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Wolff potentials and nonlocal equations of Lane-Emden type

Quoc-Hung Nguyen* Jihoon Ok Kyeong Song!

Abstract

We consider nonlocal equations of the type
(—Ay)’u=p in Q,

where 2 C R"™ is either a bounded domain or the whole R™, p is a Radon measure on €,
0 <s<land 1l < p < n/s. Especially, we extend the existence, regularity and Wolff
potential estimates for SOLA (Solutions Obtained as Limits of Approximations), established
by Kuusi, Mingione, and Sire (Comm. Math. Phys. 337:1317-1368, 2015), to the strongly
singular case 1 < p < 2 — s/n. Moreover, using Wolff potentials and Orlicz capacities, we
present both a sufficient and a necessary conditions for the existence of SOLA to nonlocal
equations of the type
(—Ap)°u=P(u) +p in 9,

where P(+) is either a power function or an exponential function.
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1 Introduction and main results

In this paper, we study existence and Wolff potential estimates for SOLA (Solutions Obtained
as Limits of Approximations) to the following nonlocal elliptic problem:

{—ﬁ@u = P(u)+p inQ, (L1)

u=20 in R"\ Q,
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where 2 C R” is either a bounded domain or the whole R™ with n > 2, 1 is a Radon measure in
Q) (we can always extend p to R™ by letting p = 0 in R™\ Q) and P(-) is either the zero function,
a power function or an exponential function. The nonlinear integro-differential operator —Lg is
defined by

(~Loug) = [ [ @ule) - ulw)(pla) - 1)K (o,y) dudy (1.2

for every ¢ € C°(Q2), where ® : R — R is a continuous function satisfying the monotonicity
property

ATHEP < ®(t)t < AJt]P (1.3)
for all t € R, and K : R™ x R” — R is a measurable kernel satisfying the ellipticity /coercivity
properties

A—l
W < K(z,y) < W (1.4)
for all (z,y) € R™ x R™ with « # y, and A > 1 is fixed. In this paper we assume that
0<s<1 and 1<p<ﬁ. (1.5)
s

Note that when ®(t) = [t[P~%t and K (z,y) = |z — y|~"*P), the operator —Lg reduces to the
(s-)fractional p-Laplacian (—A,)°. In particular, we obtain Wolff potential estimates for SOLA
to the following nonlocal problem

—Lou=p inQ,
R 09

u=0 inR"\Q.

In the case of local measure data problems involving the classical p-Laplace operator A,
Boccardo and Gallouét [8, 9] introduced the notion of SOLA to the following Dirichlet problem

—Apu=p in 1
ith p>2——, 1.7
{ u=0 1in 09, b b n (L7)

and proved its existence. Note that, since SOLA to (1.7) are W' !-distributional solutions, the
lower bound p > 2—1/n is not avoidable when considering SOLA to the local problem (1.7). On
the other hand, Dal Maso, Murat, Orsina and Prignet [15] systematically developed the notion
of renormalized solution to (1.7) with p > 1 and a general measure p. For other notions of
solutions to (1.7), we refer to [3, 10, 13, 41]. Kilpeldinen and Maly [28, 29] obtained pointwise
estimates for solutions to (1.7) by using the (truncated) Wolff potential W{p[,u] of p, see (2.4)
below for the definition. We further refer to [22, 23, 31, 34, 35, 36, 43, 54] for pointwise estimates
for solutions, and their gradient, to local problems of the type (1.7).
Subsequently, the existence of renormalized solutions to the Lane-Emden type problem

{—Apu =Pu)+p inQ, (1.8)

u=20 on 0f)

was studied by Phuc and Verbitsky [52] and by Nguyen and Véron [49], where they obtained
necessary and sufficient conditions for the existence of renormalized solutions in terms of Bessel
capacities or Wolff potentials. For instance, when P(u) = «” and Q is bounded, Phuc and



Verbitsky [52] proved that if p is nonnegative and has a compact support in 2, then it is
equivalent to solve

“Aou=u” in Q
pU=u’~4+p 1 il w0,
u=0 on 0f2,

or to have

p(E) < cCapg, (K) for any compact set K C €2,

5
’y+1-p

where ¢ > 0 is a universal constant and CapGpﬁ /(v+1—p) 18 the Bessel capacity, or to have

/ (Wffjjam(ﬂ’ [XBM](x)Y dz < cu(B) for any ball B with B N supp u # 0,
B

where diam(€2) is the diameter of Q and supp p is the support of u. On the other hand, when
P(u) is an exponential function, Nguyen and Véron [49] obtained a sufficient condition expressed
in terms of fractional maximal functions and a necessary condition expressed in terms of Orlicz
capacities. The constructions in both papers are based upon sharp pointwise estimates for (1.7)
with a nonnegative measure u, obtained in [28, 29]. We further refer to [4, 5, 6, 7] and also [56]
for existence results for (1.8).

In recent years, there have been dramatically growing interest in nonlocal problems. Not
only various physical applications but also mathematical interest for related fractional Sobolev
spaces motivate people to study this field. We refer to [18, 53| and references therein for earlier
works in this direction. Accordingly, the attention in the nonlocal counterparts of regularity
results for local equations has been rapidly increasing. In this paper, we deal with nonlocal
Dirichlet problems involving fractional p-Laplace type equations:

—Lou=p in Q,
el (1.9)
u=g¢g inR"\Q.
Consider first the case when s € (0,1), p € (1,00), g € WSP(Q) and p € W5 (Q), where
p' =p/(p—1) and the space WP(Q) is defined by

WP(Q) = {f R" - R: flo € LP(Q //C |:ETWS_SI))PDala;dy<OO}

with Cq = (R" xR")\ (R™\ Q) x (R™\ Q)). Recalling (1.2), we say that u € W*P(Q) is a weak
solution to (1.9) if u satisfies

(—Lou, @) = / dp
Q

for every p € C°(Q2), and v = g a.e. in R\ Q. Note that, in this setting, u is a weak solution
to (1.9) if and only if it is a minimizer of the following functional

{we WP(Q):w=gae inR"\Q} 5w~ //C U(w(zr) —w(y))K(x,y) dedy — /de,u,

where U(t) = [ g ®(7) dr. In turn, under assumptions (1.3) and (1.4), existence and uniqueness
of weak solutlons to (1.9) in the case u € W2 (Q) follow from direct method of the calculus
of variations, see for instance [17, Theorem 2.3]. For various results concerning such energy
functionals with fractional order, see [11, 14, 16, 17, 26, 27, 32, 33, 38, 55] and references
therein. We also refer to [50] for a summary on related topics.

