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A BOURGAIN-BREZIS-MIRONESCU FORMULA FOR
ANISOTROPIC FRACTIONAL SOBOLEV SPACES AND
APPLICATIONS TO ANISOTROPIC FRACTIONAL
DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS

IGNACIO CERESA DUSSEL AND JULIAN FERNANDEZ BONDER

ABSTRACT. In this paper we prove Bourgain-Brezis-Mironescu’s type results
(cf. [4]) (BBM for short) for an energy functional which is strongly related to
the fractional anisotropic p-Laplacian. We also provide with the analogous of
Maz’ya-Shaposhnikova (see [23]) type results for these energies and finally we
apply these results to analyze the stability of solutions to anisotropic fractional
p—laplacian equations.

1. INTRODUCTION

The study of fractional order Sobolev spaces its a classical topic in analysis that
has drawn the attention of the mathematical community at least since the middle
of the XX century. See, for instance the classical book of Stein [27].

In the last decades, there has been an increasing interests in this topic since new
applications of these spaces appear to some models in different fields of the natural
sciences such as physical models [12, 14, 17, 20, 24, 28], finance [1, 21, 26], fluid
dynamics [8, 10], ecology [19, 22, 25] and image processing [18].

In particular, a relevant problem is the transition between nonlocal models and
local ones. This, for instance, is the transition of the fractional space W*? to the
classical Sobolev space WP as the fractional parameter s T 1 and also the case
where the fractional parameter s | 0 where the space WP approaches the Lebesgue
space LP. These problems were analyzed in the seminal papers [4] (for s 1 1) and
[23] (for s ] 0).

An interesting application of the results in [4] is the asymptotic behavior of
solutions to the fractional laplacian (or p—laplacian) as s 1 1. That is, if we
consider the problem

(1.1) {(_Ap)su = ome

u=0 in R™\ €,
where (—A,)%u is the fractional p—Laplace operator defined as

(W)["~2(u(x) — u(y))

o =g

(—Ap)’u(z). =pv.(1—9)Kn, /n lu(x) —u 0
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and ug is a solution to (1.1), then one expect that as s 1 1, us converge to a solution
of the local problem

—Ayu=f inQ
u=20 on 0f).

This problem was analyzed, for instance, in [2, 3, 5, 15, 16], and was found to be
true in several cases, for instance if f = f(z) € L? (Q) and if f = f(z,u) under
some growth control on f.

On the other hand, it is interesting to analyze Sobolev spaces and the corre-
sponding operators in the case where some anisotropy is present. This study was
carried on in [7] where the authors analyze the fractional anisotropic Sobolev space,
that in each coordinate direction the function has different fractional regularity and
different integrability. That is, in [7] the authors consider n different fractional pa-
rameters si,...,s, and n different integrability parameters pi,...,p, and define
the space of functions u(z) = u(x1,...,z,) such that

) — u(z)P:
/ /IU($+h61)_7‘($) dhdx < oo, fori=1,...,n,
o Jw |h|1+51p1

1

..., 0).
——

where e; = (0,

i
In the above mentioned paper [7] the authors study these fractional anisotropic
Sobolev spaces, prove some Sobolev-type immersion theorems and the existence of
extremals in R™ in the critical case.

In view of the above discussion, the purpose of this paper is to extend the classical
results of [4] and [23] to the anisotropic case and then apply these extensions to the
study of the asymptotic behavior of solutions to anisotropic fractional p—Laplace
equations when (some) fractional parameters approaches 1.

Organization of the paper. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we
introduce the necessary preliminaries needed in this work, and discuss in detail some
of the results in [7] that are related to our paper. Moreover we prove some impor-
tant estimates on anisotropic fractional energies that will play a key role in the rest
of the article (see for instance Lemma 2.6). In Section 3 we prove the extension of
the classical Bourgain-Brezis-Mironescu’s result [4] to the anisotropic case, see The-
orems 3.1 and 3.2. In Section 4 we show the extension of Maz’ya-Shaposhnikova’s
result to our case, Theorem 4.1, and finally in Section 5 we analyze the applications
of the above mentioned results to the asymptotic behavior of solutions to fractional
anisotropic p—Laplace problems when the fractional parameters (or some of them)
goes to 1. We analyze the cases where the source term f is a fixed function of the
space variable x (Corollary 5.4), then the general case where the source term is a
nonlinearity of the form f = f(z,u) (Theorem 5.5) and finally, we study the case
of ground state solution proving that the limit of ground state solutions to frac-
tional problems converge to the corresponding ground state solutions of the limit
problems (Theorem 5.11).

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let us start by defining the anisotropic spaces that will be considered in this
work.



