), g(-,u) € L'(£2,67) and

u < GHg(-,u)] +G%u] ae inQ. (6.3)
Indeed, if u is a weak-dual subsolution of (6.1), then by Definition 6.1, u € L'(£2,67) and

g(-,u) € LY(Q,67). Moreover, using the integration by parts formula in Lemma 4.4, for any
£€07L>®(Q), £ > 0, one has

[ gt < [ ga 6 elar+ [ G%eldn = [ e6 gt wlde + [ £6%laa,

which implies
/ (1 — GOy, u)] — G2[u]) €dz <0, VE € FTL(Q),€ > 0.
Q

This gives (6.3). The converse statement can be established in an analogous way.

A similar observation also holds true for a weak-dual supersolution of (6.1). Finally, it
can be seen that a function u is a weak-dual solution of (6.1) if and only if u € L'(Q,47),

g(-,u) € LY(,87) and

u=G%g(-,u)] + G%u] ae. inQ. (6.4)
For interesting results regarding the equivalence of different types of solutions of (6.1), we refer
to [19, Theorem 2.1].
Remark 6.3. From the representation (6.4) and Marcinkiewicz estimates (Proposition 4.6), we
see that if u is a solution of (6.1) then u € LP(2,67), p € [1,p*) and u € LI(Q),q € {1
if v < 2s.

N
» N—2s5+7

Our general existence result is based on the sub- and supersolution method. The reader is
referred to [54, Theorem 5.4.1] and [56] for results in local frameworks.

Proposition 6.4. Let v and w be a weak-dual subsolution and a weak-dual supersolution of
(6.1), respectively, satisfying v < w a.e. in ). Then there exist weak-dual solutions u < u of
(6.1) such that for any weak-dual solution u of (6.1) satisfying v < u < w a.e. in €, there holds

v<u<u<u<wa.e. in .

Here we note that only the existence of the minimal weak-dual solution u is needed in our
paper. However, we still prove the existence of the maximal solution @ for the completeness.

PRrROOF. For simplicity, in this proof by a solution (subsolution, supersolution, respectively) we
mean a weak-dual solution (subsolution, supersolution, respectively).

We define an iterative sequence
ug =0, Uny1:=Gg(-,un)] +G%y], neN.
It can be seen that ug = v < w, therefore
v <ur =Gg(-,u0)] + Gl < Gg(-, w)] + Gp] < w,

since v,w are a subsolution and a supersolution of (6.1), respectively, and g(z,-) is nonde-
creasing. By induction and the monotonicity of g(z,-), one has v < u, < u,+1 < w for every
n € N. This means {u,} is an increasing sequence bounded from above by w € L'(, 7). Using
the Monotone Convergence Theorem, there exists a function u € L'(€,§7) such that u, — u
a.e. in Q and in L'(Q,67). Furthermore, since g(x,-) is continuous and increasing, one has
g(-,un) = g(-,u) a.e. in Q and also in L'(€,67). Thus, since

/ U Edar = / 9 1) GR[E)dr + / GOeldp, Ve € ST (Q),
Q Q Q
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letting n — oo and using the Dominated Convergence Theorem, we deduce

o U Q - Q Y T 00
/Q weds = /Q o( WG Eldz + /Q GOlldu, VE € SLX(Q),

from which we conclude that u is a solution to (6.1).

We prove that w is the minimal solution among all weak-dual solutions of (6.1) being greater
than v. Assume u is another solution of (6.1) such that v = vy < u. By induction, one has

u=G%g(-,u)] + G[u] > GC¥g(-, un)] + G [u] = tny1, YneN.
Letting n — oo, we have u > u, i.e. u is the desired minimal solution.

We next prove the existence of the maximal solution @ of (3.4). Denote
M := sup {/ ud’dz : u is a solution of (6.1) and v < u < w} < 00.
Q

Consider a sequence of solutions {uy,} of (6.1) such that [, u,d7dz — M. We see that if vy, vo
are two solutions of (6.1), then vy V vq is a subsolution since

Vi = GQ[Q(WUZ')] + GQ[M] < Gg[g('vvl v 7}2)] + GQ[:U']? =1,2.

By this remark, the sequence {u,} can be chosen to be increasing. Indeed, if {u,} is not
increasing, one can always construct a sequence {v,} with v; := w; and v, being a solution
of (6.1) satisfying max{u,,vn—1} < v, < w (such a solution v, exists by the same argument
leading to the existence of the minimal solution u above). Using the Monotone Convergence
Theorem, there exists a function @ € L'(£2,7) such that

U, — T a.c. in Q and in L'(£2,67) with / ud'dx = M.
Q

Since g(-,u,) — g(-, ) a.e. in Q, by the Monotone Convergence Theorem, we have g(-, u,) —
g(-, @) in L*(,67). The same argument as in the first part shows that @ is a solution of (6.1).
Finally, we prove that @ is the maximal solution. Indeed, for an arbitrary solution u of (6.1)
such that v < u < w, we have ©wV u is a subsolution. Thus, there exists a solution u of (6.1)
such that w <uV u < u < w. This implies

/(ﬂ\/u)&ydaz < / ud’dx §M:/ﬂ57daz,
Q Q Q

which implies @ V u = w. We complete the proof. O

We need the following lemma for the proof of Theorem 3.3.

Lemma 6.5. Consider the equation t = c,t? + A\, where ¢, > 0 is a positive constant and
p > 1. Then for every A > 0 small enough, this equation admits a unique positive solution

1
t =T(\) <to:= (pcy) »-1, where T is an increasing function and T'(0) = 0.

PROOF. It can be seen that the function f(t) =t — ¢,t? is continuous and monotone increasing
on [0,%g] (tg is given as above) since f attains a unique maximum at ¢t = ¢y. Thus, for any
A€ [0, f(to)], we have

fO) =X t= 1N =T).
Since T is the inverse of f, it is continuous, monotone increasing with 7°(0) = 0. We have the
desired result. 0

PROOF OF THEOREM 3.3 (1).
Step 1. We first prove the existence of the minimal solution of (3.4) for A > 0 small enough.
Put vy := AG%[u], wy := T(N\)G?[u] for some function 7" which will be specified later. It
can be seen that vy is a weak-dual subsolution of (3.4) since vy = AG%[u] € LP(,57) and

vy < G[(vy)P] + AG®[p]. By Proposition 6.4, it is enough to find a suitable function 7' such
that w) is a weak-dual supersolution and wy > vy a.e. in €.
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Indeed, Lemma 6.5 shows that for all A > 0 small enough, there exists a T'(A) > 0 such that
T is increasing with respect to A, T'(A) = 0 as A = 0 and T'(\) = ¢,T'(A\)? + A, where ¢, is the
constant C' in (4.12). Thus, it follows from Proposition 4.14 that
G(wn)] = G (TG )’ | = TOPGG W) < 6T(\)G [y 05)
= (T(A) = NG"[u],
from which we deduce that
wx = TG [p] > G2[(w)?] + AG[].

This implies wy, is a weak-dual supersolution. Furthermore, it is clear that wy = T(\)G%[u] >
AG[u] = vy. We deduce from Proposition 6.4 that there exists a minimal nonnegative weak-
dual solution u, of (3.4) which satisfies A\G?[u] < uy, < T(A\)G?[y] a.e. in Q.

Step 2. We prove the existence of a threshold value A* > 0 stated in Theorem 3.3.

It can be seen that if (3.4) has a minimal positive weak-dual solution uy for A > 0, then it
also admits a minimal positive weak-dual solution for all X € (0,\). Furthermore, the map
A — u) is increasing and continuous. It follows from the fact that the sequence defining the
minimal solution u,, namely

o = AG 1, unnt1 = G(ur )P + MG u], neN, (6.6)

satisfies uy,, > uy p, and the map A — u, , is continuous and increasing for all n € N. Thus,
we may define

A" :=sup{\ > 0:(3.4) has a positive weak-dual solution} . (6.7)

We prove that A\* < oco. Indeed, let A > 0 be such that problem (3.4) admits a positive
weak-dual solution uy. Then uy € LP(€,467) and

/Q uyEdr = /Q (ux)PEdx + X /Q G[e)dp, VE e STLX(Q). (6.8)

Let Ay and ¢ be the first eigenvalue and the corresponding positive eigenfunction of L,
respectively. Recall that ¢; = \G%[p1] ~ A\167 by [12, Proposition 5.3]. Choosing £ = ¢; €
YL () as a test function in (6.8), one has

/Q(uk)pGQ[gpl]d:c—|—)\/Q(Gﬂ[gol]d,u:/QuMold:c:)\l/QuAGQ[gol]dx. (6.9)

This and Holder’s inequality imply

[ oreialds 4 a [ &feran<n ([ <uA>pGﬂ[w1]dx)% (f G”[sol]dx)I% ~(6.10)

This leads to

_p_
/ (ur)PG g1 |dz < NPT / Gy ]dex. (6.11)
Q Q
Combining (6.10), (6.11) and the fact that [, G®[¢1]du ~ [, 67dp = 1, one has
1 _p_ _P_ ~
A< ———— P! / GY p1]dr < CAPT! / 0dr =: \ < +o0. 6.12
fg GQ[@l]dﬂ ! Q [ ] ! Q ( )

Notice that A depends on N, 2, $,7,p, A1. Therefore \* < +o0.
It can be seen that
A* =sup{A > 0:(3.4) has a minimal positive weak-dual solution} .

