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Abstract

This article proves the existence and regularity of weak solutions for a class of mixed

local-nonlocal problems with singular nonlinearities. We examine both the purely singu-

lar problem and perturbed singular problems. A central contribution of this work is the

inclusion of a variable singular exponent in the context of measure-valued data. Another

notable feature is that the source terms in both the purely singular and perturbed com-

ponents can simultaneously take the form of measures. To the best of our knowledge, this

phenomenon is new, even in the case of a constant singular exponent.
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1 Introduction

In this article, we explore the existence and regularity properties of weak solutions for the

following mixed local-nonlocal measure data problem with variable singular exponent






Mu := −Au+ Bu = ν
uδ(x) + µ in Ω,

u = 0 in R
N \ Ω and u > 0 in Ω,

(1.1)

where Ω ⊂ R
N , N ≥ 2 is a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary. HereAu = div(A(x)∇u),

where A : Ω → R
N2

is a bounded elliptic matrix satisfying

α|ξ|2 ≤ A(x)ξ · ξ, |A(x)| ≤ β, (1.2)

for every ξ ∈ R
N and for almost every x ∈ Ω, for some constants 0 < α ≤ β. Further, B

represents the nonlocal Laplace operator defined as follows:

Bu = P.V.

ˆ

RN

(u(x)− u(y))K(x, y) dy,

where P.V. denotes the principal value and K is a symmetric kernel in x and y that satisfies

Λ−1

|x− y|N+2s
≤ K(x, y) ≤

Λ

|x− y|N+2s
(1.3)

for some constant Λ ≥ 1 and 0 < s < 1. Notably, if we take A(x) = I and K(x, y) =

|x − y|−N−2s, the operators A and B reduces to the usual Laplace operator −∆ and the

fractional Laplace operator (−∆)s respectively and consequently, the operator M simplifies

to the mixed local-nonlocal Laplace operator −∆ + (−∆)s. Hence, equation (1.1) serves as

an extension of the following mixed local-nonlocal singular problem:






−∆u+ (−∆)su = ν
uδ + µ in Ω,

u = 0 in R
N \ Ω and u > 0 in Ω.

(1.4)

We assume that µ and ν are non-negative bounded Radon measures on Ω, with ν not

being identically zero. Further, we assume that δ : Ω → (0,∞) is a continuous function. The

positivity of δ leads to a blow-up of the nonlinearity in (1.1) near the origin, a phenomenon re-

ferred to as singularity. Consequently, equation (1.1) encompasses a broad spectrum of mixed
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singular problems, including both constant and variable exponent singular nonlinearities with

measure data.

In the purely local case, the singular Laplace equation






−∆u = f

uδ(x) in Ω,

u = 0 on ∂Ω and u > 0 in Ω
(1.5)

is widely studied for both the constant and variable exponent δ. When δ is a positive constant,

existence of a unique classical solution is obtained in [21] under the assumption that ∂Ω is

of class C3 and f ∈ C1(Ω) \ {0} is non-negative. Indeed, authors in [21] obtained existence

results for more general singularity and more general operator. For constant δ > 0, existence

of weak solutions is also obtained in [14]. Moreover, when f is a non-negative bounded Radon

measure on Ω, existence results can be found in [45]. When δ is a variable, for some positive

f ∈ Lm(Ω) with m ≥ 1, existence results are established in [19] in the semilinear case and

for the associated quasilinear equations, we refer the reader to [1, 6, 30] and the references

therein.

Further, the purturbed singular Laplace equation






−∆u = f

uδ(x) + g in Ω,

u = 0 in R
N \ Ω and u > 0 in Ω

(1.6)

is also studied. When δ is a positive constant and both f, g are some non-negative integrable

functions, multiplicity of weak solutions is obtained in [2, 3] and the references therein. In

this concern, when f is some non-negative integrable function and g is some non-negative

bounded Radon measure, existence results are established in [42] and the references therein.

Further, measure data problems for Laplace equation is studied in [23, 43].

In the purely nonlocal case, the singular fractional Laplace equation






(−∆)su = f

uδ(x) in Ω,

u = 0 in R
N \ Ω and u > 0 in Ω

(1.7)

is also widely studied. Indeed, when δ is a positive constant, existence of a unique classical

solution is established in [28], provided 0 < δ < 1 and f = 1 in a bounded smooth domain Ω.

The case of any δ > 0 is tackled in [17] to obtain weak solutions, where the nonlinear version

of (1.7) is also studied. When f is a non-negative bounded Radon measure, existence results

can be found in [36] and the references therein. When δ is a variable, existence and regularity

results are obtained in [34] for the semilinear and quasilinear cases, provided f ∈ Lm(Ω)\{0}

is non-negative for some m ≥ 1.

Further, existence results for the purturbed singular fractional Laplace equation






(−∆)su = f

uδ(x) + g in Ω,

u = 0 in R
N \ Ω and u > 0 in Ω

(1.8)
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is proved in [36], provided δ is a positive constant, f is some non-negative integrable function

and g is some non-negative bounded Radon measure on Ω. For variable δ, we refer to [46] in

the semilinear case and in the quasilinear case, see [34] and the references therein.

In the recent years, mixed local-nonlocal problems has drawn a great attention due to its

wide range of applications in biology, stocastic processes, image processing etc., see [26] and

the references therein. The non-singular mixed local-nonlocal problem






−∆u+ (−∆)su = f in Ω,

u = 0 in R
N \ Ω and u > 0 in Ω

(1.9)

is studied concerning existence, regularity and several other qualitative properties in [8, 12, 49]

in the presence of integrable functions f . Further, the nonlinear analogue of equation (1.9)

is also studied in [24, 31, 32, 33, 50] and the references therein. Equation (1.9) is recently

studied in the presence of measure f in [16, 20].

When δ is a positive constant, the purely singular mixed local-nonlocal problem






−∆u+ (−∆)su = f

uδ(x) in Ω,

u = 0 in R
N \ Ω and u > 0 in Ω

(1.10)

is studied in [4, 29, 38] concerning existence, regularity and the quasilinear version of (1.10)

is studied in [35]. For variable exponent δ, existence and regularity is obtained in [11, 31] and

the references therein.

The purturbed mixed local-nonlocal problem






−∆u+ (−∆)su = f

uδ(x) + g in Ω,

u = 0 in R
N \Ω and u > 0 in Ω

(1.11)

is also studied in [29] and the references therein, provided 0 < δ < 1 is a constant. Recently

the case δ ≥ 1 is also settled in [5], where the authors studied the quasilinear analogue of

(1.11) as well.

Very recently, equation (1.11) is studied in [7], when δ is a positive constant, f is a positive

integrable function and g is a non-negative bounded Radon measure in Ω. To the best of our

knowledge, mixed local-nonlocal problems are not understood in the presence of a measure

data with variable singular exponent. Our main purpose in this article is to fill this gap.

We would like to emphasize that some of our results are valid, even when both f and g are

measures. As far as we are aware, such phenomenon is new even in the constant singular

exponent case. Further, we remark that the operator M is more general than the mixed

operator −∆ + (−∆)s and therefore, our main results are valid for the more general mixed

equation (1.1).

To demonstrate our main results, we adopt the approximation approach outlined in [14,

42, 45]. Specifically, we establish the existence of solutions to the approximated problem

using fixed point arguments. Subsequently, we take the limit, which necessitates several a
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priori estimates. These estimates are derived by selecting appropriate test functions for the

approximated problem.

The structure of this article is as follows: Section 2 presents the functional framework

and states the main results. Sections 3 and 4 are dedicated to the proofs of the existence

and regularity results respectively. Finally, in the appendix section 5, approximate problem is

studied and a priori estimates of the approximate solutions are established, which are useful

for proving our existence and regularity results.

Notations: For the rest of the paper, unless otherwise mentioned, we will use the follow-

ing notations and assumptions:

• For k, s ∈ R, we define Tk(s) = max{−k, min{s, k}} and Gk(s) = (|s| − k)+sgn(s).

• For a measurable set A ⊂ R
N , |A| denotes the Lebesgue measure of A. Moreover, for a

function u : A→ R, we define u+ := max{u, 0} and u− := max{−u, 0}.

• For σ > 1, we define the conjugate exponent of σ by σ′ = σ
σ−1 .

• C denotes a positive constant, whose value may change from line to line or even in the

same line.

• For a measurable function f over a measurable set S and given constants c, d, we write

c ≤ u ≤ d in S to mean that c ≤ u ≤ d a.e. in S.

• Ω ⊂ R
N with N ≥ 2 be a bounded Lipschitz domain.

• For open sets ω and Ω of RN , N ≥ 2 by the notation ω ⋐ Ω, we mean that ω is a

compact subset of Ω.

2 Functional setting and main results

The Sobolev space W 1,p(Ω) for 1 < p <∞, is defined to be the space of functions u : Ω → R

in Lp(Ω) such that the partial derivatives ∂u
∂xi

for 1 ≤ i ≤ N exist in the weak sense and

belong to Lp(Ω). The space W 1,p(Ω) is a Banach space (see [27]) equipped with the norm:

‖u‖W 1,p(Ω) = ‖u‖Lp(Ω) + ‖∇u‖Lp(Ω),

where ∇u =
(

∂u
∂x1

, . . . , ∂u
∂xN

)

. The fractional Sobolev space W s,p(Ω) for 0 < s < 1 < p < ∞,

is defined by

W s,p(Ω) =

{

u : Ω → R :u ∈ Lp(Ω),
|u(x)− u(y)|

|x− y|
N
p
+s

∈ Lp(Ω× Ω)

}

under the norm

‖u‖W s,p(Ω) =

(
ˆ

Ω
|u(x)|p dx+

ˆ

Ω

ˆ

Ω

|u(x) − u(y)|p

|x− y|N+ps
dx dy

) 1
p

.
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We refer to [25] and the references therein for more details on fractional Sobolev spaces. Due

to the mixed behavior of our equations, following [9, 10, 48], we consider the space

W
1,p
0 (Ω) = {u ∈W 1,p(RN ) : u = 0 in R

N \ Ω}

under the norm

‖u‖
W

1,p
0 (Ω) =

(
ˆ

Ω
|∇u|p dx+

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

|u(x)− u(y)|p

|x− y|N+ps
dxdy

) 1
p

.

Using Lemma 2.2, we observe that the norm ‖u‖
W

1,p
0 (Ω) defined above is equivalent to the

norm ‖u‖ = ‖∇u‖Lp(Ω). Let 0 < s ≤ 1 < p < ∞. Then we say that u ∈ W
s,p
loc (Ω) if

u ∈W s,p(K) for every K ⋐ Ω.

We define Marcinkiewicz space M q(Ω) as the set of all measurable functions u : Ω → R such

that there exists C > 0,

|{x ∈ Ω : |u(x)| > t}| ≤
C

tq
, for all t > 0.

Note that for a bounded domain Ω, it is enough to have this inequality for all t ≥ t0 for some

t0 > 0. The following embeddings are continuous

Lq(Ω) →֒M q(Ω) →֒ Lq−η(Ω), (2.1)

for any η ∈ (0, q − 1]. For more details, see [40] and the references therein.

For the next result, we refer to [25, Proposition 2.2].

Lemma 2.1. Let 0 < s < 1 < p < ∞. Then there exists a positive constant C = C(N, p, s)

such that

‖u‖W s,p(Ω) ≤ C‖u‖W 1,p(Ω)

for every u ∈W 1,p(Ω).

