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ON A FRACTIONAL VERSION OF A MURAT COMPACTNESS RESULT
AND APPLICATIONS

HARBIR ANTIL, CARLOS N. RAUTENBERG, AND ARMIN SCHIKORRA

ABSTRACT. The paper provides an extension, to fractional order Sobolev spaces, of the
classical result of Murat and Brezis which states that the cone of positive elements in H~1(2)
compactly embeds in W~%9(Q), for every ¢ < 2 and for any open and bounded set Q with
Lipschitz boundary. In particular, our proof contains the classical result. Several new
analysis tools are developed during the course of the proof to our main result which are of
wider interest. Subsequently, we apply our results to the convergence of convex sets and
establish a fractional version of the Mosco convergence result of Boccardo and Murat. We
conclude with an application of this result to quasi-variational inequalities.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Let € RY be an open bounded set with Lipschitz boundary and let 92 denote its boundary.
For domains with 02 of Lipschitz type, Murat [41] initially proved that if a sequence of
non-negative distributions converges weakly in H~'(Q2) then this convergence is strong in
W=14(Q) every q < 2. A direct and succinct proof of this result was later given by Brezis in
[19] without any assumption on the regularity of 9€2. This result has found many applications
in the literature, in particular, we mention the result on convergence of convex sets in [17]
by Boccardo/Murat: The set of elements v € Hj(2) such that v > v, a.e. in Q converges
in the sense of Mosco to the set of elements (also in HJ(2)) v > « provided that v, — 9 in
W1P(Q) where p > 2. The latter is a consequence of the Murat /Brezis results and determines
a variety of stability results of variational inequalities and optimization problems.

The first goal of this paper is to prove an analogue of Murat/Brezis’s result, also without any
assumption on the boundary regularity, for fractional order Sobolev spaces. Subsequently,
the second goal is to establish the fractional version of the Boccardo/Murat convergence
result for closed and convex sets of unilateral type. We emphasize that, the fractional
operators have recently found several realistic applications in geophysics and imaging science,
see for instance [55, 4, 5]. For s € (0,1] and p € (1,00) denote by Hy () the fractional
Sobolev space H*P(R") restricted to functions which are zero in RM\Q; for the precise
definition see (2.2). Our main result can be stated as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Let Q C RY be any open bounded set with Lipschitz boundary. Assume that
ho,h € Hi?(Q)*, s € (0,1] such that h, > 0 for n € N (in the sense of distributions) and
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hy — h in H3H(Q)* as n — co. Then,
ho =k in H5YQ) = H3T (Q)",
as n — oo, for any 1 < q < 2.

The notation — and — stands for the weak and strong convergences, respectively. Let us
stress that we work here with the Bessel potential space H*®P which is different from the
Besov-space W*P, applications to which we discuss in Section 6.1. Also, we do not discuss
the case ¢ = 1, because of competing notions on how to properly define it. A proof to
Theorem 1.1 will be provided in Section 5. The proof presented here contains the one from
Brezis in [19]. As in Brezis’ result the key idea is still to use the fact that non-negative
distributions are measures, Lemma A.1. In addition, as a consequence of Theorem 1.1, we
prove the second main result of the paper, a fractional version of the Boccardo/Murat result

Theorem 1.2. Let Q C RY be any open bounded set with Lipschitz boundary and let ¥, — 1)
in Hoy () for a ¢ > 2. Then

Ky(th) = {v € H(Q) 0= v acl,
converges in the sense of Mosco to
K, () ={ve HSZ(Q) :v >0 a.e.}.

We delay the introduction of the concept of Mosco convergence until Section 6.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we introduce the relevant notation and state
some well-known properties of the Riesz potential and its relationship with the fractional
Laplacian. We also state a critical density result. Our main work starts from Section 3,
where we provide a crucial Sobolev embedding type result in Proposition 3.4, followed by a
Holder type inequality in Lemma 3.5. Section 4 is devoted the characterization of the dual
spaces of fractional order Sobolev spaces. The proof of our main result is given Section 5,
where we divide the task in two parts: first we focus on the interior and then extend the
result to the boundary. Finally, we conclude the paper by considering an application of our
main result (Section 6) to convergence of convex sets and quasi-variational inequalities.

2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

In this section we establish relevant notation and assumptions considered throughout the
paper. In particular, we assume that

(2.1) Q  is an open and bounded subset of RY,
with Lipschitz boundary.

For two open sets {11, {2, we say that {2; is compactly contained in {25, in symbols {2 CC Qy,
if Q2 is compact and Q; C Q.

For the ease of presentation we follow the =, —-notation. Namely, for two nonnegative

~) o~y

expressions A, B > 0 we write A 3 B if there exists a non-essential constant C' > 0 such
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that A < C'B. The value of the constant C' might change at each occurrence. We write
A= Bif A= Band B 3 A.

We recall the definition of the s-Laplacian (—=A)z in RY. Denoting F the Fourier transform,
(—A)2 f is defined for functions f € C*(RY) via

S

F((=A)21)(€) = cle|"Ff(€), €€RY.

The constant ¢ can be explicitly computed depending on s and N. It is determined so that
2

(—A)2 = —A where A is the usual Laplacian. The constant ¢ plays however no role in our
arguments, cf. [23].

The inverse of the fractional Laplacian is defined as the Riesz potential
I° = (—A)_%,
and for s = 2 this is usually called the Newton potential. Further, we observe that

FIf)(E) = (clel) T Ff), §eRY

Both the fractional Laplacian and Riesz potential have a integral representation. For s €
(0, N),

i@ =c [ Je=al f) dy

Moreover, for s € (0,1),
(8 @) =e [ o=yl (7l ~ S

The latter representation still holds when s € (1,2) but in a principal value (p.v.) sense.
Another representation for s € (0,2) is given by

S

(=A)> f(x) = %C/RN A=Y (f@ + ) + fla = h) = 2f(x)) dh.

See [23] for an overview, [53] for more detailed and extended results, and [28, Section 6.1.1]
for the harmonic analysis aspects of these operators.

We collect a few basic properties that we will use throughout the paper.
Lemma 2.1. Let f,g € C®(RY). Recalling that for s > 0 we have (—A)"3 = I° and
defining (—A)2 := id we have

(a) For any s € (—N, N) an integration-by-parts formula for Riesz potential and fractional
Laplacian holds, namely

/ (Aifg= [ F(-A)ig.
RN RN

(b) (=A)3(=A)sf = (=A)2 f for all s,t € (=N, N) with s+t € (=N, N).
(c) For x # 0 we have (—A)2|z|'"N = c|z|'=>~N for s,t € (0, N) with s # t.
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(d) For f,g € C=(RYN) and s € (0,2) we have the product rule

(=A)2(fg)(x) = (=A)2f)(x) g(x) + f(z) (=A)2g(x))
+C/N (f(z) = f(y)(g(z) —g(y)) dy.

|$ _ y|N+s

Proof. This follows, e.g., from the definition of the operators via the Fourier transform or
the potential represenation.

(a) By Plancherel’s theorem
[ aisg= [ F-ainoFuE
— [ FNOFD@
o R GISRAIGE
e [ F(5)6) F—D)Eg)(0) de

RN

= f( A)zg.

(b) We have
F((—A)F(=A)Z)(E) =c|¢PF((—A)2 £)(€) = cle]*|E[' F(f)(€)
=c|¢|"T F(£)(€) = cF((—A)F £)(©).

Inverting the Fourier transform on both sides we obtain the claim.