On the other hand, in this paper, we deal with the situation where p is merely a measure, so
does not belong to W‘s’p/(Q) in general. Thus, we need to consider a weaker concept of solution



than the usual weak solution. As mentioned above, there are various notions of solutions to local
measure data problems, such as entropy solution, renormalized solution, approximable solution,
and SOLA. Among these, the notion of SOLA was extended to nonlocal measure data problems
involving fractional p-Laplace type operators by Kuusi, Mingione, and Sire [37, 39] when p >
2 — s/n. They proved the existence of SOLA to (1.9) and obtained crucial pointwise potential
estimates via sz [i]. Similar estimates were obtained for —Lg-superharmonic functions with
1 < p < n/s and corresponding nonnegative measures in [30]. Recently, Gkikas [25] extended
the notion of approximable solution to (1.6) and obtained a sufficient condition for the existence
of nonnegative distributional solutions to (1.1) when p is nonnegative, P(u) = u” and Q is a
bounded domain. Indeed, when p > 2 — s/n, the existence of approximable solutions implies
that of SOLA, see [25, Proposition 2.8]. However, it seems unclear when 1 < p < 2 —s/n due to
the lack of compactness for the fractional Sobolev space W4 with h,q € (0,1). We also mention
that first-order regularity and gradient potential estimates for SOLA to nonlocal measure data
problems were established in the linear case [40] and the nonlinear nondegenerate (p = 2) case
[19]. However, the validity of such gradient regularity results in the case p # 2 is not known,
and only fractional estimates are obtained in the case p > 2, see [20].

The aim of this paper is twofold. First, we extend the notion of SOLA to (1.6) with 1 < p <
n/s and prove the existence of SOLA. Moreover, we obtain pointwise and oscillation estimates
via Wolff potentials for SOLA to (1.6), thereby completing the low order regularity theory for
nonlocal measure data problems. Second, by using such potential estimates, we establish both
a necessary and a sufficient conditions for the existence of nonnegative SOLA to a large class
of nonlocal Lane-Emden type equations with nonnegative measure data. Namely, we deal with
both power and exponential reaction terms, and both bounded domains and the whole R™.
These are the exact nonlocal analogs of the results for the local Lane-Emden type equation (1.8)
developed in [49, 52].

1.1 Wolff potential estimates for nonlocal equations

We obtain pointwise upper and lower bounds of SOLA to (1.6) in terms of the Wolff potential
of p when 1 < p < n/s. Note that those estimates were obtained in [37] when p > 2 — s/n.
Therefore, in this paper we cover the case 1 < p < 2 — s/n. To the best of our knowledge, this
case has not been treated in any literature on nonlocal equations with general measure data.
We denote by M(Q) (resp. M1 (£2)) the set of all Radon measures (resp. nonnegative Radon
measures) with finite total mass on Q. Also, given f: R"™ — R, we denote its nonlocal tail by

1/(p=1)
: f)P!
Tail(f;oz,7) = TSP/ ————dy )
( ) ( R\ B, (z) |y — @["T5P

For simplicity, we write Tail(f;r) = Tail(f;z,r) if the center z is obvious.
The first result is a pointwise upper bound. Note that this result extends [37, Theorem 1.2]
to the range 1 < p <2 — s/n.

Theorem 1.1 Let p € M(Q) and let —Lg be defined in (1.2) under assumptions (1.3)—(1.5).
Let u be a SOLA to (1.6). Then there exists a constant ¢ = c¢(n,s,p,A) > 0 such that

1/(p—1)
u(2)] < W [1](2) + ¢ (f juf?~! dy> + cTail(u z, R)
B

r(z)

holds whenever Br(x) C 2 and the right-hand side is finite.



We next introduce a pointwise lower bound for nonnegative SOLA in €2, for which we recall
the result in [37, Theorem 1.3]. We note that the paper [37] primarily assumes p > 2—s/n in the
definition of SOLA [37, Definition 2|. This condition is crucial for the proof of [37, Theorem 1.2].
However, it is not a prerequisite for the proof of [37, Theorem 1.3]. Consequently, we refer to the
lower bound result established in [37, Theorem 1.3] and extend the range of p to 1 < p < n/s
without any modification of the proof.

Theorem 1.2 Let € M™T(Q) and let —Lo be defined in (1.2) under assumptions (1.3)—
(1.5). Let u be a nonnegative SOLA to (1.6) such that the approzimating sequence {yu;} for p
as described in Definition 3.1 is made of nonnegative functions. Then there exists a constant
c=c(n,s,p,\) >0 such that
W u)(x) < cu(x)

holds whenever Br(x) C £ and Wf,/,s [u](x) is finite.

We will obtain Theorem 1.1 as a consequence of another new result, which is an oscillation
estimate for (1.6). Note that, in particular, the following result gives back the De Giorgi type
estimate for the homogeneous equation —Lgv = 0 obtained in [14, 17].

Theorem 1.3 Let p € M(Q) and let —Lg be defined in (1.2) under assumptions (1.3)—(1.5).
Let u be a SOLA to (1.6), and let Br(xo) C  be a ball. Then there exists a constant ¢ > 0
such that

fu() = u()] < ¢ [WE 1 lid@) + WE 1 )] o = gl

1/(p—1) o
L o T (1.10)
+c |u|P~" dz + Tail(u; zo, R) | | ——
Br(zo) R

holds for a.e. x,y € Bprs(zo), provided the right-hand side is finite and 0 < o < ag. Here,
ag = ap(n, s,p, \) is the Héolder continuity exponent for the homogeneous equation

—Lev =0 1inQ,

see Lemma 4.3 below. Moreover, whenever & € [0, ag) is fized, the dependence of the constant ¢
is uniform for o € [0, @a], in the sense that ¢ depends only on n,s,p, A and &.

Theorems 1.1 and 1.3, along with well-known mapping properties of Wolff potentials, yield
the following corollary.

Corollary 1.4 Let u € M(Q) and let —Lg be defined in (1.2) under assumptions (1.3)—(1.5).
Let u be a SOLA to (1.6).

