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LOCAL BEHAVIOUR AND EXISTENCE OF SOLUTIONS OF
THE FRACTIONAL (p,q)-LAPLACIAN

EMERSON ABREU AND A. H. SOUZA MEDEIROS

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we consider the regularity of weak solutions (in an
appropriate space) to the elliptic partial differential equation

(—Ap)*u+ (=Ag)*u= f(z) in RY,

where 0 < s < 1 and 2 < ¢ < p < N/s. We prove that these solutions are
locally in C%(RY), which seems to be optimal. Furthermore, we prove the
existence of solutions to the problem

(—Ap)*u + (—Ag)*u = |ufPs~2u + Ag(z)|u|""2u in RY,

where 1 < ¢ < p < N/s, A is a parameter and g satisfies some conditions
of integrability. We also show that, if g is bounded, then the solutions are
continuous and bounded.

1. INTRODUCTION

| We investigate the existence and regularity of weak solutions of the (p,q)-
Laplacian problem

(=Ap)*u+ (=Ay)*u=f in RY
u(z) >0, xRN,

(1.1)

where 0 < s < 1, N > sp, p* = Nj\i’;p,2<q§p< coand f € L7 1T (RNV)NLY(RN),

*

Ps
with 6 > %. The hypothesis f € L¥7 T (RY) ensure that we can apply variational
methods, and the condition f € LY(RY) is necessary to apply the Moser iteration
process to obtain a bound in L°°-norm for a solution.
For any 1 < m < oo, the fractional m-Laplacian operator, under suitable smooth-
ness condition on ¢, can be written as

lp(z) = o)™ *(d(2) — B(y))

|z — y|NFem

—Ap)’¢(x) =2 lim
anyo =2t [

where B.(z) := {y € RY; |y — x| < ¢}, see [14} 24, [25].

dy, VzeRY,
(1.2)
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We point out that there are several notions of the fractional Laplacian operator
in the current literature, all of which agree when the problems are set on the whole
RY. However, some of them disagree in a bounded domain.

Recently, a great deal of attention has been focused on studying problems involv-
ing fractional operators, from a pure mathematical point of view and for applica-
tions as well, since this kind of problem naturally arise in many different contexts,
such as the thin obstacle problem, finance, phase transitions, stratified materials,
optimization, anomalous diffusion, semipermeable membranes, minimal surfaces,
among others. For more details, see [8] [10] 24] [33].

The regularity up to the boundary of fractional problems like (II]) in the case
p = q = 2 is now rather well understood, even when more general kernels and
nonlinearities are considered. Using a viscosity solution approach, the linear model
case gives regularity for fully non-linear equations which are “uniformly elliptic”
in a suitable sense. Regarding the viscosity approach to fully non-linear, elliptic
non-local equation. See [7] for interior regularity theory with smooth kernels.

In the case p,q # 2, problem (1)) is both non-local and non-linear. Its leading
operator (—Ap)® is furthermore degenerate when p > 2. Determining sufficiently
good regularity estimates up to the boundary is not only relevant by itself, but it
also has useful applications in obtaining multiplicity results for more general non-
linear and non-local equations, such as those investigated by Ianizzotto, Liu, Perera
and Squassina [I7] in the framework of topological methods and Morse theory.

The C%%regularity of weak solutions of the degenerate elliptic problem

{ (=A)Su=f in €

u=0, in Q°

(1.3)

when 1 < p < oo was proved by Ianizzotto, Mosconi and Squassina [16], for a
bounded domain Q C RY with C*!-boundary and f € L>().
When s = 1, [I)) becomes a (p, ¢)-Laplacian problem of the form

(—Ap)u+ (=Au = f(z), =eRY, (1.4)
which has its origin in the general reaction-diffusion problem
uy = div(D(u)Vu) + f(z,u), z€RY, t>0, (1.5)

where D(u) = |[Vu|P=2 + |[Vul972.

For a general term D(u), problem (L) has a wide range of applications in
physics and related sciences such as biophysics, plasma physics, and chemical re-
action design. In such applications, the function u describes a concentration, and
the first term on the right-hand side of (IH) corresponds to a diffusion with a dif-
fusion coefficient D(u); the term f(x,u) stands for the reaction, related to sources
and energy-loss processes. Typically, in chemical and biological applications, the
reaction term f(z,u) is a polynomial in u with variable coefficients (see [12] 19, 33]).

The regularity of solutions of (I4) has been studied by He and Li [II]. The
authors showed that the weak solutions are locally C1:¢.

The first difficulty found in problem (II]) was how to define a weak solution. We
address this question in the present paper. For this purpose, we usually consider
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the reflexive Banach space
W := D*P(R™) n D*4(RY),
where D*™(RY) = {u € L™ (RN ); ||ul|s.m < oo} and ||ul|s.m denotes the Gagliardo-

norm .
)|m m

s,m — ————= dad

b= ( [ Sttty

for all u € D*>™(RY). See [4] for details.
The non-homogeneity of the operator (—A,)* 4+ (—A,)® introduces technical dif-
ficulties in obtaining and regularity of weak solutions for problems involving this

operator. It is worth to mention that || - ||s,, is a norm in D*™(RY), but not in
Wsm (RY),

Our first and main result is concerned with local regularity of weak solutions of

problem ([LT):

Ps
Theorem 1.1. Let 6 > %, fe LT T (RY) N LYRYN) and uw € W a solution of

@d). Then u e L>®(RY).

Moreover, if f € Lfsc(RN) then u is locally Holder continuous with exponent «,

that is, u € Cfy, (RN) with o € (0,2252).

The additional condition f € L2 (RY) in the above theorem is used to control
the oscillations of u in a ball.

To prove the global boundedness of the solution u, in Section ] we use the Moser
iteration process. The continuity of the solution u is obtained by adapting the ar-
guments used by Ianizzotto, Mosconi and Squassina [16] and Serrin [27], which was
done in Section Bl The main idea is to control the oscillation of the function u in
any ball. In order to do so, we prove a Harnack type inequality for weak solutions
of (L) instead of viscosity solutions, since we consider that the variational setting
is more natural to the problem. However, barrier type arguments are frequently
used in our approach. Since this kind of argument is not valid if 1 < p < 2, our
proof only applies if 2 < ¢, p < oc.

We will also study existence and regularity of weak solutions for the problem
involving the fractional critical pi-exponent.

{ (—Ap)u+ (=A)u = [uPi2u+ Aglu "2 i RV

u(z) >0, zeRN (1.6)

where 0 <s <1, N > sp, p; =
integrability conditions:

(g1) g is integrable and g € L' (RY), with ¢, *—**T,

(92) There exist an open set 2, € RY and ap > 0 such that g(z) > o > 0, for
all z € Q.