(¢) One can check that the Fourier-transform of a o-homogeneous function (¢ < N, o # 0)
is —N — o-homogeneous. Moreover the Fourier transform preserves radial functions.
From this we conclude that F(| - ['=V) (&) = c|¢|. Consequently, F((—A)z|- [FV)(¢) =
1€51€]7" = |€]°7t. If s # t then we can invert the Fourier transform and have that

(d) E.Fhé)fj)llotzvs frorrcl‘ tlr‘le poténtial representation of (—A)z, observing that
f(@)g(z) = f(W)gly) = f(z) (9(x) = g(y)) + 9(y) (f(z) = f(y))
= f(@) (9(x) = 9(y) + 9(x)(f(x) = f(y))
— (9(x) = 9(y)) (f(x) = f(y))
The proof of Lemma 2.1 is complete. O

Next we recall the fractional Sobolev space H*P(RY), also referred to as Besov space (it
corresponds to the Besov space Bj (RV), [52]).

For s € (0,00), p € (1,00) denote

[f]HSvP(RN) = H(_A)%fHLP(RN)a



ON A FRACTIONAL VERSION OF A MURAT COMPACTNESS RESULT AND APPLICATIONS 5

[ £l zsw@ny = (| fllzo@yy + [f]msn @y
Then the space H*P(RY) is defined as

HRY) = {f e P@Y): |

HS,p(RN) < OO} .

We also need to define the fractional Sobolev space on open sets {2 C RY with zero boundary
data on 9. Since (—A)2 acts on functions defined in all of RY one needs to assume that
the functions vanish on the complement of Q. More precisely, for s € (0, N) we define

(2.2) HyP(Q) = {f € LF(RY), (=A)2f e LP(RY), f=0inQ°}

endowed with the norm || || gzr ) = | fllgor@yy = fllLe@y) + [(=A)3 | oy 1t is useful
to observe that this definition makes sense for any open set Q@ C R¥, there is no requirement
on the regularity of its boundary 0f2.

For the topological dual Hyy(€2)*, throughout the paper, we use the following notation
H™P(Q) = Hy (),

where p’ is the Holder conjugate of p. Throughout the paper, and abusing notation, we
denote the duality pairing between elements h € H=*?(Q) and u € HyP(Q) by hlu).

For a given Banach space X, the strong and weak convergences of a sequence {z,} in X to
some z € X are denoted “z, — 2" and “z, — 27, respectively.

For s = 1 and p € (1,00) the space H"P(R") coincides with the usual Sobolev space. If
Q c RN with Lipschitz boundary 99 then HP(Q) coincides with the usual Sobolev space
of functions with trace zero on 9. Clearly, C°(Q) C Hy(€) for any s € (0,1], p € (1, 00).

Theorem 2.2. Let s € (0,1], p € (1,00) and Q@ C RY be any open set. Then C2() is
dense in Hyl(2).

While this statement is relatively easy to prove for 2 under the assumption that 02 is
sufficiently regular, it is more involved for generic open set €2, even if s = 1. Theorem 2.2 is
proven in [1, Theorem 10.1.1]; they attribute the proof to [42].

3. SOBOLEV INEQUALITIES

In this section we state embedding and compactness results which are crucial to the re-
mainder of the paper. We shall exploit a limiting version of Sobolev embedding stated in
Proposition 3.4.

We begin by stating a Sobolev inequality.

Lemma 3.1 (Sobolev inequality). Assume that (—=A)z2f € LP(RY) for s € (0,N) and
p € (1,00). Then for anyt € [0,s], if s —t — % € (0,1) then

)
2 o < D) (D) L.

LN—(s=t)p (RN)
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Moreover for g € LP(RY), s € (0, N) with Nji’;p € (1,00),

19l e o = C(:0) ll9l o).

N—sp (RN)

Lemma 3.1 follows e.g. from [28, Theorem 6.1.3.].
Proposition 3.2 (Rellich). The following results hold:

(1) Assume that for some 1 < q¢ < p < oo and somet > 0
1
sup 1(=A)% fella@) + | fell L@y < o0

then fi, converges (up to subsequence) strongly to some f in L1(§Y) for any Q' CC Q.
(2) Assume that f;, € LP(RY) with

Sl;p | ficll Lo vy < 0.

Set g := I°f), where I° is the Riesz potential. Then up to a subsequence, g is a
Cauchy sequence in LP(2).

Proposition 3.2 can be proven either by a direct adaptation of the proof of the Rellich-
Kondrachov theorem for classical Sobolev spaces, [24, Section 5.7]. Or it can be derived
from the abstract theory of Besov and Triebel spaces, see [52, Section 2.4.4].

Lemma 3.3. Let Q CC RY. Then there exists a constant C > 0 depending on s, N, p and
the diameter of Q such that for any f € Hyl (),

£ llony < CN(=2)% fllogen).

Lemma 3.3 follows from Proposition 3.2 via the usual blow-up proof for Poincaré inequality.
Due to Lemma 3.3, for f € Hgy(Q2), we have the following norm-equivalence || f|gs» ) ~

I (—A)ngLP(RN). Thus
(3.1) 1]

defines a norm on Hy ().

agp@ = I1(=2)2 fll oy |

We will make crucial use of the following adaptation of the Sobolev embedding.

Proposition 3.4. Let Q; CC Q, C RY be two open sets, p € (1,00), s € (0,1) and
t € (s,2s). Then for any q € [1, %), q < p we have

1(=2)% Fllzaan < OO, .0 V) (I1(=2)% Fllian + (=22 fllogen) )

whenever f € LP(RY) is a function for which the right-hand-side is finite.

Proof. We may assume w.l.o.g. that Q, cC R¥.

Recall that in view of Lemma 2.1,

t 2s

(A)2f =I*7"(=A)= f.
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Take n € C>°(€2y) with n = 1 in € a suitable cutoff function. Then,
(3.2) (—A)2f = > (n(—A)%sf> Lopst <(1 B ﬁ)(—A)%sf> '

Now observe that for x € ; we can write

7 n(=A)% f)(@) = k = (n(=A)% f)(x)
where for some A > 0 depending on diameter of £2; C suppn,

k(z) = X{z : |2|ScA}|Z|2S_t_N>

where ¢ > 0 is a generic constant. One can check that k € LI(R") for any 1 < ¢ <
By Young’s inequality for convolutions,

N
N—(2s—t)"

2s

(3.3) 1k = (n(=2)% 1)) o) 3 CON=2)% Flloen) 3 Cm) [1(=2)% flloiay).
That is,
172 (n(=2)% 1) llzaiony 3 CChksm) [1(=2)% Fllaany
This treats the first term in (3.2).
[t remains to treat the second term in (3.2). For x € Q; we have 1 — n(x) = 0. If we define
k(e y) = |z —y* V(1 = n(y))

then we observe that for every fixed z € €, k(x,-) is a smooth, bounded function. By
Lemma 2.1,

25—t <(1 _ n)(—A)%Sf) (z) = /RN((_A)EK(I, N(y) (—A)2 f(y) dy.

From Lemma 2.1 we have (=A)z|-|>**N =¢|. |9~V _Since t € (s,2s) and s € (0,1)
we then have from the product rule in Lemma 2.1,

(=2)26(z,))(y) =: Zcifi(ﬂf,y)

where
Ti(z,y) = |z —y| N1 = nly))

To(z,y) = |z — y[* N (=A)n(y)

Py, y) = /RN (ly — % - ||; - j||]2;+‘:‘ )iy =n(2))

and

We first treat I'y: We have dist (€21, supp (1 — 7)) > 0, so we have

sup 'y (z,y) 3 (1+[y[)~ =M.
e

Since ¢t — s > 0 the right-hand side is integrable to any power, in particular

sup [Ty (2, )| Lo mvy < 00,
re
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which implies that

Nlo

sup /RN Ti(z,y) (=8)2 f(y)dy 3 1(=2)2 fll o en)-

zEM

Since (2; is bounded, we find

(| L ritem s ) SY[CONEF Pt

Now we treat I'y. Since n € C°(Qy), for any x €

s 1
—A)2 g

Moreover for z € )y and y & Qy we have |z — y| & 1 + |y|. Consequently, for any x € €y,

s

2 — y[2 7N (=A)2n(y) | =x0, (W)|r — y[* TV (—A) 2n(y)|
+ e\, [T — Y2 TN [(—A) 2n(y))|
Sxo, () v =y N+ (L Jy) N

Observe again that the second term can be integrated to any nonnegative power, so that we
have for any x € €y

/RN Do, y)(=A)2 f(y) 317" (xeu (= 2)2 f]) (@) + 1(=2)2 fl o).

