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Abstract

We will prove multiplicity results for the mixed local-nonlocal elliptic equation of the form

S A T3
—Apu+ (=A)u = e +u” in €,

u > 0in ), (0.1)

u =0 in R™"\Q;
where

[u(z) ~ u() P (u(e) ~ uly)) ,
o g7

(—=A)3u(x) = cn s P.V. /

and —A, is the usual p-Laplace operator. Under the assumptions that 2 is a bounded domain in R™ with regular
enough boundary, p > 1,n >p,s € (0,1), A > 0and r € (p—1,p" — 1) where p* is the critical Sobolev exponent,
we will show there exist at least two weak solutions to our problem for 0 < v < 1 and some certain values of A.
Further, for every v > 0, assuming strict convexity of Q, for p = 2 and s € (0,1/2), we will show the existence of
at least two positive weak solutions to the problem, for small values of X, extending the result of [28]. Here ¢, s
is a suitable normalization constant, and P.V. stands for Cauchy Principal Value.
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1. Introduction
In this article, we deal with the multiplicity of weak solutions to the singular elliptic problems given by
A
—Apu+ (=A)yu = vl u” in Q,
u
u > 0in (1.1)
u =0 in R™\,
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where y € (0,1),n>p>1,s€ (0,1), A >0, p<7+1 < p*, Q is bounded domain in R” with C* boundary; and

—Au+ (—A)Y’u= A +u” in
uY

w>0in 9, (1.2)

u=0in R™\Q,
for v > 1. Of course, in the latter case, we need strict convexity and smooth boundary of Q along with 0 < s < 1/2.
To this aim, we start with a brief background of the problems available in the literature.

Singular elliptic problems have been extensively studied for the past few decades, starting with the pioneering
work of Crandall-Rabinowitz-Tartar [20], who showed that the unperturbed case of (1.2) (and for local operator),
under Dirichlet boundary conditions given by

[

—Au = ~— in Q,
uY
>0 inQ, w=0 in 99,

admits a unique solution u € C*(Q2) N C(Q) for any v > 0 along with the fact that the solution behaves like a
distance function near the boundary provided f is Holder Continuous. Interestingly enough, Lazer-Mckenna [37]
showed that the unique solution obtained by [20] is indeed in W, *(Q) if and only if 0 < v < 3. They also showed
that the solution belongs to C* (Q) provided 0 < 7 < 1. This was followed for the perturbed singular case by the
work of Haitao [35], who studied the problem

(1.3)

A .
_A’U,: H—i—u m Q, (14)
u>0inQ, w=0 in 09,

and showed the existence of A > 0 such that there exists at least two solutions u,v € W, *(Q) to problem (1.4)
for A < A, no solution for A > A and at least one solution for A = A provided 0 < v < 1 < r < 2* — 1. The
generalization of these results for p-Laplacian was given by Giacomoni et al. [31], who showed the existence of at
least two solutions for 0 < v < 1 and p—1 < r < p*—1. In the above-mentioned works on the perturbed problems,
the solution so obtained satisfied the boundary condition in the trace sense, and the restriction 0 < v < 1 is due
to the use of variational methods which require the associated functional to be well-defined on WO1 Q).

Boccardo-Orsina [16] in a beautiful paper showed the followings regarding solutions of (1.3)
nm(l+~)

weW, "0 (Q) i 0<y<land feL™Q) withm € [1,(2°/(1—))),
ue Wy?(Q) if 0 <y <1land feL™Q) withm = (2*/(1-7)),

u e Wy?(Q) ify=1and f € L'(Q),

ue Wy2(Q) if y>1and f € L'(Q).

The boundary condition is now understood as such that v 2 belongs to VVO1 2(Q) This has been generalized

by Canino et al. [19] for the p-Laplacian where existence of a solution u € VVliCp (Q) was shown for v > 0 and
P

f € LY(Q) such that u = € Wy?(€). The perturbed problem (1.4) was studied by Arcoya-Boccardo [5] for
0 < v < 1 using the variational method. Again for v > 1, Arcoya-Mérida [6] obtained the existence of at least

two solutions in VVliCQ(Q) N L*°(Q). Moreover, any solution u so obtained satisfies W e W,y (). This was

+
n -+ 2
For the nonlocal case of (1.3), we refer [10, 18], where the authors obtained, among other results, existence and
summability of weak solutions. For multiplicity results in nonlocal perturbed singular case, with v < 1, one can
see [29] and the references therein. As for the mixed local-nonlocal problem, the literature is very little known.
Recently, in [7, 30], the authors have studied the singular problems associated with mixed operators given by

2 2
generalized for the quasilinear case by Bal-Garain [9] for any n <p<n.

[
—Apu+ (=A)ju= -5 n Q,
u>0in 2, w=01in R"\Q;
and obtained plenty of results regarding existence and other properties of solutions. In [28], the author has used
variational techniques and shown there exist at least two solutions to (1.2) for v < 1. We will generalize this for

the quasilinear case (1.1). Further, we also aim to get multiplicity results similar to Arcoya-Mérida [6] in mixed
local nonlocal setting for (1.2).

In this article, we will extensively use the regularity results, maximum principles and other properties obtained



in [11, 12, 13, 14, 24, 41]. We finish our literature survey by providing some references for parabolic problems
as [1, 8, 22]. Now that the history of the problem is clear, let us discuss the difficulties one encounters while
studying the problems (1.1) and (1.2) and the strategy we employ to circumvent those difficulties.

Goal of this paper: We intend to deduce the existence of two different weak solutions to (1.1), with 1 < p < co
and for 0 <« < 1. For v > 1, we continue to show the existence of at least two weak solutions of the semilinear
case of (1.1) given by (1.2).

Difficulties: To deal with the singular term, we follow the classical approach of obtaining solutions to a sequence
of approximated problems given by

S A T o
Apu+ (=A)yu = CESSE +u” in €, (L5)

u>0in 2, w=01in R"\Q,
where £ € N. Note that this problem is non-singular for any k¥ € N. We start by showing the existence of two
different solutions to (1.5) for each k¥ € N. For (1.1), we will use the variational technique (as v < 1 allows us
so) and show that the functional corresponding to (1.5) satisfies the mountain pass geometry. We will obtain a
solution as the critical point of the functional which is different from the minimizer. This, along with a uniform
apriori bound in VVO1 P(Q), will give our multiplicity result (of course, one needs to show the almost everywhere
convergence of the gradients of weak solutions (of (1.5)) to the gradient of their limit, to pass k — oo in (1.5)).

For (1.2), we obtain a uniform apriori estimate for the L> bound of the solutions of (1.5) (with p = 2) inde-
pendent of k and then use Leray-Schauder degree. We conclude by passing to the limit to obtain two distinct
solutions to our main problem. One of this study’s main challenges is finding the uniform a priori estimates
independent of k. For the Laplacian operator, one can use Kelvin transformation (see [6]) which fails for the
mixed local-nonlocal case. We overcome this difficulty by considering strict convexity of our domain. Once we
have a uniform neighbourhood of the boundary, the blow-up analysis of Gidas-Spruck [34] goes through. Here
we consider the fractional Laplace operator as a lower order term and approach by taking limit.

Another difficulty arises in constructing an appropriate subsolution to the approximated problem for the un-
perturbed case, which is handled by taking the first eigenfunction of Laplacian and using its regularity. It
is important to mention that we also prove existence result regarding (1.2) in Section 4, which represents the
boundary data of u. A result regarding nonexistence of solutions to (1.2) for large A is also obtained.

Organization of the article

In Section 2, we will write notations and give definitions and embedding results regarding Sobolev spaces we

need. Appropriate notions of weak solutions for our problems will be defined, and the main results will be stated.
The next section will contain preliminaries required for (1.1), and the multiplicity result regarding this will be
proved in Section 3.
Section 4 contains an existence result to guarantee the boundary behaviour of solutions to (1.2). The next
section is devoted to the preliminaries of (1.2). One will get the existence of two different uniformly bounded (in
L*°) sequences of solutions to the approximated problems here, and these will be used in Section 5 to show the
multiplicity result. We will end our discussion with a related problem not involving perturbation following [6].

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Notations
We gather here all the standard notations that will be used throughout the paper.

e We will take n to be the space dimension and € be an open bounded domain in R” with C'* or smooth boundary.

e For ¢ > 1, the Holder conjugate exponent of g will be denoted by ¢’ = Ll
q-—
e The Lebesgue measure of a measurable subset S C R"™ will be denoted by |S|.

e For any open subset Q of R", K CC Q will imply K is compactly contained in €.
) / will denote integration concerning space only, and integration on 2 x € or R™ x R" will be denoted by a

double integral / . Moreover, average integral will be denoted by ][ .

e The notation a < b will be used for a < Cb, where C is a universal constant which only depends on the

~



dimension n and sometimes on s too. C' (or sometimes ¢) may vary from line to line or even in the same line.

e For a function h, we denote its positive and negative parts by h™ = max{h,0}, h~ = max{—h, 0} respectively.

2.2. Function Spaces

In this section, we present definitions and properties of some function spaces that will be useful for our work.
We recall that for E C R”, the Lebesgue space LP(E),1 < p < o0, is defined to be the space of p-integrable
functions v : E — R with the finite norm

1/p
lall o s = < / |u<x>|de> .
By LP

P (E) we denote the space of locally p-integrable functions, which means, v € L} (F) if and only if
u € LP(F) for every F CC E. In the case 0 < p < 1, we denote by LP(E) a set of measurable functions such

that/ lu(z)Pde < .
E

Definition 2.1. The Sobolev space W'P(Q), for 1 < p < oo, is defined as the Banach space of locally integrable
weakly differentiable functions u : 0 — R equipped with the following norm

llullwrr) = llullLe) + [Vl Le)-

The space W,?(Q) is defined as the closure of the space C2°(Q), in the norm of the Sobolev space WP(1),
where C2°(2) is the set of all smooth functions whose supports are compactly contained in 2.

Definition 2.2. Let 0 < s < 1 and Q be an open connected subset of R™ with C* boundary. The fractional
Sobolev space W*1(Q) for any 1 < g < 400 is defined by

wei() = {ue rig): M= pag o)
|z —y|at
and it is endowed with the norm

1/q
u(x) —u(y)|?
fulhwniey = [ atolras s [ [ D= u0E ) 21)

It can be treated as an intermediate space between W'4(€) and LI(€). For 0 < s < s’ < 1, W* () is
continuously embedded in W*9(Q)), see [25, Proposition 2.1]. The fractional Sobolev space with zero boundary
values is defined by

W) ={ue WH(R") : u=0in R"\Q}.
However W9 () can be treated as the closure of C2°(€2) in W*9(2) with respect to the fractional Sobolev norm
defined in (2.1). Both W*9(Q) and W?(Q2) are reflexive Banach spaces, for ¢ > 1, for details we refer to the
readers |25, Section 2]. The spaces WP (Q) and W,"*(Q2) are also reflexive for p > 1.

The following result asserts that the classical Sobolev space is continuously embedded in the fractional Sobolev
space; see [25, Proposition 2.2]. The idea applies an extension property of Q so that we can extend functions
from W9(Q) to WH4(R™) and that the extension operator is bounded.
Lemma 2.3. Let Q be a bounded domain in R™ with C** boundary. Then 3C = C(,n,s) > 0 such that
lullwsa)y < Cllullwiaqy,

for every u € WhH4(Q).