Considering problem (LGl), we prove:

Sp, 1 < ¢ <p< oo and g satisfies the following
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Theorem 1.2. Assume that g : RY — R satisfies the conditions (g1) and (g2), for
0<s<1

(1) If 1 < g <p<r<pk then there exists \* > 0 such that, for any A > \*,

problem (L8) has at least one nontrivial and nonnegative weak solution in

N(p-1
L)<p§max p,p:—L <r <ptand N > p3s,
N —s p—1

then the problem (LGl has a non-trivial weak solution in W for any X > 0.

(1) If 1 < ¢ <

Theorem 1.3. Let2 < g<p<r<p;, \>0and0< s <1, be such that N > sp.
Assume that g € L=®(RY) satisfy (g1) and u € DSP(RYN) N D*P(RY) is a solution
of [LB). Then u € L>®(RYN)NCE (RY).

When s =1, (L) is reduced for the (p, q)-Laplacian equation
(—A))u+ (=Au = [uP ~2u+ Ag(z)|u| 2u, z=eRV. (1.7)

The existence of a nontrivial solution of problem () has been studied by
Chaves, Ercole and Miyagaki in [9]. They showed the existence of a non-trivial so-
lution if X is large enough. Using the theory of regularity developed by He and Li in
[T1], they showed that the weak solutions are locally < if g € L't (RN )NL>(RY).

In Section [, motivated by [9] we will assume that 1 < ¢ < p < r < p* and
investigate the existence of a nontrivial solution for the problem (). We show

that for A large enough exists a solution of problem ().

Furthermore, assuming that 1 < ¢ < % < p < max {p,pz - #11} <r<pk

and N > p?s, we show that (L6) has a solution for any A\ > 0 by using estimates
for the extremal function (see [3] [} 23]).

In order to obtain a nontrivial solution of (L6]), we apply a version of the Moun-
tain Pass Theorem (see [13]).

We also adapt standard arguments to prove the boundedness of Palais-Smale
sequences. In order to overcome the lack of compactness of Sobolev’s embedding,
we prove a pointwise convergence result, which together with the Brezis-Lieb lemma
give us the weak convergence. Following arguments similar to [9, 20, 32], in Section
we obtain a strict upper bound for cy, the level of the Palais-Smale sequence,
valid for all A large enough. Applying this fact and arguments adapted from [9] [15]
to conclude that the nonnegative critical points for I (the associated euler lagrange
functional), obtained from the mountain pass theorem are not the trivial ones.

Taking advantage of the compact embedding Wi?(Q) — L*(Q) for 1 < ¢ < p?,
we can study the fractional p-Laplacian problems in bounded domains. However, the
situation is quite different for the (p, ¢)-Laplacian, since the embedding W*P(Q) —
We4(Q), for @ C RN with p # ¢ does not always exist [cf. [22]], which is a
additional difficulty.

When the domain is the whole RY, the Sobolev embedding is not compact. To
work around this problem, a concentration-compactness principle or minimization
restricted methods (see [29, 21]) have been used to find weak solutions in W (RY).

Finally, in Section Bl we recollect some basic fact about the fractional framework
that will be very important in the paper.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Functions spaces. For all measurable function v : RY — R, let

Ju(z) — uly)|™ )”’”
Uls,m,0 = ——————dady
[elsma (/Q o |z—y|Ntsm

be the Gagliardo semi-norm. We will consider the following spaces (see [11, 24} [5]
for details):

W (Q) ={u € L™(Q) ; [u]s,m,0 < oo},
equipped with the norm
HUHs,m = HUHWS”"(Q) = ||U||Lm(Q) =+ [U]s,m,sz,
and
W™(Q) = {u € W*™RYN); u=0in RV\Q},
W=m(Q) = (WS™Q)*, m/ = Ll (dual space).
m —
For any 1 <m < % define the reflexive Banach space
D*™(RY) := {u € L™ (RN); [u]s,m < o0}

where m? = Nj\l " The so-called best Sobolev constant for the embedding D*™ (RY) —

L™:(RN) is given by

[u] 3
in . (2.1)
weDsm(RN)\{0} [|ul[}

Ss,m =

See [4] for details.

We will frequently make use of the following space (See [16]):
Definition 2.1. Let Q@ C RY be bounded. We set[]
u(z) P~

Vem(Q) = L™ RY):3U >0 s,p —_
om(@) = fu e L @) 305 0, fulwony + [ i

dx<oo}.

If Q is unbounded, we set
Wo™(Q) i={u e L (RY) :u € W ™(Q) for any bounded Q' C Q}.
For all a € (0,1] and all measurable u : Q — R we set
u(z) — u(y)|
|U|ca(ﬁ) = sy ~ a
z,y€Q,x#y |'I y|
% Q) ={ueC(@): |ulga @) < oo}
Throughout the paper we assume that 0 < a < 1 and
C(Q) = ™ (@),

10 € U means that Q is a compact subset of U.
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being a Banach space under the norm
HUHCQ(Q) = |lull L) + |U|CQ(§).

We recall that the nonlocal tail centered at x € R with radius R > 0, is defined

ui N

e (a) 1T —

as

We will also set T'aily,(u;0; R) = Taily, (u; R).
Remark 2.2. Note that, if u € Loo(RN) then

m—1 N m—1
Taily,(u; R)™ " = R*™ [u()] _ Vo lull™
Be (o) lylVEsm sm

Thus, if u € Leo(RY) we have Tail,,(u; R)™~ < C, where C > 0 is independent
of R.

2.2. Some elementary inequalities.
For all t € R, we set

Jm = [t|m 2t

We recall a few well-known inequalities

(a+b)™ < 2™ Ha™ +b™), a,b>0, m > 1; (2.3)
(a+0)" <a™+b"ab>0, me (0,1]; (2.4)
| Jimt1(a) = Jmg1 ()] < m(Jm(a) + Jm(b))|a — b, a,b€R, ¢ > 1. (2.5)

Using the Taylor’s formula and Young’s inequality, we can prove that, for all § > 0
exists Cy > 0 such that

(a+b)? —a? < 0a? + Cpb?, a,b>0, ¢ >0, and Cy — o0 as § — 07, (2.6)

Consider, for b > 0, the function f(t) = J,,(t) — Jn(t — b). Its global minimum is
attained on f(b/2) = 22-™p™~1 and hence we obtain the inequality

Jm(a) = Jm(a —b) >227"p™ 1 Va € R, b >0, and ¢ > 1. (2.7)
Finally, in order to apply Moser iteration process we will use the following lemma:

Lemma 2.3. Let 1 <m < oo and g : R — R be a increasing function. Defining

G@—A@@ﬁ&»e&

we have that
Jm(a —b)(g(a) = g(b)) = |G(a) — G(b)|™.
Proof: See [A, Lemma A.2]
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2.3. Some basic properties of the fractional (p, ¢)-Laplacian. The following
result describes a fundamental non-local feature of the fractional (p,¢)-Laplacian
operator (—A,)* + (—A,)".