A BBM FORMULA FOR ANISOTROPIC FRACTIONAL SOBOLEV SPACES 3

Giveni=1,...,n,s € (0,1] and p € (1,00) we define the fractional i** —Sobolev
space as _
WP P(R") = {u € LP(R"™) such that Jg ,(u) < oo},
where
hei) — u(x)[P
(1 s)s |“3+ ) U@ e i s <1
i n | |1 +sp
Ty =14

2 [ Jonalds Y
p n

It is easy to see that W;P(R™) is a Banach space with norm

ulliysp = ellp + (J2, ()7,
which is separable and reflexive.
This space consists on L? functions that has some mild regularity in the i*" —variable.
In order to control every variable, we proceed as follows. Let s = (s1,...,8,) and
p=(p1,...,pn), with s; € (0,1] and p; € (1,00) for i = 1,...,n. Then define
n
WSP(R™) = (| WP (R").
i=1
This anisotropic Sobolev space is then a separable and reflexive Banach space with

norm
n

lallsp =D lullissipi-
P

In most applications, what turns out to be more useful than the norm is the
functional Js p that is defined as

=31,

i=1

51

for u € WSP(R™).
If we consider 2 C R", then we define the anisotropic Sobolev space of functions
vanishing at the boundary 0f) as
WEP(@) = {u € W*P(R"): ulg. = 0},

Remark 2.1. Recall that this is not the most common definition of functions van-
ishing at the boundary. An alternative definition is

(2.1) WoP(Q) = C(9),
where the closure is taken with respect to the norm || - ||s p.
In the classical case, where s =1 = s9 =---=s, and p=p; =p2 = -+ = Py,

it is proved in [11] that both spaces agree, WE'P(Q) = WEP(Q), if for instance,
is Lipschitz.

We don’t investigate this issue here for the anisotropic case, and will consider
the definition given in (2.1).

Observe that if we define

Pmin = min{pla e 7pn} and Pmax = max{plv cee apn}
then, by standard interpolation we have that
WSP(R") = {u € LP==(R"™) N LP=<(R"™): Js p(u) < oo}.
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In the local anisotropic case, i.e. when s; = s9 = --- = s, = 1, it is proven in
[13] that the space W'P(R") is continuously embedded in LP"(R"), where p* is
the associated critical exponent given by

. n
P ==
Z:l 10y — 1
On the other hand, in the general fractional anisotropic case, Sobolev immersion
theorems for these spaces was studied in [7]. In that paper, the authors define the

quantities
-1 -1
_ 11 _ I 1
s=|[- — , sp=| — .
Then, assuming that Sp < n the following critical Sobolev exponent is introduced
2.2 —pt =27
(22) pi=p =

Under the further assumption that pp.x < p* the following Sobolev-Poincaré in-
equality is proved in [7]:

0<S= uev‘}gg(Rn) Js)p(u).
llullpx =1

where the constant S depends on n,p*, p* — pmax and on a lower bound sg of s;
fori=1,...,n.

Moreover, a compact-embedding theorem, WSP(R™) ccC L{ (R™), for every
1 < ¢ < p* is also proved in [7].

In the remaining of the section we prove some results on the functionals J;'_’p that
will be helpful in the sequel. When dealing with a single functional, without loss
of generality we can assume that ¢ = 1.

Lemma 2.2. Let u be a function in W, 'P(R™), then
1
Tpw) < = (5100l + (1= )2 ullf).
Proof. Given u € CL(R") it is a well known fact that

[ e+ her) = u()? do < b0, ul,
Rn

u(@ + he1) — u(@)|” _/1 1 / P
/ L- i drdh = | G (] el he) —u(@)[? da ) dh

1
+ /hl ThFer (/ |u(z + her) — u(z)|P dw) dh
. n

=I+1I.
For the first term,
Loonp 1
(2.3) 1< 100ul32 [ ey dh = s 0.,
and for the second term,
(2.4) 1T < 27 ulf? /100 |h|11+5pdh = 2”“|IU|IP
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Now combining (2.3) and (2.4) we conclude the proof of the estimate for smooth
functions. The result is finished just observing that smooth functions with compact
support are dense in W, (R™). O

The next lemma shows that the functional Jsl)p decreases when one regularizes
a function v with a standard mollifier.

Lemma 2.3. Let u € LP(R™) and u. = p. * u, where p. is the standard mollifier.
Then

Tgplue) < Jg, ()
for every e > 0.

Proof.
/ |ue($+h61) —ue(h)|17dx:
< /n /n lu(z + her —y) — u(x — y)|” ply) dyda

:/n </n|u(x—|—hel— y) — u(z — )da:|pdar> p(y) dy
= /n |u(x + hey) — u(x)|Pdz,

where we have used the invariance of the norm with respect to translations and
that p has integral equal to 1. Finally, multiplying by |h| =1 7% and integrating over
R we get the desired estimate. O

P

(u(x + her —y) —u(z —y)) ply)dy| dx

Now, we prove a lemma that shows the behavior of J, Slﬁp with respect to trunca-
tions.

Lemma 2.4. Let n € C}(R™) be such thatn =1 on By, =0 on BS,0<n<1
and |Vn|le < 2. Given k € N, we define ni(z) = n(x/k).
Let w € LP(R™) and u, = ngu be the truncation of u by ny then
Tsp(ur) < Cn,p) (J5,(w) + |lullp) .
where C(n,p) > 0 is independent from k.

Proof. First, observe that we have
Juk(z+her) —ur(@) [P < 27 (i (z+her) [P lu(a+her) —u(@) [P+ |u(@) [Pl (2-+hex )= (2) [P).

Hence, we get

P
/ /|Uk (x + her) — ug(@)[” dhdx <2P~ 1/ /|ux+h€1) u)l dhdz+

|h|1+8p |h|1+sp

1 |77k (z + he1) — ()]
% / L dh dz.

To finish the proof, we observe that

h P h P
/|77k(90+ 611+)s ()| dh < / / Ik (2 + 611+)s ()] dh
R ht+sp hi<1 Jin>1 hi+sp
=1+11.
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Now

1 v+l 1
<1l [ s =

Finally,
1 2P

IT < 2P~ 1|y, 1;0/ ———dh=".
I | =1 |h[ETsP sp

and our lemma has been proved.
O

The next lemma is proved in [4] and is crucial in the arguments that follows.

