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Capacitary measures in fractional order Sobolev spaces:
Compactness and applications to minimization
problems
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Abstract. Capacitary measures form a class of measures that vanish on sets of capacity
zero. These measures are compact with respect to so-called y-convergence, which relates
a sequence of measures to the sequence of solutions of relaxed Dirichlet problems. This
compactness result is already known for the classical H'(Q)-capacity. This paper extends
it to the fractional capacity defined for fractional order Sobolev spaces H*(2) for s € (0,1).
The compactness result is applied to obtain a finer optimality condition for a class of mini-
mization problems in H*(Q).
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Introduction

The aim is to derive a compactness result for capacitary measures and to use it to obtain a
necessary optimality condition for minimization problems in fractional order Sobolev spaces.
Compactness of capacitary measures is shown with respect to so-called y-convergence.
Here, y-convergence is a notion of convergence of measures that is defined via the convergence
of solutions of a corresponding relaxed Dirichlet problem, see, @] This convergence is
related to the well-known I'-convergence of functionals la, , ]

To be precise, a sequence of capacitary measures (uy) y-converges to fi if for every f €
H*(Q)* with s € (0,1] the solutions wy, € H*(Q) N L (Q) of

(wk,v)Hs(Q) + /Q wrvdpy = <f’U>H5(Q) Yv € HS(Q) N LIQLk (Q)
converge weakly in H*(Q2) to the solution w € H*(Q2) N L2() of
(0, v) g= () —l—/ﬁu’mdﬂ = <f,v>HS(Q) Yo e H*(Q2) N L%(Q)

For the case s = 1 it was shown that capacitary measures are compact with respect to
y-convergence, see €.g. lﬁ, ] In the fractional case, we did not find such a convergence
result in the literature. However, there are related results about ~y-convergence for sets, see

]. Therefore, an aim of this paper is to extend the compactness result for vy-convergence
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of capacitary measures in for s = 1 to the fractional case.

Capacitary measures form a class of measures that vanish on sets of capacity zero. For an
open Lipschitz domain Q C R? and a compact set K C €2, we define the fractional capacity
of K for s € (0,1) as

cap, (K) = inf{||w|| g+ () : w € CZ(Q),w > 1k},

where H*(Q) is a fractional order Sobolev space.

Some results on fractional capacities can be found for example in |10, 26, 27]. In [27], a
fractional relative capacity on € is investigated which is then used to characterize zero trace
fractional Sobolev spaces. [26] uses fractional capacities to characterize fractional Sobolev
embeddings.

There are various applications of capacitary measures both for s < 1 and s = 1. In [24],
capacitary measures are used to characterize generalized derivatives of the solution operator
of an obstacle problem. One can also use capacitary measures to investigate optimization
problems depending on the domain like shape optimization problems |16] or optimal partition
problems [25]. The measures also allow to solve problems with rather complicated domains
like perforated domains as investigated in |12, [14].

In this paper we want to use fractional capacity theory and the obtained compactness with
respect to vy-convergence to derive a more detailed optimality condition of an optimization
problem considered in [5]. This problem is of the form

. (67 2
Lmin () + Sl + 6 [ o, (01)

with p € [0,1). In the optimality condition of that problem, a multiplier A € H*()*
corresponding to the non-smooth LP-pseudo-norm can be approximated by a sequence Ay =
wg Lk, Where py is a capacitary measure and wy, the solution to some approximating auxiliary
problem of (ILT)). Thus, the aim is to pass to the limit in this product and to also obtain a
decomposition A\ = Wi, where w is the solution of the considered optimization problem and
i is the ~-limit of the sequence (ug).

Such a decomposition can also be obtained by defining fi directly via the multiplier .
However, this only works under some additional assumptions. Something similar was done
in [19] to describe subgradients of a solution operator of a variational inequality.

The structure of the paper is as follows. First, we collect some definitions and results on
fractional order Sobolev spaces in Section [l Fractional capacities and capacitary measures
are considered in the following Section Then compactness of capacitary measures with
respect to y-convergence is proved in Section The results are applied in Section [ to
obtain a finer optimality condition for some minimization problem. Finally, in Section [ we
give some numerical examples.

Notation

Throughout this paper, & C R? denotes a bounded Lipschitz domain. For some given
measure 4, the space L2 (€2) is defined by

2

Li(Q) ={w: Q> R: / lw|?dp < oo} with [wilrz @) = </ |w|2du)
Q Q

The space W will be defined in the next section as a fractional Sobolev space on 2 equipped
with a suitable inner product. Moreover, we use the notation (-,-)y for the inner product
of a Hilbert space V' and (-,-),, for its duality product. We denote the negative or positive
part of a function w by w_ and wy, respectively.

For a set A we denote by 4 its characteristic function that is one on A and zero elsewhere.



1 Fractional Sobolev spaces

To begin, we briefly introduce fractional order Sobolev spaces and state some auxiliary
results. There are various definitions of fractional Sobolev spaces in the literature and we
consider four of them here.

Definition 1.1. Let s € (0,1). Then the fractional order Sobolev space H*(Y) is defined as

H(Q) = {w e 12(Q): WD =vWl o Q)}
|z —y|2F*

with norm

2 3
B — 2d Cdas/ |w(z)7w(y)| d d 11
ool -y (/Q|w| o e [ ] i dyas (L.1)

and inner product

y) (w(z) —w(y)))
('U/, w)HS(Q) = / |1: — |d+25 dyd‘r?
where ¢cq 5 = %
72T (1—s)
Using this norm, the space H{() is defined as

s oo 1)
HO (Q) = Cc (Q) )
where C2°(9) is the space of infinitely often continuously differentiable functions with com-
pact support in 2. Furthermore, let
- ————H*(R?

Q) = {w e H*RY) : wag = 0} = O (@) ), (1.2)
where the second identity was shown in |17, Theorem 6]. The space H*(Q) is supplied with
the H*(R%)-inner product.

Besides these integral fractional Sobolev spaces, we also consider the spectral fractional

Sobolev space. This space is defined via eigenvectors and eigenfunctions of the Laplace
operator with Dirichlet boundary conditions.

Definition 1.2. Let s > 0. Then the fractional order Sobolev space in spectral form is
defined as

H*(Q) == {w =3 (/Q qund:c) b € LP(Q) 1 ||wlffe =D Awp < oo} ,
n=1

n=1

where ¢, are the eigenfunctions of the Laplacian with zero Dirichlet boundary conditions to
the eigenvalues Ay, .

This norm can be equivalently expressed using the integral formulation

L =3 [ [ 06 - ) PIeadnds + [ s@lu@Ps 03

as done for example in |1, 4]. Here, J and k are measurable non-negative functions, and J
is symmetric with J(z,y) = J(y,x) for a.a. x,y € Q.

In |18, 23] it was shown that these three spaces coincide for most s € (0,1) and have
equivalent norms. To be precise, it holds

[[w]

H*(Q) = H*(Q) = H*(Q) if0<s<3,
H(Q) = H5(Q) if s=1,

H*(Q) = H*(Q) if 1 <s<1,

(1.4)



From now on, the space W denotes the fractional Sobolev space H§(Q2) for some s € (0,1)
equipped with one of the equivalent norms of spaces that coincide with H§(€2) by statement

(C4) above.

Furthermore, the following properties of these fractional Sobolev spaces were shown in [5,
Section 6] and [15, Sections 6, 7).

Proposition 1.3. The space W satisfies the following properties.
(i) The embedding W — L*()) is compact.
(i) There is ¢ > 2 such that W is continuously embedded in L1(Q2). More precisely,

LT% (Q) if d > 2s,
W — ¢ LP(Q),p€[l,00) ifd=2s,

=3 (Q) if d < 2s.

Next, we state some auxiliary results that we use in the upcoming sections.
Lemma 1.4. L*>®(Q) is dense in W*.
Proof. This follows from density of L>°(2) in H~1(Q)) and W* C H~1(Q). O

Lemma 1.5. Let w € W. Then |[wi |3 < (w,wi)w < ||w||F .

Proof. This is similar to |27, Lemma 2.6 (b)]. One can directly see that

/widxﬁ/ward:cS/de:c,
Q Q Q

so the inequalities hold for the L?(Q)-part in the W-norm. For the first inequality, one can
easily see that (wy (7)) — wy(y))? < (wy(z) —wi(y)) - (w(z) —w(y)) a.e. in Q. The result
then follows from the definition of the inner products for W, using the integral formulation
in the spectral case H*(Q2). The second inequality was shown in |22, Lemma 2.4]. O

Lemma 1.6. [27, Remark 2.5] Let w,z € W N L>®(Q). Then it holds wz € W.
Lemma 1.7. Let w,z € W, w € L>(Q) and z > € for some € > 0. Then it holds * € W.

Proof. Since this result is independent of the choice for W, it suffices to consider the integral
fractional Sobolev space H§(§2). Due to the previous Lemma [[[6] it is also enough to show
1 € W. This follows from

(y) Z(w)

=&~ =) / / W)
A W dyda AT ) qyda
H+(Q) / / |d+2S o |z —yldtes
- Z ZC . 9
< [ SRR e = el <o

Lemma 1.8. [27, Lemma 2.8] Let w,z € W with w,z > 0. Then max(w, z) and min(w, 2)
are in W.

Lemma 1.9. Let p € C°(R?). Then it holds

O

(p(x) — w(y))Qd

o |z — yldt2s

y € L>(Q)
Rd

and thus also (o) )’
plz) — ey 0o
For the spectral case, i.e. if W is equipped with the H*(Q)-inner product, it also holds

T Q(<p(90) — o) J(z,y)dy € L>(Q).