Given 1 < ¢ < p < oo and Q C RY denote by

W(Q) = W*P(Q) N W*9(Q).
Definition 2.4. Let Q C RY be bounded and u € W(). We say that u is weak

solution of (—A + (- A)u—me if, for all p € C§°(Q),
u(y))(p(r) — ¢(y)) _
mzpq /I%N /RN |.’II - |N+sm dxdy B Q fwdx
The inequality (—Ap)*u + ( A ) u < f weakly in Q will mean that
u(y))(p(z) — ¢(y))
WZ/ / R dody < | o

for all p € C3°(Q), ¢ > 0. Similarly for (—Ap)*u+ (—Ag)%u > f.
Remark 2.5. By Lemma 2.3 in [16] the functional

W) o )= [ [ 2ol M) et

is finite and belongs to W= (), which implies that the Definition makes

Sense.

Lemma 2.6. Suppose that v € W(Q) satisfies (—A,)%u + (—Ay)°u = f weakly in
Q for some f € L} .(Q). Letv € L}, (RY) be such that

. @)™
dist(supp (v), ) > 0, /QC 1+ [z)NTsm

Then, u+v € W(Q) satisfy (—Ap)%(u+v) + (=Ay))*(u+v) = f + h weakly in
Q, where

dz < oo, form € {p,q}.

_ I (u(@) = uly) = v(y)) = Jm(u(@) = uly)) ,
h(z)=2 ) /Supp . PR d

m=p,q

Proof. Tt suffices to consider the case when € is bounded. Define K = supp (v)
and consider U C RY such that,

m—1
QeU and ||u||Ws,m(U)+/ [u(@)
R

— _  dz <
n (L JaNem 0 =%

for m € {p, q}.
Without loss of generality we can assume that ) € U € K¢, since dist (2, K) =

d > 0. Clearly u4+v = win U, and thus u+v € W™ (U) for m € {p, q}. Moreover,
for m € {p, q} we have

Ju(z) + v(z)" ! ()| ()|

de < C — _d C ———dx < o0.

/RN At )em =Y o T ) O fon W e & <%
Therefore, u +v € W().
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Now assume that (—Ap)*u+ (—Ay)*u = f weakly in Q. Choose ¢ € C§°(£2) and
compute

x L L (””H;i(yﬁ;iff))(“’@)—¢<y>>dxdy
B Zz;q/ / |x _yyigv(f(i) = #W) g,
i mZ;q /g . /Q |x - %;ﬁfy))‘p(x) dzdy
_22¢//> @_;ng)wwﬁﬂm
- ;q/uw /RN |$ jz;iav(f(i) =W 4y
+mz;q/ /g |x_ |N(fi?1 W) dedy
. mz,;q/ / yy|1)v+;n(y) 222 44y
v mz’[;q/ /S I:v — (lﬁv;ﬁy))@(@ dydz
= [ (@) + h)oteis

Proposition 2.7 (Comparison Principle). Let Q be bounded, and u,v € W(Q)
satisfy u < v in Q°. Suppose that, for all o € WP (Q) N W, (Q), ¢ >0 in Q, it is
valid

(y))(<ﬂ(x) al)
Z /]RN /RN — y|NHsm dedy

v(y))(e(z) — »(y))
Z /RN ~/]RN |a: — y[Ntsm dady.

m=p,q

Then v < v in €.

Proof. The prove is a straightforward calculus, but for convenience of the reader
we sketch the details. We Subtracting the above equations and adjusting the terms,
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yields
o= [ [ (2 m_]ﬁﬂfﬂ‘“”v<ﬂm—¢@wmw
[ (2R D V0D (o) - phasay. @29
since ¢ > 0.

We show that the integrand is non-negative for ¢ = (u—v)* € W (See Proposi-
tion 2.10 in [16]). Taking a = v(z) — v(y) and b = u(x) — u(y) , the identity

T (b) = T (a) = (m —1)( —a/|a+t a)|™2dt

yields
I (u(@) —u(y)) = Jm(v(z) —v(y)) = (m = 1) [(u = v)(x) = (u—0)(y)] Qm(z,y),

where Qu(e.9) = [ 1(0(e) = v(w) + tltu = o)) — (u = 0)))" "2 .

0
We have Q,(z,y) > 0 and Q. (x,y) = 0 only if v(x) = v(y) and u(z) = u(y).
Rewriting the integrands in (28] we obtain

/]RN /sz < e |x$1 |J(\?+:pv)(y)] @l y)) (p(x) — p(y))dzdy

a—1)[(u=v)@) = (1= v)(3)) Qy(x,v) o
+ /]RN ‘/]RN ( |I‘ — y|N+sq > (90(30) Sp(y))d dy S((; 9)

We now choose the test function ¢ = (v — v)™ and define
bmu—v=(u—v) —(@=v)", p=(u-v)*=y".
From (Z9) results that

/RN ~/]RN < (|x))_(¢|+zv(+zp W(y))Qp(I’y)) dady
/ / ( q—1)( WY)Wt (z) — 1/1+(y))Qq($C,y)> ddy <0
RN JRN

|z — y|NHea

Using the inequality
E=m(E" —n") 2 €7 =P

we can see that

p— Dt (z) —vt(y)? G
/]RN /]RN |z —yIN“P S

(= DY*(z) — v (W) PQq (2, y)

ERPTE

+ dedy < 0.

Thus
P (x) =T (y) or Qm(z,y) =0,
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at a. e. point (z,y). Also the latter alternative implies that " (z) = ¥ (y), and
S0

(u—v)*t(r) =C >0, Vo eRY,
The boundary condition implies that C' = 0 and consequently v > u in RY.

Proposition 2.8. Suppose Q) is bounded, u € W*™(Q) N Cllo’z(Q), with v € [0,1]
such that

1-mp(l—s .
%, ’Lf m < 2.
Then (—Ay,)u = f strongly in Q for some f € LiS5.(Q).
Proof. See Proposition 2.12, [10].

., {l—m(l—s), if m>2,

3. INTERIOR HOLDER REGULARITY

Now we assume that 2 < ¢ < p < oo and we will prove a weak Harnack type
inequality for non-negative supersolutions and then we will obtain an estimative of
the oscillation of a bounded weak solution in a ball. Denote by Br = B(0; R) and
we will continue with the notation W(Q) = W*P(Q) N W*4(f).