(1) If 1 < qg<n/sp, then

pell (Q) = ue L"Q(P—l)/("—SPQ)(Q)'

loc loc

(2) If 0 < a < a, then

?/(sp—a(p—l)),oo

Q) = ueClQ).

loc

uwerL

In the proof of Theorem 1.3, we further have the following continuity criteria, which extends
[37, Theorem 1.5] to the case 1 < p < 2 — s/n. Its proof is completely similar to that of [37,
Theorem 1.5] once we obtain Lemma 4.9 below.



Corollary 1.5 Let € M(Q) and let —Lg be defined in (1.2) under assumptions (1.3)—(1.5).
Let u be a SOLA to (1.6). If

}l%imo Wfp[u](x) =0 locally uniformly in  with respect to x,
_) ).

then w is continuous in . In particular, if one of the following two conditions holds:

(i) pe L),

loc

(i1) |\p|(By) < h(r)r™=*P for any ball B, C ), with h(-) satisfying
/h(r)@ < 00,
0 r

then u is continous in €.

We also obtain global pointwise estimates for nonnegative SOLA without tail terms, which
will be used in the existence results for nonlocal Lane-Emden type problems. The first result
deals with (1.6) in a bounded domain, while the second one considers the same equation in the
whole domain R".

Corollary 1.6 Let Q C R™ be a bounded domain, € M1 () and let —Lqg be defined in (1.2)
under assumptions (1.3)=(1.5). Let u be a nonnegative SOLA to (1.6) such that the approzimat-
ing sequence {y1;} for p as described in Definition 3.1 is made of nonnegative functions. Then
there exists a constant Cy > 1, depending only on n,s,p, A, such that

S WD) < () < CoWEm O (2) (1.11)
0

holds for a.e. x € Q, whenever ng,,iam(m [u](x) is finite.

Corollary 1.7 Let up € M (R™) and let —Lq¢ be defined in (1.2) under assumptions (1.3)—~(1.5).
Let u be a nonnegative SOLA to (1.6) with Q = R™ such that the approzimating sequence {y;}
for p as described in Definition 3.3 is made of nonnegative functions. Then, with the constant
Co > 1 determined in Corollary 1.6,

1
aws,p[#](w) <u(z) < CoWsplu]() (1.12)
holds for a.e. x € R"™, whenever Wy p[u](x) is finite.

In the same way, by letting R — oo in (1.10), we also have the following:

Corollary 1.8 Let p € M(R™) and let —Lg be defined in (1.2) under assumptions (1.3)~(1.5).
Let u be a SOLA to (1.6) with Q = R™. Then, with the constant ¢ determined in Theorem 1.3,

lu(x) — uy)] < ¢ [W_a@po1)/pplt) () + W_apo1y/ppll(v)] [ =y

holds for a.e. x,y € R™, provided the right-hand side is finite and 0 < a < ag.



1.2 Nonlocal equations of Lane-Emden type

We now state the existence results for the nonlocal Lane-Emden type equation (1.1), where p
is a nonnegative measure and €2 is either a bounded domain or the whole R".
We start with existence results for the case P(u) = u?, see (2.6) and (2.7) for the definitions

of CapGSpﬁ/(ﬁ/_pH) and Caplspﬁ/(ﬁ/_pﬂ), respectively.

Theorem 1.9 Let —Lg be defined in (1.2) under assumptions (1.3)—(1.5), and let v > p — 1.
Let Q C R™ be a bounded domain and p € M™(Q).

(1) If the following problem

__L: — + i S),
{ er = (1.13)

u=0 in R™\ Q
admits a nonnegative SOLA u such that the approzimating sequence {p;} for p as described

in Definition 3.1 is made of nonnegative functions, then for any compact set K C §Q, there
exists a constant C > 0, depending only on n,s,p, A,y and dist(K,0%2), such that

/ u’dx 4+ p(E) < CCapg,, . (E)  for any Borel set E C K. (1.14)
E

y—p+

(2) Conversely, there exists a small constant 6 > 0, depending only onn, s, p, A,y and diam(Q2),
such that if the inequality

1(K) < dCapg,,, (K) (1.15)

[
y—p+1

holds for any compact set K C R™, then problem (1.13) admits a nonnegative SOLA u
which satisfies

vmaX{Z;:I{,l} )
u(r) < Po—— C’owzi,lam(ﬂ) W](z) for a.e. z€Q, (1.16)

where Cy > 1 is the constant determined in Corollary 1.6.

Theorem 1.10 Let —Lg be defined in (1.2) under assumptions (1.3)—(1.5), and let v > p — 1.
Let p € MT(R™).

(1) If the following problem

—Lou=u"+p inR",
infu=20 (1.17)

RTL
admits a nonnegative SOLA u such that the approzimating sequence {p;} for p as described
in Definition 3.3 is made of nonnegative functions, then there exists a constant C' > 0,

depending only on n,s,p, A,~y, such that

y—p+

/ u’dx 4+ p(E) < CCapy,, : (E) for any Borel set E C R™. (1.18)
E

(2) Conversely, there exists a small constant § > 0, depending only on n,s,p,\,~, such that
if the inequality

u(K) < 6Capy,, s (K) (1.19)

v—p+1




holds for any compact set K C R™, then problem (1.17) admits a nonnegative SOLA u
which satisfies

7y max {2;:11),1}
u(z) < Po—— CoWsplpl(z)  for a.e. z € R", (1.20)

where Cy > 1 is the constant determined in Corollary 1.6.

We next state the results for the case P = P, , g is an exponential function given in (2.8); see

(2.5), (2.9) and (2.10) for the definitions of Mg’;’}l)(ﬁ_l)/ﬁ, CapGSWQ; and CapISPQ;, respectively.
In this case, we need an extra assumption that p has a compact support in R”.

Theorem 1.11 Let —Lg be defined in (1.2) under assumptions (1.3)~(1.5). Letl € N, a > 0,
B >1 withiB >p—1. Let Q CR™ be a bounded domain and p € M™T(Q).