This is obtained due to the observation that if (3.4) has a positive weak-dual solution wuy for
A > 0 then (3.4) has a minimal positive weak-dual solution. Indeed, since uy is a weak-dual
solution, it is also a weak-dual supersolution (3.4), while 0 is a weak-dual subsolution of (3.4).
Using Proposition 6.4, we know that there exists a minimal weak-dual solution u, such that
0 <uy < uy.
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Step 3. We prove the existence of the minimal positive weak-dual solution of (3.4) for
A= A%
First, observing (6.10) and the estimate G®[¢1] ~ &7, we derive that

_p_ _p_
/ (ur)P67dx < CAP™ / Sdz < CAVT < C. (6.13)
Q Q

From (6.9), (6.13) and again the estimate G*[p1] ~ §7, we derive

/ uprd'dr < C </ (ux)Po7dx + )\/ (Wd,u) <C. (6.14)
Q Q Q

From Step 2, for each A € (0,\*), there exists a minimal positive weak-dual solution wu,
of (3.4). By (6.13) and (6.14), the sequence {u,} is uniformly bounded in L!(£2,67) and in
LP(Q,57) with respect to A\. Moreover, {u,} is increasing with respect to A. By the Monotone
Convergence Theorem, {u, } converges to a function u,. a.e. in 2, in L'(£2,§7) and in LP(£2, §7).
For any A < A\* and £ € 67L>°(Q2), one has

[ = [ wre®iedn x| 6%leld
Q Q Q
By letting A * A*, one has

[ wetde = [ (wr62leldn + 3 [ 6%lan

Therefore uy« is a weak-dual solution of (3.4) for A = A*.

We show that wy. is the minimal solution of (3.4) with A = A*. It can be seen that if uy« is
an arbitrary solution of (3.4) with A = A*, then uy+ > u, for A < \* since uy« > w, , for all
n € N. Letting A " A\*, we obtain uy» > u,«. The proof is complete. U

Remark 6.6. (i) We notice that the argument leading to (6.13) in Step 2 of the proof of
Theorem 3.3(1) is valid for every p > 1. Therefore, for any p > 1, if u is a positive weak-
dual solution of (3.4) then ||lu||z»(qsv) < C where C' = C(N,Q,s,7,p, \1). Moreover, from the
representation

u = GuP] + AGy], (6.15)
Proposition 4.6, Corollary 4.8 (i) and (6.13), we have, for any ¢ € [1,p*), there hold

ullza(,6v) = IGHWP] + AG2 ]|l Lo (a5m)

(6.16)
< C(llull 50y + Ml < €.

where C' = C(N,, 5,7, A1,Dp,q).

Remark 6.7. We can infer from Proposition 6.4 that for p > 1 and 0 < A < X, if problem
(3.4) with A = X admits a positive weak-dual solution uys then problem (3.4) admits a positive
weak-dual solution wuy such that uy < uy. In other words, if problem (3.4) does not admit any
positive weak-dual solution then neither does (3.4) with A = .

PROOF OF THEOREM 3.3 (2). We observe from Remark 6.7 that it is sufficient to consider
A < X where A is defined in (6.12).

Suppose by contradiction that for every p € M(£,67) with [[u| vy = 1, there exists a

positive weak-dual solution to (3.4). Let y* € 99 and {y,} C Q such that y,, — y* € 9Q. Put
pn = 678y, then |[un[|p(0,60) = 1. By the supposition, for each n € N, there exists a positive
weak-dual solution w,, of (3.4) with datum Ap,,.

From the representation u, = G*[(u,)?] + A\G*[u,], we deduce
G(2,yn)

S (6.17)

n () 2 MG pal(2) = A | G2 ) ) = A
Q
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Since
1 6(x)76(y)”
[z —y[N=2 5(2)2 +0(y)? + o~y
it follows from Fatou lemma that

- . o(x)7 :
hmmf/ﬂ(un)pévdmz /(hmmf(un)p)é“/duvZ)\/Q (\x—y*]N—QS‘FZV) 0(z)'dx.  (6.18)

n—oo QO n—oo

Gz, y) ~ z,y €Q,

Since Q is a C? domain, it satisfies the interior cone condition, hence there exists g > 0
small enough such that the circular cone at vertex y*

* * * 1 *
Cro(y") := {xeBm(y):(m—y )-ny*>§\x—y ]}CQ,

where ny« denotes the inward unit normal vector to 02 at y*.

Without loss of generality, suppose that the coordinates are placed so that y* = 0 € 012, the
tangent hyperplane to 9Q at 0is {x = (z1,...,2nx_1,2n5) € RY 12y = 0} andng = (0,...,0,1).
We can choose 1y small enough such that

d(z) > alz|, Yz e (0),

for some a € (0,1). Then we have

o(x)Y P 5 1
S S > [
/Q<|:c|N2s+2v> o(@) d‘”w/c o Jl 25

70

1
> - -
= /BTO(O) ‘x’(N*QSJr“/)p*“/dx (6.19)
~ /r0 tN=1=(N=2s47)p+7 gy
0
Since p > p*, the last integral in (6.19) is divergent. This, joint with (6.18) and (6.19), yields
n—o0

lim inf/(un)de:U = 00,
Q

which leads to a contradiction since the sequence {u,} is uniformly bounded in LP(£2,07) by
Remark 6.6. The proof is complete. O

7. EIGENPROBLEM AND KEY REGULARITY RESULTS

In this section, we assume that assumptions (L1)-(L3) and (G1)-(G3) hold. We study
weighted eigenproblem associated to L in the variational framework.

7.1. Embeddings. We prove some embedding results. We first recall a classical result.

Lemma 7.1. H(Q) — L9(Q) for all q € {1, ]\?TNQS}} and H(Q) << L9(Q) for all q € [1, NQT]VQS)

PROOF. Since H(Q2) — H*(Q2) by (L3), we obtain
2N
H(Q2 Li(Q 1, ——
@)= 20, Ve |12y ]

and

2N
H(Q L(Q A 1
(@) = 1), Yoe |15 )

due to [58, Theorem 6.7, Corollary 7.2]. O
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Lemma 7.2. Assume that « € [0,2s) and q € [1 + 555 2]]\\{:225 . Then for any u € H(S?), we

2(gs—a)
have u € L 2= (Q)NLYN,6~%) and furthermore, the following inequality holds

1o
[ull Lag,-0) S HUH HUH o) (7.1)
25— (Q)

As a consequence, H(2) — L9(2,0™%) for all g € [1 + &, 20220 and H(Q) —— L9(Q,07°)
for all g € [1 + 555 2N 2280‘>

Notice that we recover Lemma 7.1 if o = 0.

2(gs— N
s < W25+ Lherefore, for

PRrROOF OF LEMMA 7.2. By the assumption on ¢, one has 1 <
2(gs—a)
any u € H(), it follows from Lemma 7.1 that u € L 2o (©2) and
u s—a < ||lu , Yue H(Q). 7.2
ol 2o 5 el @ (72)
Since a < 2s, using Holder’s inequality and the fact that ||-[|p g is equivalent to ||-| Hiy() DY
(L3), one has, for any u € H({),

ulP\E .
||uHLq Q,6-) = /Q <523 |U|q sdx
|'U/|2 2(gs— a) % 73
S 525 ‘u’ 2s—a ( . )

SHUHH ]l 2(yo-a)
L Q

Combining (7.2) and (7.3) yields (7.1).
From (7.1) and (7.3), we obtain

lullago,o-0) S llullgqy, VueH). (7.4)

Hence H(S?) is continuously embedded in L4(£2,5~¢).

Now, consider the case ¢ € [1 + 555 2}]\7\/_225) Assume that {u,} is a bounded sequence in

H(€2). Since H() is reflexive, there exists u € H(2) such that w, — w in H(). Also, since

2(gs—) . X
H(Q)(<—><T> L™2s=o (Q) is compact (notice that (qus OC;) < 2N25), up to a subsequence, u, — u
2(gs—«

in L™2s=a (). Now we can apply (7.1) with u, —u to have

. - -2
[t — u”%q(Qﬁ*a) S lun — UHH(Q) l|n — uH 2(qs @) S 2M [Jup — ul| 2(gs—a) . (7.5)
L 25—« (Q) L 2s—« (Q)
From (7.5), we deduce that w, — w in L9(£2,6~%). Therefore H(2) << L2(Q,5~¢). O

Proposition 7.3. Assume that a € L"(£2,97) is a positive function with r > N;j. Then
H(Q) << L*(Q,a).

PROOF. Put o = -25. Since r > % > 1+ &, it follows that

2r <2(N—a)
r—1 N —2s

By Lemma 7.2, H(Q) << L*'(Q,6~%) and estimate (7.4) holds with ¢ = 2/, namely
[ull 2 (@ 5-0) S lllpzg)»  Vu € H(Q). (7.6)

1+g§2r': and o < 2s.
2s
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Using Holder’s inequality, one has

1
r

1
/a!u\de = / ad ul?6~ 7 dx < </ a”é“’dw)r </ ]u\wéadaﬁ>r ,
Q Q Q Q

for any u € LQ",(Q, d~%). Equivalently,

1
el @y < Nl gm0l 120 g (77)
Combining (7.6) and (7.7) yields

1
[ull2@.0) S NlallZrqom)llullm@), Ve e HQ). (7.8)

Moreover, from Lemma 7.2 and (7.7), we obtain H(Q) << L*'(Q,6~%) < L*(Q,a). This
implies that H(Q) << L?(£2,a). We complete the proof. O

7.2. Eigenproblems. We consider the weighted eigenproblem
Lu =cau in €,
u=0 on 01}, (7.9)
u=0 in RV\Q (if applicable),

where a € L"(Q,67), r > N;;'Y, is a positive function. This problem has been studied in [19] in
the case a = 1. In this case, one has ¢ € 67L>°(Q2) [19, Proposition 3.7], where ¢ is an arbitrary
eigenfunction of L. Furthermore, the first eigenvalue and the corresponding eigenfunction of L

are characterized by (see [12, Proposition 5.1})

/ u?dx / prdzx
Q _ Q

! “ELQ(Q)\{O}/UGQ[u]dx /ngGQ[SDl]dx
Q Q

with ¢1 ~ §7 in Q.