For the fractional Sobolev spaces with zero boundary value, the next embedding result follows from [17,
Lemma 2.1]. The fundamental difference of it compared to Lemma 2.3 is that the result holds for any bounded

domain (without any smoothness condition on the boundary), since for the Sobolev spaces with zero boundary
value, we always have a zero extension to the complement.

Lemma 2.4. Let Q be a bounded domain in R” and 0 < s < 1. Then 3C = C(n,s,) > 0 such that

()|
/n/n |;[:—y|n+sq R Py dy<O |Vu|qu

or every u € WH9(Q). Here, we consider the zero extension of u to the complement of Q.
y 0 ) p

We now proceed with the basic Poincaré inequality, which can be found in [26, Chapter 5, Section 5.8.1].



Lemma 2.5. Let Q C R" be a bounded domain with C* boundary and q¢ > 1. Then there exists a positive
constant C' > 0 depending only on n and €2, such that

/ |u|%dx < C/ |Vu|lde, Yu € Wy Q).
Q Q

Specifically if we take Q = By, then we will get for all u € WH9(B;),

][ lu— (u)p,|dz < ch][ |Vu|?dx,
B- B

where ¢ is a constant depending only on n, and (u)p,. denotes the average of u in By, and By denotes a ball of
radius 7 centered at vg € R"™.

Using Lemma 2.4, and the above Poincaré inequality, we observe that the following norm on the space WO1 1(Q)

defined by
|q 1/q

is equivalent to the norm
1/q
o = (] |Vu|qu> .

The following is a version of fractional Poincaré.

Lemma 2.6. Let Q C R"™ be a bounded domain with C* boundary, s € (0,1) and ¢ > 1. If u € WJ%(Q), then

_ q
e e [ [ MU
Q ala |z—y[rtse

holds with ¢ = ¢(n, s,Q).

In view of Lemma 2.6, we observe that the Banach space W;?(2) can be endowed with the norm

|u(e) = u(y)|® i
s, = 761 d
”u””o ‘() (/Q o |z —ynts ey ’

which is equivalent to that of |luy<.q(q). Now, we define the local spaces as

whiQ) = {u QO —>R:ue€ Lq(K),/ |Vul|?dz < o0, for every K CC Q} ,
K

loc
and

_ q
Whi(Q) = {u Q= R:ue Lq(K),/ dedy < oo, for every K CC Q} )
ki |z =yt

Now for n > p, we define the critical Sobolev exponent as p* = , then we get the following embedding

n—p
result for any bounded open subset Q of class C* in R", see for details [26, Chapter 5].

Theorem 2.7. Let n > p. Then, 3C = C(n,N) > 0, such that for all u € C°(NQ)

Jull 0y < € [ [Vupde
Moreover the inclusion map
WyP(Q) < L"()
s continuous for 1 <r < p* and the above embedding is compact except for r = p*.
np

n —ps
is a fractional version of the Sobolev inequality (Theorem 2.7) which also implies a continuous embedding of
WP (Q) in the critical Lebesgue space LPs (€2). One can see the proof in [25].

Similarly, for n > ps, we define the fractional Sobolev critical exponent as p% = . The following result

Theorem 2.8. Let 0 < s < 1 be such that n > ps. Then, there exists a constant S(n,s) depending only on n
and s, such that for all u € C°(Q)

lu(z) —u(y)[? )l/p
wl| 7 px < 8(n,s / ———= dxdy .
|| ||L s(Q) ( ) ( oo |x_y|n+5p

We now recall the following algebraic inequality that can be found in [2, Lemma 2.22].



Lemma 2.9. i) Let a > 0. For every x,y > 0 one has

4a a+1 a+1 2
_ [N « > . 2 _ 2 .
(z—y)(a* —y*) = CESIE (:v y )

it) Let 0 < o < 1. For every x,y > 0 with x # y one has
r—y 1 11—« 11—«
= J <= .
prpmpr @y
iii) Let o > 1. Then there exists a constant C,, depending only on « such that
|+ y|* Mz — y| < Ca |z —y°.
Next, we state the algebraic inequality from [21, Lemma 2.1].

Lemma 2.10. Let 1 < p < co. Then for any a,b € R™, there exists a constant C = C(p) > 0, such that
|a —b?

(lal""2a = [blP~? ;a = b) > C oo
(laf + [b)>~P

2.3. Weak Solutions and Main Results
We are interested in multiplicity of weak solutions to the problem

A
—Apu+ (=A)yu = —+ u” in £,
u
w>0inQ, (2:2)
u =0 in R™\;

wheren >p>1;,A>0,0<y<l;re(p—1,p"—1).

Definition 2.11. A function u € Wl’p(Q) is said to be a weak solution to (2.2) if u > 0 in Q such that for every
w CC Q, there exists a positive constant c(w) with u > c(w ) > 0 in w and for all € C°(Q), we have

/|w|p *Vu-Vodo + [ / [0(2) = w()lP (@) = u(y)(G(x) = 6W)) 1\

o= g

/—dx—i—/ u" ¢ dx.
Qu” Q

—Au+ (—A)Y’u= A +u” in
uY

Further, consider the problem

w>0inQ, (2:3)

u=0in R™"\Q,
where A,y > 0, r > 1. We define the weak solution as:
Definition 2.12. A function u € VVl})C?(Q) N L>®(Q) (with some suitable power of u in Wy>(Q)) such that
uii € L) for every ¢ € Wy*(w) is said to be a weak solution of (2.3) if it satisfies

) (o(x) — ¢(y)) _ ¢ r
/QVU V(bdx—l—/n/n drdy = A o Wda:—l—/ﬂu ¢ dx,

Iw —y[rtee

for all ¢ € WO1 %(w) and for every open subset w of Q, such that w CC €.
The main results of this article are as follows;

Theorem 2.13. Let 0 < v < 1 and Q be a bounded domain with C* boundary. Then there exists A > 0 such that
for all X € (0, A), the problem (2.2) admits at least two distinct weak solutions in the sense of Definition 2.11.

Theorem 2.14. Let Q be a C' bounded open set in R™. Then 3A > 0, such that ¥ X € (0,A), the problem (2.3)
has a positive weak solution u € Wio2(Q) N L (Q) with u € Wy (Q), if 0 < v < 1 and T al= Wy (), if v > 1.
Theorem 2.15. Let Q0 be a bounded strictly convexr domain in R™ with smooth boundary, n > 2 and let s €

(0,1/2). If y > 0 and 2 < r+ 1 < 2" holds, then there is A > 0 such that for every X € (0,A) the problem (2.3)
has two different strictly positive solutions u and v in wlh 2((2) NL>(Q) in the sense of Definition 2.12 such that

loc
1
u® v e Wr(), Va > %



< 1 and thus we obtain that the solutions
+1 +1
b LT

1
Remark 2.16. Note that in the case 1 < v < 3, we have i

are in WOI’Q(Q) too, improving the result of Theorem 2.14. Furthermore, since , the theorem also

improves the reqularity in Theorem 2.14 for the case v > 1.

Preliminaries for the proof of Theorem 2.13

Following the ideas and approximation techniques of [5], we will prove our first result Theorem 2.13 in this
section. We consider the space W, () with the norm

|p 1/p
Fellwy @) = (/ |Vu|pdx+/n /n |:v— |"+Sp o gt )

Let us denote the energy functional I : W, ” (Q) — R U {£o0} corresponding to the problem (2.2) by

1—~
In(u) = \VulPdz + = / / Ju(@) —ul)P ;. dy—)\/ W) gy ! / (u™)™ da.
Q n JRr |~”U - y|"+5p o 1—7v r+1 /g

Note that I is not differentiable. Therefore for € > 0, we consider the following approximated problem

s A -
—Apu+ (=A)yu = W o + (u™)" in Q, (2.4)
u =0 in R™"\Q,

for which the corresponding energy functional is given by

|p A 11—~ _

— p _ + _ A=

Iy(u) = /Q |VulPdx /n /n |x - |n+sp 2 I dady T Q[(u +€) e Vdx
r+1

T+ 1/ (u+)

One can easily verify that I . € CH(WyP(Q),R),[x(0) = 0 and I (v) < Ip.(v) for all 0 < v € W, P(Q).
We refer [13, Proposition 5.1 for the existence of the first nonnegative eigenfunction e; € Wy*(Q) N L>(Q)
corresponding to the first eigenvalue \; satisfying the equation

—Apv+ (=AY v = Aol 20 in Q, v =0in R"\.
Without loss of generality, let ||eg ||W01,p(ﬂ) = 1. Now we show the functional I . satisfies the Palais-Smale (PS),

condition.

Proposition 2.17. I . satisfies the (PS). condition, for any ¢ € R, that is if {ur} C Wy'(Q) is a sequence
which satisfies
Ine(up) = c and I (u) =0 (2.5)

as k — oo, then {ur} admits a strongly convergent subsequence in Wol’p(Q).

Proof. We claim that if {uz} C WyP(Q) satisfies (2.5) then {uy} is bounded in Wy ?(Q). To show this, we
proceed as follows. As 0 < v < 1, we have
(um 4+ )77 — 7 < (wh). (2.6)

Using Theorem 2.7 and (2.6), it holds

1 1 P
Iye(ug) — +lf,\€(uk) = (5— T+1) (/ |Vu|”d:c—|—/ / |I_y|n+s;)n| dx dy)

T [(uk—i—e) Y- V]dgc—i——/ (uf +¢) upda

A _
. (1 SRR Y PR g
- (p 7“—1-1)' | / x+7‘+1 Q(uk+€) Uk AT

- AC
> - P _ + 'Yd _
- (p 7‘-1-1) s 1—7/9(1%) * e(r+1) el
(2.7)

where C'is a positive constant independent of k. Note that, for the last term, we have used the fact that if a € R
is such that |a| < b then —b < —|a| < a < |a| < b holds. Here | - || denotes norm in Wy ?(Q2).
Further using Theorem 2.7, we estimate the second term as




IN

/(u:)lf’yda@g/ lur|' ™7 da / |uk|1_7d:v+/ lug|' ™7 da
Q Q QN{|uk|>1} QN{|ur|<1}

< / |uk|d:c+/ lup|' Vdx | <C (||uk|| + Hu;ng_"Y) .
QN{|uk|>1} QN{|ur|<1}

(2.8)
where C is a positive constant independent of k. Then inserting (2.8) into (2.7), and as r + 1 > p, we get for
some positive constant C7 independent of k,

1 _
D) = == (w2 Co Jfuill” = € (Il + ] 7) (2.9)

As I} (u) — 0, therefore for 7 > 0, there exists k large enough such that

|13, (ure) (v)| < nllo]l,
for all v € Wol’p(Q). Now choosing n = 1 and v = uy, and using (2.5), it holds for large enough k,

AN

1
I)\)E(uk) ) IAE(uk)uk < |I,\6(uk)| + I)\e(uk)uk <c+1+C||uk|| (2.10)

From (2.9) and (2.10), using Young’s inequality, our claim follows asp>land 0 <y < 1.