The following result is taken from [15, Lemma 2.1], which follows from Lemma 2.1 above.

Lemma 2.2. Let 0 < s < 1 < p < ∞. There exists a constant C = C(N, p, s,Ω) > 0 such

that
ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

|u(x)− u(y)|p

|x− y|N+ps
dx dy ≤ C

ˆ

Ω
|∇u|p dx (2.2)

for every u ∈W
1,p
0 (Ω).

For the subsequent Sobolev embedding, refer to [27], for instance.

Lemma 2.3. Let 1 < p <∞. Then the embedding operators

W
1,p
0 (Ω) →֒







Lt(Ω), for t ∈ [1, p∗], if 1 < p < N,

Lt(Ω), for t ∈ [1,∞), if p = N,

L∞(Ω), if p > N

are continuous. Moreover, they are compact except for t = p∗ if 1 < p < N . Here p∗ = Np
N−p

if 1 < p < N .
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Along the lines of the proof of [18, Proposition 2.3], the result stated below holds.

Lemma 2.4. Let 0 < s < 1 < p < ∞ and u ∈ W
s,p
loc (Ω) ∩ L

1(Ω) and u = 0 a.e. in R
N \ Ω.

Then for any φ ∈ C1
c (Ω), we have

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

(u(x)− u(y))(φ(x) − φ(y))K(x, y) dxdy <∞.

The following result from [45, Theorem 2.1] will be useful to prove our existence theorems.

Theorem 2.5. Suppose {fn}n∈N be a sequence in L1(Ω) such that fn ⇀ f weakly in L1(Ω)

and {gn}n∈N be a sequence in L∞(Ω) such that gn converges to g in a.e. in Ω and weak∗ in

L∞(Ω). Then

lim
n→∞

ˆ

Ω
fngn dx =

ˆ

Ω
fg dx.

Next, we mention some preliminary results related to measures (see [13, 22, 45]). We

define M(Ω) as a set of all signed Radon measures on Ω with bounded total variation (as

usual, identified with a linear map u →
´

Ω u dµ on C(Ω)). If ν ∈ M(Ω) is a non-negative

Radon measure then by the Lebesgue’s decomposition theorem [47, page 384], we have

ν = νa + νs,

where νa is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure and νs is singular

with respect to the Lebesgue measure. By the Radon-Nikodym theorem [47, page 382], there

exists a non-negative Lebesgue measurable function f such that for every measurable set

E ⊂ Ω,

νa(E) =

ˆ

E

f dx.

Furthermore, if ν is bounded then f ∈ L1(Ω). If the function f is not identically zero function,

then we say that ν is non-singular with respect to the Lebesgue measure, otherwise it is called

purely singular measure.

Let us now review the definition of p-capacity, which will help us to characterize the data

in our problem (see [37]). Suppose p > 1, then for a compact set K ⊂ Ω, the p-capacity of K

is denoted by capp(K) and defined as

capp(K) := inf

{
ˆ

Ω
|∇φ|pdx : φ ∈ C∞

0 (Ω), φ ≥ χK

}

,

where

χK(x) :=







1 if x ∈ K,

0 otherwise.

For an open set U ⊂ Ω, the p-capacity is defined by

capp(U) := sup {capp(K) : K ⊂ U is compact} .
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Finally, the p-capacity of any subset B of Ω is defined by

capp(B) := inf {capp(U) : U is an open set in Ω containing B} .

We say a measure ν ∈M(Ω) is absolutely continuous with respect to p-capacity if the following

holds: ν(E) = 0 for every E ⊂ Ω such that capp(E) = 0. We define

M
p
0 (Ω) = {ν ∈M(Ω) : ν is absolutely continuous with respect to p-capacity}.

One can observe that if 1 < p1 < p2, then M
p1
0 (Ω) ⊂M

p2
0 (Ω).

The following characterization from [13, Theorem 2.1] is very useful for us.

Theorem 2.6. Let 1 < p < ∞ and ν ∈ M
p
0 (Ω). Then there exists f ∈ L1(Ω) and G ∈

(Lp′(Ω))N such that ν = f − div(G) ∈ L1(Ω) +W−1,p′(Ω) in D′(Ω) (space of distributions).

Furthermore, if ν is non-negative then f is non-negative.

Next, we define the notion of weak solutions of the problem (1.1).

Definition 2.7. Let 0 < s < 1 < q < ∞ and δ : Ω → (0,∞) be a continuous function.

Suppose that µ and ν are two non-negative bounded Radon measures on Ω such that ν ∈

M
q
0 (Ω). We say that u ∈ W

1,q
loc (Ω) ∩ L

1(Ω) is a weak solution of the equation (1.1) if u = 0

in RN \Ω and

(a) for every ω ⋐ Ω, there exists a constant C(ω) > 0 such that u ≥ C(ω) > 0 in ω and

(b) for every φ ∈ C∞
c (Ω), we have

ˆ

Ω
A(x)∇u · ∇φdx+

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

(u(x)− u(y))(φ(x) − φ(y))K(x, y) dxdy

=

ˆ

Ω

φ

uδ(x)
dν +

ˆ

Ω
φdµ. (2.3)

Remark 2.8. We remark that Definition 2.7 is well stated. More precisely, if φ ∈ C∞
c (Ω)

and K = suppφ, since |A(x)| ≤ β, we have
∣
∣
∣
∣

ˆ

Ω
A(x)∇u · ∇φdx

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ β‖φ‖L∞(Ω)‖∇u‖L1(K) <∞.

Moreover, combining Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.4, it follows that
∣
∣
∣
∣

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

(u(x)− u(y))(φ(x) − φ(y))K(x, y) dxdy

∣
∣
∣
∣
<∞.

Since φ ∈ C∞
c (Ω) and µ is a non-negative Radon measure, therefore

ˆ

Ω
φdµ <∞.

Furthermore, as in [45, Remark 3.2], since ν ∈ M
q
0 (Ω), so ν ∈ L1(Ω) + W−1,q′(Ω) (see

Lemma 2.6) and due to the above property (a) along with that φ ∈ C∞
c (Ω), we have φ

uδ(x) ∈

W
1,q
0 (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω). By keeping this fact in mind, with a little abuse of notation we denote

ˆ

Ω

φ

uδ(x)
dν :=

〈

ν,
φ

uδ(x)

〉

L1(Ω)+W−1,q′ (Ω),W 1,q
0 (Ω)∩L∞(Ω)

.
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The following approximation result is very useful for our justification [13, 41, 45].

Lemma 2.9. Let ν = f − div(G) be a non-negative bounded Radon measure in M
p
0 (Ω) for

some 1 < p < ∞, where f ∈ L1(Ω) and G ∈ (Lp′(Ω))N . Then there exists a sequence of

non-negative functions {νn}n∈N ∈ L2(Ω) in Ω such that

1. νn = fn − div(Gn) in D
′(Ω) and

2. {νn}n∈N is uniformly bounded in L1(Ω),

where fn ∈ L2(Ω) such that fn ⇀ f weakly in L1(Ω) and Gn → G strongly in (Lp′(Ω))N .

Definition 2.10. A sequence {µn}n∈N ⊂ M(Ω) is said to converge to a measure µ ∈ M(Ω)

in narrow topology if for every φ ∈ C∞
c (Ω), we have

lim
n→∞

ˆ

Ω
φdµn =

ˆ

Ω
φdµ.

Before stating our main results below, we define the condition (Pǫ,δ∗) below.

Condition (Pǫ,δ∗): We say that a continuous function δ : Ω → (0,∞), satisfies the condition

(Pǫ,δ∗), if there exist δ∗ ≥ 1 and ǫ > 0 such that δ(x) ≤ δ∗ for every x ∈ Ωǫ, where Ωǫ := {y ∈

Ω : dist (y, ∂Ω) < ǫ}.

Remark 2.11. We observe that, if a continuous function δ : Ω → (0,∞) satisfies the con-

dition (Pǫ,δ∗) for some δ∗ ≥ 1 and ǫ > 0, then for every γ ≥ δ∗, the function δ satisfies the

condition (Pǫ,γ). Therefore, δ∗ is not uniquely determined by δ. Moreover, by the continu-

ity of δ, it follows that max∂Ω δ ≤ δ∗. Furthermore, if M > max∂Ω δ, then from [19, page

493], it follows that there exists an ǫ > 0 such that δ ≤ M in Ωǫ and hence, one can choose

δ∗ = max{1,M}.

We state our main results only for the case N > 2. However, we would like to emphasize

that analogous results also hold for N = 2, by taking into account Lemma 2.3 and following

the lines of proof as those for the main results. More precisely, for N = 2, exact statement

for Theorems 2.12-2.13 will be valid and analogous statements will hold for remaining main

results.

First, we state our main existence results which reads as follows:

2.1 Existence results

Theorem 2.12. (Variable singular exponent) Let δ : Ω → (0,∞) be a continuous function

which is locally Lipschitz continuous in Ω and satisfies the condition (Pǫ,δ∗) for some δ∗ ≥ 1

and for some ǫ > 0. Let 1 < p < N
N−1 and suppose that ν, µ are non-negative bounded Radon

measures on Ω such that ν ∈ M
p
0 (Ω) and ν is non-singular with respect to the Lebesgue

measure. Then the problem (1.1) admits a weak solution u ∈W
1,p
loc (Ω)∩L

1(Ω) in the sense of

Definition 2.7 such that
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(i) If δ∗ = 1, then u ∈W
1,p
0 (Ω).

(ii) If δ∗ > 1, then u ∈ W
1,p
loc (Ω) such that Tk(u) ∈ W

1,2
loc (Ω) and T

δ∗+1
2

k (u) ∈ W
1,2
0 (Ω) for

every k > 0.

If ν turns out to be an integrable function, then we do not require δ to be locally Lipschitz

continuous in Ω. In this case the result is stated as follows:

Theorem 2.13. (Variable singular exponent) Let δ : Ω → (0,∞) be a continuous function

satisfying the condition (Pǫ,δ∗) for some δ∗ ≥ 1 and for some ǫ > 0. Assume that ν ∈

L1(Ω)\{0} is a non-negative function in Ω and µ is a non-negative bounded Radon measure on

Ω. Then for every 1 < p < N
N−1 , the equation (1.1) admits a weak solution u ∈W 1,p

loc (Ω)∩L
1(Ω)

in the sense of the Definition 2.7 such that

(i) If δ∗ = 1, then u ∈W
1,p
0 (Ω).

(ii) If δ∗ > 1, then u ∈ W
1,p
loc (Ω) such that Tk(u) ∈ W

1,2
loc (Ω) and T

δ∗+1
2

k (u) ∈ W
1,2
0 (Ω) for

every k > 0.

Remark 2.14. Theorem 2.13 extends [7, Theorem 1.1] to the variable exponent case and to

more general class of mixed operators M.

Remark 2.15. We observe that, under the hypotheses in Theorems 2.12 and 2.13, for every

γ ≥ δ∗ and k > 0, the function Tk(u)
γ+1
2 belongs to W 1,2

0 (Ω) in Theorems 2.12 and 2.13.

Our next result tells that when µ turns out to be a function and the function δ is constant,

then we can relax the condition on ν to obtain the existence of a solution.

Theorem 2.16. (Constant singular exponent) Assume that δ : Ω → (0,∞) be a constant

function. We define

q =







N(δ+1)
N+δ−1 , if 0 < δ < 1,

2, if δ ≥ 1.