In our present work, we consider the eigenproblem in a framework involving spaces H((2)
(cf. space HL(Q) in [19]). More precisely, a nonzero function ¢ € H(Q) is an eigenfunction
associated to an eigenvalue o if

(0, Em) = J/Qagofd:c, VE € H(Q). (7.10)

Remark 7.4. We note that the right-hand side of (7.10) is well-defined by Proposition 7.3.
Furthermore, it can easily be seen that if ¢ satisfies (7.10), then ¢ = 0G%[ayp]. Indeed, for a
function ¢ € C2°(), choosing G*[¢] € H(Q) as a test function in (7.10), one has

(0. G gy = @ /QasoG“[adx.

By noticing that
(01 COE]) ) = [ o and [ apGolelds = [ G lagleds,

we conclude that
| (o= o6ad) edo, v € CF(0)
Q
from which we have ¢ = 0G%[ay).

Proposition 7.5. Let 0 < a € L"(,67) with r > NQ—? Then the eigenproblem

2
s el F=eey

- e @) (7.11)
SEHO\0} [|0] 720 0)
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admits a positive minimizer ¢f in H(S2) with normalization |¢%||12(q,e) = 1. Therefore of
is the first eigenvalue of I in H(Q2) with respect to the weight a and ¢§ is a corresponding
eigenfunction. The eigenpair (o, ¢}) solves (7.9) in the sense

N —— /Q agicde, Ve € H(Q). (7.12)

PROOF. The proof is standard and similar to that in [64, Proposition 9]. It is easy to see that
0 < of < oo. Moreover, from (7.8), there exists a constant C' > 0 depending on |[a||z(q,5v),
such that

lul2200) < Cllulldgy ¥u € HQ).

Without loss of generality, we may assume that there exists a sequence {u,} C H(Q2) such that
[unllr20,q) =1 and [lun||gq) — of. Since H(Q) is reflexive, there exists a function ¢f € H((2)
such that u,, — ¢¢ in H(Q). Since the embedding H(2) < L?(£2,a) is compact (Proposition
7.3), un — ©§ in L?(,a). Thus,

of < [lefllm@) < hgﬁ&ﬂ\“ﬂ‘mm = o7,

which, together with the fact that [[¢f[|12(q,q) = 1, implies that ¢ is a minimizer of (7.11). By
a standard argument, we can show that ¢§ can be chosen to be nonnegative and ¢f solves (7.9)
in the sense of (7.12). The proof is complete. O

Lemma 7.6. Let 0 < a € L"(R,6") with r > Nz—? and of be the first eigenvalue defined by
(7.11). Assume that 0¢ > 1. Then for any f € H™(Q), the problem

Lu=au+f inQ,
u=0 on 012, (7.13)
u=0 in RV\Q (if applicable),

has a unique variational solution u € H(€2).
PROOF. We define the bilinear form A : H(Q2) x H(2) — R by

A(u,v) = (U, V) ) — /Qauvdx, Vu,v € H(Q).

It can be seen that A is continuous since
[Au, v)| < [ (u, v)g o) | +/Qa\uv\dw < (14 C?lall 1 q.5m) Nullzy 10llmq) »

by using Holder’s inequality and estimate (7.8). Furthermore, A is coercive. Indeed, from
Proposition 7.5, we see that

ot 1€l 7200 < €lfry V€ € HSQ). (7.14)

By (7.14) and assumption ¢f > 1, we have

1
Al ) = [JulZq) - /Q a’de > (1 - ;) lulZq . Vu e HQ).
1

Invoking Lax-Milgram theorem, we conclude that for every f € H~'(f2), there exists a unique
u € H(Q) such that

A(u,§) = (f,€), V€ e H(Q).
This implies that (7.13) has a unique solution u € H(2). We complete the proof. O
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7.3. Key regularity results.

Lemma 7.7. Assume 0 < a € L"(,6") with r > % Then there exists a constant o =

o(N,s,~,r) > 1 such that, for every ¢ > 1, the linear operator
T: LY, a0") — L (Q,ad"),
f = Gaf]
is continuous. Moreover, there exists a constant C' = C (2, N, s,~,r) > 0 such that

l+lo'

T 2o (@,a6v) < C HaHer 2 I Leuasnys VI € LR, ad”). (7.15)
The following Holder’s inequality will be used several times in the proof of the lemma.
q qg—1
(/ |v|d7‘> < </ |v|qd7'> (/ d7'> , (7.16)
Q Q Q
for ¢ > 1 and 7 is a positive bounded measure.

Proor. We will prove (7.15), which implies the continuity of the linear operator T. Since

r> N;;V, r < Nﬁjgs = p*. Choose o € <1, %) Recall from (4.9) that

/ Gz, y)a(y)dy < C1(Q, N, s,7) lall r,5v) - (7.17)

Using Holder’s inequality (7.16) with ¢ = ¢ and dr = G%(z,y)a(y)dy, and (7.17), we have
lo
@I < ([ i)

<aff G%,ym(y)dy)(z ” ([ walswrama)
< alllifeh ([ @ity

where Cy = C] =D with Cy being the constant in (7.17). Then applying again Holder’s
inequality (7.16) with ¢ = o and dr = |f( )|fa(y)é(y)?dy, we obtain

‘o o(t—1) (z y 4 v
IT[f](z)|% < Cs|a Hm«m (/ 3y Sy Wle)?w) dy) (7.18)

G (x,
< Gl e, NG /Q (SE2) latiwray

Set
o(l—1
Map = lall 7y 11 s

By Fubini’s theorem and (7.18), we have

. a9)\”
[ i@ty < oty [ [ (S 156 o)y atwpa da

et [ ([ (%)wa)é(mw) () a(u)5(u) dy.

Using Hélder’s inequality again, we see that

1

’

= [ (%)an(xmzuaum,m) ( i (%) 6<x>”dx>r. (719)



28 P.-T. HUYNH AND P.-T. NGUYEN

This estimate and Corollary 4.9 (notice that or’ < p*) yield
, 1
G a,y) 7 ;
1) < a0 ( L(Ge2) seras) <Caladpas. 020

Using estimate (7.20) and taking into account the definition of M, ¢, we derive

o o({—1)+1
| M@ a(e)s(@)de < CaCalallF5e 3 1 0
This implies (7.15) with the constant C' = C'(N,Q,s,v,r). O
Proposition 7.8. Assume0 < a € L"(Q2,07) with r > % and u € L*(Q2,ad") with £ > 1. Let

{u,} be the sequences given by
Uy = U, Uprl = Gﬂ[aun], Vn € N.
Then there exists ng € N such that u,, € L>(2). Moreover,

1
HUNOHL“’(Q < Chp, HaHLr(Q 57) HUHLZ(Q,aM)
for some constant Cp, = Cp,(Q, N,s,v,r) > 0.
PRrROOF. Let {/,} be a sequence given by ¢y = ¢ and ¢, 1 = {0 for n € N. By the argument

as in Lemma 7.7, u,, € L9 (9,a0”) for any n € N and
1 1

[
[unl| pen (,a6m) <CHCLHU(95~/ [un—1l tn-1 (0 a6m)
for some C' = C(Q, N, s,7,r). This implies

= ik
| n @5y < C™ el 65‘; [l Le(,a5m)- (7.21)

Using Holder’s inequality, we have

i1 ()] < /Q GO, y)a(y) [un ()| dy

Q gl _Z;L_’Y m
< lunll Len (,087) QG (z,y)a(y)o(y)” ™ dy

/ N (7.22)
n z+z Q ~by .
< O™ all s el e ( RS dy)

1
n41— Q g’ / /1+ﬁ o
Cm lall i Nl e ( [ &) mdy) s

Claim. Let ay,as > 0 be such that oy < ai and ag < yayp. There holds

/ Gﬂ(x,y)o‘15(y)_a2dy < C(Q,N,s,7v,aq,q3).
Q

Indeed, one has
ag

0(y)er
G (z,y) < C (N)_QHQ, Vo,y € Qx # v,
|z -y
which, together with the fact that ag (N — 2s) + as < N due to oy < 2, implies
Q aq —a <
/QG (z,y)*o(y) " dy < C o g dy < C.

Using the above claim with oy = £,,r" and ag = yr'(L + %), to show that

’ / o,
/ G, y)" (y) " TR dy < oo,
Q
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it is sufficient to check

1 7 N yr'! 1 7
"4+ <ly < — -+ - 7.23
T(r—i_ﬁn)_"r N—-2s N —2s r+€n (7.23)

for some n large enough. The inequalities are equivalent to
2sr — (N 1

r>1 and uén >y <r — —> , (7.24)

r—1 r—1

N+~

respectively. Since r > = and £,, — oo as n — oo, there exists ng € N large enough such that
(7.24) holds for n = ng. This means (7.23) is fulfilled for n = ng.

