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A SUPERCRITICAL NONLOCAL NEUMANN PROBLEM INVOLVING
NON-HOMOGENEOUS FRACTIONAL LAPLACIAN

REMI YVANT TEMGOUA

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study the existence of positive non-decreasing radial solutions of a
nonlocal non-standard growth problem ruled by the fractional g-Laplace operator with exterior
Neumann condition. Our argument exploits some properties of fractional Orlicz-Sobolev spaces
combined with a variational principle for nonsmooth functionals, which allows to deal with problems
lacking compactness.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

We consider the following non-homogeneous nonlocal Neumann problem

_ 1.1
Nyu=0 in RV \ B, (L)

where p > 2, s € (0,1), and By is the unit ball of RY with N > 2. Here, (—Ay)* is the so-called
fractional g-Laplacian introduced in [7] and defined as

lu(z) —u(y)| | u(x) —u(y) dy
g( !x—y!s > \u(az) —u(y)’ ‘x_y’N+37 (12)

where ” P.V” stands for the Cauchy principle value and G is a Young function such that g = G’.
Moreover, N, is the nonlocal Neumann condition introduced in [6] defined by

Nyu(z) = /B g<|u($) — u(y)|> u(@) = uly) dy for all z € RV \ B. (1.3)

{(—Ag)su +u=uf?u in B

(=A,)u() = PV. /

RN

lz—yl* ) |u(x) —u(y)] |z —y[¥*

In recent years, problems involving non-standard growth non-local operator like (I.2)) have received
a huge attention. This operator is the natural one to consider when studying nonlocal problems
with a behavior more general than a power, see for instance [1,2,/4,[6,8[0L20]. Observe that in the
case when G(t) = %, p > 1, the operator (2] reduces to the fractional p-Laplacian. In this case,
problem (LI]) was studied recently in [I0,[I1] for the standand fractional Laplacian (—A)%. See
also [3] where the case of mixed operator of the form —A + (—A)® was considered.

Regarding the existence of solutions to problem (I.1]), very few references can be found in the
literature. To the best of our knowledge, the only paper investigating on the existence of solution to
(L) is [6]. Notice that in this paper, only nonlinearities with subcritical growths were considered. It
is therefore natural to ask if solution can be obtained when dealing with nonlinearity of supercritical
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type. A positive answer to this question was recently given in [14] where the corresponding local
problem as s = 1 of (L.I]), namely

. Vu _ .
—d1V<g(!VU\)W> +u=|uf%u in B
(1.4)
@ =0 on 0B
v

was considered. Precisely, the authors in [14] showed that the non-homogeneous Neumann problem
(L4]) possesses at least one radially increasing solution. They also addressed the nonconstancy of
solution. The main tool in their approach is the use of new variational principle introduced in [1§]
which is based on the critical point theory of Szulkin for non-smooth functionals [21] that allows
one to deal with supercritical problems variationally by limiting the corresponding functional on a
proper convex subset instead of the whole space. Notice that such a convex set (in which compact-
ness is recovered) consists, in general, of functions enjoying certain symmetry and monotonicity
properties.

However, to the best of the author’s knowledge, there are no results available in the literature
dealing with existence issues in the context of nonlocal non-homogeneous Neumann problem like
(L) in the supercritical regime. The present paper aims to extend the results of [14] to the nonlocal
framework of (L)), giving a much more general equivalence result for nonlocal non-homogeneous
Neumann problem. In this context, one has to consider some theory of fractional Orlicz-Sobolev
spaces. The main result we prove is the existence of at least one radially non-decreasing solution.
This is achieved under some structural assumption on G.

In order to state our main results, we shall first introduce some properties of Young function.
Throughout the paper, the Young function

t
G(t) = / o(r) dr (1.5)
0
is assumed to satisfy the growing condition

tg(t
1<q_§%§q+<oo Vit > 0, (1.6)
where
_ . tg(t) d n tg(t)

R T I A ST

Roughly speaking, condition (L) tells that G remains between two power functions. In [15]
Theorem 4.1] (see also [16l Theorem 3.4.4]) it is shown that the upper bound in (L6) is equivalent
to the so-called Ay condition (or doubling condition), namely

g(2t) <277 1g(1), G(2t) <2U°G(t)  t>0. (Ag)
We shall also assume the following property on G:
the function t — G(Vt), t € [0,00) is convex. (1.7)
With these preliminaries, our first result reads as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let G be the Young function define in (LH)). Assume that (LX) holds, p > 2, and
2 <q <q" <p. Then problem (LI)) admits at least one positive non-decreasing radial solution.

Our second main result deals with the nonconstancy of solution. It reads as follows.
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Theorem 1.2. If 2 < q—, then problem (LI)) admits at least one non-constant non-decreasing
radial solution for every q* < p.
In the case when q— = 2, let’s introduce

—in ju(x) —u(y)| | dady
nomut{ [ oMol ) ot o]

where ¥ := {u € X,qq4(B1) : u is non-decreasing with respect tor = |z|, fBl udx =0, fBl lul? dor =
1}. If ¢t < p satisfies

gt

<§> A< (p—2), (1.8)

then problem (1) admits at least one non-constant non-decreasing radial solution.

We prove the existence result stated in Theorem [[.1 by applying a vriational principle introduced
in [I§] toghether with a variant of Mountain Pass Theorem due to Szulkin [21].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section Bl we first introduce some notations. Next, we
also introduce the notion of Young function and state some useful inequalities; the section ends
with the presentation of a variational principle that allows us to obtain the existence of solution.
Section B is devoted to the proof of Theorem [[.T] while in Section 4, we prove Theorem

2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we gather some preliminary definitions and technical results that will be useful in
the forthcoming sections. After introducing some notations, we recall the notion of Young function
and present some simple technical inequalities that will be helpful. Next, we introduce the suitable
fractional Orlicz-Sobolev spaces where the variational setting is stated. Finally, we also present an
abstract existence result.