(1) If the following problem

—Lou= P, i €,
{ U 1, ,ﬁ(u) +M m (1‘21)

u=0 in R"\ Q

admits a nonnegative SOLA u such that the approzimating sequence {p;} for p as described
in Definition 3.1 is made of nonnegative functions, then for any compact set K C €2, then
there exists a constant C > 0, depending only on n,s,p,A,l,a,B and dist(K,00), such
that

/ P op(u)de 4+ p(E) < C’CapGSMQ;(E) for any Borel set E C K. (1.22)
E

(2) Conversely, there exists a small constant § > 0, depending only on n,s,p,\,l,a,3 and
diam(€), such that if

<4

— )

Loo(Rn)

(1.23)

(P*l)éﬁfl)
HMsp,2diam(Q) ['u’]

then, with ¢, = max{1,42=P)/ =1} Cy > 1 determined in Corollary 1.6 and

(p—1)(B-1) -1

B
sp,2diam(2) [1] + 1

w1 =290 HM
Loo(Rn)

we have
[ Prastic,CoW D)) e < 0
Q

for a constant C = C(n, s, p, B,diam()) > 0, and the problem (1.21) admits a nonnegative
SOLA u satisfying

u(z) < chcowijijam@) [wi](x)  for a.e. x € Q. (1.24)

Theorem 1.12 Let —Lg be defined in (1.2) under assumptions (1.3)~(1.5). Letl € N, a > 0,
6 >1 with I8 > iﬁp_—_s;). Let € MT(R™) with supp(p) C Bgr(0) for some R > 1.



(1) If the following problem

—Lou = Pl,a,ﬁ(u) +upin R™,
(1.25)

infu=0

R
admits a nonnegative SOLA u such that the approzimating sequence {p;} for pu as described
in Definition 3.3 is made of nonnegative functions, then there exists a constant C' > 0,
depending only on n,s,p,\,l,a, 3, such that

/ Plap(u)de + p(E) < CCapy,, o (E)  for any Borel set 2 C R™. (1.26)
E

(2) Conwversely, there exists a small constant § > 0, depending only on n,s,p,A,l,a,3 and R,
such that if
(p—1)(B—1)
e

<6, (1.27)
Loo(Rn)

then, with ¢, = max{1,42=P)/ =1} Cy > 1 determined in Corollary 1.6 and

(1]

(p—1)(B-1) -1

wy =14 HMsp * [xBx) XBp + M

Loo(Rn)

we have
/ Pra g (4cyCoW s plws]) do < C
R

for a constant C = C(n,s,p,3,R) > 0, and the problem (1.25) admits a nonnegative
SOLA u satisfying

u(z) < 2¢,CoWy plwa](z)  for a.e. x € R". (1.28)

1.3 Novelties and techniques

In this paper, we provide a new approach to obtain Wolff potential estimates for the nonlocal
measure data problem (1.6) in the subquadratic case; the main novelty here is especially related
to the range 1 < p < 2 — s/n. Here we briefly explain our approach, with emphasis on some
considerable differences compared to those available in the literature.

In the case of local measure data problems like (1.7) with 1 < p <2 —1/n, solutions (in any
sense) do not in general belong to the Sobolev space Wil Thus, usual excess functionals are
not available in this case. Moreover, it is well known that Sobolev-Poincaré type inequalities do
not hold for general W1--functions when ¢ € (0, 1), see for instance [12]. This is a main difficulty
in establishing comparison estimates between (1.7) and related homogeneous problems.

On the other hand, in this paper we show a somewhat surprising fact that Sobolev-Poincaré
type inequalities and compact embeddings for the fractional Sobolev space W4, h e 0,1),
continue to hold for ¢ € (0,1), see Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3 below. This is a notable difference
between classical and fractional Sobolev spaces. To our knowledge, such results in a precise
form do not appear in the literature. We believe that they are of their own interest and can be
applied to other topics on nonlinear fractional problems.

We also emphasize that, in the proof of the Wolff potential estimates presented in Theo-
rems 1.1 and 1.3, we employ new local and nonlocal excess functionals given in (4.3) and (4.4)
below, respectively. In particular, our nonlocal excess functional differs from the one considered
in [37] and is motivated from the modified (local) excess functionals used to prove potential
estimates for singular p-Laplace type equations, see [21, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48].



With all these ingredients at hand, we can extend the basic comparison estimates and excess
decay estimates given in [37, 39] to the case 1 < p < 2 — s/n, thereby showing the existence
and potential estimates for SOLA to (1.6) in this case as well. These results completely extend
the Wolff potential estimates for local problems in [22, 23, 28, 29, 34, 45, 47, 48] to nonlocal
problems. Moreover, by applying global pointwise estimates for (1.6), modifying the approaches
in [49, 52| and then performing a delicate two-step approximation procedure, we finally show
the existence and potential estimates for SOLA to (1.1).

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Fractional Sobolev spaces

Let U C R™ be an open set. For h € (0,1) and g € (0,00), we say that a function f belongs to
the fractional Sobolev space W4(U) if and only if

11 /\f\qu+/ @ = FOI 0 - e
U

|z — y[ntha

Note that when ¢ € (0,1), || - [[yyn.q(uy is not a norm but a quasinorm. Nevertheless, we will use
this notation for any ¢ € (0,00). Also, we say that a sequence {f;} C W"4(U) converges to f
in Wh’q(U) if fe Wh’q(U) and Hf] — f”Whv‘I(U) — 0.

Embedding theorems and Sobolev-Poincaré type inequalities for W4 with ¢ > 1 can be
found in [18, Section 6], see also [14, Section 4]. Surprisingly, they continue to hold for the case
q < 1 as well, which is a difference between classical and fractional Sobolev spaces. To show
this, we first recall an elementary inequality.

Lemma 2.1 Let g € (0,1). There exists a constant ¢(q) > 0 such that
Ha!q_la - \b\q_1b| < c(q)la—0bl?  for any a,b € R\ {0}. (2.1)

Lemma 2.2 Let h € (0,1), ¢ € (0,n/h) and define ¢} == nq/(n — hq). For f € WHI(R"™), we

have
1/qh |q 1/q
</n || da:) dr <c </n /n ]a: = y’n+hq dxdy) (2.2)

for a constant ¢ = c(n, h,q) > 0. In particular, if f € Wh(R™) satisfies f =0 a.e. in R"\ By,

then we have
l/qh |q l/q
<][ mqndz) dx < er </32 ][ |$ = y|n+hq dz dy> (2.3)

for a constant ¢ = ¢(n, h,q) > 0.

Proof. We may consider the case ¢ € (0,1) only. Then note that hg € (0,1). Applying (2.1)
and the fractional Sobolev inequality to |f|971f € W"%1(R"), we have (2.2) as follows:

e (n=ha)/na F@I @) — 1F ) f W) e
</Ran\q 1f| [(n=ha) da:) Sc(/n/n‘ & ‘xx_y‘mhg y‘dwdy

|q 1/q
(// |:s—y|n+hq ddy) |

In the same way, we can also prove (2.3). ]

We also have the following compact embedding.
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Lemma 2.3 Let U be a bounded Lipschitz domain, h € (0,1) and g € (0,n/h). Then for any
q €lq,q;), the embedding of Wh(U) into LIY(U) is compact.