Using again Young’s inequality as in (3.3), we then find
1
Q) q

(/ / Ta(a,y) (=A)2 f(y)dy
(=) fll o)

S (X | (=) 2 £1) 2o +
Slxes [(=2)2 flllayy + [(=2)2 fll o)
S(=2)2 fll o)

It remains to treat I's,

Firstly, if y & Q9 then n(y) —n(z) = 0 unless z € suppn. Moreover, y & Qs and z € suppn
means that |z —z| 3 |y — x| and (1 + |y|) = |y — z|. Thus, since 2s —¢ > 0

1 1
su I's(x, = / )t NG S ——
xe(IZ)l XRN\Qz(y)‘ 3( y)‘ ~ ] |y|N+5 Suppn‘ ‘ ~ ]+ |y|N+8

That is,

sup | Ts(z, y)(—A)2 f(y) dy|

€ JRN\Qy

(3.4)
1 El 1 s
j/]RN |f(y)|w 3 (=2)2 fll Lo@n) HWHLP’(RI\’) 2 I(=2)2 fll o @ny-

14|
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As for xq,(y)|I's(x,y)|, we estimate

(3.5)
ly — 277N — |z — 27N n(y) —n(z))|
Y @) [Ts( )] Sxen(v) / dz
’ ’ dist (z,Q22)>1 |y - Z|N+S
lly — o2 — |z — 27N n(y) — n(z))|
+ Xo (y)/ dz.
’ dist (z,022)<1 ly — z|N+s

Observe that if y € Qy, x € Q1 and dist (2,€2) > 1 then |y—z| = 1+|z|, and |y —z| =3 [z —=].

Thus,
o) / [ly — a7 — |z — e In(y) = n(2)l
’ dist (2,02) ‘y - Z‘N—i—s

1
2s—t—N ~ _ |25—t—N
— WUZZNXQQ(?M?J x| :

On the other hand, if dist (z,€2s) < 1 then either |y —z| < 10|z —z| or |y — x| =~ |z — y|, and
thus (using s < 1)

xa. (W)Y

o) / |y — 2|7 — |z — 2|27V n(y) — n(2)] "
’ dist (z,02)<1 ly — 2| N+s
|y _ x|2s—t—N o |Z _ z|2s—t—N‘
39l v o) | | @z
’ dist (z,02)<1 ly — z|NHs—t

1
<Lla _ p|25—t—N / d
~Y = X \Y — a4z
| | :(¥) dist (,00)<1 |y — 2|V

1 i
+X92(y)m /|Z_x<x ylz—x|2 =N 1

< 2s—t—N ‘SL’ _ y|2s—t
Sy — | XQQ(y>+XQQ(y>W

Sy =2y = 2TY) xou(y) -
In second to the last step we used that x € {2, and €21, {25 are both bounded sets.

All in all, from (3.5) we arrive for any x € €y,
] Talw.y)(=8)2f () dy
2

ST (x| (—2) 2 ) (@) + I (xea | (—2) 2 f]) ().
Arguing as in (3.3), for 0 =2s —t or 0 = s+ 1 — t (in particular o € (0,1)) we have

12° (e /(=) 2 f Dl oy 3 Ml (=2)2 £l r vy 3 11(=A)% fllogen)-

Together with estimate (3.4) we arrive at

o= [ Tale ) (=) sl 3 1A s
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This finishes the proof. O

Lemma 3.5 (A type of Holder’s inequality). Let 1 < ¢ < p < oo and Q CC RY, s € (0,1).
Then

||(_A)%90||Lq(RN) <C(9Q,s,p,q) ||(—A)%<P||LP(RN)
holds for all ¢ € C(2).

Proof. Fix €; CC RY such that Q CC € and take xi, x2 € C>(£;) with both x;,x2 = 1
in a neighborhood of €2, but so that x;(z)(1 — x2(x)) = 0. Then, by Holder’s inequality
Ix2(=A) 2| Loy 3 1(=A) 76| o).
Moreover, by the support of 1 — x5, x1 and ¢,
(1= xa(@)(=A)2p(x) = /RN(l —xo(@)x1(y) [z =y N(y) dy.

Let

k(o) = AT if |2| > 3dist (supp (1 — x2), supp (x1))
' 0 otherwise

then
(0= xa@)(-8) @) 3 [ kot dy

Since k € L'(RY) we have by Young’s inequality for convolutions,
11 = x2) (=) 2]l 1a 3 (@l oy
By Holder’s and then Poincare inequality, Lemma 3.3, recall that supp ¢ C €2,
ol zamny 2 ll@llrr@yy 2 1(=A)20| o@n).
The proof is complete. O

4. CHARACTERIZATION OF THE DUAL OF H*%P

We will also make use of the classification of the dual space of H*P-spaces. The following
proposition is a well known-result, indeed it is a consequence of Hahn-Banach theorem and
Helmholtz-Hodge decomposition. We state it for the classical Sobolev space Hy?(Q) =

CgO(Q)”'”H "7 If 99 is regular enough (namely, if the trace and extension theorem hold) this
classical space coincides with Hy(Q) as we defined it.

Proposition 4.1. Let p € (1,00), p' = ;5. For each h € Hy?(Q)*, there exists f € LY (Q)
and g € WY (Q) such that

h[w]z/ﬂf-soJr/QVg-Vw

||f||LP'(Q) + HgHleP'(Q) < C(Q>p)||h||Hé'p(Q)* :

with
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It is known that this can also be done for fractional Sobolev spaces, cf. [7, Theorem 5.3] and
[37, Proposition 2.2.].

Proposition 4.2 (Characterization of H5P(RY)*). Let p € (1,00), p’ = £, and s € (0, N).
If h € H*P(RN)* then there exists fi € LP (RY) and fy € H*? (RN) such that

W] = / fro+ / (A f(—A)ip, Ve e CRRY)

and

L fill o ey + I fell v vy + 1(=2)2 foll o vy < C (5,0, N) [ Bll ooy -

Proof. We consider H*P(RY) as a linear subspace X C LP(RY) x LP(RY) via the identifica-
tion

T: [ (f,(=D)2)),
with X := T(H*P(RY)). Then h € H*?(R")* induces a linear bounded functional h* on X

via,

with

177 [ x = [Pl s vy -
By Hahn-Banach theorem there exists an extension of h* to all of LP(RY) x LP(RY). By
Riesz representation theorem there must be an f € LP(RY), g € LP(RY) such that

wipw) = [ te+ [ o0 Vou e D@

In particular,

41 h h* Vo € C(RY
(@1 he) =W (- /Rwa/RN i Ve CEEY)
Now we define the operator By := (I + (—=A)2)~!, that is for u € C®(RY),
1
F(Bs(uw))(§) := Tc‘g‘sfu(f)-

This operator is a slight variation of the Bessel potential operator. More precisely, it is
a multiplier operator with bounded symbol ﬁ that satisfies Mihlin’s and Hormander’s
condition and thus B, : LY(RY) — L9(RY) is a linear bounded operator for all ¢ € (1, 00), [27,
Theorem 5.2.7.]. Moreover, (—A)2 B, is a bounded linear operator from LI(RY) — LI(RY).
Indeed, this follows from the fact that

F((~A)i By(w)) () = 8

1+ clgl®

satisfies Mihlin’s and Hormander’s condition and we can apply

Fu(§).