Lemma 2.5. Let ¢,v¢: (0,1) — R be measurables functions and suppose that
d(2h) < ¢(h) for h € (0,1) and that v is nonincreasing. Then given r > —1,

! T r + 1 ! T ! T
/O W (hy(h) dh > o /O h qS(h)dh/O h"+p(h) dh.

With the help of Lemma 2.5 we can prove the following immersion result.

Lemma 2.6. Let 1 <p < oo and 0 < s1 < s9 <1 then
S1,P 52,P

1 — 520+
JL () < 20-s0p gLy )+%|u|27

for all u € LP(R™).
Proof. First, let us begin by observing that

|u(z + hey) — u(x)P u(z + hey) — u(x)P
// P dadh =2 ) P dadh.

Hence, the lemma will be proved if we show that

u(x + hey) —u(z)P
1—51/ / i |h|11+51p @F yran
h
2(1 51)17 1—82 / / :I:+ 61 ((E)l dIdh+( ) H H

|h|1+52p

Define F as
F(h) = / |u(z + hey) — u(x)|? dx,

since

F(2h) < 2r7! (/n |u(z + 2her) — u(z + hey)|P d:cdh)

4 2r~1 (/n |u(x + hey) — u(x)[? d:z:dh)
~ 2P/n lu( + hey) — u(@)|? dedh = 2 F(h),

We can take g(h) = F'(h)/h? and get that g(2h) < g(h) for all h > 0.
On the other hand,

u(z + hey) — u(x)P [t F(n)
/ /n [h|Fsp dzdh _/0 —|h|1+SP dh
1
- g(h)
—/0 =G "

(2.5)
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Now, let us consider 0 < s; < s9 < 1, then

1 1
9(h) _ 1 1
/0 |h|17(1752)p dh = ~/O |h|17(1751)pg(h’) |h|(52751)p dh

and applying Lemma 2.5 with 7 = (1 — s1)p — 1 and ¥(h) = h~(52=51)P we obtain
1 1 1
g(h) (1—s1)p g(h) 1
‘/0 |h|1—(1—52)10 dh = 2(1=s1)p 0 hl—(1—=s1)p dh 0 hl—(l—sz)Pdh

11— !

_ S1 gth)
200=s1)p 1 — g5 J, hi=(1=s1)p

Recalling (2.5)

1—s (x + hey) — u(x)P
2(1— 9(1—s1)p / /n |h|1+8117 dxdh

|u(z + hey) — u(x)P
(1— s / / T dadh

P 2P| .]12
/ / u(z + hey) — u(x) dedh < ||U||p

|h|1+5117 - S1p
this completes the proof. 0

Finally,

3. BBM-TYPE RESULTS FOR W;""

In this section we extend the results in the seminal paper [4] to the anisotropic
case. Our first result conserns with the asymptotic behavior of the funcional J]
as s T 1 in a pointwise sense.

Theorem 3.1. Let u € LP(R™), s € (0,1) then
lim 72, () = 1, (0).

Proof. To prove the theorem 3.1 we split the proof in 3 steps.
Step 1: Let u € C3(R™) , s € (0,1) and p € (1,00). Arguing as in [4, Theorem
2] we easily obtain that
u( + her) — u(z)|?
|h|P

= [0z,ul”] < Clhl,

where C' depends on the C?—norm of « and p.
Naming
x + hey) —u(x)|P

u
4= )7

- |aﬂﬂzu|p

and taking the integral over R,

/Adh:/ Adh+/ Adh,
R |n|<1 |h|>1

where by routine integration,

1
/ Adw = 207 and / Adw = 2;0—
Inl<1 1+p(1—s) h|>1 ps
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Finally, taking limit s — 1 we conclude that

|u(z + heq) —u(x)| 2
(3.1) iﬂs / e = §|811u|17.

Now, the key is look up an integrable majorant for (3.1).

Let
|u(x + hey) — u(z)P
R R

Then since u € CZ(R™), there exists B > 0 such that supp(u) C Qg, where
Qr=[-R,R]".
Thus, we split the problem:

o If |.’II1| < 2R

|u(x + her) — u(z)|P
e dh

lu(x + hey) —u(x)|P °
Trep dh
h|<3R |h|>3R R

where we bound the first integral by

hey) — p 3RP
/ |u(x + e;)r u(z)] dh < [[0y.ul 7. 7
|h|<3R |h|HFsp p(l—s)

|Us (2 I—

and the second by

her) — 3R—P(1/2)
/ fu(z + eﬁs YO g, < Julp, .
|h|>3R |h|HFsp (1—s)p

Then

[s(1 = 5)Us(2)] < CxQsn (),

where C is a constant depending of p, R but not on s.
o If |£L'1| > 2R,

|uxl+hx [P 2 \ 't
|Us(z)| = |h[1+sp s TErr— |21 . |u(z1,2)[Pday .

Where we have used that |h| > |z1| — |21 + | > |21] — R > J|z4].
Observe that

Gl = /R|u(x1,:v’)|pd:vl € L'RY)
Therefore,
14+(1/2)p
s(1 - )U()] < C <><Q2R<x> + xas, (2) (|—2|) G(z’>> € L'®™).