Let µ ∈ L
N(δ+1)
N+2δ (Ω) be a non-negative function in Ω. Further, assume that ν ∈ M

q
0 (Ω) is a

non-negative bounded Radon measure on Ω such that ν is non-singular with respect to the

Lebesgue measure. Then the equation (1.1) admits a weak solution u ∈ W
1,q
loc (Ω) ∩ L

1(Ω) in

the sense of Definition 2.7 such that

(i) If 0 < δ ≤ 1, then u ∈W
1,q
0 (Ω).

(ii) If δ > 1, then u ∈W
1,2
loc (Ω) such that u

δ+1
2 ∈W 1,2

0 (Ω).

Remark 2.17. One can observe along the lines of the proofs of our main existence results that

Theorems 2.12-2.16 holds even for the purely local equation that can be obtained by replacing

M with the operator A in the equation (1.1) where Au = div(A(x)∇u) with A : Ω → R
N2

a

bounded elliptic matrix satisfying (1.2). To the best of our knowledge, such results are new

even in the purely local case.

Our main regularity results are stated below.
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2.2 Regularity results

Theorem 2.18. (Constant singular exponent) Let δ : Ω → [1,∞) be a constant function and

ν ∈ Lr(Ω) \ {0}, µ ∈ Lm(Ω) for some r,m ≥ 1 be two non-negative functions in Ω. Suppose

u is the weak solution of the problem (1.1) obtained in Theorem 2.13. Then the following

conclusions hold:

(i) If r > N
2 , m > N

2 , then u ∈ L∞(Ω).

(ii) If r > N
2 , 1 < m < N

2 , then u ∈ Lm∗∗

(Ω), where m∗∗ = Nm
N−2m .

(iii) If 1 ≤ r < N
2 , m > N

2 , then u ∈ L
Nr(δ+1)
N−2r (Ω).

(iv) If 1 ≤ r < N
2 , 1 < m < N

2 , then u ∈ Lq1(Ω), where q1 = min
{

m∗∗,
Nr(δ+1)
N−2r

}

with

m∗∗ = Nm
N−2m .

Theorem 2.19. (Constant singular exponent) Let δ : Ω → (0, 1) be a constant function and

ν ∈ Lr(Ω) \ {0}, µ ∈ Lm(Ω) for some r,m ≥ 1 be two non-negative functions in Ω. Suppose

u is the weak solution of the problem (1.1) obtained in Theorem 2.13. Then the following

conclusions hold:

(i) If r > N
2 , m > N

2 , then u ∈ L∞(Ω).

(ii) If r > N
2 , 1 < m < N

2 , then u ∈ Lm∗∗

(Ω), where m∗∗ = Nm
N−2m .

(iii) If
(

2∗

(1−δ)

)′
≤ r < N

2 , m > N
2 , then u ∈ L

Nr(δ+1)
N−2r (Ω).

(iv) If
(

2∗

(1−δ)

)′
≤ r < N

2 , 1 < m < N
2 , then u ∈ Lq2(Ω), where q2 = min

{

m∗∗,
Nr(δ+1)
N−2r

}

with m∗∗ = Nm
N−2m .

Theorem 2.20. (Variable singular exponent) Let δ : Ω → (0,∞) be a continuous function

and satisfying the condition (Pǫ,δ∗) for some δ∗ ≥ 1 and for some ǫ > 0. Assume that

ν ∈ Lr(Ω) \ {0} and µ ∈ Lm(Ω) for some r,m ≥ 1 are non-negative functions in Ω. Suppose

u is the weak solution of the problem (1.1) obtained in Theorem 2.13. Then the following

conclusions hold:

(i) If r > N
2 , m > N

2 , then u ∈ L∞(Ω).

(ii) If r > N
2 , 1 < m < N

2 , then u ∈ Lm∗∗

(Ω), where m∗∗ = Nm
N−2m .

(iii) If N(δ∗+1)
N+2δ∗

≤ r < N
2 , m > N

2 , then u ∈ Lr∗∗(Ω), where r∗∗ = Nr
N−2r .

(iv) If N(δ∗+1)
N+2δ∗

≤ r < N
2 , 1 < m < N

2 , then u ∈ Lq3(Ω), where q3 = min
{
m∗∗, r∗∗

}
with

m∗∗ = Nm
N−2m and r∗∗ = Nr

N−2r .
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3 Proof of existence results

3.1 Proof of Theorem 2.12

Suppose that δ : Ω → (0,∞) is a continuous function which is locally Lipschitz continuous in

Ω and satisfies the condition (Pǫ,δ∗) for some δ∗ ≥ 1 and for some ǫ > 0. We prove the result

when δ∗ = 1 and when δ∗ > 1 separately.

Assume that ν ∈ M
p
0 (Ω) for some 1 < p < N

N−1 , is a non-singular, non-negative bounded

Radon measure on Ω and µ is a non-negative bounded Radon measure on Ω. Due to Lebesgue’s

decomposition theorem [47, page 384], ν = νa + νs, where νa is absolutely continuous with

respect to the Lebesgue measure and νs is singular with respect to the Lebesgue measure.

By the Radon-Nikodym theorem [47, page 382], there exists a non-negative f ∈ L1(Ω) \ {0}

such that for every measurable set E ⊂ Ω, νa(E) =
´

E
f dx.

Since ν ∈ M
p
0 (Ω) and 0 ≤ νs ≤ ν, we have νs ∈ M

p
0 (Ω). By Theorem 2.6, there exists

0 ≤ H ∈ L1(Ω) and G ∈ (Lp′(Ω))N such that νs = H − divG (in distributional sense).

Furthermore, there exists a sequence of non-negative functions {hn}n∈N ⊂ L2(Ω) in Ω such

that ||hn||L1(Ω) ≤ C for some constant C > 0 independent of n and hn = Hn − divGn in

D′(Ω), where Hn ∈ L2(Ω) such that Hn ⇀ H weakly in L1(Ω) and Gn → G strongly in

(Lp′(Ω))N (see Lemma 2.9). Since µ is a non-negative bounded Radon measure on Ω, there

exists a non-negative sequence {gn}n∈N ⊂ L∞(Ω) such that ||gn||L1(Ω) ≤ C for some constant

C > 0 independent of n and gn ⇀ µ in the narrow topology ([44, Theorem A.7]). For each

n ∈ N, we consider the following approximation of the given equation (1.1):







Mu = Tn(f)+hn

(u+ 1
n
)δ(x)

+ gn in Ω,

u = 0 in R
N \ Ω and u > 0 in Ω.

(3.1)

By Lemma 5.1, for each n ∈ N, there exists a unique weak solution un ∈ W
1,2
0 (Ω) to the

equation (3.1) such that for every ω ⋐ Ω, there exists a constant C(ω) > 0 (independent of n)

such that un ≥ C(ω) in ω for all n. By the weak formulation of (3.1), for every φ ∈ C∞
c (Ω),

we get

ˆ

Ω
A(x)∇un · ∇φdx+

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

(un(x)− un(y))(φ(x) − φ(y))K(x, y) dxdy

=

ˆ

Ω

Tn(f)φ

(un + 1
n
)δ(x)

dx+

ˆ

Ω

Hnφ

(un + 1
n
)δ(x)

dx+

ˆ

Ω
Gn · ∇

(

φ

(un + 1
n
)δ(x)

)

dx

+

ˆ

Ω
φgn dx. (3.2)

We pass to the limit in (3.2) for the cases δ∗ = 1 and δ∗ > 1 below.

(i) Let δ∗ = 1. By Lemma 5.2-(a), there exists a subsequence of {un}n∈N, still denoted by

{un}n∈N ⊂W
1,p
0 (Ω) and u ∈W

1,p
0 (Ω) such that un ⇀ u weakly in W 1,p

0 (Ω) and un → u
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pointwise a.e. in Ω. Since un ⇀ u weakly in W 1,p
0 (Ω), for every φ ∈ C∞

c (Ω), it follows

that

lim
n→∞

ˆ

Ω
A(x)∇un · ∇φdx =

ˆ

Ω
A(x)∇u · ∇φdx, (3.3)

and

lim
n→∞

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

(un(x)− un(y))(φ(x) − φ(y))K(x, y) dxdy

=

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

(u(x)− u(y))(φ(x) − φ(y))K(x, y) dxdy.

(3.4)

Moreover, since gn ⇀ µ in the narrow topology, for every φ ∈ C∞
c (Ω), we have

lim
n→∞

ˆ

Ω
φgn dx =

ˆ

Ω
φdµ. (3.5)

Let ω = suppφ, then there exists a constant C = C(ω) > 0 (independent of n) such that

un ≥ C in ω, for all n. Since f ∈ L1(Ω), from the Lebesgue’s dominated convergence

theorem, we get

lim
n→∞

ˆ

Ω

Tn(f)φ

(un + 1
n
)δ(x)

dx =

ˆ

Ω

fφ

uδ(x)
dx ∀φ ∈ C∞

c (Ω). (3.6)

Since Hn ⇀ H weakly in L1(Ω) and φ

(un+
1
n
)δ(x)

→ φ

uδ(x) pointwise a.e. in Ω and weak*

in L∞(Ω), by Theorem 2.5, it follows that

lim
n→∞

ˆ

Ω

Hnφ

(un + 1
n
)δ(x)

dx =

ˆ

Ω

Hφ

uδ(x)
dx. (3.7)

We only have to pass the limit in the second last term of (3.2). We observe that for

every φ ∈ C∞
c (Ω),

ˆ

Ω
Gn · ∇

(

φ

(un + 1
n
)δ(x)

)

dx =

ˆ

Ω

Gn · ∇φ

(un + 1
n
)δ(x)

dx−

ˆ

Ω

Gn · ∇δ(x)

(un + 1
n
)δ(x)

log
(

un +
1

n

)

φdx

−

ˆ

Ω

δ(x)Gn · ∇un

(un + 1
n
)δ(x)+1

φdx. (3.8)

The facts Gn → G strongly in (Lp′(Ω))N and ∇φ

(un+
1
n
)δ(x)

→ ∇φ

uδ(x) strongly in (Lp(Ω))N

are used to deduce that

lim
n→∞

ˆ

Ω

Gn · ∇φ

(un + 1
n
)δ(x)

dx =

ˆ

Ω

G · ∇φ

uδ(x)
dx. (3.9)

Moreover, since δ(x)φ∇un

(un+
1
n
)δ(x)+1 ⇀

δ(x)φ∇u

uδ(x)+1 weakly in (Lp(Ω))N , we obtain

lim
n→∞

ˆ

Ω

δ(x)Gn · ∇un

(un + 1
n
)δ(x)+1

φdx =

ˆ

Ω

δ(x)G · ∇u

uδ(x)+1
φdx. (3.10)
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In order to pass to the limit in the second last integral in (3.8), we use the local Lipschitz

continuity of δ in Ω. To be more precise, we use the fact |∇δ| ∈ L∞(ω) to apply

Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, where ω = suppφ. Define r := minΩ δ(x) >

0 and observe that log x
xr is bounded on [C,∞), where C > 0 is a uniform lower bound

of un in ω. We notice that

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

Gn · ∇δ(x)

(un + 1
n
)δ(x)

log
(

un +
1

n

)

φ

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
=

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

(

φ

(un + 1
n
)δ(x)−r

)



log
(

un + 1
n

)

(un + 1
n
)r



Gn · ∇δ

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ C|Gn|,

in ω. Using this together with the fact limn→∞

´

Ω |Gn| =
´

Ω |G|, we conclude

lim
n→∞

ˆ

Ω

Gn · ∇δ(x)

(un + 1
n
)δ(x)

log
(

un +
1

n

)

φdx =

ˆ

Ω

G · ∇δ

uδ(x)
log uφdx. (3.11)

Combining (3.9)-(3.11), the identity (3.8) leads to

lim
n→∞

ˆ

Ω
Gn · ∇

(

φ

(un + 1
n
)δ(x)

)

dx =

ˆ

Ω
G · ∇

(
φ

uδ(x)

)

dx. (3.12)

Thus, letting n→ ∞ in both sides of the equality (3.2) and using (3.3)-(3.7) and (3.12),

we obtain
ˆ

Ω
A(x)∇u · ∇φdx+

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

(u(x)− u(y))(φ(x) − φ(y))K(x, y) dxdy

=

ˆ

Ω

fφ

uδ(x)
dx+

ˆ

Ω

Hφ

uδ(x)
dx+

ˆ

Ω
G · ∇

(
φ

uδ(x)

)

dx+

ˆ

Ω
φdµ

=

ˆ

Ω

φ

uδ(x)
dν +

ˆ

Ω
φdµ.

