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NONLOCAL PROBLEMS AT CRITICAL
GROWTH IN CONTRACTIBLE DOMAINS

SUNRA MOSCONI, NAOKI SHIOJI, AND MARCO SQUASSINA

ABSTRACT. We prove the existence of a positive solution for nonlocal problems involving the
fractional Laplacian and a critical growth power nonlinearity when the equation is set in a suitable
contractible domain.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Overview. Let Q be a smooth bounded domain of RY with N > 3. In the celebrated
papers [1,5] A. Bahri and J.M. Coron showed the existence of solutions to the critical problem
N+2

—Auy=uN-2, in ),
(1.1) u>0 in ,
u=20 on 052,

provided that H,,(€,Zs) # {0} for some m € N\ {0}, where H,,(, Zs) denotes the homology of
dimension m of ) with Zs-coefficients. Their result, in particular, always yields a solution to (1.1)
in R3 provided that the domain €2 is not contractible, since H1 (2, Z2) # {0} or H2(Q, Zs) # {0}.
This is achieved via various sofisticated arguments from algebraic topology. The results of [1, 5]
provide a sufficient but not necessary condition for the existence of solutions: indeed, in [7,8,14],
E.N. Dancer, W.Y. Ding and D. Passaseo showed that problem (1.1) admits nontrivial solutions
also in suitable contractible domains. Let N > 2s, s € (0,1) and consider the problem
N+2s

(—A)*u =uN=-2s in Q,
(1.2) w>0 in Q,
u=0 in RN\ Q,

involving the fractional Laplacian (—A)®. Fractional Sobolev spaces are well known since the

beginning of the last century, especially in the framework of harmonic analysis. On the other hand,
recently, after the seminal paper of Caffarelli and Silvestre [2], a large amount of contributions
appeared on problems which involve the fractional diffusion (—A)*, 0 < s < 1. Due to its
nonlocal character, working on bounded domains imposes to detect an appropriate variational
formulation for the problem. We will consider functions on RY with v = 0 in RV \ Q replacing the
usual boundary condition u = 0 on 9. More precisely, H* (R™) denotes the space of functions
u € L2N/(N=25)(RN) such that

Ju(z) — u(y)?
/RZN dedy < Q.
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FIGURE 1. Q contains a spherical shell minus a small cylindrical neighbourhood
of its north pole, and must be distant from the positive zy axis.

It is known that H*(R") is continuously embedded into L*¥/(N=28)(RN) and it is a Hilbert space,
see e.g. [18]. For any Q C RY we will set

XQ:{UEHS(RN):UzoinRN\Q},

and say that u € Xq weakly solves (1.2) if

N+2s

(1.3) / (=A)*2u(—=A) 2 dx = / uN=2spdz, forall p € Xq.
RN RN

It is natural to expect, as in the local case, that by assuming suitable geometrical or topological
conditions on € one can get solutions to (1.2). To the best of our knowledge, the situation is the
following:

e if () is a star-shaped domain, then (1.2) does not admit solutions (see [15]);
e if there is a point 2o € RY and radii Ry > R; > 0 such that

(1.4) {Ri<|z—zo| <R} CQ  {lz—mo| <R}z Q,

then (1.2) admits a solutions provided that Ry/R; is sufficiently large (see [16]).

Concerning nonexistence in star-shaped domains is still unknown if sign-changing solutions for
the critical problem can be ruled out as for the local case and this is connected with delicate
unique continuation results up to the boundary that are currently unavailable in this framework.
Concerning the existence of solutions under more general assumptions than (1.4), like when
H,(Q,Zs) # {0} for some m € N\ {0}, the result is expected but not available yet.

1.2. Main result. The goal of this paper is to provide a fractional counterpart of the results
[7,8,14] on the existence of solutions in suitable contractible domains of RY. More precisely, our
main result is stated next, see Figure 1. We will write x = (2/,zy) € RN for 2’ € RN=1 2x € R,

Theorem 1.1. Assume that N >3 and0<s <1, or N=2and 0<s<1/2 and let 0 < Ry <
Ry < Ry < R3. Then problem (1.2) admits a solution in any smooth domain @ C Bpr, \ Bg,
satisfying

(1.5) QN{(0,zy) :zy >0} =0,

(1.6) QD {R1 < |o| < R} \ {|2'| < b,z >0},
for & > 0 sufficiently small, depending only on N,s and the R;’si=10,...,3.
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We briefly describe the idea of the proof. We first consider solutions of problem (1.2) as critical

points of the free energy I : Xq — R
1 s "
To(u) = §/RN|(—A)5u|2d:n—/RN W de, 27 =

where we denote Ixn = I for brevity, on the Nehari manifold
Ni(Q)={ue Xq:u>0, I'(u)(u) =0}

We look at critical points near the minimal energy

2N
N —2s’

le(fé) Io Ni(nugl\f)] P Coo > 0,
and proceed by contradiction, assuming there is no critical point for I in |¢s, 2¢s[. Through a
regularity lemma and known results we rule out the existence of nonnegative, nontrivial weak solu-
tions to (1.2) in the half-space. Then we can apply the characterization of Palais-Smale sequences
proved in [13] to get that the (P.S). condition holds for all ¢ € Jcso, 2¢[. The contradiction will
arise through a deformation argument near a minimax level, constructed as follows.

