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THE CONCENTRATION-COMPACTNESS PRINCIPLE FOR THE
NONLOCAL ANISOTROPIC p-LAPLACIAN OF MIXED ORDER

JAMIL CHAKER, MINHYUN KIM, AND MARVIN WEIDNER

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study the existence of minimizers of the Sobolev quotient for a
class of nonlocal operators with an orthotropic structure having different exponents of inte-
grability and different orders of differentiability. Our method is based on the concentration-
compactness principle which we extend to this class of operators. One consequence of our
main result is the existence of a nontrivial nonnegative solution to the corresponding critical
problem.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we study variational problems for the nonlocal anisotropic p-Laplacian of mixed
order. For z € R", let

(L) Y (=Oa)sule) = 3,1_3 [ [u(e) — ule + he) " (u(w) —u(e +hen) 4

Dpi ’h‘l'f'szpi
=1

where s1,...,8, € (0,1) and P1,---,Pn > 1. This operator can be seen as a nonlocal analog
of the anisotropic p-Laplacian
Pim2 u(x)
&TZ' '

n
(1.2) ;( Bii)p Z P, (
Local operators with such an orthotropic structure are well known in the literature and there
are several results related to this type of operators, see [36, 41, 8, 20, 21, 26, 10, 16, 22, 24, 11]
and the references therein. We can read off (1.1), that the operator under consideration has
on the one hand different exponents of integrability and on the other hand different orders
of differentiability. Considering such operators, it is natural to work on anisotropic Sobolev
spaces. The aim of this paper is to study the existence of minimizers of the Sobolev quotient
for the operator in (1.1). As a consequence of the existence of a minimizer, we get the existence
of a solution to the corresponding critical problem. One of the main auxiliary results in this
paper is a robust Sobolev-type inequality for the operator i (=)

The approach we use in this paper is based on the concentration-compactness principle (CCP)
that provides an important tool to prove relative compactness of minimizing sequences. It
has been introduced by P.-L. Lions in a series of papers, see [37, 38, 39, 40]. Before we address
known results from the literature and describe the strategy of our paper, we formulate the
main results and assumptions of the present work.

()
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Given s1,...,8, € (0,1) and py,...,p, > 1, we define

-1 —1
11 e 1 n3p/s
5= —E — , Sp= —g , and p*= — .
(n i=1 Si) g <n i=1 Sipi) " Tnew

Assumption 1. Given s1,...,8, € (0,1) and p1,...,p, > 1, we assume

sp<n and pyax = max{pi,...,pn} < D"

Let §= (s1,...,8,) and p= (p1,...,pn). We introduce the homogeneous anisotropic Sobolev
space D*P(R™) as

. . n _ N\ |Pi
DI(RY) = {u eIV (®):Y / n /R si(1 - s)14®) , h?ff;;hel)' dhdz < oo}
=1

equipped with the norm [|u||ps7(gn), Where

SN - u(z) — u(z + he;) P 1/ps
etz = 32 I1Djiul ooy :Zl< [ [ st s M RO )

with

. . lu(z) — u(z + he;)|Pi
|D;Zu(x)|pz = SZ - / |h|1+slpl : dh

for i = 1,...,n. Note that Dg’ﬁ(R”) becomes a normed space in the light of Theorem 1.1.
It is the natural space for minimizing the functional connected to the Sobolev quotient. The
first main result of this paper is a robust Sobolev-type inequality.

Theorem 1.1. Let sq,...,8, € [so,1) for some sg € (0,1) and p1,...,p, > 1 be such that
Assumption 1 holds. Then there is a constant C = C(n,p*, p* — Pmax, So) > 0 such that for
every u € DSP(R™)

1 oy < Cllullpesee.

Theorem 1.1 is robust in the sense that the appearing constant depends only on a lower

bound sy < sq,...,s,. This allows us to recover the local anisotropic Sobolev inequality (see
[47, 44, 45, 35])
n
(1.3) lullpageny < C D I Dite]| i reny,
i=1
where
11\ 5
n
(14) pi > 17 D= _Z_ , b<n, q= p_a and Pmax < ¢.
ne= pi n—p

Moreover, our result provides an alternative proof of (1.3).
Our second main result establishes the existence of nonnegative minimizers of the Sobolev
quotient.

Theorem 1.2. Assume § = (s1,...,8,) and P = (p1,...,Pn) Satisfy Assumption 1. Then
there exists a nonnegative minimizer w € D¥P(R™) of

(1.5) S = _inf —HDsl [
u€DSP(R™), lull p (gmy = 1; LPi(R™)*



3

A consequence of the foregoing result is the existence of a nontrivial, nonnegative solution to
the corresponding critical problem.