2.1. Notations. Troughout the paper, we use the notation
ut(x) = max{u(z),0} and u (z) = max{—u(z),0}.
Moreover, wy = |Bj| denotes the volume of the unit ball B; of RY. Finally, we denote by Q¢ :=

RM \ Q the complementary of any subset € of RV,

2.2. Young functions. An application G : Ry — R, is called Young function if it has the integral
representation

t
G(t) = [ o) ar
0
where the right-continuous function g : Ry — R, satisfies the following properties
(7) g(0) =0, g(t) >0 fort>0

(74) ¢ is non-decreasing on (0, c0)

(vit) tllglo g(t) = oc.
The following convex property will be useful.

Lemma 2.1. [T7, Lemma 2.1] Let G be a Young function satisfying (LO) and (7). Then for all
a,beR,

UL o34 o5

We also have the following well-known properties on Young functions, see [6, Lemma 2.1].
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Lemma 2.2. Let G be a Young function satisfying ([I6) and let £ (t) = min{tqf,tf}, ET(t) =
max{t? 17"} for all t > 0. Then for all a,b >0,
(1) € (a)G(b) < G(ab) < £F(a)G(D)
(i1) Gla+b) <27 (G(a) + G(b))
(#i1) G is Lipschitz continuous.
We conclude this subsection by mentioning some examples of functions g for which the corre-
sponding Young functions satisfy the assumptions of our main results.
(1) g(t) = r|t|"=2t, for all t € R with 2 < r < p.
(2) g(t) = rlt|""2t1log(1 + |t|) + ‘t1|+|t‘t for all t € R, with 2 <r < p.
(3) g(t) = ri|t|"1 72t + ro|t|"22%t, for all t € R with 2 <7 <19 < p.

2.3. Fractional Orlicz-Sobolev spaces. Let 2 be an open subset of RY. Given a Young function
G, we let X(€2) be the fractional Orlicz-Sobolev space define as

X(Q):= {u : RY — R measurable : u|q € L*(Q2) and // G<|u(x) — u(y)|> dedy < oo},
Q

lz —yl* |z —y|V
(2.1)

where Q@ = R?N \ (Q°)2. Notice that X'(12) is a reflexive Banach space with respect to the norm

lull vy = llullL2(@) + [U]s,c .«

dxd
[]SG*:—mf{)\>0 // < >\|x—y|(sy)|>|x—yy|N§1}

is the so-called Luxemburg seminorm.
The following result can be found in [5, Lemma 3.1] (see also [13, Lemma 2.1]).

where

Lemma 2.3. Let G be a Young function satisfying (LB) and let £~ (t) = min{t? 19"}, €T (t) =
max{t? ,t7"} for all t > 0. Then,

g_([u]&G,*) < ps,G,*(u) < §+([U]S,G,*) fOT’ all u € X(B1)7 (22)

et = [[ @ ( |x_y|£y>|>|$dfiyw

Remark 2.4. As mentioned in the introduction, condition (6] indicates that the Young function
G lies between two power functions. Precisely, we have

where

at! <Gt) <ept?" forall t > 1,
where ¢; and ¢y are two positive constants. In particular, the following embeddings can be obtained
X(Q) = W (Q), W2 (@) <= X(Q)

where, for every r > 1, W' (Q) is a fractional Sobolev space defined as

Wir(Q) = {u : RY — R measurable : u|g € L%(Q) and % dzxdy < oo}.
o |T—
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2.4. Moameni’s variational approach. We present in this subsection a more general variational
principle due to Moameni [I8] for non-smooth functionals from which our existence results follow.
Let V be a real Banach space and denote by V* its topological dual. Let K be a non-empty
convex and closed subset of V. Moreover, let ¥ : V' — (—o00, +00] be proper, convex, and lower semi-
continuous which is Gateaux differentiable on K. Consider ® € C*(V,R) and let I : V — (—o0, o0]
be the functional define by
I=97-9. (2.3)
Let Ix = Vi — ® be the restriction of I on K where

W) = {\I’(u) it ue K

00 otherwise.
We now recall the following definition of a critical point for lower semi-continuous functions due to
Szulkin, see [21].

Definition 2.5. A point uw € V is a critical point of [ = ¥ — ® if u € Dom(¥) and it satisfies the
inequality
(D®(uw),u —v) +V(v) —¥(@w) >0 forall vel. (2.4)

We also recall the following notion of pointwise invariance condition from [18§].

Definition 2.6. The triple (¥, K, ®) is said to satisfies the pointwise invariance condition at a
point @ € V if there exists a convex Gateaux differentiable function H : V — R at a point 7 € K
suh that

DY (v) + DH(v) = D®(u) + DH (u).

With the above definitions at hand, we can now state the following new variational principle
established in [I8], which is the main tool in the proof of Theorem [L1]

Theorem 2.7. Let V be a reflexive Banach space and K be convex and weakly closed subset
of V. Let U : V — (—o0,+0o0] be proper, convex and lower semi-continuous which is Gateaux
differentiable on K and let ® € C'(V,R). Assume that the following two assumptions hold.
(i) The functional I : V — (—o0, +00] defined by Ix = Vi — @ has a critical point w € V in
the sense of Definition [2.0, and;
(13) The triple (¥, K, ®) satisfies the pointwise invariance condition at the point .

