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Abstract: In this paper, we study the following nonlocal problem in fractional Orlicz Sobolev spaces
(—As)'u+ V(z)a(jul)u = f(z,u), zeR",

where (—Ag)*(s € (0,1)) denotes the non-local and maybe non-homogeneous operator, the so-called
fractional ®-Laplacian. Without assuming the Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz type and the Nehari type conditions
on the nonlinearity, we obtain the existence of ground state solutions for the above problem in periodic
case. The proof is based on a variant version of the mountain pass theorem and a Lions’ type result for
fractional Orlicz Sobolev spaces.
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1. Introduction and main results

In the last decades, much attention has been devoted to the study of the nonlinear Schrodinger

equations involving non-local operators. These types of operators can be used to model many phenomena
in the natural sciences such as fluid dynamics, quantum mechanics, phase transitions, finance and so on,
see [11 2, B, 4] and the references therein. Due to the important work of Ferndndez Bonder and Salort [5], a
new generalized fractional ®-Laplacian operator has caused great interest among scholars in recent years
since it allows to model non-local problems involving a non-power behavior, see [6l, [7 [8, @} 10, 1T}, T2, [13]

and the references therein.

In this paper, we are interested in studying the following nonlocal problem involving fractional ®-

Laplacian:

(—As)*u+ V(z)a(|u))u = f(z,u), zeRN, (1.1)
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where s € (0,1), N € N, the function a : [0, +00) — R is such that ¢ : R — R defined by

a([t)t for ¢t #0,
o(t) = (1.2)
0 for t =0,

is an increasing homeomorphism from R onto R, ® : [0, +00) — [0, +00) defined by

(I)(t):/o o(r)dr

is an N-function (see Section 2 for details), which together with the potential V' and the nonlinearity f

satisfy the following basic assumptions:

(1) 1 <l:=infi>0 % < sup;sg % =:m < min{Z, 1"}, where [* := L
(V) V € C(RV,Ry) is 1-periodic in x1,- - ,zn (called 1-periodic in z for short) and so there exist two
constants oy, as > 0 such that a; < V(x) < ay for all 2 € RY;
(f1) f € C(RN x R) is 1-periodic in x satisfying
|t\1r—1>10 J;((T;r;) =0 and Itl‘i_r)nOO (JI[)EQ(C[;G =0, uniformly in z € RV,

where @, denotes the Sobolev conjugate function of ® (see Section 2 for details).

For s € (0,1), the so-called fractional ®-Laplacian operator is defined as

D.u u(x) — u(y)

(—Ag)’u(z) := P.V. /]RN a(|Dsu|)mdy, where  Dgu := P (1.3)

and P.V. denotes the principal value of the integral. Notice that if ®(¢) = [¢|P(p > 1), then fractional

®-Laplacian operator reduces to the following fractional p-Laplacian operator

u(z) — u(y) P2 (u(z) —u
(—A,)°u(z) .= P.V. o [u(z) |(3)_| y|1\(f+is) (y))dy

To study this class of nonlocal problem involving fractional p-Laplacian, variational method has become
one of the important tools over the past several decades, see [14] 15} 16, 17, 18, 19, 20] and the ref-
erences therein. In most of the references, to ensure the boundedness of the Palais-Smale sequence or
Cerami sequence of the energy functional, the following (AR) type condition for the nonlinearity f due
to Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz [21] was always assumed:

(AR) there exists g > p such that
0 < uF(x,t) <tf(xz,t), forallt=#£0,

where and in the sequel, F(z,t) = fot f(x,7)dr.

(AR) implies that there exist two positive constants ¢, ¢y such that
F(x,t) > e1|t|* — co,  for all (z,t) € RN x R,

which is obviously stronger than the following p-superlinear growth condition:

(F1) limp oo % = +00, uniformly in z € RV.



(F1) was first introduced by Liu and Wang in [22] for the case p = 2 and then was commonly used in recent
papers. With the development of variational theory and application, some new restricted conditions were
established in order to weaken (AR). But, most of those conditions are just complementary to (AR). For

example, replace (AR) with (F7) and the following Nehari type condition:

(Ne) ‘ft(ﬁff is (strictly) increasing in ¢ for all z € RV,
For the case p = 2, Li, Wang and Zeng proved the existence of ground state by Nehari method in [23].
Besides, for the case p = 2, Ding and Szulkin in [24] replaced (AR) with (F1) and the following condition:
(F2) F(z,t) >0 for all t # 0, and | f(z,t)|” < c3F(x,t)[t|° for some c3 > 0,0 > max{1, 5} and all (z,t)
with |¢| larger enough, where F(z,t) = tf(x,t) — 2F (z,t).

They proved that (F}) and (F3) hold if the nonlinearity f satisfies (AR) and a subcritical growth condition
that | f(z,t)] < ca([t| + [t|71) for some ¢4 > 0,q € (2,2*) and all (z,t) € RY x R, where 2* = 28 if
N >3 and 2* =00 if N =1 or N = 2. Some conditions similar to (Fy) were introduced in [25] [26] for the

case p > 1. Moreover, in [27], Tang introduced the following new and weaker super-quadratic condition:

(F3) there exists a 6y € (0,1) such that
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t
tf(z,t) > | f(z,7)dr = F(x,t) — F(x,0t), for all 6 € [0,6q)], (x,t) € RY x R.
ot

Tang proved that (F3) is weaker than both (AR) and (Ne) and also different from (F3). It’s worth noting
that (F3) has been extended for the case p > 1 in [28].

To the best of our knowledge, some conditions mentioned above have been successfully generalized to
the nonlocal problem involving fractional ¢-Laplacian. In [29], for equation (II]) with potential V(z) =
1, by applying the mountain pass theorem, Sabri-Ounaies-Elfalah proved the existence of nontrivial
solution when the autonomous nonlinearity f(u) satisfies an (AR) type condition. On the whole space
RY, to overcome the difficulty due to the lack of compactness of the Sobolev embedding, the authors
reconstructed the compactness by choosing a radially symmetric function subspace as the working space.
In [13], for equation (LI} with unbounded or bounded potentials V', by applying the Nehari manifold
method, Silva-Carvalho-de Albuquerque-Bahrouni proved the existence of ground state solutions when
the nonlinearity f satisfies the following both (AR) and (Ne) type conditions:

(AR)" there exists @ > m such that 0F(z,t) < tf(z,t), for (z,t) € RN x R;

(Ne)™ the map t — ﬁ‘(f,if)l is strictly increasing for ¢t > 0 and strictly decreasing for ¢ < 0.