Again, the symbol 1+C|é|s
Hérmander’s theorem, [27, Theorem 5.2.7.], to conclude the boundedness of (—A)? B,. From

these two results we obtain
(4.2) 1(—=A)2 Boul| ey + | Bstel| pageny 3 lullpaery  Vu € LYRN), Vg € (1,00).
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Moreover,
(4.3) u=(-A)?Bu+ Bu  VYuec LYRY), Vqe(1,00);
indeed applying the Fourier transform, (4.3) is equivalent to

1

2
clé] T der

T ul(é) + Fu(§) = Fu(§).

1+ clgl’

Applying (4.3) to g we reformulate (4.1) into

/RNf(p_‘_/RN A)2Byg + Byg) (=4)
[ CapBg et [ () Ba-a)

(N1

'

and in view of (4.2) we have

1f + (=2)2 Bogll o vy 3 111

HsP(RN)*

and

B

Hs?' (RN) N ||h||H5’P(RN)*-

So if we set fi := f + (=A)3B,g and f, := B,g the claim of Proposition 4.2 is proven. [
For p = 2 we also get a local version of Proposition 4.2. We restrict our attention to p = 2,
since for p # 2 the estimate (4.5) requires the (to our knowledge unknown) LP-boundary

Calderon-Zygmund regularity theory for nonlocal differential equations — for the interior
regularity theory cf. [37].

Proposition 4.3 (Identification of Hgy (Q)*). Let Q be any open bounded set, s € (0,1),
h € Hy' ()"

then there exists u € Hiy (Q) such that for any ¢ € C2(1),

(44) el = [ ()i (-a)ip.
]RN

Moreover,

(4.5) |(— )2u||L2(RN = ||| HE2(Q)*

Proof. The proof is a direct consequence of the fact that [|(—=A)% - ||;2(~) defines a Hilbert-
space norm on Hi'(Q) (see (3.1)) and the Riesz Representation Theorem. O
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5. PROOF OF CONVERGENCE, THEOREM 1.1

Theorem 1.1 is a essentially equivalent of the following statement, which is proven within this
section. Recall that 0 C RY is an arbitrary bounded and open set with Lipschitz boundary.
In the following we continue to use the following notation, H () = Hy' (2)*.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that h,,h € H=**(Q) = Hy*(Q)*, for s € (0,1] and such that

e h,,h >0 in the sense of distributions in €2, that is
halp], hlp] =0 Vo € CZ(Q), ¢ = 0.
o h, weakly converges to h in Hyy (Q)*, that is
halg] =5 Ble] Ve € Hy'(9).

Then hy, “=2% h strongly in H=*9(Q) = Hg (Q)* for any 1 < q < 2, i.e.
(5.1) sup [Balp] = ]| === 0.

peC (), ||4P||Hs,q’(RN)S1

Theorem 5.1 is obtained as a consequence of Theorem 5.3 which shows the strong convergence
of the functionals when localized away from the boundary 0€2. We further prove that the
latter result holds not only for Hy?(Q)* but also for HgP(Q)* with p € (1,400). Finally,
this together with Theorem 5.4 allows to extend the result and obtain Theorem 5.1.

Example 5.2. Let us remark that the statement of Theorem 5.1 is false in general without
the assumption h,,h > 0. E.g., let Q := B(0,1), and take any f, € L*(R"), supp f, C
B(0,1) with f,, converging to some f weakly in L?(RY), but no subsequence of f, converges
strongly to f in any LY(RY), 1 < ¢ < 2. Take for instance, the usual example for weak but
not strong convergence

fulz) :=n(x) cos(nxy) cos(nxs) . .. cos(nxy),

where n € C°(Q) is a standard radial bump function.
Let s € (0,1] and set h, := (=A)3 f,. For any ¢ € (1,2),

lim inf sup |hnlo] — hlp]] > liminf || f,, — f|La@ny > 0.
n—oo

N0 @ecgo(ﬂ)v ||4P||Hs,q’(RN)S1

That is, the conclusion (5.1) of Theorem 5.1 fails — even though h,, satisfies all assumptions
of Theorem 5.1 besides h,[¢] > 0.

5.1. Local strong convergence. We prove first the interior result which holds for any

p € (1,00).

Theorem 5.3. Suppose that h,,h € H=*P(Q) = Hg(’)p/(Q)*, s € (0,1], p € (1,00) such that
® h,,h >0 in the sense of distributions in ).

o h, weakly converges to h in H¥ (Q)*.
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For an arbitrary n € C(R2), consider

hnnlp) == b ],
and
hlie] := hlne].
Then, for any open cm~d bounded Q' C RV (r/zot necessarily contained in 1) we have strong
convergence of hy, to hy in H=>4(Q") = Hi' (V)*, for any q € (1,p); that is

(5'2) ||hnn7 - hn|

n—oo
0.

s,q’ *
Hyg ()

Proof of Theorem 5.5. First note that the result need only to be proven for a subsequence
Ry, and then the convergence for the complete sequence is given by the uniqueness of the
limit A.

Let ¢ € HyP () be arbitrary, then we observe

(5-3) 1(=2)2 () | o vy < C ) <||<P||Lp/(RN) + ||(—A)%w||Lp/(RN)> :

Indeed (5.3) is essentially a consequence of the fractional Leibniz Rule; see [33, Theorem
7.1]. Since n € C(Q2), we have

(=) 2| r@yy = C(n,t,7) < 0o, ¥t > 0,7 € (1,00).

Thus, the fractional Leibniz Rule together with Sobolev embedding, Lemma 3.1, implies that
for any t < s with N — (s —t)p > 0,

1(=A)2 (n9) = n(—=A) 20 — o(—A) 29| ogen)

t El
<Cp s O N85l e < CO1py ) (=D E e

From this we readily obtain (5.3).
It follows from (5.3), that if ¢ € H¥P(RY) then ny € Hy' (), with the estimate

1921 sy = 102l o vy + 1(=2)2 () v vy < COIol o ey

Given that

|h’n[90” = |hn[7]90” S ||hnH(HgéP'(Q))* 7]90’ HS‘(»)P'(Q)u
we observe

sup ||hn||(H5’P'(RN))* < 0(77) sup ||h7L||(H56P’(Q))* < 0.

In particular we have that h, is uniformly bounded in H*? (RV)*, and then h, — h in
H*P(RN)* up to taking a subsequence.

By Proposition 4.2, there are representatives f, € LP(RY), (=A)3g, € LP(RY) such that

= [ fot [ (D0 VoeCx®),

RN



ON A FRACTIONAL VERSION OF A MURAT COMPACTNESS RESULT AND APPLICATIONS 15

Moreover,

U |l ey + 5D [l e ey 3 C) SUD |l gt ) < 00-

By reflexivity of the incumbent spaces, up to taking a subsequence, we have the following
weak convergences

fo— [ in LP(RY),
g — g in H*P(RY),
(—A)2g, = (-A)2g  in LP(RY).

Since hy, weakly converges to h, we have

o= [ fo+ [ (-a)ig-d)ip  voecr@Y)
RN RN
By the compactness result of Rellich—-Kondrachov, Proposition 3.2, we have strong conver-
gence
(RY)
(R™Y),

Jn — ¢ in LV

loc
rf,—0If in Lj,
also along subsequences. Here, I°f is the Riesz potential defined in Section 2.
Let € C RY be an arbitrary open and bounded set, and let ¢ < p.

We will show in the following that

(5.4) sup /R U= D 50

eeC (), lel 4ys,qr &)<l

n—oo

(gn - 9)(—A)580 — 0.

[Nl

(5.5) sup /R ()

peCS (), ”QO”Hs,q’ (RN)SI

Together with the density of C°°(€)-functions in H? (€), Theorem 2.2, the limits (5.4)
and (5.5) readily imply (5.2) up to a subsequence. As remarked above, by the uniqueness of
the weak limit, this establishes (5.2).