Then w € K is a solution of the equation
DV (u) = DO (u).

We close this section with the following minimax principal. We start with the following definition.
It is due to Szulkin [21].

Definition 2.8. Let ¢ € R. We say that I = ¥ —® satisfies the Palais-Smale compactness condition
(PS) at c, if every sequence {u,} such that I(u,) — ¢ and

(D®(up), up, — v) + U(v) — W(uy) > —enllup, —v||y foral veV, (2.5)

where g, — 0, possesses a convergent subsequence.

A variant of Mountain Pass Theorem established in [2I] reads as follows. Notice that it plays a
key role in establishing assertion (i) of Theorem 27

Theorem 2.9. (Mountain pass theorem) Suppose that I : V — (—oo,+0o0] is as in [23) and
satisfies (PS) and suppose moreover that I satisfies mountain pass geometry (MPG)

(i) 1(0) =0
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(17) there exists e € V' such that I(e) <0

(79t) there exists some n such that 0 < n < |le|| and for every w € V with ||ul]| = n one has
I(u) > 0.
Then I has a critical value ¢ which is defined by
c¢=inf sup I(v(t)), (2.6)
7€l telo,1]

where T'={y € C([0,1],V) : v(0) =0, (1) = e}.

3. ProoF oF THEOREM [I.1]

In this section, we aim to establish our first main result. To this end, we first prove a simplified
version of Theorem [2.7] applicable to problem (IL1I]). We then proceed with the proof of our main
result by showing that all the assumptions of Theorem are fulfilled.

Before doing that, we first present the variational setting in our context. Let X' (Bp) be the
fractional Orlicz- Sobolev space define in (2.1)) and denote by X,..4(B1) the space of radial functions
in X(B1). Define

V= Xrad(Bl) N Lp(Bl).

Notice that V' is a Banach space equipped with the norm

- Mlv =11 ey + 1 e sy
The formal Euler-Lagrange functional I : V' — (—o0, +o0] of (1)) is defined by

// < |z — y|£y)|> |xdfdyy|N T % /31 u(z)]? da — % /Bl u(z)[P da.

Next, define V: V - R and & : V — R by

ju() — ()| _dedy_ 1 B )
// ( ]a;—y]s )]az—y\N —1-5/]31 lu(z)|? dz and ®(u) _B/Bl lu(x) P dx

I=97-9.
Notice that ® € C'(V,R) and ¥ is a proper, convex, and lower semi-continuous function which is
Gateaux differentiable, that is, (D\IJ(u), ¢) exists for all u,p € V with

u(@) —u(y)| | w@) —uly) e(@)—e(y) dxdy
// ( E— )!u(z)—u@)\ o=y ra:—ywﬂ/&wd”

We now introduce the convex weakly closed subset K of V' as

so that

K :={u €V :u>0,u is radially non-decreasing with respect to r = |z|}. (3.1)
Let I := Vg — ® be the restriction of I to K where
v U(u) if veK,
r(u) = + 0o otherwise.
Here and throughout the rest of the paper, we assume that the Young function G(¢ fo
satisfies

tg(t tg(t tg(t
2§q_:%§££<£§q+:igp£<p vVt > 0, (3.2)

) — G@) 0 G(t)
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and that
the function ¢ — G(v/t) is convex on [0, 00). (3.3)

Inspired by a variational principle in [19], we prove the following simplified version of Theorem [2.7]
applicable to our problem.

Theorem 3.1. Let V = X,..4(B1) N LP(By), and let K be the convex and weakly closed subset of
V' defined in BI). Suppose the following two assertions hold:

() The functional I has a critical point w € V' in the sense of Definition 2.3, and;
(ii) there exist 7 € K with Nyjo =0 in RN \ By such that

(=A,)T +7 = D®(u) = [ul’~?7, (3.4)

in the weak sense namely,

// [o(z) — 7| | o) ~3(y) e(z) — ) dwdyN +/ o dr = | DOy dr, Yo eV,
Iw—yls [o(z) =v@W)| lz -yl |z—yl By B
(3.5)
Then w € K is a weak solution of the equation
(—Ay)*u+u = |[ulP~?u (3.6)

with Neumann condition.

Proof. Since by assumption (¢) @ is a critical point of I, then by Definition 2.5 we have

/ / drdy [u(z) —u(y)| | dady
ISE—yIs o —y[V Q lz—yl* )|z —y¥

2d 2 P~ *u(p — 1) da .

*5/&'”' x—5/31|<>| do> [ Ertne-mdn VpeK

By taking in particular ¢ = v, the above inequality becomes

JLo( M) et - oMt e

2 . u 2 p2v_u X
+§/Bll()l SE—§/Bl|u(:E)| de/Bl|u| (T — ) da. (3.7)

We now use ¢ =7 — T as a test function in (B8] to get

o) ~ o(w)| | ()~ v(y) (@ - W(x) ~ (0 -1)(y) dudy o
// < rx—yrs )rm)—wy)r e —yP ra:—yr“/gl( )

:/ @2 — 1) dr. (3.8)
B

Plugging (3.8) into ([B.7]), we get

‘/31“‘”‘”“// (’U\x—yrsy)%xdfiyw // < \x—y\gy)%dfiyw

w(z) —o(y)|\ v(z) —o(y) @—1)(z) —(@—1)(y) dzdy
// ( \x—y\s )yﬁ(x)—v(y)y g p— (3.9)
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Since t — G(/t) is convex, then

1
— f 11 t,t5 > 0. 1
QWQ(\/tl)(tz t1) forall ti,t2 >0 (3.10)