Proof. In the case ¢ > 1, the proof of the lemma can be found in [18, Section 7]; we thus
consider the case ¢ € (0,1) only. Assume that {f;} is bounded in W"4(U). Then from (2.1), it
follows that {|f;|7"!f;} is bounded in W"¢1(U). Therefore, there exists a function g such that
{|£171f;} converges (up to subsequences) to g in L!(U) for any 1 <t < n/(n — hg). We now
set f = |g|1=9/1g, ie., g =|f|]97'f. Then we see that {f;} converges (up to subsequences) to
f a.e. in U. Moreover, it holds that

ti [ |f"dz = [ |71 da.
J]—00 U U

Hence, Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem implies that {f;} converges to f in Li(U)
for any ¢ < ¢ < ng/(n — hq) = ¢;. This completes the proof. ]

The following inequality is obtained by using Holder’s inequality, see [14, Lemma 4.6].

Lemma 2.4 Let Q' C Q C R" be two bounded open sets, 0 <h <s<1and0 < q<p< co.
Then we have

( /Q i @) = @)l dwy) e _ 005 () < /Q [f(@) = Fy)PP dmdy) v

|z — y|ntha o |z —ylrtep

for some ¢ = c(n, s, h,p,q) > 0. In particular, W*P(Q) c Whi(Q).

2.2 Auxiliary results for potentials and capacities

Let p € M(R™). For s > 0,1 <p<n/sand 0 < T < oo, we define the T-truncated Wolff
potential with order s of p by

T Ve
W) = | [M] at (2.4

$n—sp t’

the T-truncated Riesz potential with order s of pu by

T
171 () :/ lul(Bi(a)) dt

0 {n—s t’

and, for n > 0, the T-truncated n-fractional maximal function (with order s) of pu by

M p[u](z) = e 7%@;52)) : (2.5)

where hy,(t) = (=Int)™"x(g2-11(t) + (In2)""x[2-1 o0y (t). When n = 0, we have h; = 1 and in
this case we denote by Mj r[u] the corresponding T'-truncated fractional maximal function of
p. When T' = oo, we denote by W, [u] (resp. Ig[u], MI[u]) the (co-truncated) Wolff potential
(resp. Riesz potential, n-fractional mazimal function) of u. When the measures are only defined
in an open subset 2 C R", they are naturally extended by 0 in R™\ €.

The following lemma shows a relationship between fractional maximal functions and poten-
tials, see [34, Lemma 4.1].
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Lemma 2.5 Let p € M(Q). Let 0 € (0,1), s € [0,n], p> 1, and Br(z) C Q. Then we have

max 0'('S_n)/(p_1)7 1
{ SWT (@)

M. . Y-1) <
ML o[ ()] /) < BT

and
max{o® ", 1}IT

M; or[p)(z) < s (1] ().

—log o
Let P € C(]0,00)) be a nondecreasing positive function and s > 0. For each Borel set
E C R™, we define the (s, P)-Orlicz-Bessel capacity by

n

Capg, p(F) = inf{/ P(f)de: Ggx f>xg, f>0, P(f) € Ll(R")}, (2.6)

and the (s, P)-Orlicz-Riesz capacity by

Capy, p(E) :inf{ P(f)de:Isx f > xg, >0, P(f) GLI(R")}, (2.7)

R?’L
where Gy(z) = F~1 (1 + - >)7*/2) (z) and Is(z) = (n — s)"}a|~™=*). For more details, see
[1, Section 2.6]. When P(t) = t?, we simply write Capg, , = Capg, p and Capy, , = Capy, p.
We also define the Bessel potential with order s of u by Gg[pu] == Gg * p.

For [ € N, we consider the [-truncated exponential function

-1

I
Hl(t) = et — Z —'
=07’
Then, for a > 0 and 8 > 1, we set
Pap(t) = Hyalt|"~1t) (2.8)
and Ba/(p-1)
— 1 (¢\ Vb .
=% if p#£2,
Qy(t) = qz=z ¢ <q) ? t>0
H,(t7) if p=2,

As usual, the complementary function of @), is defined by
Qy(t) = sup {tt — Qp(t) : T >0}, t>0.
We then define corresponding Bessel and Riesz capacities respectively by
Capg,, o (E) = inf{ . Qi(f)dr: Gy = f > xp, =0, Qi(f) € Ll(R")} (2.9)
and
Cop g3(B) =i { [ Q0o Lye F2xm, F20 QD@ (210)

The following two propositions are general versions of [52, Theorem 2.3], whose proof can be
found in [7, Theorems 2.1 and 2.2].

Proposition 2.6 Let0<s<1,1<p<mn/s,v>p—1, and p € MT(R"™). Then, the following
statements are equivalent:

12



(1) The inequality

u(K) < CiCapy, _» (K) (2.11)

y—p+1

holds for any compact set K C R™, for some Cy > 0.

(2) The inequality

/K (Waplil(») dy < CoCapy, s (K) (2.12)

y—p+1
holds for any compact set K C R"™, for some Cy > 0.

(8) The inequality

/ C(Weplxs@m(v)" dy < Csp(By(x) (2.13)
holds for any ball By(x) C R™, for some C3 > 0.
(4) The inequality
Wi [(Wsp[u])"] < CaWsp[p] <00 ace. in R”
holds for some Cyq > 0.

Proposition 2.7 Let 0 < s <1, 1 <p <n/s,v>p—1, and p € MT(R™) with supp(u) C
Bgr(0) for some R > 1. Then, the following statements are equivalent:

(1) The inequality

u(K) < CiCapg,,, 2 (K) (2.14)

y—p+1
holds for any compact set K C R™ and for some C1 = C1(R) > 0.

(2) The inequality

/K (WL (y))" dy < C2Capg,, + (K) (2.15)

y—p+1
holds for any compact set K C R™ and for some Co = C3(R) > 0.
(8) The inequality
[ (Wi, )" dy < ContBi(w) (216)

holds for any ball By(x) C R™ and for some C5 = C3(R) > 0.