Since {uj} is bounded in the reflexive Banach space W,*(f2), there exists ug € Wy’ (Q) such that up to a
subsequence, uy — ug Weakly in Wy (), up — up in LI(Q) for all ¢ € [1,p*) and uy, — ug a.e. in Q. We now
show ug — ug strongly in W P(Q) as k — oco. Denotlng

(o) = [ [ 1) 80 800 = 0D

o= g

we have by (2.5) that

hm (/ |Vur|P~2Vuy, - Vug dz + & (ug, uo) — /\/ (uz+e)_7uodaz—/ (u;)Tuodx) =0
Q Q

and
khrn < |Vug|P~2Vuy, - Vuy dz + E(ug, ug) — /\/ (u}g" + e) g de — / (u;:)r U d:z:> =0.
> Q Q
Now setting Uk (x,y) = ur(x) — ur(y), Uo(z,y) = uo(x) — uo(y) and subtracting the above two, one obtains
klim (|Vuk|p 2Vuy, — |Vug|P~2Vug) - (Vuy, — Vug)dz
—00
(10 )2 Ui, ) — [V ) P2 ol ) (Ui, 9) — Vo)
+ lim / / dxdy
k—o0 n n |I _ y|n+sp

(2.11)
= lim <)\/ (uz+e)_7ukd:17+/ (uz)rukdx—)\/ (ué—!—e)_vuod:z:—/ (uz)ruod:r>
k—oo Q Q Q Q

— lim [ (|Vuo|P~2Vug - Vug, — [Vuo|P)dx — klim (E(uo, ug) — & (ug, ug)).
— 00

k—o0 Q

As {ug} is uniformly bounded is W?(Q) too, and u — ug a.e. in , therefore uy — ug in W;"*(Q) and we have
ug(x) — uk(y) N () — uo(y)

n+sp n+ n+sp
lo =yl |z —y| ™

weakly in LP(R*"). Now since

Juo () — uo(y)"~* (uo(z) — uo(y))

n+sp
lz —y| »

€ ¥ (R?),

one gets
lim (& (ug,ur) — & (up,uo)) = 0. (2.12)

k—o00

Similarly, uj, — uo in Wy?(Q) implies Vg — Vug in LP(2) and as |Vug|P~2Vug € L” (), therefore one can
obtain

lim [ (|[VuoP~2Vug - Vuy, — |Vue|P)dz = 0. (2.13)

k—o0 Q



Also, observe that |(u; + €) Tug| < € "ug and ug € L'(Q). Therefore by Lebesgue Dominated convergence
theorem, it holds

li F4e) Tugdr = & +e€) Tuoda. 2.14

Jim ., (uff +¢€) "updx /Q (ug +¢€) "uodx (2.14)
Since up — ug pointwise a.e. in {2} and for any measurable subset E of €2 we have

/ ‘(UZ + 6)_V uk‘ dx < / e Yug|dr < e HukHLP*(Q) |E|pp:1 < C(e)|E|pp;1,
E E

so by Vitali convergence theorem, it follows that

lim )\/ (uf +¢) T upde = )\/ (ug +¢) " ugdz. (2.15)
Q Q

k—o0

Similarly, since rp*’ < p*, we have

/E’(’U/Z‘)T’u,o‘ dx S HuOHLP*(Q) (/E (uz-)TP d$> P S C3|E|a

and

1) wlde < ol oy ([ )" a2) ™ < culer,

for some positive constants C3,Cy, « and 8 independent of k. Therefore by Vitali convergence theorem,

klin;o ; (uf)" uo dw = /Q (ud)" uo dz, (2.16)
and
kli)rgo ; (uf)" up do = /Q (ug)" uo dz. (2.17)

Employing (2.12)—(2.17) in (2.11), it now follows
lim | (|Vur|P"2Vuy — |Vug|P~2Vug) - (Vuy, — Vug)dz

k—o0 Q

(2.18)
+ lim

k—o0

[ (10, )" Uil y) = 1o, p)I”* Vo(w,y) ) (Uklz.y) = Uo(a, )
dxdy = 0.

o=yl
Lemma 2.10 implies that both the terms on the above are nonnegative and hence individually go to 0. Moreover,
by Holder’s inequality and item (i) of Lemma 2.9, one gets that

(10, )P Uk, ) = 1ol )P~ Vo(w,9) ) Uk, ) = Ul )
/n /n dxdy

o=y

» ) 2.19
> (Huk| gvos’f’(ﬂ) — ||uol gvg,p(m> (HukHWr-)S,P(SZ) - Huongm(Q)) (2.19)
s P2 lIP2 >0
> C(p) ”uk”W(fv?’(Q) ||UOHW@”’(Q) =

and similarly

1/2 1/2 2
/(|Vuk|p_2Vuk — |Vug|P~2Vug) - (Vug, — Vug)dr > C(p)( (/ |Vuk|pdac> — (/ |Vu0|pdac> ) > 0.
Q Q Q
Clubbing this with (2.19) and using (2.18), we obtain ||uk||W01,p(Q) — ||u0||W01,p(Q). This along with the weak

convergence uy — uo in the uniformly convex Banach space VVO1 P(Q) gives us uy — ug strongly as k — oo. 0O
Next, we show I . satisfies the Mountain Pass Geometry.

Lemma 2.18. There exist R > 0,p > 0 and A > 0 depending on R such that | iﬁlER Iy (v) <0 and | iﬁlfRI)"e(v) >

p, for every € > 0 and A € (0,A). Moreover there exists T > R such that I\ (Te1) < —1, for each € > 0 and
A <A

1

=

Proof. Fixing | = |Q] (#1)" and using Hoélder’s inequality along with Theorem 2.7 we get that

r4l
/(U+)T+ldx§/|v|r+ld$§ (/ |v|p*) P |Q|1/(%) SClHUHT'H, (2.20)
Q Q Q




for some positive constant C' which does not depend on v. On the other hand, note that

Iy (t _
lim ﬂ = —)\/ € Terdr < 0,
t—0 t Q
. r+1 Eaer
and hence we can choose k € (0, 1) sufficiently small and set R := k el such that
p
inf Iy.(v) <O.
o Phe®)
T+ 1\t
Moreover, since R < el , using (2.20) we obtain for ||v]| = R
p
RP CIR™!
Iy(v) > — — =2 0. 2.21
o) 2 - S 2 o) > (2.21)
Define now
A= p ,
sup (ﬁ Jo |v|1_7dx)
lvl=R

which is a positive constant and since p, R depends on k,r,p,|Q|,C so does A. Therefore (2.6) gives

|p 1 / r+1 )\ 1—~
In. > rq 2 VI dedy — —— N de — ——— + d
vty = 3 [wepanes [ f RO gy [ - 2 [ 00) e

Q
= 1076(’0) — m/ﬂ (U+)1—7 dzx.

Hence by (2.21),
1 1
inf In.(v) > inf Iy.(v) —A sup (— |v|17d:1:> >2p— )\ sup (— |v|1'ydx) > p,
lvll=R lvl=R lv||=R —7Ja lvI=R —7Ja

if A € (0,A). Finally, it is easy to observe that Iy (te1) — —oo as t — +o00, and hence we can choose T > R
such that Iy (T'e1) < —1. Hence

I;He(Tel) < oné(Tel) < —1,
which completes the proof. [l

Remark 2.19. As a consequence of Lemma 2.18, we have

| lﬁlf I (v) > pmax {Iy(Te1), I(0)} =0.

Remark 2.20. Using Proposition 2.17 and Lemma 2.18, by Mountain Pass Theorem, we get for every A € (0,A),
there exists a w. € Wy P(Q) such that I} (we) =0 and

I (we) = £ Ie > 0,
nelwe) = inf max I (v(t) 2 p >

where T' = {”y e C([0,1], Wy P(Q)) : 4(0) = 0,7(1) = Tel}. Using (2.6), (2.8) together with Vitali convergence

theorem, if uy, — ug weakly in W, *(2), then we have

(up+ €)' 77—t dr — / (up+ €)' 77 — el
0 I—v

This along with (2.17) and the fact that the norm function is weakly lower semicontinuous, we have Iy is also

so. Moreover, from Lemma 2.18, as for every e > 0 and A € (0,A) we have | iﬁ1<fRI>\,€(v) < 0, so there exists

dx.

lim
k— o0 Q 1-— Y

nonzero v, € Wy () such that ||v|| < R and

| lﬁlf Doe(0) = Ie(ve) <0< p < Iy (we). (2.22)

Therefore, w. and v. are two different non trivial critical points of Iy ., provided X € (0, A).

Remark 2.21. Testing (2.4), with min {w,, 0} and min {v, 0}, and noting that A\(u™+€) 7+ (u™)" is nonnegative
in , one can use the technique of [30, Lemma 3.1], to get the critical points w. and ve of I are nonnegative.

Our next lemma states that the critical points are uniformly bounded in VVO1 P(Q).

Lemma 2.22. There exists M > 0, constant(independent of €) such that ||u5||W01,p(Q) < M where ue = we or ve.

10



Proof. Clearly, the result is trivial if u. = ve, so we deal with the case u. = w.. We define
A = max Iy (tTeq)

t€[0,1]
and use (2.22) to get
A > max I (tTer) > inf max Iy (v(t)) = Inec(we) > p > 0> Iy (ve).

)

t€(0,1] Y€l te0,1]
Therefore
|Vwe|Pdz + = / / Jwelw) = we(y)[” —————"dxdy — )\/ (we+9™ _6177dx— ! /w:Hd:v < A. (2.23)
Q n JRn |$ - |"+Sp Q 1- r+1Jg
We choose ¢ = _r n as a test function and note that w, is a weak solution of (2.4). Therefore we have the
following

e (2) — we(w)]” A / v, L

e[Pd 2 dad d witdr = 0. (2.24

T"'l(/ [Vl I+/n/n |517— |[Ptep Y T+1 o (we+¢€)” $+T+1 v (2.24)
Adding (2.23) and (2.24) we get,

)
(k) (e . B
<

1—v
)\/(we—l—e) —< dx /
1—7 r+1 /g (wé—l—e)

1—v 1—

S)\/ (U}e+6) — € ’de—i_ASC”weHl—’y_’_A,
Q I—v

for some positive constant C' independent of e. Note that we have deduced the last inequality by using (2.6),

Holder’s inequality and Theorem 2.7. Now since r+1 > p and 0 < v < 1, we conclude by using Young’s inequality

that the sequence {w.} is uniformly bounded in W, *(Q) with respect to e. O

~dr + A

Remark 2.23. In view of Remark 2.21 and Lemma 2.22, we can say that up to a subsequence we. — wo and
ve — vy weakly in Wol"p(Q) as € — 0, for some nonnegative wy, vy € Wol"p(Q). For convenience, we denote by ug
etther wg or vg.

We now give the result regarding the convergence of gradients of u. to the gradient of u a.e. in €.

Lemma 2.24. Suppose ug be as in Remark 2.23. Further assume that for each w CC 2, there exists a constant
¢ > 0, depending on w such that for all €, u. > c¢(w) in w. Then up to a subsequence, Vu. — Vu pointwise
almost everywhere in €.