Proof. Let p € C*(RY), x € Q. For each z € B;(0), define g: [0,1] — R, g(t) = ¢(x + t2).
Then

oz +2) — pla) = g(1) — g(0) = / g (t)dt = / Vop(a +t2) - =dt
< / V(e + t2)||2dt < [Vl o iy 2.
0

Next, we note that

1 1
—_— < X0 and / — < OQO.
/31(0) |z]d+2(s—1) By (0)e |2]7F2

Using the above estimates together with change of variables, we obtain

JRCEET s
B (x) Bi(z)

|z — y|d+2s |2]d+2s

Vol a) .
< /Bl(o) Wdtdz < CHV(,OHLOO(Rd)

for some constant ¢ > 0. Furthermore, also

2
(p(@) — p(y))? / 4|13 gy ,
o e WS ————dy < C|l¢lli
/]Rd\Bl(O) |z — y|d+2s v= R\ By (0) [T — |92 Y < Cllell7 oo ray

is bounded.
Since x was arbitrary, the statement for the integral fractional Sobolev spaces follows.
For the spectral case, we use the estimate from |1, Eq. (33)] to obtain

2 z) — i
@ - owp s < [ EE=ga,

Thus, the result follows from the estimations above. O

2 Fractional capacities

Next, some definitions and results about fractional capacities and capacitary measures are
given. Let Q be a bounded Lipschitz domain and we choose an inner product for W as
described in the previous section. The reason to consider different choices of inner products
is that later on we investigate a minimization problem where the minima depend on the
choice of the inner product.

Definition 2.1. Let K C ) be compact. For the fractional Sobolev space W, the fractional
capacity of the set K is defined as

cap,(K) = inf{||w||% : w € C(Q),w > 1x}.

From this definition one can observe that for different choices of possible inner products for
W, equivalence of norms translates to equivalence of capacities. This justifies to treat the
different choices of inner products simultaneously in the following analysis most of the time.
The fractional capacity can be expressed equivalently as presented in |26, Theorem 2.1,
subsequent comment].

Lemma 2.2. [20, Theorem 2.1] Let K C Q be compact. It holds

cap,(K) = inf{||w||Z : w € W,w = 1 in a neighbourhood of K and 0 < w <1 a.e. on Q}
= inf{||lw||}y : w € CX(Q),w =1 in a neighbourhood of K and 0 < w < 1 a.e. on Q}.



Another definition stated in |27, Lemma 3.5] is also equivalent to the formulation above.

Lemma 2.3. Let 2s < d and K C Q be compact. Then
cap,(K) = inf{||w||f : w € WNC(Q),w>1 on K}.

Proof. As the infimum is taken over a larger set compared to the set in the definition of
cap,(K), one directly obtains “>”. For the reverse direction “<”, note that we can replace
w > 1 on K in the set on the right-hand side by w > 1x on Q due to wy € W N CC(Q) and
lwillw < ||w|lw for all w € W, see Lemma [[L5l Proceeding as in the proof of |26, Theorem
2.1], we can assume w > 1 on a neighbourhood U of K. As it also holds || min(w, 1)|w <
|lwl]lw, we can assume 0 < w < 1. Then the statement follows with Lemma 2.2 O

For general Borel sets, the notion of capacity is extended as follows.

Definition 2.4. For an open set O C Q and a general Borel set B C ), we define
cap,(0) = sup{cap,(K) : K C O}

and
cap,(B) = inf{cap,(O) : B C 0,0 open.}.

The next Lemma provides an equivalent definition in case 2s < d.

Lemma 2.5. Let 2s < d and let O C Q open. Then

cap,(0) = inf{||lw|?, : w € W,w > 1 a.e. on O}
= inf{||w||?, : w € W,w > 1o a.e. on Q}.

Proof. This follows from results in [27]: There, a space W2 with W2 C Hg(Q) is used. For
25 < d and Q being a bounded Lipschitz domain, it holds W2 = Hg(Q) by |27, Theorem
4.8, Example 4.11(a)| and thus the results about 1W*?2 from [27] can be applied to our setting
as well. As our notion of capacity and the one of [27] coincide on compact sets by Lemma
and [27, Lemma 3.5|, this also holds on open sets by Definition [Z4] and [27, page 17].
This proves the first equality.

Direction “<” of the second equality follows as the second set is a subset of the first one,
and the reverse direction “>” is a consequence of |Jw||w < |Jw||w. O

Remark 2.6. [t is not possible to generalize the previous lemma to the space

(Q) = HEy(Q) = {w € H3(Q): /Q %dx < oo},

as choosing sets O C ) that extend up to the boundary leads to difficulties. Indeed, for
O = Q, the sets on the right-hand side in the previous LemmalZ20 are empty.

(NI

H

Next, We say that a property holds quasi everywhere (q.e.) if there is a set A of capacity
zero such that the property holds everywhere on Q \ A.

A function w € W is called quasi continuous (q.c.) if for every e > 0 there is an open set O
with cap,(O) < e such that w is continuous on 2\ O. Every w € W has a q.c. representative:
This follows for 2s < d by |27, Theorem 3.7| and for 2s > d by the embedding of W into the
continuous functions by Proposition[[.3l This representative is unique up to sets of capacity
zero. From now on, functions w € W are identified with their q.c. representative, such that
pointwise values of w are defined q.e. on 2.

A set A C Q is quasi open (q.0.) if for every € > 0 there is an open set O, C Q such that
AU O is open and cap,(O,) < e.

For a sequence wi € W that converges to w in W, there is a q.e. convergent subsequence,
see |27, Lemma 3.8]. Note that these notions depend on the choice of s.

If s > d/2, then W embeds into the continuous functions. Thus, there are no sets of



capacity zero apart from the empty set, and therefore also q.o. and q.c. boils down to open
and continuous.

Next, we define capacitary measures. By a Borel measure we refer to a non-negative measure
defined on the o-algebra of Borel sets. A Radon measure denotes a regular Borel measure.

Definition 2.7. The set Mo(Q) of capacitary measures is defined as the set of Borel mea-
sures i that satisfy

(i) u(B) =0 for all Borel sets B C Q with cap,(B) =0,
(i) p(B) =inf{u(A) : A quasi open, B C A} for every Borel set B C ().

A measure p is said to be in W* if there exists f € W* such that

(ol = [ o Ve eC(@) (21)
Theorem 2.8. Let i1 be a Radon measure in W*. Then there is a constant C' > 0 such that
u(B) < C+/cap,(B) for all Borel sets B C €,

and it holds € Mo(2).

Proof. First, we show p(B) < ||f|lw++/cap,(B), where f is given by (2.1)).
Let K C Q be compact. By definition of cap,(K), there exists a sequence (¢,,) C C°(Q)

with ¢, > 1k and |¢nllw — y/capy(K). Then

enllw = [[fllw=/cap, (K).

w(K) = / dp < / ondp < / ondp = (f, o)y < I fllwe
K K Q
For an open set O C €2, we have

1(0) = sup p(K) < || fllw+ sup \/cap,(K) = || f[lw++/cap,(O)
KCO KcO

by inner regularity of Radon measures. For a general Borel set B C ) we obtain by
monotonicity of the measure p

p(B) < it p(0) < inf |fllw-/cap,(0) = || fllw-/cap, (B)

This shows the first statement of the theorem with C = | f|w- and also implies (i) in
Definition 27
To show (i), we note that by regularity of u it holds

w(B) = inf{u(0) : O O B, 0O open },
which implies “>”". The reverse inequality follows directly from monotonicity of u. O

Lemma 2.9. For all quasi-open sets A C ) there exists an increasing sequence (v) € W
with vi > 0 such that vy, — 14 pointwise q.e. in €.

Proof. We follow the lines of the proof of |12, Lemma 2.1]. For d > 2s, let A C Q be q.o.
and (O,,) a sequence of open subsets of Q with cap,(O,,) < 1/n and A, = AU O,, open.
Then for all n € N there is an increasing sequence (¢}) C C°(Q) with ¢} — 14, pointwise
g.e. in Q for k — oo. Due to cap,(O,,Q) < %, by Lemma there exists w, € W with
wy, > 1 qe. on Oy, wy, > 0 and |Jw,||F, < % Here, w, > 1 is satisfied q.e. on O,, as we
work with the g.c. representative of w,,. Therefore, there exists a subsequence still denoted
by (wp) such that w, — 0 q.e. in Q. By ¢} < 14, and ¢} < 14 on Q\ O,, one obtains
(pf —wp)y <14 qe. in Q. Let

v = max (¢} —w = Sup V.
k 1Sn§k(¢k )+ (0 1p U



Then vy, is an increasing sequence with vy, € W, v, > 0forall kK € Nand it holds 0 < ¢ <14
g.e. in . Furthermore, for all £ > n it holds vi, > ¢} —w,. With A C A, this yields
¥ > 1—w, q.e. in A. Passing to the limit n — oo then implies ¥ > 1 q.e. in A, so ) = 14.
If d < 2s, then A is already open and we can directly use an increasing sequence (p,) C
C(Q2) with ¢, — 14 pointwise g.e. in Q. O

For un € My(Q2) and f € W*, the relaxed Dirichlet problem is defined as finding w €
W N L2(Q) such that

(w,v)w + /Q wodp = (f,v)y YoeWn Li(Q) (2.2)

Theorem 2.10. Let f € W*. Then there exists a unique solution w of ([22]).
Proof. This follows from the Lax-Milgram lemma as in |12, Theorem 2.2]. o
Next, we define the notion of y-convergence for capacitary measures.