Corollary 1.3. Assume § = (s1,...,8,) and p = (p1,...,pn) satisfy Assumption 1. Then
there exists a nontrivial nonnegative solution u € D¥P(R™) of

n
(1.6) Z( Oii)piu = lulP"~2u  in R™.

i=1
We first comment on known results from the literature before we explain the novelty of
our results. For s € (0,1) and p € (1,00), we define the normalized Gagliardo—Slobodeckit

seminorm as )
|u(z) —u(y)l e
[U]Ws’p(]R”) = < /n /n ‘x — ‘n—i—sp da: dy

and for s =1 and p € (1,00), we define
[ulwpwey = ||Vl Lr®n)-

The homogeneous Sobolev space is then given as the completion of C°(R™) with respect
to the W*P(R")-seminorm. In the subconformal case sp < n, it can be represented as the
function space

D¥P(R™) = {u € L (R™) : [u]yysnrn) < 0o},
where p* = np/(n — sp). For details on homogeneous Sobolev spaces, we refer the reader to
[12] and the references therein.
The existence of a minimizer of the Sobolev quotient

(O

1.7 in
(L.7) wesp &m0\ (o} [[u]?

LP™ (R™)
is an important problem in the analysis of variational problems. One reason for this is that
minimizers of (1.7) satisfy the quasilinear equation involving the critical exponent

(1.8) (—=A);

U= lulP" "2y in R™.

For s =1 and p = 2, this equation (1.8) is related to the Yamabe problem, which addresses a
question on the scalar curvature of Riemannian manifolds. For s = 1, the problem of existence
of minimizers to (1.7) in the case p € (1,n) was completely answered in [4, 46]. Not only the
existence of minimizers to (1.7) is proved, but also their explicit form is shown to be (up to

translation and scaling)

p=n
u(z) = <1 + |ZE|%> !
Let us now comment on results in the fractional case s € (0,1). In the linear case p = 2, the

authors in [17] obtain sharp constants for Sobolev inequalities. They prove the existence of
minimizers and prove that they are (again up to translation and scaling) of the form

(1.9) u(e) = (1+|2]77)

In the case p € (1,n/s), the existence of minimizers is proved in [13]. Furthermore, it is
conjectured that minimizers are of the form (1.9), see [13, Equation (1.9)]. The authors
provide the asymptotic behavior of minimizers, but their explicit form remains still open.

sp—n
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The aim of this paper is to show the existence of nonnegative minimizers to (1.5) and as
a consequence prove the existence of nontrivial nonnegative solutions to the corresponding
critical problem (1.6). The results in this paper can be seen as a combination of the results
in [23] and [9]. Our approach is based on an appropriate adjustment of the concentration-
compactness principle. Let us briefly discuss the results in [23] and [9] before we address
results concerning the concentration-compactness principle. In [23], the authors study the
anisotropic p-Laplacian (1.2). They prove that nonnegative minimizers of

, "1 .

inf _”DZUH%M

~ Rn)?
u€DLFRM),lull a gy =1 = Pi ®")

exist, where p'= (p1,...,pn) and ¢ are given as in (1.4), and
DYP(R™) = {u € LY(R") : |Dju| € LPi(R™)}.

The main tool in [23] is an adaption of the concentration-compactness principle. The ex-
istence of a nonnegative minimizer implies the existence of a nonnegative solution to the
corresponding anisotropic critical problem.

In [9], the authors extend the concentration-compactness principle for the fractional
p-Laplacian in unbounded domains. Using the concentration-compactness principle, they pro-
vide sufficient conditions for the existence of a nontrivial solution to the generalized fractional
Brezis—Nirenberg problem.

Combining ideas from the anisotropic local case as in [23] and from the nonlocal case as in
[9] allows us to prove the concentration-compactness principle for the anisotropic nonlocal
operator in (1.1) and the existence of solutions to the corresponding critical problem.

Remark 1.4. We would like to emphasize that our method of proof — up to straightfor-
ward modifications — carries over to certain anisotropic operators with a possibly partially
orthotropic structure, as for example

(1.10) (=011 — O2);, + (—D33)y,

where n = 3, p,q > 1, s,t € (0,1). In case § = (s,s,t),p' = (p,p,q) satisfy Assumption 1,
one can prove analogues of Theorem 1.1, Theorem 1.2 and Corollary 1.3 for the operator in
(1.10).

We would like to mention that the classification of nonnegative minimizers (1.5) remains an
open problem. To the best of our knowledge, even in the anisotropic local case such as (1.2),
the shape of minimizers is not known. We do not even know whether such classification is
possible in the anisotropic case.

Let us now refer to results on the concentration-compactness principle in the literature. As
already mentioned, the concentration-compactness principle (CCP) has been introduced by
P.-L. Lions in a series of papers. In [39] the CCP was introduced for bounded domains. It
has been extended to unbounded domains by Chabrowski in [14] (see also [7, 5]). For the
fractional p-Laplacian on bounded domains, the CCP was established in the linear case p = 2
in [43] and for general 1 < p < n/s in [42]. The CCP for the fractional p-Laplacian was
extended to unbounded domains in [9].