In the whole RY, the solutions of problem (1.2) are of the form

N—-2s
2

(L.7) Ue.o(w) = du.s (7)

e2 + |z — 2|?
for arbitrary e > 0, z € RY, and these solutions minimize I on the Nehari manifold N, (RY).
Notice that, for ¢ — 0, most of the energy of U., concentrates arbitrarily near z. Letting
R = (Ry + R»)/2, this enables us to cut-off U. . near each z € Sy ! = {|2| = R} while keeping
the energy almost minimal for sufficiently small ¢ > § > 0. Projecting onto AN, (Q2) we thus
obtain for any z € S§ ! a function v, € N () whose barycenter

_ 2* 2*
B(v,) —/RN$UZ dx//Rsz dx

B(v2)
|B(vs)]

Since v, is obtained cutting off U, . near z for very small €, its barycenter is near z and the
resulting map is near the identity, thus has Brouwer degree 1. Therefore the minimax problem

well defines a map

N-1 N-1
Sp 22— R €Sp .

. . Be() -
c=inf Z:;%ff“(““z”’ r={pecsy 1,N+<Q>>:deg<R|5(jW,Sﬁ 1) # 0}

is well defined, and its minimax value is almost minimal, in particular less than 2c.,. It can be
proven that c is also strictly greater than ¢, due to the fact that the whole half-line {(0,zy) :
xy > 0} is a positive distance apart from Q. Therefore ¢ € ¢y, 2¢50| (where the PS condition
holds), and through classical variational methods we find that c is a critical value, reaching the
contradiction.

The most delicate part of the argument is the construction of the cut-offs of U, . with almost
minimal energy, and this is where the condition s €]0,1/2] when N = 2 arises. While this
seems a technical limitation at first, it really depends on the fact that the Bessel capacity Bs o
of segments vanishes only when N — 2s > 1 (1 being the Hausdorff dimension of segments). For
N > 3, s € ]0,1] the capacity of a segment L vanishes, thus any function can be cutted-off near
L paying an arbitrary small amount of energy in the process. This is indeed what has to be done
to U, near the segment L = {(0,2y) : xy > 0} missing from ©, at least when z € S} ' is
near L (e.g. z = (0,R) ¢ Q). In the case N = 2, which arises only in the non-local case, the
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"cutting-off almost preserving the energy” procedure for such z’s fails for s € |1/2,1[, having L
locally nonzero capacity.

1.3. Plan of the paper. In Section 2 we collect various preliminary results. In Section 3 we
derive careful estimates on the energy of suitable truncations of the Talenti functions (1.7).
Finally, in Section 4 we implement the topological argument using the results of Section 3.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let for any u € Xq = {u € H*(RV) : u = 0 on [Q}
(2'1) [u]2 _ C(N, 8) / (U(l‘) - U(y))2 dr dy — / ’6‘28’]:’[1,(6)‘2 df,
R2N RN

s 2 |z — y|N+2s

where F is the Fourier transform and

C(N,s):</[RN1"§‘CN7(fg§1)d5)—l.

Clearly [ ]s is a Hilbert norm on Xq with associated scalar product

C(N,s u(r) —u v(x) —v -
1) [ {00) OO 0 g, e R

(u,v)s 1=
The s-fractional Laplacian of u € H*(RY) is the gradient of the functional
A ®Y) 3 u s Sful?
and can be identified, for u € C*°(RN) N H*(RY) with the function
(—=A)°u(xr) = C(N, s)PV . % dy = C(N,s) ;112% 5. () % dy.
In this regard, notice that due to [12, Proposition 2.12] (see also [12, Definition 2.4])

u(-) — u(y) ) N
/BBE(» Ty W (=A)%u  strongly in Ljo (R™) as e — 0.

We recall now the following

Proposition 2.1 (Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality). Let 0 < A < N, andp > 1, ¢ > 1
satisfy

L1 A
q p N
Then for any u € LY(RN), v € LP(RYN) it holds
|u(z)v(y)]
/R2N m drdy < CHUHqHUHp
for some constant C = C(N, s,p).

Using the sharp form of the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, in [6] it is proved that the
fractional Sobolev inequality, for s < %,

2N

S(N,o)ul3e < [ul,  Vue HRY), 2°=

ER

holds with sharp constant

I
S(N,s):22s7rs ( 2
I(




NONLOCAL CRITICAL PROBLEMS IN CONTRACTIBLE DOMAINS 5

and equality holds if and only if

N—2s

u(a;)zc(ﬁ) ’ , foranchR,€>Oandz€]RN.