L N2
By substituting t; = (v(x)_v(sy)) and to = “(‘?_7“@) in (3.10), we have

/\

lz—yl
o @) -~ (o) ~ 3
|z —yl* [z —y|®
U (F@) -\ le—yl [(a@ -aw)\2 o) -5
22g< T )wu»—mw|<|x—ms) (|x—ms)]
1 (@ -l eyl
‘29< CETE )hmw—ﬂwﬂA“"”’ &1
where

| (@) — () (@(z) —aly) - @) - 7(y)) (3.12)

|z — y[?s

Utilizing the elementary Young inequality ab < %a2 + %bQ, the second term on the right-hand side
of the above equation can be bound from below as

(@(x) — a(@)) (@) —a(y) — (@) —v@y)) _ (@) —@(x))* - @) —ay)) @) — ()

|z — y[?s |z — y[?s

(@(z) —a(y)* 1 (@) —0(y))*

1
2 Jo—y 2 fz—yl*
1
T2

>

u(T,Y)-
From this, it follows from (B.12]) that
(v(z) —v(x))(@(z) —uly) — (v(z) —v(y)))

AH,E(ZL’vy) 2 2 ‘.Z' — y\2s

Plugging this into (3.I1]), there holds that

of B@) =Wl _ (o) ~ @)
[z —yl* |z —yl*
[o(z) —o()| | v(x) —o(y) ulz) —uly) - (@) —v(y))
29( )wm>—mwr ERE -G

Thus, multiplying (B13]) by W and integrating over Q, one gets

o pt) s () et
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) =TI\ 7) ~ () T) —T(y) ~ (7() ~ () _dody
- ")

[z —yl* ) [o(z) —0(y)] [z —yl* z —yN’
from which we deduce that the right-hand side of (3.9) is nonpositive and thus

/ @ —7)? dx = 0.
By

In particular, 7 —u = 0 i.e., T = W a.e., in B;. We then deduce from (B8.4) that u satisfies in the
weak sense equation (B.6). Moreover, since U satisfies Neumann conditions, so does @w. The proof
is therefore finished. O

Remark that assertion (i) in Theorem [B.1] tells us that the triple (¥, K, ®) satisfies the pointwise
invariance condition of Theorem 2.7 at w given in Definition Here, H = 0 is the corresponding
convex Gateaux diffentiable function.

We now wish to verify that all the assumptions of the Mountain Pass Theorem (see Theorem
[2.0) are satisfy. Before, let us first establish the following lemma which is of key importance.

Lemma 3.2. There exists a positive constant C > 0 such that
lull vy < lullv < Cllullxs,, VYue K.
The principal ingredient in the proof of the above lemma is the following radial lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Let u € L?(By) be a nonnegative radial non-decreasing function. Then there exists a
positive constant C' > 0 such that
1wl oo (By) < Cllullz2(m,)-

Proof. Let 0 < r < 1 and denote B, the ball centered at the origin with radius r. We now identify
u with its trivial extension. Then,

Il = lulegry = [ @P oz [ @) do

4 % \BT

r—l—%
= ’YN—1/ u(t)[PtV 1 dt
T
1

> o (772 N d
> yN-1lu(r)] t t
T

= (4 ) =Yt

where in the inequality above, we have used the monotonicity of u. Here, yy_1 denotes the surface
measure of the sphere SV=1. Since (r + %)N — 1V > 27N the proof is completed. O

We now give the proof of Lemma
Proof of Lemma([3.2. By definition of || - ||y, the first inequality follows. Now, for all v € K,
ullv = llullxs,) + lulles))
< el + el s,
< Mullxsy) + ellullz2sy)
< Cllullxs),

where in the second inequality, we have used Lemma, [3.3] O
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In the next two lemmas, we prove that the functional I satisfies the Palais-Small condition and
has the geometric features needed to apply the Mountain Pass theorem.

Lemma 3.4. If2 < ¢~ < q' < p, then the functional I satisfies the Mountain Pass Geometry
(MPGQG).

Proof. Tt suffices to show that Ik fulfills conditions (7), (#i), and (¢i7) of Theorem Clearly, Ik
satisfies condition (i) since I (0) = 0. Now, for ¢ € R,

— dxd 1 1
// ‘C_Cs ny+§/ czdzn——/ & dx
‘.Z' y’ ‘.Z' y’ B1 b B1

Cp
—wzv(;—;»

where wy = |By]. Since 2 < p, then I (¢) < 0 for ¢ sufficiently large. So, condition (i7) follows with
e = ¢ for some 0 < ¢ € R sufficiently large. For condition (iii) we first notice that for v € V' \ K,
Ix(u) > 0 by definition. Finally, let v € K with ||u|ly = n for some 0 < 1 < 1 sufficiently small.
Then, by Lemma 2.3

I (u) = ps,G(u) + HUHLz (B1) H ulln sy
> € (uluc) + §||uuLz<Bl> — lull
+ 1
= [l + 5l = Sl
Since 2 < ¢,
1
Iic(u) = 5 ([l + HuuLz )~ pllincz,
1
> s lulmy = ol
c gt P
> sl = el
where in the latter, we have used Lemma Thus,
Ix(u) > Cip?" — Corp?, (3.14)
where C7 and Cy are two positive constants. Since ¢© < p, then for 0 < n < 1 sufficiently small,
the right-hand side of ([BI4]) is strictly positive and thus Ix (u) > 0. O

Lemma 3.5. If 2 < ¢~ < q" < p, the the functional I satisfies the Palais-Small compactness
condition (PS).
Proof. Let {u,} C K be a sequence such that I (uy,) — ¢ € R and

(D®(up), up —v) + VU(v) — ¥(up) > —epllup, —v|ly, foral veV. (3.15)