We briefly refer to further results addressing the CCP. In [18], the authors obtain a CCP
in the linear case p = 2 for a class of stable processes in R™. Concerning the p-Laplacian
resp. the fractional p-Laplacian, we refer the reader to [29, 13]. For results with regard to
the fractional (p,q)-Laplacian, see [6, 1, 3] and the references therein. The CCP for local
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operators with variable exponents is studied in [2, 25, 27, 28, 34, 33] and the nonlocal case
with variable exponents can be found in [32].

The article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we prove an anisotropic fractional Sobolev
inequality and a compact embedding theorem. Section 3 establishes the CCP and is divided
into three subsections. In Section 3.1, we study the decay of cutoff functions, while Section 3.2
contains the proof of reverse Holder inequalities. Finally, in Section 3.3 we prove the main
results of this paper.

2. SOBOLEV INEQUALITY AND COMPACT EMBEDDING

In this section, we prove an anisotropic fractional Sobolev inequality and a compact embedding
theorem. Even as a self-standing result the anisotropic fractional Sobolev inequality is very in-
teresting. On the one hand, it allows for different orders of integrability pi,...,p, > 1 and at
the same time also different orders of differentiability si,...,s, € (0,1). Hence, this Sobolev
inequality covers plenty of anisotropic nonlocal operators, such as —(—011)%t — -+ — (—=0pp)*"
or fractional orthotropic p-Laplacians (see [15]). By comparability of energy forms, one can
deduce the Sobolev inequality also for isotropic operators such as the fractional Laplacian
—(—=A)%. On the other hand, the Sobolev inequality is robust in the sense that the appear-
ing constant depends only on a lower bound of s1,---,s,. This allows us to recover local
isotropic and anisotropic Sobolev inequalities such as Troisi’s inequality, see (1.3). Therefore,
Theorem 1.1 not only extends (1.3) to the nonlocal setting, but also provides another proof
of it.

The compact embedding D*P(R™) cC LP (R") for every 1 < p < p* is a consequence of the

loc
anisotropic fractional Sobolev inequality and direct computations.

The proof of Theorem 1.1 is based on the boundedness of maximal and sharp maximal op-
erators. For this purpose, we define a class of rectangles taking the anisotropy into account.
For:=1,...,n, set

11 1 1\ !
(21) m; = Srnﬂ <— — —*> < — —*> .
Si Di p Pmax p

Note that m; > 1 by the assumption pmax < p*. For z € R™ and p > 0, we define

(2:2) Mpy(z) = X (@3 = p™,zi + p™).
i=1

The sets M),(x) are balls with respect to the metric dys defined by

dM($7y) = Sup |x2_y2|1/m27 x)Z/GRH'
i=1,...,n
Note that djs is a metric since m; > 1. An important ingredient in the proof of Theorem 1.1,
is the fact that (R™,dys) equipped with the Lebesgue measure is a doubling metric measure
space. Since

1 *)?

n n (")
‘M2p’ = 2”(2P)Zz:1ml = 2Zi:1mi’Mp‘ = 2Smax/(Pmax_PL*)’Mp’ S 2P**ppmax ’Mp’7

the doubling constant depends on p* and p* — pmax-
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Let us recall the Hardy—Littlewood maximal function and sharp maximal function: for v €
Liloc(Rn)7
Mu(e) =sup £ u(y)dy and Meu(@) =sup{ fuly) - (Was,ol v
p>0J Mp(x) p>0 J M,(z)
where (u)p,(z) = fMp(x) u(z)dz. It is well known that the maximal inequality and sharp

maximal inequality hold true on doubling metric spaces, see [31, 30, 15].

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let u € D5P, (R™), then the maximal function Mu and sharp maximal
function Mfu are well defined. Following the proof of [15, Theorem 2.4], one obtains

(2.3) ][ () — (W), oyl dy < 3 poeme ][ Fi(y) dy,
M, (z) ! ; M,(x)

where the function F; is defined by

2p™i
Fi(y) :=sup <2p_simi ][ lu(y) — u(y + he;)| dh> .
p>0 —2p™i

By Holder’s inequality, we have

*71)2_

p* — pi

<][ E(y)dy> S(f Ep"(y)dy> <][ E(y)dy>
Mp(x) Mp(x) Mp(x)

Pi

Wt (£ Fw)ay)
Mp(w)

(2.4)

Thus, it follows from (2.3) and (2.4) that

*

p
(f u(y) — ()0 dy)
Mp(x)
n p*
< p*—1 p*sim; Fi(y)d
_;n 4 (fMpm ) y)

Pi
]l (f m<y>dy> .
Mp(w)

n
<SSyt

i=1

Note that for each 17,

Therefore, we arrive at

p* Di
u(y) — (Wa,@ldy | < — || Fill} 5, (n ][ Fi(y)dy | .
(fMp(x)m (W)ar, o ) i ||LP(R)<MM )

i=1 2 P;
. n—p* —Pi
We take the supremum over p > 0 and use the estimate 2° »i > 1, then