To be precise, for the case when V is unbounded, the authors reconstructed the compactness by assuming
that V is coercive and then choosing a subspace depending on V' as the working space. For the case when
V' is bounded, to overcome the difficulty due to the lack of compactness and obtain a nontrivial solution,
the authors assumed that V' and f are 1-periodic in x and introduced an important Lions’ type result
for fractional Orlicz-Sobolev spaces (see Theorem 1.6 in [I3]). Since the ground state solution there is
obtained as a minimizer of the energy functional on the Nehari manifold A/, it is crucial to require that

f is of class C'. Otherwise A" may not be a C'-manifold and it is not clear that the minimizer on the



Nehari manifold A is a critical point of the energy functional.

Motivated by [I3], in this paper we still study the existence of ground state for equation (ILT]) under
the assumption that V' and f are 1-periodic in x. We manage to extend the above p-superlinear growth
conditions (F») and (F3) to the nonlocal problem involving fractional ®-Laplacian. Instead of applying
the Nehari manifold method, we firstly prove that equation (ILI) has a nontrivial solution by using a
variant mountain pass theorem (see Theorem 3 in [30]). Subsequently, we prove the existence of ground
state by using the Lions’ type result for fractional Orlicz-Sobolev spaces and some techniques of Jeanjean
and Tanaka (see Theorem 4.5 in [31]).

Next, we present our main results as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that (¢1), (V), (f1) and the following conditions hold:

. l
(¢2) lim sup,_, <1>‘(t|t\)

(f2) limy oo % = 400, uniformly in x € RV,

< 4005

(fs) F(z,t) >0 for all t #0, and |F(x,t)|* < cF(z,t)[t|'* for some ¢ >0, k > X and all (z,t) with |t
larger enough, where F(z,t) = tf(x,t) — mF(z, ).
Then equation [I1l) has at least one ground state solution.

Theorem 1.2. Assume that (¢1), (V), (f1) and the following conditions hold:

(fa) F(z,t) >0 for all (x,t) € RN x R, and limy )00 % = +o00, uniformly in x € RY;

(fs) there exists a Oy € (0,1) such that
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tf(xz,t) > t f(z,7)dr = F(x,t) — F(x,0t), for all § € (0,6, (z,t) € RY x R.
ot

Then equation [I1l) has at least one ground state solution.

Remark 1.3. To some extent, Theorem 1.2 improves the result of Theorem 1.8 in [I3]. In fact, our
results do not require the smoothness condition that functions f and a are of class C''. Moreover, it is
obvious that (¢4) in [13] implies (¢1) and (fp) in [13] implies our subcritical growth condition given by
(f1). Furthermore, when ®(t) = [t|?, (f5) is weaker than both (AR) type condition (f4) and (Ne) type
condition (fy) in [I3] (see [27]).

Remark 1.4. Theorem 1.2 extends and improves the result of Theorem 1.1 in [32]. In fact, when

®(t) = |t|?, our subcritical growth condition given by (f1) reduces to

f(z, 1)

A =0, uniformly in z € RV, (1.4)
which is weaker than (As) in [32]. For example, it is easy to check that function f(¢) = %

satisfies (L)) but does not satisfy (Az) in [32]. Moreover, it is obvious that Theorem 1.1 is different
from Theorem 1.2 in [32] even when the fractional ®-Laplacian equation (I.I]) reduces to the fractional

Schrédinger equation.



The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall some definitions and basic
properties on the Orlicz and fractional Orlicz Sobolev spaces. In Section 3, we complete the proofs of
the main results. In Section 4, we present some examples about the function ¢ defined by ([2)) and

nonlinearity f to illustrate our results.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we make a brief introduction about Orlicz and fractional Orlicz Sobolev spaces. For
more details, we refer the reader to [5] [33] [34] and references therein.

First of all, we recall the notion of N-function. Let ¢ : [0,+00) — [0,4+00) be a right continuous,
monotone increasing function with
1) ¢(0) = 0;

2) Jim_o(1) = +oo;

3) ¢(t) > 0 whenever ¢ > 0.

Then the function defined on [0, +00) by ®(t) = fot ¢(7)dr is called an N-function. It is obvious that
®(0) = 0 and P is strictly increasing and convex in [0, +00).

An N-function ® satisfies a Ag-condition if there exists a constant K > 0 such that ®(2t) < K®(t)
for all ¢ > 0. ® satisfies a Ag-condition if and only if for any given ¢ > 1, there exists a constant K. > 0
such that ®(ct) < K. ®(t) for all ¢ > 0.

Given two N-functions A and B, we say that B is essentially stronger than A (or equivalently that A
decreases essentially more rapidly than B), denoted by A << B, if for each ¢ > 0 there holds that

. Alet)
L0

=0.
For N-function ®, the complement of ® is given by

®(t) = max{tp — ®(p)}, fort>0.
p=>0

Then, we have the Young’s inequality, that is
pt < ®(p) 4+ ®(t), for all p,t >0, (2.1)
and the following inequality (see Lemma A.2 in [35]), that is

D(p(t)) < ®(2t), forallt>0. (2.2)

Now we recall the Orlicz space L®(RY) associated with ®. When & satisfies As-condition, the Orlicz

space L?(RY) is the vectorial space of the measurable functions u : RY — R satisfying

/ O(|ul)dr < 4o0.
RN



L?(RY) is a Banach space endowed with Luxemburg norm

lulle = [|ul| Lo @~y = inf {)\ >0: / o <%> dz < 1} .
RN

Particularly, when ®(t) = [t|P(p > 1), the corresponding Orlicz space L®(R™) reduces to the classical

Lebesgue space LP(RY) endowed with the norm

WU=W®M:(AwMWm>

The fact that ® satisfies As-condition implies that

Up — uin LT(Q) <= [ ®(|u, — ul)dz — 0. (2.3)
Q

where (2 is an open set of RY. By the above Young’s inequality (ZI)), a generalized type of Hélder’s
inequality (see [33] [34])

}/ uvdx
RN

can be obtained.