Definition 2.11. A sequence (ur) C Mo(Q) is called y-convergent to some capacitary
measure i € Mo(Q), if for every f € W* the solutions wy, € W N Lik (Q) of

(Wi, V)W —l—/ﬂwkvd,uk =(f,v)w Yo e Wn Lik Q) (2.3)
converge weakly in W to the solution w € W N L%(Q) of
(w,v)w + /Q wudfi = (f,v)yy, Vv e WNLZ(Q). (2.4)

We denote y-convergence of (ux) to i by pg 2, . The name ~y-convergence arises from its
relation to I'-convergence for functionals. Given a measure p, let F,: L?(Q2) — [0, 00] be
defined as

F ol Hwlld, + 2 w|? if we W n L),

) = e
400 otherwise.

One can show that F),, I'-converges to Fj; if and only if 2, & analogously to [13, Propo-
sition 4.10] by replacing Hg () with W.
Note that solutions wy, of ([Z3]) are bounded in W by

lwkllw < (1 fllw- (2.5)

due to

el < llwelliy + lwellZz @) = (Fwedw < 1Flw-llwkllw-

3 Compactness of capacitary measures

Now, we extend the compactness result for capacitary measures with respect to «-convergence
for the case s = 1 from [12] to the fractional case s < 1. The proofs are quite similar to
those presented in [12], but for the sake of completeness we state them here adapted to the
fractional setting. The underlying idea of the proof is the following: we consider a weakly
compact set K(2) C W and show that functions in () can be associated with a capaci-
tary measure g. The main argument to obtain compactness of capacitary measures is then
the equivalence of y-convergence of a sequence of measures and weak convergence of the
sequence of the associated functions in IC(€2).

We start with some results that help to characterize the set K(£2) later on.

Lemma 3.1. Let p € Mo(Q), f € W* and let w € W N L2%(Q) be the solution of problem
@2). Then f >0 in Q implies w > 0 g.e. in Q.



Proof. This is an adaption of the proof of [12, Proposition 2.4]. Let v :== —w_, so v > 0 and
veWNL(Q). With wo <0 q.e. and (f,v)y, >0, testing ([Z2) with v yields (w,v)w > 0.
At the same time one can easily see that

02 (w(z) —w(y) - (v(@) —v(y)).

By definition of the inner product for H*(2), this yields (w,v)w <0, so (w,v)w = 0 using
the observation above. Note that these considerations also cover the spectral fractional
Sobolev space H?(€2) due to its integral formulation. In particular, this yields ||v|lw = 0 by
Lemma [ which implies v = 0 q.e. on 2 as we work with the unique q.c. representative
of functions in W. O

Lemma 3.2. Let f1, fo € W*(Q), p1, 2 € Mo(Q) and let wy,ws be the solutions of the
corresponding relaxed Dirichlet problems (Z2)). Then 0 < f1 < fo and pa < py implies
0<w <wsy qe. in €.

Proof. We follow the proof of [12, Proposition 2.5]. Lemma Bl yields wy,ws > 0 q.e. in .
Define v := (w1 —wsa)4. As 0 < v < w; and pe < pq, it holds v € Lil Q)N Liz (Q). Testing
the equations for w; and wy by v and subtracting them gives together with fQ wovdus <
fQ wovdpy

(w1 — ’wg,’U)W + / (’LU1 — wg)vdul S <f1 — fg,’l))W S 0.
Q

As (wy — wa)v > 0, one obtains with Lemma [[5] that ||v||3, <0, so v =0 g.e. on Q. O
Lemma 3.3. Let n € W* be a Radon measure on 0 and let w € W N L2(2) solve problem
@2) for f =n. Then it holds

(w,v)w < / vdn YveW st. v>0 ge. in €.
Q

Proof. We generalize |12, Proposition 2.6] from s =1 to s € (0,1). Let v € W with v > 0
and define v,, = min(%v,w). Lemma [B.1] yields w > 0, and therefore v,, > 0 and it also
holds v, € W N L2 (Q2) by Lemma [L8 Note that we do not require v € L7 ().

Now, we test equation (Z2) with v,,. With [, wv,du > 0, this yields

1
(w,v,)w < /Q vpdn < —/Q vdr). (3.1)

n

Next, we want to pass to the limit for n — oo in the previous inequality. To do that, we
first note that

1
/wvndz:/ wvnd:ch/ wu,dr > —/ wvdzx. (3.2)
Q onfw>2} an{w< 2} nJon{w>2}

Then we split the double integral

/ / (w(x) — w(y))(min(;v, w)(x) — min(;v, w)(y))
QJQ

[ — g2 dydx (%)
from the W-inner product in integral form in four parts:
(i) 2,y € {£ > w}: Then the nominator is (w(z) —w(y))* > 0.
(ii) =,y € {# < w}: The nominator reads (w(z) —w(y))(
(iii) z € {F <w},y € {¥ >w}:

- For w(z) > w(y), it holds

(w(z) —w(y)) (o) —w(y))
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- For w(z) < w(y), it holds (w(x) — w(y))(v(x) —w(y)) > (w(x) — w(y))* > 0.
(iv) z e {2 >w},yc{Z <w}h
- For w(z) > w(y), it holds (w(x) — w(y))(w(x) — +v(y)) > (w(x) — w(y))* > 0.

- For w(z) < w(y), it holds
(w(z) —w(y))(w(z) — 3o(y)) = (w(z) —wy)) (o) = Fu(y)-

Then one obtains

R ) A

with

{(acy 1D i), M«u(y), w(o) < ul) | € x 0
Using B.) and 32), this shows

[ i [, S22

Define M C Q) x Q as

M = {(z,y) € {w > 0}} U{(z,y) : w(z) > 0,w(y) = 0} U{(z,y) : w(z) = 0,w(y) > O}.

By dominated convergence, it is possible to pass to the limit in the previous inequality to

obtain
/ v > / s }wvdH // |x);|(5+<f3_”(y))

y) () —vy) _
7 on{w>0} wod //M |x —y|dred = (w,v)w

(]
Lemma 3.4. Let i € Mo(Q), w € WNL2(Q) and for k € N let wy € W N L2(Q) be the
solution of

(Wi, V)W —|—/ wrvdf + k/ (wg, — w)vdz =0 YoeWn Li(Q) (3.3)
Q Q

Then wy, — w in W and in L (Q).

Proof. Here, we follow |12, Proposition 3.1]. Testing B3] with v = wy — @ yields

(wg, wi — W)w +/

wy (wy, — w)dfi + k:/ (wy, — w)*dx = 0.
Q

Q

After adding some terms on both sides we obtain

|\wk—w||%v+/<wk—w>2du+k/
Q

Q(wk—w)de = —(w,wk—w)w—/ﬂw(wk—w)dﬂ, (3.4)

which by Cauchy-Schwarz implies

lwr =@y + llwk — D 2 ) + Ellws =@ 720y < 10]lwllwe —@llw + 19| 2 0y lwr =Bl 2 0 -
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This yields
1 2 1 2 — 12 Lo LT
§Hwk —wlljy + §||wk - U’HLg(Q) + kllwk — @720y < §||w|\w + §|\w||L§(Q)-

Thus, we obtain wy, — @ in L?(Q) from the last term on the left-hand side and also wy, — w
in W and LZ(€2) by uniqueness of weak limits and the first two terms. Equation (3.4) then
implies strong convergence in W and L2 (Q). O

Lemma 3.5. Let € Mo(Q) and z € W N L2(Q) be the solution of

(z,v)W—i-/zvdu:/vdx VUGWﬂLi(Q).
Q Q

Then p(B) = oo for all Borel sets B C Q with cap,(BN{z=0}) > 0.

Proof. This proof works as the one of [12, Lemma 3.2]. Let w € W N L2(Q) with 0 < w < 1
q-e. in © and let w, € W N L2(Q) denote the solution of

(wn,v)WJr/ wnvdqun/ wnvdx:n/ wodz
Q Q Q

for all n € N. The comparison principle from Lemma applied with f1 =w, fo =1, u1 =
1+ ndx and py = p yields 0 < %wn < z q.e. on . Thus, w, = 0 g.e. in {z = 0} and
therefore also w = 0 g.e. in {z = 0} by Lemma 3.4

Let A C Q be q.0. with x1(A) < co. By Lemma [2.9 there is an increasing sequence (z,) C W
converging pointwise to 14 q.e. with 0 < z, <14 q.e. in Q. Since p(4) < oo, z, € Li(Q)
for all n € N and therefore z,, = 0 q.e. on {z = 0} as shown in the first paragraph. Pointwise
convergence z, — 1 g.e. on A thus shows cap,(AN{z=0})=0.

Let B be a Borel set with cap,(B N {z = 0}) > 0. Then also cap,(AN{z = 0}) > 0 for

every q.o. set A O B and thus

w(B) = inf{u(A) : A quasi open, B C A} = o0
by definition of M (£2) and the previous step. O
Lemma 3.6. Let A\, u € Mo(Q) and let w € W N L3(Q) N L2 (Q) such that

(w,v)w —|—/ wud = / vdx Yo e WNL3(Q) (3.5)
Q Q
(w,v)w + /Q wodp = /dex Yo e Wn Li(Q) (3.6)

Then A = p.