2.1. Nehari manifold. We consider the functional

1 1
XQEUHIQ(U):g[U]g—g/RNW

Its critical points are the only solutions of
(—A)u = \u!Ngsu in €,
u=20 in 0O
and the nontrivial ones belong to the associated Nehari manifold
N(Q) := {u € Xo \ {0} « [u]f = [|uf3}.
Given u € Xq \ {0} there is exactly one A > 0 such that Au € N (), which defines the projection

T:Xq\ {0} = N(Q) as 1
W2 \ T2
] 3+

From the 1-Lipschitzianity of the modulus we infer that [|u|]s < [u]s. Notice, however, that due
to the nonlocality of the norm, for any (properly) sign-changing u € N(Q2), it holds |u| ¢ N (Q).
However, a straightforward calculation shows that

(2.3) Io(T(Ju])) < In(u), Vu € N(Q).
The problem

z de, IRN =1.

(2.2)

N+2s

(—A)*u =uN-2s in (),
(2.4) u=0 in CQ,
u>0, u#0,

is equivalent to find critical points of I belonging to
Ni(Q):={ue Xqg:u>0}NN(Q).

When Q =RV, by [4], the nonnegative, nontrivial critical points of I on H*(RY) are exactly the
functions

N2
(2.5) Ue2(2) = dn,s (m) )
for a suitable dy s > 0. Let
(2.6) Coo i=inf {T(u) : u € Ny (RY)}.
Using the fact that [Ju|]s < [u]s; and considering T (|u|) for any v € N(RY) we get
(2.7) Coo = inf {I(u) : u € N(RM)},
and moreover it holds
Coo = (% — 2—1*) inf {[T(v)]?:v>0,v#0}

s /. [v]2 o

(2.8) :N(mf{”v % tv> 0,0 #0})

N
2s

- %S(N, 5)
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Moreover, u is a minimizer for (2.6) if and only if v = 7 (v) for some minimizer of the problem

inf { [v]|

S :v>0,v#0},
ol J

therefore u = U, , for some ¢ > 0 and 2z € RY. Note that this implies
* N
2

x* — —Cxo-
2 S

(2'9) [UE,ZE = HUE,Z

We recall now some basic facts about the Nehari manifold setting we will work in.

Proposition 2.2. The following facts holds.

(1) N(Q) is a C? Hilbert manifold bounded away from 0.

(2) For any ug € N (), VIg(ug) = 0 if and only if Valg(ug) = 0 where VaIa(ug) is the
projection onto TN (ug) of VIg(ug) and TN (ug) is the tangent space to N () at ug. In
other words ug € N(Q) is a critical point of Iq : Xq — R if and only if it is critical for
Io : N(Q) — R as a functional on the Hilbert manifold N (Q).

(3) Given a bounded sequence {u,} C N(Q), |Vala(un)| — 0 if and only if |VIq(uy)|| — 0.

Proof.
(1) First observe that (2.9), and the Sobolev inequality ||u||o+ < C[u]s imply that A/(2) is bounded

away from zero, since
Wl = ul < CT 2 > oz 0T
To prove that A () is a Hilbert manifold write N () = {u € X \ {0} : N(u) = 0} where
N(u) = (VIg(u),u)s = [u]} — [[ul3-.
Clearly N € C?%(Xq) and for any u € V() it holds
U 1
—(VN(u), —=)s = 7=
[uls [uls
being N (€2) bounded away from 0. Therefore VN (u) # 0 at any point u € N'(Q2) which, through
the implicit function theorem, completes the proof of the first assertion.

(2" [lull3s — 2[u]?)

s

(2 —2)uls > e >0

(2) One implication is trivial, and we will prove the opposite one. Suppose ug € N(Q) is such
that Varlo(up) = 0. By Riesz duality we will consider VarIg(up) as a vector belonging to

TN (up) = (VN (u))*t € Xq,
with the norm induced by Xq. We have that
Vig(ug) = Vala(ug) + AVN (up)
for some A € R, and taking the scalar product with ug we obtain, similarly as before,
0= A(VN(up),uo)s = M2 — 2%)[up)?,
which forces A = 0 and the claim.
(8) The proof is analogous to the previous one. Since

Vig(un) = Vala(un) + Mo VN (uy,)

and {VN(u,)} is bounded being {u,} bounded, it suffices to show that A, — 0. Taking the
scalar product with u, we get

Al (VN (un), un)s| < [VarIo(un)ls[un]s
and thus, being A (©2) bounded away from 0 we obtain
e[An] < [An](2° = 2)[un]§ = [Al[(VN(un), un)s| < ClVala(un)]s — 0.
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This concludes the proof. O

Recall that, given a topological space A, a subspace B C A is called a strong deformation
retract of A if there exists R € C°([0,1] x A, A) (a homotopy retraction of A on B) such that

(1) R(0,z) =z for all z € A,

(2) R(t,z) =z forall z € B, t € [0,1],

(3) R(1l,z) € B for all z € A.
Given J : M — R, where M is a C?-Hilbert manifold, we denote by C; := {J(u) : J'(u) =0, u €
M} the set of critical levels. From [3, Lemma 3.2], we get that the following deformation lemma
holds true.

Proposition 2.3. Let M be a C*-Hilbert manifold and suppose J € C?(M,R) satisfies (PS).
for any ¢ € [a,b]. If CyNa,b] =0, then {u € M : J(u) < a} is a strong deformation retract of
{u€e M : J(u)<b}.