Theorem 3.1. Let 2 < q < p < oo and u € W(Bg3) satisfying weakly
(—Ap)°u+ (=Ay)*u>—-K em Bgys
u(z) >0, xzecRY

for some K > 0. Then ezist o € (0,1) and C > 0 such that

1/(q—1)
inf u>o ][ wi Yz _ U(KRSP)l/(Pfl) .
Bry/a Br\Bpg/»

Proof. Choose a function ¢ € C*(R¥Y) be such that 0 < ¢ < 1in RV, p =1
in Bsyy and ¢ = 0 in Bf. By Proposition .8 |(=Ap,)%¢| < C1 weakly in By, for
m > 2. We rescale by setting pr(x) = ¢(3z/R), so or € C®°[RY), 0 < pr < 1in
RN, ¢r =11in Bg/s, pr =0 in B and [(=Am)*p| < C1R™™ weakly in Bp/s.
Given o € (0,1), consider

1/(m—1)
L(m) = (]éR\BRm um—ld:C) and w = oL(q)pr + XBr\ B s -
Thus w € W(Bpg/3), and by Lemma 28 we have weakly in Bg/s,
(=Ap)*w(z) + (—Ag) w(x) = (=Ap)* (0 L(q)pr (7)) + (=Ap)* (0 L(q)pr(x))
L / I (0L(@)¢r(@) = u(y)) = Jm (0 L(@)¢r(@))
Br\Br/>

dy
_ N+sm
i |z =yl

< (0L(q))P " (=Ap)°vr(x) + (0L(q)" (—Ag) ¢r
o / I (0L(@)or(z) = u(y)) — Jm (0 L(q)¢r(x)) a
Br\Br/2

_ N+sm
ER
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Thus using the inequality (7)) results
CiloL@)™! | CaloLa) !

(—=Ap)*w(z) + (—Ag)*w(z) <

RsP Rsd
p—1 q—1
O A Y S Y
Br\Bp,s 1T — YN TP Br\Bp,s T — Y[V T3
_ GieL@)" | Ci(oL@)™! _ Co(Lp)P  Ci(Llg)*
- Rsp Rs1 Rsp Rsq

Applying the Holder inequality we have L(q) < L(p), for p > ¢, thus, since o € (0,1)
result of the inequality above that

(L(g))P! N (L(Q))‘H)

(_A;D)Sw(x) + (_AQ)SU}(‘T) < (Claq_l - 02) ( RSP Rsq

1/(q—1)
If choose 0 < 0 < min {1, (2%’1) } we get the upper estimate

G (L)~

(=Ap)*w(z) + (—Ag)*w(x) < — B Rsp

(3.2)

5\ V(=1

We set C' = (C_z) and distinguish two cases:

o If L(q) < C(KR*)Y/(P=1 then

inf w>02>0L(q) — U(KRsp)l/(p—l);
BRrya

o If L(q) > C(K R*P)Y/ =Y then using (B:2) we obtain weakly in Bp/3

{(—Ap)sw(:c) + (=Ag)*w(z) < =K < (=Ap)*u(x) + (=Aq) u()

W= XBp\Bp,,¥ = U, TE B§/3.
Using the Proposition 7, we obtain that w < u in RY, in particular

inf w> inf w>oL(q) inf g =0L(q) > oL(q) — C(KR*®)Y/®=1),
Brja Brya Br/a

Lemma 3.1. Let R < 1,2 < q<p<oo andu e W(Bg/3) such that

{(—Ap)su +(=Ay)*u>—K in Bpgys
u >0, in Bg,

for some K > 0. If u € L>®(RY) then there ezists o € (0,1), Ko > 0, C > 0 and
for all e > 0 a constant C; > 0 such that

1

a1
infu>o ][ ultdx - C(KQRS(pfq))ﬁ —esupu — C.Taily(u_; R).
Br Br\Brg/2 Br
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Proof. Let us apply the Lemma for the functions u and v = u_, so that
uy =u+ v and ) = Br/3. Then have in a weak sense in Bg/3

(—Ap) up(x) + (A uy(z) = (—Ap) u(x) + (—Ay) u(x)
Iin (u(@) = uly) —u_(y)) = Jm(u(z) —uly)) ,

=y !

w(x))™ ' — (u(z) —u m—1
ko Amm(()) (o),

S R B lsE i

Yy
g ) {u<0} |y| N +sm

where in the end was used that |z —y| > 2|y[, for all y € {u < 0} C B§ and

r € Bpys. By inequality (ZG), for any 6 > 0 exists Cp > 0 such that weakly in
Brys
m—1 _ CO u(y m—1
((—Ap) +(—Ay)° )qu > K—Cz / N+5m( ) dy
m=p,q ” {u<0} |y|
>-K-C0 supml/ dy — Cy /
¥ ™ [ et 2 [ G
>

p—1
-K — }2561.0 (s;su) ]gsp (Taily(u_; R))P~"

co gy 1
- T (sugu) ~ Red (Tailg(u—; R))

Using the Remark 222 we can see that T'aily(u_; R) < Cy, where Cj is independent
of R > 0, we also have that R*? < R*(—% for R € (0, 1], since ¢ < p. Thus

p—1
KR < KR* + C# (sup u> + Cp (Taily(u_; R))"™
Br

a1 g—1\9q—1
+ CR*P=9¢ (sup u) + CyRr3P9) (Tailq(u,; R)) Pfl)

Br

p—1
< KR¥P=9 4 9 <sup u) + Cp (Taily(u_; R))" ™"+ (CO + Cy) MoR¥P~9).
Br

where My > 0 is a constant independent of R > 0, that depend of |[ul| foo ()
Consequently, given € > 0 take § < min {1, %} we have

( RSP) = (KORS(pfq))ﬁ +esupu+ C.Taily(u—; R)
Br

where Ko = Ko (K, |[u|| o ®~)) > 0 is independent of R > 0.
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Therefore, applying the Lemma B for u. results

1/(g—1)
inf = inf uy >0 ]l it dx — (f(RSp)ﬁ
Brsa  Brya Br\Bg/»

q—1
>0 (][ uq_ldx> - (KORS(”_‘J))P_il —esupu — C.Taily(u_; R).
Br\Br/2 Br
O
Now we use the above results to produce an estimate of the oscillation of a
bounded function u such that (—A,)*u + (—Ay)u is locally bounded. We set for
all R >0, 1o € RN

Q(u; wo; R) = |[ul[Loe (Bg(xo) + Taily(u;zo; R),  Q(u; R) = Q(u; 05 R).