(Mu(a)” <wr _IZHF\VEP& B
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By boundedness of the sharp maximal operator in LP"(R™) and the maximal operator in
LPi(R™),

n
e gy < CIMEU|L ) < czuFuim b IME 2, gy < C S B o
=1

for some C' > 0. The constant C' depends on the doubling constant and the number
of intersections of anisotropic dyadic rectangles as in [15, Appendix B]. Therefore, C' =
C(’I’L,p*,p* — Pmax; 80)‘

It only remains to show that there is a C' = C(n, p*, p* — Pmax, S0) > 0 such that

u(z) — u(z + he;)|Pi
IE: i gy < Csi(L = s7) /R/| |h|1(+sipi W 4hde

for each i = 1,...,n, which follows exactly as in [15, Lemma 2.3 and Theorem 2.4]. ]

Theorem 2.1 (Compact Embedding). Let s1,...,8, € [so,1) for some sg € (0,1) and
P1,...,pn > 1 be such that Assumption 1 holds. Then DP(R™) cC LI (R™) for every
1<p<p*.

Proof. We follow the proof in [19, Theorem 4.54].

Let B € D3P(R™) be bounded and Q C R™ be an open, bounded set. By Theorem 1.1 we
know that B is bounded in LP"(R™). Therefore, by a standard Holder interpolation argument,
it is sufficient to prove that B is precompact in L'(€) in order to deduce the desired result.
We will show that there is C' > 0 such that for every r € R, i € {1,...,n}, u € B it holds:

(2.5) / u(z + re;) — u(@)| da < Cr|* QP =D/P1 | DSiul| 1o, @),
where €, = {x € R" : dist(z,0Q) > |r|}. By the triangle inequality, we have

2|r| /Q lu(z + re;) —u(x)| dz

< / / lu(x +re;) —u(x +te;)| + |u(x + te;) — u(x)| dt da
r S (=IrlIr])
te; 1+s;p;
/ / urtred) 1+s(lﬁ+ el)’|t_r| ridtda
r |7]57[) t—r‘ P
t 1+S7,p7,
/ / ’U T + eizlpl ( )’ ’t’ 7 dtdz.
r J(=IrlIr]) it "7

Both expressions on the right-hand side can be estimated from above in a similar way. We
demonstrate how to treat the second expression. By Holder’s inequality

t — 1+s;p;
[ R ava
N I
pi—1

1/pi
te; Pi 14s;p; P
</ / x+’t;lsp u(@)l dtdx) </ / t it dtdx)
VSRS b RV ERS

< Olr"**1Q VP Dyial| s g
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for some C' > 0. This proves (2.5). Now let h € B1(0). Then

/ lu(z 4+ h) — u(z)| de
Qo)

n

< Z/ lu(x + hiey + -+ hie;) —u(x + hieg + - + hi_1e;_1)|dz
i=1 7 $2/n|

/ |u(z + hie;) —u(z)|dz.
i—1 Y P1eitthio1ei_1+Qg)p

Since hier + -+ + hi—1e;—1 + Qo) C Qp, for every i € {1,...,n}, we have

/Q“y (@ + h) — u(a \da:<Z/ (@ + hie) — u(z)| da

< Clhf max{l Q1P Yl e

for some C' > 0. By boundedness of B in D¥P(R"), the right-hand side vanishes uniformly as
h ™\, 0. Since B is also bounded in L'(€2), we can deduce precompactness of B in L(Q) from
the Riesz—Fréchet—Kolmogorov theorem (c.f. [19, Theorem 1.95]). O

3. CONCENTRATION-COMPACTNESS PRINCIPLE

In this section we present the concentration-compactness principle for solving the minimiza-
tion problem (1.5). Throughout this section, § and p’ always satisfy Assumption 1.
Recall that

S = . inf 12 _HD& ‘LPz (R7)”

ueDS’p(Rn)vllullLP* (RP) ™" =1

which is positive by Theorem 1.1. Furthermore, by definition of S, we have the following
lemma.

Lemma 3.1. For every u € DSP(R™) with |ju| - @®n) < 1, it holds that

SHUHZI;M)ERH — Z HDSlu”Lpl Rn)
= 1

Proof. Let u € DSP(R™) be such that u # 0 and ||ul| ®n) < 1. Let v = u/|ull 1o+ gn), then
[v]|Lp* (rny = 1. Thus, by the definition of S,

" 1 H UHLPZ (R™) n 1 ”DSZUHLPZ (R™)
Y S < e
R™)

S < Z —||D52 Lpz(Rn =

2o il ey~ 2m Tl
The following scaling property is a consequence of a straightforward computation.