< 2[|ullo|v]|z, forallue L*(RY)and allv e LERY) (2.4)

Given an N-function ® and a fractional parameter 0 < s < 1, we recall the fractional Orlicz Sobolev

space W*®(RY) defined as

W (RY) = {u € L*(RY): //RQN ®(|Dgul)dp < +oo} :

where D,u is defined by (L3) and du(z,y) = =% W®(RY) is a Banach space endowed with the

REETR.

following norm

lulls,e = lullwse@yy = [lulle + [u]ss,

where the so-called (s, ®)-Gagliardo semi-norm is defined as

[uls,a :=inf{A>O://R2N<I>(|D—;u|>du§1}.

The following lemmas will be useful in the sequel.

Lemma 2.1. (see [33,[35]) If ® is an N-function, then the following conditions are equivalent:
1)
t(t) t(t)

l1<l=inf —= <sup—=~ =m < +o0; 2.5
120 B(f) — o B(1) (25)

2) let (o(t) = min{t!, #™}, (1(t) = max{t!,t™}, for t > 0. ® satisfies

Go()B(p) < Bpt) < L(OB(p),  for all p,t > 0:

3) @ satisfies the Ag-condition.



Lemma 2.2. (see [I1,[35]) If ® is an N-function and (2:3) holds, then ® satisfies
1)
Glllllo) < [ @(u)ds < u(lulle), for allu e LR
ollidoa) < [ SUD.l)d < llulua),  for all e WH(RY)
R2N

Lemma 2.3. (see [35]) If ® is an N-function and (23) holds with | > 1. Let ® be the complement of ®

and C2(t) = min{tly, t™}, G(t) = max{ti, tmY, for t >0, where | := L and m = 2. Then ® satisfies
1) _ N
T%:infw Ssupw :T;
>0 P(t) >0 B(F)
2)
G1)®(p) < B(pt) < G()B(p),  for all p,t > 0;
3)

Gllle) < [ B(uhde < Gllull). for all w e LPRY).

Remark 2.4. By Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.3, (¢;) implies that ® and ® are two N-functions satisfying

As-condition. The fact that ® and ® satisfy Aj-condition implies that LERYN) and W*®(RY) are

separable and reflexive Banach spaces. Moreover, C>°(R”) is dense in W*®(RY) (see [5] 33} [34]).
Next, we recall the Sobolev conjugate function of ®, which is denoted by ®.. Suppose that

1 -1 +oo F—1
P P
/ NET) dr < +o00  and / NE? dr = +o0. (2.6)
0 1

TN TN

Then, @, is defined by
t (bfl
Ot = / #dT, fort>0.
0

*
TN

Lemma 2.5. (see [6, 36]) If ® is an N-function and (Z5) holds with I,m € (1,£), then @ZT) holds.

Let (4(t) = min{t",t™ }, ¢5(t) = max{t!" #™}, for t > 0, where I* := N m* = M2 Then &,
satisfies
1)
tP’(t) tP’(t)
20 D.() ~rao @)
2)

C() P+ (p) < Du(pt) < G(1)Ps(p), for all p,t = 0;

Glllulle.) < /RN . (Jul)de < Gs(llulls.),  for all we L®* (RY).

The conjugate function ®, plays a crucial role in the following embedding results, which will be used

frequently in our proofs.



Lemma 2.6. (see [I3,[36]) If ® is an N-function and (2.3) holds with I,m € (1, %), then the following
embedding results hold:
1) the embedding W*®(RY) — L®+(RY) is continuous;
2) the embedding W5 (RN) — L®(RY) is continuous;
3) the embedding W*®(RYN) — LY(RY) is continuous for any N-function ¥ satisfying Ao-condition,
U << o, and

2, 505 =0
4) when RY is replaced by a C%' bounded open subset D of RN | then the embedding W*® (D) — L¥(D) is
compact for any N-function ¥ satisfying ¥ << ®,. Explicitly, when m < [*, the embedding W*®(B,.) —

L®(B,) is compact, where and in the sequel B, := {x € RY : |z| < 7} for r > 0.

Notation: Throughout this paper, Cy is used to denote a positive constant which depends only on the

constant or function d.

3. Proofs

On fractional Orlicz Sobolev space W*®(R™), denoted by W for simplicity, the energy functional I
associated to equation (L)) is defined by
I(u) :== // <I>(|Dsu|)d,u—|—/ V(z)®(|u|)dz —/ F(z,u)dz. (3.1)
R2N RN RN

It follows (f1) that for any given constant £ > 0, there exists a constant C. > 0 such that
If(z,t)] < eo(|t]) + C-@L(|t]) and |F(z,t)| < e®(|t]) + CD.(|t]), for all (z,t) € RY x R. (3.2)
Thus, by using standard arguments as [8], we have that I € C'(W,R) and its derivative is given by

(I'(u),v) = //RZN a(|Dsu|)DsuDsvdp + /]RN V(z)a(|u))uvde — /]RN f(z,u)vdz, for all u,v € W. (3.3)

Thus, the critical points of I are weak solutions of equation (LTI).

Define I;(: = 1,2) : W — R by

B = ([ Dbt [ Vi@e(u)is (3.4)
and
I(u) = F(z,u)dz. (3.5)
RN
Then
I(u) = I (u) — Ix(u), for all u,v € W
and

(I (u),v)

// a(|Dsu|)DsuDsvdu + / V(z)a(Ju))uvdz, for all u,v € W, (3.6)
R2N RN



(Ih(u),v) = f(z,u)vdz, for all u,v € W. (3.7)
RN

Lemma 3.1. Assume that (¢1), (V) and (f1) hold. Then there exist two constants p,n > 0 such that

I(u) > for all u € W with ||ul|s.0 = p.

Proof. When ||ulls.3 = ||ulle + [u]s,e < 1, by B, (V), B2) with taking ¢ < a;, Lemma 2.2, 3) in

Lemma 2.5 and 1) in Lemma 2.6, we have

() > // <I>(|Dsu|)du+a1/ (|u|)dw—/ (2, 0)|da
R2N
> // (|Dyul) du—i—(al—a)/ |u| d;v—C/ (ul)d
R2N
> [ullle + (o1 —&)lullg —
> min{l,a; — }Cp[Julls’s — Ce an - C. C'@* ||u||

Note that m < [* < m*. It is easy to see that the above inequality implies that there exist positive

constants p and 7 small enough such that I(u) > n for all w € W with ||ulls,e =p. O

Lemma 3.2. Assume that (¢1), (V), (f1) and (f2) (or (fa)) hold. Then there exists a ug € W such that

I(tug) = —00 as t — +o0.