2.2. Nonexistence in the half-space. Let us set ]Rﬂ\rf = {r € RY : 2y > 0}. We have the
following regularity result.

Lemma 2.4. Any weak solution u € X]Rf of

(2.10) { A= el in Ry

u=0 in RV \RY,
is bounded and continuous in RN .

Proof. The following is a modification of [11, Theorem 3.2]. Let us set v = (2*/2)%/2 and |t|}, :=
max{|t|, k}, for any k > 0. For all r > 2, the mapping ¢ + t|t|;”? is Lipschitz in R, hence u/|ul} 2
belongs to XRf' We test the weak form of (2.10) with u|u|} 2, apply the fractional Sobolev

inequality and the elementary inequality (see [11, Lemma 3.1])

_ _ 4(r —1) 1 1
(a = b)(alal;™ — blbl; 2)2T72(a|a|;§ —blplz )
to obtain
Q1) uuli B < SOV ) M ululE 2 < (s ulul e < Or [ Jul? fulyd
. alul B < SOV, ) fufulf T < S Gluly ) < O [l da

for some C' > 0 independent of r > 2 and k > 0. Letting k& — co and noting that r!/" is bounded
for r > 2 gives

. 1 *
2 4r—2 v 2 _ 4
(2.12) lull 20 < c(/RN lu ), =l

Let now 7 = 2* 4+ 1 > 2, fix 0 > 0 such that C7o < 1/2, where C is the last constant appearing
in (2.11) and Ky so large that

P
(2.13) (/ |u|? dx) <o.
{Jul>Ko}
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By Holder inequality and (2.13) we have

Ll e <12 [l do uf? fulf 2 da
RN lul<Ko {Jul>Ko}

2 2
F—2 2% 2 F—2y 2 2% o* 1-5%
< K2 full3: + ( /R L@l T da) T ( /{{u|>KO}}'“' da)

< O(u) + ofjulul ™
Recalling that Cro < 1/2, ¥ = 2* 4 1, inserting in (2.11), and letting k¥ — oo we obtain
25(2* + 1)
2

Since g > 2*, we can bootstrap a bound on higher LP norms through (2.12) starting from the L4
one. Define the sequence

2*.

lullg < Clu),  G=

Po =4, Prn+1 :,72(pn+2_2*),
which satisfies p,, — +oo (since § is greater than the fixed point of f(z) = 7?(x + 2 — 2*)). Now
(2.12) reads

2_Pn

[ullpysr < Cllllp,™

which, iterated, gives u € LP»(R") for any n > 0. For any p > 2* it holds

/ \u]pdxg/ uf?’ dx+/ lulP da
RN {ul<1} (i1}

and since p, — 400 this implies that u € LP (]RN ) for any p > 2*. To obtain a uniform bound,
we use Holder’s inequality on the last term in (2.12) with exponent yr/(r — 1) > 1 to get

—1p,,12* -1 —1 (2" —1)yr 1-=1
[l < il ([l )
RN RN

and thus (2.12) becomes

1—-1
”uH'yzr < C(uar)Hu”'yr ", r>2 ~v=4/—=>1,
with
(2% =1)yr .
/|u|r(w 1)+1 dﬂj) W
We choose r, =" — +o0, lettlng

2F —1 2% —1
( Jrn s W g
ra(y—1)+1 y—1

By monotone convergence theorem (separately on {|u| < 1} and {|u| > 1}) it holds

/ |u|m dx—)/ |u|P dx
RN RN

which is finite. In particular, C'(u,~™) is bounded for sufficiently large n by a constant C(u) and
thus we obtained

ty, =

1—-L
lullyers < Clu) iy

for sufficiently large n. By a standard argument this implies that ||ul/cc = lim,, |[u|» is finite.
We now prove that u € C°(RY). Interior regularity in {zy > 0} follows from the local regularity
result [12, Theorem 5.4], while from [12, Theorem 4.4] we get

[u(@)] < Cll(=A) ulloo(@n)} = Cllulll ™ (@n)3, Vo €RY
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(notice that only the boundedness of u and a uniform sphere condition on €2 is used in the proof
of [12, Theorem 4.4]). From this estimate we deduce that u(z) — 0 as z — z¢ € {xx = 0}, and
thus the continuity of u in the whole RY. O

From [10, Corollary 1.6] we immediately obtain

Corollary 2.5. There is no nontrivial nonnegative weak solution u € XRf of (2.10).

2.3. Global compactness. We now recall the profile decomposition of the functional I proved
in [13], specialized to nonnegative Palais-Smale sequences in the manifold N, (). A Palais-Smale
sequence for I : Ny (Q) — R at the level ¢ € R is a sequence {u,} C N4 () such that

Io(uyp) — ¢, Vnla(uy) — 0.