Hence, u ∈W
1,p
0 (Ω) is a weak solution of the equation (1.1).

(ii) Let δ∗ > 1. We apply Lemma 5.2-(b) and conclude that there exists a subsequence of

{un}n∈N, still denoted by {un}n∈N ⊂W
1,p
loc (Ω) and u ∈W 1,p

loc (Ω) such that







un ⇀ u weakly in W 1,p
loc (Ω),

un → u pointwise a.e. in Ω.

In this case by repeating the similar proof as in (i) above, one can pass to the limit in

all the integral of the R.H.S. in (3.2) except the second integral, which is nonlocal. In

order to pass to the limit there, by Lemma 5.2, since the sequence
{

T
δ∗+1

2
1 (un)

}

n∈N
is

uniformly bounded in W 1,2
0 (Ω), by a similar argument as in [17, Theorem 3.6], we have

lim
n→∞

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

(T1(un)(x)− T1(un)(y))(φ(x) − φ(y))K(x, y) dxdy =

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

(T1(u)(x)− T1(u)(y))(φ(x) − φ(y))K(x, y) dxdy. (3.13)
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Furthermore, by Lemma 5.2, since {G1(un)}n∈N is uniformly bounded in W 1,p
0 (Ω), up

to a subsequence we have G1(un)⇀ G1(u) weakly in W 1,p
0 (Ω). Thus

lim
n→∞

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

(G1(un)(x)−G1(un)(y))(φ(x) − φ(y))K(x, y) dxdy =

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

(G1(u)(x)−G1(u)(y))(φ(x) − φ(y))K(x, y) dxdy. (3.14)

Combining (3.13) and (3.14) and using the fact un = T1(un) +G1(un), we obtain

lim
n→∞

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

(un(x)− un(y))(φ(x)− φ(y))K(x, y) dxdy =

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

(u(x) − u(y))(φ(x) − φ(y))K(x, y) dxdy. (3.15)

Letting n→ ∞ on both sides of the identity (3.2), we obtain

ˆ

Ω
A(x)∇u · ∇φdx+

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

(u(x)− u(y))(φ(x) − φ(y))K(x, y) dxdy

=

ˆ

Ω

φ

uδ
dν +

ˆ

Ω
φdµ.

Thus u ∈ W
1,p
loc (Ω) solves the equation (1.1). Moreover, by Lemma 5.2-(b) and Lemma

2.3, one has the sequence {G1(un)}n∈N is uniformly bounded in L1(Ω). Taking this into

account along with the fact that |T1(un)| ≤ 1 in Ω and un = T1(un)+G1(un), we obtain

that {un}n∈N is uniformly bounded in L1(Ω). Thus, by Fatou’s Lemma, it follows that

u ∈ L1(Ω). Furthermore, using Lemma 5.2-(b) one obtain that Tk(u) ∈ W
1,2
loc (Ω) such

that T
δ∗+1

2
k (u) ∈W

1,2
0 (Ω) for every k > 0.

3.2 Proof of Theorem 2.13

Suppose that δ : Ω → (0,∞) is a continuous function satisfying the condition (Pǫ,δ∗) for some

δ∗ ≥ 1 and for some ǫ > 0. Since ν ∈ L1(Ω) \ {0} is a non-negative, therefore ν ∈M
p
0 (Ω) for

every 1 < p < N
N−1 . Moreover, since νs = 0, hence the gradient of δ does not appear, so the

locally Lipschitz continuity of δ is not required here. Thus taking into account Lemma 5.1

and Lemma 5.2, the proof follows along the lines of the proof of Theorem 2.12.

3.3 Proof of Theorem 2.16

Since ν ∈M
q
0 (Ω) is a non-negative bounded Radon measure on Ω, which is non-singular with

respect to Lebesgue measure, using the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem 2.12, we

can find a non-negative function f ∈ L1(Ω) \ {0} and a sequence of non-negative functions

{hn}n∈N ⊂ L2(Ω) with the same properties found in the proof of Theorem 2.12 except that the

exponent p there will be replaced with the above exponent q here. Taking this into account,



Mixed local-nonlocal singular problem 16

for each n ∈ N, we consider the following approximation of the equation (1.1):






Mu = Tn(f)+hn

(u+ 1
n
)δ

+ Tn(µ) in Ω,

u = 0 in R
N \ Ω and u > 0 in Ω,

(3.16)

where µ ∈ L
N(δ+1)
N+2δ (Ω) is a non-negative function in Ω. Finally, we pass to the limit in the

weak formulation of (3.16) to conclude the result. This follows by taking into account Lemma

5.1, Lemma 5.3-(a), (b) along with Lemma 5.3-(c) and proceeding along the lines of the proof

of Theorem 2.12.

4 Proof of regularity results

Proof of Theorem 2.18:

(i) If r,m > N
2 , then by Lemma 5.4, Lemma 5.5 and Lemma 5.8, we conclude that {un}n∈N

is uniformly bounded in L∞(Ω). Since the solution u, obtained in Theorem 2.12 is the

pointwise limit of un, we have u ∈ L∞(Ω).

(ii) If r > N
2 , 1 < m < N

2 , then by Lemma 5.4, Lemma 5.5 and Lemma 5.8, we obtain
ˆ

Ω
|un|

m∗∗

dx ≤ C,

for some constant C > 0 independent of n. Since un → u pointwise a.e. in Ω, by Fatou’s

Lemma, we have
ˆ

Ω
|u|m

∗∗

dx ≤ lim inf
n→∞

ˆ

Ω
|un|

m∗∗

dx ≤ C,

for some constant C > 0 independent of n. Hence, u ∈ Lm∗∗

(Ω).

Proofs of part (iii)-(iv) follows in a similar way by taking into account Lemma 5.4, Lemma

5.5 and Lemma 5.8.

Proof of Theorem 2.19: The proof follows from Lemma 5.4, Lemma 5.5 and Lemma 5.7.

Proof of Theorem 2.20: The proof follows from Lemma 5.4, Lemma 5.5 and Lemma 5.6.

5 Appendix

5.1 Approximate problem

Throughout this subsection, we assume that δ : Ω → (0,∞) is a continuous function. Let

n ∈ N and we define Tn(f(x)) = min{f(x), n}, where f ∈ L1(Ω) \ {0} is a non-negative

function in Ω. Further, we assume that hn, gn ∈ L2(Ω) are non-negative functions in Ω.

Then for each fixed n ∈ N, we consider the following approximated problem






Mu = Tn(f)+hn

(u+ 1
n
)δ(x)

+ gn in Ω,

u = 0 in R
N \ Ω and u > 0 in Ω.

(5.1)
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Lemma 5.1. Let n ∈ N. Then there exists a unique weak solution un ∈ W
1,2
0 (Ω) of the

equation (5.1). Moreover, for every ω ⋐ Ω, there exists a constant C(ω) > 0 (independent of

n) such that un ≥ C(ω) in ω for all n.

Proof. Existence: Let n ∈ N. By the Lax-Milgram theorem [27, page 315], we define a map

Θ : L2(Ω) → L2(Ω) by Θv = w, where w is the unique solution of the following equation:






Mw = Tn(f)+hn

(|v|+ 1
n
)δ(x)

+ gn in Ω,

w = 0 in R
N \ Ω.

(5.2)

First, we claim that Θ is continuous. To this end, let {vk}k∈N ⊂ L2(Ω) be such that vk → v

strongly in L2(Ω). We claim that wk := Θvk converges to w := Θv in L2(Ω). It suffices

to show that every subsequence of {wk}k∈N has a further subsequence that converges to w

strongly in L2(Ω). Our claim is that {wk}k∈N has a subsequence that converges to w in L2(Ω)

and the proof for any other subsequence of {wk}k∈N is similar. Since vk → v strongly in L2(Ω),

there exists a subsequence of {vk}k∈N, still denoted {vk}k∈N such that vk → v pointwise a.e.

in Ω. Since the equation (5.2) is linear, we have






M(wk − w) = Tn(f)+hn

(|vk |+
1
n
)δ(x)

− Tn(f)+hn

(|v|+ 1
n
)δ(x)

in Ω,

wk − w = 0 in R
N \ Ω.

(5.3)

We choose φ = (wk − w) as test function in the weak formulation of (5.3) and apply (1.2),

(1.3) to deduce

α

ˆ

Ω
|∇(wk − w)|2 dx+ Λ−1

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

((wk − w)(x) − (wk − w)(y))2

|x− y|N+2s
dxdy

︸ ︷︷ ︸

≥0

≤

ˆ

Ω

(

Tn(f) + hn

(|vk|+
1
n
)δ(x)

−
Tn(f) + hn

(|v|+ 1
n
)δ(x)

)

(wk − w) dx

≤

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

Tn(f) + hn

(|vk|+
1
n
)δ(x)

−
Tn(f) + hn

(|v|+ 1
n
)δ(x)

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
L2(Ω)

||wk − w||L2(Ω).

Using Lemma 2.3 in the above estimate, we get

‖wk − w‖L2(Ω) ≤ C

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

Tn(f) + hn

(|vk|+
1
n
)δ(x)

−
Tn(f) + hn

(|v|+ 1
n
)δ(x)

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
L2(Ω)

, (5.4)

where C > 0 is a constant independent of k. Now since
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

Tn(f) + hn

(|vk|+
1
n
)δ(x)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

2

≤ 2
(

||nδ(x)||2L∞(Ω)|Tn(f) + hn|
2
)

∈ L1(Ω),

by the Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we obtain

lim
k→∞

Tn(f) + hn

(|vk|+
1
n
)δ(x)

=
Tn(f) + hn

(|v| + 1
n
)δ(x)
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strongly in L2(Ω). Hence, (5.4) implies wk → w strongly in L2(Ω) and consequently Θ is

continuous.