Proof. For any given constant M > as, by (f1) and (f2) (or combine (f4) with 2) in Lemma 2.1), there

exists a constant Cp; > 0 such that
F(x,t) > M®(|t|) — Cyr, for all (z,t) € RY x R. (3.8)

Now, choose ug € C°(B,)\ {0} with 0 < ug(z) < 1. Then ug € W, and by &1)), (V), (88), 2) in Lemma
2.1 and the fact F(z,0) = 0 for all x € R, when ¢ > 0 we have

I(tug) = //RN <I>(|Ds(tu0)|)du+/ V(x)q>(|tu0|)dx—/RN Pz, tuo)dz

= // O (t|Dsuol) du—i—/ V(z t|u0|)d:1c—/ F(z, tug)dx
R2N B

r

< / max{| Dyuo|', |Du0|m}du+ag/ (t|u0|)d:v—M/ ®(t|uo|) + Cat| By |
RN B,
< o) [ (Dl + 1Dl ™) = (31 = 2)(0) [ minfluol’fuo|" b+ Co B
R
<

P(t) [// N(|Dsuo|l + | Dsuo|™)dp — (M — O‘Q)HUOHQ} + Cu|B,|.
R2

JJz2n (1Dsuol' +]|Dsuo| ™) dp
luollmy

Note that tiigloo O (t) = +oo. We can choose M > + ag such that I(tug) — —oo
as t — +o0o. What needs to be pointed out is that here we used the fact that ug € W*¥(RY), where
(t) = [t|' + [t|™,t > 0. So, [[gon (|Dsuol' + |Dsuo|™)dp < +00. O

Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.2 and the fact I(0) = 0 show that the energy functional I has a mountain pass

geometry: that is, setting

I'={yeC(0,1],W) :7(0) = 0, [y(D)][s,2 > p and I(y(1)) < 0},



we have I' # (). Then, by using the variant version of the mountain pass theorem (see Theorem 3 in [30]),

we deduce that I possesses a (C').-sequence {u, } with the level ¢ > n > 0 given by

— inf I(4(1)). 3.9
¢ = inf max I(7(t)) (3.9)

We recall that (C).-sequence {u,} of I in W means
I(up) = ¢  and (14 [Jun|ls,e) [T (un)||lw+ — 0, asn— co. (3.10)

To prove the boundedness of the (C).-sequence {u,} of I in W, we will use the Lions’ type result
for fractional Orlicz-Sobolev spaces (see Theorem 1.6 in [I3]). We note that the claim w, — 0 in X of
Theorem 1.6 in [I3] is not necessary. With the same proof as Theorem 1.6 in [I3], we can get the following

result.

Lemma 3.3 (Lions’ type result for fractional Orlicz-Sobolev spaces). Suppose that the function ¢ defined
by (L2 satisfies (1) and
U(t)

lim —+% =0.
A 5 =Y

Let {u,} be a bounded sequence in W*®(RYN) in such way that

lim sup / O (|up|)dz =0,
B (y)

n— o0 yERN
for some v > 0. Then, u, — 0 in LY(RY), where ¥ is an N-function such that ¥ << ®.,.

Lemma 3.4. Assume that (¢1), (¢2), (V) and (f1)-(f3) hold. Then any (C).-sequence of I in W is

bounded for all ¢ > 0.

Proof. Let {u,} be a (C).-sequence of I in W for ¢ > 0. By (B.I0]), we have

I(un) — ¢ and }<I/(un), %un>

— 0, as n — oo. (3.11)
Then, by B, B3), (¢1) and (V), for n large, we have

crl > I(u)—<]’(un),%un>

= [, (20Dawal) = ~atiDea Dt ?) i

+ [ v (2 - o) o

1
+/]RN (Eunf(x,un) - F(x,un)) dx
1 N

> — F n)dT. 3.12
> o P s (312)

To prove the boundedness of {u,}, arguing by contradiction, we suppose that there exists a subse-
quence of {uy}, still denoted by {u,}, such that ||u,|ls.e — o0, as n — oco. Let a4, = Moot~ Then

HﬂnHSSP =1

10



Firstly, we claim that

A1 = lim sup / O (|ty|)dz = 0. (3.13)
Bz (y)

n—oo yERN

Indeed, if A\; # 0, there exist a constant 6 > 0, a subsequence of {u,}, still denoted by {@,}, and a

sequence {z,} € Z" such that
/ @ (|t |)de > 6, for alln e N. (3.14)
BQ(Zn)

Let @p = Gn(- + 25). Then ||Gy|lse = ||Unlls,e = 1, that is, {@,} is bounded in W. Passing to a
subsequence of {u,}, still denoted by {@,}, by Remark 2.4 and 4) in Lemma 2.6, we can assume that

there exists a @ € W such that
U, — @ in W, @, —ain L®(By) and ,(x) = @(x) a.e. in By. (3.15)

Note that

/<I>(|ﬂn|)d:c:/ B (|| )da-
B2 B2(zn)

Then, by (314), (BI5) and (Z3), we obtain that @ # 0 in L*(By), that is, [@ # 0] := {z € By : u(x) # 0}
has nonzero Lebesgue measure. Let u) = un(- + z,). Then |[uf|ls.e = ||unlls @, and it follows from the

fact that V and f are 1-periodic in x that

I(u?) = I(uy) and | I'(ut)|w- = |I'(un)|w-, forallnmeN,

n

which imply that {u}} is also a (C).-sequence of I. Then, by BI2), for n large, we have

F(z,ut)de < m(c+1). (3.16)
RN

However, by 2) in Lemma 2.1, (f2) and (f3) imply

‘ llim F(z,t) = +00, uniformly in z € RY. (3.17)
t|—o0
Moreover, by BI8), w, = tn(- + 2n) = “l‘T;(nﬂszb) = ”u:ﬁLS — implies

luy (2)] = |tn (@)||unlls,0 — o0, ae. x € [u#0]. (3.18)

Then, it follows from (f3), BI1), (BI8) and Fatou’s Lemma that
/ F(z,ul)dz > / F(z,ut)dz — +o0, asn — oo,
RN [a7#0]
which contradicts B.I6]). Therefore, Ay = 0 and thus (8I3) holds.
Next, for given p € [I,1*) and ¢ > 0, by (¢1), (¢2) and 2) in Lemma 2.5, we have

m =0 and Gm D0 <y ot 0 (3.19)
1m ——- = I m ——-—-—= 1m = U. .
t—0+ D(t) t—+oo @, (t) ~ toFoo P, (1) min{t!" tm"}
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Then, by Lemma 3.3, (313) and (319) imply that
i, — 0in LP(RY),  for all p € [1,17).
Hence, there exists a constant M7 > 0 such that

||an||§ < My, forallneN.