Proof. Let us take a compact K C £ and consider a function ¢x € C°(Q) such that supp ¢px = w, 0 < ¢ <1
in Q and ¢x =1 in K. Now for u > 0, we define the truncated function 7, : R — R by

¢, if [t < p,
= t
Tult) ant if [t[ > p.
Now choose Y. = ¢ T, ((ue —ug)) € WLP(Q) as a test function in (2.4 , to get
w 0
I+J=R+S,
where
_ p—2 _ _
= / |vu6|p—2 Vue - Vpedz, J= / / [ue(z) — uc(y)] (ue(w) — uc(y))(We() wé(y))dxdy
Q n JRrn |z — y|ntes
R= / Lﬂdw and S = / (ue) e da.
o (ue +e) Q

As u, is uniformly bounded in VVO1 P(Q), we estimate S by using Holder and Sobolev inequality as

s<u [ yrde < [ wde) < Culluline)” < Calludyre)” < Cn

for p—1 < r <1 (the case when 1 < p < 2). Now for 1 <r < p* — 1 < p*, one gets

r/p*
s<u [y ou( [ @y i) < Culludygw) < Cn

11



Denoting by An(z,y) = |n(z) — n(y)[P~2(n(z) — n(y)) and dv = dxdy, we can write J as:

o=y

J

/n . Auc(x,y) (Ve (x) — e (y))dv
/ ¢K( )(Aue(z,y) — Auo(@, y)) (T ((ue — uo)(z)) — Tp((ue — uo)(y)))dv

+/R" /Rn T# e —uo)(y))Auc(z,y) (oK (x) — oK (y))dv
+ /R /R Tu((ue — uo)(y)) Auo(z,y)(9k (y) — ¢k (2))dv

t/ Ao (2, 9)(61¢ ()T (ttc — 0) () — e () Ty (e — o) ()l
_|_

J o+ J3 + Js.

We show
Ji:/; [ (o) (Aue () = Ao, ) (Tl (e = 00)(2) = Tl (e = o) (w)))d > 0.

To this end, it is enough to prove that the integrand is nonnegative. We observe that R" x R" = Ule S;, where
S1={(z,y) € R" x R™ : [(ue — uo) ()| <, |(ue —uo)(y)| < p},
Sz = {(z,y) € R" X R" : [(ue —uo)(z)| < p < [(ue —uo)(®)l},
Sz = {(z,y) € R" X R" : |(ue — o) (y)| < p < |(ue — uo) ()|}
and
Sa={(z,y) € R" xR" : [(uc —uo)(@)| > p, |(ue — uo)(y)| > p} .
Case 1. If z,y € Si, then, T),((ue — wo)(x)) = (ue — uo)(z) and T, ((ue — ©o)(y)) = (ue — uo)(y). Therefore by
Lemma 2.10, it easily follows that J; > 0.

Case 2. Let z,y € Sa. Then, |(ue — uo)(x)] < o < |(ue — uo)(y)| and we consider four cases.
Firstly when uo(z) > uc(z) and uo(y) > ue(y), we have ug(z) — ue(x) < pr < ug(y) — ue(y). Therefore,

T (e — 10)(2)) — To((te — 0) (1)) = (e — w0)(&) + s 2 0.
Moreover, in this case, ue(x) — uc(y) > uo(z) — uo(y). Hence by monotonicity of ¢ — |t[P~2¢ it holds

Aue(z,y) — Aup(z,y) >0

and hence we get J; > 0.
Second case occurs when ug(z) < uc(x) and up(y) > u(y), and in this case, ug(x) — ue(x) < ue(z) — ug(x) <
p < uo(y) — uc(y) and

Tu((ue = uo)(@)) = Ty ((ue = uo)(y)) = (ue — uo)(@) +p > 0,
and further, ue(z) — ue(y) > uo(z) — uo(y) implies Au.(x,y) — Aug(z,y) > 0 giving J; > 0.

For the third case ug(x) > ue(z) and uo(y) < ue(y), one has u(x) — up(z) < ug(x) — ue(x) < p < ue(y) — uo(y).
Then

Tu((ue — uo)()) = Tp((ue = u0)(y)) = (ue — uo)(x) — p <0,
and ue(z) — u(y) < uo(x) — ug(y) implies Au(z,y) — Auo(z,y) < 0 will give J; > 0.
Finally when uo(z) < ue(x) and uo(y) < ue(y), we have u.(z) — uo(z) < p < ue(y) — uo(y). Therefore

T((te — o) () — Ty (e — w0)(y)) = (ue — uo)(z) — p <0,
and ue(z) — ue(y) < uo(x) — uo(y) implies Au,(z,y) — Auo(x,y) < 0. Hence we get J; > 0.
Due to symmetry, the case for x,y € S3 will follow similarly like Case 2.
Case 3. Let x,y € S4. Then a case-by-case inspection clearly guarantees that
T((ue = u0) (@) — Ty (e — uo)(y)) = O,

if uo(z) < ue(x), uo(y) < uely) or if u(x) = ue(x), uo(y) = uc(y)-

Further uo(z) > ue(z), uo(y) < ue(y) gives Ty, ((ue — uo)(2)) — Tp((ue — uo)(y)) = —2p < 0; and up(x) < ue(z),
uo(y) > ue(y) gives Ty ((ue — uo)(z)) — Tp((ue — uo)(y)) = 21 > 0. In each case, one can easily check the sign of
Aue(z,y) — Aup(z,y) and find that J; > 0.

Combining all the three cases, we conclude J; > 0. The rest of the proof follows from [30, Theorem A.1]. O
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We now establish that wg # v are weak solutions to (2.2).
Lemma 2.25. ug € W, ?(Q) is a weak solution to the problem (2.2).
Proof. We first observe that for any € € (0,1) and ¢t > 0,

A A
+t" > +tT2min{1,2—7}:_B(say).

(t+€)7 T (t+1)
Hence we can write at least for small e,
A
—Apue + (-A)jue = ———5 +u; > B.

(ue +€)
Now by [30, Lemma 3.1], we get the existence of a unique ¢ € Wy (Q2) N L>=(Q) satisfying
—Ay(+ (=A);¢ = Bin Q,
¢>0in Q, ¢ =0in R™\;
such that for every w CC ), Je(w) >0 satlsfylng ¢ > ¢(w) >0 in w. Now, for every ¢ € Wl’p(Q), it holds

/|w P / / o) — ()" 2|<$ _( >|;gp€<y>><¢<x>—¢<y>>_ /Q ( ﬁ +u:>¢dx

- ] DIP2(Cls) - L6 — o),
/B¢d:v—/|VC| V(- Vod +/n/ o gt dady.

(2.25)

We now choose ¢ = (¢ — uc)™ € Wy P(Q) in (2.25), to get

[ 19Cr ¢ = a2V - (¢~ ) s
[, 50 =GP 600) = ) = ) = () = D = ) = =00 0
o — gl
<0.

Following the same arguments as in the proof of [38, Lemma 9], we have that the second nonlocal double integral
in the above inequality is nonnegative. Hence it holds

/ (IV¢[P2VC = [VueP2Vaue) - V(¢ — ue)Tdx < 0.
Q
Then using Lemma 2.10, one gets ue > ¢ in Q. Hence there exists ¢(w) > 0 such that for small €, it holds

e > ¢(w) > 0inw CC Q.
This gives up > c(w) > 0 for every w CC Q,up > 0 in Q and

AP _ o
0 S m S Py H(b”LOO(Q) y for every d) S Cc (Q)
Hence by the dominated convergence theorem, we get for every ¢ € C°(Q),
A A
li dr = | —=¢dz. 2.26
i, o (o )705 = /ng¢ x (2.26)

As {u.} bounded in Wy*(Q) implies {u’} is bounded in LUY(Q) and ue — ug ac. in Q, hence up to a
subsequence u. — g in LUD'(Q) and it holds
lim [ ul¢dr = / upp de, Vo € C°(Q). (2.27)
=0t Jo Q

Now {u.} is bounded in W, (), so by Lemma 2.4 we get
Jue(@) — uc ()" (wel@) — uely))  uo(@) — uo(y)I”* (wo(x) — uo(y))

n+sp n+5p

[z =yl |z =yl

in ¥ (R?™) and hence

. () = ()~ (ue(a) — uely)) (9(x) = ()
[, o=y o (229)
[ o)~ ) ) —snt) (60) =800 g, v ()
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Further, using Lemma 2.24, one can get |V [P~2Vu, — |Vuo|[?~2Vug in L¥ () and as V¢ € LP(R2), so it holds
lim / |Vu P 2Vu, - Vo dr = / |Vug|P~2Vug - Ve d. (2.29)
Q

e—0t Jo
Using (2.26)—(2.29), we conclude
_ p—2 _ _ A
S50 S ] 1) =100 G0l ) 60) =60 g, [ (A 115 g,

o=y

Yo € C°(2). This completes the proof. O
Remark 2.26. Following the lines of [30, Lemma 5.1], it can be shown that any function in W,"*(2) can be
chosen as a test function for (2.2).

3. Proof of Theorem 2.13

Using Lemma 2.25 we already have wy and vy are two positive weak solutions of (2.2) for A € (0,A). It
suffices to show that wg # vg. Choosing ¢ = u6 € Wol’p(Q) as a test function in (2.4) we get

|ue(z) — uc(y)l” / / 1
rd 7 N dady = 7d ultd
/|Vu| a:—l—/n/n |a:—y|n+sp y=A Gt T+ ; .

Since r + 1 < p, using the compact embedding of Theorem 2.7, one obtains

lim [ w/ttdx = / ubdz. (3.1)
=0t Jq Q
U
Moreover, since 0 < ﬁ < ul™7, using (2.8) together with Vitali convergence theorem, it holds
Ue + €
Aim [ —2 dr = /\/ uyVda.
=0t Jq (ue +€) Q

Hence we reach at

. |ue )l . 1—y r4+1
61_13;1+ (/ |Vu€|1’dx+/n/n |33—y|"+5p — " dxdy | = A Quo dx + Quo dx. (3.2)

Using Remark 2.26 we can choose ¢ = ug as a test function in (2.2) to deduce that

TP |uo () — uo(y)[” _ 1y 1
| uolPdx + ————————dzdy =\ | uy 'dv+ | ug dz. (3.3)
n JRe |$ —y|rtep Q Q

Merging (3.2) and (3 3) we get
. |ue )| |u0 y)|20
Py dr P
€l1mo+< Q|VUE| d /n /n |x |n+sp dy QWUO' dx + - |$ |n+sp ———duzdy,

which implies the strong convergence of u. to ug in WO1 P(Q). Now again by (2.8) and Vitali convergence theorem,
one can get

lim [(u6 R el_q dx = / uy Vd,
Q Q

e—0
which together with (3.1) and the strong convergence of u, implies lir% I c(ue) = In(up). Hence, from (2.22) we
€E—>

deduce wq # vp.

4. Proof of Theorem 2.14
We first include the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. For each v > 0, there exists a positive constant T such that every z € WOI’Q(Q), z > 0 satisfying

/ Vi Véde +/ / )O@) = W) 44y < (bdx Vo € Wh3(Q), ¢ > 0, (4.1)
Q n JRn

|$ —y|nt32s Q%

belongs to L>(Q) with ||z|| L) < TATT for all A > 0.