To conclude this step, we only have to use the Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence
Theorem and obtain

h p 2
(3.2) lim s(1—s / [ule + hei) — ulz) dhdx = —/ |0z, ul” d,
fiy . A .

for all u € CZ(R™).
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Step 2: Let u € W, P(R"), s € (0,1) and p € (1,00) . Take a sequence

{ur}ren C CZ(R™) such that up — w in LP(R™) and 9, ur — Oz, u in LP(R™). Let
(3.3) [uisp = (L), 0<s<1.

Observe that [-]1,s, defined in (3.3) is a seminorm and thus satisfies the triangle
inequality. So

|[u]1,s,p - [u]l,l,p| < |[u]1,s,p - [uk]l,s,pl + |[uk]1,s7p - [uk]l,l,p| + |[uk]l,1,p - [u]l,l,pl
=I1+I1II+1I1I.

Using lemma 2.2,
I <|[ur, — ul1,s,p| < C(n,p) (lug — ullp + [0z, ur — Oz ullp) -

which converges to zero if k& — oo, uniformly in s. The third term is bounded in
much the same way.

Finally, the second term is consequence of Step 1, and so the proof of Step 2 is
complete.

Step 3: Given u € LP(R™) and assume that
(3.4) liminf J} ,(u) < oo,
s—1 ?
Let up, C C§°(R™) be given by
Uk,e = Pe * (Uﬁk)

and applying lemmas 2.3 and 2.4 together with (3.4), we obtain

liminf J; ,(ug.e) < C,
s—1 ?

where C' is independent from k& and € > 0.
Next, for any fixed k and €, we apply Step 1 and obtain

C > lim Jg  (up o) = Ji  (un.c)-

Hence, there exist a subsequence uj = {ug, ¢, } C {ur,} such that 0, u; — 0, u
weakly in LP(R™). Thus v € W, P(R"). and so the proof of Step 3 follows from
Step 2.

This completes the proof of the Theorem. O

Next, we will consider the case that, instead of having a fixed function u for
every s, the function also depends on the fractional parameter s.

Theorem 3.2. Let 0 < s, — 1 when k — oo. Assume that {uy} C LP(R™) is such
that

(3.5) Sl;p lugll, < oo, wup—win L (R") and ilelg Jslk)p(uk) < 0.
Then,
(3.6) Ji,(u) < liminf J;, (ug).

sp—1



10 I. CERESA DUSSEL AND J. FERNANDEZ BONDER

Proof. Let {ux} C LP(R™) be such that (3.5) holds. Let now ¢ € (0, 1) be fixed but
arbitrary. By the LY (R™) convergence of the sequence {ux}, we can assume that
up — u a.e in R™.
By Fatou’s lemma,
Jtl,p(u) S hknig.}f Jtl,p(uk)

Applying now Lemma 2.6, with M = sup,, ||ug||, we get
or+l

p
and the result follows taking ¢ — 1 and using Theorem 3.1. 0

MP

JE(u) < 2070p lim inf JL (up) + (1 —1)

Another useful result is the following compactness result for a sequence uy €
WseP(R™).

Theorem 3.3. Let p = (p1,...,pn) with p; € (1,00) for everyi =1,...,n. As-

sume that s¥ — 1 ask — oo fori=1,...,j andletsk:(s’f,...,s?,sjﬂ,...,sn).
Then sy —so=(1,...,1,8j41,...,5n).
——

J
Let {uy} C LPm(R™) N LPm=(R™) be a sequence such that

sup (| [l ppe + 1kl ppin < 00 sup Js, p(ux) < oo.
kEN kEN

Then, if pmae < P, there exist a subsequence {uy;}jen C {ur}ren such that
ug; — u as j — oo in Ln(R™).

loc

Proof. Since s — s, it follows that p;, — pg . Therefore, we can assume that
Pmax < P, -
Now, take ¢ € (0,1) close to 1, such that it t = (¢,...,¢,8j41,...,8y), then
~
j
Pmax < p:
Applying now Lemma 2.6 we obtain that

Jep(ur) < C(Js, p(ug) +1) < C  for every k € N.

Hence, we can apply the Rellich-Kondrashov type result for the space WP (R™)
[7, Theorem 2.1] and hence the convergence of {uy}ren (up to a subsequence) in
LPm=(R™) is guaranteed. O

loc

To conclude the section, let us now make the connection of Theorems 3.1 and
3.2 with the notion of Gamma-convergence.

Recall that in a metric space (X, d), a sequence of functions fi,: X — R is said
to Gamma converges to a limit function f it this two conditions are satisfied:

e (liminf inequalitty) For every x € X and every sequence {xj}treny C X
such that zp — x, it holds that

) < liminf (o).

e (limsup inequality) For every # € X there exists a sequence (called the
recovery sequence) {yx }ren C X such that

flz) > lilzrisup Fr(yr)-
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The notion of Gamma convergence is a useful tool in the Calculus of Variations
and was introduced by De Giorgi in the 70’s. See [9] for a throughout introduction
to the subject.

Observe that Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 immediately imply that Jslyp Gamma con-
verges to Ji , as s T 1in LP(Q) for every Q@ C R™ bounded. We collect this statement
in the following corollary.

Corollary 3.4. Let s, — 1 and p € (1,00). Then J! = Gamma converges to Jllyp

Sk,P
as k — oo in L (R™).