(3.20)

(3.21)

Finally, to get a contradiction, we will divide both sides of formula I (u,) = I (un) —Io(un) by [|uall’ o,

and let n — co. On one hand, by (BI1)), it is clear that

I(un)

lunll% o

— 0, asn— oo.

On the other hand, by 4], (V) and Lemma 2.2, we have

I (un) o ff]R?N O(|Dsun|)dp + f]RN V(z)®(|un|)dz
||un||ls<b a ”unHls{)
o min{fun)s g [unlfle} + cr minlunlly, [lunllF}
- lunlll o
L Duall @ funlly — 1 - e
B lunlll o
> min{l, a1} Cil[unls.o + Junlle)' = 1 = en — min{1, o }Cj, as n — oo.

unll% o

Moreover, by 2) in Lemma 2.1, (f1) implies that

F
AER)
[tl—0 |t]!

=0, uniformly in z € RY.

Then, for any given constant € > 0, there exists a constant R. > 0 such that

|F(z, 1)

l <e, for allxeRN,|t| < R..
U

For above R. > 0, by (f1) and (f3), there exists a constant Cr > 0 such that

F(z,t)\" -
(' %; )|> < CgrF(x,t), forallze RN |t > R..

Let

X, ={z e RY : Ju,(z)| < R} and Yy, = {z € RY : Ju,(z)| > R.}.

Then

i) [ Pl [ (o,
X Y,

||un||ls,<1>_ n Hun”ls,q» n ||un||ls,<1>

By (324)) and [B.21), we have

F(x,u F(xr,u - -
/X 7| ”i ’”ln)|da: = / 7| TU, |ln)| litn|'dz < el|iin |} < M.
n n S,<I> n n

12

(3.22)

(3.23)

(3.24)

(3.25)

(3.26)

(3.27)



The claim k > £ given by (f3;) implies that ;2 € (I,1*). Hence, by Hélder’s inequality, (3.25), (3.12),
@20) and the fact F(z,t) > 0, we have

[ ol el g,
Yn Yn
k—1

Tunl s
1
“k
< /<L$’U§" </ |an|%dx>
Y, |“n| Y,
. %

( / cRF(x,un>dx) TR
Y'n, k—1

[Crm(c+ 1)]%||an||lkl+cl —0, asn— oo. (3.28)

e
N—
el
-
]
N—————
x|

IN

IN

Since ¢ is arbitrary, it follows from ([B27) and (3:28)) that

Ig(un)

unll% o

—0, asn— oo. (3.29)

By dividing both sides of formula I(uy) = Iy(un) — I2(un) by [[unl’ o, and letting n — oo, we get a
contradiction via 22), (3:223) and B29)). Therefore, the (C).-sequence {uy} is bounded. O

Lemma 3.5. Assume that (1), (V), (f1), (f1) and (fs) are satisfied. Then for u € W, there holds

l
I(u) > I(tu) + ——(I'(u),u),  for all t € [0, 6],
where Oy is given in (fs).

Proof. When u € W, 0 <t <1, by @I, 33) and Lemma 2.1, we have

() - 1(tw) — =2 (1), )

//R (|Dyul) du+/ V(x)fl)(|u|)da:—/RN Pz, u)dz
//RQN (1D tu] ) — / V(2)® (|tu|)d:1:+/ Fla, tu)dz

// a(| Dyul)| Dsuf2dp — * tl/ V(@)a(|u) 2dx+1_tl/RNuf(x,u)d:c
// (| Dyul)dpt — max{t!, tm}// (| Dyul)dp — (1 — ¢! // (|Dyul)d

+ [ v@)o(ul)de — max{t, t’”}/ Vi |u|)d;v—(1—t)/RN V (2)®(|ul)dz

RN

Y

+/RN [1 — U if () — Fla,u) +F(:1:,tu)} dz

m

[ [ e [ s e

m tu
Then, it follows from (f5) that

_

I(u) > I(tu) + (I'(u),u), for all t € [0,68],

for some 6y € (0,1). O
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Lemma 3.6. Assume that (¢1), (V), (f1), (f4) and (f5) hold. Then any (C).-sequence of I in W is

bounded for all ¢ > 0.

Proof. Let {u,} be a (C).-sequence of I in W for ¢ > 0. By (BI0), we have
I(un) — cand |[(I'(un),un)| — 0, as n — oo. (3.30)

To prove the boundedness of {u, }, arguing by contradiction, we suppose that there exists a subsequence
of {uy,}, still denoted by {u,}, such that ||u,|/s,a — 00, as n — co. Let 4, = Tanis- Then |Ens,e = 1.

Firstly, we claim that

A2 := lim sup / O (|t |)dz = 0. (3.31)
Bz (y)

n— o0 yERN

Indeed, if Ay # 0, there exist a constant 6 > 0, a subsequence of {u,}, still denoted by {@,}, and a

sequence {z,} € Z" such that
/ O(|ay|)dz > 9, forallm e N. (3.32)
BZ(Zn)

Let @p = Gn(- + 25). Then ||Gy|lse0 = ||Unlls,e = 1, that is, {@,} is bounded in W. Passing to a
subsequence of {@,}, still denoted by {@,}, by Remark 2.4 and 4) in Lemma 2.6, we can assume that

there exists a & € W such that
Up —@in W, i, —ain L®(By) and ,(z) — a(z) a.e. in By, (3.33)

Note that

/<I>(|ﬂn|)d:c:/ B (|| )da-
B2 B2(zn)

Then, by .32), B.33) and ([23), we obtain that @ # 0 in L®(By), that is, [u # 0] := {x € By : i(x) # 0}

has nonzero Lebesgue measure. Let u}, = uy, (- + 25,). Then ||ul]ls.0 = ||unlls e, and
[up (z)] = |tn(@)||un]ls,e = 00, ae. x € [u#0]. (3.34)