Proof. If A =1, then for | > 1 we choose ¢ = (z — )" as a test function to obtain
_ D () — (2 — Dt _ Dt
/ |V(Z _ l)+|2dx +/ / (Z(x) Z(y))((z l) Si) (Z l) (y))dxdy < / (Z l) de.
Q n n |.’II - y|n s {z>1} 27
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Note that the second term in the left-hand-side is nonnegative and hence we get

/ IV(z—1)"|?dx g/ (z —1)Tda.
Q {z>1}

One can now use Stampacchia’s method [40, Lemma 4.1] to deduce ||z|| () < T for some constant T' > 0.

1\ 71
For 0 < A # 1, let 0 < w € W,*(Q) satisfies (4.1). Taking z = (X) w € Wy 2(Q), we get by (4.1), if ¢ > 0,

[ vevoars [ [ EE m_xﬁﬁ_“”MMy

- (§)+ ( [ v V¢d:v+/n/n " _))Tfifs)_gb(y))dwdy) < G)T/Q %¢dw.

This implies

— 1
V2 Vodu+ W@ =0W) i < [ Lsar voe Wh2(Q), ¢ > 0,
n JRe |x —y|nt2s q 27
and hence HZ”LOO(Q) < T, which gives ||w|| =) < TAF, 0
We will follow [15] and construct suitable sub and supersolutions to the approximated problem
A
—Aug + (=A)up = ————— + (u; )" in Q,
(uf +3)y (4.2)
up = 0 in R™\Q.
One can see [30, Lemma 3.2] to find a unique positive wy, € Wy ?(2), for each k € N, which is a weak solution to
A
—Awi + (-A)Y’wp, = ———— in Q,
Wy ( )wk (w;:—l—%)'y m
W = 0 in Rn\Q,
and satisfies for each w CC Q, wy > ¢(w) > 0 in w, for some ¢ = ¢(w). Also, {wy} is monotonically increasing in
k. As each wy is positive, so it solves —Awy + (—A)°wp = ————— in €, and < + (wg)"
(=4) (wi + )7 (we + )7~ (wi + )7 (we)

implies that wy, € W, *(Q) is a subsolution to (4.2).
In order to construct a supersolution, we take 2y, € WO1 2(Q) to be the unique positive weak solution of
t
Azt + (—A)°zp = ———— in Q.
A e
By Lemma 4.1, we get the existence of M > 0 such that
1
|2kt Lo (@) < METHT

Starting from here, one can follow [15, Theorem 2.1, Step 3] to find the existence of A > 0 such that for each
0 < A <A, there exists T = T(A) > A > 0; and 2z is a supersolution to (4.2), V¢t > T'()) for large enough k.
Now we show wy, < zj¢. Indeed

A t

—A(wg — 2ke) + (—A) (wr — 2x,0) = ot D oI in Q.
% Tk

Taking (wy — zk¢)" as a test function, we obtain

/ IV (wy, — 21z |2dx+/n /n (we = 2k) (@) = (Wi = 20) W) (e — 20)" (@) = (W = 26) W)

o — g

_/ [(wk —)f\— k) - (Zk,t-i- k) ] (w = 25) " da _/Q [(wk _/|\_ %)'y - (Zk,t:\- %)7} (Wi — z1) T dz
A
+/Q |:(Zk,t + £) B (Zkt i— %)'y} (wr. = z0) " de
- )\/{wk>zk,t} {(wk i %)V - (Zk,t i %)7} (wp = 211 )dz

1
+/ ————— A —t] (W — zit) d.
{wp>zk ¢} (qut + %)’Y[ ] ( t)
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Note that, the second term on the left in the first line is nonnegative; in the last line, the first integral is negative

1
due to the monotonicity of v — W for v > 0 and the second integral is negative since ¢t > T'(\) > A. This
v+ L
k
readily gives wy < 2k
A
One now can define g(v) = W + 0P+ BT w0 € [0,0) and note that g is increasing. Further, observing
v+ L
k

that for any two functions ¢, € VVO1 ’Q(Q), the integral

[ [ L= = D6 i) = 6= 9 W),

o =y

is nonnegative, one can use the classical subsolution-supersolution technique (see [26, Chapter 9]) to get the
existence of uy, € Wy >(2), which is a solution of (4.2) and satisfies

w < up < 2y < METT (4.3)

Again the positivity of the increasing sequence {wy} inside compactly contained subsets of Q gaurantees that for
every w CC 2 there exists ¢, > 0 (independent of k ) such that

Uk > wg > wy; > ¢, >0, inw, for every k € N. (4.4)

For 0 < v <1, we can now choose uy, as a test function in (4.2) and use (4. 3) to get {uy} is bounded in W, ().
Then Ju € VVO1 2(Q) N L>=(Q) such that up to a subsequence u — u in Wy *(2) and a.e. to u > w; > 0 in Q.
Furthermore we have, for ¢ in Wy*(w),

A
bs 20
(i) = ()
Therefore, by the Dominated convergence theorem, one has

lim Lﬂ =A i and lim uppde = / u"pdr.
k—oo Jo (uk + ) o u’ k—oo Jo Q

and uj¢ < (Mtﬁ)r |-

This along with u, — u in W, *(Q) assures that u is a weak solution to (2.3) for the case 0 < v < 1.

a1
For v > 1, as uy, is bounded, one can choose u; as a test function in (4.2) to get {u;2 } is bounded in W, *(Q).
Indeed, we get by using (4.3)

/Wk o d””r/n/n e —uk(y))(ul(x)—uZ(y))dIdy_A/Lﬁd%L/ﬂuwrdxga (45)

|z — y|t2s o (uk + 1
Here we can use item (i) of Lemma 2.9 to get
EES
) —uw® ()
Vu,? |2d b dedy < C.
7+1 /| u” x—l— +1 /n/n |:1c—y|""’25 e =

The above readily implies {ukT} is bounded in W, (). Since v > 1, and € is bounded, and {uy} & is uniformly
bounded in L""1(Q), we deduce that {uy}, is uniformly bounded in L?*(2), in particular in L?(K), for every
subset K compactly contained in €. Further, as K x K C Q x Q € R?" and all the integrals in the left-hand-side
of (4.5) are positive, hence we have

_ vy Y
K

|:17 _ |n+25

for every K CC Q. We now apply the item (ii7) of Lemma 2.9, to get

// (@) — ue @) Jur @) +we@ "
| <c.

T — y|n+2s

Using the positivity of ug in K for all k (see (4.4)), one now gets

1—o
|”’“ [us(@) — @I, dy < 225 and |Vuk|2 <& (4.6)
| _ |n+2s y—1 y—1
r=y C Ck

Hence {uy}, is uniformly bounded in W,"%(Q). So uy — u in W, 2((2) One can now follow [30, Theorem 2.13],

loc

[18, Theorem 3.6] and the same argument of the case 0 < v < 1 to deduce that u is a weak solution of (2.3).

Remark 4.2. The cases 0 <r <1 andr =1 are same as [15], we refer to Theorem 2.4 and Remark 2.5 therein.

Remark 4.3. Theorem 2.14 does not require the conditions s € (0,1/2), n > 2, r < 2* — 1 and smoothness of
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the boundary of Q or convezxity of the domain. This result also interprets the fact u = 0 in R™\Q in the sense
that some powers of u is in Wy "> (Q).

Remark 4.4. We remark that there exists a positive number A independent of k such that (2.3) has no solution
ifA>A. Let w CC Q and e be the first (positive) eigenfunction (see [13, Proposition 5.1]) of

—Aey 4+ (—A)%e} = AYey in w,
ey >0 in w,
ey =0 in R™\w.
Clearly in Q we have —Aey 4+ (—A)%ey < AYey. Now if there exists a solution to (2.3), for every A > 0, we use
ey as a test function in (2.3) to obtain

w
/\/ e—ldx—F/ u"efdr < /\‘f/ uefdz.
o u” Q Q

One can now use Young’s inequality to get
w 1 ’
)\/ e—ldx—i—/ u"efdr < —/ u"efdr + C1(\)" /e”fdx,
o u” Q 2 Ja Q

1 /
/ {i +-u" = C1(AY)" ] efdr <O0.
Q

that s
u”Y 5

A 1 ! T ’
Since the real function p= + §tr —C1(AY)" ,t > 0, is greater than Co A7 — C1(AY)", for some Cy > 0, the last
inequality implies that

[ [eax s —eroey e <o

which is impossible for \ large enough. This contradiction proves the nonexistence for large .

Preliminaries for the proof of Theorem 2.15

2
We have considered 2 to be a bounded strictly convex domain with smooth boundary, 1 <r < 2*—1= nt 5
n—
and s € (0,1/2). As before, for k € N we take the approximated problems
—Au+ (—A)Y’u = Afi(u) + g(u) in Q,
u > 0in Q, (4.7)
u=0in R™\Q,
where fi and g are the continuous functions given by
1
t) = ——, t)y=t",1<r<2*—1; fort>0.
0=y 90
Clearly, being continuously differentiable, f; and g are locally Liptchitz and they satisfy the following properties:
g(t) . Je(t)
0) = lim == =0 d 1 = 4.8
9@ =0, I = and i T = e (48)
t t
lim & =1>0, lim 1e(®) =0, uniformly in k&, (4.9)
t—+oo T t—+oco {7
t t 2
M is nonincreasing for ¢ > 0, with o0 = nt 5 (4.10)
g n —

Further, for the non-perturbed case, we consider wy x € Wy'?(Q2) N L>®(1), for each k € N, to be the unique
positive weak solution (see [30, Lemaa 3.2]) to

—Aw+ (—A)’w = #1 in Q,
(W &) (4.11)
w > 0 in Q, '
w =0 in R"\Q.

The sequence {wy,x} is monotonically increasing with respect to k and for every w CC , there exists a constant
¢ = ¢(w) > 0, independent of k such that
wi,x > c(w) > 0. (4.12)
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Note that, each wy, » satisfies hypothesis of Lemma 4.1.

Remark 4.5. We make an important remark that if A =0 and k € N, then the problem (4.7) does not depend
on k and every solution of it satisfies
l|lull Lo () > 0o for some dg > 0.
Indeed, by (4.8), we can select 6o > 0 such that g(t) < Mt for all t € [0, o], where A1 is the first eigenvalue and
let eq be the first positive eigenfunction (see [13, Proposition 5.1]) corresponding to the equation
—Av+ (=A)v=X v inQ, v=0inR"\Q.
Now taking ey as test function in (4.7) with A =0, we get

/ (Mu—g(u))er =0.
Q

and consequently, |[u||ro(q) > do-

Remark 4.6. Every weak W, *(Q) solution of (4.7) and (4.11) are indeed classical C* solution thus validating
our calculations. We use the so-called bootstrap argument to show that u (weak solution of (4.7)) is Hélder
continuous on Q). Set kr = (n 4+ 2)/(n — 2) and note that k > 1.
As u € W, (), by Sobolev embedding u € L% (Q). Further one can see [}, Chapter 1, Section 2] and get that
as | Afr(t) + g(t)| < ar + |t|", for some ar > 0, the Nemitski operator corresponding to Afy + g is continuous
from L) to LP(Q), where r = «o/B. Using this with a = 2% we infer that Afy(u) + g(u) € LP(Q) with
2% 2 _
f="= % From here, one can use [{1, Theorem 1.4] to get u € W*P(Q). If 28 > n then u € C*"(Q).
r n
Otherwise, we can repeat the above steps: )
(i) by Sobolev embedding theorem one has that u € LY (), with
;. np 2n
= n — 23 >I{n—27
(ii) it follows that Afx(u) + g(u) € L (Q) with 8 = ¢ /r > kp;
(iii) another use of [}1, Theorem 1.4] gives u € WP (Q).
In any case, after a finite number of times, one finds that u € W24(Q) with 2¢ > n. Then the Sobolev embedding
theorem yields W24(Q2) C C%"(Q) with some 1 < 1.
At this point we can apply [12, Theorem 2.8]. Indeed, letting h(z) = Afx(u(z)) + g(u(x)),u is a weak solution of
—Au+ (=A)u = h with h € C%"(Q) for some n < 1. Hence u € C*"(Q) and is a classical solution of (4.7).