Proof. Just observe that Theorem 3.2 is exactly the liminf inequality and for the
lim sup inequality one just have to take the constant sequence uj = u as a recovery
sequence and apply Theorem 3.1. 0

In the forthcoming application (cf. Section 5) it will be important to have the
Gamma convergence of the full functional

u) = Z __Jsi,pi (u)
iz Pi

Moreover we consider a sequence s, = (s¥,s5,..., s%) where for instance sf, . . ., sé“ —
1 as k — oo and sé?H, R sfl remains constant.
Hence s, —sp=(1,...,1,8j41,...,8n).
N

J
In principle, it is not true that sums of Gamma convergent function is Gamma
convergent (see [9]). However, in this case since the recovery sequence is the con-
stant sequence (and in particular is the same for every function), the Gamma con-
vergence of Js, p holds true.
Let us collect these results in the next corollary.

Corollary 3.5. Let p = (p1,...,pn) with p; € (1 o0) for every i =1,...,n. Let
k

sf = 1lask — oo fori =1,...,j and let s, = (s’f,...,sf,strl,... sn) Let
so=0(1,...,1,8541,...,8,). Then Js, p Gamma converges to Js, p in L7 (R™).
———

J
Proof. The liminf inequality for Js, p follows from the liminf inequality for every
Jgf,pi (i=1,...,7) and the continuity of J;, , fori=j+1,...,n
The lim sup inequality follows since the constant sequence uy = u is a recovery
sequence for every J!, o 1=1,...,7. (I

4. MAZYA-SHAPOSHNIKOVA—TYPE RESULTS

In this section we work on an adaptation of the seminal result of Maz’ya and
Shaposhnikova, [23]. Namely we prove the following theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Let u € LP(R™) and assume that there exists so € (0,1) such that
ue W P(R™). Then
lim sz( u) = 2p71|\u|\g.

s—0

Proof. In [23], Tt is proved that, for any n €N,

: Ju(z) — uly)|” —1ygn-
(4.1) hms/n /n |x— |n+5p 2 dady = 2p~ S 1|||u||’£p(w).

s—0
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for all u € W#0-P(R™) for some sp > 0.
In particular, if we apply this result in dimension 1 to v(z1) = w(z1,2’) where
a2’ € R ! is fixed, we obtain that

. [v(@1 4+ h) —v(z)| _4 P
lg%s/ T dxldh—]—? R|v(x1)| dzxq,

which in terms of u reads

. |u(zr + h,a’) —u(zy, 2”)P 4 N ip
(4.2) ili%s/ T dxldh—g R|u(x1,:v)| day,

So, to conclude our result we need to integrate with respect to 2’ € R"~! and
for that it remains to find an integrable majorant for

|u(zy + h,a’) —u(xy, )P
/ HEw daydh.

For that purpose, we proceed as follows

_ P
// // |u(z1 + h, x2+su(x1,x)| doydh — T+ IT.
lh|<1 |h|>1 ||t Fsp

For the first term

h, NP
1_5// wlos +ho o) —ulwn D ) gy,
|h|<1 || Fep

— |P
< so// uor *hoo) —ulan, 2N g,
|hl<1 ||t Fsop

The inequality came from s < sp, and thanks to u € W*P(R™) we conclude the
integrability of this part. For the second term

— /\|p
H_s// [ul@ + b, @) — ulz1, o) dz1dh
|h|>1

e

1
<s [ 2Plu(zy, 2’ dhdzx
Jozuter e [ e e

<—/|ux1, )|P day

and this last term is integrable in R"~! since u € LP(R™).
These two bounds conclude the proof. 1

5. APPLICATIONS TO PARTIAL DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS.

In this section, we will make use of the results in Section 3 to find connections
between nonlocal pseudo p—Laplace operators and their local counterparts.
First, we will give some definitions and enforce notations that will be helpful.

Definition 5.1. Let Q C R™ be a bounded subset. The topological dual spaces of
WoP (), W77 () will be denoted by WP (Q) and W, ** () respectively.

Now, it is easy to see that the functionals J, ;p are Fréchet differentiable for every
i=1,...,n, every s € (0,1] and every p € (1,00). Even more (J¢ ,): W/’ (Q) —
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w, P / () is continuous and is given by

((J2p) (u),v)

w(x + he;) — w(z) P2 (u(z + he;) — u(z))(v(z + he;) — v(z
- op [ I el he) ot ) o)

if0<s<1and
((pr)’(u),v) = 2/ |00, u|P" 20, ,u Op,v da,

where (-, -) denotes the duality pairing between W7'i"(Q) and its dual W; " , (Q).

5.1. Pseudo fractional p—Laplace operator. Let s; € (0,1],i = 1,...,n be
fractional parameters and define s = (s1,...,$8,). Next, let p; € (1,00),i=1,...,n
be integrable parameters and define p = (p1,...,pn).

Recall that the operator Js p: W§™P(2) — R that was defined as Jg p == > 1| = .J¢

i=1 p; ¥ 8i,pi”
is then Fréchet differentiable with derivative given by

Tl o WP (Q) — WSP(Q)

Tplt) = 3 5 L) )

pi
i—1
So, we define the pseudo anisotropic p— Laplace operator as
(=Ap)*u = (Js,p) (u).
Observe that in the case where s = (1,...,1) (that is the pure local case) and
p=(p,...,p), then

P)Su = Zail)z (|8I1u|p728x1u) !
=1

that is the well-known pseudo p-Laplace operator.
Therefore, we want to study the equation

(—Ap)su=f inQ
(5.1) {u—() in R"\ Q

and, we say that u € WSP(Q) is a weak solution of (5.1) if

(=Ap)%u, v) /fvd:v

for all v € W5P(Q).