Using (7.22) with n = ng, we conclude that w,,+; € L°(§2) with

~ no+1—1
g +1(@)] < CC™ Jall 25 Nl ooy

We complete the proof. O
Proposition 7.9. Let 0 < a € L"(,67) with r > Nz—ty and f € L™(Q,67) with m > NQ—?
Assume u is a weak-dual solution of (7.13). Then u € L*(Q).
PROOF. Since u is a weak-dual solution of (7.13), we can write
u = G®fau] + G2[f] = GaGau]] + GaGOf]) + C2f] = -
In particular, we can write
U=vp+wy+---+w, neN,

where vy = u, V41 = GP[av,], n € N and wy = G[f], wny1 = G¥[aw,], n € N*. It can be seen
from estimate (4.9) that w, € L>(Q2) for all n € N* since

HGQ[f]HLoo(Q) < CHfHLm(Q,(SW)a vf € Lm(Q’(S,Y)
By Proposition 7.8 there exists an ng such that v,, € L*(92). Thus u € L>®(Q). O

The next result provides a uniform upper bound for weak-dual solutions of (3.4).

Proposition 7.10. Assume that u is a nonnegative weak-dual solution of (3.4) for A > 0.
Then there exists a constant C' = C'(2, N, s,v, A1) such that

MG ] < u < C(G¥[u] + 1) ae. in €. (7.25)
Proor. Without loss of generality, assume that A\ = 1 and u is a nonnegative weak-dual solution

of (3.4) with A\ = 1. By the representation u = G*[u] + G®[uP], it is easy to see that u > G[y]
a.e. in . Using again the representation and the inequality (a + b)P < 2P(a? + bP), one has

u= G +G? [(G[u] + G [w])] < G"u] +2° (GG [u]] + GG [u]7]) .

Since G¥[G[u]] < ¢,G%[u], one has u < OG%[y] + 2°GG?[uP]P] where C = C(Q, N, 5,7, p).
Let {u,} be a sequence given by

g =u, Upy1 = G(u,)?], neN.

By induction, we obtain
u < Co(G2[u] +un), VneN, (7.26)

where C,, depends on 2, N, s,7,p,n. It is enough to prove that there exists an ng such that w,,
is bounded. To that end, we define a dominant sequence {v,} by

Vg = U, Upi1 = Gﬂ[up_lvn], Vn € N.

We observe that v,, > u, for every n € N since u > u,, for every n € N.
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Fix ¢ € (1,p* — p+ 1). Applying Proposition 7.8 for r = p’ > (p*)’ (due to p < p*),
a=uP"t e LV (Q,87) (since u € LP(2,57)) and the sequence {v,}, one deduce that there exists
no € N large enough such that

1
no—31)(p—1 _ ‘
fons (o) < Con@ Nyl ([ e t0ae) <. am

The second estimate follows from (6.16) since for any ¢ € (1,p*), one has u € L%(2,47) and
]| La(0,5v) is bounded from above by a constant C' = C(N, €, s,7, A1, p,q). Combining (7.26),

(7.27) and the inequality u, < wv,, we obtain u < C,,(G®[u] + 1). Thus we complete the
proof. O

8. SEMILINEAR EQUATIONS: UNIQUENESS AND MULTIPLICITY

In this section, we assume that (L1)—(L3) and (G1)—(G3) hold.

8.1. Stability. We will prove the (semi-)stability of the minimal solution u, of (3.4).

Let us recall the definition of stable solutions (see, for instance [35, Definition 1.1.2]).

Definition 8.1. A solution of u of (3.4) is stable (respectively, semistable) if
€l > (resp. =) p [ %o, vE € )\ ()

Recall that for every A € (0, A*), (3.4) admits a minimal nonnegative solution u, € LP(2,47),
p € [1,p*) (Theorem 3.3).

Proposition 8.2. For every A € (0, \*), the minimal nonnegative solution u, of (3.4) is stable.

Proor. We first prove the stability of minimal solutions u,, provided that A > 0 is small
enough. By Lemma 6.5 and Theorem 3.3, one can see that 0 < u, < T(A\)G?[y] for all A > 0
small enough, where T is increasing and T'(A) — 0 as A — 0. Hence, for £ € H(2) \ {0}, we
have

P /Q 4 (uy )P e < p /Q (TG )" da < pT (VP! /Q G [P da.

Since G%[u] € LI(£,67) for any ¢ € [1,p*), one has G?[u]P~! € L"(Q,47) for some r > NQ—"ZV
Thus, the embedding H(Q) < L2(2, G?[u]P~') is continuous and also compact (see Proposition
7.3). This implies

P/Q§2(2A)p_1d90 < pT (M) /§2§2GQ[M]p_1d9C < CTOV)P ! €l < €l -

if A > 0 is small enough. We conclude that in this case, u, is stable.

Suppose there exists a A € (0, \*) such that u, is not stable. Then one has

€1

o) = in
¥ €eR(Q) 620 [q p(uy)P~1E2d

By applying Proposition 7.5 with a = (u,)?~' € L?(€,07), we deduce that there exists a
minimizer 0 < &; € H(2), which means

B H&H[QHI(Q)
Jop(uy)P~1&da

o(})

Moreover, there holds

<&Qmm:dMAfWﬁ”&w% V¢ € H(Q). (8.1)
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Choose A € (A, A*) and denote by uy the minimal solution of (3.4) for parameter A Set
w :=uz —uy > 0. Due to Proposition 4.14, one has

w=G(uz)” = (un)"] + A = NG ] = G2[p(w,)" ' w] + e(A = NG G [u]).
By noticing that u € M™(Q,§7) with [l pa,6m) = 1, one has

G /Gﬂwy)du /5 )76(y) dp(y) = 6(z)?, x€Q,

which implies G[G?[u]] = G[07] a.e. in Q. This gives w > G%[p(uy )P~ w] + ¢G2[§"] for
some positive constant ¢ On the other hand, the function v = ¢G®[§7] satisfying v < w and
obviously, v < G®[p(u,)P~1v] + ¢G?[67]. We deduce from Proposition 6.4 that there exists a
weak-dual solution @ € L'(£2,87) of the problem

Li = p(uy)P"ta+ ¢ in Q,
u=0 on 02, (8.2)
u=0 in RV\Q (if applicable).
Since 0 < @ < w, it follows that @ € L4(£2,§7) for any ¢ < p*. Furthermore, since uy € L(2,07)

for any ¢ < p* by Remark 6.6, we have (u,)?~ € L"(£,67) for some r > % Corollary 7.9
shows that @ € L>(Q).

Under assumption (G3), i.e. N > N,,, we prove that @ belongs to H(2). It is enough
to demonstrate that the right-hand side of the equation in (8.2) belongs to L?(f2). Since
@, 87 € L*°(Q), we need to show that (u,)?~! € L?(Q). To this purpose, we will consider
two cases.

Case 1: v > 2s. One has Ny, = 4s(y+1) — . Since N > N, (which implies 0 < ;75 < 1)
and (uy )P~ € L7(2,87), it follows that

2 - TSy % -2 17%
/\u)\] dw-/ |y | 57 5 Vda < /QIQA] 0dx /95 r=2dx < +00.

Hence (u,)P~! € L?(Q
Case 2: v < 2s. One has Ns, = 4s. By Remark 6.3, uy, € L(12) for ¢ < #m, which
implies (uy)P~! € L™(Q) for some r > ££. Since N > N, = 4s, we derive (uy)?~! € L*(Q).

In both cases, when N > N ., we have G*[(u, )P~ 1] € H(Q) and hence @ € H(Q2). Choosing
&1 € H(Q) as a test function in (8.2) and @ as a test function in (8.1), one has

/ pluy)P ligide + ¢ / &167dr = (i, & ) = o(A) / p(uy)P~ & ade,
Q Q Q

which is a contradiction since we assumed that o(\) < 1. We conclude that u, is stable for all

X e (0,0"). O

8.2. Uniqueness of the extremal solution. We study the uniqueness of the extremal solu-
tion of (3.4), which is the minimal solution in the case A\ = \*.

Lemma 8.3. Assume that (3.4) has a nonnegative weak-dual solution uy, A € (0, \*]. Denote
by {uaxn}, n € N, A > 0 the sequence as in (6.6). Then there exists an ng such that for all
n > ng, one has

uy —uxp, € L(Q), YA e (0,
Unnt1 — Urp € L(R), YA >0.
then
uy —uy, € H(Q), YAe (0,\],
Un 1 — Unp, € H(Q), YA >0.

Furthermore, if N > N 5,
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PRrROOF. For A < \*, it can easily be seen that
Uy — Upnp1 = G [(un)? — (upn)P] < G2 [p(ur)P ™ (uy —unn)], VneN.

Consider the sequence wy g = uy — uyo and wy p41 = GQ[p(uA)p_lw)w] for n € N. It can be
seen that wy o € L(Q,87) for all ¢ € [1,p*) and (ur)P~! € L™(Q,87),r > % By Proposition
7.8, there exists an ng such that w) , € L>(Q2) for all n > ng. Since 0 < uy — uy, < wy, for
all n € N, we conclude that uy —uy, € L*() for all n > ng. The second statement can be
proceeded similarly by noticing that

U n+1 — Uxn = GQ[(UA,n)p - (u)\,nfl)pL Vn € N.
Finally, if N > N, then by the same argument as in the proof of Proposition 8.2 we have
uy — uy, € H(Q) and wy 41 — uppn € H(2). The proof is complete. O
Proposition 8.4. The minimal positive weak-dual solution wuy. of (3.4) with A\ = \* is semi-

stable. Moreover, o(\*) =1 where

[
o(\*) = inf . 8.3
() ceHQ\{0} [ p(uy-)P~1E2dx ®.3)

PRrOOF. Step 1. We prove the semi-stability of wy.. Since u, is stable for all A € (0,\*)
(Proposition 8.2), we know that

€l = o) [ plusp o > [ pluyyien, Ve H@\OL  (4)
Q Q
Letting A A" in (8.4), one has
6l 2 [ plur P ieds, Ve € EO\(O) (8.5)

which means u,y. is semi-stable.