(t + l)’y < XE7, fort > 0 and hence
k

Wi\ € W24(Q) for all 1 < q < 0o, so is Holder and [12, Theorem 2.8] can be applied directly.

If we take weak solutions belonging to C(Q) of (4.7) and (4.11), then we can skip the W estimate of [}1].
Indeed, in this case g(u) is bounded (with fi(u) is always bounded) and one can apply [2, Theorem 4] to get
u, wix € CO*(R™) for all a € (0,1) and in particular u,wy x € C%*(Q). As fi and g are locally Lipschitz, so
this gives Mfi(u) + g(u) € CO*(Q) and we can directly use [12, Theorem 2.8].

For a solution of (4.11), one does not need this bootstrap argument as

Remark 4.7. We denote by CJ*(2) to be the space of m times differentiable functions vanishing in R™\Q. Let
wi.x # v € CZ(Q) be a supersolution of (4.11). Then choosing (wi.x —v)" as a test function, we get

e |dx+/n/n (1.0 = 0)() = (5.1 = ) (Wrr = 0)* (@) = (i =) @) g0

|z — y|nt+2s
/ {(wk,\/\—f— Iy (v—|— Iy }(wk)\—v)erx

Noting that the second integral on the left is nonnegative and the integral on the right is negative on the set
{wgx > v}, we get

/ IV (o — 0)* Pz = 0.
Q

This along with the continuity of wi x and v, we get wix < v in Q. Now let z = v — wy,\, then if M is the
Lipschitz constant of fi in [minwg, x, maxv|, we have
Q Q

—Az(z) + (—A)°z(x) + AMz(z) > Mfr(v(z)) = Afr(zea(z)) + AMz(z) >0 pointwise in €.
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We now apply strong mazimum principle [11, Theorem 1.3] (this theorem can be easily generalized for the operator
—A+ (=A)° + L, where L is a positive number), to get v > wy x in Q. One now can proceed as [12, Theorem
2.9] and use the classical Hopf Lemma for —A + L, L is positive, to conclude

v < Owp, \

on — On
where 1 is the outward unit normal to the boundary 02. The same conclusion holds for a subsolution. In particular
0 is a subsolution to (4.11), and any solution to (4.7) satisfies

A

(w30

n 02,

—— tu" >
(u+3)

and hence is a supersolution to (4.11). Therefore it holds
8u 8wk7>\

— Q.
577< an <0 onad

O<wk7>\<u and

We now prove the uniform apriori estimate regarding solutions of (4.7).

Lemma 4.8. For every A > 0, there exists M > 0, independent of k, such that every positive u € C(R"),
satisfying (4.7), also satisfies ||u|| o) < M.

Remark 4.9. As our domain is strictly convexr with smooth boundary, we will use the classical moving plane
argument. We take C to be a unit vector in R"™ and let T, denote the hyperplane ¢ - x = «a. For a = & laryge,
T is disjoint from Q. Now we start moving the plane continuously toward S, preserving the same normal, i.e.,
decrease o, until it begins to intersect Q. From that moment on, at every stage the plane T, will cut off from Q
an open cap L(a), the part of Q which is on the same side of T, as Ty. Let ¥'(a) be the reflection of Y(a) in
the plane T,. Hence at the beginning, ¥/ () will lie in Q and as o decreases, the reflected cap X' («) will remain
in Q, at least until one of the following occurs:

(i) X' () becomes internally tangent to dQ at some point P not on T, or

(i) T, reaches a position where it is orthogonal to the boundary of Q at some point Q.

Following the notations of [32], we denote by Ty, : ¢ - © = «; the plane T, when it first reaches one of these
positions and we call £(cv1) = X¢ the mazimal cap associated with (. Note that its reflection E/C in Ty, lies in
Q. By [32], the existence of such mazimal caps is always guaranteed.

Proof. Let A > 0 be fixed. We will prove the result in two steps. First we will show the existence of an open set
wo CC Q such that

u(z) <maxu, Vre Qwo; (4.13)
@o
and in the second step, we will find a positive constant M,,, such that
max u < M, (4.14)
@o

for every positive solution u of (4.7).

Step 1: Fix 2 € 99. Let n(z) be the outward unit normal vector at 2 to 9Q and let T, be the tangent hyperplane
at z to . As () is strictly convex with smooth boundary, therefore this hyperplane is a supporting hyperplane (in
fact unique supporting hyperplane at ) and divides the space R™ into two disjoint half-spaces with Q belonging
to one of them. Further, Q intersects T}, only at z. Hence we can consider another hyperplane 7" which is parallel
to T, and cuts off Q in such a way that if one reflects ¥, (the region of Q which is between both hyperplanes)
with respect to T', then X! (the reflection) is inside €.

By strict convexity of 2, we can choose t, and e,, two positive numbers such that if y € 9Q N B(x,e,) then,
y—tn(z) € AN, for all t € (0,¢,]. In spirit of [6], we define the sets

Ve ={y—sn(z):y€dQNB(r,e,),0<t<t,}CQand

W ={y—ton(z) :y € 00N B(x,e,)} C QAN T,.

One can easily check that V, is open in Q (in subspace topology) and W, is compact in Q. Consequently
0, = dist (W,,09) > 0. Now by the compactness of 9€2, one can extract a finite subcover from the covering
UzeaaVz, that is, there exists x1,xa,...,xr € 0N such that 02 C U;_,V;, where we denote V; = V,, with
ti = tmi,&'i =€z, Wi = Wmi, 51 = 6% and El = Ewl

As V; is open in Q containing dQ N B(x;,¢;) (set t = 0), the set V := UF_,V; is an open neighborhood of
O in Q. Therefore, dist(92,Q\V) = d > 0. Indeed if there exists {vx} C dQ and {z;} C Q\V such that
d (vg, z,) — 0, then up to a subsequence vy — v € 982 (Bolzano-Weirestrass) and z — v € 99 contradicting
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that V is a neighborhood of 9Q. Taking r = min{d, d1,...,dx} > 0 and we consider the open set wy := {y € Q :
dist(y, 9) > g}. Clearly Q\wo C V and Wi C wo for all i = 1,..., k.

Now let u is a positive solution of (4.7). Take x € Q\wo C V. So Ji € {1,...,k} such that = € V;, i.e. there
exists t € (0,¢;) and y; € 9Q N B(x;,¢;) such that x = y; — tn(x;).

Since Afx + g is locally Lipschitz, at this point, one can use [14, Theorem 1.1]. Indeed, one can take the unit
vector 7(z;) instead of (1,0,...,0) and end up with the same result, but only up to the maximal cap, which
is easy to deduce for a convex nonsymmetric domain if one follows the proof of [14]. In particular if one takes

ing2 x1 = a, supx; = b, {x € R";21 = A} to be the hyperplane corresponding to the maximal cap in —x;
€ e

direction and {z € R";xz; = A2} to be the hyperplane corresponding to the maximal cap in x; direction, then

Lemma 2.8 of [14] can be deduced for A € (a, A1) U (A2,b). Further, choosing I = b+ A— X and n = A2+ A~ )\1,
n

for some ng > 2 large enough, such that 7 > Ay, Lemma 2.9 can also be proved. Then one can follow the pgoof

of Theorem 1.1 and show that A\ = A, i.e. obtaining the monotonicity up to maximal cap. Thus we deduce
u(z) = uly; — tn(zi)) < u(y — tin(z:)),

with y; — t;n(x;) € W; C wo which gives (4.13).

Step 2: Once (4.13) is proved, we now show (4.14) in spirit of [34, Theorem 1.1]. We can treat the nonlocal part

as a perturbation term and follow the blow up analysis.

We argue by contradiction. If possible, let there exist a sequence {uy} of positive solutions of (4.7) x and a
sequence of points Py, € @y C Q (as continuous functions on compact sets achieve maximum) such that

My, = ug(Py) = max{ug(z) : * € W} — +o00 as k — +o00.

By Bolzano-Weirestrass theorem, up to a subsequence, we can assume that P, — P € &g as k — +o00. Let
2d = dist(wo, 9) and let wp 4 be the set: wpq = {x € Q : dist(x,wy) < d}. We take {ur} to be a sequence of

2

positive numbers such that UF M;, = 1. Clearly M — 400 implies i, — 0 as k — +00. Now choose R > 0
arbitrary and fix after choice. By convergence of {ux} we can select ko such that Bz ,(0) C B_a (0) for all
s

k > ko. We now define the scaled function

2
—

oe(y) = i un(BPe + py), Yy € B.a (0).

By boundary estimate in Step 1, v satisfies
sup{ve(y) :y € BLo (0)} = vx(0) = 1.
Further calculation yields that
2r =2
—Aug(y) + (A oly) = T </\fk(Uk(Pk + fuey)) + (uélvk(y))’") , Y€ Bp,(0),

vk(O) =1.

Now by Remark 4.7, every solution of (4.7) is a supersolution of (4.11) and we have uy > w,x, therefore it holds

A
A (ur (P + pry)) < (Wi (Pr + py))Y

Since Py + pxy € wo,q C 2 for all y € Bz, 1(0), by (4.12), 3C(wo) > 0 such that

i (Ml (Pet ) + G o) ) < Clen), 0 € Bea(0), ¥ > ko
Therefore each vy satisfies
—Av, + ui_%(—A)svk =hr, y€Bi,,(0), and wvg(0)=1,
with ||hk||Loo(BR+1(0)) < C for all k, where C' is independent of k.