In order for a weak solution to be well defined, as usual we need to impose some
integrability conditions on the source term f.

We consider first the case where f = f(x) and then, the Sobolev immersion
theorem proved in [7] requires that f € L)' (Q).

Existence and uniqueness of weak solutions to (5.1) is then a direct consequence
of the direct method in the calculus of variations, since the solution is the unique
minimizer of the functional

I(v) := Js p(v) —/va dx,

which is a strictly convex, coercive and continuous functional in WP ().
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Let us summarize all of this facts into a single statement.

Proposition 5.2. Let Q C R™ be a bounded open set, let s = (S1,...,8,), 8; €
(0,1), p=(p1,---,pn), i € (1,00) and p* the critical Sobolev exponent defined in
(2.2). Assume that pmaes < pP*.

Then, for every f € L®)'(Q), there exists a unique weak solution u € WP (Q)
o (5.1).

5.2. Asymptotic behavior of solutions. The objective of this section is to an-
alyze the asymptotic behavior of the solution to (5.1) when (some of the) s; — 1.

To this end assume that s’f, .. .,sé? — 1 (as k — o) and $j41,...,S, remain
fixed and consider sy, := (s%,..., s;“, Sj41s- - ) and the functionals

I (v) = Jsip( /fUdUC

By Proposition 5.2, there exists a unique minimizer uy of I, in W;*?(Q). Hence
we want to study the behavior of the sequence {uy }ren as k — oo.
To this end, let us define sg := (1,...,1,8+1,...,8,) and
——

J
In(v) = Jsy,p(v) — 5 fudax,

where
n

So, Z Jl,pl Z I%J;,pl (U)

1=75+1
Next we make full use of the results in Section 3 and conclude the following
theorem:

Theorem 5.3. With the preceding notation, the functionals Ij,: LPmn(Q) — R
defined as

I =
k() 00 elsewhere

_ _{Ik(v) if v e WSHP(Q)

Gamma-converges to I: LPm(Q) — R defined as

_ {I(v) if v e WSP(Q)

I(v) =
00 elsewhere

Proof. By Corollary 3.5 we have that J;, , Gamma converge to Js, p as k — oo.
So the result follows since the functional u — [, fudz is continuous in LPmi»(Q)
(see [9]). O

An immediate consequence of this result is the convergence of the solutions of
(5.1) to the corresponding limiting problem.

Corollary 5.4. Let uy € W5*P(Q) be the weak solution to

(—Ep)s’“uk =f inQ
up =0 in R™\ €,
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then u — ug in LPmn(Q) where ug € WP (Q) is the weak solution to

(—Ep)s“uo =f inQ

up =0 in R™\ €,
5.3. The semilinear-like case. In this subsection, we investigate the case where
the source term f depends also on the solution itself u. That is f = f(x,u).

In this case, in order to have the notion of weak solution some conditions on f
has to be imposed. Namely:

(f1) [:2— R xR is Carathéodory function.
(f2) There exist a constant C' > 0 and an exponent ¢ < p* such that
[z, 2)| < C(1L+ 2771
Recall that (f1) implies that if f(z,u(z)) is measurable whenever u(x) is mea-

surable. Moreover, (f) implies that if u € LP"(2), then f(z,u(z)) € L®)(Q).
Hence, we say that u is a weak solution to

(5.2) (—Ap)®u = f(x,u) %n Q
u=0 in R™\ €,
if u e W5P(Q2) and

(Joplu),v) = / f(z,u(z))v(z)de, for every v € WP (Q).
Q
Under these conditions, we can prove a stability result for weak solutions to
(5.2).

Theorem 5.5. Assume that for each k € N, there exists up, € W5*P(Q) a weak
solution to

(5.3)

(—Ap)rur = flz,up) in Q)

Moreover, assume that the sequence {uy}ren is precompact in LPmn(Q)), bounded
in L1U(Q) and that sy, — sg as k — oo and finally assume that the exponent q in
(f2) satisfy that ¢ < p,. Hence, any accumulation point u of the sequence {uy}ren
belongs to W5P(Q) and it is a weak solution to

(—Ap)ou = f(z,u) inQ
u=20 in R™\ Q,
In order to prove Theorem 5.5, a couple of lemmas, that are straightforward

adaptation of [15, Lemmas 2.7 and 2.8].

Lemma 5.6. With the same assumptions and notations as in Theorem 5.5, let
u € W5oP(Q) be fized and for any k € N, let vy € WgHP(Q) be such that
SUppen Jsp,p(Vk) < 00. Then, fort >0,

o (U + tor) < T p(w) + H{(=Bp)**u, vg) + o(t),
where o(t) is uniform in k € N.

Lemma 5.7. Under the same assumptions that Lemma 5.6, if moreover vy — v
in LPmn(Q). Then, for every u € WP (Q) we have

((Jsip) (), vr) = (Jsg.p)" (1), v).
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With the help of these two lemmas, we can now proceed with the proof of
Theorem 5.5.