Proof. We repeat the proof of [12, Lemma 3.3] in the fractional setting. Let the measures
Ao, tio be defined for every Borel set B by

Mo(B) = [wir () = [ wdn

and define

Ae(B) :/ wdA, we(B) :/ wdp.
Bn{w>e} Bn{w>e}

We want to show A\g = po, which follows from A = p. for all € > 0. Let ¢ > 0. Since
w e L3(Q) N L%(Q), Ac and p. are bounded measures. Hence, it is enough to show Ac(O) =
1e(O) for all open sets O C Q. For such an O we define the q.o. set A. .= O N{w > €}. By
Lemma [2.9 one can approximate 14_ by an increasing and non-negative sequence (z,) € W
that converges pointwise q.e. to 14, in Q. By w € L3(2) N L2 (Q) and w > € q.e. in A, it

11



holds A(Ac) < oo and u(Ac) < oo. This implies z, € L3(Q) N L7 (Q). Testing both (3.1)
and (B0) with z, yields [, wz,d\ = [, wz,dp, which in the limit n — oo using dominated
convergence gives

A€<0>=/A€wdA=/A wdp = 1e(0).

Hence, A\¢ = pe for all € > 0 and therefore A\g = po. To deduce A = p, we first consider a
Borel set B with B C {w > 0}. Then

AB) = [ Lav= [ ~dpo = ().

If B C {w =0} is a Borel set with cap,(B) > 0, then A(B) = u(B) = co by Lemma B3 If
cap,(B) =0, then A(B) = u(B) =0 as A\, u € Mo(2). For a general Borel set,

AB)=ABN{w>0})+AXBN{w=0})=puBn{w>0}+uBNn{w=0}=puB).
O

Lemma 3.7. Let 0 <n € W*. Then n is a Radon measure.

Proof. This was shown in |8, p. 564]. There, 0 < n € H~1(Q) is restricted to a linear form
on H~1(Q) N C.(Q) that can be extended to a linear form on C.(Q2). |8, Theorem 6.54]
shows that this form is a Radon measure. As W* C H~!, the claim follows. o

Next, we consider the set K(£2) defined as

K(Q):{wGW:wZOinQ, (w,v)WS/

vszOSvEW}.
Q

This set is also considered in [16] and is the analogon to the set considered in [12] for s = 1.
In [16, Proposition 3.3] it was shown that this set is convex, closed and bounded in W.
Lemma 3.8. The set K(§2) is bounded in L>(S).

Proof. As in |12, page 10|, let wy be the solution of
(w,v)W:/vdz VoveW.
Q

Then wy € L*(R2) by |9, Lemma 3.4] with kg = 0,0 = (:+2-1)"! < 0and 1 € L*(), using

the embedding W < L9(Q2) from Proposition [[3] and the estimate ||vk|\%q(m < |l <
(vk, v)w with vy defined as in [9]. Due to Lemma this implies boundedness of () in
L>(Q). O

The set K£(€2) can be characterized in terms of capacitary measures.

Proposition 3.9. Let z € W. Then z € K(Q) if and only if there exists p € Mo(Q2) such
that z € W N L2(2) and

(z,v)w —|—/ zodp = / vdx Yo e Wn LZ(Q) (3.7)
Q Q
This measure 1 € Mo(QQ) is uniquely determined by z via

w(B) = {de_sz if cap,(BN{z=0})=0,

00 if caps(BN{z=0})>0, (3.8)

where n € W* is the measure given by n:=1—(z,-)w = (1,-)r2(q) — (2,-)w. Furthermore,
for every Borel set B C § it holds

n(BO{z>0}) = /Bzdu.

12



Proof. The proof is done as in |12, Proposition 3.4]. Let u € My(Q2) and z the solution of
@B20). As z > 0 by Lemma BTl and (z,-)w < 1 by Lemma B3] one obtains z € K(2).

For the reverse implication, let z € K(Q) and p as defined in BF). We want to show
p € Mo(Q). As 0 < n € W*, Lemma 37 and Theorem imply n(B) = 0 and thus
w(B) = 0 for every Borel set B with cap,(B) = 0. For showing

w(B) =inf{u(A): A qo., BC A} (3.9)

for every Borel set B C  with u(B) < oo, let the measure p, be defined by pn,(B) =
u(BN{z>1}). Then it holds

(@) = iz > 1) < nnllz > 1) <0 [ sy = (1 sy = (5 2)w) < o

Let B C Q be a Borel set with u( ) < 00, so the definition of y implies cap,(BN{z = 0}) = 0.
Define B, := BN{+ < 2 < L} for n > 2 and let By := {1 < z}. Then pu(B) =Y, u(By).
Since un(Q) < o0, for all ¢ > 0 and all n € N there exists an open set O, such that
B, CO0O,CQ and i (On) < pin(Bn) + 55 = p(Bn) + 55. Define A, = O, N{z > 1}.
Since z is q.c., Ay is q.o. and it holds B,, C A, and pu(Ay,) = pn(On) < p(Bp) + 55. Let
Ao =BN{w =0} and A = Uy,>04,. Then A is q.o., B C A and u(A) < u(B) +e€. Ase
was arbitrary, this shows (3.9).

Next, we show that z solves (8.7). By definition of 4 it holds

/ 22dp = / 22dp = / zdn < / zdn = (1, 2)2(0) — (2, 2)w < 00,
Q {z>0} {z>0} Q

so z € L2 (). Furthermore, it holds
o + [ svdp= o + [ sdu
Q {z>0}

= (z,v)w —|—/ vdn = (z,v)w —|—/ vdn = / vdz.
{z>0} Q Q

Here, the last equality follows from v = 0 q.e. on {z = 0} since v € Li(Q) By Lemma 3.6,
we obtain uniqueness of p.
The last statement of the proposition follows directly from the definition of p. O

Next, we prove some auxiliary results.

Lemma 3.10. Let ¢ € C(Q), wp — @ and z, — Z in W with wg, 2z, € L*>(Q). Then it
holds

(wka Zk(,D)W - (Zk,U)k(P)W — (’LTJ, Z()D)W - (25 ’LDQD)W
Proof. Let us first consider W equipped with the H*(Q)-inner product. We first note that
by definition of that inner product, for z,w € W N L*>(Q) it holds

(w, z0)w (z w<p)
y))(z(z)p(x) — 2(y) y))(w(z)p(x) — w(y)e(y))
-/, [ |:c — Py - [/ [ — gl dyd
_ / / —w(y)) [(e(z) — o(y)z(y) + (2(x) — (y) + (2(z) — 2(¥)(p(z) — ¢(y))] dyde
Q |z — y|d+25

3 / / (2(z) — 2(y)) [(p(x) — w(y))w(y) + (w(z) — wy))e(y) + (w(z) — wy))(e() — ¢(y))] dydz

|z — y|@+2e

//Q )(@del% #ly) dydx—// (W(ﬁl;@(y))w(y)dydx_
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Here, the last equality holds since all summands in the terms are absolutely integrable.
Furthermore, it holds by Holder’s inequality and Lemma that

/Q ( / (w () = T;k%fgf) —2() dy)2 "

< (wﬁi”;ﬁ’fﬁf =) () M) .

o) — e(y)” wy(z (y))?
- ’ /Q |z — y|d+25 L“(sz /(z /(z |9C - y|dJr25 dydz,
SO (wi(z) —wi(y))(p(x) —0(y)) , N
e Q |.’L' _ y|d+23 dy _ ka7gp( )

is bounded in L?(Q2) and therefore w.l.o.g. it holds Ry, , — R for some R € L*(Q2). We now
want to show R = Ry, with Ry, defined analogously to R, .. To do so, we consider the
linear and continuous operator

W:wa%%%w%gl Ve L(W, L2 (Q x Q)

for some ) C Q. Weak convergence wy, — @ yields Viw;, — V5@ in LQ(Q x ) and thus

wi (&) — wi () (o) — (@(z) — 0(y))(e(x) — o))
/1/1 & — a2 Payr /z/( |x — gl dydz

By weak convergence of R, it also holds

// wi(z y))(@(fﬂ)*sﬂ(y))dydxH Rdz.
Q

e :

Since ) was arbitrary, R = Ry, follows and we have Ry, , — Ry, in L2(Q). Analogously,
we obtain also I, , — Rz ,. Putting these results together, using Fubini’s theorem and
strong convergence of (wy), (2x) in L?(£2) yields

(Wi, ze)w — (2k, W)W

wi(z) —wi(y))(e(@) — (y))z(y)
/Q /(z |z — gy|d+2s dydx

By / 21() = 21(0) (9l2) = ol)unt)
Q sz |$—y|d+25

) (p(x) — o) ) (p(x) — o(y))w(y)
_>// |z, |d+2s dydx—// |:C7y|d+25 dydz

(@, zp)w — (2, wp)w

For the H®(Q)-inner product for W, the proof works completely analogous by integrating
over R? instead of §). In the spectral case H?*(Q2) one can proceed similarly as well due to the
integral formulation. Note that the part involving k vanishes in (wg, zk0)w — (2K, WpY)w

O
Let pg, i € Mo(2) and let zx, Z be the solutions of the problems
(zk, V)W +/szvduk = /de:c Yo e WnN Lik (), (3.10)
(z,0)w +/ zZvdj = / vdz YveWn L%(Q) (3.11)
Q Q
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Lemma 3.11. Let i € My(Q) and Z the solution of problem BIIl). Then the set {Zy :
@ € Ce(Q)} is dense in W N L2(Q) .