Now, we show that Θ is compact. In this concern, let {vk}k∈N be a bounded sequence in

L2(Ω) and wk := Θvk. Incorporating wk as a test function in the weak formulation of (5.2)

with (v,w) = (vk, wk) and applying (1.2), (1.3), one has

α

ˆ

Ω
|∇wk|

2 dx+ Λ−1

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

(wk(x)− wk(y))
2

|x− y|N+2s
dxdy

︸ ︷︷ ︸

≥0

≤

ˆ

Ω

(

Tn(f) + hn

(|vk|+
1
n
)δ(x)

+ gn

)

wk dx

≤ C‖Tn(f) + hn + gn‖L2(Ω)‖wk‖L2(Ω)

≤ C‖Tn(f) + hn + gn‖L2(Ω)‖∇wk‖L2(Ω),

(5.5)

where C > 0 is a constant independent on k. To obtain the last inequality we have again used

Lemma 2.3). The inequality (5.5) yields

‖∇wk‖L2(Ω) ≤ C‖Tn(f) + hn + gn‖L2(Ω),

where C > 0 is a constant independent of k. Thus, since hn, gn ∈ L2(Ω), the above esti-

mates yields that the sequence {wk}k∈N is bounded in W 1,2
0 (Ω). By Lemma 2.3, the sequence

{wk}k∈N has a convergent subsequence in L2(Ω). This proves that Θ is compact. Using the

same argument above, we observe that there exists a radius R > 0 such that the ball of

radius R in L2(Ω) is invariant under the mapping Θ. Hence, one can exploit Schauder’s

fixed point theorem to conclude the existence of a fixed point of the map Θ, i.e., there exists

un ∈W
1,2
0 (Ω) such that







Mun = Tn(f)+hn

(|un|+
1
n
)δ(x)

+ gn in Ω,

un = 0 in R
N \ Ω.

(5.6)

We put φ = −u−n in the weak formulation of the above equation (5.6) and obtain
´

Ω |∇u−n |
2 dx ≤

0 that gives u−n = 0 in Ω and hence un ≥ 0 in Ω. By [31, Theorem 3.10], we have un > 0 in

Ω and consequently it is a weak solution of the equation (5.1).

Uniqueness: Let n ∈ N and suppose un and ũn in W 1,2
0 (Ω) are two weak solutions of the

equation (5.1). Thus, w = un − ũn is a weak solution of the equation






Mw =
(

Tn(f)+hn

(un+
1
n
)δ(x)

− Tn(f)+hn

(ũn+
1
n
)δ(x)

)

in Ω,

w = 0 in RN \ Ω.
(5.7)

Choosing φ = w+ as a test function in the weak formulation of (5.7) and utilizing (1.2), (1.3)

we obtain

α

ˆ

Ω
|∇w+|2 dx ≤

ˆ

Ω

(

Tn(f) + hn

(un + 1
n
)δ(x)

−
Tn(f) + hn

(ũn + 1
n
)δ(x)

)

w+ dx ≤ 0, (5.8)
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which reveals that w+ = 0 in Ω. Consequently, un ≤ ũn in Ω. Interchanging the roles of un

and ũn, we obtain ũn ≤ un in Ω. This proves that the equation (5.1) admits a unique weak

solution un ∈W
1,2
0 (Ω).

Uniform positivity: Let n ∈ N. To obtain a uniform lower bound of un, we compare un

with the solution w ∈W
1,2
0 (Ω) of the following equation:







Mw = T1(f)

(w+1)δ(x)
in Ω,

w = 0 in R
N \ Ω and w > 0 in Ω.

(5.9)

Existence of such function w follows from [31, Lemma 4.6]. By incorporating the test function

ψ = (w − un)
+ in the weak formulations of (5.1),(5.9) and subtracting one from the other,

we obtain
ˆ

Ω
A(x)∇(w − un) · ∇ψ dx+

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

((w − un)(x) − (w − un)(y))(ψ(x) − ψ(y))K(x, y)dx dy

=

ˆ

Ω

T1(f)ψ

(w + 1)δ(x)
dx−

ˆ

Ω

Tn(f)ψ

(un + 1
n
)δ(x)

dx−

ˆ

Ω

hnψ

(un + 1
n
)δ(x)

dx−

ˆ

Ω
gnψ dx

≤

ˆ

Ω

(

1

(w + 1)δ(x)
−

1

(un + 1
n
)δ(x)

)

Tn(f)ψ dx ≤ 0.

Due to the property (1.2) and (1.3), we have

α

ˆ

Ω
|∇ψ|2dx+ Λ−1

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

((w − un)(x)− (w − un)(y))(ψ(x) − ψ(y))

|x− y|N+2s
dxdy

︸ ︷︷ ︸

≥0

≤ 0,

which implies

0 ≤

ˆ

Ω
|∇ψ|2 dx ≤ 0.

Thus, ψ = 0 in Ω and hence un ≥ w in Ω. Since n ∈ N is arbitrary, this inequality holds

for every n ∈ N. Thus, from [31, Lemma 4.6], we can conclude that for every ω ⋐ Ω, there

exists a constant C(ω) > 0 such that w ≥ C(ω) in ω and consequently, un ≥ C(ω) in ω for

all n.

5.2 A priori estimates for Theorem 2.12 and Theorem 2.13

The following uniform boundeness results will be useful for the proofs of Theorem 2.12 and

Theorem 2.13.

Lemma 5.2. (Uniform boundedness) Assume that the function δ : Ω → (0,∞) is continuous

which satisfies the condition (Pǫ,δ∗) for some δ∗ ≥ 1 and for some ǫ > 0. Let n ∈ N and

assume that the solution of (5.1) obtained in Lemma 5.1 is denoted by un. If the sequences

of non-negative functions {gn}n∈N, {hn}n∈N ⊂ L2(Ω) in Ω are uniformly bounded in L1(Ω),

then the following conclusions hold:
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(a) If δ∗ = 1, then the sequence {un}n∈N is uniformly bounded in W
1,q
0 (Ω) for every 1 <

q < N
N−1 .

(b) If δ∗ > 1, then the sequence {un}n∈N is uniformly bounded in W 1,q
loc (Ω)∩L

1(Ω) for every

1 < q < N
N−1 . Moreover, the sequences {Gk(un)}n∈N, {Tk(un)}n∈N and

{

T
δ∗+1

2
k (un)

}

n∈N

are uniformly bounded in W
1,q
0 (Ω), W 1,2

loc (Ω) and W
1,2
0 (Ω) respectively for every fixed

k > 0 and 1 < q < N
N−1 .

Proof. (a) We assume δ∗ = 1, which means that there exists ǫ > 0 such that 0 < δ(x) ≤

1 for all x ∈ Ωǫ. We shall prove that {un}n∈N is uniformly bounded in W
1,q
0 (Ω) for

every 1 < q < N
N−1 . Due to the fact (2.1), it is sufficient to prove that {un}n∈N

is bounded in M
N

N−1 (Ω). Since Ω is bounded, it is enough to estimate the measure,

|x ∈ Ω : {|∇un| ≥ t}| for all t ≥ 1. For any l, t ≥ 1, we observe that

|{x ∈ Ω : |∇un| ≥ t}| ≤ |{x ∈ Ω : |∇un| ≥ t, un ≤ l}|
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=I2

+ |{x ∈ Ω : |∇un| ≥ t, un ≥ l}|
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=I1

.

(5.10)

Estimate of I1: For l ≥ 1, using φ = Tl(un) as a test function in the weak formulation

of the equation (5.1) along with (1.2) and (1.3), we deduce

α

ˆ

Ω
|∇Tl(un)|

2 dx+Λ−1

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

(un(x)− un(y))(Tl(un(x))− Tl(un(y)))

|x− y|N+2s
dxdy

︸ ︷︷ ︸

≥0

≤

ˆ

Ω

Tn(f) + hn

(un + 1
n
)δ(x)

Tl(un) dx+

ˆ

Ω
Tl(un)gn dx

≤

ˆ

Ω

Tn(f) + hn

(un + 1
n
)δ(x)

Tl(un) dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=J1

+l||gn||L1(Ω). (5.11)

We observe that, since Tl(s) is an increasing function in s, the nonlocal integral above

become non-negative. Using the condition (Pǫ,δ∗) and by Lemma 5.1, the fact un ≥ C
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in Ω ∩ Ωc
ǫ for all n ∈ N, where C > 0 is a constant independent of n, one has

J1 =

ˆ

Ω∩Ωc
ǫ

Tn(f) + hn

(un + 1
n
)δ(x)

Tl(un) dx+

ˆ

{x∈Ωǫ:un(x)≥1}

Tn(f) + hn

(un + 1
n
)δ(x)

Tl(un) dx

+

ˆ

{x∈Ωǫ:un(x)<1}

Tn(f) + hn

(un + 1
n
)δ(x)

Tl(un) dx

≤ l||C−δ(x)||L∞(Ω)

ˆ

Ω
(Tn(f) + hn) dx+

ˆ

{x∈Ωǫ:un(x)≥1}
(Tn(f) + hn)Tl(un) dx

+

ˆ

{x∈Ωǫ:un(x)<1}
(Tn(f) + hn)

(

un +
1

n

)1−δ(x)
dx

≤ l||C−δ(x)||L∞(Ω)

ˆ

Ω
(f + hn) dx+ l

ˆ

{x∈Ωǫ:un(x)≥1}
(f + hn) dx

+ ||21−δ(x)||L∞(Ω)

ˆ

{x∈Ωǫ:un(x)<1}
(f + hn) dx

≤ C(l + 1), (5.12)

where C > 0 is a constant independent of n. To obtain the last inequality above, we

have used the uniform L1 bound of hn. It follows from (5.11) and (5.12) along with the

uniform L1 bound of gn that
ˆ

Ω
|∇Tl(un)|

2 dx ≤ C(l + 1), (5.13)

where C > 0 is a constant independent of n. By Lemma 2.3, one has

(
ˆ

{x∈Ω:un(x)≥l}
|Tl(un)|

2∗ dx

) 2
2∗

≤ C(l + 1),

where 2∗ = 2N
N−2 . Here C > 0 is a constant independent of n. This yields

|{x ∈ Ω : un(x) ≥ l}|
2
2∗ ≤

C

l

(

1 +
1

l

)

≤
C

l
.

Thus, there exists a constant C > 0 independent of n such that

I1 ≤ |{x ∈ Ω : un(x) ≥ l}| ≤
C

l
N

N−2

, for all l ≥ 1. (5.14)

Estimate of I2: For any t ≥ 1 and l ≥ 1, we have

I2 = |{x ∈ Ω : |∇un| ≥ t, un ≤ l}| ≤
1

t2

ˆ

{x∈Ω:un≤l}
|∇un|

2 dx

≤
1

t2

ˆ

Ω
|∇Tl(un)|

2 dx ≤
Cl

t2

(

1 +
1

l

)

≤
Cl

t2
, (5.15)

where C > 0 is a constant independent of n. To obtain the second last inequality we

have used (5.13). Thus, combining (5.14) and (5.15), we conclude from (5.10) that there

exists a constant C > 0 independent of n such that

|{x ∈ Ω : |∇un| ≥ t}| ≤ C
( 1

l
N

N−2

+
l

t2

)

, for all l, t ≥ 1. (5.16)
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In particular, choosing l = t
N−2
N−1 in (5.16) gives that

|{x ∈ Ω : |∇un| ≥ t}| ≤
C

t
N

N−1

for all t ≥ 1, (5.17)

for some constant C > 0 independent of n. Thus using the embedding (2.1) in (5.17),

it follows that the sequence
{
|∇un|

}

n∈N
is uniformly bounded in Lq(Ω) for every 1 <

q < N
N−1 and consequently, the sequence {un}n∈N is uniformly bounded in W 1,q

0 (Ω) for

every 1 < q < N
N−1 .

(b) We assume there exist δ∗ > 1 and ǫ > 0 such that 0 < δ(x) ≤ δ∗ for all x ∈ Ωǫ.

Claim 1: For every fixed k > 0, the sequence {Gk(un)}n∈N is uniformly bounded in

W
1,q
0 (Ω) for every 1 < q < N

N−1 .