Theorem 3.2. Let u € W(Bg,) N L=(RY) a function such that for some K >0
and Ry € (0, 1] we have

[(=Ap)°u+ (—Ay)°u| < K weakly in Bg,.
Then ezists a € (0,1) and C' > 0 such that

oscu < C {(KQRS(pq)>p_ll + Q(UQTO)} ( . )a

B, Ro
where Ko > 0 is given in the Lemma[31]
Proof. Recall that 2 < ¢ < p < oo. For all integer j > 0 we set R; = %,Bj =
B,; and %Bj = Bg; /2. We claim that there are a € (0,1) and A > 0, a non-
decreasing sequence (m;) and a non-increasing sequence (M), such that

m; < i]glfu <sup < M;, M; —m; = )\RJO»‘, for any j > 0.
J Bj

We argue by induction on j.
2llullLos (BR,)

Step zero: We set Mo = sup u and mo = Mo — AR, where 0 <A < y o
0

BRO
Inductive step: Assume that sequences (m;) and (M) are constructed up to the
index j. Then

Mj—mjz][ (Mj—u)dx—i—][ (u —m;)dz
Br\Br/2 BRr\Br/2
1

1
T T
< (][ (M; — u)q_ldx> + (][ (u— mj)q_ldac>
Br\Br/2 Br\Brg/2

Note that as (M) is non-increasing and (m;) is non-decreasing, we have M; — u
and u — m; are bounded in RY, moreover for all 7 >0 we have

M —u < My—u and u—m; <u—my.
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Let o0 € (0,1), C > 0 be as in Lemma 3] and multiply the previous inequality by
o to obtain, via Lemma [B.1]
o(M; —m;) < inf (M; —u) + inf (u—m;)+ 2C(KoR;"~)7
1

Bjt1

+ ¢ [sup(M; — u) +sup(u —m;)| + CeTail,(M; —u)_; R;)

BJ B]
+ C.Taily((u —mj)—; Rj)

Setting universally e = ¢, C = max{2C, C.} and rearranging, we have

g
< (- 5)(M;—my
gscu = (1= 5)(M; —my)

+C [(K Rs(p q)) 4 Tail,((M; —u)—; Rj) + Tail,((u — my)_; R;)

In the proof of the Theorem 5.4 in [I6] we provide an estimate of both non-local
tails,

Q(u; Ro)
R§

the same being valid for T'ail,((w — m;)_). Therefore

Tail,(M; —u)_;R;) < C [)\S(oz)i’ll + ] R$, S(a) =0 asa—0

g s(p—q) Q(U”‘RO) e
< - — _ .
J%Sﬁu (1 2) (M; —mj;)+C (K R, ) +C {)\S’( )p-T 4 Re RS .

Recalling that M; —m; = AR} and R; = fj‘), follows that
osc u < 4% [(1——)4—05( )P })\R;?‘H

Bjt+1 2
s(p=q) q) —a ‘R
+4°C [Kg R Lga 0)} RY,,.
0

Now we choose o € (0, %) universally such that

e |(1-3) ros@r] < (1-3)

which is possible because S(a) — 0 as @ — 0. Now, setting

ga+l 1 sp—a) _, ‘R
C [KOP TRyt oy Qo) 0)} .
RO

A=

2Hu||L°°(BR0(zo))

we have \ > 7 , since that 4°F1C/o > 2 and
0

oscu < (1-— ))\R AR )\RJ+1
Bjt1
We may pick mjy1, M;qq such that

;g <mjpq < 1nf u<supu < M <M, Mjy—mjpr = AR},
Bjt1 Bji1

which completes the induction and proves the claim.
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Now fix r € (0, Rp) and find an integer j > 0 such that R;j;1 < r < R;, thus
R; < 4r. Hence, by the claim and (3.6]), we have
r

g < gse < ARS < C [(KoRé(p —q)r T+ Q(U;Ro)} <R_o) :

which concludes the argument.

Corollary 3.2. Let u € W(Bag,(70)) N L=(RY) such that for some K > 0 and
Ry € (0, 1] we have

[(—Ap)*u+ (—Ag)°u| < K weakly in Bag,(zo).
Then there exists C > 0 and « € (0,1) such that

1 —Q
|u|C°"1(BRo(10) <C [(KORS(p —q)) 7T + Q(u; z0; 2Ro) Ry

Proof. Given x,y € Bg,(20), let r = |z —y| < Ry. let us apply the Theorem [3.2]
to the ball Bg,(x) C Bag,(zo). Clearly HuHLm(BRD(I)) < ||UHL°°(B2R0(10)) and

u(y) P~

Tail,(u; z; Ro)P ™t = RS”/ L
p( ) 0 @) |I_y|N+sp

BC
Ro

u()lP~

< C|ulp2t + CRY / T — ulN+op
” ”L (BzRo(IU)) 0 (z0) |$0 _y|N+5p

B3g,
for a universal C, where as usual we used |z —y| > |z¢ —y|/2 for y € BSp_(x0) and
x € Bry(x). This implies that,

Q(u;x; Rp) < CQ(u;xo;2Rp)

and thus the desired estimate on the Holder seminorm. O

4. BOUNDEDNESS OF SOLUTIONS - A GENERAL PROCEDURE

*

Ps
Given an f € L?Z T (RY), consider the problem

{ (—Ap)*u+ (=Ay))*u=f in RY

u(x) >0, zeRN (4.1)

WhereO<s<1,N>sp,p§:NJ\£’;p and 1 < ¢ < p < oo. We will denote by

W = D*P(RV) N D*%(R")
which is a Banach space with the induced norm
sp T [[ulls,q-

Definition 4.1. We say that w € W is a weak solution of (@II) if
[ (el O = W Yeuta) — utw) o) — el
RNJRN

|z — y[N+ep |z — y|N+sa

[ullw = [u]

= / fodx,  for all o € W.
RN
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The following remark is a direct consequence of the spaces involved and is the
key to concluding the continuity of the solutions of (@.II).

Remark 4.2. 1) Note that, W C W(Q) for any Q C RN a bounded domain.
2)The condition f € LT (RN) is important so that the functional
= / fodx is well defined for any ¢ € W.