Step 2. Let o(\*) be defined in (8.3). We infer from (8.5) that o(A*) > 1. We will show
that o(A*) = 1. Suppose by contradiction that o(A\*) > 1. Let wuy,, be the function given in
Lemma 8.3. Consider the problem

Lw = (w+ u)vnoJrl)p - (UAJLO )Pin €,
u=20 on 0f), (8.6)
u=0 in RV\Q (if applicable),
and the map
F(w,\) :==Lw — (w + U)\7n0+1)p + (U)\,no)p, w e H(Q),\ > 0.
It can be seen that F : (0,00) x H(Q2) — H™(Q2). Indeed, since N > N ., one has uy 41 —
Uz no € H(Q) by Lemma 8.3. Furthermore, w + uy po4+1 € L"(2,67), r > % Thus, since
0 S (w + u)\,n0+l)p - (u)\,no)p S p(w + u)\,n0+1)p_1(w + u)\,n0+1 - u)\,no)
and p(w + Uy ng+1)P (W + U g1 — Urng) € HH(S2) by the embedding in Proposition 7.3, we
conclude that (w + uy ngt+1)? — (Urn, )P € HL(R).
One can see that F' is a differentiable map with

oF

5 (W, ) 1 H(Q) x (0,00) — H~(Q)
OF - (8.7)
%(w, Mo =Lv —p(w+ urne+1)’ v, veH(Q),A>0.

In (8.7), choose A := X\* and w* := uy+ — Up* po+1 € H(), by Lemma 8.3 and the fact that
N > N, . Since o(A*) > 1, using Lemma 7.6, it can be seen that
OF

a—w(w*, MY = Lo — p(uy. )P to, veH(Q)
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realizes an isomorphism from H(Q) to H~!(Q2). By the Implicit Function Theorem, there exists
an € > 0 such that (8.6) has a solution wy € H(Q2) for any A € (\* — e, \* + ¢). This solution
can be written as wy = G*[(wx + ur ng+1)?] — G[(uxn,)P] by Remark 7.4. By the continuity
of the map A — wy, one has wy > 0 for any A € (\* — e, \* 4+ ¢). Furthermore,

W+ Un g1 = G(wx + Urng+1)P] + Urngt1 — G (r )]
= G"[(w» + trmp41)"] + AG?[u],

for some A > A\*, which is a contradiction since (3.4) has no positive solution for A > A*. We
conclude that o(A\*) = 1. O

PROOF OF THEOREM 3.4(1). Let u > u,. be a nonnegative solution of (3.4) with A = A\*. We
will show that v = u,.. Suppose by contradiction that u > u,. in a set of positive measure.
Using Proposition 8.3, u — uy. € H(2) and

u— 1wy = G — (uy )] > G p(uy- )P (u — uye)],
by the maximal principle (see Lemma 4.3). Thus,

/ Plure )61 (1 — 1wy ) = / (1 — upe)rde > / Py P11 (u — . )d,
Q Q Q

where & is the solution to (8.1), which is a contradiction. We conclude that (3.4) has a unique
solution for A = A\*. U

8.3. Multiplicity. In this subsection, we look for a second solution of (3.4) for A € (0, \*).
To this end, we prove the existence of nontrivial solutions of the problem

Lv = (uy + v+)p — (uy)? :== h(uy,v) inQ,
u=0 on 0, (8.8)
u=20 in RV\Q (if applicable).

Recall that a function v € H(f?) is a variational solution of (8.8) if

0,8y = | By, v)éde, v SH(@), (.9)

It can easily be seen that a variational solution of (8.8) is a critical point of the natural
functional J : H(Q2) — R associated to (8.9) which is given by

T) = 1 ol / Hiuy, v)dz, Vo € H(Q),

where

b

1

H(a,b) := / h(a,t)dt = | [((a+ TP —a?t] —aPbt, a>0,b€R.
0

Let us recall a technical lemma in [57] which will be used in the sequel.
Lemma 8.5 ([57, Lemma C.2]).

(1) For all € > 0, there exists a ¢. > 0 such that

1
H(a,b) < < ;6> paP~v? + e P, Va,b > 0. (8.10)

(2) There holds

1
" 1ap+1 < H(a,b) < 5h(a,b)a, Va,b>0. (8.11)

(3) There exists a constant ¢, > 0 such that
h(a,b)b — (2 + ¢,)H(a,b) > —%ap*b?, Ya,b > 0. (8.12)
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To prove the existence of a nontrivial solution of (8.8), we invoke the Mountain Pass Theorem
(see [67, Theorem 6.1], [6]).

Theorem 8.6. Problem (8.8) admits a nontrivial variational solution.

PRrOOF. Step 1. We first prove that J has the mountain pass geometry.
We observe that J(0) = 0 and

50) = 5 [I0lfoy = [ plurr 1] - | [ o - 5 [ sty iei
5 (1= 05 ) Wl = (5 [ ptwr=v2an +c. [ jop+ias)

1 1 2 +1
>3 (1= 555 <) Tl — < el

1 1 2
zig—;ayf)mmm—%mwm,

where we have used (8.10) and the stability of u, in the second line, and the Sobolev inequality
in the last line. Choosing a fixed ¢ > 0 small enough and noticing that o(A) > 1 since u, is
stable, we have

2 1
J) > et ol — ez I,
for some c1,cp > 0. Fix [|v][g) = 1. Since p+1 > 2, we know that there exists Zo such that
J(tov) :== B > 0. Next, let vy € H(S2), vo > 0 such that [[vo ||y = 1. Using (8.11), we have

2 AR 2
J(tvg) < b HUOHH(Q) - ? [|v 0||Lp+1 © = 9 ? [|v 0||Lp+1(g) .

If we choose tg > 0 large enough then J(tvg) < 0 for all ¢ > tg.

Step 2. We prove that J satisfies (PS) condition. Recall that a functional J satisfies (PS)
condition if for any sequence {v,} in H(Q) satisfying J(v,) — ¢ and J'(v,) — 0 as n — oo,
there exists a convergent subsequence of {vy,}.

Let {v,} C H(R) satisfying J(v,,) — ¢ and J'(v,) — 0 as n — co. Then there exist an ng € N
and c3,cq > 0 such that

1
ol = [ Hlwon)de = J(w) < o (.13)
and
<Un7w>H(Q) - /Qh(gA7vn)wdx = <JI(U7L)7w>H—1(Q)7H(Q) S HwHH(Q) (8'14)
for all n > ng and w € H(Q2). Multiplying both sides of (8.13) by (2 + ¢,), where ¢, is given in
Lemma 8.5(3), and choosing w = —v,, € H(2) in (8.14), one has

1
32+ ol — (2 +6) | Hlus e < a2+ ),

N <Un7vn>H(Q) +/ h(gA,vn)vndx = <Un7vn>H(Q) +/ h(g)nvn)(vn)erx (815)
& Q
< ey [lonllgg)
Combining (8.15) with Lemma 8.5(3) yields

1 c
32+ &) loullhey = (o vy = 2 [ ) e2ds < callouley + a2+ ). (510

Since u, is stable, we have

“p 1 2 ‘ 2 -1,2
2 (1= o) Tonlir < % [lonllioy = [ plauayoda] (5.17)
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By (8.16) and (8.17), we deduce that

%

1 2
5 \ 1~ ) [onllfr) < callvnllm@) +e3(2 + cp).

This, together with the fact that o(\) > 1, implies {v,} is bounded in H(2). Thus, since

2 < p+1< 25 there exist a subsequence of {v,}, still denoted by {v,}, and a function

v € H(Q2) such that
v, — v in H(Q),
v, — v in L2, (uy)P™1) and in LPT(Q),

v, — v a.e. in €.

We will prove that
ol = ol - (8.18)
from which we conclude that v,, — v in H(£2). One has
<JI(Un),Un - U>H—1(Q),H(Q) = (Un, vp — U>H(Q) - /Q h(uy, vn)(vn — v)da. (8.19)
On the one hand, since J'(v,) — 0 and v, — v in H(2) as n — oo, we derive
Jgrolo(t],(vn), Un — U>H*1(Q),H(Q) = 0. (820)

On the other hand, we infer from the inequality h(s,t) < C(sP~|t| + [t|P) that

/Q h(wy,vn)(vy — v)de

= C/ [(QA)p71|Un| + |Un|p] |vp, — v|dz
Q

1 1
<c ( [ 1o - v|2<m>p—1dx)2 ( / |vn|2<w—1dw)2
Q 9]
+C </ \vn\pﬂdm) </ vy, — v\p+1dx> .
Q 9]

The right hand side tends to 0 as n — oo since v, — v in LPT1(Q) and also in L2(£2, (u,)P~1),
which gives

/ h(wy,vn)(vn, —v)dz — 0 as n — oo. (8.21)
Q

Combining (8.19)—(8.21) leads to (8.18). As a result, since H(f2) is a Hilbert space, u,, — u in
H(€2). Thus, J satisfies (PS) condition.