The aim is to show that {u,} possesses a convergent subsequence. For that, since Ix(u,) — ¢,
then for n sufficiently large,

lun () —un(y)|\ dzdy 1/ 9 1/
+ = up(2)|* dr — — up ()P doe < c+1. 3.16
// ( [z —yl* z—y[N 2 B1| ) p Bl| @) (310)
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Before going further, we introduce the function f(¢) = t¢" —p(t—1) — 1 for ¢ € (1, 00). Then there
1

exists tg 1= <q%> 71 such that for all ¢ € (1,tg), f(t) <0ie., t9" —1 < p(t—1). In the rest of the

proof we take t € (1,tp). Notice that for such ¢, there also holds that t2 1<t — 1 since 2 < ¢™.
Now, substituting v = tu,, in (3.15)) and recalhng that (D®(uy,),un) = [ B, |un(z)[P dz, then

[, (‘un\x—ywz(y)>rxdf% [, (’unwx—JZ(y)‘>\xdfigj\N

+(t—1)/B |un(2) . 2t . [un(@)? dz < en(t = 1)||unllv. (3.17)

Since t > 1 then from Lemma 2.2}(i), we have

|un () — un(y)] dxdy q [un () — un(y)| dzdy
// ( yg;_y,s >\x_ 7St // ( o )yg;_ny‘ (3.18)

So, (BI7) and (B.I]) yield

U z —
// <’ n |$_y|:(y)‘> |xd_6§/y|N +(t—1) /131 |un ()P dz + ! 2t /131 |un ()| dz

<en(t = Dlfunlly < Cllunlly.  (3.19)

Next, since 97 —1 < p(t — 1), then take ¢ > 0 such that t9° —1 < ¢ < p(t — 1). Multiplying (3I6)
by ¢ and summing it up with (319), we get

(C+1—1t1) // <|un |$_y|:(y)|> |xdfdyy|N + <t—1—%)/B [un ()P dx

1—¢2
+ D [ (@) do < Co + Clunlv,
2 By
that is
[un () — un(y)| | dedy / / 9
C// + C uy, ()P dx + C un ()| dx
1 < |$_y|s Ty T Bl! ()] 3 Bl! ()]
< Co + Cllunlv, (3.20)

where C1 = ((+1— tq+), Co=t—1-— %, and C3 = C+12_t2 are positive constants, thanks to the
choice of (.

Our next aim is to show that {u,} is bounded in V. We argue by contradiction. Assume that
lunlly — +o0o. Then, by Lemma B2} |un|x(p,) — +oo. In particular, either [u,]s .« — +00 or
lunllr2(B,) — +00o. Let us focus in the former case i.e., [un]sg,* — +o00. By Lemma 23]

dxdy
w Un wn(2)? da + / / [un(2) = un(y) . 3.21
[n |72 (B Tl ]SG* —/ [un ()] |x—y|s |z —y| N (3:21)

Recalling that 2 < ¢—, then (3:20) and 3.21)) yield

lunl%es,) = (lunllzz(s,) + [unls.c.e)? <2(HunHLz B T+ unliee) < 2(unllzap,) + unlic.)

o f oot o (=) %)
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1 1 [un () — un(y)] dxdy
<9 C/ (@) de + C //
max{cl G }( by, lene e € ( P e

< Co+ Cllunllv < Co+ C'llunllx(sy), (3.22)

where in the latter, we have used Lemma[3:22l We then deduce from (B.22]) that {u,,} is bounded in
X (B1) which is a contradiction. Thus, {[u,]sc«} is bounded i.e., [uy]sa« < M for some M > 0.
So,

|un () — un(y)| | _dady / / 2
< p
CgHunHLg Cl// < "T—y’8 ¥ + Oy . |un (z)|P dx + Cs . | (z)|* dx

< Co + Cllunllv < Co + Cullunllx(s,) < Co+ CaM + Callunl|2(p,)-

In particular, {u,} is also bounded in L?(B;) and thus we cannot have ||u,|| r2(g;) — +oo. In
conclusion, {u,} is bounded in V. Hence, after passing to a subsequence, there exists w € V' such

that
U, — u weakly in V'

u, — 1 strongly in L*(B;) (3.23)
Un, — U a.e. in Bj.

Notice that the second limit in ([B.23]) is a direct consequence of the fact that u, — @ weakly in
X (Bj) and that the embedding X (B;) < L?(Bj) is compact, thanks to Remark 2.4l On the other
hand, by Lemma [3.3] and from the the boundedness of {u,} in X(Bj), we deduce that {uy} is also
bounded in L*°(Bj). In particular,

un, — u strongly in L"(By) for all » > 1. (3.24)

We now wish to show that
U, — U strongly in V. (3.25)
By Fatou’s Lemma, there holds

u(y)l | _dudy ln(2) — un(y)]\  dzdy
o ) gy ) ey

Substituting v = @ in (B15]), we have

/31“““‘“" d“// <|un|x:j:(y)>|mdfiy|fv // ( |:c—y|§y)|>|mdfiy|fv

1
+ —/ un|® dx — —/ @? dx < epljun, — |y (3.27)
2 /i, 2

B1

From (3:24)) and the boundedness of {u,} in L>°(B;), we have
1 1 2 1 —12
ub™ (u—uy) dr —0 and — |up|” de — - @] de — 0 as n — oo.
B 2 /B, 2 /B,