Moreover I : Nt (2) — R is said to satisfy the Palais-Smale condition at level ¢ (briefly, (PS).)
if every Palais-Smale sequence {u,} C N, (Q) at level c is relatively compact. We say that ¢ is
a critical level for I and write ¢y € C,, if there exists ug € N1 (Q2) such that VrIg(ug) = 0 and

Io(ugp) = co.
Proposition 2.6. Let Q be a bounded open subset of RN with smooth boundary. Then
(1) Iq : N+(Q2) — R satisfies (PS). at every level ¢ of the form
¢ # ¢y + Mmeoo, co € Cr,U{0}, meN.
(2) Ig : N(Q2) — R satisfies (PS). at every level ¢ €]coo, 2¢x0 |-

Proof. (1) - Let {u,} C N4 () be a Palais-Smale sequence at some level ¢. Proposition 2.2
shows that {u,} is a Palais-Smale sequence for I : Xq — R. Suppose that {u,} is not relatively
compact. Then by [13, Theorem 1.1] there exist u(®) solving problem (2.2) such that wu, — u(®
and v £0, VW e RV, j =1,...,m for some finite m € N with the following properties:

(2.14) c=Iou®) + Z Io(u),

j=1
(2.15) for j=1,...,m, u") solves (2.2) in QW) := {z e RN : VU .2 > 0} and
(2.16) u'9 is a weak limit in H*(R"™) of a subsequence of rescaled-translations of w,,.

Clearly ug € N;+(Q2) U{0}. On the other hand, u, is nonnegative for any n, and (2.16) implies
u) > 0 for any j = 1,...,m. By rotation invariance and the previous corollary, there are no
solutions of (2.4) in the half space, so that actually VW =0forall j =1,...,m, ie. ul9 isa
nonnegative, nontrivial, entire solution of (2.4). Since the latters are only of the form (2.5), we
get I(u\9)) = ¢ for all j =1,...,m. Due to (2.14) we thus obtain

c = Ig(up) + meoo, IH(ug) =0

contrary to our assumption.

(2) - Let {u,} be a (PS), sequence at a level ¢ € Jcoo, 2¢o0[, and {ul)} the corresponding
profile decomposition. Due to [16, Lemma 2.5] any sign-changing solution u(/) of (2.2) in an
arbitrary domain Q satisfies In(u¥)) > 2cs. From (2.14) we infer from ¢ < 2cs that no u'9) is

sign changing, and from ¢ > ¢y that m = 0. The compactness now follows from [13, Theorem
1.1]. O
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3. ESTIMATES
Let R, p > 0. Choose ¢ € C°(RY) such that
0<u<l, Y@ =0 ifld>2, @) =1 iflz<p,
and w € C®°(RV~1) such that
0<w<1, w(@)=1 if |2'| > 2, w(@)=0 if |2'| <1.

Finally, for any 6 > 0 and z € Sg ~1 define

ws(r) =w(=),  Use(z) = ws(2)(x — 2)Ue 2 (2).

Proposition 3.1. There exists C1 such that for each € > § > 0 sufficiently small and z € Sg_l
it holds

N 5N—1—2s
(3.1) [uge]2 < ~ Coo T ClgNi_QS +o(1),

where o(1) — 0 for e — 0 independently of 6.

Proof. In the following by C we denote a generic constant depending only on v, w, R, p and the
numerical data s, V.
We let n(z) = ws(z)(x — 2) and, being us ., = nU: . € CZ(RY), notice that

useel2 = [ (~8) s (@)use,s(a)da,
RN
therefore

_ n(@)Ue2(z) = n(y)Us,2(y)
w22 = OWV.s) [ nfa)les(aypy [ Mt )

Ua,z(x) - U@z(y)
RN |$ _ y|N+2s

dy dz

=C(N,s) /RN n?(2)U. . (2)PV dy dx

+OW.9) [ n@Uea@PV [ %Um(y) dy dz

_ 27 (AN n(z) —n(y)
= [P A Ve +.C [ nfUes@PV [ IO () dy e
=1 +Cls.

We estimate separately the two integrals. For I; we have 0 <7 <1 and U, ,(-A)*U, , = Ug;,
thus

. « N
h= [ U2 de < UL = e
RN s

by (2.9). For I3 notice that

B (@) —n(y)
21, _/R n(x)U. .(z)PV v mUa,z(y)dxdy

# [ty [ O ) dody

) — 2
R2N (T]‘(zly—‘z(-iJQ)S)U&Z(‘T)Ua,z(y) dx dy.
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Being |ws| < 1 and n(x) = ws(z)(x — 2), we have
In(z) — )| < (@ — 2)llws(2) — ws(Y)| + lws(W) (@ — 2) — Y(y — 2)]
< Y(r = 2)|ws(z) —ws ()] + [z — 2) =Py — 2)|.

Therefore we get, through a translation

I, <2 /R N (Wslw) = ws (y))2¢2($ — YU o(2)Ue 1 (y) dz dy

|z — y| N2
(3.2) (W(z) — (y))?Ue 0(2)Ue 0(y)
+ 2 RIN |x_y|N';‘28 7 da:dy

To estimate the first term, let h € C2°(R) be such that ¢(z',zy) < h(zy) < 1, and compute

ws(z) —w 2
/RzN( 5( ) 5(3/)) TIZ)Q(;E—Z)Us,2($)U€,z(y)d$dy

|l‘ _ y|N+2s

ZEs h2(a:N — zy)dx dy

1 (ws(2') —ws(y))?
\/}%2]\7 (’

<
= N2
e — Y P+ oy —ynl?)