By the Mountain Pass Theorem, we derive the existence of a nontrivial critical point v € H(£2)
of J, which is a nontrivial variational solution of (8.8). We complete the proof. U

PROOF OF THEOREM 3.4(2). Theorem 8.6 shows that there exists a nontrivial nonnegative
solution v of (8.8), which means v = G[(u, +v)P] — G*[(u,)P] > 0 by Lemma 4.3. This implies
uy + v = G(uy + v)?] + AG?[u], therefore u, + v is a solution which is strictly greater than
uy. The bounds on u) are obtained in Proposition 7.10. We complete the proof. U

9. OTHER EXAMPLES

We present below further examples to which our theory can be applied.
Laplacian with a Hardy potential. We consider an operator created by perturbing the
classical Laplacian by a Hardy potential which is strongly singular on the boundary
K

L:LHZ:—A—5—2,



36 P.-T. HUYNH AND P.-T. NGUYEN

where k is a parameter. This operator is a special case of Schrodinger operators and has been
investigated extensively in the literature (see, for instance, [7, 43, 55, 44]). The best constant
in Hardy’s inequality, i.e. the quantity

/ \Vul|*da
Cr(Q) = inf 9.1
i crlthor [ roiae (9)

is deeply involved in the study of L. It is classical that C(€2) € (0, 1]. Our theory is applicable
to operator L = L, with x € (0,Cy(f2)). Indeed, we have

qQ 02
Moreover, by (9.1) and the condition « € (0, CH(Q)) we have, for any u € C°(Q)

(Lt ) gy > (1 CH > / Vul2dz > (C () — k)

Combining (9.2) and (9.3) yields (L1)—(L3).
Next, (G1) holds by [39, The paragraph before Theorem 4.11] and Lemma A.1 (see also

43 and (G2) holds with s = 1 and = + T — KR by 39 Theorem 4.11]. [ inally,
v = 2
assumptlon (G3) reads as N > 3.

(Lu,v) 2 (q) = / Vu Vode —k | e dr = (Lo, u) 2y, Vu,v € CZ(). (9.2)
Q

2
a2 ey 03

Restricted relativistic Schrodinger operators. We consider a class of relativistic Schrodinger
operators with mass m > 0 of the form

L=L5 :=(—A+m?I)® — m*I,

restricted to functions that are zero outside 2, where s € (0,1) and I is the identity operator.
By [37, (1.3) and (6.7)], L5, can be alternatively expressed by

Lu(z) = chsmNHSPV/ MKN+2S (m|z —y|)dy, =€,
R

N -y

where, for v > 0,

K, (r) ~ F(;) <g>_y, r >0,

with I" being the usual Gamma function. The study of this operator and its variants has recently
attracted a lot of attention from numerous mathematicians because of its significant interest to
many research areas in mathematics and physics (see [60, 37, 5]). Furthermore, by [37, (1.3)
and (6.7)], L3, can be alternatively expressed by

Lu(z) = chsmNHSPV/ MKN+QS (m|z —y|)dy, =€,
R

N -y

where, for v > 0,

K, (r) ~ F(;) <g>_y, r >0,

with I' being the usual Gamma function.

Let u € C2°(Q), we write

Lu(z) = cN,SmN;QS P.V./ %KNH (m|z — y[)dy
RN\{Jz—y|<1} |z —y| 2
+ cN,Sm%P.V. u(w) = uly) = v;,ﬁ(i) (@ =y) K nios (m|z — y|)dy
{lz—y|<1} [z —y| 2 ’

=: I1(z) + Iz(x).
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It can be seen that

1) S el [ ey Sl e )
FEO Jov\o-yizay o — gV e

while
1D?u| o
Bl /{|x—y|31} \x—y\w(‘;sdy S 1Pl

We conclude that Lu € L>(Q) C L?(Q2). Hence, by proceeding as in the case of the RFL in
Subsection 2.3, we conclude that (L1)—(L3) hold.

Next, (G1) follows from [60, Theorem 1] and Lemma A.1. It can be seen that (G2) is satisfied
with v = s (see [60, 37, Theorem 4]). Finally, (G3) becomes N > 4s.

Sum of two RFLs. Let 0 < § < o < 1, we consider the sum of a-RFL and S-RFL given by
Lu(e) = (~A)feu@) + (=)o u(e) = PV [ Joplop)(u(e) = uly)dy

where

1 CN,« CN,B
Jop(z,y) = ( —— + : .
" o=y \Jo—yPe " Jo %8
This type of operators has been introduced in [26]. It can be seen that H(Q) = Hg,(€2), and
therefore, by proceeding as in the case of RFL in Subsection 2.3 with minor modification, we

can show that (L1)—(L3) are also satisfied.

Next, (G1) is satisfied due to [26] and Lemma A.1. By [26, Corollary 1.2], (G2) holds with
s = = «. Finally, (G3) becomes N > 4a.

An interpolation of the RFL and the SFL. For 01,09 € (0, 1], we consider the oo-spectral

decomposition of the o1-RFL in a domain €2, namely [(—A)?{FL] (Sfi“L This type of interpolation

operator has been recently studied in [50] by using a probabilistic approach.

Let Z be a rotationally invariant o;—stable process in RY (for instance, one can consider
a Brownian motion X in RY subordinated by an independent o;—stable subordinator), and
Z% be the subprocess of Z that is killed upon existing €. Then we subordinate Z% by an
independent oy—stable subordinator T to obtain a process Y2, i.e. (Y); = (Z%)1,. Denote
by (R{®) the semigroup of Y. The infinitesimal generator £7:72 of the semigroup (RS}) can be
written as

L= £ o (A )T
In particular, one has from [50, (2.20) and (3.4)] that

ﬁmww=é%mmwwmﬂWWMwmmwm,uaﬁm, (9.4)

where
lhm@wwz/m%ﬁwwwwm
o (9.5)
) = [ Q—Amﬁww@}ww
In (9.5),
v(dt) = %t"’?’ldt
.

is the Lévy measure of the oy-stable subordinator T and p,, (¢, z, y) denotes the heat kernel of the
01-RFL in the domain Q. By [51, Proposition 3.4], one has £71:92 : C2°(Q) C L*(Q) — L*(Q)
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and the quadratic form of £71:92 is

(L7V72u,0) 12y = (u, L77720) 12
//’%@my u(e) - u(y)) (v(x) — v(y))dady (9.6)
/n01702(x)u(x)v(x)dx
Q

for every u,v € C2°(€2). Therefore £71:72 is positive and symmetric on C2°(€2). As explained in
Section 2, it can be extended to a positive self-adjoint operator, still denoted by £7172 whose
quadratic form domain is denoted by H(f2). Note that H(2) is a Hilbert space and CZ°(Q2) is
dense in H(f2). The reader is referred to [48, 50] for more details.

Alternatively, as in the case of the spectral fractional Laplacian (—A)gp;,, one can define the
interpolation operator [(—A)Zy ] gi‘L in term of the spectral decomposition of (—A)Z. We

follow the strategy in [3, 18]. Consider the eigenproblem

(—A)gFLu = Au in Q,
u=0 inR\Q.

Let GY be the Green kernel of (—A)gk in €. Since G, : L3(2) — L*(Q) is compact, (—A)Zy,
admits a discrete spectrum {\,, ,} such that 0 < )\0171 <A 2 < Agym S H00. Let {pg 0}
be the corresponding eigenfunctions. Therefore, there exists an orthonormal basis of L?(Q)
consisting of eigenfunctions {¢s, n} (see [12, 65]).

—

For a function u € C°(), one has u = Y7 | Uy, nPo, n, Where Uy, , = [ Uy, ndz. Thus,
one can define the op—spectral decomposition of (—A)%E;, by

Lu(x) =Y (Aeyn)ligy o (), u € CX(Q). (9.7)
n=1

By density, this operator can be extended to the Hilbert space

[e.e]
H:= {u € L) : ully; = Aoy )|ty ml* < oo} : (9.8)
n=1
Thus, if u € H, then Lu € H~!, the topological dual of H, and
o0
<LU7U>H—1,H = <u7v>H = Z()‘Uhn)@mmv u,v € H. (9.9)
n=1

We will show that (9.6) and (9.9) are in fact equivalent up to a constant. Recall that by [23
Theorem 3.8], the heat kernel for (—A)7 in € can be written as

o0
Doy (tw,y) =D e 1m0 0 (2)p0, m(y), t>0,2,y € Q. (9.10)
n=1
For u,v € CZ°(2), one has
o0
(L, ) 1 = Y oyn) oy oy
n=1
dt
B
I(1—0y) Z/ Uy nUarm — € 7L ufn,n%hn) {140z
o2 /OO SN T dt
== Uy nU - L Uy -
P(l _0_2) 0 nl o1,nY01,n o1,nYo1,n tlto2

- i [ [ [ dy//mtw opl)dady | 5
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Here we have used the formula

o > dt
o_ _ - 1— —tA
! r<1—a>/o< T

in the second equality and Fubini’s theorem in the third equality. Thus,

(Lthgor = s [ | o) Cwlo) = ) oty v

1—02/ / < /ngl(t,:c,y)d;,;> dytli—tag (9.11)

=: I (u,v) + Iz (u,v)

We will treat the terms I (u,v) and Ig(u,v) successively. As for I;, by taking © = v and by
interchanging = and y in the formula, we obtain

) = g [ bt | o) = a)? dsay

hence 0 < I1(u,u) < +oo. Next, by interchanging = and y in the formula, we get

(o) = fii@ L7 L ot (wto) ) (o) = o600 |

T (1 — o) 1 — o) / / U Por (1, y)tﬁt@] (u(z) —u(y)) (v(x) — v(y)) dedy  (9.12)
= ol y) (@) - u®)) (0() — o)) dady.
79

Next, we see that I»(u, u) > 0 by the fact that 0 < [, po, (t,z,y)dz < 1. Furthermore, we have

0'2 o0 2 dt
I S - 1— — < .
2(“’7“’) F(l . 0_2) A /Q‘u(y)’ ( /Qpal (t,l’,y)dl’) dytl-i—o‘g - <u’u>H(Q) < F0

Thus using Fubini’s theorem and Hoélder’s inequality, we have

Ir(u,v) = ﬁ/ﬂ/j (1 - /me (t,w,y)dw> tfj—;uw)v(y)dy

= | Koyo(W)u(y)v(y)dy.
Q

Combining (9.11), (9.13) and (9.12), we conclude that
(Lu,v) g1 g = (L7 Pu,v) g1y @) s YU, v € O ().