To this end, similar to part (a) above, we estimate the measure |{x ∈ Ω : |∇Gk(un)| ≥

t}| for all t ≥ 1. Let l > 0. Then, we observe that

|{x ∈ Ω : ∇Gk(un)| ≥ t}| (5.18)

≤ |{x ∈ Ω : |∇Gk(un)| ≥ t,Gk(un) ≤ l}
︸ ︷︷ ︸

I2

|+ |{x ∈ Ω : |∇Gk(un)| ≥ t,Gk(un) ≥ l}|
︸ ︷︷ ︸

I1

.

(5.19)

We estimate I1 and I2 using the same approach as in part (a) above.

Estimate of I1: By taking the test function φ = Tl(Gk(un)) in the weak formulation

of (5.1), we obtain
ˆ

Ω
A(x)∇un · ∇Tl(Gk(un)) dx+

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

(un(x)− un(y))(φ(x) − φ(y)K(x, y) dxdy

︸ ︷︷ ︸

≥0

=

ˆ

Ω

(Tn(f) + hn)

(un + 1
n
)δ(x)

Tl(Gk(un)) dx+

ˆ

Ω
gnTl(Gk(un)) dx

≤ l

∥
∥
∥
∥

1

kδ(x)

∥
∥
∥
∥
L∞(Ω)

ˆ

Ω
(Tn(f) + hn) dx+ l

ˆ

Ω
gn

≤ Cl(||f ||L1(Ω) + ||hn||L1(Ω) + ||gn||L1(Ω)) ≤ Cl, (5.20)

where the constant C > 0 is independent of n. We observe that, since Tl(s) is an

increasing function in s, the nonlocal integral above becomes non-negative. We have

used the fact that un ≥ k in suppTl(Gk(un)) to obtain the first inequality in (5.20)

above. Then the above inequality (5.20) together with (1.2) leads to
ˆ

Ω
|∇Tl(Gk(un))|

2 dx ≤ Cl, (5.21)

where C > 0 is a constant independent of n. Using Lemma 2.3, we deduce

|{x ∈ Ω : Gk(un) ≥ l}|
2
2∗ ≤

1

l2

(
ˆ

Ω
|Tl(Gk(un))|

2∗ dx

) 2
2∗

≤
1

l2

ˆ

Ω
|∇Tl(Gk(un))|

2 dx ≤
C

l
,
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that is,

|{x ∈ Ω : Gk(un) ≥ l}| ≤
C

l
N

N−2

,

for some constant C > 0 independent of n, where 2∗ = 2N
N−2 . Hence,

I1 = |{x ∈ Ω : |∇Gk(un)| ≥ t,Gk(un) ≥ l}| ≤
C

l
N

N−2

, (5.22)

for some constant C > 0 independent of n.

Estimate of I2: Using the inequality (5.21), we obtain

I2 = |{x ∈ Ω : |∇Gk(un)| ≥ t,Gk(un) ≤ l}| ≤
1

t2

ˆ

{x∈Ω:Gk(un)≤l}
|∇Gk(un)|

2 dx (5.23)

≤
1

t2

ˆ

Ω
|∇Tl(Gk(un))|

2 dx ≤
Cl

t2
,

where C > 0 is a constant independent of n.

For t ≥ 1, choosing l = t
N−2
N−1 in (5.22) and (5.23) and using these two inequalities in

(5.18), we get

|{x ∈ Ω : |∇Gk(un)| ≥ t}| ≤
C

t
N

N−1

,

for some constant C > 0 independent of n. This completes the proof of Claim 1.

Claim 2: For every fixed k > 0, the sequences {Tk(un)}n∈N and
{

Tk(un)
δ∗+1

2

}

n∈N
are

uniformly bounded in W 1,2
loc (Ω) and W

1,2
0 (Ω) respectively.

By choosing φ = T δ∗
k (un) into the weak formulation of (5.1) and making use of the

properties (1.2) and (1.3), we deduce

4αδ∗
(δ∗ + 1)2

ˆ

Ω

∣
∣
∣∇T

δ∗+1
2

k (un)
∣
∣
∣

2
dx+ Λ−1

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

(un(x)− un(y))(φ(x) − φ(y))

|x− y|N+2s
dxdy

︸ ︷︷ ︸

≥0

≤

ˆ

Ω

Tn(f) + hn

(un + 1
n
)δ(x)

T δ∗
k (un) dx+

ˆ

Ω
T δ∗
k (un)gn dx.

≤

ˆ

Ω

Tn(f) + hn

(un + 1
n
)δ(x)

T δ∗
k (un) dx+ kδ∗

ˆ

Ω
gn dx. (5.24)

Using the condition (Pǫ,δ∗) and by Lemma 5.1, the fact un ≥ C in Ω∩Ωc
ǫ for all n ∈ N,
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where C > 0 is a constant independent of n, we obtain
ˆ

Ω

Tn(f) + hn

(un + 1
n
)δ(x)

T δ∗
k (un) dx =

ˆ

Ω∩Ωc
ǫ

Tn(f) + hn

(un + 1
n
)δ(x)

T δ∗
k (un) dx

+

ˆ

{x∈Ωǫ:un(x)≥1}

Tn(f) + hn

(un + 1
n
)δ(x)

T δ∗
k (un) dx+

ˆ

{x∈Ωǫ:un(x)<1}

Tn(f) + hn

(un + 1
n
)δ(x)

T δ∗
k (un) dx

≤ ||C−δ(x)||L∞(Ω)k
δ∗

ˆ

Ω
(Tn(f) + hn) dx+ kδ∗

ˆ

{x∈Ωǫ:un(x)≥1}
(Tn(f) + hn) dx

+

ˆ

{x∈Ωǫ:un(x)<1}
(Tn(f) + hn)

(

un +
1

n

)δ∗−δ(x)
dx

≤ ||C−δ(x)||L∞(Ω)k
δ∗

ˆ

Ω
(f + hn) dx+ kδ∗

ˆ

{x∈Ωǫ:un(x)≥1}
(f + hn) dx

+ ||2δ∗−δ(x)||L∞(Ω)

ˆ

{x∈Ωǫ:un(x)<1}
(f + hn) dx

≤ C(kδ∗ + 1), (5.25)

where C > 0 is a constant independent of n. To obtain the last inequality above, we

have used the facts f ∈ L1(Ω) and that {hn}n∈N is uniformly bounded in L1(Ω). Using

the estimate (5.25) and uniform L1(Ω) bound of gn, (5.24) yields
ˆ

Ω

∣
∣
∣∇T

δ∗+1
2

k (un)
∣
∣
∣

2
dx ≤ C(kδ∗ + 1), (5.26)

where C > 0 is a constant independent of n. Hence, the sequence
{

Tk(un)
δ∗+1

2

}

n∈N
is

uniformly bounded in W 1,2
0 (Ω) for every fixed k > 0. Moreover, since for every ω ⋐ Ω,

there exists a constant C(ω) > 0 (independent of n) such that un ≥ C(ω) for all n,

therefore using (5.26), we obtain

C(ω)δ∗−1

ˆ

ω

|∇Tk(un)|
2 dx ≤

ˆ

ω

uδ∗−1
n |∇Tk(un)|

2 dx =

ˆ

Ω
T δ∗−1
k (un)|∇Tk(un)|

2 dx ≤ C,

where C > 0 is a constant independent of n. Hence, {Tk(un)}n∈N is uniformly bounded

in W 1,2
loc (Ω). This completes the proof of Claim 2.

Finally, since un = T1(un) + G1(un), using Claim 1 and Claim 2, it follows that the

sequence {un}n∈N is uniformly bounded in W 1,q
loc (Ω) ∩ L

1(Ω) for every 1 < q < N
N−1 .

5.3 A priori estimates for Theorem 2.16

Lemma 5.3. Assume that the function δ : Ω → (0,∞) is a constant function. Let n ∈ N

and define gn(x) = Tn(g(x)) = min{g(x), n} in (5.1), where g ∈ L
N(δ+1)
N+2δ (Ω) is a non-negative

function in Ω. Suppose that the solution of (5.1) obtained in Lemma 5.1 is denoted by un.

Assume that the sequence of non-negative functions {hn}n∈N ⊂ L2(Ω) in Ω is uniformly

bounded in L1(Ω). Then the following conclusions hold:
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(a) If δ = 1, then {un}n∈N is uniformly bounded in W 1,2
0 (Ω).

(b) If 0 < δ < 1, then {un}n∈N is uniformly bounded in W 1,q
0 (Ω), where q = N(δ+1)

N+δ−1 .

(c) If δ > 1, then {un}n∈N is uniformly bounded in W
1,2
loc (Ω). Moreover,

{

u
δ+1
2

n

}

n∈N
is

uniformly bounded in W 1,2
0 (Ω).

Proof. (a) Choosing un as a test function in the weak formulation of (5.1) and applying the

properties (1.2), (1.3), we get

α

ˆ

Ω
|∇un|

2 dx+Λ−1

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

(un(x)− un(y))
2

|x− y|N+2s
dxdy

︸ ︷︷ ︸

≥0

≤

ˆ

Ω

(Tn(f) + hn)un

(un + 1
n
)

dx+

ˆ

Ω
gnun dx. (5.27)

Using Hölder’s inequality along with Lemma 2.3 in (5.27), it follows that

α||un||
2
W

1,2
0 (Ω)

≤

ˆ

Ω
(f+hn) dx+

ˆ

gun dx ≤ C+||g||L(2∗)′(Ω)||un||L2∗ (Ω) ≤ C(1+||un||W 1,2
0 (Ω)

),

where C is a constant independent of n. Hence the sequence {un}n∈N is uniformly

bounded in W 1,2
0 (Ω).

(b) If 0 < δ < 1, then for 0 < ǫ < 1
n
, choosing φ = (un + ǫ)δ − ǫδ as a test function in the

weak formulation of (5.1) and using the properties (1.2), (1.3), we obtain

α

ˆ

Ω

∣
∣
∣∇(un + ǫ)

δ+1
2

∣
∣
∣

2
dx+Λ−1

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

(un(x)− un(y))(φ(x) − φ(y))

|x− y|N+2s
dxdy

︸ ︷︷ ︸

≥0

(5.28)

≤

ˆ

Ω

(Tn(f) + hn)φ

(un + 1
n
)δ

dx+

ˆ

Ω
gnφdx (5.29)

≤

ˆ

Ω
(Tn(f) + hn) dx+

ˆ

Ω
g(un + ǫ)δ dx

≤ C +

ˆ

Ω
g(un + ǫ)δ dx, (5.30)

where C is a constant independent of n. Using Hölder inequality, (5.28) yields

ˆ

Ω

∣
∣
∣∇(un + ǫ)

δ+1
2

∣
∣
∣

2
dx ≤ C

[

1 +

(
ˆ

Ω
(un + ǫ)

2∗(δ+1)
2 dx

) 2δ
2∗(δ+1)

||g||Lr(Ω)

]

, (5.31)

where r = N(δ+1)
N+2δ and C > 0 is a constant independent of n. Here 2∗ = 2N

N−2 . Applying

Lemma 2.3 in (5.31), we have

(
ˆ

Ω
|un + ǫ|

2∗(δ+1)
2 dx

) 2
2∗

≤ C

[

1 +

(
ˆ

Ω
(un + ǫ)

2∗(δ+1)
2 dx

) 2δ
2∗(δ+1)

||g||Lr(Ω)

]

, (5.32)
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where C is a constant independent of n. Hence, there exists a constant C > 0 indepen-

dent of n such that
ˆ

Ω
|un + ǫ|

2∗(δ+1)
2 dx ≤ C. (5.33)

Using (5.33) in (5.31), we arrive at
ˆ

Ω

|∇un|
2

(un + ǫ)(1−δ)
dx ≤ C, (5.34)

where C is a constant independent of n. Now, for any 1 < p < 2, using Hölder’s

inequality, we have
ˆ

Ω
|∇un|

p dx ≤

ˆ

Ω

|∇un|
p

(un + ǫ)
(1−δ)p

2

(un + ǫ)
(1−δ)p

2 dx

≤

(
ˆ

Ω

|∇un|
2

(un + ǫ)(1−δ)
dx

) p
2
(
ˆ

Ω
(un + ǫ)

(1−δ)p
2−p dx

) 2−p
2

≤ C

(
ˆ

Ω
(un + ǫ)

(1−δ)p
2−p dx

) 2−p
2

, (5.35)

where C is a constant independent of n. We choose 1 < p < 2 such that (1−δ)p
2−p

= 2∗(δ+1)
2 ,

i.e., p = N(δ+1)
N+δ−1 = q. Note that 1 < q < 2, since N > 2 and δ ∈ (0, 1). Hence, the proof

follows from (5.33) and (5.35).