(4) The inequality
wWiR [(ng[u])”] < CyWHE] e, in Bog (2.17)

holds for some Cy = Cy(R) > 0.
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Remark 2.8 In the two propositions above, an inspection of their proof reveals that for each
i =1,2,3,4, one can choose a small constant C; > 0 in such a way that all other constants Cj,
j=1,2,3,4 with j # i, can be made sufficiently small. Specifically, for instance, when i = 2, for
any small C1,C3,Cy > 0, there exists a corresponding Co > 0 such that (2) implies the others.

To prove the existence of SOLA to nonlocal equations of Lane-Emden type, we will need the
following lemmas.

Lemma 2.9 Let o € (0,n), B > 1 and let P be either I, or Go. For u € MT(R™) and a
sequence {pj}‘j?‘;l of standard mollifiers in R", set p; = p* pj. Assume that there exists a
constant ¢ > 0 such that

p(K) < cCapp g(K)

holds for any compact set K C R™. Then there exists a constant ¢y = co(c,n, «, 3) > 0 such that
;i (K) < coCapp 5(K)

holds for any compact set K C R™.

Proof. In the special case that P = Gy, the proof can be found in [51, Lemma 5.7]. In the
same way, we can also obtain the lemma for general P. [

Lemma 2.10 Let p and pj be as in Lemma 2.9, 0 < s < 1,1 <p<n/s andy >p—1. If
(W plul)? € LL_(R™), then {(W,[p;])7} is equi-integrable in Byr(0) for any M > 1.

loc

Proof. All the balls will be centered at the origin. We notice that, since {(Ws ,[xgn\B,,, #5])7 }

is bounded in L>(Byy), it suffices to show that {(Wil [xB,,, 15])7} is equi-integrable in Byy.

When 1 < p < 2, Holder’s inequality and Fubini’s theorem imply that

W;lf\;[ [XB2MMj] < W;lf\;[ [XB4MIU] * Pj5

from which the conclusion follows. We now consider the case p > 2. Since

g,]X[[XleM:u])p *Pjy

I;l;)\/[ [XBzM/‘j] < Ii‘y[XleMﬂ] *pj<c (W

{Iﬁéw [XBap 1] % pj} is convergent locally in L7/ (P~D(R™) and so {(I;ly [X B 1£4])7/ P~} is equi-
integrable in Bg for any R > 0. Thus, by [2, Proposition 1.27], we can find a nondecreasing
function ® : [0,00) — [0, 00) such that ®(t)/t — 0o as t — 0o and

/OOO o(t) ‘{:E € By - (Iity[XBMINjDJTI > t}‘ dt = /B ¢ <(I§£J[X32Mﬂj]($))%) dr <1,

8 M

where ¢(t) = ®'(t). Moreover, we may assume the As-condition: ¢(2t) < C¢(t) for all ¢ > 0
and for some C > 1, see [42]. On the other hand, by [6, Proposition 2.2] and Lemma 2.5, there
exist ¢, eg,typ > 0 such that

_1
H:c € Bowr - WM [, 1) (2) > 38, (12 [, 115) () 7 < t}\

<ce Hx € Bsu - W;l,]X[[XBzMuj](x) > t}‘
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for any € € (0,g9) and ¢ > ty. Using the above two inequalities and the Ag-condition of ¢, and
then choosing € > 0 sufficiently small, we have

/0oo o(t) Hﬂj € By (Wf‘g[XBzMﬂj](:E))ﬂy > t}‘ dt
< C/OOO ¢(t) ‘{x € Bgyr: (ng[XBgM,uj](‘T))’y > 3ﬁ/t}‘ o

< c/oo #(t) Hx € Baar + (W g, 1)) > 3%}‘ dt + ¢
t

1/
0

< ce /OOO o(t) H:p € Bsar + (Wi g, 1)) > tH dt

e

—I—c/ooo o(t) H:L" € Bsy - (I;{,f,w[XBzM,uj])7’*1 > 5%}‘ dt + ¢

<

1 o0
5/ o(t) Haz € Bgy - (W;li\f[)(]32M,uj])7 > t}‘ dt + c,
0
which implies that
/B ) ((W;{Z\g[XBnguj])’y> dr = /0 ¢(t) ‘{JE € Bgys: (W;lf\;[[XB2M,Uj](:E))FY > t}‘ dt < c.
8M

Hence, {(W 2 [x By, 115])7} is equi-integrable in By for any M > 1. The proof is complete. m
Lemma 2.11 Let Q C R" be either a bounded domain or the whole R™. Let {u;} C M(),
0<R<o00,0<s<l,l1<p<n/s,leN,a>0,>1andlf>p—1. If{Bﬂ,g(CWfp[uj])}
is bounded in L'(Q) for some ¢ > 0, then {Pq3(¢ WE [11;])} is equi-integrable in Q for any
d € (0,¢).

Proof. By the definition of P}, g given in (2.8), we have for k = (¢ — ¢’)/4
1 _ 1
Pl,aﬁ(c/t) < exp <—102—+B/{Batg> exp ((/{ + c/)5a|t|ﬁ 175) < exp <—102—+6mﬁat€> P qp(ct)

for any t > tg, where tg is large enough. This implies

B7a76 (C/t) S EB,CL,ﬁ (Ct) + 0(67 C, C,)
for any € > 0, ¢ € (0,¢) and t > 0. Let

sup/ P oz (cWﬁp[uj]) dx = M.

j JQ

Then for any E C €2, we have

/ Bvavﬁ (C/WEP[MJ]) dflf é 8/ Plvavﬁ (CWEP[“Q]) dfl}‘ + |E|O(€7 C7 C/)
E E

< Me + |E|C(g, ¢, ).

This implies the equi-integrability of P, g (¢ ng [11]) for any ¢ < c. [ |
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3 SOLA (Solutions Obtained as Limits of Approximations)

Now, we introduce the definitions of SOLA in € or R™. Let P(u) be either the zero function, a
power function |u|”~!u or an exponential function P, 5(u) defined in (2.8).

Definition 3.1 Let Q C R™ be a bounded domain, p € M() and let —Lg be defined in (1.2)
under assumptions (1.3)~(1.5). We say that a function u € W4(Q) with

n(p—1)

he(0,s) and p—1<qg<q:=
n-—s

(3.1)

is a SOLA to (1.1) if P(u) € LY(Q) and u is a distributional solution to —Leu = P(u) + p in
Q, that is

L[ e - u) @) - e K e dedy = [ Pleds+ [ pdu (32

holds whenever ¢ € C(Q2), and v = 0 in R™\ Q. Moreover, it has to satisfy the following
approzimation property: there exists a sequence of weak solutions {“j}?il to the approximate
Dirichlet problems

—Lou; = P(uj) +pj in Q,
uj =0 in R™\ Q
such that u; converges to u a.e in Q and locally in LY(R™) and P(u;) — P(u) locally in L'(R™).