Proof. We follow the proof of [14, Proposition 5.5]. Since z € L>(Q) N L2(2), we obtain
Zo € WNL®(Q) N L2(Q) by Lemma [LG for all ¢ € C°(Q). As every function in W N
L%(Q) can be approximated by cut-off functions, it suffices to show the existence of an
approximating sequence for each w € W N L>(2) N L%(Q) and w > 0. For such a w, let
wy, be the solution of problem (B3] in Lemma B4 Then we can employ the comparison
principle in Lemma to wg and z with duy = dig + kdx, dpe = dp, f1 = kw and
f2 = k||w|| L~ (q) to obtain wy < k[|w|| g~ )z, Furthermore, Lemma [3.4] yields wy — w in
W and L%(Q). Hence, we can assume w.l.o.g. that there is ¢ > 0 such that 0 < w < cz. It
holds {(w — ce) > 0} € {z > e} and (w — ce); — w in W and L2(Q) for e — 0. Thus, we
can also assume that {w > 0} C {Z > €}. This assures that % = TG s Wn L>(Q)
by Lemma [[L7] By density of C2°(2) in W, there is a sequence (@) C C°(Q2) bounded in
L>(Q) such that ¢ — £ in W and also q.e. in , so fi-a.e. in 2. As both z and ¢y are
in W L>(), it holds Zpr — 22 = Z in W. The sequence ¢y, is bounded in L*°(£2) and
converges to 2 fi-a.e., 0 z¢p — Z% = z strongly in L%(Q) by dominated convergence. [
Lemma 3.12. Let (ur) C Mo(2) be a sequence of measures, i € Mo(2) and let z, €
WL, (Q) and z € WNL2(Q) be the solutions of the problems BI0) and BII). Then
these two statements are equivalent:

(i) z. =~ZinW

(ii) pux = [i.
Proof. We transfer the proof of [14, Theorem 6.3] (see also [12, Theorem 4.3]) to the frac-
tional setting here. To obtain (i) from (i7) one can simply choose f =1 in the definition of
~-convergence.
For the reverse direction, let ¢ € C°(Q) and f € L*°(Q). Let (wy) be the solutions of (2.3).
Then (wy) is bounded in W as a consequence of estimate (28] and therefore w.l.o.g. there
is @ € W such that wy, converges weakly in W to some w. First note that |wg| < ez due

to Lemma 3.2l with ¢ = || f|| L~ (q) and therefore also |w| < cZ q.e. after passing to the limit
k — oco. Testing ([Z3) and BI0) with zxp and wgp, respectively, yields

(wk,Zk@)W-F/wkzwdukZ/fZde
Q Q

and
(Zk,ww)w-F/ W2k pd g Z/wwdiﬂ
Q Q

Subtracting these two equations yields
(Wi, z9)w — (21, WeP) W = / (fzr — wi)pda,
Q

which by Lemma [3.10 converges to

(020w ~ (ool = [ (f2 - w)pds,
Q
Setting n := 1 — (Z,-)w, this can be rewritten as

(W, 29)w +/

u?godnz/f%tpdx.
Q Q
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Since z € K(£2), n is a non-negative Radon measure in W*, so by Theorem 2.8 also contained
in My(€2). Let iz be the measure from Proposition B.9] corresponding to zZ. Thus,

/ﬂ)gﬁdn:/ 1Dgad77+/ wcpdn:/ wpdn
Q QN{z>0} QN{z=0} QN{z>0}

:/ wwédﬂ:/wwidﬂ.
QN{z>0} Q

Here, the second equality follows from |@| < ¢z and the third one from the characterization
of i in Proposition Since ¢ was arbitrary, it holds

(w, Z2p)w +/ Zwedji = / fZpda Yo € C° ().
Q Q

By density of {z¢ : ¢ € C°(Q)} in W N LZ(Q) from Lemma BIT] this also holds for all
o € WNLZ(Q). Since the solutions wy of (23) depend continuously on f by the estimate
lwellw < [|fllw+ as a result of testing ([Z3)) with wy, it suffices to consider f in the dense
subset L () of W* (see Lemma [[4)) in the definition of y-convergence. O

Theorem 3.13. M(Q) is compact with respect to y-convergence, i.e. for every sequence
(1x) of measures in Mo(Q) there exists i € Mo(Q) such that py, —> fi.

Proof. The proof works just as in [12, Theorem 4.5] and |14, Theorem 6.5]. Let (ux) be a
sequence of measures in Mo (€2) and let (z1) be the solutions in WNL? () of problem (3.I0).
Proposition yields z, € K(Q), and by compactness of K(€) there exists a subsequence
that converges weakly in W to some z € W. Again by Proposition B9, there is i € M ()
such that z solves (BI1]). Thus, the result follows from Lemma [3121 O

Next, we want to show that y-convergence also implies weak convergence of solutions of
[23) with a sequence of strongly convergent right-hand sides.

Lemma 3.14. Let (u) be a sequence of capacitary measures that y-converges to i, (fi) C
W* with fr, — f in W* and let (wy) be the solutions of

(Wi, V)W —l—/ﬂwkvd,uk = (fr, V) Yo eWn Lik Q).
Then it holds w, — w, where w solves
(0, v)w +/ wvdfp = (f,v)y, Yo e WNLL(Q).
Q

Proof. This proof replaces H}(Q) in the proof of |12, Proposition 4.8] by W. Let wy be

the solutions of (B.I0) with right-hand side f. Since juy 2y 4 it holds @y, — @ in W and
W e L%(Q) Subtracting the equations for wy, and @y, and using estimate (2.5, we obtain

|lwi — wrllw < || fx — fllw= =0,

so wr — wr — 0. By weak convergence wy — w it also holds wy — w in W. O

4 Capacitary measures in an optimality system

Next, we use capacitary measures to derive a more detailed optimality condition for a min-
imization problem. To be more specific, we want to find a decomposition A = wji of a
multiplier A in the optimality condition of the minimization problem considered in |5] for a
solution w and a capacitary measure fi. This can be done in two ways: Firstly, by using the
compactness result from the previous section, and secondly, by defining the capacitary mea-
sure involved in the new optimality condition directly with the already known multiplier.
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This second approach is similar to the one in |19, Theorem 14] for the characterization of a
subdifferential.
We consider the problem

3 o 2 p
mip, () + Gl +5 [ wPda (4.1)

for p € [0,1) and «, 8 > 0. For p € (0,1), this problem was investigated in [5]. Note that the
solutions of this problem depend on the choice of the norm of W. This is why we considered
several norms as described in (4.

In this section, the following assumptions are supposed to be satisfied.

Assumption 4.1. The function F : W — R is weakly lower semicontinuous and bounded
from below by an affine function, i.e. there are g € W*, ¢ € R such that F(w) > g(w) + ¢
for all w e W. Furthermore, F': W — R is continuously Fréchet differentiable.

From now on we also choose s € (0,1) with s # 3, since for s = 1 in [5] the Lions-Magenes

1 1
space HZ () was considered instead of the space Hg (2) we use here.

4.1 Casepe(0,1)

We first consider the case p € (0,1). Let w be a local solution of problem (Il and let

N = %[—F’(w) — a(w, )w] € W*. Then the following optimality condition is satisfied by

|5, Theorem 5.7]:

— (F'(w),v)y Yv e W, (4.2)
p/Q |@|Pda. (4.3)

a(w,v)w + (5\,1)>W

<5‘a w>W

This optimality condition is obtained in [5] by passing to the limit in the optimality condition
of a smoothed auxiliary problem. In that auxiliary problem, the non-smooth and non-convex
LP-pseudo norm is approximated by

Go(w) = / beljwl)de,

where
Bty +(1-B) it 0.,
/2 if t > €2,
with derivative
YL(t) = gmin(ep_atpTﬁ)-

€

For a local solution @ of problem (£1]), the auxiliary problem reads
in F 2wz + 8G L 02 ollw < 14
min Fw)+ Swly + 5G(w) + sllw—ulsg st Jo-wvlw<p (@4
and a local minimum wy, for some €, > 0 satisfies the necessary optimality condition

Oé(’LUk,’U)W + ﬁ <)‘kaU>W + (’LUk —w, U)LZ(Q) = - <F/(wk)a U>W Vv eWw (45)

with Ay, :== G, (wy) given by

(Aks V) :/kawék(wi)vdx:/pwk min(e? ™2, lwy, [P~2)vdz.
Q Q
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By this definition, we can also write Ay = wiui for
g = pmin(ez_2, lwg [P~2). (4.6)

Since 0 < pp € L>®(Q) for all k£ € N, it can be considered as an element of W* with
(i, v)y = Jo prvde and also as a non-negative Radon measure by Lemma 3.7 Therefore,
1 18 a capacitary measure by Theorem 2.8 Hence, one can rewrite the optimality condition
@A) of the auxiliary problem as

a(wg, v)w + ﬂ/ wrvdpy = — (F'(wr),v)y, — (W — 0,0)12() Yo € W. (4.7
Q

In |4, Lemma 5.1], wy — @ in W was proven.
Now we can prove the following theorem.

Theorem 4.2. Let w be a local solution of @) and let X be the multiplier from 2.
Then the multiplier X can be decomposed as A\ = wi* on (W N L2.(Q))*, i.e.

a(w,v)w + B/Qwvdff = — (F'(0),v)y YveWn L,%z (Q), (4.8)

where [i* is the y-limit of the sequence (ux) given by (&0]).
Furthermore,
/deﬂZ :p/ |w|Pdz.
Q Q

Let z solve BII) with measure i*. Then the measure i* can be written as

[i*(B) = fB% Zf Caps(Bﬂ{%io})zo,
00 if cap,(BN{z=0})>0

with n = % (1—-alz,)w).

By A = wj* on (W N L%())* we mean

(Nv)y = /Qﬂwdﬂ Y € WﬁL%(Q).