(c) Let k > 0, then we choose T δ
k (un) as a test function in the weak formulation of the

equation (5.1) with δ > 1 and apply (1.2), (1.3) to obtain

αδ

ˆ

Ω

∣
∣
∣∇T

δ+1
2

k (un)
∣
∣
∣

2
dx+Λ−1

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

(un(x)− un(y))(T
δ
k (un(x))− T δ

k (un(y)))

|x− y|N+2s
dxdy

︸ ︷︷ ︸

≥0

≤

ˆ

Ω

T δ
k (un)(Tn(f) + hn)

(un + 1
n
)δ

dx+

ˆ

Ω
gnT

δ
k (un) dx.

Using the fact Tk(s) ≤ s for every k, s > 0, the above identity yields
ˆ

Ω

∣
∣
∣∇T

δ+1
2

k (un)
∣
∣
∣

2
dx ≤

ˆ

Ω
(Tn(f) + hn) dx+

ˆ

Ω
gT δ

k (un) dx. (5.36)

Using Hölder’s inequality and the fact that ||Tn(f)+hn||L1(Ω) is uniformly bounded, we

have
ˆ

Ω

∣
∣
∣∇T

δ+1
2

k (un)
∣
∣
∣

2
dx ≤ C + ||g||Lr(Ω)

(
ˆ

Ω
|Tk(un)|

s dx

) δ
s

, (5.37)

where s = 2∗(δ+1)
2 , r = N(δ+1)

N+2δ and C > 0 is a constant independent of n, k. Here

2∗ = 2N
N−2 . Applying Lemma 2.3 in (5.37), we obtain

(
ˆ

Ω
|Tk(un)|

s dx

) 2
2∗

≤ C

(

1 + ||g||Lr(Ω)

(
ˆ

Ω
|Tk(un)|

s dx

) δ
s

)

. (5.38)
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Since 2
2∗ >

δ
s
= 2δ

2∗(δ+1) , there exists a constant C > 0 (independent of n, k) such

ˆ

Ω
|Tk(un)|

s dx ≤ C for all n, k ∈ N.

Thus by using (5.37) and Fatou’s lemma, we have

ˆ

Ω

∣
∣
∣∇u

δ+1
2

n

∣
∣
∣

2
dx ≤ lim inf

k→∞

ˆ

Ω

∣
∣
∣∇T

δ+1
2

k (un)
∣
∣
∣

2
dx ≤ C

(
1 + ||g||Lr(Ω)

)
,

where C > 0 is a constant independent of n.Hence, the sequence
{

u
δ+1
2

n

}

n∈N
is uniformly

bounded in W 1,2
0 (Ω). Now, for every ω ⋐ Ω, there exists C(ω) > 0 (independent of n)

such that un ≥ C(ω) for all n ∈ N. Thus,

ˆ

ω

|∇un|
2 dx ≤ C

ˆ

ω

∣
∣
∣∇u

δ+1
2

n

∣
∣
∣

2
u1−δ
n dx ≤

1

C(ω)δ−1

ˆ

Ω

∣
∣
∣∇u

δ+1
2

n

∣
∣
∣

2
dx ≤ C̃(ω).

This completes the proof of the Lemma.

5.4 A priori estimates for regularity results

In this subsection, unless otherwise mentioned, we assume that δ : Ω → (0,∞) is a continuous

function and f ∈ Lr(Ω)\{0} and g ∈ Lm(Ω) for some r,m ≥ 1 are two non-negative functions

in Ω.

By Lemma 5.1 and proceeding along the lines of the proof of [35, Lemma 3.1], for each

fixed n ∈ N, we have the existence of a unique weak solution un ∈ W
1,2
0 (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) of the

equation






Mun = Tn(f)

(un+
1
n
)δ(x)

+ Tn(g) in Ω,

un > 0 in Ω, and un = 0 in R
N \ Ω.

(5.39)

Moreover, for each fixed n ∈ N, by [35, Lemma 3.2] there exists a unique weak solution

vn ∈W
1,2
0 (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) of the problem







Mvn = Tn(f)

(vn+
1
n
)δ(x)

in Ω,

vn > 0 in Ω, and vn = 0 in R
N \ Ω,

(5.40)

and by [35, Lemma 3.1], there exists a unique weak solution wn ∈W 1,2
0 (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) solving







Mwn = Tn(g) in Ω,

wn > 0 in Ω, and wn = 0 in R
N \ Ω

(5.41)

respectively.
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Lemma 5.4. Let n ∈ N and assume that un, vn, wn ∈ W
1,2
0 (Ω) are solutions of the problem

(5.39), (5.40) and (5.41) respectively. If {wn}n∈N and {vn}n∈N are uniformly bounded in

La(Ω) and Lb(Ω) respectively for some a, b ≥ 1, then {un}n∈N is uniformly bounded in Lc(Ω),

where c = min{a, b}.

Proof. The function ũn := (un − vn − wn) satisfies the following equation







Mũn = Tn(f)
(

1
(un+

1
n
)δ(x)

− 1
(vn+

1
n
)δ(x)

)

in Ω,

ũn = 0 in R
N \ Ω.

(5.42)

By putting the test function φ = ũ+n in the weak formulation of (5.42) and applying (1.2),

(1.3), we obtain

α

ˆ

Ω
|∇ũ+n |

2 dx+ Λ−1

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

(ũn(x)− ũn(y))(ũ
+
n (x)− ũ+n (y))

|x− y|N+2s

︸ ︷︷ ︸

≥0

dxdy

≤

ˆ

Ω
Tn(f)

(

1

(un + 1
n
)δ(x)

−
1

(vn + 1
n
)δ(x)

)

ũ+n dx ≤ 0,

which gives
ˆ

Ω
|∇ũ+n |

2 dx ≤ 0,

that is ũ+n = 0 in Ω. Therefore, un ≤ vn + wn in Ω and hence {un}n∈N is uniformly bounded

in Lc(Ω).

The following regularity result for the above solution wn of the equation (5.41) is highly

significant for our argument.

Lemma 5.5. Assume that g ∈ Lm(Ω) be a non-negative function in Ω for some m > 1. Then

the above solution wn to the equation (5.41) satisfies the following conclusions:

(a) If m > N
2 , then {wn}n∈N is uniformly bounded in L∞(Ω).

(b) If 1 < m < N
2 , then {wn}n∈N is uniformly bounded in Lm∗∗

(Ω), where m∗∗ = Nm
N−2m .

Proof. (a) For k ≥ 1, taking φ = (wn − k)+ as a test function in weak formulation of the

equation (5.41) and applying (1.2), (1.3), we deduce

α

ˆ

Ω
|∇φ|2 dx+ Λ−1

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

(wn(x)− wn(y))(φ(x) − φ(y))

|x− y|N+2s
dxdy

︸ ︷︷ ︸

≥0

≤

ˆ

Ω
Tn(g)φdx,

which implies

ˆ

Ω
|∇φ|2 dx ≤ C

ˆ

Ω
gφ dx, (5.43)
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for some constant C > 0 independent of n. Using Lemma 2.3 and the generalized

Hölder’s inequality in the above inequality (5.43), we get

C

(
ˆ

Ω
|φ|2

∗

dx

) 2
2∗

≤

ˆ

Ω
|∇φ|2 dx ≤ C

ˆ

Ω
g|φ| dx

≤ C||g||Lm(Ω)||φ||L2∗ (Ω)|{x ∈ Ω : wn ≥ k}|1−
1
m
− 1

2∗ ,

which yields

ˆ

Ω
|φ|2

∗

dx ≤ C||g||2
∗

Lm(Ω)|{x ∈ Ω : wn ≥ k}|2
∗(1− 1

m
− 1

2∗
), (5.44)

for some constant C > 0 independent of n and 2∗ = 2N
N−2 . Define S(k) := {x ∈ Ω :

wn(x) ≥ k} for all k ≥ 1. Now, for 1 ≤ k ≤ h, we observe that

|S(h)|(h − k)2
∗

=

ˆ

S(h)
|h− k|2

∗

dx ≤

ˆ

S(k)
|(wn − k)+|2

∗

dx =

ˆ

Ω
|φ|2

∗

dx

≤ C||g||2
∗

Lm(Ω)|{x ∈ Ω : wn ≥ k}|2
∗(1− 1

m
− 1

2∗
)

= C||g||2
∗

Lm(Ω)|S(k)|
2∗(1− 1

m
− 1

2∗
),

that is,

|S(h)| ≤
C||g||2

∗

Lm(Ω)

(h− k)2
∗
|S(k)|α,

where α = 2∗(1− 1
m
− 1

2∗ ) > 1 as m > N
2 . Thus, by [39, Lemma B.1], there exists C > 0

(independent of n) such that ||wn||L∞(Ω) ≤ C in Ω, for all n ∈ N.

(b) For ǫ > 0, treating φ = (wn + ǫ)γ − ǫγ (γ > 0 to be determined later) as a test function

in the weak formulation of (5.41) and using (1.2), (1.3), we obtain

α

ˆ

Ω

∣
∣
∣∇(wn + ǫ)

γ+1
2

∣
∣
∣

2
dx+ Λ−1

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

(wn(x)− wn(y))(φ(x) − φ(y))

|x− y|N+2s
dxdy

︸ ︷︷ ︸

≥0

≤

ˆ

Ω
Tn(g)φdx,

which implies

ˆ

Ω

∣
∣
∣∇(wn + ǫ)

γ+1
2

∣
∣
∣

2
dx ≤ C

ˆ

Ω
g(wn + ǫ)γ dx ≤ C||g||Lm(Ω)

(
ˆ

Ω
(wn + ǫ)m

′γ dx

) 1
m′

,

for some constant C > 0 independent of n. Using Lemma 2.3, we get

(
ˆ

Ω
(wn + ǫ)

2∗(γ+1)
2 dx

) 2
2∗

≤ C||g||Lm(Ω)

(
ˆ

Ω
(wn + ǫ)m

′γ dx

) 1
m′

, (5.45)
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where C > 0 is a constant independent of n and 2∗ = 2N
N−2 . We choose γ > 0 such that

2∗(γ+1)
2 = m′γ, i.e. γ = N(m−1)

(N−2m) . Therefore, m′γ = Nm
N−2m = m∗∗. Since 1 < m < N

2 ,

one has
ˆ

Ω
(wn + ǫ)m

∗∗

dx ≤ C,

where C > 0 is a constant independent of n. Finally, by Fatou’s Lemma, the result

follows.