Lemma 3.2. Fori = 1,...,n, let m; be the exponent defined by (2.1). For every y € R,
p >0, and u € D¥P(R™), the function v defined by

(31) ’U(f]}') — pSmaxpmax/(p*_pmax)u(pmlxl _|_y17 .. 7pmnxn + yn)

satisfies |[v]lpesrn) = l[ullpramn) and o]l Lo gny = vl o gy -
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To prove the existence of a minimizer of S, let us take a minimizing sequence (uy,) C DSP(R™)
for S satisfying [[ukl| - gn) =1 for every k € N. We define the Lévy concentration function

Qr(p) = sup / lug|P" dz, p >0,
YyER™ J My(y)

where M), (y) is the rectangle defined by (2.2). For each k € N, there exists p;, > 0 such that
Qr(pr) = 1/2. Moreover, there exists y, € R™ such that

* 1
Qrlpr) = / ukl” dz = 3.
Mpk (Yx)
By Lemma 3.2, the function vy defined by (3.1) with p = py satisfies

* 1 *
(3.2) / |og|P dz = = = sup / |og P de.
M (0) 2 yerr Jan(y)

Furthermore, the sequence (v) is also a minimizing sequence for S. By the Banach—Alaoglu
theorem and Theorem 1.1, we have

(3.3) vp — v in DSP(R™) and LP" (R")

for some v € DP (R™), up to subsequences. Moreover, we have by Theorem 2.1 that

(3.4) vy — v a.e. in R"

up to subsequences. By the lower semicontinuity of norms || - [[pss@ny and || - || 1o* &), we

have

(35)  |vlpsr@n) < ligninf [vkllpss@ny =S and  ||v|[ o @ny < Hminf [[vg| o gny = 1.
—00 k—o0

Therefore, it is enough to prove the following theorem to find a minimizer for S.

Theorem 3.3. Let v : R™ — R be the defined as above. Then
[0ll Lo gny = 1.

This is the main theorem of this section. We will provide the proof at the beginning of
Section 3.3.

3.1. Decay of cutoff functions. Let us make a few comments on the significance of cutoff
functions in this article. Unlike in the local case, the support of a function is not preserved
by the application of a nonlocal operator. This basic fact causes some problems since the
compact embedding DSP(R") cC L} (R"), 1 < p < p*, (c.f. Theorem 2.1) cannot be used
directly. In [9], the authors solve this issue by proving a compact embedding into weighted
spaces of the form LP(|D®¢(x)[Pdz), where ¢ € C°(R"™) is a cutoff function. The main
observation is that the fractional (s, p)-gradient of a compactly supported function decays
fast enough for such result to hold true, despite having full support.

The following lemmas discuss the adaption of this argument to the class of anisotropic nonlocal
operators considered in this article.

For z € R", p > 0, and i € {1,...,n}, we introduce the notation

i—1 n
M) = X (2 — p™ 25+ p™) x Rx X (25— p™ 3+ p™).
j=1 j=it1
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Lemma 3.4. Let ¢ € C°(R") be such that supp(¢) C M1(0). Then
(3.6) Dsig(x)[P* < Cmin(1, |z;| 7' 7%P), i=1,...,n,

where C' = C(n, 51,pi, |60 10i¢lloc) > 0. Moreover, supp(|Dgi¢l) ¢ M{”(0).

Proof. We first observe that for given j € {1,...,n} and € R" with |z;| > 1, it holds that
¢(z + e;h) = 0 for every h € R and i # j. It becomes evident that supp(|D;i¢|) C Ml(l) (0)
for every i € {1,...,n}.
For z € R™ we compute

Zh Di ) )
) [ 10(x) — 0w T eh) ™ 41, < o) (1612 + 0i6I2)

|h|1+81171

If |x;] > 2 and |x; +h| < 1, then |h| > |z;]/2. Therefore, we estimate for z € R™ with |z;| > 2:

[p(x) — p(x + e;h)|P / |p(x + eih) [P
dh = s;(1 —s; ——1—dh
/ |h|1+sl”l ( ) withl<1 |hPEP

15

| Fsipi

<C

Assertion (3.6) follows by combining the aforementioned estimates. 0

Given ¢ € CX(R"), € > 0, and £ € R", we introduce the scaled cutoff function ¢, ¢ defined
by

(3.7) e e(x) = (%),
where 2(&8) == ((z1 — &)™, ..., (¥, — &u)e~ ™) and m; is given by (2.1).
One easily computes:

‘D;§¢570(x)‘pi — E—mismi’D;M(x(a,o))‘pi'
Consequently, we have the following corollary of Lemma 3.4:

Corollary 3.5. Let ¢ € C°(R™) be such that supp(¢) C M;1(0). Lete > 0 and § € R™. Then

|Dipe ()P < Cmin(e™ ™50 Mgy — &7 7%P), i=1,...,n,

where C = C(n, 54, pi, |00, |0iPlloc) > 0. Moreover, supp(|D,i ¢ ¢|) C Ma(i)(g).

The following lemma makes use of the compact embedding Theorem 2.1 and the decay es-
timates. It follows in the spirit of [9, Lemma 2.4] and can be interpreted as a compact
embedding of D¥P(R") into the weighted space LFi(|D5i¢.¢|Pi dx) for every i € {1,...,n}.
Let us recall the function v, constructed in Section 3 and define

Wy 1= Vg — V.