Strong convergence of f,,: Proof of (5.4).

Let B(0,R;) be a ball of radius R; > 0, containing €)', centered at the origin, and let
R > 20R;.

We define now the bump functions 5\,5, and A as follows. Let A € C®°(B(0,2)), A = 1
in B(0,1) be arbitrary. Set £(-) := A(-/(2R1)) € C(B(0,4Ry)), § = 1 in B(0,2R,), and
Ar = A(:/R) € C*(B(0,2R)), Ag = 1 in B(0,2R).
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Let p € C2°(£Y'), then

The first equation in (5.6) is because ¢ = ¢, since £ = 1 in B(0,2R;) and ¢ € C°(Y). The
second equation in (5.6) follows from the basic properties of the Riesz potential, Lemma 2.1,
and that I*(—A)2p = cp. The third equation in (5.6) is the “integration by parts’ in
Lemma 2.1.

Thus, we find

[t =10l

o ) JENECTEIEN

[Nl

o +| [a =t - mi-ary).
For the first term on the right hand side of (5.7) we have

‘//\Rls(f(fn - f))(—A)SSO‘ S N(=2)2 0l o gy INRI(E(fu = Dl Lasriony-

Observe that £(f, — f) converges weakly to zero in LP(RY). Since ¢ < p, by the compact
support of ¢ we conclude that £(f, — f) converges weakly to zero in LY(RY). By Rellich’s
theorem, Proposition 3.2, we conclude that for every fixed R > 0

(5.8) lim sup sup / Mel*(€(fu — F))(~A)i| = 0.

n—00 el (V);llell

s (®RN) <1

For the second term on the right hand side of (5.7), observe that whenever ¢y, ¢ € (1, 00)
with -+ - =1 then

| [ =20 = H8)e] RN = Dl 1L = A)(-2)Epl e

Choose ¢; such that ¢; < N]\f’;p (if sp > N, this condition becomes ¢; < 00), and ¢; > N]Xs.

From Sobolev embedding, here in the form of Lemma 3.1, we obtain

11°(€(fr = DI par @y S NECS = )

| g 2l fn = fllze@yy-
LNFSGT (B(0,4R,))

In particular, since f, — f in LP(RY), we have

(5.9) sup |16 — )l on vy < oo
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For any R > 0 sufficiently large, by the disjoint support of 1 — Az and ¢, we have
N A R (L
z—y|>

Combining Young’s inequality for convolutions, qil + q% = 1, the fact that the support of ¢
is in ', and Holder’s inequality, we find

q2 1/q2
11 = AR) (=AY llan = ( / ( / G —y|-N—de) dx) o llos e,
T—Y|=

S ROV ||| e

3R gl ey

SCOQ) R [l s
with C(Q') := ||V,

That is, for all sufficiently large R > 0, we have for some fixed o > 0 that

(510)  sup sup / (1= A€ — P)(—A)i| 2 C()R.

n el ()¢l

Hs,d (RN)Sl

The convergence of f,,, namely (5.4), follows now from (5.7) together with (5.10) and (5.8)
by taking first n — oo and then letting R — oo.

Convergence of g,: Proof of (5.5) Let Kz cC RY with  CC Kj. Take again a bump
function £ € C°(K3) with £ = 1 in a neighborhood of €.

Then for any ¢ € C(Y)

= [ (i = )i s-a)io+ [ =0 () (- 9(-a)).
By the disjoint support of ¢ and (1 — &) we can argue as for f, (5.6), to conclude that
| o= 9) (8 (1= (-2)ke) 250
peC (@) ||¢||qu(RN)<1 RN

Thus, in order to establish (5.5) it remains to show
(5.11) 1(=2)% g0 — (=A) 2 gl arey) 0,

which we do in the following.
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Since h,, is a positive distribution, by Lemma A.1, there exist non-negative Radon measures
[ such that

Observe that we can rewrite this as the distributional equation

RN

(5.12) (=A) T gy = ptn — fo in RV,

We can mollify the PDE (5.12) with the usual convolution kernel v. = ¢ "v(-/¢) where
v € C(B1(0)), v > 0 everywhere, normalized so that [ v = [v. = 1. Then,

(5.13) (—A)%S(gn $U.) = fin ¥ Ve — fn*v. in RY.

Since the cutoff function 7 used in the definition of 71,3 clearly belongs to Hy ,(Q), we find
that we can test h,, with the constant function 1, i.e. h,[1] is well defined. Then,

sup ,Un(RN) = sup |Bn[1]| = sup |y [n]| < sup thH(Hgbp’(Q))* il Hep/ (RY) < OO0

Thus, we obtain from Fubini’s theorem

Sup sup || pin * Vel g1 ray < 00
e>0 n

Since moroever f, is bounded in LP(RY), for any bounded open set K the sequence f, is
bounded in L'(K).

Take K a bounded open set but large enough such that ' cC K3 CC K where K3 is from
above, (5.11).

Then we have

sup sup || fn * vl 01 (x) < C(K) < oo.
e€(0,1) n

That is, from (5.13), we have

2s
sup sup [[(—=A)2 (gn * v:)| 1) < C(K) < o0,
e€(0,1) n

Moreover, since sup,, [|(—A)2 || p@y) < 0o we find that in particular,

sup sup H(—A)%(gn * I/E)HLP(RN) < 00.
e€(0,1) n

Take an open set K; CC K such that K3 CC K;. From Proposition 3.4 we find that for
N

any d > 0, r € (1,00) such that s+5<2s,s+5<nand1<r<m,

s+6
2

sup sup [[(—=A)
n e€(0,1)

(gn * Vs)HLT(Kl) < C(Kl,K) < 0.

Taking Ko CC K, an open set such that K3 CC Ky By weak compactness, letting ¢ — 0
we thus find

s5+46
sup [|(=A) 2 gallzr(xy) < 0.




ON A FRACTIONAL VERSION OF A MURAT COMPACTNESS RESULT AND APPLICATIONS 19

By Rellich’s theorem in the form of Proposition 3.2 (recall that sup,, ||gn||gsr@y) < 00),
N

we then find that (—A)zg, is strongly convergent in L"(K3) for any 1 < r < (s 1o
particular we have that (—A)2g, is strongly convergent in L'(K3). Since (—A)2g, is on
the other hand weakly convergent to (—A)2g in LP(RY), by Vitali’s theorem in form of
Lemma A.3, we find that ||(—=A)2g, — (—A)2g| na(ks) —— 0 whenever 1 < ¢ < p. That is
(5.11) is established. The proof is concluded. O

5.2. Up to the boundary. Once we have Theorem 5.3 which treats convergence in the
interior of €2, the convergence up to the boundary is comparatively simpler. Further, note
that although Theorem 5.3 is proven for a general p, in the following result we consider only
the p = 2 case.

Theorem 5.4. Let g € (1,2), s € (0,1), and h,, h € Hy (Q)* be such that

sup ||hn| H&f(g)* < 00,
n

and assume

e we have locally strong convergence of h,, to h in Hgéq,(Q)* in the following sense: for
all n € C(Q) we have

k—o0

Hﬁnn - Eﬁ’ E— 07

Hg! (@)
where
P l] := ho[nel, and  hyle] := hiny].

Then we have global strong convergence of h, to h in (Hgg)ql(ﬂ))*, namely

k—o0
0

hn = B

s,q’ *
Hgy" ()

Proof of Theorem 5.4. Part 0: Preliminaries on weak convergence.

Set

From Proposition 4.3 we obtain u,,u € Hgy () such that
mll = [ (D% (-a)ke  VpecE(®
R

and

(1)

Ml = [ (A VpecE()

Moreover we have the estimate

sup ||(_A)%un||L2(]RN) + ||(_A)%u||L2(RN) S A
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In particular (—A)zu, has a weakly converging subsequence with respect to L*(RY) to a
v e L*(RY). We claim

(5.14) v=(—A)3u.