RN

Proof of theorem 1.1 By Remark 2] if v € W satisfies (1) with f €
L (RY), then given zp € RY we have u € W (Bag, (o)), for any 0 < Ry < 1

loc
and |[(=Ap)*u+ (=A¢)*ul < K = || f||Lo(Byg, (x0))- Now, by applying Corollary 3.2]
results

|u|co,a(BR0($0) <C (K()R(s)(p_q))ﬁ + Q(U;IE(); 2R0):| Ro_a

Give Q C RY compact, we consider a cover Q C U;Bg,(z) with € Q and
0 < R; < 1. We use the same arguments of the proof of Theorem 1.1 in [16], for
conclude that v € C*(€2).
-

To show that u € L>®(RY), we assume that f € L7Z 7 (RV) N LY(RY) and we
use the Moser iteration process.
Let M >0 and 8 > 1, we set for simplicity wy; = min{u, M} and

. t8, set < M,
gp,m(t) = (min{t, M})” :{ M5B, set>M

we can see that gg s is continuous and has bounded derivative. Hence,
Up = gﬁ,M(u> ewn LOO(RN)

Then we insert the test function ¢ = gz a(u) in the Definition (ZI]) and the
Holder inequality, we get

u Jy(u(z) —u
Lo (P elel) s B D) (g u(o) = g0kl

= | S @ganlu()de = | f@yui@)de < flollui e (42)
Setting
Gon®) = [ Gty har = 77 ming ) *E )

and using Lemma 23] for m € {p, ¢}, a = u(z), and b = u(y), results of (L2)) that

|G,3 M(u(x)) _GB M(U(y))| B
) i) < ’
/]RN /RN |z — y[NFsp dady < [l£llelluale

By Sobolev inequality (2.1) we get

([ )< [ sttt

< |If llolleyrlor-




FRACTIONAL (p, q)-LAPLACIAN 17

1 P « P

Bip / Gromner N\ ,
S P d < .
<6+p—1 o z) < llellale

equivalently using g > 1

From (&3)

p
(B+p—1)p} PE *B +p—1 p
(Lo )" <o (220 e )
RN p
where C1 = C1(s,p, N, | flle) > 0. By setting
«Bn+P— B
n 7, “>lando,=——"—"—<
Brt1 = Bo = O ser—
We can see that 3, is increasmg, and we obtain of ([@4) for =8, > 1
Bo
B’Vl
lraaell o ey < O BT Nt vy (45)

Iterating this inequality and using that o, < 1, we get for any n > 1

n4+1 n
Z ntl N Bo H O'j
B
HuM||L9’Bn+1(RN) < Cci= 1 Hﬁjj HU’M”LP (RN)
Setting v = g,:;u = (]]\’V(_g;pl))e, we have v > 1 since that 6 > %, and so
n+1
n Y — 7
Bn=7"Po+ (p—1)———7—
It yields
B -y v _ psps—0")
lim 2% = B+ (p—1) lim 2 — L — g4 (p—1)—— = LB "2
n—yoo " n—oo y"(y — 1) =1 0(pi—0p)

Therefore, using the limit comparison test, we conclude that

n
Z—<oo and ﬁoﬂjﬁ < 0.
j=1

Moreover,
n+1 % * 9/
lim HUJ = lim H lim 7”“& — lim il p_f - M
n—ro0 n—o0 n~>oo ﬂnJrl n—00 ﬂnJrl 0 Ps — 0

Using these estimates and taking n — 400 in (@A) results

p:—e’ p*79/
lunell ey < Cllunl s oy < Clull 2, (46)

for some C = C(s,p, N,||f|lg) > 0. We now let M — +oo, which gives u €
L>®(RYN), and we get

pi—0'p

pE—0’

LPS(RN)’

[[ul| Lo ey < Cffull
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O

Remark 4.3. Note that, the condition 2 < q < p is necessary only to prove the
continuity of u. To prove that u is bounded we can assume that 1 < q < p.

5. EXISTENCE OF SOLUTION FOR AN PROBLEM

Let 1<m< % and measurable u : RN — R the quantity

1

u@l" N

s,m — d d .
”“” (// PR

defines a uniformly convex norm on the reflexive Banach space

Nm
D> (RY) = L™ (RN); [lulls m th —
(BY) = {u € L7 (RY); [ullm < o0} with mg = <"
Let W := D*P(RY¥) N D*4(R"), endowed with the norm
[ullw = llulls.p + [lulls.q-
To simplify the notation, we will use S := S, , the Sobolev constant. The

following lemma can be found in [I8, Lemma 4.8]

Lemma 5.1. Let Q CRY |1 < p < oo and {u,} C LP(Q) be a bounded sequence
converging to u almost everywhere in Q. Then u, — u in LP(Q).

Next we demonstrates a result related to compactness:

Lemma 5.2. Let (un)nen be a bounded sequence in W. Then there is u € W such
that less than subsequence u,(x) — u(x) q.t.p. in RY. Moreover for m € {p,q} we
have

i =l = T (25— ll2)

Proof. Let (un)nen a sequence in W such that,

sg < C, VneNlN. (5.1)

lunllw = ”un”sm + [|un|

It is easy to see that W is a uniformly convex Banach space, and hence W is
reflexive Banach space, so there is u € W such that w, — w in W.
On the other hand, given QO C RY compact, using Holder inequality we have

[un () — un(y)[?
Uy, |Pdx —|—/ / ——————="dady < |Q|*F
/Qo el a0 Jo, 1T — ZJ|N+SP |

o
. (I Osl' +1> luall?, < C.

Therefore u, € WP () for each n € N and all Q compact. Since the embed-
ding W*P(Qy) < LP(Qp) is compact, it follows that embedding W — LI (RY)
is compact. Hence less than subsequence, u, — u in L (RY) and consequently
un(x) = u(z) q.t.p. in RV,

SP

pr +
[

S,p
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For the second part of the lemma, let m € {p, ¢} and defined

un () = un(y)

v € L™ (RY xRY)
[z —y[» ™"

Un(z,y) =

By the first part obtain

u(r) — u(y)

| |E+s’ a.e. in RY x RYV.
x—y|®

Un(z,y) = U(z,y) =

Since (uy) is bounded in W follow that (Uy,),,cy is bounded in L™(RY x RY),
from the Lemma 5.1 results

U, = U in L™(RY x RY).

applying the lemma of Brezis Lieb we complete the proof. O
Let us introduce the following version of the mountain pass theorem (see [13] 2]

28, 130]).

Lemma 5.3. Let X be a real Banach space and ® € C'(X,R). Suppose that
®(0) = 0 an that there exist B, p >0 and x1 € X\B,(0) such that

(i) ®(u) > B for all uw € X with ||ul|x = p;

(i7) ®(x1) < B.

There exists a sequence {u,} C X satisfying
®(u,) — ¢ and ' (u,) — 0,

where ¢ is the minimax level, defined by

¢ := inf {r{1>a(:)>( D(y(t)) : v € C([0,1],R),v(0) =0 and ~(1)= xl} .

We are interested first in finding nontrivial weak solutions to the following prob-
lem
{ (=Ap)%u+ (—Ay)%u = |u|Ps"2u + Ag(z)|u]""u in RN (5.2)

u(r) >0 xRN,

where 1 < ¢ < p, N > sp, A > 0is a parameter. The function ¢ : RV — R satisfying
the conditions:

1) g is integrable and g € L{(RN), with t = -2+,
91) g g g pra

(92) There exist an open set Q, € RY and g > 0 such that
g(x) > ap > 0, for all x € Q.