Then, it follows from @A), (f1), 34) and Fatou’s Lemma that

b [ Fo,

”un”?@ RN ||un||s,<1>
F *
_ / (x+zn,un)|an|md$
RN

* M
]

F s Un)  — m
/ Fat nn) o mgs s voo, asn— oo (3.35)
[az0]

* MM
]

Moreover, it follows from (B4, (V) and Lemma 2.2 that

lim sup 1(um) — limsup JJpzn 2(IDsul)dp n{RN ()P (Jul)dx
n—o00 ||Un||s)q> n—o00 ||u"||s,<1>

max{[unl{ ¢, [un]ie} + a2 max{|junlls, [lunlg}

IN

lim su
A el
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< 1+ (3.36)

By dividing both sides of formula I(u,) = I1(un) — Ia(un) by [[un||Ts, and letting n — oo, we get a
contradiction via 330), B35) and 330]). Therefore, Ay = 0 and thus [B31)) holds. Then, by using the
Lions’ type result for fractional Orlicz-Sobolev spaces, with the similar discussion as in Lemma 3.4, we

have
i, — 0in LP(RY),  for all p € (m,1*). (3.37)

Besides, it follows from 1) in Lemma 2.2, 3) in Lemma 2.5, 1)-2) in Lemma 2.6 and the fact ||ty ||s,6 = 1

that there exists a constant My > 0 such that

[ @)+ @ () do

RN

< max {|[@nlls, |5} + max {lans.  |13nll5 |

< M,, forallneN. (3.38)

Next, for any given R > 1, let t,, = —L&—. Since ||uy||s.0 — 00 as n — oo, it follows that ¢, € (0, 6
lunlls,e ;

for n large enough. Thus, by ([330) and Lemma 3.5, we have

ct+on(l) = I(uy)
1—t£1 !
> I(tnun) + ——(I' (un), tn)
R
= 1 () o)
= I(Riin) + on(1)

= Ii(Riiy) — I(Riin) + 0n(1). (3.39)

For above R and any given £ > 0, by (f1), the continuity of F' and the fact that ® and ®, satisfy the

Ag-condition, there exist constants C. > 0 and p € (m,1*) such that
|F(z, Rt)| < e(®(|t]) + @ (Jt])) + C:|t[?, for all (z,t) € RY x R. (3.40)
Then, by BE), (31), B3]) and [B40), we have
|Iz(Riy,)| < / |F'(z, Riy,)|dx
RN

S/RN(@(WD + B, (|in])dz + C. /

R
< M+ o0,(1). (3.41)

IN

|G, |Pd
N

Since € > 0 is arbitrary, we conclude that
Iy(Riin) = on(1). (3.42)
Moreover, for above R > 1, by (8.4), Lemma 2.1 and the fact ||@n|ls,0 = ||tn|le + [Gn]s,e = 1, we have

e = [[ erad+ [ ve(ri,a
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> min{R', B™} (min{[in]} g, [iin] T} + cr min{||in |, |2 })

= R ([an]l + calin|)

> min{1, a1} R ([@n]" + @3

> min{l,a;}R'C,,, (3.43)

where Cy, := inf|y £ jyj=1{|u|™ + [v[™} > 0. Then, by the arbitrariness of R, combining ([8.42) and (3.43)
with ([B:39), we get a contradiction. Therefore, the (C).-sequence {uy} is bounded. O

Lemma 3.7. Assume that (¢1), (V) and (f1) hold. Then I' : W — W* is weakly sequentially continuous.
Namely, if up, = u in W, then I'(uy,) — I'(u) in the dual space W* of W.

Proof. Since W is reflexive, it is enough to prove I'(u,,) w I'(u) in W*. Namely, to prove

lim (I'(uy),v) = (I'(u),v), for all v € W. (3.44)

n—oo

Firstly, we prove that I’ is bounded on each bounded subset of W. Indeed, by &3), (V), @I,
@2), 2), Lemma 2.2, 3) in Lemma 2.5, 1) in Lemma 2.6 and the fact that ®, ® and ®, satisfy the

As-condition, we have

1 (w)llw- = sup  |(I'(u),v)|
veWloll. a=1

< s (// a(|Dsu])| D u||DSv|du+/ V(@)a(ul)jul[v|de
veEW,||v]|s, =1 R2N
+ [ wlia)
]RN
< sup (// a(|Dsul)|Dsul) d,u—|—// O(|Dsv|)d
veW, ||v]ls,e=1 R2N
+oa+2) [ Blaludlude + (02 +2) [ B(l)da
R
+C. / (P (Ju]))dz + C: / |v|)dw)
< <// ®(2|Dsul)dp + (a2 —I—E)/ <I>(2|u|)d3:—|—05/ fI)*(2|u|)d3:)
R2N N
sup  (max{[v]} 4, [v]T's} + (a2 + &) max{ |5, [v]|5}
U€W|\U||s<1> 1
+Cemax{|lolls., lol5 })
<

K <//RN B(|Daul)dpi + (0 + 2) /RN ®(|ul)dz + C- /RN <I>*(|u|)d3:)

+1+O¢2+€+C€Cq>*

< K, ((1+a2+6)||u|| o+ C-Ca.

ull™ ) Y (Ko +1)(1+as+e+CCy.),

which implies that I’ is bounded on each bounded subset of W. Moreover, C2°(R) is dense in W. Then,

to prove ([3.44) we only need to prove

lim (I’ (un), w) = (I'(u),w), for all w € C(RN). (3.45)

n—00
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To get (B.45)), arguing by contradiction, we suppose that there exist constant § > 0, wy € C2°(RY)

with supp{wo} C B, for some r > 0, and a subsequence of {uy}, still denoted by {u,}, such that
(I (un), wo) — (I'(u), wo)| > 6, for all n € RY. (3.46)

Since u, — u in W, by 4) in Lemma 2.6, there exists a subsequence of {u,}, still denoted by {u,}, such

that
Up — uwin LY (RY),  wup(z) = u(z) ae. in RY  and  Dyu, — Dsu a.e. in R?V,
Next, we claim that

lim [z up)wodz = f(z,w)wodz. (3.47)

n—oo RN RN

Indeed, it follows (f1) that for any given constant € > 0, there exists a constant C. > 0 such that
|f(2,1)] < C. + @ (|t]), for all (z,t) € RY x R.