Lemma 3.6. Let ¢ € C°(R™) be such that supp(¢) C M1(0). Let £ € R™ and € > 0. Then
for every i € {1,...,n},

/ DS (e ¢ g P dzz — 0,
R?’L

as k — oo.
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Proof. For R > 0 to be chosen later, we decompose
[ pgeguirac= [ pneguiast [ Dg@eul e = 1411
R lzi—&i|<R |z;—&|>R

In order to bound 1, we apply Holder’s inequality, Lemma 3.2, and Corollary 3.5:

11 < C (IonlfE, + 101227 D30 (7F57) da
R™) |zi—&i|>R ¢

*
P —Pg

* p*
<C (/ _ |z; — fi‘(_l_sipi)(”*p*”i) da:)
M (©)N{|z;—&|>R}

p*—p;

p*
o[t
‘Z‘H>R

< CR7,

p*—p;
p*

where C' > 0 is independent of k, and y = ((—1 — SiDi) <p *p ) + 1) % = —pi(si+1/p*) <
0. Thus, II — 0 as R — oo uniformly in k.
For I, we observe that the integration takes place on the compact set

Q= MY (&) N {|e; - &| < R} C R

due to Corollary 3.5. From Theorem 2.1, we know that ||wg|zri(q) — 0 as k — oo. Hence, it
follows that I — 0 as k — oo for any R > 0 upon recalling that \D;:ﬁ be ¢| is bounded due to
Corollary 3.5. g

We end this section by another convergence result for sequences of scaled cutoff functions
(¢e,e)e given £ € R™. Let v be the function given in Theorem 3.3.

Lemma 3.7. Let ¢ € C°(R™) be such that supp(¢p) C M1(0). Let £ € R™ and € > 0. Then
for every i € {1,...,n},

| Dg@-gu e 0.
as € — 0.

Proof. For € > 0 we estimate, using Corollary 3.5,

pi
/ | Dpi (e e o[t dz < g7 Misib / |v(x)|Pt do 4 ™ / _ L)Ls dz
M (€) M (@) {|wi—ts|>emi} |Ti — &l FT5iPi

= I+1I.

The first summand can be bounded from above by Hélder’s inequality:

I < g~masipi </ ]v(az) *
(&)

for some C > 0, where we used that m;s;p; = <1 - I%) Z?:l mj. Since v € Y (R™) it is
clear that I — 0 as € 0.

pz/p p*—ps
) M) 7 < Cllolor are)
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For II, we decompose the domain of integration as follows:

S |o(z) P
=3 em / | S L P
12:% © — G

(21 2)mi > [z —&i] > (2le)mi } | Ti

(o]
< Zg—misipiz—lmi(l—l—sipi) / ”U(%)’pl dz.
—0 Myip1_(§)

By Holder’s inequality, we deduce that

0o pi/p*
1< S o-im / (@) d:z:) .
IEZ% < Myit1,.(8)

Note that for every § > 0, we can find Iy € N such that 7%, ., 27Imi < §. Therefore

(3.8) 11 < 5o

izlp* (R™) + CHUH%,)

i (M2l0+15(§)) '

where C' = C(lp) > 0. Since (3.8) holds true for every 6 > 0, also IT — 0 as ¢ N\, 0. This
implies the desired result. O

3.2. Reverse Holder inequalities. In this subsection, we prove reverse Holder inequalities
for the “components” of limiting measures of the minimizing sequence that spread or concen-
trate. Recall the sequence (vg) constructed in Section 3. We may take a further subsequence
of (vg) so that

. . v

(D3 (v — )PP da 2 o,

lop — v|P” dz > v,
“ 1
S° Dl e B
iz1 i
for some positive bounded Borel measures p;, v, and [i, where — denotes vague convergence.
Moreover, we define p = > | 1% 1;. These quantities contain information on the concentra-
tion of (vg). We also define the limits

n
1 .
loo = lim lim sup Z — | Dpivg [P da,

Voo = lim limsup/ log P de,
R=00 koo JR™\MR(0)

which encode information on the spreading of (vy).
In the following, we will make use of the estimate

(3.9) | Dpi(follLrimry < N Dpi(£)gllLrs wny + 1D (9) £l i (rry s
which holds true for all functions f, g : R” — R, whenever the aforementioned quantities are

finite. This inequality is an immediate consequence of Minkowski’s inequality.
Our first result provides reverse Holder inequalities for po, and veo.

Lemma 3.8. For py and v as above, the following is true:

Sygglax/p* é Moo -
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Proof. Let ¢ € C°(R™) be such that 0 < ¢ < 1, ¢ = 1 in M7(0) and ¢ = 0 in R™ \ M(0).
For R > 0, we define ¢p := 1 — ¢, where ¢ is defined as in (3.7). Then, ¢yp = 1 in
R™\ Msr(0) and g =0 in Mp(0). We first prove that

3.10 Voo = lim hmsup o p*wp* dz and
(

R—0o0 g0

(3.11) foo = hm hmsupz / | Dyiwy [Piaply da.