Definition 5.4. We say that u € W is a weak solution of problem ([B.2) if

Jp(u(r) —uly)) = Jy(u(z) —u(y)) B .
/RN /RN < e — gVt T o —g|Nred ) (p(x) = @(y))dady

= / (uF)P 20t pda + )\/ gu™) 2utede,  for all o € W.
RN RN
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Observe that Definition [5.4] is satisfied by critical points of the functional,

1 1 * A
I = >l oo [ wae-2 [ gtyan 63
p Ps JrN RN

r

1
S0t gl
where u® = max{+u,0}.

Lemma 5.5. Let (g1) hold. Then Iy is well defined, for all X > 0, Iy € C*(W,R)
and for all u, € W we have

_ Jp(u(z) —uly)) | Jo(u(z) —u(y))
nwp=[ [ (FLZ) D) (o) - oty
= / (ut)Ps2ut pda + /\/ g(u™) " 2utpd. (5.4)
RN RN
Proof. The proof of this fact is well known. See Lemma 2 in [25]. O

It is standard to show that the functional I, has the mountain pass structure on
the space W. Thus, for each A > 0, the minimax level denoted by

¢y = inf maxIy(tu), (5.5)
ueW\{0} t>0

is positive, and there exists a Palais-Smale (PS) sequence {u,} C W at the level
Ty, that is
I(u,) — ¢y and  I§(u,) — 0. (5.6)

Lemma 5.6. Let {u,} C W be a Palais-Smale sequence. Then {un }nen is bounded
m W.
Proof. The argument is standard. We indicate the main step. Let {u, }nen such
that,
I (uy) < dp and I} (u,) — 0 in W*.
Thus, for all n large

1 1 1
o+ Nunlhw = 1) = T1500) 2 (3 = 2) (a2 + el

From where, we easily conclude that ||uy,|/yy is bounded. O

Lemma 5.7. Assume that 1 < ¢ < p <r < p%, (g1) and (g2) holds. Then exist
A* >0 such that 0 < ¢y < %S% for all A > \*.

Proof. By the above comments we have ¢y > 0.

We recall that Q, = {z € RV; g(x) > ag > 0}.
Let up € W\{0} with support in €, such that up > 0 and |jug
t > 0 we have

px = 1. For each

tP ta AT tPs
In(tug) = —|Juoll? , + —|luo)|?, — — rde — —, t> 0.
A( U’O) P HuoHs,p + q ”uO”s,q r /]RN gupdx p:

thus we can see that I)(tug) — —oo as t — oo and that Iy (tug) — 0 as t — 0T,
These facts imply the existence of a ¢ty > 0 such that

max Iy (tup) = Ix(tauo)
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Hence
d
0= i [Ik(tUO)]t:tk
—1 —1 _ -1
= 8 ol + ol — M5 [ e &
we get
w2 uo| |4 “_
0< )\/ gugdr = I SUS’p + I OUS’q —tfj‘ " for all A > 0.
RN t P t"" q
A A

So, tx — 0 as A — oo. Since I)(txuo) — 0 as ty — 07, there exists A* > 0 such
that

s N .
I{lgg([,\(tuo) = I\(taug) < NSSP' for all A > \*.

The conclusion follows.
Now assume that

N>p’sand1<q<

Nip-1)

N <psmaxppl-Toh<r<pl. ()

Let U be a radially symmetric and decreasing minimizer for the Sobolev constant
S = S, p. It is know from [] that there exist constants ci,ce > 0, and 6 > 1 such
that

S <U(f2]) € —a=, V2| > 1, (5.8)
Uér) 1
< = > 1. .
i) _2,Vr_ (5.9)

By multiplying the function U by an appropriate constant, we can assume that U
satisfies the following:

(i) (=Ap)*U =UP= ' in RN
.. * N
(@) 111, = U5 = S°v.

For any ¢ > 0, the function

N—sp

Us(z) =6~ "7 U(|z|/0) (5.10)

is also a minimizer for S, satisfying (i) and (i¢). We may assume that 0 € ;. For
d, R > 0 consider the radially symmetric non-increasing function %s g : [0,00) — R
by

_ [ Us(r), ser<R,
Us,R = 0, ser>0R.

Therefore, we have the following estimates from [23].
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. . R
Lemma 5.8. For any R > 0, exist C = C(N,p,s) > 0 such that for any § <

ws.all2, < 5% + O(3)7, 65.11)
_ L§Plog(R/S), se N = sp?,
[Ts,rllp = { © g(iéﬁg e N > sp2, (5.12)
C 9
* N 6 _
s Il > 5% — C(H)N @Y. (5.13)

Let € > 0. Take R > 0 fixed such that Bypr(0) C Q4 and let us define the function
Ue,r : [0,00) = R by
_ N-—sp p—1
ue r(r) = #» Usg(r), withd=¢c"7 .

Therefore applying (E11)-(BEI3) yields
lus rIE, < S% "7 +0O(1). (5.14)

The demonstrations of the following lemma can be found in [3].

Lemma 5.9. Let u. g be defined as above. Then the following estimates hold for
t>1,

N—sp

luerlle, = 875" 7" +O(1). (5.15)
kEW +0(1), set> —J\;\;Zi_szl)),
[ue,rl; > kline| + O(1), set = 5e=1.
N(p—1
o(1), set< JD
(5.16)
and
N(p—-1
el < OQ), for 1<t< LD (5.17)

where k is a positive constant independent of €.
Now let us show that ¢\ < %S% , for all A > 0.

Lemma 5.10. Assume (g1) and (g2) and (&) holds. Then, for any X\ > 0 the
level ¢y € (0, %S%), where T\ was defined in (B3).

Proof. The proof is very similar to that presented in [Lemma 5.4 in [3]], and
hence we will omit it. g
Proof of Theorem We know that the functional I, has the structure of the
mountain pass theorem, and from Lemma its (PS) sequence is bounded. Let
(un) C W be a (PS) sequence satisfying

I (up) — cx and I} (u,) — 0,
where ¢y is the minimax level of the mountain pass theorem associated with I}.
Adapting the arguments [26] 30] we concludes that ¢y < ¢,. Since that (u,) is

bounded in W, then up to a subsequence one has u,, — u in W. By Lemma[5.2] we
have u,, — u a.e. in RV,
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To prove case (i) in Theorem [[2] we will use Lemma 57 to get A* > 0 such that
0<ey <G < %S% for all A > X\*. For case (i7) we use the Lemma 510 to get
O<c,\§E,\<%S% for all A > 0.