Proof of Theorem 5.5. First observe that
((Jsy.p) (u); k) = PuminJsy p(ur)-
Hence, using (f2), and the fact that uy are weak solutions to (5.3), we get that
Jsk,p(uk) <C(l+ ||uk||g)
Therefore, since {u}ren is bounded in L?(€2), we have that
(5.4) sup Js, p(ur) < oo.
keN

Also, since uy, — u in LP=i=(£)), passing to a subsequence, if necessary, we get that
up — w a.e. in  and, moreover, using Theorem 3.3, we obtain that u € W5*P(Q).

Next, we define ny = f(x,up(x)) = (—Ap)*ur € WP (Q). Let us see that
{ne} is bounded in W—s0-P' ().

First, notice that p;, — p3, as k — oo and ¢ < p{, then (¢ — 1)(pZ,) < PZ,,
for k large. Then

(MK, v /f (@, up)v dx
< c/(1+|uk|q*1)|u|dxgc/ |U|d:C+C/ g2 [o] da
Q Q Q

1/(p5,)
. (/ g | (=D P3) dw) o
Q

Since (¢ — 1)(ps,)’ < Pi,, by the Sobolev immersion for the fractional anisotropic
spaces proved in [7] and the uniform bound on Js, p(ux), (5.4), we obtain that

< Clloll,

||Uk||(q—1)(p;0)/ < (C, forevery ke N.

Hence, 7 is bounded in W—50-P'(Q2).

Therefore, up to some subsequence, there exists € Wsop’ (Q) such that n, — n
weakly in W S0P’ ().

Since uy, is a weak solution of (5.3), for any v € WP (Q2),

(M, v / [z, up)vde

taking limit as & — oo the first term converge weakly, while the second term
converge by the dominated convergence theorem and [6, Theorem 4.9],

0= (n,v)— ., f(z,u)vd.

Now, we want to identify 7, let us see that

(n,v) = (=Ap)*u,v).
For that purpose, we will use the monotonicity of the operator and the fact that
uy is a weak solution of (5.3). In fact,

0 < ((=Ap)™ up, up, — v) — ((=Ap)*v,up — v)

= / Fz, ug) (ug — v)dz — (=Ap)* v, up — v)
Q
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Taking limit k — oo and for Lemma 5.7,

0< 5 fz,u)(u —v)dx — <(—5p)s“v, u—v)

If we take v = u — tw, w € W5P(Q) given and ¢t > 0 , we obtain that
0 < (nw) = (=Ap)* (u — tw), w).
Finally, taking ¢t — 0
0 {0, w) = (=Ap)* (u), w).
The proof is now completed. 0
5.4. Ground-state solutions. The purpose of this subsection is to investigate

further the results of the preceding one and analyze the case where the sequence of
solutions {uy }ren are ground-state solutions to the problem:

(5.5) (—Bp)up = flo,up) i 0

! U = O in Rn \ Q,
and its limit behavior to
(5 6) (_&p)sou = f(x,u) in Q

' u=0 in R™ \ €,

Recall that ground state solutions are minimizers of the energy functional

L () = Jup(u) — /Q Pla,u) da,

restricted to the Nehari manifold
Nep = {v e WeP( @)\ {0} : (Zs,p)"(v), v) = 0}

where F(z,z) = [ f(x,t)dt is the primitive of f.

On the nonlinearity f, besides (f1) and (f2), it will be assumed to fulfill the
following further structural hypothesis that are standard when consider ground
state solutions in nonlinear problems

F(z,z2)

(f3) |Z|pn]ax
(fa) f(z,2) = o(|z|Pme==1) as 2 — 0 uniformly with respect to z € Q.
(fs) For almost every x € 2

f(z,2)

|Z|pmax_l

— 00 as |z| — oo uniformly with respect to x € Q.

is strictly increasing on (—o0,0) U (0, 00)

(f6) There is a p1 > Pmax such that
pF(z,z) < zf(z,2)

Also, as in the preceding subsection, the exponent ¢ in (f2) must be subcritical, i.e.
q<p".

It is well known that under hypotheses (f1)-(fs) a ground state actually exists.
In fact, in our context, a ground state solution, ug, is a mountain pass solution.
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Remark 5.8. Observe that the Nehari manifold N p has the property that given
any nonzero function u € W5?(€), there exists a unique ¢ > 0 such that tu € N p.
We denote this scalar as t5.

The existence and uniqueness of this scalar 5, follows by using standard argu-
ments in the Calculus of Variations. That is, given ¢t € R and u € WP (Q) define
the function

o(t) = Js p(tu) — /Q F(z,tu) dz.

On the one hand, it is easy to verify that ¢(0) = 0, ¢/(¢) > 0 for small values of
t > 0 (these follows from the definition of ¢ and (f4)). Moreover, by (f3) we obtain
that ¢(t) — —oo when ¢ — co. So we conclude the existence of at least one critical
point of ¢.

On the other hand, ¢'(t) verifies that

¢(t) =D _t"Ji . (u) — / f(, ut)tu dz
=1 Q2
f @, ut)uPmex }
dx
|ut|pmax

— tpmax |:C + Z tpw Pmax JZ

Si ZD1
DiFPmax

By (f5), A is strictly decreasing, so the critical point must be unique.

By the previous remark, it is easy to check that a ground state solution must
satisfy

s :Is s) — f Is t >0
= loplus) = I gy S Ten(t0) >

The next lemma shows that the mountain pass levels of the ground state solutions
of (5.5) are uniformly bounded.