Indeed, by the weak convergence h,, — h we obtain that

(5.15) / (0 — (—A)u) (“A)ip =0 Ve e C(RY).
RN

Since both v, (—=A)2u € L2(RY), by duality and density of C2°(RY) in L?(RY) there exists
Y € CP(RY) with [[¢]| 2~y < 1 such that

o= (-8 bullan <2 [ (0= (~A) .
R
Take po > 0 such that B(0, py) D supp .
Let n € C°(B(0,2)) with n = 1 in B(0,1), and set x, := n(x/p). Then the fact that
Y = (=A)21%), Lemma 2.1, and (5.15) imply

L= emion= [ o= ainea)iry

RN

:/RN(U — (~A)5u)(—A)F (x, ")

By [37, Proposition 2.4.] for any p > po,
(1 = x20) (=2)7 (1 = X)) %) |2y 3 19l L2) < 1.
and there exists p < 2 such that
IX2p(—2)2 (1= X ) I°®) 2@y 3 07 2 [0l oy < p7 2.

Observe that the dependency with respect to p can be obtained from [37, Proposition 2.4.]
by scaling. So that

| 0= )0 - xa) (-8)F (1= ) 10)

p—00

v — (—A)%UHB(RN\B@,))) — 0.

In the last step we used that v — (—=A)2u € L*(RY) and absolute continuity of the integral.
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Moreover,

[

This implies that

n — 00

w)xzp(=A)2 (L= xp)I9)| 3 v = (—A)2ul| 2y p7 % 2255 0.

[N

lv = (=A)2u 2@y) = 0.
That is, (5.14) is established and we have

(N1

(=A)2u, — (=A)2u  weakly in L*(R").

Part 1: strong convergence of u,,

From Poincaré inequality (observe that u,,u = 0 in RV\Q) we have
sup [[u, — ul| 2@y 3 sup 1(=2)7 (u, — )| L2y < o0
neN neN

Since (—A)2 (u, —u) — 0 weakly in L?(R") and u,, —u is uniformly bounded in H*?(RY) we
obtain from Rellich’s theorem, Proposition 3.2, u, — u ~—— 0 strongly in L? (RY). Since
U, = u = 0 in RV\Q this implies u,, — u —— 0 strongly in L*(RY). Using yet again the
compact support of u,, — u, we find

(5.16) [tn — ul| oy < C(Q)|Jun — ul| 2@yy — 0.

Part 2: strong convergence of (—A)Zu, It remains to prove

(5.17) I(=2)2u, — (=A)2ul por) == 0.
We will reduce the proof of (5.17) to estimates in three subsets of R™
e the “outer part” €,., a subset of R"\Q) with positive distance to OS2

e the “inner part” €, ., a subset of 2 with positive distance to 0<2
e the “close to the boundary part” {25, the set of points close to the boundary 0.

Step 0: Reducing to three regimes. Our goal of this preliminary step is to reduce the situa-
tion to the estimate of the three sets mentioned above, namely (5.18) below.

Let £ € (0,1). Since 2 is open and bounded, the set OS2 is compact. Set
B.(09) := {z € RY : dist (x,09Q) < &}.
Since © is bounded, B.(99) is bounded. Moreover, by the dominated convergence theorem'

|B.(09)] =% 0.

IThis is the only place in this entire work where we use that 9 is Lipschitz.
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We call B.(092) the boundary regime Qg . := B.(02). Moreover we define the outer part
Qe =R\ B.(Q) and the interior part Q;. := Q\Qp.. Then
1(=2) % = (=A)2ul poey <(=A)Fun — (=A)2ul| o,
(5.18) +(=8) 2wy — (=A)2ul| ag, )
+(=8) 2wy — (=A)2ul oo, -

Step 1: first we treat for the boundary part. Since g < 2,

e—0

S S l_l
(5.19) [(—=A)2u, — (—=A)2ul| e, ) < [Qae|r 2A — 0.

Step 2: Secondly, we treat the outer part: Since u, — u vanishes in RV\Q, for z € Q,. we
have

(—A) (uy — ) () = ¢ / 1 — 51" (un(y) — uly)) dy,

iafsfn

so by Young’s estimate for convolutions,

1(=2)% (un = W)l 2@,y Zlln = oy / 27" dz

|z|>€

(5.20)
=C ||un — U‘HL‘I(RN) g’

Step 3: Lastly for the inner part we use the assumption of local convergence. For our fixed
e>0let n. € C(Q) with n. = 1in Q;./» (i.e. in an e-neighborhood of €;.). Then, by
duality, for any n € N there exist F,, € C2°(§2;.) with [[F, || 1o gny < 2 such that

1=t — ) ey < / (A (uy — ) E,

RN

(—A)~2 is the Riesz potential)

Since F}, is smooth we may write (I°

Let us use the commutator notation,
[(=2)2, fl(9) := (=A)3(fg) — f(-A)3g.
Using again I°(—A)2g = g, Lemma 2.1, we have
(_Aﬁ (I°F,) = nFy + [(_A)gu Nl (I°F).

By Coifman—McIntosh-Meyer type commutator estimates, here in the form of [33, Theorem
6.1.], we observe

||[(_A>%7ns]([an)HLq’(RN)
j”naFnHLQ’(RN) + (1 + ||V776||L°°(RN)) HISFHHLQ’(RN) = 0(5)||Fn||Lq’(RN)
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where in the last step we used the estimate?

1P Fll s vy S NERll wor = Fll w2 Fnll e @
I N+sq (RN) Ln+sq’ ie

That is
sup [|(—=A)2 nI°Fy) || o gy < 2C(e, Q).

By the relationship of u,,u to h,, h we have

[ =) (<) ()

=(hn — h)n- (MI°F,)] = (ﬁn,ns - hns)[nslan]
and thus for any fixed € > 0, by the local strong convergence of h,, to h

8 =) ()% (P TF) R e = |

It remains to estimate

RGN

n—o0
0

¢ o
Hy (@)

(N1

(un =) (=A)2 (1= (1)) F,)

Sllun = ull 2y || (=2)% (1 = ()A)I°F)
Set x. := 1 — (n.)%. That is,
Gla) = (1= PIF) @) = [ o =9l xe(o) B dy

Observe that y. and F,, have disjoint support, so we may choose yet another another cutoff
function 7. € C’SO(Qiés) with 7. = 1 in Q; . (that is: F,, = F,7.. Then we have for

L2(Q)

K y) = b= ol xel0) ()
that
Gla) = [ bl Fily) dy.

Moreover, since |z|*™N € LP(RN\B,(0)) for any r > 0 and p > -, we find by Young’s
inequality for integral operators that

1Gllo@yy < [[Fnlliiwyy < CEL e)[[Fall 2 @) < 2C(, ).
#i/q’ > 1, equivalently % > s. When N > 2, ¢ < 2 this is true whenever
s € (0,1). For N = 1, q needs to be taken small enough. But this is not a problem since again, strong

convergence at L% (qo > 1 small) and weak convergence at L2 implies strong convergence for any L9,
q € (1,2) by Vitali’s theorem.

2this estimate holds whenever
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Moreover, k(z,y) is smooth and computing the second derivative with respect to = (notice
Vxe(z) has compact support) we find that (for s € (0,2))

2
ﬁk(m,y) c L'NL®(RY xRY), forall 1<i,j<N.
So we have
2
‘ oc S Fullpeyy 220(Q,e), forall 1<4,j5<N.