R—00 [ oo =1

For (3.10) we observe that

/ ol do< [ P edes [
R\ M3 (0) Rm R\ MR(0)

which implies that

(3.12) Voo = hm hmsup/ \vk\p*wlg dz.
0 k—oo n
Thus, the identity (3.10) follows now upon the observation that
I PP de = i P g =
A Jo TR Z L e R =0

since v € LP"(R™). The proof of (3.11) is analogous.
Let us next prove that S5 max /D" loo- By Brezis—Lieb’s lemma and (3.4) we have

. * o . p* p*
kh—>Holo Hwk)HLp*(Rn) - kh—>Holo Hvk‘HLp* (Rn) - HUHLp* (Rn) < 1

It follows from Lemma 3.1 that for large k

Sl rwkll} g < Zp / D5 (Yrwg) P da.
(2
By Lemma 3.6, we have
lim / fwelP*| DSl dz = Tim / P | D5 b ofPi da = 0.
k—oo Jrn ¢ k—oo JRrn ¢ ’

Therefore, by (3.9),

S < lim llmsupﬂwakama") < hm hmsupz / | DSty [Pryh da,

k—oo =0 k—oo i 1
and the desired result follows from (3.10) and (3.11). O
The following lemma provides the reverse Holder inequalities for u; and v.

Lemma 3.9. Let ¢ € CX(R™) be such that supp(¢) C M1(0). Then, for every & € R™ and
e >0,

. 1/p* n 1/pi
(3.13) ( [ toeer du) scz< / m,g\mdm) and
n Z:1 n

. l/p* l/pmax
(314) (/R |¢E,£|p d]/> S C’ </R |¢€7§|pmax dﬂ)
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for some constant C' = C (|||, ||¢]]oo) > 0.

Proof. For simplicity, we write ¢ = ¢. ¢. First, we prove (3.13). By definition of v we deduce
that [p, |pwy[P" dz — [g. |¢[P" dv as k — co. By Theorem 1.1 it is sufficient to prove that
fori=1,...,n:

1/pi
(3.15) liinsup | Dpi(pwi) || Lei rny < C </R || sz’) _
—00 n

By definition of y; it follows that [, [Dyi (wg)|P dz — [p. [6[P* dps, as k — oco. Therefore,
by (3.9), it remains to show that

(3.16) / |Dpi(@)wg|P'dz — 0, as k — oo,
Rn

in order to deduce (3.15). Since (3.16) follows from Lemma 3.6, estimate (3.13) is proved.
For (3.14) we observe that for every ¢ € {1,...,n} by Hélder’s inequality:

Di /pmax
( / | [P du) :
R™

Corollary 3.10. There exists an at most countable set = C R"™ and positive weights (v¢)eez,
(pe)ecz such that

Py

[ o < c [ jordn < lulllol) 7

0

V= Z 1/55{5} and 1% > Z/Lg&{f}.

£eE £e=

Proof. By Lemma 3.9 it becomes clear that v < p, and for every £ € R™ and ¢ € (0,1/2),

(3.17) V(Mo (€)) < Cp(Me(€))

for some constant C' = C(||u||) > 0. Since u is a finite measure, the set = of atoms is at
most countable. This proves already that p > 2565 pedgey and v > dea vedgey for two
families of positive weights (u¢)ecz, (Ve)eez that are given by pe = lim._,o p(M(€)) and
ve = lime_o v(M.(§)) for every £ € 2. By v < p, it follows that

V(ML(€)) = / Dy () du(z),

=(6)
where
L—l
MT * — max —
Du(x) = hm w S C hm I[,L(MT,([L‘))Prlx)lax 1 — C/J/g 9 HARS —
r=0 p(My () 0 0, else,
and we used (3.17). Consequently, v = } .= V¢d(¢), as desired. O

As a consequence of Lemma 3.9 and Corollary 3.10, we can infer a reverse Holder inequality
for the atoms of v and p.

Corollary 3.11. Every £ € E is an atomic point of i and it holds

Pmax

(3.18) Sve? < ided).
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In particular,
el =S ZV G + v gy
e=

Proof. In order to prove (3.18), we approximate p({{}) by cutoff functions (¢, ¢)e, where
¢ € C°(R™) with supp(¢) C M;(0), #(0) =1 and 0 < ¢ < 1. By Brezis-Lieb’s lemma and
(3.4), it holds that |vg|P” dz — |[v[P” dz + v, and consequently:

. . p* p* — 1 p* p* . p* > )
(3.19) E%kh_)n;O/Rn O ¢lvl” da gl_I)I%)/ME(g) @ elv] da + lim o ¢f e dv > vg

On the other hand, by (3.9), Lemma 3.7 and Lemma 3.6:

1/pi
lim sup lim sup </ | Dy (e cvr) [P? dm)
R”

e—0 k—o0

1/pi 1/pi
<tmsoptimsup | ([ 1056wl ar) o+ ([ Do i)
R™ Rn

e—0 k—o0
1/pi
+ ([ 1osiuioner as)
R”