Moreover, since ||u, — ||y is bounded for n sufficiently large, then by passing to the limit as n — oo
in (8:27)), there holds that

ot [, <|u" |:c—y|z(y)|>|:cdfdy|fv—// < |x—y|£y)|>|mdfi/y|fv‘ 529
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Thus, from (B26) and (B:23|) we deduce that

o [un(z) —un(y)| | dady u(y)|\ dedy
it [ G < o=yl )m—mN [l,¢ < P )m—mN' (329

To complete the proof of ([3.25]), it remains to show that [u, — u]s,g« — 0 as n — co. We argue
by contadiction. Assume that [u, —u]s g« does not converges to 0 as n — oo, that is, there exists
e > 0 and a subsequence {uy,, } C K of {u,} such that

Npy, — ﬂ}

[72 .7 E (3.30)
Then, by Lemma 2.3]

unk —u —
puce (M) > €7 (0), (3.31)
x) dxd
e (1,0 2g)
On the other hand, using Lemma 2.1] with a = % and b = % there hold that

1%%mwwwmwww+Gomm—mw5}_Gw%MHmm—ww+m@m

2 |z —yls z — yl* 20z —y|°

> G(I(unk —u)(x) — (un, —U)(y)l>7
2z —yl*
which together with ([B.31]) yield
1 Uy, +U Up,
Z 7)) — e 7)) > k
) (ps,G,*(unk) + ps,G,*(u)) ps,G,*( B > = ps,G,*(

Now, taking the liminf in ([8.32]) and recalling ([3.29)), we get

—u
2

) > £ (o). (3.32)

U, +ﬂ>

poe(T) — € () = Timinf pyg (
T k—00 Y 2

(3.33)

. Un, +U . . . .
Since ""2 converges weakly to T in X,,4(B1), and modulars are lower semicontinuous with respect
to the weak convergence, we get

ps.Gx(@) < liminf ps g« <“"k + “) (3.34)

Y k—o00 T 2
From ([B33) and (B34) we get a contradiction. Thus [u, — Uls g+« — 0 as n — oco. This implies
that uw, — @ in X,.q(B1) and thus (325 follows. The proof is finished. O

The following lemma tells us that the pointwise invariance condition (i) of Theorem [27] is
satisfied.
Lemma 3.6. Suppose that w € K. Then there exists v € K solving
—A))*v+v = alP~%uw in B,
() @ - .
N gl = 0 mn R \ B 1,

in the weak sense, namely,

lv(z) —v(y)| | v(z) —v(y) o(x) —p(y) dzdy B I
[/ ( W—yP )wwa—ww||x—ms u—yw*iéfwdf—ﬂ;ll o d, (3.36)

forallpeV.
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Proof. Introduce the functional J : X,.q(B1) — R as

// < |z — y!sy)’) !wdi“i/y!N " % /Bl lo(e)* do - /Bl [a(z) [P~ *uw da.

Then J is convex, lower-semicontinuous on X,..q(B1). Moreover, J is coercive on X,..q(B1). In fact,
in view of Lemma 2.3, we have

- 2
J(v) = & ([v]s,a) + [0l 728,y — cllvll2(sy)
where ¢ > 0 is a positive constant depending on p. So lim J(v) = +oo. In particular, J
lvll x(By)—ro0
achieves its minimum at some point v € X,4q(B1). It is not difficult to see that v satisfies

lv(z W]\ v(z) —vly) (@) —e(y) dxdy B et 4o
// ( = >Iv<w>—v<y>| [z =y |x—y|N+/Blwd<”—/Blll o de, (3.37)

for all ¢ € X(B;1). Taking ¢ = 0 in By in (3.37) and from the integration by parts formula
(see [0l Proposition 2.6]) there holds

[v(z) — o) | v(@) —vy) ¢(@) - ely) dedy /
0= // = o(x)Nyv(x) dx
( T D o] =iy e, PN
from which we deduce that Myv = 0 a.e. in RY \ B;. In other words, v satifies the Neumann

condition. To complete the proof, it remains to show that v € K.
We claim that v > 0. Indeed, to see this, we use ¢ = v~ as a test function in ([B.37) to get

[o(@) = o(y)] ) v() = v(y) v(2) = v (y) dady _
/s < P )\v(z)—v@)\ o st
= / @ da. (3.38)
By

Now, since (v(z) — v(y))(v™(z) — v~ (y)) < —(v~(x) — v~ (y))? and v(z)v~(2) = —|v~ ()|, then
(B38]) becomes

o) ~ o))\ () — v~ (0))? _dy ) o
e ( Ty ) STl Ty, O 2 [t e
(3.39)

Since the right-hand side of (3.39]) is non-negative, we then deduce that

/ o~ (@) de =0,
By

which implies in particular that v~ (xz) = 0 for a.e. © € B;. So, v > 0 in By. This completes the
proof of the claim.

We now show that v is non-decreasing with respect to the radial variable. We borrow some
ideas in [3] (see also [12]). Fix r¢ € (0,1). It suffices to show that for every r € (rg, 1), one of the
following situation occurs

(1) v(t) <w(r) for all t € (rg,7r)
(73) v(t) > v(r) for all t € (r,1).
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If [@(r)|P~2a(r) < v(r), we use

(=) vt i e <z <7
p(r) =

0 otherwise

as a test function in (337)) to see that

// o @) = vl v(@) —vly) (v(z]) —v(r)* = (v(ly]) —v(r))* dady
REN\((B,\ By )°)? lz—yl* ) Jo(z) —v(y)] |z —yl* |z —y[V

z|) —v(r))T dx = pP—2-- ollz) — (N da.