Here the sequence {uj} C L*(2) converges to p weakly in the sense of measures in 2 and
moreover satisfies

limsup |1;[(B) < |p|(B) (3.3)

J]—00

whenever B C R™ is a ball.
Remark 3.2 We note that [37] considered SOLA under the assumption
10>2—f and max{p—1,1} <g<q.
n

However, in contrast with the local case, we use the terminology SOLA for any p > 1. This is
because the strong convergence of u; in W4 is not required, already in the case p > 2 —s/n. In
turn, the definition of SOLA in [37] can be extended to the case 1 < p < 2—s/n, by considering
fractional Sobolev spaces W9 with q € (0,1).

In this paper, we extend the existence result in [37, Theorem 1.1] to the ranges of p and ¢
stated in Definition 3.1. Furthermore, we also discuss SOLA in the whole domain R™. Here we
introduce the definition of SOLA in R™.

Definition 3.3 Let p € M(R™) and let —Lg be defined in (1.2) under assumptions (1.3)—(1.5).
We say that a function u € VVIZ’q(]R”) with (3.1) is a SOLA to

—Lou = P(u)+p in R" (3.4)
if P(u) € LL _(R™),

loc

Tail(u;0,7) < oo for any r>1 (3.5)
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and w is a distributional solution to (3.4), that is
L[ e —uw)e@) ~ o)K@ oty = [ Plupds+ [ pde (0)

holds whenever ¢ € C°(R™). Moreover, it has to satisfy the followz'ng approxz'matz’on property:
there exist a sequence of open sets {€2; } L withQy €y €--- € € -+ and Uoile = R"
and a sequence of weak solutions {u]} °, to the approxzmatmg Dzmchlet pmblems

—£<I>Uj = P(U]) + py m Qj,
Uj =0 m Rn\Qj

such that u; converges to u a.e. in R™ and locally in LI(R™) and P(uj) — P(u) locally in
LY(R™). Here the sequence {u;} C L®(R™) N LY(R™) converges to u weakly in the sense of
measures in B and satisfies (3.3) whenever B C R™ is a ball.

3.1 Existence of SOLA

In this subsection, we prove the existence of SOLA to (1.6). We start with the following global
estimates.

Lemma 3.4 Let Q C R" be a bounded domain, € L'(Q) "W~V (Q) and let —Lq be defined
n (1.2) under assumption (1.3)—(1.5). Let u € WP(Q) be the weak solution to (1.6). Then we
have the following:

(1) There exists a constant ¢ = c¢(n, s,p, A) > 0 such that

1/(p—1 _nlp—1)
||UHL¢Z0,00(Rn) S C[|,LL|(Q)] /(p ), where qo = n—isp (37)

(2) There exists a constant ¢ = ¢(n, s,p, A) > 0 such that, for any & > 1 and d > 0,

u(y) P dxdy d1—¢
/n/n d+\u y+\u( e To = g = =7 - (3.8)

(8) For any q € (0,q) and h € (0,s), where q is given in (3.1), there exists a constant ¢ =
c(n,s,p, A, h,q) > 0 such that

D o)) < en [T
</wf7u—\mm N (3.9)

for any ball B, C R™. In particular,

(/n /n iz — ’n+hq‘qd dy> v < cldiam ()]s " (%)V@_D. (3.10)

Proof. The estimates (3.7), (3.8) and (3.10) are obtained in [25, Propositions 2.6, 2.7 and 2.8],
respectively. Moreover, an inspection of the proof of [25, Proposition 2.8] also gives (3.9). ]

This lemma and the compactness result in Lemma 2.3 imply the existence of SOLA.

Theorem 3.5 Let Q C R™ be a bounded domain, u € M(Q) and let —Lg be defined in (1.2)
under assumptions (1.3)—(1.5). Then there exists a SOLA u to (1.6) satisfying (3.10).
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Proof. Consider p; = p* p;, where {p]} °, is a sequence of standard mollifiers, and let
{u;}52, CWP(Q) be the sequence of weak Solutlons to

—Lou; = pj in €,
Uj = 0 in R" \ Q.

Then {yu;} converges to p weakly in the sense of measures in R and satisfies (3.3) for any ball
B C R™. Now, for any h € (0,s) and g € (0,¢), Lemma 3.4 and the construction of {y;} imply

(L) o ([ [ bl g )™ < - < e/

whenever j € N, where ¢ = ¢(n, s, p, A, diam(Q), h, ) > 0. Namely, {u;} is bounded in W4(Q).
Therefore, by Lemma 2.3, there exists u € W4(Q) with u = 0 in R™ \ Q such that

w; — u in L1(Q),
{ / ) as j — oo (up to subsequences).

uj — u a.e. in

Accordingly, Fatou’s lemma implies

() = ([ e asin) " < o,

It remains to show that u satisfies (3.2), but its proof is exactly same as the one of [37, Theo-
rem 1.1] (see [37, pp. 1352-1354] with g; = g = 0). Hence we omit the details here. ]

Theorem 3.6 Let € M(R™) and let —Lg be defined in (1.2) under assumptions (1.3)—(1.5).
Then there exists a SOLA u to (1.6) with Q = R".