_ 1 (ws(2') —ws(y))? h2(zn — 2N)
(3:3) - eN-2s /11{2(N—1) |o! — g |N+2s / (1+ \9|CN y1\|72|2)N+25 dzy dyy dx’ dy
"=y’
1 (ws(2) —ws(y))? / 2 / 1
- dz' d h*(xn — d ———dt
€N—2s /1%2(1\,71) |£E/ —y |N 1+2s Yy QZ‘N ZN) TN R (1 N t2) N4525

< C 5N—1—2s/ (w(@') —w(y))? da’ dy ,_051\/—1—23
S N2 Rav-1) [af — g [N-1¥2s N—25

Finally, we estimate the second term in (3.2). Notice that by scaling

[ B Ul g [ ) A a0l
R2N R2N

|$_y|N+23 |x_y|N+23

Uro(z)U10(y)

oON |$_ |N 2+2sd d

< Lip(¢)?e? /

R
We apply Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev’s inequality to the last integral with exponents
1+1_1+2—2s o B 2N
» N P= N "2s+2

and obtain

Uro(z)U10(y) )
/R2N ’x—‘—NMd dy<0||U10H

which is finite as long as p(N — 2s) > N, i.e., N > 2+ 2s. This concludes the proof for N > 4.
If N =2 or 3 we write

[ GO VO T,
R2N

|x_y|N+2s

_ Us o(2)Us0(y) Ueo()Ue0(y)
< Li / E’—d dy + 2 —dxd =1I3+1
< Lip(v) Ba,x Ba, |z — y[N-2+2s BayxCB1, |z — y|N+2s Y 3 4

since if # € By, \ Ba, and y € LBy, ¥(z) = 1(y) = 0. The integral I3 can be estimated through
the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality with exponent p given by

1+1_1+2—23 W o 2N
B P=NTosxa

2% N
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and we obtain

N—2s 1

€ 3 P N-—2s 1 P
Iy < C||U. o] / (7> dr| <ces / g
3 < C||Uspll2 < B, \E2  [2]2 N By, 2PV =29) z

the last integral being finite as long as p(N — 2s) < N. Substituting p, we get N < 2s + 4, which
holds for N = 2,3. For I4 we directly have

B =

N—2s

Usoly) < Czs%, Yy € CB4p and U.o(z) <C (|m|2> ’ , Vx € By,

which implies, being |z| = |z — y| > 2p for any @ € Bs,, y € CBu,,

I < CEN—2S/ 1

7da:/ ——_dz < CeNT2,
Bs, ‘x’N—2s {121>2p} ’Z‘N—i-Zs

Proposition 3.2. There exists Cy > 0 such that for e > § > 0 sufficiently small and |z| =

. N SNt
(3.4) /RN ug,&z dx > oo Cy N o(1),

where o(1) — 0 for e — 0 independently of 6.

Proof. Since by (2.9)
2% 2* € N 2%
Ua,z(:p) :dN,s <€2+’$—Z’2> ) / U dl‘_ Cooa

we have

/ U2 dx—/ u?{wdxé/ Ug;(l—wg)dx—k/ Uf;dx
By(2) CB,
1

C N
< —|B 1 S
< N| o(2) N{ws < 1} + Ce /CBp(z) PG dz
5N 1

<C + 0N
el

This concludes the proof. O

Finally, we show how to modify the previous proofs to cater with the borderline case N = 2,
s=1/2.

Lemma 3.3. For any 0 € |0,1[ there exist Rg > 1 and a function ng € C°(R) such that
(3.5) no(x) =1 iffe] <1, m(x) =0 inlz| >Ry,  0<ny<1
and

C
2

. < —.
(3 6) [T,@]l/Q — |10g0|

Proof. Tt follows from the property (see [19, Theorem 2.6.14]) of the Bessel capacity of intervals

C
|log 6]’

(3.7) By22([=0,0]) = inf{[ju|3 : uw >0, g2 %u>1on [-6,0]} <
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where g/, is the Bessel potential in R (so that F(g;/2)(§) = (2m)~Y2(1 + |€]2)~Y4). Recall
(see [17, Proposition 4, sec. 3.5]) that n € H'/?(R) if and only if n = 9172 * u for some u € L*(R).
The density of C2°(R) in HY2(R), the lattice property of the latter and (2.1) imply
inf{[n]3 ) : m € C(R),n > X—0,0} = nf{[n]})5 : n € H/*(R),n > 1 on [-6,6]}
—inf{ [ JEIFn) dg :n e HVA®),n = 1 on [0,0])
R

<inf{ [ (1+[e)"2IF @ e s € HYR)m = 1 on [-0,0])
< Cinf{|[ull3 : g1j2 % u> 1 on [-0,0]} < CByas([-0,0)),
which together with (3.7) gives the claim. O

Let us define for any 1 > 6 > A > 0, the function wy y € C*(R)

T

wo(r1) =1— 779(7),

and for p, R > 0 and z € Sk, x = (21, 72) € R? we define, similarly to the beginning of the section
uﬁ,A,a,z(x) = wﬁ,)x(£1)¢(£ - Z)Ue,z($)'

Proposition 3.4. Let N = 2, s = 1/2. There exists Cy such that if 1 > >80 > X > 0 and
z € Syt it holds

N C
| TP < S
(3 8) [u97>\,€72]s = Coo + “OgQ‘EN—% + O( ),
* N AR
(3.9) llug e, 3> 5 G0 Clg—Na —o(1),

where o(1) — 0 for e — 0 independently of 0 and .