That is G € W2P(RY) — H*P(RY) (Sobolev embedding) for any s € (0,2). In particular,
1(=2)% Gllae) 3 20(9¢).
Together we have shown for the interior case

(5:21) =AY (un = W)l < C208) (lun = ullzze) + Wong. = | g - )

Plugging this all together, namely (5.19), (5.20), (5.21) into (5.18), we have shown that for
any € > 0,
S S l_l
1(=A)2un = (=A)>ul| Loy < C(Q) [lun — vl Lo@my e + C(Q) ea 72 A
+0(92.9) (It = wlzo@ + Wonn — .o

In view of the locally strong convergence of h, Rellich as in (5.16), we let n — oo and obtain
that for any € > 0,

lim [[(—A)3u, — (—A)5ull pugar) <C(Q) e 2A

n—oo

This holds for any € > 0 and thus for ¢ — 0 (since ¢ < 2),
Tim /(=) b — (=) b agen) = 0.

(5.17) is established, and the proof of Theorem 5.4 is complete. U

6. Mosco CONVERGENCE IN THE FRACTIONAL SOBOLEV SETTING

Mosco convergence [40, 39] is a set convergence concept with useful application in several
areas of mathematics. The definition is appropriate to the study of problems involving
moving convex sets in reflexive Banach spaces, as we now explain. In particular, it has made
possible to study stability properties of variational inequalities and associated problems
(see [36] for a modern account). One class of those associated problems are the quasi-
variational inequalities (QVIs), that can be thought as variational inequalities where the
constraint is implicit (in the sense that it is state dependent). QVIs arose initially from the
work of Bensoussan and Lions [14, 35] (see also the monographs [15, 13, 16]) on impulse
control problems, and later found application modeling a wide variety of non-convex and
non-smooth phenomena in applied sciences. Specifically, areas including superconductivity
([32, 49, 50, 9, 12, 45, 30, 31}), continuum mechanics ([26, 32, 2, 3]), growth of sandpiles and
the determination of rivers/lakes networks ([10, 11, 12, 47, 43, 44, 46, 11, 44, 46]), among
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others. Further, a first account on problems with fractional-gradient constraints can be found
on [51], and a concrete application associated to fractional spaces can be found on [6]. For
a complete and classical account on QVIs, we refer the reader to the text of Baiocchi and
Capelo [8].

We now provide an application of the compact embedding results established in the previous
section to the convergence of convex sets. This, as stated in the introduction of the paper,
can be seen as the extension of the Boccardo/Murat result for fractional Sobolev spaces. We
start by introducing the definition of Mosco convergence [40]:

Definition 6.1 (M0OSCO CONVERGENCE). Let K and K, for each n € N, be non-empty,
closed and convex subsets of a reflexive Banach space V. Then the sequence {K,} is said
to converge to K in the sense of Mosco as n — oo, denoted by

K, K,

if the following two conditions are fulfilled:

(I) For each w € K, there exists {w,} such that w,, € K, for n’ € N' C N and w,, — w
inV.
(I) If w, € K,, and w, — w in V along a subsequence, then w € K.

The notion of Mosco convergence provides the right notion of convergence to establish sta-
bility results for variational inequalities and constrained optimization problems. Specifically,
we have the following (see [40] and [48] for a proof).

Theorem 6.2 (Mosco). Let V' be a reflexive Banach space, f € V', and A : V. — V' be
linear, bounded, and coercive. Suppose in addition that for each n € N, K, and K are
convex, closed, and non-empty subsets of V', and that

K, K.
Then, the sequence of unique solutions {u,} to
Findue K, : (Au—fiv—u)>0, forallvekK,,
converges V -strongly to u*, the unique solution to
Findue K : (Au— fiv—u) >0, forallveK.

It follows that in order to determine stability results for variational inequalities, conditions
that guarantee Mosco convergence are of interest. While for some kind of sets, necessary
and sufficient conditions are known (see [21], the application of such to particular examples
is an arduous task). On the other hand, there exist some useful (and simple to verify in
applications) sufficient conditions such as one arising from the so-called Boccardo-Murat [17]
result: A direct consequence of the Murat/Brezis compactness.

In the classical setting, the result of Murat, namely that the positive cone of non-negative
elements of H~1(Q2) compactly embeds in W~14(Q) for ¢ < 2, implies that Mosco convergence
of the sets

K(¢n) :={ve Hy(Q) :v>¢, ae.}
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to the set K(¢) is achieved not only if ¢, — ¢ in H} (), but also if ¢, — ¢ in W,?(Q)
for p > 2. In our setting, we prove that our result stating that the positive cone of non-
negative elements in Hgy (Q)* compactly embeds into Hgl(Q)* for 1 < ¢ < 2, implies that
the sequence of sets

Ky(,) = {v e HH Q) c 0>y, a.e.}
Mosco converges to K4(¢) provided that ¢, — ¢ in Hg(€2) with p > 2. This corresponds to
the analogous result to the Boccardo-Murat [17] one but in the fractional Sobolev framework.

Initially, note the following result for existence of solutions to the class of variational in-
equalities of interest.

Lemma 6.3. Let f € HP(Q)* and ¢ € H Q). There exists a unique u € K,(v) such that

(6.1) [

Proof. Existence and uniqueness follow from minimizing the strictly convex energy

1 s .
E(u) = §||(_A)2u||i2(RN) — flu] in K().
The Direct Method of Calculus of Variations is applicable. O

[V

w(=A)s(v—u)> flo—u] Yue K().

The next statement is the analogue of [17, Théoreme 1]

Theorem 6.4. Let f € Hg(’)z(Q)* and consider a sequence of obstacles 1, € Hy'(Q) weakly
converging to ¢ in Hy'(Q) for some ¢ > 2. Denote by u,, and u the solutions from
Lemma 6.3 corresponding to Ky(¢,) and Ks(v), respectively. Then

U, =5 u strongly in Hyy ().

Proof. Given that u is uniquely determined, it suffices to show the convergence of u,, for
some subsequence as n — 00.

Testing the variational inequality (6.1) for u, (when the constraint set is given by K (¢,))
with v = 1, we readily find

1(=2)2unll2ery 3 (=22l 2wy + 1 fll s

In view of (3.1) (up to a subsequence) we thus find that u,, converges weakly to some @ in
H2 (), ¥n — ¥, u, — @ in L*(Q) and pointwise a.e., and (—A)Zu, — (=A)za in L*(RY).
Further, the weak lower semicontinuity property of the norm implies

(6.2) (23 32qen, < lminf [|(~A) g 2agen,.
On the other hand, u,, — 1, > 0 a.e., and since the subsequence of ,, and u,, converge a.e.
we find in the limit that o — ¢ > 0 a.e., that is

i € K(1)).



ON A FRACTIONAL VERSION OF A MURAT COMPACTNESS RESULT AND APPLICATIONS 27

Testing again the variational inequality (6.1) for w, with now w, + ¢ (for some nonnegative
¢) we find in the distributional sense that

(=A)2u, —f>0 ¥neN inQ.

Moreover since we have from the weak convergence of u,, that

2s

(A)Zu, — f = (~A)Fa—f in HF(Q)",

we observe

w|"’

(-A)=a

From Theorem 1.1, we obtain that for any p < 2,

sup /RN ((—A)%Sun—(—A)?u)gow—m)O

”’ (m

—f>0 in Q.

llll

where (as usual) the above integral is understood in the duality pairing sense. Then
sup / (—A)3u, — (~A)3i) (—A)Fp 2%,
llell HP 'y SLYRY
and hence

(6.3) I(=2)2up — (—A) 24| oy == 0.

Note that we can conclude that (—A)zu, —— (—A)24 in L2(RYN) if we show
(6.4) (=B bty 2 [1(=A) 30 g2y

To establish (6.4), given that (6.2) holds, it only remains to show

limsup [|(—A) 3|2y < [1(—A) 3 2.
n—oo

For this we test the variational inequality (6.1) for w, with v := 1, + @ — ; observe that
@ — 1 >0 since & € K(¢)). Then

ie.