Lemma 5.6. Suppose δ : Ω → (0,∞) is a continuous function satisfying (Pǫ,δ∗) for some

δ∗ ≥ 1 and for some ǫ > 0. Let f ∈ Lr(Ω) \ {0} be a non-negative function in Ω for some

r ≥ 1. For each n ∈ N, let vn be the unique weak solution of the problem (5.40). Then the

following conclusions hold:

(a) If r > N
2 , then the sequence {vn}n∈N is uniformly bounded in L∞(Ω).

(b) If N(δ∗+1)
N+2δ∗

≤ r < N
2 , then the sequence {vn}n∈N is uniformly bounded in Lr∗∗(Ω), where

r∗∗ = Nr
N−2r .

Proof. (a) For k ≥ 1, incorporating the test function φ = (vn−k)
+ in the weak formulation

of the equation (5.40) and using (1.2), (1.3), we obtain

α

ˆ

Ω
|∇φ|2 dx+Λ−1

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

(vn(x)− vn(y))(φ(x) − φ(y))

|x− y|N+2s
dxdy

︸ ︷︷ ︸

≥0

≤

ˆ

Ω

φTn(f)

(vn + 1
n
)δ(x)

dx.

(5.46)

Since vn ≥ k ≥ 1 on suppφ, we have
∣
∣ φ

(vn+
1
n
)δ(x)

∣
∣ ≤ φ on suppφ. Thus, (5.46) yields

ˆ

Ω
|∇φ|2 dx ≤ C

ˆ

Ω
φf dx, (5.47)

for some constant C > 0 independent of n. Rest of the proof follows in a similar way

to the Lemma 5.5-(a).

(b) Since vn ∈ L∞(Ω), we choose the test function φ = v
γ
n (γ ≥ δ∗ to be determined later)

in the weak formulation of (5.40) and apply the properties (1.2), (1.3) to get

α

ˆ

Ω

∣
∣
∣∇v

γ+1
2

n

∣
∣
∣

2
dx+ Λ−1

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

(vn(x)− vn(y))(φ(x) − φ(y))

|x− y|N+2s
dxdy

︸ ︷︷ ︸

≥0

≤

ˆ

Ω

φTn(f)

(vn + 1
n
)δ(x)

dx.

(5.48)
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Now, using the condition (Pǫ,δ∗), we get

ˆ

Ω

φTn(f)

(vn + 1
n
)δ(x)

dx ≤

ˆ

Ω∩Ωc
ǫ

v
γ
nf

(vn + 1
n
)δ(x)

dx+

ˆ

{x∈Ωǫ:vn≤1}

v
γ
nf

(vn + 1
n
)δ(x)

dx

+

ˆ

{x∈Ωǫ:vn>1}

v
γ
nf

(vn + 1
n
)δ(x)

dx

≤
∥
∥
∥

1

C(ǫ)δ(x)

∥
∥
∥
L∞(Ω)

ˆ

Ω
vγnf dx+

ˆ

{x∈Ωǫ:vn≤1}
vγ−δ(x)
n f dx

+

ˆ

{x∈Ωǫ:vn>1}
vγnf dx

≤ C

(
ˆ

Ω
vγnf dx+

ˆ

{x∈Ωǫ:vn≤1}
f dx+

ˆ

{x∈Ωǫ:vn>1}
vγnf dx

)

≤ C

(
ˆ

Ω
vγnf dx+ ||f ||Lr(Ω)

)

≤ C||f ||Lr(Ω)

[

1 +

(
ˆ

Ω
|vn|

r′γ dx

) 1
r′

]

, (5.49)

for some constant C > 0 independent of n. Combining (5.48) and (5.49) we deduce

ˆ

Ω

∣
∣
∣∇v

γ+1
2

n

∣
∣
∣

2
dx ≤ C||f ||Lr(Ω)

[

1 +

(
ˆ

Ω
|vn|

r′γ dx

) 1
r′

]

,

for some constant C > 0 independent of n. By Lemma 2.3, we obtain

(
ˆ

Ω
|vn|

2∗(γ+1)
2 dx

) 2
2∗

≤ C||f ||Lr(Ω)

[

1 +

(
ˆ

Ω
|vn|

r′γ dx

) 1
r′

]

, (5.50)

for some constant C > 0 independent of n. Here 2∗ = 2N
N−2 . We choose γ such that

2∗(γ+1)
2 = r′γ, i.e., γ = N(r−1)

(N−2r) . Since N(δ∗+1)
N+2δ∗

≤ r < N
2 , we have γ ≥ δ∗ and 1

r′
< 2

2∗ .

Thus inequality (5.50) gives that {vn}n∈N is uniformly bounded in Lr∗∗(Ω), where r∗∗ =

r′γ = Nr
N−2r .

For Lemma 5.7 and Lemma 5.8 below, we assume that δ : Ω → (0,∞) is a constant

function.

Lemma 5.7. Let 0 < δ < 1 and suppose that f ∈ Lr(Ω) \ {0} is a non-negative function in

Ω for some r ≥ 1. For each fixed n ∈ N, let vn be the unique weak solution of the problem

(5.40). Then the following conclusions hold:

(a) If r > N
2 , then the sequence {vn}n∈N is uniformly bounded in L∞(Ω).

(b) If
(

2∗

1−δ

)′
≤ r < N

2 , then the sequence {vn}n∈N is uniformly bounded in Ls(Ω), where

s = Nr(δ+1)
N−2r .
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Proof. (a) The proof follows from Lemma 5.6.

(b) To begin with, we consider the case r =
(

2∗

1−δ

)′
. By incorporating vn as a test function

in the weak formulation in (5.40) and applying (1.2), (1.3) to deduce

α

ˆ

Ω
|∇vn|

2 dx ≤

ˆ

Ω
fv1−δ

n dx ≤ ||f ||Lr(Ω)||vn||
1−δ

L2∗ (Ω)
≤ ||f ||Lr(Ω)||vn||

1−δ

W
1,2
0 (Ω)

,

which yields {vn}n∈N is uniformly bounded in W 1,2
0 (Ω). Thus, by Lemma 2.3, {vn}n∈N

is uniformly bounded in L2∗(Ω). This proves the conclusion for r =
(

2∗

1−δ

)′
. For the

case
(

2∗

1−δ

)′
< r < N

2 , we put v
2γ−1
n (γ > 1 to be determined later) as a test function in

the weak formulation of the equation (5.40) and obtain

ˆ

Ω
|∇vγn|

2 dx ≤ C

ˆ

Ω
v2γ−δ−1
n f dx ≤ C||f ||Lr(Ω)

(
ˆ

Ω
vr

′(2γ−δ−1)
n dx

) 1
r′

,

for some constant C > 0 independent of n. By Lemma 2.3, we infer that

(
ˆ

Ω
v2

∗γ
n dx

) 2
2∗

≤ C||f ||Lr(Ω)

(
ˆ

Ω
vr

′(2γ−δ−1)
n dx

) 1
r′

, (5.51)

for some constant C > 0 independent of n. Here 2∗ = 2N
N−2 . We choose γ in such a way

that 2∗γ = r′(2γ − δ − 1), i.e., γ = r(δ+1)(N−2)
2(N−2r) > 1

(
since r >

(
2∗

1−δ

)′)
. From the fact

r < N
2 and (5.51) we can conclude that {vn}n∈N is bounded in Ls(Ω) with s = Nr(δ+1)

(N−2r) .

Lemma 5.8. Let δ ≥ 1 and suppose that f ∈ Lr(Ω) \ {0} is a non-negative function in Ω for

some r ≥ 1. For each fixed n ∈ N, let vn be unique weak solution of the problem (5.40). Then

the following conclusions hold:

(a) If r > N
2 , then the sequence {vn}n∈N is uniformly bounded in L∞(Ω).

(b) If 1 ≤ r < N
2 , then the sequence {vn}n∈N is uniformly bounded in Ls(Ω), where s =

Nr(δ+1)
N−2r .

Proof. (a) The proof follows from Lemma 5.6.

(b) We divide the proof into two cases δ = 1 and δ > 1.

Case-I: Suppose δ = 1. If r = 1, then by taking into account Lemma 2.3, the conclusion

follows by choosing test function vn in the weak formulation of (5.40) and using (1.2),

(1.3). Let us assume that r > 1. By incorporating the test function φ = v
2γ−1
n (γ > 1

to be determined later) in the weak formulation of (5.40) and utilizing (1.2), (1.3), we

get

α

ˆ

Ω
|∇vγn|

2 dx+Λ−1

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

(vn(x)− vn(y))(φ(x) − φ(y))

|x− y|N+2s
dxdy

︸ ︷︷ ︸

≥0

≤

ˆ

Ω

φTn(f)

(vn + 1
n
)
dx,
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which reveals that
ˆ

Ω
|∇vγn|

2 dx ≤ C

ˆ

Ω
v2γ−2
n f dx ≤ C||f ||Lr(Ω)

(
ˆ

Ω
v2r

′(γ−1)
n dx

) 1
r′

for some constant C > 0 independent of n. Applying Lemma 2.3 in the above estimate,

one has
(
ˆ

Ω
v2

∗γ
n dx

) 2
2∗

≤ C||f ||Lr(Ω)

(
ˆ

Ω
v2r

′(γ−1)
n dx

) 1
r′

, (5.52)

for some constant C > 0 independent of n. Here 2∗ = 2N
N−2 . We choose γ such that

2∗γ = 2r′(γ − 1), i.e., γ = r(N−2)
N−2r > 1. Using r < N

2 , the inequality (5.52) gives that

{vn}n∈N is bounded in Ls(Ω), where s = 2Nr
N−2r .

Case-II: We suppose δ > 1. When r = 1, by choosing vδn as a test function in the weak

formulation of (5.40) and using the properties (1.2), (1.3), we conclude that {v
δ+1
2

n }n∈N

is uniformly bounded in W
1,2
0 (Ω). Then by Lemma 2.3, the result follows for r = 1.

Therefore, let us assume 1 < r < N
2 . Treating v2γ−1

n (γ > δ+1
2 to be determined later)

as a test function in the weak formulation of the equation (5.40), we deduce

ˆ

Ω
|∇vγn|

2 dx ≤ C

ˆ

Ω
v2γ−δ−1
n f dx ≤ C||f ||Lr(Ω)

(
ˆ

Ω
vr

′(2γ−δ−1)
n dx

) 1
r′

,

for some constant C > 0 independent of n. Applying Lemma 2.3 in the above estimate,

we get

(
ˆ

Ω
v2

∗γ
n dx

) 2
2∗

≤ C||f ||Lr(Ω)

(
ˆ

Ω
vr

′(2γ−δ−1)
n dx

) 1
r′

, (5.53)

for some constant C > 0 independent of n and 2∗ = 2N
N−2 . We choose γ in such a way

that 2∗γ = r′(2γ − δ − 1), i.e., γ = r(δ+1)(N−2)
2(N−2r) > δ+1

2 (since r > 1). From the fact

r < N
2 and (5.53) we conclude that {vn}n∈N is bounded in Ls(Ω) with s = Nr(δ+1)

(N−2r) . This

completes the proof.
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