(9.13)

We verify that £71:92 satisfies all the assumptions in Section 2. By the above spectral de-
composition and the fact that the first eigenvalue of £712 is A72 | > 0, (L1) and (L2) hold.

Next we prove that (L3) also holds, i.e. H(Q) = H{,(92), provided that € has smooth
boundary. To this end, we invoke the discrete J—method in [13, Theorem 8.2] and adapt the
argument in [13, pages 5734-5735]. We include it here for the sake of convenience.

By the spectral decomposition, one has u = Zzozl Ugy m, Where g, 5 1= zmgpgl,n. It can
casily be seen that ||t nll 720y = |Ugy.n|- On the other hand, if 20y # 3, one has

2
s 21y = Tl o nll s o = 1wl 100l gz e

2
= [tornl [(=2)" oyl 72y -

By noticing that
/ (=AY gy e = / (=AY oy Pl + / o n(~ A2y e = A2, [T 2,
RN Q RN\Q

we have

Hu01,n||2 201 017 |u¢71,n|2
H @ —
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We next check two conditions in the J—Method. Put
0 0 %
U - )‘01 nJ()‘Uhn?uUh ) )‘01 nmaX{HuUhnHHg”l(Q)7)‘017n“u017nHL2(Q)} - )‘51 n‘uahn‘

From (9.8), we see that U, € [2(N) if and only if § = 1 — 09/2.

It can be easily seen that the eigenvalues of L7172 are {72}, where {\,, n} are the
eigenvalues of (—A)fp,. Since 0 < Ay ng1/Agyn < To for some T'y > 0, it follows that
0 < A7, 1/ 2, < Ig? for every n € N. We conclude from the discrete version of the
J—Method that

F = H301(Q),L2(Q)]1 . = HSO(Q)a
>

since o109 = s. The case 201 = 1 can be proceeded similarly. Note that if o9 = 1, one has the
RFL (—A)fipp,, while o1 = 1 gives the SFL (—A)&g,. We derive that (L3) holds.

Next, (G1) follows from [50] and Lemma A.1. By [50, Theorem 6.4], assumption (G2) is
satisfied with s = o109 and v = ;. This operator is interesting since both cases v < 2s and
v > 25 may occur. Indeed, if oo > 1 then v < 2s and hence (G3) becomes N > 40109. If
o9 < 3 then ~ > 2s and hence (G3) becomes N > 40109(1 4+ 01) — 01.

We conclude that assumptions, (L1)—(L3), (G1)—(G3) hold and thus our theory can be applied
to this type of operators.

A. APPENDIX

In this appendix, we provide a result which can be used to verify assumption (G1) in the
examples considered in Subsection 2.3 and Section 9.

Assume L : dom(LL) C L?(2) — L%(Q) is a positive, self-adjoint operator. It is well known
that the spectrum o(L) of L satisfies o(L) C [0,00). By Hille-Yosida theorem for nonpositive
self-adjoint operators, —IL is the infinitesimal generator of the contraction semigroup {P, =
e Y50 in L%(Q). Furthermore, by the spectral theorem (see [34, Theorem A.4.2] or [61,
Theorem 12.4]), there exists a unique projection-valued measure FE(-) with support on the

spectrum o (L) of L such that
/ AE()

and the semigroup {P;}+>0 can be written as (see e.g. [34, page 480])
P = / e MdE(N). (A1)
o(L)

Assume that the semigroup {P; }+>¢ admits a density kernel (also called heat kernel), namely
there exists for every ¢t > 0 a positive measurable function pg(t, z,y) defined almost everywhere
on 2 x Q such that, for any f € L?(f2),

Pt = [ palte @)y, e,
The Green function and Green operator associated to IL are defined respectively by
G (z,y) = / pa(t,xz,y)dt, x,y €, (A.2)
/Gﬂ o) f(y)dy, zeQ, felL*Q). (A.3)
The following result asserts that, under some additional conditions, G is in fact the right

inverse operator of L.

Lemma A.1. Let L be a positive, self-adjoint operator. Assume that info(L) > 0 and the
semigroup { P, };>0 generated by I admits a heat kernel po(t,x,y). Then L~ exists and L™ f =
G[f] for every f € L?*(Q).
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PROOF. From (A.2) and (A.3), we have, for any f € L?(1),

6Ule) = [ ([ rattie) sy

=Aw<ém@%wﬂw@>ﬁzémﬂﬂ@% req.

This, together with (A.1) and assumption inf o(L) > 0, implies

GYf] = /0 h ( /a o e AdE(N) f) dt
:/U(L) (/ ”dt) dE\)f = / A LdEN)f.

Recall that for a Borel measurable function f on o(L), one may define the operator f(L) as
L= [ TNdEO).
o(L)
In particular, since inf o(IL) > 0, the inverse of L exists and
L7y = [ aaBo)s =€)
which is the desired result. 0

Remark A.2. The assumption on the existence of the heat kernel pg(t, z,y) in the statement of
Lemma A.1 does not hold in general and is closely related to the ultracontractivity property of
the semigroup {P;}+>0. More precisely, if { P };>¢ is ultracontractive, namely for each ¢ > 0, P;
is a bounded operator from L?(2) to L>(Q), then {P; };>0 has a heat kernel pq(t, z, y) such that,
forany t > 0,0 < po(t,z,y) < ¢; a.e. on Qx$ (see, for instance, [61, page 247]). It is also worth
mentioning that, under certain conditions on the Green kernel and the semigroup, the existence
and estimates of a heat kernel has been recently established by using the eigen-decomposition
of L (see [20, Sections 3 and 6] for more details).

Remark A.3. We note that Lemma A.1 can be used to verify assumption (G1) for all operators
considered in Subsection 2.3 and Section 9 thanks to their probabilistic characteristic. More
precisely, properties of the Green function of (—A)ppp, (—A)&er, and (—A)&p, are given in
[29], [48] and [25] respectively. For other operators in Section 9 such as the Laplacian with a
Hardy potential, the restricted relativistic Schrédinger operator, the sum of two RFLs and the
interpolation operator, the characteristic of their Green function is given in [39], [60], [26] and
[50] respectively.

REFERENCES

[1] N. Abatangelo, Large solutions for fractional Laplacian operators, Ph.D. dissertation (2015).

[2] N. Abatangelo, Large s-harmonic functions and boundary blow-up solutions for the fractional Laplacian,
Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 35(2015), 5555-5607.

[3] N. Abatangelo and L. Dupaigne, Nonhomogeneous boundary conditions for the spectral fractional Laplacian,
Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire 34 (2017), 439-467.

[4] N. Abatangelo, D. Gémez-Castro and J. L. Vézquez, Singular boundary behaviour and large solutions for
fractional elliptic equations (2019), arXiv:1910.00366.

[5] V. Ambrosio, Ground states solutions for a non-linear equation involving a pseudo-relativistic Schrodinger
operator, J. Math. Phys. 57 (2016), no. 5, 051502, 18 pp.

[6] A. Ambrosetti and P. H. Rabinowitz, Dual variational methods in critical point theory and applications, J.
Funct. Anal. 14 (1973), 349-381.

[7] C. Bandle, V. Moroz and W. Reichel, Boundary blowup type sub-solutions to semilinear elliptic equations
with Hardy potential, J. Lond. Math. Soc. 2 (2008), 503-523.

[8] P. K. Bhattacharyya, Distributions: generalized functions with applications in Sobolev spaces, De Gruyter
2012.

[9] M.-F. Bidaut-Véron and L. Vivier, An elliptic semilinear equation with source term involving boundary
measures: the subcritical case, Rev. Mat. Iberoamericana 16 (2000), 477-513.



42

[10]
[11]
[12]
[13)
[14]
[15]
[16]
17)
18]
[19)
[20]
21]
[22)
[23)
[24]
[25)
[26]
[27]
28]
[29]

]

o

3
3

P.-T. HUYNH AND P.-T. NGUYEN

M.-F. Bidaut-Véron and C. Yarur, Semilinear elliptic equations and systems with measure data: existence
and a priori estimates, Adv. Differential Equations 7 (2002), 257-296.

K. Bogdan, K. Burdzy and Z.-Q. Chen, Censored stable processes, Probab. Theory Related Fields 127
(2003), 89-152.

M. Bonforte, A. Figalli and J. L. Vazquez, Sharp boundary behaviour of solutions to semilinear monlocal
elliptic equations, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 57 (2018), 34 pp.

M. Bonforte, Y. Sire and J. L. Vazquez, Ezistence, uniqueness and asymptotic behaviour for fractional porous
medium equations on bounded domains, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 35 (2015), 5725-5767.

M. Bonforte and J. L. Vazquez, Quantitative local and global a priori estimates for fractional nonlinear
diffusion equations, Adv. Math. 250 (2014), 242-284.

M. Bonforte and J. L. Vazquez, A priori estimates for fractional nonlinear degenerate diffusion equations
on bounded domains, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 218 (2015), 317-362.