Proof. Regarding (3.8) we can repeat the proof of Proposition 3.1. Since the only thing we are
changing is the use of wy ) instead of ws, it suffices to focus on the last inequality in (3.3), where
in this case N — 1+ 2s = 2. By scaling

woa(z1) —w 2 we1(z1) —w 2

[ e 2@y, gy, [ @) Z e R g, gy, g,
R2 |21 — 1 R? |21 — w1

and (3.6) gives (3.8). To obtain (3.9), we use scaling and (3.5) to get

’BP(Z) N {w97,\ < 1}‘ < CARy,

and proceed as in the proof of Proposition 3.2. O

4. EXISTENCE
In the following we shall assume that
(4.1) there is no critical point for In on N1 (Q2) at a level ¢ € [coo, 2¢50],
and that Q C Bg, \ Bg,. For any u € L2 (RY) \ {0} we define its barycenter as
fBRS zlu|> d

Jpw Jul? dx

Blu) =
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Clearly 8 : L?" (RV) \ {0} — R" is a continuous function w.r.t. the strong topology, and as long
as f(u) # 0 we can define

2 B(u)
B(u) = .
= 15
Lemma 4.1. There exists ¢g = eo(N, s, R, R3) > 0 such that for any Q@ C Bg, \ Bg,
R
Iou) < coo+e0 ueN®Q) = [B(u)]> 70

Proof. Suppose not and let A = {x € R : Ry < |z| < R3}. Then there exists a sequence {{2,,}
such that Q, C A and {u,} C N(Qy) such that Io, (un) < ¢ + 2 and |B(u,)| < Ro/2. Since
N(Q,) C N(A), by Ekeland’s Variational principle [9, Proposition 5.1], we can pick a sequence
{vp} €S N(A) such that
1 1 1
[Un, — Up]s < w Ta(vn) < coo + n’ [VaLa(vn)]s < n’
where the norms are taken in X 4. By proposition 2.2, {v,} is a PS sequence for I4 : X4 — R at
level co, thus by [13, Theorem 1.1] the profile decomposition (2.14)—(2.16) holds true for some
00 e X4, 00 € X, J=1,...,m. Since c is not a critical level, v(®) = 0, and by [16, Lemma
2.5] no v\9) can be sign-changing. Using also Corollary 2.5 we obtain that m = 1 and v(!) = Us,.
for some z € RY, ¢ > 0. Therefore [13, Theorem 1.1, (1.6)] ensures that there exist &, > 0,
zn € A such that
[vn — Ue,, 2 ]s = 0 in H(RY),

where €, — 0 (since U, ¢ X4). Suppose, without loss of generality, that z, — z € A. By
scaling and (2.9)

* N
2 — —C50, as €, — 0,
s

in the sense of measures. We claim that (v,) — z € A as n — +oo: since it holds ||v, —

Ue, 2»|l2« = 0 by Sobolev embedding, and ||Us,, ., ||3 = %coo this follows from
* * * * N

/ zlvon|? dz = / z(jop|* — UfnZn) dx +/ fomZn dr — —coo?.
Bry Bry Bry s

However from |lu, — vpllox — 0 we deduce |3(vn) — B(un)| — 0 and so, by our assumption,
|z] < Rp/2, which is a contradiction with z € A. O

Lemma 4.2. Let N > 3 and s € ]0,1[ or N = 2 and s € ]0,3]. For any € > 0 , there exists
§(2,N,s, R1, Ry) > 0 such that to any Q C Bgr, satisfying (1.6) there corresponds o : SV~ —
NL(Q) with the following properties:

(4.2) In(p(®) <coo+&  VzeSVNTY
(4.3) 0¢Be(SMh),  IBlp(x)) —2[ <1 VeesVh
Proof. First we let, from (1.5), R = (R; + R2)/2 and
(R Ry— Ry
p < min {E, T}

Consider first the case N —1 —2s > 0 (i.e. N >3 and s € |0,1[ or N =2 and s € |0,1/2]).
For z € S]I}f ~1 the functions us e . constructed in the previous section belong to Xgq, as soon as (2
satisfies (1.6). Without loss of generality, we can assume 1 > ¢ > 0 and set

N — 2s S N S
N—-1-2s N-1

0 =¢e“, for some o > 1.
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For such a choice, (3.1) and (3.4) read

N « N _
(4.4) [use ]2 < ~ Coo +o(1), s e zll3e > oo o(1), vz e SHL

In the case N = 2, s = 1/2 we instead use Proposition 3.4. First we choose § = e “, a > 1 and
then A > 0 such that A = e!™®/R,. Then (3.8) and (3.9) provide (4.4) for ug ... Let us call,
for 4,0, XA depending on ¢ as before,

Use 2 if N—1-2s>0, e* if N—1-2s>0,
u = =
“F 7 \ugae, if N=2ands=1/2, N PN =2 5=1/2,

and define, for any z € SV—!
p(x) =T (ue,re) € N4 ().