Proof. Let wy solve (LX) as described above. By [5, Lemma 5.1], we already know that
wy — w, where w solves

a(w,v)w + B\, )y, = — (F'(0),v) Yv e W. (4.9)

For (pu) given by (£0]), Theorem yields the existence of a measure i* € M(f2) such
that w.l.o.g. pur — f*. By definition of y-convergence and Lemma B4l one can pass to
the limit in equation (Z7) to obtain @ € W N L2.(2) and that w solves (). Comparing
[@3) and @J), we obtain A = wp® in (W N L2.(Q))*. This yields [, w*di* = p [, [@[dx
using ([43). By Proposition B9 the measure i* can be characterized by z as stated above,
incorporating the constants «, 3. O

Note that @ € L2. () shows {z = 0} C {w = 0}.

In Theorem [£2] the measure ji* is written in terms of a function z. The aim is now to find
a representation of /i with A\ = wf where [i is characterized by w directly.

In this case, the measure [i is defined directly via A without using v-convergence. However,

we require some additional assumptions. Note that A € Cy(Q)* according to |54, Theorem
5.10].
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Theorem 4.3. Let w be a solution of [@I)) solving the system [A2)-(3). Assume that
A>0 and w > 0. Then it holds

a(w,v)w + ﬂ/ﬂwvdﬂw = — (F'(@),v)y YveWn ijm (Q), (4.10)

where i € Mo(Q) can be expressed with w and \ via

w2 I % i cap(Bn{w=0})=0,
B = {oo if capy,(BN{w=0})>0.

Here, \ € W* is the measure from the optimality condition [@2), so 2 = %(—F’(@D) .
a(@,-)w). It holds X = w" on (W N L3.(Q))* and

/deﬂw :p/ |w|Pdz.
Q Q

Proof. Let w and i as defined above. We want to show i € Mo(Q2). As 0 < A€ W*, for
every Borel set B with cap,(B) = 0 we obtain A (B) = 0 using Lemma 7] and Theorem
This yields g (B) = 0 for Borel sets with cap,(B) = 0 by definition of i*. For showing

g*(B) = inf{g"(A) : A q.o., BC A}

for every Borel set B C Q with 5%(B) < oo, one can proceed completely analogously to
the proof of Proposition B.9] with @ instead of z. Next, we show that @ solves (LI0) with
measure . By definition of g% it holds

/ wrda® :/ wrda® :/ wd\ = / wd\ = l(<7F’(1D),1D>W—a(1D,1D)W) < 00,
Q {@w>0} {w>0} Q B

SO W € L%w (©). Furthermore, it holds for all v € L%w Q)

a(w,v)w + ﬂ/ wudp® = a(w,v)w + S wudp® = a(w,v)w + S vd\
Q {@w>0} {w>0}

= a(w,v)w + ﬂ/ﬂvdj\ = (—F'(w),v)y -

Here, the third equality follows from v = 0 q.e. on {w = 0} since v € L2, (Q). It thus holds
A =wia" on (W N L2.(€))* and the last statement follows from (E3). O

Hence, there are two ways to obtain a measure i with A\ = w/i: as the y-limit of the sequence
(px) arising from the smoothing scheme, or by directly defining fi via the multiplier .
However, the second representation was only shown for A > 0 and @w > 0. Thus, quite
strong assumptions are used in this case.

The next Lemma provides a sufficient condition for the assumptions X > 0and @ > 0 in the
previous theorem to be satisfied.

Lemma 4.4. Let F satisfy
wo <v_ = Fv) < F(w)

forv,w e W with v =w on {v >0} = {w > 0}. Let @ be a local minimum of @I) and let
wy, minimize (&) for some e > 0. Then w > 0 and wy > 0 for k large enough. If wy >0
for all k large enough, then A > 0.

Proof. By assumption, w is a local solution of ([@I)). Let now § > 0 and v = w4 + (1 —
§)w_ € W. Then it holds ||v||3, < ||w]|%, by the same arguments as in Lemma [[L5l By the
assumption on F' and w_ < v_ it holds F(w) > F(v). One can also easily observe that
Jo lv[Pdz < [, [@Pdz and this inequality is strict for v # @. As this holds for all 6 > 0,
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local optimality of w yields w = v and thus w > 0.

To show wy, > 0, define vy == (wg )4 +(1—9)(wx)—. Then for w > 0 it holds |lv, — 0| z2(q) <
lwy, — || L2(q). For k large enough, it holds |lwy — w||w < p, and thus also [[vx — w|w <
llwi, — w||w + d||(wi)~|lw < p for § small enough. Together with the arguments above, this
yields wy > 0 for each solution wy of the auxiliary problem (£4). By definition of A it
therefore holds Ay > 0 which yields A>0 by passing to the limit £ — oo. O

Remark 4.5. The minimization problem considered in [22] is a time-dependent version of
problem (L) with A > 0 and @ > 0.

The aim is now to investigate when the two measures i* and g% from Theorems and
coincide. To do so, we extend some of the previous results to the case of a right-hand
side 0 < f € W N L*>®(Q) instead of 1.

Lemma 4.6. Let p€ Mo(Q), we WNL2, 0< feWnNL>*(Q) and let w, € W N L2()
be the solution of

(wg, v)w +/ﬂwkvdu + k/f(wk —w)vdr =0 Yve Wn Li(Q) (4.11)

Then wy, — W along a subsequence in W and in Li(Q) with @ = w ¢.e. on {f > 0}.

Proof. Using the same steps as in the proof of Lemma [3.4] yields
1 2 1 2 2 1 2 1 2
§||wk —w|lw + §Hwk —wlfz ) Tk . flwg —w)*dx < §Hw||w + §||w||Lg(sz)-

Thus, we obtain wy, — w in L*({f > 0}) and wy — @ along a subsequence in W and L2 ()
for some w with w = @ q.e. on {f > 0}.

Next, we prove wy — w along a subsequence in W. Analogous to the procedure to obtain
the first equation of this proof, we test (@I with wy — @ and add some terms to obtain

||wk—w|\%v+/9(wk—w)2du+k/gf(wk—w)(wk—w)dx _ —(w,wk—w)w—/gw(wk—u?)du.

Using the already obtained convergence statements, this shows strong convergence wy — w
along a subsequence in W and L7 (Q). O

Here, w = w q.e. on {f > 0} is well-defined since we work with the unique q.c. representative
of feW.

Lemma 4.7. Let 0 < f e WNL>®(Q) , p € Mo(Q) and w € WN L2 (Q) be the solution of

(w,v)w —|—/ wodp = / foda Vv e WNLL(Q).
Q Q

Then u(B) = oo for all Borel sets B C Q with cap (B N{w =0} N{f > 0}) > 0.

Proof. The proof is very similar to the one of Lemma[3.5l For z € WﬂLi(Q) with0 <z <1
q.e. in Q and z, € W N L7 (Q) being the solution of

(zn,v)w + / zpvdp +n | fzpvde =n | fzodx
Q Q

Q
for all n € N, the comparison principle from Lemma B.2] applied with fi = fz, fo = f,u1 =
1+ ndx and py = p yields 0 < %zn < w. Thus, z, =0 q.e. in {w = 0} and therefore also
z=0gq.e. in {w=0}N{f >0} by Lemma 6

Following the proof of Lemma but working with the set {w = 0} N {f > 0} shows
p(B) = 0o on Borel sets B with cap,(BN{w =0} N{f > 0}) > 0. O
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Lemma 4.8. Let p1, 2 € Mo(2), 0 < f e WNL>®(Q) and let we WNL. (Q)N L2 (Q)
such that

(w,v)w —l—/ﬂwvdul = /Q foda YoeWnL, (Q) (4.12)
(w,v)w + /Q wodpe = /vad:c Yo e WnN Liz (Q). (4.13)

Then p1(B) = ua(B) for all sets B C {w > 0}U{f > 0}.

Proof. For a Borel set B with B C {w > 0}, equality of the two measures follows just as in
the proof of Lemma If BC {w=0}n{f>0}is a Borel set with cap,(B) > 0, then
p1(B) = p2(B) = oo by Lemma 7 For a general Borel set B C {w > 0} U {f > 0}, this
yields

p1(B) = pa(BN{w > 0}) + pa(BN{w =0} N {f > 0})
= p2(BN{w > 0}) + pa(B N {w =0} N {f > 0}) = pa2(B).

O

Remark 4.9. In the previous Lemma[4.8 we only proved equality of the two measures on
{w > 0}U{f > 0}. This is due to the fact that in the proof we proceeded as in Section[3 when
working with f = 1. There, non-negativity of f was used to obtain comparison principles
as for example in Lemma[Zdl. When trying to split f = fi + f- and w = wy + w_ to
generalize the result, we were not able to deduce p = 0o on w = 0, as it could be possible
that both wy and w_ are non-zero on w =0 and thus p4, p_ < 0.

Proposition 4.10. Let @ be a solution of @) with 0 < —F'(w) € WNL>®(Q), A > 0 and
let w solve

(0, v)w + (A, @)y, = — i F'(Wyvdz Yo e WNLLQ). (4.14)

Let @ and @™ be the measures from Theorems [{.9 and [{.3, respectively. Then it holds
G* = " on Borel sets B C {w > 0} U{—F'(w) > 0}.

Proof. The equality of the two measures on sets B C {w > 0} U {—F'(w) > 0} follows from
Lemma O

Remark 4.11. As noted in /3], the choice w = 0 solves the system ([&2), [@3) with A\ =
féF’(O). This holds also true for an optimality condition of the form

a(w,v)w + 6/ wodply, = — (F'(0), )y YveWn L,%w (),
Q

using capacitary measures as above, where we define [is as

0 if cap,(B)=0
oo if caps(BN{w =0}) = cap,(B) > 0.