C. Brédndle, E. Colorado, A. D. Pablo, and U. Sanchez, A concave-convex elliptic problem involving the
fractional Laplacian, Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinburgh Sect. A 143 (2013), 39-71.

L. A. Caffarelli and P. R. Stinga, Fractional elliptic equations, Caccioppoli estimates and regularity, Ann.
Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire 33 (2016), 767-807.

A. Capella, J. Davila, L. Dupaigne and Y. Sire, Regularity of radial extremal solutions for some mon-local
semilinear equations, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 36 (2011), 1353-1384.

H. Chan, D. Gémez-Castro, and J. L. Vazquez, Blow-up phenomena in nonlocal eigenvalue problems: when
theories of L' and L* meet, J. Funct. Anal. (2020), https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfa.2020.108845.

H. Chan, D. Gémez-Castro and J. L. Vazquez, Singular solutions for fractional parabolic boundary value
problems (2020), arXiv:2007.13391.

H. Chen, The Dirichlet elliptic problem involving regional fractional Laplacian, J. Math. Phys. 59 (2018),
071504, 19 pp.

H. Chen, P. Felmer and L. Véron, FElliptic equations involving general subcritical source nonlinearity and
measures (2014), arXiv:1409.3067.

7Z.-Q. Chen and R. Song, Intrinsic ultracontractivity and conditional gauge for symmetric stable processes,
J. Funct. Anal. 150 (1997), 204-239.

Z.-Q. Chen and R. Song, Hardy inequality for censored stable processes, Tohoku Math. J. (2) 55 (2003),
439-450.

Z.-Q. Chen, P. Kim and R. Song, Two-sided heat kernel estimates for censored stable-like processes, Probab.
Theory Related Fields. 44 (2010), 361-399.

Z.-Q. Chen, P. Kim and R. Song, Dirichlet heat kernel estimates for (—A)*/? + (=A)?/2 Tllinois J. Math.
54 (2012), 1357-1392.

H. Chen and A. Quaas, Classification of isolated singularities of nonnegative solutions to fractional semi-
linear elliptic equations and the existence results, J. Lond. Math. Soc. 97 (2018), 196-221.

H. Chen and L. Véron, Semilinear fractional elliptic equations involving measures, J. Differential Equations
257 (2014), 1457-1486.

7Z.-Q. Chen and R. Song, Estimates on Green functions and Poisson kernels for symmetric stable processes,
Math. Ann. 312 (1998), 465-501.

Z.-Q. Chen and R. Song, General gauge and conditional gauge theorems, Ann. Probab., 30 (2002), 1313-1339.
E.B. Davies, One-parameter semigroups, Academic Press, London, 1980.

A. Dhifli, H. Maagli, and M. Zribi, On the subordinate killed b.m in bounded domains and existence results
for nonlinear fractional Dirichlet problems, Math. Ann. 352 (2011), 259-291.

S. Dipierro, M. Medina, 1. Peral and E. Valdinoci, Bifurcation results for a fractional elliptic equation with
critical exponent in R™, Manuscripta Math. 153 (2017), 183-230.

B. Dominique, G. Ivan and L. Michel, Analysis and geometry of Markov diffusion operators, Springer, 2016.
L. Dupaigne, Stable solutions of elliptic partial differential equations, Chapman & Hall/CRC, 2011.

M. M. Fall, Regional fractional Laplacians: Boundary regularity (2020), arXiv:2007.04808.

M. M. Fall and V. Felli, Unique continuation properties for relativistic Schrédinger operators with a singular
potential, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 35(2015), 5827-5867.

A. Ferrero and C. Saccon, Ezistence and multiplicity results for semilinear equations with measure data,
Topol. Methods Nonlinear Anal. 28 (2006), 285-318.

S. Filippas, L. Moschini, A. Tertikas, Sharp two-sided heat kernel estimates for critical Schrodinger operators
on bounded domains, Commun. Math. Phys. 273 (2007), 237-281.

N. Garofalo, Fractional Thoughts, New Developments in the Analysis of Nonlocal Operators, Con- temp.
Math., 723, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2019, 1-135.

P. Gatto and J. S. Hesthaven, Numerical approzimation of the fractional Laplacian via HP, with an appli-
cation to image denoising, J. Sci. Comput. 65 (2014), 249-270.

B. Gidas and J. Spruck, Global and local behavior of positive solutions of nonlinear elliptic equations, Comm.
Pure Appl. Math. 34 (1981), 525-598.

K. T. Gkikas and L. Véron, Boundary singularities of solutions of semilinear elliptic equations with critical
Hardy potentials, Nonlinear Anal. 121 (2015), 469-540.



SEMILINEAR NONLOCAL ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS 43

[44] K. T. Gkikas and P. -T. Nguyen, On the existence of weak solutions of semilinear elliptic equations and

systems with Hardy potentials, Journal of Differential Equations 266 (2019), 833-875.

[45] D. Gémez-Castro and J. L. Vazquez, The fractional Schrodinger equation with singular potential and measure

[46

data, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 39 (2019), 7113-7139.

| L. Grafakos, Classical fourier analysis, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, 2009.
(47]
48]

P. Grisvard, Elliptic problems in nonsmooth domains, Society for Industrial and Applied Mathematics, 2011.
P. Kim, R. Song and Z. Vondracek, Potential theory of subordinate Brownian motions revisited (2011),
arXiv:1102.1369.

[49] P. Kim, R. Song and Z. Vondracek, Potential theory of subordinate killed Brownian motion, Trans. Amer.

Math. Soc. 371 (2019), 3917-3969.

[50] P. Kim, R. Song and Z. Vondracek, On the boundary theory of subordinate killed Lévy processes, Potential

Anal 53 (2020), 131-181.

[61] P. Kim, R. Song, and Z. Vondracek, On potential theory of Markov processes with jump kernels decaying at

the boundary (2020), arXiv:1910.10961.

[62] J.-L. Lions and E. Magenes, Non-homogeneous boundary value problems and applications, Springer-Verlag,

1972.

[63] P. Lions, Isolated singularities in semilinear problems, J. Differential Equations 38 (1980), 441-450.
[64] M. Marcus and L. Véron, Nonlinear second order elliptic equations involving measures, Walter de Gruyter

GmbH & Co. KG, 2014.

[65] M. Marcus and P.-T. Nguyen, Moderate solutions of semilinear elliptic equations with Hardy potential, Ann.

Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire 34 (2017):69-88.

[656] M. Montenegro and A. C. Ponce, The sub-supersolution method for weak solutions, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc.

136 (2008), 2429-2438.

[67] Y. Naito and T. Sato, Positive solutions for semilinear elliptic equations with singular forcing terms, J.

Differential Equations 235 (2007), 439-483.

[68] E. D. Nezza, G. Palatucci and E. Valdinoci, Hitchhiker’s guide to the fractional Sobolev spaces, Bull. Sci.

Math. 136 (2012), 521-573.

[59] X. Ros-Oton and J. Serra, The Dirichlet problem for the fractional Laplacian: Regularity up to the boundary,

J. Math. Pures Appl. 101 (2014), 275-302.

| M. Ryznar, Estimates of Green function for relativistic a-stable process, Potential Anal. 17 (2003), 1-23.
] R. L. Schilling, R. Song and Z. Vondracek, Bernstein functions theory and applications, De Gruyter, 2012.
| R. Servadei, A critical fractional Laplace equation in the resonant case, Topol. Methods Nonlinear Anal. 43

(2014), 251-267.

[63] R. Servadei and E. Valdinoci, Mountain pass solutions for non-local elliptic operators, J. Math. Anal. Appl.

389 (2012), 887-898.

[64] R. Servadei and E. Valdinoci, Variational methods for non-local operators of elliptic type, Discrete Contin.

Dyn. Syst. 33 (2013), 2105-2137.

[65] R. Servadei and E. Valdinoci, On the spectrum of two different fractional operators, Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinburgh

Sect. A 144 (2014), 831-855.

[66] R. Song and Z. Vondracek, Potential theory of subordinate killed Brownian motion in a domain, Probab.

Theory Related Fields 125 (2003), 578-592.

[67] M. Struwe, Variational methods: Applications to nonlinear partial differential equations and Hamiltonian

systems, Springer, 2010.

[68] H. Triebel, Interpolation Theory, Function Spaces, Differential Operators, North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1978.
[69] L. Véron, Elliptic equations involving measures. Stationary partial differential equations, Vol. I, 593-712,

Handb. Differ. Equ., North-Holland, Amsterdam, 2004.

(P.-T. Huynh) DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS AND STATISTICS, MASARYK UNIVERSITY, BRNO, CZECH RE-

PUBLIC.

RE

Email address: hphuoctruong.hcmue@gmail.com, xhuynhp@math.muni.cz

(P.-T. Nguyen) DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS AND STATISTICS, MASARYK UNIVERSITY, BRNO, CZECH
PUBLIC.

Email address: ptnguyen@math.muni.cz



	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries, basic assumptions and definitions
	2.1. Functional spaces
	2.2. Main assumptions
	2.3. Some examples

	3. Formulation of problems, features and main results
	4. Green kernel
	4.1. Basic properties
	4.2. Estimates on the Green kernels

	5. Linear equations
	5.1. Weak-dual solutions
	5.2. Variational setting

	6. Semilinear equations: existence and nonexistence
	7. Eigenproblem and key regularity results
	7.1. Embeddings
	7.2. Eigenproblems
	7.3. Key regularity results

	8. Semilinear equations: uniqueness and multiplicity
	8.1. Stability
	8.2. Uniqueness of the extremal solution
	8.3. Multiplicity

	9. Other examples
	A. Appendix
	References