Since
N
25

S Uu, 2 S ECOO o %
Mwmzﬁ<iﬁﬁﬂ < ( S *“)) = e+ ol1)

lucrel- ) = N\ (Feao — o(1)2%
we have that (4.2) holds for sufficiently small € (and thus 0). To prove (4.3) observe that, for any

z € Sg -1 U, is supported in By, (z), therefore its barycenter lies in By,(2), and in particular is
nonzero, being 2p < R. Since B(T (ue,.)) = (e, ), it holds

1B(p(x)) — Rz| < 2p,

which implies

’ Ble(@) |~ ‘ Ble(z) /6'(<f>(ﬂ:))’Jr ‘B(@(w)) _x‘
1B(e(2))]| ~ [B(p(@))] R R
1 1 2p
< e |~ |+ 7
< (R+2p)7R(R2f 5+ %” <1
being 10p < R. O

We now define the minimax problem providing the critical level for Ig. In the following we
will assume that ¢ is small enough so that Lemma 4.2 holds, and (2 satisfies (1.6) for such a d.

Let us set
= {ye oSN NL(Q): B(y(x)) #0 for all z € S~ and deg(f o v,SV 1) # 0}.
Observe that o ¢ € T since (4.3) implies that
H(t.n) - Aea) + (1=t
t8(p(x)) + (1 — t)x]

is a homotopy between_ﬁ_ o ¢ and the identity map of S¥~1. Thus by the homotopy invariance of
the degree we get deg(f o ¢, SV1) = deg(Id,SV~1) = 1. Therefore the minimax problem

c1 = inf sup IQ(V(x)%
YEL pesN-1

is well defined. Let furthermore

¢ :=1inf{lo(u) : u € Np(Q),B(u) #0,8(u) =en},
where ey = (0,...,0,1).



16 S. MOSCONI, N. SHIOJI, AND M. SQUASSINA

Lemma 4.3. Let N > 3 and s € ]0,1[ or N = 2 and s € |0,1]. For any £ > 0, there exists
d(,N,s,R1, Ra) > 0 such that to any bounded Q2 C Bpr, satisfying (1.5), (1.6), it holds

Coo <C<ZL 1 <Cxo+¢E

Proof. We fix § > 0 so that Lemma (4.2) holds for &, providing the corresponding . First observe
that since deg(8o@,SN1) =1 # 0 there is 2 € SV~ such that 5(¢(z)) = en. Therefore ¢ is well
defined as well. By the same reason, given any v € I, there exists x., such that 3(y(z)) = en,
so that

c < i < .
c< ;Ielg Io(v(zy)) < a1

Since, as noted before, ¢ € T', we have through (4.2)

g < sup Ig(p(x)) < coo +E.
zeSN-1

The argument which shows that co, < ¢ relies on (1.5) and is analogous to the proof of Lemma
4.1. O

Theorem 4.4. Let N >3 and s € ]0,1[ or N = 2 and s € ]0,3]. Then there exists § > 0 such
that if Q@ C Br, \ Br, s a smooth open set satisfying (1.5), (1.6), Iq has a critical point in Xq
at some level ¢ € |Coo, 2¢00].

Proof. Let eg = (N, s, Ry, R3) € ]0, coo| be given in Lemma 4.1 and let § > 0 be such that Lemma
4.2 and Lemma 4.3 hold for € = £(/2. Finally choose a,b € |¢xo, 20| such that

o <a<c<cr <b< ey +6ey <20

By Proposition 2.6, (2), Iq satisfies (PS). on N () for all ¢ € [a,b]. Applying Proposition 2.3,
fix a homotopy retraction R of {u € N(Q) : In(u) < b} on {u € N(R) : In(u) < a} and pick
~ € I' such that

sup Iq(7(z)) <b.

zeSN-1
We claim that
o=TIREA,)) €T
Indeed, for any x € SN~ 4 (x) € N, (Q) and (2.3) ensures
I((z)) < I(R(L7(2))) < a < coo + €0.
By Lemma 4.1 it holds (71 (x)) # 0 for all z € SV~ while we claim
(z,1) = H(t,z) := B(T([R(t,7(x))]))

defines a homotopy in SV~! between o5 and 5 o 4;. Indeed using (2.3), I(R(t,)) < oo + €0
and Lemma 4.1 we obtain that 3(7T (|R(t,¥(z))])) # 0 for all (¢,z) € [0,1] x S¥~1, and thus H

is continuous. This ensures that deg(8 o 41,SV~!) = deg(B 0 7,SV~1) # 0. We thus reached a
contradiction, being

cp = inf sup Ig(y(x)) < sup Ig(M(x)) <a<c.
VEL pegN-1 zeSN-1

This concludes the proof. O
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