Lemma 5.9. Under the previous notation, cs, > limsupg_,q Cs.

Proof. Let u € Ny, p, then tSu € Ny . We first need to analyze the behavior of ¢
as s — so.
Since t3u € Ny p, we have that

((Jap)(E Z [l TS
flz, tSu)ts ude
Q

> u/ F(z,t5u) dx
Q
F , t Pmax
= pleypees [ HELOWE g,
|tiu|pmax
Now, if we assume that ¢35 > 1, we obtain that

F(x, tsu)|u[Pmex
pmax sp |ts |pmdx

As, by Theorem 3.1, Jg p(u) — JSO,p(u) < oo when s — sg, from (f3) implies
that {t }s is bounded.
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Let to > 0 be any accumulation point of {t%}s. Let t; = 5+ be a subsequence
such that ¢, — to as k — 0o. Let us see that ty # 0. In fact, the Nehari identity
gives us

n

> T (u) = / f(z, tyu)tpu da
Q

i=1

from where we get

n
; t
Z |t|PiPmin g () = (=, ku)l |u|pn1in71udx

i—1 o o [trufPmin=

Now, if tg = 0 and pmin = Diy, passing to the limit as k — oo using (f4) we deduce

that
Jio (u) = 0.

SigPmin

But this implies that u is independent of x;, and thus that v = 0, a contradiction.
Therefore tg > 0.
Moreover, from (f2) and (f4) we have that

|f (@, tew)tiu| < eltpulP + Celtrul® < C(JulP™ + |ul?) € L'(Q),

where C' > 0 is independent of k. Then, using the dominated convergence theorem

3

flz tpu)tyude — | f(x,tou)toudr (as k — 00).
Q Q

So, we get
n
Dl T, (u) = /Qf(w’tou)tou da.
i=1

Since u € Ng, p, to = 1. Then t§ — 1 as s — sq.
Now, we proceed as follows:

n

1
cs < Isp(thu) = Z —J. . (tsu) — /Q F(z,t5u) dx

. SisPi
=1 p
"1
=> =[Pl () - / F(z,t3u) de.
i Pi Q

We can now take the limit as s — sg in the former inequality to obtain

limsup ¢ < Z ;J;?mi (u) — /QF(%U) dr = Is,,p(u),

S—Sp i=1

where we have used Theorem 3.1.
Then, we take the infimum in u € Ny, p to conclude the desired result. il

Lemma 5.10. Let us € WP (Q) be a ground state solution of (5.5). Then there
exist two constants 0 < ¢ < C' < oo independent on s such that

c< Jsplus) < C
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Proof. Let us € WyP(Q) be a ground state solution of (5.5). By the previuos
lemma, there exist a constant C' > 0, such that

1
C 2 Lop(us) =~ L p(us), s)

/1 1\ .
> — —— | JL  (us
_Z(Pi u) op (4s)

1 1
> — — | Js,p(u).
(pmax u) p(t)

For the lower bound, since us € N p, we have that

(5.7) PminJs,p(us) < / f(z,us)us dae < / (e|lus|Pmx 4+ Celus|?) da
Q Q

Now from [7, Theorem 1.2], we obtain that
(5:8) ullpz} < Cs p(u),

where C' is independent of u € WP (Q).
Next, from (5.7), using Holder’s inequality and (5.8), we obtain

Js.p(tis) <Cemax{Js p(us), Jo p(ug)Pme=/Pmin}
+ CE maX{JS7p (us)q/pmax , Js,p (us)q/pmin } .

Then, choosing € > 0 small, we obtain that Js p(us) is bounded below away from
zero, as we wanted to show. O

Now we are ready to prove the main result of the section.

Theorem 5.11. Let s — 8o as k — oo and let p be such that 1 < pmin < Pmaz <
Py = Ps,- Assume that for each k € N, there exists uy, € W5FP(Q) a ground state
solution to (5.5).

Then the sequence {uy}tren is precompact in L (Q), for every 1 < r < p§ and
any accumulation point u of the sequence {uy}ren belongs to WP (Q) and it is a
ground state solution to (5.6).

Proof. First observe that if sy — sg, then pj := p;, — pj as kK — oo. Then, if
r < pg, then r < pj for every k large.

In view of (5.8) and Holder’s inequality, if we show that supjcy Js, p(ur) < 00,
then {uy}ren will be bounded in L™(Q).

But, this follows from Lemma 5.10 using that f satisfies (fs). Finally, Theorem
3.3 gives the existence of a subsequence {uy; }jen C {ur}ren and a function u €
W5oP(€2) such that ug, — ug in L"($).

It remains to see that ug is a ground state solution to (5.6). But, by Theorem
5.5, up is a weak solution of (5.6). Now, since uy € N, p, we have that

0<e< pmmJSk ’U,k < Z Si,Pi ’U/k / f T, uk ug do — f((E UO)UO d.’II
Q
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as k — 00, so ug # 0 and it follows that ug € N, p. Moreover,
liminf ¢g, = liminf I, p(ug) = liminf Jg, p(uk) — / F(x,uy)
k— o0 k—o00 k—o00 Q

> JSO,p(UO) - /Q F(x,up) dx = I507p(u0) > Cs,

where we have used Corollary 3.5 in the inequality.
Combining this estimate with Lemma 5.9 we conclude that

Csog = SU,p(UO)

and the proof is finished. O
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