In this case, L7 (Q) = {0}. Note that this measure is in Mo(Q) as sets of capacity zero
are quasi open, so [, satisfies (ii) in Definition [Z70

4.2 Case p=0

‘We now want to solve

. o 2 0
iy Plw)+ 5l + 5 [ wlde, (4.15)
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where we set 0° = 0. The L%-pseudo norm measures the support of a function, so

/ lw|0dz = L(w > 0),
Q

where £ denotes the Lebesgue measure. This choice of p = 0 is not covered in |5]. However,
the case p = 0 was already investigated in [20] for the case s = 1. We therefore first show
existence of solutions and optimality conditions for this problem. This is done in two ways:
First, by investigating the limit p \, 0 for solutions of the problem for p € (0, 1) from |5], and
then by smoothing the L°-pseudo-norm similarly as in |5] for p € (0,1). The first approach
leads to a stronger optimality condition, whereas the second approach is more useful in the
numerical implementation.

The L°-pseudo norm is non-convex and not continuous or weakly lower semicontinuous in
L?(€2). However, it is lower semicontinuous on L?(£2) and thus weakly lower semicontinuous
on W due to the compact embedding of W into L?(12).

Theorem 4.12. Under Assumption [{.1], the minimization problem[{.15] admits a solution.

Proof. This follows by standard arguments as in [5, Theorem 3.1] for p > 0. Let (wy) be
a minimizing sequence. Assumption ] yields boundedness of (wy) in W. Hence, there is
w € W such that wy — w in W and wy, — w in L?(Q). Hence,

o « «
liminf F(wg) + Sl + 2 [ fwrl0de > Fw) + Sl + 8 [ [wPds
k— o0 2 2 Q 2 O
due to weak lower semicontinuity. This shows that w attains the infimum. O

4.2.1 Limit p—0

To obtain an optimality condition for the minimization problem ({I3]), we use the results
from [5] for p € (0,1). For a sequence of solutions w, to a slightly adapted version of problem
(&), we pass to the limit p \, 0 in the corresponding optimality condition.

We first state the following convergence result.

Lemma 4.13. Let wy — w in L*(Q) and let pr, — 0. Then

/|wk|p’“dx—>/|w|0dx.
Q Q

Proof. We proceed as in |21, Theorem 2.8|. Define

1 ifw>e
N, = ’
(w) {0 if w<e.

Let € > 0 be fixed. Pointwise convergence N¢(w)|wg|P* — N(w)|w|® for k — oo yields

Joo Ne(w)|wg|Prdz — [, Ne(w)|w|®dz by dominated convergence.
In order to pass to the hmlt € = 0 in [, Ne(w)|lw|’dz, we note that Ne(w)w|® — |w]®
pointwise. Thus, the result follows again by dominated convergence. o

For the sake of completeness, we repeat the following auxiliary lemma from [22].

Lemma 4.14. 22, Lemma 4.2] Let N € N. Let (at),. .., (al) be sequences with
liminfai €R Vi=1,...,N
k—o00

and

Then all sequences (al.), ..., (a} ) are convergent with limits in R.

22



Now we can approximate a local solution @wy of (AIH) by solutions of problems for p > 0.
Lemma 4.15. Let p, — 0 and let @y be a local solution of [@ID) such that wg is locally
optimal on B,(wWo) for some p > 0. Let wy,, denote the solution of
. Q@ 1 _ _
min F(w) + 5wl + Blols + glw—aolh st Jw-dolw <p (416)
Then wy, — wo in W.

*

Proof. By definition, the sequence (wp, ) is bounded in W, so there is w* such that @,, — w
in W along a subsequence still denoted by (w,, ). Optimality of w,, leads to

_ a, - L. _ o o -
Pl )+ Sl +8 [ i da+ 5, — ool < Flao)+ 5ol +5 [ ol o
(4.17)
Passing to the limit inferior and using Lemma [£.13] yields
* Q2 *10 l * |2 - X )12 7 |0
)+ Sl + 8 [ o de + 5w — ol < F(wo) + 5 0l + 8 [ 1ol de.
Q Q

Local optimality of wy and weak closedness of the admissible set implies thus w* = wy.
After passing to the limit superior in equation (£I7) and some estimations we obtain

_ @, _ . _ @, _ _
Fian) + Sllwolfy + 8 [ Jaol’de = Jim F(awo) + Flaolfy + 5 [ laol dz
O k— o0 2 QO

k—o0

. _ o, _ 1, _
> timsup (Fo) + G0l + 5 [ [, Pda + 5 oy, — ol

- _ P - _ A _
2th;g.}fF(wpk)+hkniggf5||wpkl|%v+hkniggfﬂ/ﬂprklpkd$+llgggf5||wm — ol[fy

_ @, _ _
> Fan) + Sllwolfy + 6 [ [aofdo
)
Hence the assumptions of Lemma [L14] are satisfied which yields ||@,, |lw — ||@ollw, so
’lf)pk — wgo in W. O

Using F': W — R, F(w) := F(w) + 3|lw — @ol|3), as choice of F' in |5, Theorem 5.7] leads to
the optimality condition

Wy, , V)W + B (Apys V) gy + (Wp, — Wo, v)w = — (F'(Wy,), v) Yve W (4.18)
and

Cooes Ty Dy = D [ |Gy [P (4.19)

for problem (I6) with \,, € W* as ||w,, — wo|lw < p for k large enough by the previous
Lemma (.15

Theorem 4.16. Let wg be a local solution of {ALIH). Then Ao € W* defined by
oo, v)w + B (Ao, vy = — (F' (o), v)yy Yoe W (4.20)

satisfies -
<)\0,1D0>W =0. (4.21)

Proof. From condition (LIS8) and convergence of w,,, one obtains \,, — Ao in W*. Thus,
we can pass to the limit in (£I8) to obtain the optimality condition (20 for @wo. The
statement follows now from (£I9) by

(Ao, wO)W = klggo <Apk’wl)k>W = pk/Q |wpk|pkd$ — 0,

as pr, — 0 and [, [y, [P¥dz is convergent by Lemma .13 and thus bounded. O
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Remark 4.17. By [4, Remark 5.6/, it also holds (\p, , Wy, p)y, = D [q |@p, [P*edx for all
p e C_’SO(Q) with ¢ > 0. Hence, using the same arguments as in the previous proof yields
also (Ao, Wop)y, = 0 for all ¢ € CZ°(Q2) with ¢ > 0.

4.2.2 Optimality condition with smoothing scheme

Another way to approximate a solution wy and to obtain optimality conditions for the
minimization problem ([@I5) is by employing a smoothing scheme for the L%-pseudo norm
similarly as in [3] for the case p € (0,1). This approach yields a more direct representation
of the approximating sequence (M), which will be helpful when computing a decomposition
Ao = Woji numerically later on. We choose a smooth approximation also used in 28], where
we define ?: R — R as

0 L w
we (’LU) T W€
with derivative
/ €
¥ (w) = Wt (4.22)

Then

Gg(w) = 7,/}8(w2)d:c
Q

is an approximation of G}(w) = fQ |w|°dz. We have the following convergence properties
for G2.
Lemma 4.18. Let ¢, — 0, wy — w in L*(Q). Then

G? (w) = G(w) and 1ikrr_1>ioréf G? (wi) > Gh(w).

Proof. Convergence |, w;”—fek_dx — [ |w|°dz follows directly from dominated convergence.

2 2
Let wy, — w in L*(Q). As w%’j’;k — 1if w > 0 and liminfy_, % >0=|wifw=0,

the second statement follows from Fatou’s lemma. O

For € > 0 let us consider the smoothed version of the original objective
@
. (w) = F(w) + 3 [[wlliy + G (w). (4.23)

For a local solution @y of the non-smoothed problem (IH), there is p > 0 such that
Y (wp) < ®Y(w) for all |w — wo|lw < p. Hence, the auxiliary problem

. 1 _ _
min &(w) + 5w —wol|Faiq) st flw—@ollw < p (4.24)

has a solution according to the same arguments as in Theorem [£.12]

Lemma 4.19. Let wy be a local solution of @IH), let (ex) C R be a sequence with e — 0
and let wy, be the solution of problem [@24) for the smoothing parameter €. Then wy — W
mn W.

Proof. The proof works similar as in Lemma I3 The sequence (wy) is bounded in W
due to the constraint in ([@24). Hence, there is w* € W such that (after extracting a
subsequence if necessary) wy — w* in W and wy, — w* in L?(Q). By Lemma [LI8] it holds

limg 00 G2, (o) = GY(wo) and liminfy_,o0 GY (wy) > GY(w*), so ®? (wy) — (o) and
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weak lower semicontinuity of F' yields liminfy_ o ®0 (wy) > ®f(w*). From optimality of
(wg) in [@E24) we get
_ 1 _
¢, (w0) = ¢, (wk) + 5llwe = @ol|Zz o) (4.25)
Passing to the limit on the left and the limit inferior on the right-hand side yields
_ X ..
®o(wo) > Pp(w") + 5 w” = ol 720,

so w* = wy by optimality of wy and weak closedness of the admissible set. As in the proof of
Theorem 15 passing to the limit superior in equation (£28) and estimating the right-hand
side also shows that we can apply Lemma [£.14] to obtain strong convergence wy — wgy. O

Lemma 4.20. Let w, be the solution of [E24) for some e > 0 with ||w. — wo|lw < p. Then
it holds

(F'(we),v)y + a(we,v)w + ﬂGSI(we)z + (we — Wo,2)2() =0 Yo e W. (4.26)
Proof. Since the objective function of problem (£24) is continuously differentiable, a neces-
sary optimality condition is

(F'(we), (v — We))yy + a(we, v — we)w + 5G8/(w6)(v — we) + (we — wa“)ﬂ(ﬂ) >0
for all v € W with ||v — @g||lw < p. Using the fact that |jw. — @ollw < p leads to the
optimality condition (Z.28]). O

Lemma 4.21. Let (wy) be the sequence of solutions to the smoothed problem (@24) corre-
sponding to a sequence (ex) C RT with er — 0 and a local solution wgy and let A\, = ng/(wk).
Then there is \g € W* such that A\, — Ao in W*. Furthermore,

Aos@o)y >0 and (N, o)y, 20 Vp € C(Q), ¢ > 0.