# [ @ o de= [ @@ ) o) d

Since v(z)(v(|z]) —v(r))T = |(v(|z]) — v(r)) T2 +v(r)
(v

// g\() v(y)] | v(z) —oly
R2N\((B,\By, )°)? |z —y|* [v(z) —v(y

v(|xz]) —v(r 2 dx = P 2a(z) — oD (w(lzD) — o) dz
# [ 0 o) P = [ (P - o)) o)

\
(v (|:17|) —o(r))*", the above equation becomes

(Jz]) =v(r)* = (v(y]) —v(r)* dady
! |z —yl® |z —y|N

< / ([@(r)P~?u(r) — v(r)(v(|z]) = v(r)* dz, (3.40)
Br\Br,

where in the latter, we have used the monotonicity of w. Since, (v(z) — v(y))((v(|z]) — v(r))" —
((ly]) — o)) > ((v(|z]) — v(r)T = (v(]y]) — v(r))T)? then the first term on the left-hand side
of ([340) is non-negative. Since by assumption the right-hand side of (8:40) is non-positive, we
deduce that

[ Il o) P dr =0
B:\By,

from which we get in particular that (v(|x|) — v(r))™ = 0 for all ro < |z| <. Thus, () holds.
Similarly, when [u(r)[P~2%(r) > v(r), we use

0 if ro<|z|<r
p(x) = ~ _
(v(|z]) —v(r)) otherwise
as a test function in ([B.37]) to see that

// g [v(x) —o(y)] | w(z]) —v(r)” = ((y]) —v(r))” dady
s s N
R2N\ (Bg)? |z -y lz —yl |z -y

)P~ %u z|) —v(r))” dx.
+Lg(x (|z]) — v(r) d$_/|u )| v(fz]) = v(r))” d

Since v(z)(v(|z|) — v(r))™ = —|(v(|z]) — v(r))" > + v(r)(v(|z]) — v(r))~, then it follows from the
above equation that
// g<rv<x> - v(y)\) o) —o(y) (v(lz)) = v(r))” = (o(y) —v(r)~ _dudy
R2N\(Bg)?

lr —yls [ |v(z) —v(y)| lz —yl* |z —y|V

= [ Neah — vt o= [ () — o) e(el) o) da
> [ (@) = o)ee) ~ o) de. (34
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Note that in the latter, we have used again the monotonicity of @. Now, since (v(z)—v(y))((v(|z|) —
v(r)” — (w(y]) —v(r)7) < —((w(z]) —v(r))~ = (v(Jy|) — v(r))7)? then the first term on the left-
hand side of (B3.41]) is non-positive. On the other hand, since by assumption the right-hand side of
(B41) is non-negative, we then deduce that

| Iw(ia ~ o) do =0,

and thus (v(|z|) —v(r))”™ =0 for r < |z| < 1. So, (ii) follows. O
We are now ready to prove our first main result.

Proof of Theorem [I1l (completed). In view of Lemmas B.4] and 3.5 the functional Ik satisfies the
Palais-Small condition and possesses the Mountain Pass Geometry. Thus, from the Mountain Pass
Theorem (see Theorem 2.9]), Ix admits a critical point @ € V' in the sense of Definition On the
other hand, the triple (¥, K, ®) satisfies the pointwise invariance condition at u, thanks to Lemma
Thus, by Theorem 2.7l we deduce that w is a weak solution of (L.I]). O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM
The goal of this section is to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem [I.2. The existence of a solution w € K of () has been proved in Theorem
LI We now show that @ is not constant. Notice first that problem (I.I)) has only two constant
solutions, 0 and 1, and, from its energy level, we know that @ Z 0. Let us show now that @ # 1.
To this end, we first recall that I(uw) = Ix(u) = ¢ where c is defined (see (2.6])) by

c¢=inf sup I(v(t)), (4.1)
7€l tel0,1]
where I' = {y € C([0,1],V) : v(0) = 0 # (1), I(v(1)) < 0}. So, to get w # 1, it suffices to show
that ¢ < Ix(1).
Let v € X,4q(B1) be a non-constant, non-decreasing function. Then by Lemm B3] v € L*(By).
Take 7 > 0 such that 7 < m. Notice that for such 7, there holds that r(1 + 7v) € K for all

r > 0. Now, for 0 <7 < 1 and r > 1 we define v, : [0,1] = V by v, ,(t) = r(1 + Tv)t.
By Lemma [2.21(i),

r(1+ 1v)t)(x) — (r(1 4+ 7v)t)(y)] dxdy
Kl // ( o —yl* >|:L"—y|N

— TV xzx—l r 70)t) ()P dx
" /|<<1+ ) (@) d /Bl|<<1+ @) d

2 p
// <r AL __;’iy)’) ’xdfdyy’]v 4 T? /B (1 + 7)) (@) do
-5 [ @
< (r)0 // ( |$_y|§y)|> |xdfdyy|N 4 7”22’52 /B (L4 ro) (@) de (4.2)

rPtp ,
e Bll((1+7v))($)| dz
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o gpat 0 o(@) —v(y)| | _dedy 5 N ()2 d
g2<2 // ( o )\x—yw* 1)@ d)
tp D p T
—5<r [ @y a )

Thus,
I T,r < t
mmax K (v (1)) tren[%w()
where
dxdy
ordt 14" // v(y)| 42 14+ 70))(x)]? dz
olt) = ( ( e e MG
g

—— P (14 7v))(z)P dx |.
p B
Notice that ¢ attains its maximum at
A ff G<|”($)—U(y)|) dzdy +T2f (1 4+ 70))(2)|? d 3
Q le—yl® le—y|V By
17 [p, (L4 70)) ()P da

to =

with

P

olt) (1 1) (2 Jo GBS ) gt 7 Jp, (L + r)) @) )
N EE!