Without loss of generality, we can assume py < 1, and at this point, we can use the local Hélder bound estimates
of [24]. In fact, it can be easily checked that the conditions (1.5)—(1.7) of [24, Theorem 3, Theorem 5| are satisfied

2
and the boundary data gx(-) = pi; " uk(Ps + pi-) satisfies the required condition. Further, a delicate observation
of their proof indicates that the constants (which dominate the corresponding seminorms) are linearly dependent
on ||hg||rn (or ||hgl|pa,d > n) and ||vg||p2. As ||hg|lre < C and ||vg| L= < 1, therefore we get {v;} is bounded in
CH?(By(0)) for some S € (0,1). Now compact embedding of C'#(B(0)) in C**(Bx(0)) for 0 < a < 3 implies
there exists a subsequence of {vj} which converges in C** (B3(0)) to some v.
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Now, we estimate by using uniform bound of Hélder seminorm of vy in BRH/Q(O) for every 8 € (0,1) [24,
Theorem 3]. As s € (0,1/2), we choose 3 such that § > 2s and get

TN gy - ST By g 10 EC WY R C ST Y
no o=yl By )2 (z) lz -yl R™\ B /2(z) lz -yl
[vklo,s,B5,
< s / PP gy 4 2c, o / -y <C,
By () |z — y|t2s R\ B, 5 () |z — y|nt2s

(4.15)

for all x € B (0) and for all k. Further, ¢ — ¢" is locally Lipschitz for ¢t > 0 so for all k, as [|vg[|cc < 1 it holds
(i (2))" = (v(2))"] < Mvg(z) —v(x)]. (4.16)

Also

A (ur (P + pry)) < C(wo). (4.17)

As vy, satisfies
— Ak (y) + 122 (A o (y) = T (Amuk(m ) + (T my))r) , Y€ BR0), wv(0)=1; (4.18)

and v, — v in CV*(By(0)), so vy — v uniformly and by (4.15), (4.16) and (4.17), we get taking limit in (4.18),
—Av=7v"in B;(0), v(0)=1.

Now, taking larger and larger balls, we obtain a Cantor diagonal subsequence, which converges to v € C' 1’0‘(R”)
on all compact subsets of R"™ and v satisfies

—Av=v"inR", v(0)=1,

2
with 1 < r < n_—|—2 By [33, Theorem 1.1] this a contradiction proving Step 2 and thus the lemma concludes. O
n—

Before proceeding, we prove [27, Theorem 2.2] for our context. Let C§*(Q) be the space of m times differen-
tiable functions vanishing in R™\(. Let us define the set

P={ueCjQ):u(x)>0inQ}.
Clearly, the interior of PP is
_ 0
PN:{ueCl(Q):u>OinQand a—u(x)<0f0rallx€8§2},
n
where 7 is the unit outward normal to 0€2.

Lemma 4.10. Suppose u and @ are the solution and super-solution to (4.7) in C3(Q) and @ —u € P. If u # 4,
then @ — u is not in OP, where OP is the boundary of P.

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that @ — u € OP. Hence, we have u(z) > u(x) for all x € Q. Setting z = @ — u,
if M is the Lipschitz constant of Afx + ¢ in [minu, max @], we have
Q Q

—Az(z) + (—A)°z(x) + M=z(x) > Mr(u(z)) + g(a(x)) — Afr(u(z)) — g(u(z)) + Mz(x) >0, pointwise in .

Proceeding now as Remark 4.7, we arrive at @ — u € P™, which contradicts our assumption as P~ NP = 0. O

Lemma 4.11. Let I C R be an interval and ¥ C I X C2(Q) be a connected set of solutions to (4.7). Consider a
continuous map U : I — Ca(Q) such that U()) is a super-solution of (4.7)y for every A € I, but not a solution.
If up < U(No) in Q but ug # U(Xg) for some (Ao, ug) € X then u < U(N) in Q for all (\,u) € X.

Proof. Consider the continuous map 7 : I x Cj(Q) — C3(Q) given by T(\,u) = U(\) — u. By continuity of T
it holds 7'(X) is connected in C2(Q). Now by Lemma 4.10, T'(X) completely lies in P~ or completely outside P.
Since T'(Ag, up) € P~, we conclude T'(X) C P~ and, therefore, u < U(A) for all (A, u) € X. O

We now show the inverse of —A + (—A)? is a compact operator. For convenience, we write £ = —A 4 (—A)°.

As for any w € L?(Q), the Dirichlet problem
Lu=win Q, u=0in R™\Q;

has a unique weak solution (see [11, 12]) satisfying ||u||W01,2(Q) < c||w|[L2(q), where ¢ > 0 is a constant independent

of w; and by regularity up to the boundary we have (see for example [12, 24, 41]) u € C(Q) for all w € C(Q),
therefore the map K = £ is well defined from C(Q) to C(Q).
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Lemma 4.12. The operator L~ i.e. K :C(Q) — C(Q) is compact.

Proof. Step 1: First we show for any w € L%(Q), the L® norm of K(w) = u is linearly dominated by
[[w]] Lo (2)- Following [36, Theorem B.2|, we define A(k) := {z € Q;|u(z)] > k} for any k& > 0. Choosing

o1 = (sgnu)(ju] — k)" € W, () as a test functlon we get

/vu v¢kd:c+/n/n |I_)(¢|’jl(+21 ¢k(y))d:vdy:/gw¢k da.

It is easy to observe that the nonlocal integral is nonnegative and hence the continuity of the mapping WO1 2(Q) —
LY(Q) for some 2 < | < 2* gives

/|V¢k|2da::/Vu~V¢kdx < /w(bkdxgHwHLm Q)/ o dx
Q Q Q

Collwl| o ()| A(k) (/ |Vor|? dac) ,

z(z 1)

IN

where Cy is the Sobolev constant. Hence, we have
[ 1v6nde < ot~ o AGh)

Now choose h > k. Clearly A(h) C A(k). Using this fact and the above inequality, we estimate as

2 2

1

(h— k)| A(R)| < </A(h)(IU(I)I—k)ldx> < (/A(k)(IU(flf)l—k)lda?>

Co [ 190 dz < Clulf~ |48

1

2(1 1)

IN

1wl ()

(h —k)!

|A(d)| = 0, where d' = cHwHLm (), for a constant ¢ depending on [, 2, Cy only. Therefore [|ul[L(q) < c/|w]|L= ().

Therefore, we have |A(h)| < C |A( )", for all h > k > 0. Thus using [36, Lemma B.1] we obtain

Step 2: Now let {w;,} be a bounded sequence in C(Q). By [41, Theorem 1.4, we then have for each uj = K (wy),
lukllw2r) < Cn,s,p)(lukllze) + wkllr@)) < Cllukllze @) + llwklle @) < CllwkllLe@) < C;
for all 1 < p < oo and some constant C' = C(n,p, s, ) independent of k. Note that we have used the result of

Step 1 in the second last inequality. Now by compact embedding of W2P(Q) in CH*(Q), for p > n we get {uy}
has a convergent subsequence in C(f), concluding our proof. O

With these preliminary results, we now show (4.7); has at least two distinct solutions for all A € (0,A), A to
be determined later. We only restrict our case to v > 1, as one can find multiplicity result for v < 1 in [28].

Lemma 4.13. Let v > 1. Then there exists k € N and X\ > 0 such that for any k > k, problem (4.7) admits at
least two distinct solutions uy, vy, € Wy'>(Q) N L®(Q), provided 0 < X < A.

Proof. We prove the result in several steps.
Step 1: (Existence of a super-solution which is not a solution) Taking T and Jp to be same as Lemma 4.1 and

Remark 4.5, we fix 61 := (2r — 1)ﬁT%i, and take d; € (0, min{dp,d1}) to define:

1 £\
. Nt
A 02&52(52 q(t), where q(t) = B (—) —t .

Fix any Ao € (0,A). As the function ¢ is strictly positive in (0,d2] (and so A > 0), by the IVP of continuous
functions, there exists § € (0, d2] such that A\g = ¢(d). Moreover § < d2 < d; implies

;+ S8 < (r = 15 < o, (4.19)

Setting \* := (6/T) " we have
T ¥
A > Ao+ (T(A*)ﬁ) (T(A*)ﬁ) ,
and this allows us to choose kg € N such that

) (T()\*)vlﬂ +

22

v
A > A+ (T(A*)wil > . Yk > ko, YA € [0, Ao] .
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Now let wy - € C5(Q) (see Remark 4.6) be solution to (4.11) with A\ = \*. By Lemma 4.1, wy, - satisfies
Hwk,A*HLoo(Q) < T()\*)ﬁ = §. Therefore,

. 1\" 1\"
N> XA [Jwgea |, (|wk,,\* ll o + E) > A+ (wp )" (wk,,\* + E)

from which it holds
A" A
T, = T
(Wi + )7 (Weas + 7))
thereby implying wy - € C5(Q) is a supersolution (and not a solution) to (4.7) for all k > ko and all A € [0, \g]
with [Jwg, z=

—Awky)\* + (—A)kaﬁm = + (wky)\* )T, Vk > ko,V\ € [0, )\0] ,

Lee() S 0.

+1
Step 2: (Existence of a unique solution with a particular small norm) The function (r — 1)t" (¢ + z is
convex, increasing, starts from 0 and hence intersects any straight line (not passing through origin) with positive
slope at a unique point. So 3! M}, = My()\) > 0, increasing with respect to the parameter A, such that

(r— 1)M] (Mk + %)VH = (Mk(fy +1)+ %) and (r — 1)t" (t + %)m <A (t(y +1)+ %) Wt € [0, My).

Afr(t t
At +9() is decreasing in [0, M}) and thus, by
[13, Theorem 4.3], there exists at most one solution wuy, to (4.7) with |lug||,, < Mj. Now by (4.19), Je > 0 such

Using this, one can derive (as the derivative is negative) that

~1 D)@+ (G +e)+ 2
that "= (54 7+ < A, This implies Ik, € N such that Ay = DO+ (0+9 i £y foral
v+1 O+ea)(v+1)+ ¢
k > ki. By monotonicity of M}, with respect to A, we conclude My (A\g) > Mp(A\g) =6 + €, Vk > k1.
At —g(t At —g(t
Step 3: (Nonexistence of solution for large \) By (4.8), lim Mt = g(t) = 0, while by (4.9), lim Mt = g(t) =
t—0+ fl (t) t—+o0o fl (t)
. At —g(t
—o00, where \; is the first eigenvalue corresponding to —A + (—A)®. We fix A := max 1f7(£() > 0. Let 3 a
1

positive solution u € W,*(Q) to (4.7) for A > A. Taking e; > 0 (the first eigenvector) as test function, we get

/(Alu — Mr(u) —g(u))e; = 0.
Q
As f1(t) < fr(t) for all t > 0, from this last inequality we deduce
A < max L‘g(t) S ]\7
t>0 fk (t)
leading to a contradiction, and the step is proved.

Step 4: (Existence of two distinct solutions) By Remark 4.6, it is enough to show existence of solutions in C(£2).
We fix k > max {lfo, ki} = k, where ko and k; are given by Step 1 and Step 2, respectively. Next we define the
operator Ky : C(2) — C(Q) by
Ky(u) = [-A+ (AT P (M fu(u) + g(w), ueC(Q), u>0inQ.