Claim: Let u;, = max{—u,,0}. Then u; — 0 in W, in particular u,) — u a.e.
in RV,

Indeed, since I} (un)u’ — 0 then

/RN /RN ( — |Npr(y)> + Jq(ﬁf (_xzjﬁvf;(y”) (u; (&) — u; (y))dady

_/ (u)Ps =2 +u_d:v+)\/ g 2wt u, dz 4+ o(1) = 0
RN RN

Using the elementary inequality, for m = {p, ¢}
07 (2) = v~ (Y™ < Tm(v(2) = v(y)) (v (z) — v (y)), for all 2,y € RY.

Follows that u,, — 0 in W. The claim follows.
Applying the Lemma 1 for (u;) which is bounded in LP: (RY) results

()il i i DR (RY), (5.18)

n

(uh)=t — w1 in L1 (RY) (5.19)

n

Let m € {p, ¢} and denote by

[ (2) = un ()" 2 (tn (2) — un(y))

Un(z,y) = [z — y|(NFsm)/m’

Since u,, — u a.e. in RY we have

u(z) — u(y)|™*(u(x) — u(y))

|.I _ y|(N+sm)/m’

L [ el dady < fua) 2

Then (U,) is bounded in L™ (R*N) for m € {p,q}. By Lemma 5.1l yields,

Un(z,y) — U(z,y) = a.e. in RY.

Moreover,

U, = U in L™ (R*N). (5.20)
Now, for all ¢ € W, from (5.20) result that
Un(,y)(p(x) = (y)) Uz, y)(p(x) — ¢(y))
/JRN RN |~”U—y|(N+sm)/m dady — gy Jry  |x— y|(NHsm)/m dedy.

(5.21)

From (5.18), (5.19), and (521 results that IS (u,)p — I3 (u)ep, for all ¢ € W and
so u is solution (weak) of (52). We know that u > 0. It remains to verify that

u # 0. Let,
nl;rrgo lunll%, = a>0and nhﬁngo unll2,=:0>0
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and suppose that v = 0. Since I} (u,)u, — 0, we also have

fually + uali =2 [ stuyde+ [ @uiypide+ o)
RN RN

Ps
Using the condition (g1) and the convergence weak (uf)” — u” in L72— (RY) we
n

get
)\/ g(u) der — 0.
RN
Thus,

[unllSy = a+0(1), [unll, =b+o(1),

By taking into account that Iy(u,) — ¢y, we have

b b
g—l———at =cy>0
p q Ps
Hence
1 N—sp> <1 1>
cx=al|-— +bl-——
(p Np q Dp3
>(zi

The equality (522 shows that a + b # 0, by definition of S follow that
S(a—l—b)% <a=a>0.
Thus
P P N
Sa?i < S(a+b)7F <a=a> S
Then by ([5.24]) we have

N N
ecx— >a> S
s

S o N .
which is a contradiction, because ¢y < 5. This concludes our result.

6. AN APPLICATION

Ps _
pi =a+b+o(l)

(5.22)

(5.23)

(5.24)

In this section we will apply the regularity results proved in Section Bl to show

that, if u € W satisfies (B2), then u € L®(RY) N C2 (RY).

Proof of Theorem Due to the Theorem [[1] it is enough to show that u €
LO®:=1(RN) for some 6 > %. In fact, if this is true, then since u € LPs (RN) and

ge Lt (RN) N LOO(RN), Where t>0is give in (g1). Using the Holder’s inequality

for*y_

0, 0(r—1 Ao = 0(p:—1 Ea
/R gl >dw<||g|\Lm(RN> ol ez, (/u< >dx) < oo,

f0r9>—>m,

which implies that w > 0. Therefore f = A\gu" !+

uPs—' e LO(RY) with 6 > 5, which jointly Theoremﬂjl give us u € L= (RY).
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Let us show that u € L®:=D(RYN) for some 6 > %. Let M >0 and 8 > 1, and
denote as before uy; = min{u, M}. Define hg ps(t) = t(min{t, M})?~1. So
t?, set < M,
hona(8) _{ tMPL set > M.

We have that hg s is increasing, continues and has bounded derivative. Hence if
u € W, then hg p(u) € W. Using the test function ¢ = hg a(u) in equation (5:2)
we get

Jp(u(z) —u(y) | Jylu(x) —u(y)) B y )
/RN /RN( |z — y[N e + |z — y|NFsa )(hﬂM(“(ﬁ)) ha v (u(y))) dedy

:)\/ gu’”*lhﬁyM(u)dx—l—/ upzflhﬁyM(u)d:r (6.1)
RN RN

= )\/ gurufjldx —I—/ up:uﬁ/fldx = J1+ Jo
RN RN

where

The term J> was estimated in [5] by

Pg—P

. 2
. . e . (B-1)E vz
Jo < Kgil/ uPsdz + / uPsdz </ upsug\[; R dx) , (6.2)
RN {u>Ko} RN

where Ky > 1 is a given constant. To estimate Ji, since uy; < u we get

)\/ guruf\g/fldaj < )\K571||g||Lt(RN) </ uP:dx)
{u<Ko} RN

On the other hand since Ky > 1 and r < p*, using that g € L>(R") and Holder
inequality

)\/ guTu'i[_ld;v < )\/ gup:u’i[_ldx < )\Hg”Loo(]RN)/ u”:u'ﬁ[ldx
{u=Ko} {u=Ko} {u=Ko}

_
3
Ps

pi—p

<C / uPsdzx (/ up:ug\il)de) :
{u>Ko} RN

Pa—p

J1 < CK§ M} - @ TC </{ » }upidx> (/RN up:uy; 1% dx) .
uz Ko

Let

Then

G () :/O( sa()Fdr 2 (e M) L (63)
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By Sobolev inequality (Z1]), and Lemma 23] we can see that
P
P G, (ulx) = G (u(y))|?
S Gs d . dad
(s umttanpian)” < [ [ Eott otitbaney

<Ji+J2
Consequently we have

S(/ﬂ|G&M@Axnﬁah>psg(hkfl(
]RN

From (63)), and the above inequality, we get

S _r ’ Py (ﬁfl)%d %< C KP1 r Py
p+B—1) pn M v) = Ol {[lells gyt Il ey

(6.4)
;’gp p} pl*
+ Cy / uPsdz (/ up:ug\i_l)pdx) .
{u>Ko} RN
Fixing 0 > %, and choosing # > 1 such that
s L . . -1
(3= DB 57 =005 - Ve = po D - ).
Now, choose Ky = Ko(8,u) > 0 such that
pi—p
5 P
/ uPs dx < § ( p )
fu>Ko} 2\p+p-—1
Hence from (6.4) we get
o1 \ 7 p+B—1\"
([ ar) <o (P20 R (s, + 0l o)

As a result u € LOPS—D(RN). Thus u € L°(RY) and since g € L=(R") follow
that f = |u[P>=2u + Aglu|""%u € L>®(RYN). Therefore, by Theorem [ results
u € Cg (RY). O
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