2

B (v f 11+ 7o) ) ) ™
So,
max Ik (vrr (1) < e o(t) = p(to)

B (1 - 1) <2rq+7'q7 fo G(‘U(ﬁ)__;](sy)‘) ‘xdfz%z\r + 72 fBl (1 + 7v))(2)|? dx) P2
=375 . )

(77 f, Q1+ 7)) @) )

We claim that there exist 0 < 7 < 1 and r > 1 such that

1 1
e I (1) < T (1) = (5 5)n (4.3)
where wy = |By]. To see this, it is enough to show that
_p
1oy (2T [ G () e 2 [ (14 7o) (@) 2 da) " .
(3-) = <Ix(1) = (5= ),
(77 Ji, 100+ T @)P dz)”

for some 0 < 7 < 1 and r > 1, that is,

q 7_q ’U y)’ dl’dy 7,,2 o)z 2 T g
<2r // !w—yls )!w—y’N+ Bl|((1+ ) d)

2
<cu§7\,_2 <TP/B (14 7v)) ()P dw) )
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Let h: R — R be the function given by

h(r) (w - // (e ‘x_y‘sy)‘)‘xdfdyyw+r2/]8 (1 + 70)) ()2 daz)p

2
—wg’v_2<7‘p/B |((1 4+ 7v))(2)|P dw) )

Note that h is at least twice differentiable, h(0) = 0 and A’(0) = 0. Moreover,

p—2
h”(T):2p7"2p (p—1)( 2r? 2,47 // ]1) Sy)‘> dxdyN+/ |1—|—7’v|2
M—y! |z —y| By
2
_ dxdy
X g 1! 1// ’U v(y)| _|_/ 1+ 7v)v do
( eyt e
p—1
(gt —2pa // |v y)|) da:dyN+/ 1+ rof? da
ISE—yIs |z =y By
w (v 24 (g — 1) _2// Iv y)l) dady +/ o d
ISE—yIs [z —ylN g,
2
_ P2 p—1 P _ p—2,2
why ((/Bl]l—km\ v) +(/Bl\1+7'v] >((p 1)/Bl]1+7'v\ v >>]
(4

4)

If g~ > 2, then

R"(0) = 2p(p — 2)r2pwﬁ,_2 <(/31 v dm>2 —WwN /Bl v? dm).

Holder inequality yields A”(0) < 0. In particular, h admits a local maximum at 7 = 0. Conse-
quently, h(7) < 0 for 7 > 0 small enough. Furthermore, from (4.2]),

i 7"2
I, 0) <070 [[ ( |x_y|sy)'>|xd_jy|zv+5 [+ o)) da

s (1 +70))(@)[" da.

Since 2 < ¢~ < p, then there exists r > 1 such that Ix(v,,(1)) < 0 and thus v, ,(1) € I. This
completes the proof of claim (4.3]). So,

¢ < max I (vr,.(t) < Ik (1),
te[0,1]

as desired.
Now, if g~ = 2, we first notice that by definition of A, for Ag > A satisfying

(5) " o< -2, (4.5)
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there exists a non-decreasing function v € X,4q(B1) such that | B, U dzr =0, I} B, |v|? dr = 1 and
Ilo G('v(x =L y)|) dedy AO Now, from (Z4]), there holds that

lz—yl> ) lz—yl¥

K" (0) = 2pr*wh; 1<2rq+ 2// ‘U Ix—ylsy)’)lwdfﬁ]v _(p_2)>

< 2pr? (r Ao — (p—2)).

We now wish to show that h” ( ) < 0. To this end, it is enough to show that there exists r > 1
such that

r1 20 < (p—2) (4.6)
with I (y7-(1)) <0 so that v, € T

1 1
From (Z3]), one can find some r such that (2) P ar< (7’;02) 72 and thus (@6) follows. This
implies that for such 7, A”(0) < 0. On the other hand, from (2]

X 7’2
et <077 [[ 6 ( |$_y|sy)‘)|xd_dyy|]v+; |+ rop@p ds

= [ ) @p do
L w r?
< (S0 P+ 1) + ) ?/B (1 + 7)) (@) da. (4.7)

Now, Holder inequality with exponents p and p’ = p%l yields
1 1
wN:/ (1+7v) dz Sw}{,’(/ 1+ Tol? da:)p
Bl Bl

wN S/ |1+ 7o? de. (4.8)
By

that is

From (L8] and (&7, it follows that

(4.9)

IN
[\
/
[\3\]
—
S
|
N
|
/
<
= 3
[\
N[ —
N——
€
2
N——

rP—2

where in the latter, we have used (4.6]). Notice that

small so that
p—2 1
< 2<TP '_§>

— % > 0. Now, choosing 7 sufficiently

T WN ,
p—1
we obtain that the right-hand side of (£3)) is non-positive, that is, Ix (yr(1)) < 0. In particular,
Yr,r € I'. The proof is therefore finished. O

Remark 4.1. We would like to mention that all the results stated in this paper hold true for a
more general operators of the form

Ly ulz) = PV, /

RN

g<|u<x>—u<y>|> u(z) — u(y) dy

k(x,y) u(z) — u(y)| k(z,y)le -y
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where k : RY x RY — [0, 0] is a measurable kernel that satisfies

(

1)
(2) Translation invariance: k(z + 2,y + z) = k(x,y) for all 2,5,z € RV,
3)

(

Symmetry: k(z,y) = k(y,z) for all 2,y € RV,

Growth condition: A~ x —y|® < k(z,y) < Alz —y|* for all 2,y € RY and for some A > 1.

Note that when k(x,y) = |z — y|®, we recover the fractional g-Laplacian (—Ag)® defined in (L2]).
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