Then, by using standard arguments, we can obtain that the sequence {f(x,u,)} is bounded in Le- (By).
Moreover, f(x,u,) — f(z,u) a.e. in B,. Then, by applying Lemma 2.1 in [37], we get f(x,u,) — f(z,u)
in L% (B;), and thus B41) holds because wy € L**(B,).

Similarly, we can get

lim // a(|Dstn|)Dsun Dswodp = // a(|Dsu|)DsuDgswodp (3.48)
R2N R2N

n—r oo

and

lim V(z)a(|uy|)upwodx = /RN V(z)a(|u|)uwodz, (3.49)

n—oo RN

which based on the fact that the sequence {a(|Dsuy|)Dsuy, } is bounded in L‘f’(R2N, du), a(|Dsuy|)Dstey, —
a(|Dsu|)Dsu a.e. in RN, Dgwg € L*(R?Y,dpu), and the sequence {V (z)a(|u,|)uy, } is bounded in L‘T’(RN),
V(x)a(Jun|)un — V(z)a(|u|)u a.e. in RN, wy € L*(RY), respectively.

Therefore, combining ([B:47)-[349) with B3], we can conclude that

lim (I (un), wo) — (I'(u), wo)| = 0,

n—roo

which contradicts [B46]). So, (345]) holds and the proof is completed. [

Lemma 3.8. FEquation (L) has at least a nontrivial solution under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1

and Theorem 1.2, respectively.

Proof. Let {u,} be the (C).-sequence of I in W for the level ¢ > 0 given in ([30). Lemma 3.4 and
Lemma 3.6 show that the sequence {uy} is bounded in W under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1 and

Theorem 1.2, respectively.
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First, we claim that

n— o0 yERN

Az = lim sup / O (|up|)dz > 0. (3.50)
Ba(y)
Indeed, if A3 = 0, by using the Lions’ type result for fractional Orlicz-Sobolev spaces again, we have
u, — 0in LP(RY),  for all p € (m,1*). (3.51)

Given p € (m,1*), by (f1), (¢1) and the definition F(z,t) = fg f(z,7)dr, for any given constant € > 0,

there exists a constant C. > 0 such that

|F(z,t)| < e(@(|t]) + ®.([t])) + Ce|t|?, for all (z,t) € RY x R (3.52)
and

[tf(z,t)| < e(®(|t]) + Pu(|t])) + Cc|t|P, for all (x,t) € RY x R. (3.53)

Then, it follows from B51)-B53), 1) in Lemma 2.2, 3) in Lemma 2.5 and 1) in Lemma 2.6, the bound-

edness of {uy} and the arbitrariness of e that

lim F(z,up)dr = lim Un f (2, up)dz = 0. (3.54)

n—r oo RN n—oo RN

Hence, by 1), B3), BI0), (¢1), (V) and B54), we have

¢ = lm {I(un) _ <I'(un), %un>}
= g { [ (20D - allDa DD ) i
+ [ v (2 - Jaluhi) o
+/RN Gunf(x,un) - F(w,un)) d;v}
< lm {/RN Gunf(:c,un) _ F(:E,un)> d:c} ~0,

which contradicts ¢ > 0. Therefore, A3 > 0 and thus (3.50) holds.
Then, it follows from (B.50) that there exist a constant § > 0, a subsequence of {u,}, still denoted by

{un}, and a sequence {z,} C Z" such that

/ B(jup|)de = / (@(lut|)dz > 5, for alln €N, (3.55)
Bz(zn) Bz

where u* := u,(- 4+ 2z,). Since V and F are l-periodic in z, {u’} is also a (C').-sequence of I. Then,
passing to a subsequence of {u}}, still denoted by {u}}, we can assume that there exists a u* € W such

that

ut —=u*in W and uf — u*in L?(By). (3.56)
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Thus, by 3.53), (3.50) and (2.3]), we obtain that u* # 0. Moreover, it follows from Lemma 3.7 and (3.10)
that

I (")l < liminf |7 () - =0,

which implies I’(u*) = 0, that is, u* is a nontrivial solution of equation (ILI). O

Lemma 3.9. Assume that (¢1), (V) and (f1) hold. Then,
(I'(w),u) = (1 (u),u) — o({I1(u),u)) as ulls.e = 0.

Proof. By using the continuity of I/(i = 1,2) defined by [B8) and 1), we can easily verify that
(Il(u),u)y = o(1)(i = 1,2) as ||Ju|ls,@ — 0. Then, it is sufficient to prove (Ij(u),u) = o({I](u),u)) as
lu]|s,@ — 0 because (I'(u),u) = (I](u),u) — (I} (u),u).

For any given constant € > 0, it follows (f1), (¢1) and (ZI)) that there exists a constant Ce > 0 such
that

[tf(z,t)| < e®(|t]) + C@.(|t]), for all (x,t) € RY x R. (3.57)
Then, by (B7) and ([B57)), we have
(I (), w)|

IN

|, st wlds
E/RN (|u|)dfc+C/ (ul)dz (3.58)

IN

Moreover, by (B:6), (¢1) and (V'), we have

) =[] aDapDaldut [ Va(u)ids

l//w B(|Daul)dp + o‘ll/RN &(|u)dz. (3.59)

Then, (3.58), 359), Lemma 2.2, 3) in Lemma 2.5, 1) in Lemma 2.6 and the fact that 1 < m < I* imply

Y

that
lulls,0—0 (1] (w),u) ||u|\s¢~>0lffR2N |D U|)du+a1lfRN (|u])dx
€ Ce [an @u(|ul)dz
< lim
all lulls,e—0 min{1, a1} ([ [oon (|Dsul)dp + [x B( (Ju])dz)
C. max{CL ,C7 }|u
B e e
arl  ulls,e—0  min{1, a1 HC [[u| Ty
- £
a Oéll
Since ¢ is arbitrary, we conclude that [(I5(u),u)| = o({(I1(u),u)) as ||u|ls,o — 0, which implies that

(Ip(w), u) = o((I1(u),w)) as [ulls.e — 0. O
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Proof of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 Lemma 3.8 shows that equation ([T has at least a
nontrivial solution under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2, respectively. Next, we prove

equation (L)) has a ground state solution. Let
N:={ueW\{0}:I'(u)=0} and d:= 12jf\f{](u)}