From Lemma 4.12, we have K is a compact operator for every A. Further, solutions of (4.7) are fixed points of
K. As by Step 3, (4.7) does not admit any solution for A > A, so for 0 < A < A, choose Ry, (that depends on k)
such that every solution u of (4.7)) satisfies ||ul|co < Rj (indeed the same process of Lemma 4.8 can be followed
to get this). Consider the positive cone of C(Q) given by

C={ueC):u>0inQ},R:= Ry,

And define the compact map Ko : C — C by Ko(u) = [-A+ (—=A)*]"'u". Note that, we can consider the Leray-
Schauder topological degree of I — Ky, i.e. d(I — Ky, Bg,0). Further, since 6 < dp (¢ is such that A\g = ¢(4), by
step 1), by Remark 4.5, the problem (4.7)x—o has no solution on the boundary of the ball Bs. Consequently, one
can also consider the Leray-Schauder topological degree d (I — Ky, Bs,0). Applying [23, Proposition 2.1], we get
d(I — Ko, Br,0) = 0 and d(I — Ky, Bs,0) = 1. Now setting X = C(Q),a =0,b=A,U = Bg,U; = Bs,T(\, u) =
Ky (u) in [3, Theorem 4.4.2] we get the existence of a continuum (connected and closed) Sy C X = {(A,ux) €
[0, +00) x C(Q) : uy is solution of (4.7)} such that

(0,0) € Sk and Sk N ({0} x (C(Q)\Bs)) # @, VkeN. (4.20)

At this point, we define the continuous map U : [0, \g] — C35(Q) by U(\) = wy, r+, for every A € [0, Ao], then by
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Step 1, U()) is a positive supersolution and not a solution to (4.7) for all A € [0, Ag]. Since 2 satisfies the interior
sphere condition, we apply Lemma 4.11 to deduce that every pair (), ug) belonging to the connected component of
SeN(([0, Ao] x C(2)) which emanates from (0, 0) lies pointwise below the branch {(X, U (X)) : 0 < A < Ao} at least
until it crosses A = Ag. In particular, there exists uy in the slice S,?“ = {u e C(Q): (Ao, u) € Si} and satisfies
0 < up < wy,a+. Recalling that ||wy x«|| < 6, we have |lug| . < |lwra+| < d. By Step 2, it is clear that wuy is the
unique solution of (4.7) with norm less than or equal to § + €. Again by (4.20) S, N ({0} x (C(2)\Bsic)) # @
and so we conclude also the existence of v, (solution to (4.7)) in S;° with ||lug||, > & +e. Clearly, uj, and vy, are
different. Hence, we have found the existence of two distinct solutions for A = Ag and since A\g < A is arbitrary,
we have the required result. O

5. Proof of Theorem 2.15

Step 1: We will deal with the first nonnegative eigenfunction ¢; (corresponding to the eigenvalue 5\1) of the
Laplace operator. As € has smooth boundary, so ¢; is smooth up to the boundary. We extend ¢1 = 0 outside
Q. Since ¢1 € C*(R) i.e. in particular continuously differentiable in €, therefore ¢ is Lipschitz in Q. Moreover

C
#1 =0 in R"\Q implies ¢; € C%1(R™). We now show that —Az(z) + (=A)%z(x) < 7OMM, where
(w(w)) 7
2 1 1
2(x) = (w(x)) o0 — = w(zr) = | Codr(z) + k(v—ﬂ) (> 0),
2

M > 0 is a constant independent of  and Cj is a constant to be determined later. For x € ) estimating the

Laplacian, we get
7 Co 2Co(y — 1) s 2\ ()

Further, for x € €2, we estimate the fractional Laplacian as
N w(z)?/ D) —ap(y)2/ (D)
(=A)°z(z) = cns /n |z — gyt dy
Cn.s w(x)? — w(x)>/ FD(y)2/ O+
T w(@)/6FD /
Cn,s |’LU(ZZ?)2 B w(y)2|d
W@ /O Jp. |z — gt Y
2¢n,s]|w]] [w(z) —wy)l | 2C0cns(Colldrllo +1) [ |¢1(z) — A1yl ,
w(x)2/OH) o |z — y[r e = w(z)2 /6D W |z =yt Yy
Now by Lipschitz continuity of ¢ and using s € (0,1/2), we get

2C0cn,s(Colld1lloo + 1)

o

|z —y|nt2s W

<

<

00y, [ e
—AYz(x < / 7 - dy+ L7 Tl d
(F4)%=(@) w(a)P /e e Je—gmz W e W .
2C0¢n,s(Collé1]|oo + 1) / [$1]co.1 rm) / 1 '
d — = 7 d 2 I - dy]|.
S T u@B/a P e e T e U LG AR P et

We conclude our claim by clubbing (5.1) and (5.2) and using the boundedness of ¢1, V.

Step 2: Fix Ag € (0,A) (see Step 1 of Lemma 4.13). We already have by Lemma 4.13, the existence of two
different sequence of solutions for (4.7). It suffices to show that they converge to two different solutions of (2.3).

A
By Step 1, we can choose Cy (depending on Ag) so small that —Az 4+ (—=A)°z < ﬁ. Therefore z is a
Z —
%
A A
subsolution to (4.11) for A = Ag. Moreover, since 01 < 01 + t" for any t > 0, each solution u of
(t+5) — (t+)

(4.7)5, is a supersolution of (4.11)y,. By Remark 4.7 we have z < wy, 5, < u. In particular, the sequences uy,
and vy obtained in Lemma 4.13 satisfy:
1 2/(v+1) 1
(Co¢1 + W - E < WE,\o < < 67
1 2/(y+1) (5.3)
(Co¢1 + 7]{(7“)/2) -

Swikag vk, vkl >0 +e >0

e
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We write z; = uy or vy, and note that z, € W, >(Q). Then by (5.3) and Lemma 4.8, we have

1 2/(v+1)
(C¢1 + W) - E < Wk, N <z < Mu (54)

where M is a positive constant independent of k. Further, by (4.12), for every w CC € there exists c¢(w) (recall
that Ao is fixed) such that zj (x? > c¢(w) > 0, for every = € w, for every k € N. One can now follow Theorem 2.14
and show z, is bounded in W,>?(2), and the pointwise (a.e.) limit u (of {uz}) and v (of {vy}) are solutions to

(2.3). As |lug|l, <96 and |lvg||,, > 0+ € > we deduce that u and v are different.

iy Y41 y-1 1\’ ’ .
Step 3: Fixing o > and = 2a—1> —5 ) we take ¢ = (zk + E) - <E> as a test function in (4.7)y,
to obtain
0 — 1y6 _ 1416
LRI iy gy CORCTTCIRES  ECEORS U
Q k n JRe |z — y|rt2s (55)
N O () N (Y L |
o f S [ (Ger) ()
Now using item (i) of Lemma 2.9, we get
1y %5 116 1y %5 1y6))>
v [ (@ +d% - @) - (@@ +D*) -@))
(0 +1) Jgn Jgn |z — y|rt2e e (5.6)
(z1(x) — 21(y)) ((21(2) + £)° = (z(y) + £)°)
< /n /n [ — s dzdy.

By (5.6), the nonlocal integral of (5.5) is nonengative. Therefore we get (also note Lemma 2.4)

wrr L ((s) - ()

2 1\ 1
0 <z;C + —) V2| da
Q k
0 0 0 0
(= +3) — (&) 1 1
)\/ k k da:—l—/ ze+—) — | = 2p dx
’ Q (Zk+ %)’Y Q k k g
1\’ 1\’
< )\0/ (2k+_) d:v—f—/ (zk—i——) 2y, dx
Q k Q k
1\’ 6
< )\0/ (zk—i-E) d:v—i—/ (2 + 1) 2, dx.
Q Q

1\“ 1\“
By (5.4), this implies {(zk + E) — (E) } is bounded in Wol"Q(Q) for 6 > . While for 6 < , we observe

o8

-1 2(0—v) 1\ ¢ 1\ ¢
Since 6 > WT’ hence/ ¢, dx < 400 (see [39]). Therefore {(zk +-] - (—) } is bounded in W, *(€).
Q

IN

0—~ 2(0—7)

2(0—)

1 T+~
< <CO¢1 + W) < (Cogpr) ™7

k k

1\ 1\
Consequently, a subsequence of { (zk + E) — (E) } is weakly convergent in W01>2(Q). Finally by pointwise

convergence of {2}, we have the weak limit is u® or v® and hence u®,v® € W,*().

Remark 5.1. As mentioned before, for v < 3, the above theorem shows that the solutions are in W01’2(Q) and,
in particular, belong to Wol’q(Q) for every q < 2. Indeed if v > 3, one can get that the solutions of (2.3) still
belong to Wol’q(Q) for some q < 2, we refer [6, Remark 1] for this.

A related problem

In spirit of [6, Theorem 3], we mention that the same result can be obtained for mixed operators. We briefly
outline the result and the proof. Consider the problem

Y
Au+ (—A)°u = o in Q, (5.7)
u > 0in £, u =0 in R™\;
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where f € L™(Q2),m > 1. By a solution of (5.7), we mean a function u € Wlt)f (Q) such that u > ¢, > 0 (where
¢w 18 a constant), in w for every w CC €, and satisfies

Vu-Vodas [ [ W= 00 4, [ S04 goe i,
Q " "

|z — y[t2s Qu

The following result slightly improves the case v > 1, see [30, Theorem 2.15] for p = 2.
Theorem 5.2. Let Q C R" be open, bounded with C* boundary and 3 fo > 0, a constant such that f > fo > 0 a.e.

3m —1 1 1 1
infd Ifl<vy< m+ T then Ju € W,22(Q) satisfying (5.7) withu® € W, *(Q),Va € ((m—i— 4)(7—’— ), 7—2’— .
m m

3m — 1 1 1
Remark 5.3. Clearly if 1 < v < %, we have % <1l< y+l and o« = 1 can be chosen
m
in the previous theorem to obtain u € Wol’z(Q). Therefore the hypothesis on f allows us to obtain a solution
3m—1

u € Wol’Q(Q) forallm>1and1l <~vy< P earlier which was restricted for v <1 only.
m

Proof. We outline the idea of the proof only. Let u; be the unique positive weak solution to the approximating
problem (see [30, Lemma 3.2|)
i

(uk + 77
ug > 0in Q, wug =0 in R™\Q;
where fi(z) = min{f(z),k}. As in Step 2 of the proof of Theorem 2.15, one can get that the function z;(z) =

—Aug + (—A)’uy = in 0,

(5.8)

2
1 [CRE
(CO¢1 (x) + W) e is a subsolution to (5.8) (as f > fo a.e. in Q) for sufficiently small Cy = Co(fo, 7).
k=
Thus by Remark 4.7,
1 2/(v+1) 1
U = (OO¢1 + W) T (5.9)
0 6
1 1 1 1-— 1 1
Fixinga>wand9:2a—l>(m+ v+ m,onecantakeqb: up+—] —| - | asatest
4m 2m k k

function in (5.8) to obtain similarly like Theorem 2.15,

N (+)' - )
9/Q<uk—|—g> |Vuk|2da:§/ﬂfk (u:+ %)V’C dz,

and hence, by Holder inequality,
1 00—~ 1 m’(0—7) 1/m/
dxg/fk Ug + — dr < HfHLm / Uk + — dx.
Q k Q k

2

e (i) - ()

1 1 1—
Asa < gt , 80 0 —~ < 0. Further 6 > (m + ); + " and Q satisfies interior sphere condition, so by (5.9),
m
1\ ™ 0= 1 LERE ! (0
<Zk(x> + z) = <CO¢1 MRy ) < (Cogr) T € LHQ).
The rest of the proof follows similarly like Theorem 2.15. (|
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