)bl < [ (~A)un(=a)Ri+ [ ()i, — )25~ )
+ [ () -8)i G 0) + 71— ) + flun

: 2
By weak convergence u,, to u in Hy (€2), we observe

im [ (=A)2un(=A)2a = ||(=A)2a] 2w,

n—oo RN

and by the weak convergence of v, to 1 in Hy'(€2), we have
it (/[ = ) + flun — ) =0,
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and

lim [ (=A)2a(—A) (¢, —¢) = 0.

n—o0 RN

By the uniform boundedness of (—A)3 (¢, — ) in LI(RY) (recall that ¢ > 2) and the strong
convergence of (—A)zu, in L7 (RN),

[ =8 - =), - 0] 3
()1t — ()l oy A3 (8 — )y 5 0.

In conclusion,

limsup [(—A)5ty |22 any < / (CA)ia(-a)i

n—o0
which in view of (6.2) establishes (6.4), which in turn establishes the strong L?(R")-convergence
of (—=A)zu, to (—A)24.

Finally, let w € K4(1) be arbitrary and consider the test function v = 1, + w — ¥ € K(¢,,)
on the variational inequality associated to u,, i.e.,

J R e N B R )
R
Then, given that (—A)3u, — (=A)2a in L*(RY), ¢, — 1 in H(Q), and u, — @ in
H32(Q), we have

/ (=A)Za(=A)2 (w — @) > flw — ).

RN
Since @ € K4 (¢), and w € K,(1)) was arbitrary, then @ = u, the unique solution to (6.1),
which concludes the proof. O
As in [17] (after Definition 9) we obtain

Corollary 6.5. Let 1, weakly converge to v in Hyy'(Q) for ¢ > 2. Then Ky(v,) Mosco-
converges to Kq(¢) as n — oo, i.e.,

K(n) == K(1),
Proof. We prove both items in Definition 6.1.
(I) Set f:= (—A)2u € Hi2(Q)* where u € K,(1) is arbitrary. Then
[ R —0 = flo—a) e C(o),

and in particular this equation holds for all v € K,(1). For this f and ), solve the
inequality Lemma 6.3, and obtain u,, € Ks(¢,). In view of Theorem 6.4, u,, converges
strongly to u in Hy(Q).

(IT) follows from the Rellich compactness result: u,, and v, converge a.e., so u, > " a.e.
implies in the limit u > v a.e., i.e., u € K ().



ON A FRACTIONAL VERSION OF A MURAT COMPACTNESS RESULT AND APPLICATIONS 29

O

6.1. Quasi-variational Inequalities. The above results directly allows us to establish ex-
istence of solutions to quasi-variational inequalities (QVIs) as we show next. Consider an
operator ®, and subsequently the following QVI: Given f € HS(’]Q(Q)*,

(6.5)  Find u € K.(®(w)) : /RN(—A)%‘U(—A)%(w —u) > flw—u] Vw e Ki(®)).

We now show that the above problem has solutions via Corollary 6.5.

Theorem 6.6. Let & : Hyy () — Hf(Q) for some q > 2 be weak-weak continuous, i.e., if
v, — v in H3H(Q), then ®(v,) — ®(v) in HY(Q). Then, (6.5) has at least one solution.

Proof. First, define the map T such that T'(v) € H’(Q) corresponds to the unique solution
of the variational inequality

Find y € K,(®(v)) - /RN<—A>%y<—A>%<w—y>zf[w—yL Vi € KL(D(v)).

Then, solutions to the QVI are equivalently defined as fixed points of the map T, i.e., v
solves the QVI if and only if
T(v) =w.

Coercivity of fractional differential operator implies T(Hgy (Q)) € Br(0; Hy?(Q)) for some
R > 0. Hence, any sequence {v,} in Br(0; Hgy'(€)) contains a subsequence such that v, — v
and T'(v,) — z in H3?(Q) for some v and z. Since ®(v,) — ®(v) in Hy!(Q) with ¢ > 2, then
by Corollary 6.5 we observe K,(®(v,)) -+ K (®(v)), and hence T(v,) — T(v) in Hgy (Q)
by Theorem 6.2, i.e., the map 7" is compact and a fixed point exists due to the theorem of
Schauder. 0

REMARKS AND OPEN QUESTIONS

e The statement of Theorem 1.1 is also valid for the classical Sobolev space H," (1)
for any ¢ < p — the proof changes only slightly and is left to the interested reader.
For p = 2 this was proven in [17, 19]. Our argument for Theorem 1.1 is very much
inspired by [19] but it is significantly more general.

e We expect this result to be true for functionals in (Hy(€2))* with convergence
(Ho'(2))" for ¢ < p. However, our proof does not cover this case since we are
not able to classify the dual space of Hyl(2) as in Proposition 4.3 — namely the
global estimate (4.5) is unknown when L2(RY) and (H:’(Q))* are replaced with
LP(RY) and (HyP(Q))*, p # 2. The issue is boundary regularity theory for equations
involving the so-called regional s-Laplacian, which is still under active investigation,
see e.g. [25, 29]. Observe that their results assume regularity of 0.

e For s € (0,1), p € (1,00) denote

[flwsw) = (/Q o %dmdy)p ,
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and for s € (0,1) we set
W () == {f € LP(RY) : [flwss@y) < oo, f=0inQ°}

endowed with the norm || f||ys.r@ny)-

It is likely that a statement as in Theorem 1.1 fails, i.e. that there is no (W*7)*-
convergence for ¢ < 2 — due to the fact that 7W*%2-functions may not even belong to
WP for p < 2, [38].

oc
e Another functional analysis approach to fractional variational inequalities was pre-

sented [54].
e Results related to Murat’s theorem for non-linear operators have been investigated
in [18, 22]

APPENDIX A. ON DISTRIBUTIONS AND FUNCTIONS

In this section we gather some standard results from Sobolev spaces and distributions.
Firstly, nonnegative distributions correspond to Radon measures, more precisely we have
[34, Theorem 6.22].

Lemma A.1 (Schwarz). Every nonnegative distribution f € (C>°(RM))*, i,e.
flel 20 Vo € CZ(RY, [0,00))
is of the form
flel= [ fau

for some non-negative Radon measure .

Secondly we recall the Vitali convergence theorem, [20, Section 4.5, Exercise 4.14.4].

Lemma A.2. Let f, be a sequence LP(Q), 1 < p < co. Then f, == f if and only if

(1) convergence in measure: ¥Ye > 0, lim,, oo L ({x : |fn(x) — f(x)] > €}) =0
(2) for any € > 0 there exists a measurable set E. with |E.| < co such that

sup/ |fulP < e.
n Jo\E.
(8) for any e > 0 there exists § > 0 such that for any measurable E C Q with |E| < § we

have
sup/ |fulP < e.
n JE

A direct consequence of Lemma A.2 is

Lemma A.3 (Vitali convergence). Let Q C RY be open and bounded. Let f;, be uniformly

bounded in LP(Q)) and assume that f LN fin LY(Q). Then f; LN fan L1(QY) for any
q€[1,p).



ON A FRACTIONAL VERSION OF A MURAT COMPACTNESS RESULT AND APPLICATIONS 31

Proof. The first property of Vitali follows from L!-convergence.

Now observe that for ¢ < p by Holder inequality,

b—gq
sup / el < 1B sup |l
k E k

<o

This implies the third property (and the second one is trivial if © is bounded). [l
Another consequence of Vitali’'s Lemma is the Brezis-Lieb lemma, [20, Section 4.5, Exercise
4.17]).

Lemma A.4 (Brezis-Lieb Lemma). Let p € (1,00), fi, f € LP(Q) be such that

Sup||fk||Lp < 00

and f LN f almost everywhere in ). Then

k—o00
ka||’£p(g) - ||f“12p(g) = [Ife = fHLp(Q === 0.

e In particular if

kll_{glo ka”lzp HfHLP(Q
then fi “=%% f in LP(9).
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