First, we claim that d > 0. Indeed, for any given nontrivial critical point v € N, by B.1), B3), (¢1),

(V) and (f3) (or (fs)), we have
(7 )

. (<I> |Dgul) — —a(|D ul)| Dy u|2>

+ [ v (2 - atua ) as

+/sz <%uf(:1:,u) _ F(:z:,u)) dx

1 ~
> — F(z,u)dz > 0.
]RN

I(uw) = I(u)—

~—

Il
R

Since the nontrivial critical point u of I is arbitrary, we conclude d > 0. Choose a sequence {u,} C N
such that I(u,) — d as n — oco. Then, it is obvious that {u,} is a (C)4-sequence of I for the level d.
Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.6 show that {u,} is bounded in W. Moreover, combining Lemma 3.9 with the

fact that {u,} C N, we can conclude that there exists a constant M3 > 0 such that

llunlls,e > Ms, for all n € N. (3.60)
Now, we claim that
Aq = lim sup / O (|uy|)dz > 0. (3.61)

Indeed, if Ay = 0, similar to (8.54]), we can get

lim un f (2, uy)dx = 0. (3.62)

n—oo RN

Then, by B3)), (¢1), (V) and B62), we have

0 = nlgngo{<l’(un),un>—I—/RNunf(x,un)da:}

lim {// a(|Dsun|)|Dstin| du—!—/ V(x)a(|un|)uidaj}
n—oo N

lim { // O(|Dsun|) du—i—all/ (|un|)d:v}

n—oo R2N

which together with Lemma 2.2 implies that |lun|s,e = [[un|le + [un]s,e — 0 as n — oo, which contradicts

B50). Therefore, Ay > 0 and thus (6] holds.

Y%

>
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Next, with similar arguments as those in Lemma 3.8, let w) := (- + z,). Then, {u}} is also a
(C)4-sequence of I. Moreover, there exist a subsequence of {u}}, still denoted by {u%}, and a u* € W
such that v — «* in W with v* # 0 and I'(u*

On the other hand, by B1)), B3), (¢1), (V), (f3) (or (f5)) and Fatou’s Lemma, we have
I(u*) — <I/(u*), iu*>

m

= [, (20D = 2D DD )

+ [ v (oo - Lol ) do

) = 0. This shows that v* € N, and thus I(u*) > d.

I(u™)

IN
5
=
=4

Therefore, I(u*) = d, that is, u* is a ground state solution of equation (ILT)). This finishes the proof. O

4. Examples

For equation (L), given s € (0,1) and N € N, function ¢ defined by (L2)) can be chosen from the
following cases which satisfy conditions (¢1)-(¢2):
Case 1. Let ¢(t) = [t|P72t for t # 0, ¢(0) =0 with 1 < p < % In this case, simple computations show
that | = m = p;
Case 2. Let ¢(t) = [t|[P72t + [t|7 %t for t #0, p(0) =0with 1 <p<g< & < L. In this case, simple
computations show that [ = p,m = ¢;
Case 3. Let ¢(t) = % for t #0, p(0) =0 with 1 <p+1<g< & < @. In this case, simple
computations show that [ = ¢ —p,m = q.

Moreover, we also give a case that satisfies condition (¢;) but does not satisfy condition (¢2):
Case 4. Let ¢(t) = [t|9%tlog(1 + [t|?) for t # 0, $(0) =0 with 1 < g<p+qg < < @. In this
case, simple computations show that [ = ¢, m = p + q.

For example, regarding to Case 2, the operator in nonlocal problem () defined by (L3)) reduces to

the following fractional (p, ¢)-Laplacian operator

u(z) — u(y) P2 (u(z) —u
(_Ap _ Aq)su(x) — PV » | ( ) |(;J)_| y|]\(]+:(ns) (y))dy
B e

Let f(x,t) = qh(x)|t|72tlog(1 +|t]) + %, where h € C(RY, (0, +00)) is 1-periodic in z. Then,

)|t o

F(z,t) = h(z)|t|?1og(1 + [t]) and ﬁ(m,t) = h(1+|t‘ . Tt is easy to check that f satisfies (f1)-(f2), but

does not satisfy the (AR) type condition (AR)". However, we can see that it satisfies (f3). Indeed, since
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¥< £, then there exists constant k € (X 75) such that

sp’q
k k—1 k
Pzt 1 h 1+ |t)) (log(1 + |¢
lim sup (| (:C; )|) = = lim sup Clltha Dk( og(l + [t) =0,
|t] =00 Il F(z,t)  |t|—oo || (P—a)kta+

which implies that condition (f3) holds. Therefore, by using Theorem 1.1, we obtain that equation (L))
has at least one ground state solution when potential V' satisfies condition (V).

In addition, let f(z,t) = h(x)y(t), where h € C(RY, (0, +00)) is 1-periodic in z and

0, tl <1,

atp*—4
(|t| . —ﬁT')t, It > 1.

Then, F(z,t) = h(z)T'(¢), where

0, <1,
L) =

atp* *_9
B e RS

It is easy to check that f satisfies (f1) and (f4), but does not satisfy (f3) and the (Ne) type condition

(Ne)*. However, we can see that it satisfies (f5). Indeed, since

_p _pp
1 etf(:v,t)zl 0

h(z)ty(t) and F(x,t) — F(z,0t) < F(x,t) = h(z)(t), (4.1)

for all @ € R, (x,t) € RY x R. Then, it is obvious that

1-0
tf(x,t) > F(x,t) — F(z,0t), for all § € R, (z,t) € RY x [1,1]. (4.2)
Moreover,
fq gt >tqp*—2q
ty(t) — qD(t Dot + (¢ — 1)t — T2 =2
in ’Y( ) q ( ) — inf q+p | (q+p* )| | q+p > O7
>1 () [t1>1 t| " — |t
which implies that there exists a 6 € (0, 1) such that
167 N
h(z)ty(t) > h(z)['(t), for all § € [0,60],x € R, |¢| > 1. (4.3)
q

Then, combining (£.2) and @3] with [@1), we can conclude that (f5) holds. Therefore, by using Theorem
1.2, we obtain that equation (L) has at least one ground state solution when potential V' satisfies

condition (V).
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