1/pi
= lim sup lim sup </ | Dyivg [P e [P0 dx) .
Rn

e—0 k—00

(3.20)

Consequently, by combining (3.19), (3.20) and applying Lemma 3.1,

Pmax
*

Pmax « "
Svg P < lim lim S </ ¢§,§|Uk|p daj) P

e—=0k—o00

< lim sup lim sup Z / pl (e £Uk) )|Pi dz

e—0 k—o0 i 1

< limsuplimsung/ | Do [P |be [P A
) 7 Rn

e—0 k—o00 i=1

< lim sup (M (€))

e—0

= [({e})-

Hence, (3.18) holds true. From the observation that >
atomic part of 1, we conclude that

ie1 7 |D5’v|pld:17 is orthogonal to the

Pmax

Pm
Il =S ve” +Z IIDSZUIILp(Rn > 5 ng +Hv\|’f§,’“(Rn :

(eE ez

where we also applied Lemma 3.1. This concludes the proof. O

3.3. Proof of main results. This subsection is devoted to the proofs of the main results
Theorem 1.2 and Corollary 1.3. We first prove Theorem 3.3.
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Proof of Theorem 3.3. Let us assume by contradiction that [|v|zp+gny < 1. First, we have
that

1 mexx Pmax
= 5 (Bl + po0) = Wll5eigny + > _ve™ +vod
(3.21) ==
Pmax ngx
> il + VP +ued”

L™ (R7)

where the second step follows from Lemma 3.8 and Corollary 3.11. In order to prove the first
equality in (3.21) we define ¥i : R™ — R as in the proof of Lemma 3.8 and compute

S = llm Z _”Dpzvk”LP'L R”

"1 .
= lim lim /nz | DSivg [P (1 — PR da + hm hmsup/n Z;]D;zvk’mw% dx
i=1 i=1 1"

R—00 k—00 —X koo

n

= lim (1 =) dp+ hm hmsup/ Z |Dslwk|p11/)pl dz
R—o0 Jpn —0  L_yno nz’:l

= [l + proo,

where we used (3.11). This proves (3.21). On the other hand, it holds that

Pmax

(3.22) [ e +||V|| P tud” > 1

This follows from the observation

— 1 — . . B p* p* . . p* p*
(3.23) ! klglolo sl (R™) }%11—I>Ic1>o kli}ngo Rn(l Vg )|oel” da + ngnoo kli)nolo - P gl de
= HUHip*(Rn) + ”V” + Voo,

where we used that |v,|P” dz — |v|P” dz+v as a consequence of Brezis-Lieb’s lemma and (3.4),
and (3.12). In order to derive (3.22), we take (3.23) to the power ppax/p* < 1. Combining
(3.21) and (3.22) yields that

Pmax

v gy + )P v =1

Consequently, H’UH‘Z) (&) lv]], v € {0,1}. By assumption, we can now deduce that v = 0.
Moreover, by (3.2) we know that v < 1/2 and therefore it must be that

L=l = v,
ez
Pmax
where we applied Corollary 3.10 in the last step. From (3.21), we deduce that 1 > deE Ve P
It follows that

Pmax

*
P
Pmax

> v <> v’

£e= ez
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and therefore all inequalities in the above line can be replaced by equality signs. Thus,
ve € {0,1} for every ¢ € = and therefore, there exists exactly one §y € = such that vg, =1
and vg = 0 for every £ € =\ {{o}. This leads to a contradiction since by (3.2):

1 * *
— = sup / lvg|P” dz > sup / loglP dz — [jv]| = 1.
2 yern Jan(y) yern J o (&)

Therefore, it must hold that [|v]| gy = 1, as desired. O
We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. As explained in the beginning of Section 3, let us take a minimizing
sequence (uy) C D*P(R") for S satisfying [lug| p*@®n) = 1 for every k € N. We may as-
sume that wy is nonnegative because (Jug|) is also a minimizing sequence for S. Indeed,
I Dpi[ur| || ri (mny < ([ Dpiug || Lpi (mny follows from the inequality

lu(@)] = [u(z + hei)l| < |u(z) — u(z + hej)].

Let us now consider the rescaled function vy as in the beginning of Section 3, which satisfies
(3.2), (3.3), and (3.4). Then, it follows from (3.5) and Theorem 3.3 that v is a nontrivial
minimizer for S. Moreover, since v is nonnegative a.e. in R", so is v. O

Let us next prove Corollary 1.3.

Proof of Corollary 1.3. By the standard Lagrange multiplier rule, any minimizer u € D5 (R™)
of (1.5) satisfies

" — he; pi—2 — he; *
Iy J LU ETCEI e UG ELTCETT PP
i=1 R [|iFe

1 1
Thus, the function v defined by v(z) = u(S =1P1xy,...,S snrnzy,) solves (1.6). O
By rescaling a solution of (1.6), we get infinitely many solutions.

Corollary 3.12. Ifu € D¥P(R") solves (1.6), then the function v defined by (3.1) also solves
(1.6).
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