Proof. The first part follows from passing to the limit in the optimality condition (£26]) and
wg — wo in W by Theorem [4.191 The second statement follows from passing to the limit in

2€,Ww?
Mes o)y = | —5—Lspdr >0
for p =1 or ¢ € C°(Q) with ¢ > 0. O
Combining the results above, we obtain the following optimality condition for the original
problem similar to |5, Theorem 5.7].

Theorem 4.22. Let wy be a local solution of the original problem ([EIH). Then Ao € W*
defined by

(F'(wo),v)yy + a(Wo,v)w + B (Ao, v)yy =0 YoeW (4.27)
satisfies
(Ao, Wo)yyr >0 (4.28)
and
(Mo, o)y, 20 Ve CZ(Q),¢0 > 0. (4.29)
Proof. Passing to the limit in ([@26) yields A\, — Ao with )\ defined by (@27). Thus, (Z28)
and (£29) follow from Lemma [£.21] O

When comparing Theorems and [4.16] one can observe that inequality (28] is satisfied
with equality in (£2ZI). Further, note that when considering the same local solution @y of
(#I3), the multipliers from the two theorems coincide. Thus, by passing to the limit for
p — 0 we were able to obtain a stronger optimality condition. This is because for p — 0, we
pass to limit twice in a row: first in the smooth approximation of the LP-pseudo norm and
then for p — 0. The direct smoothing of the L°-pseudo norm in this section only uses one
limit € — 0.
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4.2.3 Optimality conditions using capacitary measures

Next, we rewrite the optimality conditions obtained in the previous two sections using
capacitary measures. To do this, there are multiple possibilities.

Theorem 4.23. Let @y be a local solution of problem ([@IH). Then there is a capacitary
measure i such that

a(wg,v)w + S /Q wovdfp = — (F'(wo), v)y YveWn L%(Q) (4.30)

with Ao = wofi on (W N LZ())* for the multiplier Ao from Theorem [[.16. Moreover, the

measure i satisfies
/ wadfi = 0
Q
so that i =0 on {wy # 0}.
A measure [i satisfying (E30) can be obtained in the following ways:

(i) As the ~-limit i* of a sequence of measures pj from Theorem [{.2 for a sequence
(px) € (0,1) with pr, — 0.

i) For a sequence (py) € (0,1) with px — 0, let w,, , \r, and p’ as in Theorem [7.3. Le

i) F 0,1) with 0, let Wy, , A d py a Th Let
the assumptions of Theorem [{.3 be satisfied for all k, i.e. Wy, A\, > 0. Then i can be
obtained as the y-limit i of a subsequence of measures ..

(iii) For a sequence of positive numbers e — 0, i can be obtained as the vy-limit i° of a

sequence of measures p = (wf%k) with wy, solving (£.24]).
k

(i) If wo >0 and \g > 0 with \g from [[-10, define

Y _JO0  if cap (BN {wo = 0}) =0,
B = {oo if cap,(B N {wo=0})>0.

Proof. Let i such that equation ([@30) is satisfied. Comparing equations ([@20) and (£30)
yields Ag = wofz on (W N LZ(€2))*. Thus, one obtains [, w§dji = (Ao, @) = 0 from equation
(@21). This directly leads to i = 0 on {wy # 0}.

Next we prove existence of such a i by constructing it in the four different manners described
above. Let py — 0 and let (@, ) be the sequence considered in Section 2.1 using f(w) =
f(w)+ 3|lw—wo||3,. Let (1) and (1)) be sequences of capacitary measures corresponding
to the measures from Theorem 2] and Theorem E3 for the solutions wy, . Further, let (1)
be a sequence of measures defined by A\, = wkﬂg = wk(w;_;’zk)z with wy solving ([£24]).
Then one can extract a y-convergent subsequence of each of these sequences by Theorem
3131 Statements (i) and (ii) follow then together with the convergence wy, — Wy from
Theorem Statement (iii) follows from wy — @y by Theorem

For the result (iv) under the additional assumptions wy > 0 and o > 0 one can proceed as
in Theorem 3] using the optimality condition from Theorem Then one obtains

2 (B) = Jo 2o if cap (BN {w =0}) =0
00 if cap (BN {wy=0})>0

0 if cap,(BN{wp=0})=0
oo if cap, (BN {wy=0}) >0,

where the second equality follows from i = 0 on {wg # 0}. O

Note that if 0 < —F'(wg) € W N L>®(Q), the four measures defined in the previous theorem
coincide on {wy > 0} U {—F’(wp) > 0} by Lemma [
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Remark 4.24. One can rewrite equation ([A30) with measure > from above under the
assumptions wgo > 0 and g > 0 also as

a(wo, v)w = — (F' (o), v)y Vv € W such that v =0 on {wy = 0},

This follows from the fact that v € Lfﬂ (Q) if and only if v =0 on {wy = 0}. In [24, page
10/, this observation was discussed for the non-fractional case s = 1.

5 Numerical Examples

Now, we compute the solutions w, Z and also the corresponding multiplier A and the measure
i for some examples where F' is a tracking type functional. The problem is discretized with
finite elements and the stiffness matrix for the fractional part is derived as described in
|2, 7] for the integral fractional Sobolev space H*(€2). The solution is computed using the
algorithm developed in [5].

5.1 One-dimensional Example

We choose the parameters & = 1,8 = 1,p = 0.5, s = 0.1 and work with the space H*(Q).
Furthermore, 2 = (0, 1) and

1 ) 1\2

After the algorithm has stopped at iteration K, Ak and ux are computed via their definition
with ¥, (w%), see [@22). Using pux, we compute zx as a solution of (7). Figure Dl shows
the results: On the left, one can observe that the supports of wx and zx coincide. Note
that in the previous section we have only shown supp(w) C supp(z). The third plot shows
that the measures uy tend to infinity where z; and wy tend to zero.

0 0 1020
0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1 0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1 0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1
x x x

(a) Solution wk and zk. (b) Multiplier Ak . (¢) Measure ux.

Figure 1: Solution, multiplier and measure for the one-dimensional example described in

Section Bl

5.2 Two-dimensional Example

Next, we consider a two-dimensional example. Here, we use the code from [2] to compute
the fractional stiffness matrix for H*(2). We choose « = 8 =1, p = 0.05 and s = 0.1. Let
Q= (-1,1) x (—1,1) and let F be again a tracking type functional with

1 .
F(w) = Sllw=waljz)  with  wa(@) = 5(2]* + [y]*).

The results are shown in Figure
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(c) Multiplier Ag. (d) Measure pk-.

Figure 2: Solutions, multiplier and measure for the two-dimensional example described in
0. 2)

5.3 Different fractional Sobolev spaces

To investigate the influence of the choice of the fractional Sobolev space, solutions and their
corresponding measures are compared for the spectral and integral spaces H*(2) and H* (Q),
see Definition and ([2)) respectively. For Q = (0,1), the parameters s = 0.1, p = 0.05
and a = § =1 and a tracking type functional

1
F(w) = §||w - wdH%Q(Q) with wa(x) = 1.5 sin(37z),

the results are shown in Figure[3l The stiffness matrix for the integral case H? (Q) is again
computed as in ﬂ] For H*(Q2), we use the discretization of the spectral fractional Laplacian
from B] via its inverse.

One can observe that the solutions differ in their amplitude but have a similar shape. In order
to show that the different results are not only a matter of different scaling of the equivalent

A2
norms, we also solved the problem for the spectral case H?*(Q2) with choice a@ = 7||||ZUDII||I§S(Q),
He (2)

where  is a solution for the H*(2)-case for &« = 1. However, one can observe that with this
choice of o the solutions differ even more.

54 Casep=0

To compute solutions for p = 0, we use the smoothing scheme from Section again
combined with a DC-like algorithm similarly to E] In each step of this algorithm, we solve
the minimization problem

. o
wiy = avgmin F(w) + 5 ulfy + 8 [ 00, ()
weW Q
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(a) Solutions wk. (b) Measures px .

Figure 3: Comparison of solutions wy, and measures uy for the integral case H $(Q) and the
spectral case H*(€2) with and without rescaled «, see Section

In this example we choose s = 0.1, « = 1, 8 = 0.5 and wg(x) = 10z(z — 1) for the tracking
functional F'.

The solution for the choice € = 0.4* is shown in Figure @ One can observe that the algo-
rithm converges to a sparser solution for p = 0 compared to p = 0.1.

However, the solutions of the algorithm are sensitive to the choice of the sequence (e). For
instance, choosing the more slowly decaying sequence €5 = 0.9% leads to wy, — 0.
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Figure 4: Comparison of solutions and measures for p = 0 and p = 0.1 as described in

Section (.4
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