Proof. Consider p; = p * p;, where {p; 52 is a sequence of standard mollifiers, and let
{u;}32, C WP(B;(0)) be the sequence of weak solutions to

—ﬁc}u]' = Hj in B](O),

Then {p;} C C(R™) converges to p weakly in the sense of measures in B and satisfies (3.3)
for every ball B C R™.
We now fix any r > 1. Then for any h € (0,s) and ¢ € (0, q), we have

1/q
Juj(x) — u;(y)|* @9 ¢ (B (oW1 =D
(/ o e ey ) o) .

c n _
< el (R0

and

1/q
(3.7)
i 1/(p-1) nyy1/(p—1)
(7[3,.(0)'“” dl‘) < B O < ) 512)

whenever j > 7, where ¢ = c(n,s,p, A, h,q) > 0. That is, {u;};>, is bounded in W"4(B,(0)).
Since r > 1 was arbitrary, by Lemma 2.3, there exists u € VVIZ’Cq(]R”) such that

P — locally in LY(R"),
{u] u locally in LY(R™) as j — oo (up to subsequences). (3.13)

uj — u ae. inR"
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In particular, applying Fatou’s lemma to (3.11) and (3.12), we also have

1/q
q
(f(m””“? </ f © m—yWHE‘j@J < RO, (314

Next, in order to show (3.5), we consider the weighted Lebesgue and Marcinkiewicz spaces
with the weight

1
=" R".
w(x) A5 [’ T €

Observe that

£l zp-1(B,dw) < (D, qo)[w(E)]M/ P11/ a0 £ 1| Lao oo (2, dw)
c(p, qo) [w(B)Y P10 | £ ag.oe ()

holds for any Borel set E C R™ and f € L%°°(E), where for the last inequality we have used
the fact that w(£) < |E|. Applying this inequality with £ = R"™\ B,(0) and f = u;, we have

IN

1

wi(z)|P—1 p—1 (1
(/Rn\B (0) (1| _'j_(|x)||)n+sp d$> = ||uj||LP*1(R"\BT(O),dw) S cr p(Pfl qO)HujHLquOO(R")-

Then (3.7) along with an elementary manipulation gives

. p—1
/ [P 1 < e 0PI (B)] < er P/ ] () (3.15)
Re\B,(0) |T["T*P

for some ¢ = ¢(n,s,p,A) > 0, whenever r > 1 and j € N. Hence, Fatou’s lemma implies

u(z)|P~! ()2 /m .
/Rn\B ||3(3|+|+spd$ < er” PR (R, (3.16)

which in particular yields (3.5).
It remains to show that u satisfies (3.6) with P(-) = 0. We follow the argument in [37,
Section 4.2]. Fix ¢ € C2°(R™) and T > 0 such that suppy C Bp, = Br,(0). Then

/n / ®(uj(z) — u;(y)(p(z) — p(y) K (z,y) dedy = /Rn o du;

for all j > 2Ty. By the weak convergence of 11, we have

lim [ pdu; = / @dp.

J]—00 Rn

Now, denoting

bi(@,y) = (®(u; (@) —u;(y) — D(u(z) —uy))(e(z) — @) K(z,y),

it suffices to show that

lim ¥j(z,y) dedy = 0. (3.17)

Jj—00 n JRn
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Let T' > 2T1y. Then, with By = By (0) and By, = Br,(0), we split

/n Rn?l)j(:ﬂ,y)dxdy:/BTO/BTO(...)JF/Rn\BT/BTO(...)+/BTO/n\BT(...)

= Il?]vT + [27.77T + IgvjvT'

For I jr, we choose h € (0,s) and ¢ > 0 such that en + [p(s — h) + h — 1](1 + ) < 0 and
g=(p—1)(1+¢) < q, where g is given in (3.1). Then, since

[(Ju@) = u@)P~ + u;(2) = u; ()P Hle) — @]
|$ _ y|(n+sp)(l+a)

e [lu(@) = ()P + uy () — uy(y) P2

Lo ‘Z’ — y‘n—l—h(p—l)(l—l—s)‘x _ y‘sn—l—[p(s—h)—l-h—l}(l—l—e)

ju(e) = (@) TV Jus (@) — uy(y)| -0+
|l‘ _ y|n+h(p—1)(1+€) |l‘ _ y|n+h(p—1)(1+e)

‘wj(‘ray)ll—l—e <c

< || Dyl

< C(TO7 (70)

whenever z,y € By, (3.11) and (3.14) imply that ;(x,y) is equi-bounded in L*¢(Br, x Br,)
and hence j(x,y) is equi-integrable in By, x Br,. In turn, Vitali’s convergence theorem with
(3.13) implies that |I ;7| — 0 as j — oo. As for I ;1 and I3 7, we have from (3.12), (3.14),
(3.15) and (3.16) that for j > T,

_ _ _ _1\ dxdy
gl +lhrl < cToe) [ [ (@l @ P )l S
n\BT BTO ’y‘

= o) <T_SP/B [Juj (@) P~ + Ju(z)[P~"] da

dy
—I—/ wi ()P~ + |u(y) P >
. [u;j (y)] Ju(y)P~'] PR
< (Tp, @, |u|(R™)) (T_Sp + T_(SP)Z/") — 0 as T — oo.
Consequently, we obtain (3.17) and the proof is complete. [
We end this section with the following comparison principle.

Proposition 3.7 Let Q C R" be a bounded domain, —Lg be defined in (1.2) under assumptions
(1.3)~(1.5), and uy be a SOLA to (1.6) with data p = py € M(Q2). For any us € M(Q2) satisfying
po — 1 € MT(Q), there exists a SOLA usy to (1.6) with data p = po satisfying

w <ug  a.e. in €.

Proof. There exists a sequence of weak solutions {u;;} C W5P(Q) to (1.6) with data p =
piy € C(Q2) such that uyp — uy in L9(Q) for any ¢ € (0,q), where ¢ is given in (3.1), and
pak — p1 in M(Q). We consider pig . = ép* (11 (2 — p1)) +pax € C°(Q) for k € N, where ¢y,
is a standard mollifier with supp(¢y) C B4 (0) and 7, is a smooth function such that n;, = 1
for all z € Q with dist(z,0Q) > 2/k and n, = 0 for all z € Q with dist(z,0) < 1/k. Clearly,
pog > p1y for any k and pop — po in M(Q). Let ugy € WHP(Q) be the weak solution to
(1.6) with data pu = po k. Then, it suffices to show wu; < ugy a.e. in Q. Indeed, one can take
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@ = (u1k — ugk)+ = max{uy r — ugk, 0} as a test function in (1.6). Then we have

0< / @ d(p2,r — p1,k)
/n / (U2, () — u2,k(y)) — P(urk(x) —urk(y))) (p(z) — o(y) K (z,y) dzdy

/ Atz () — iz (1), 11 () — g 4 (1) K (2, ) dedy
{u1,k>ug p } J{ur p>uz 1}

2 /{ o /{ o (O(e) ~ () — () ~ 1 (0)

X (u1 k(7)) —ug(2)) K (2, y) dedy
= —A_lll + 215,

where A,(f,9) = (If| +g))? "2 |f — g|>. Tt is clear to see that

D (ug,k(z) —u2k(y)) — P(urp(z) —urk(y)) <0
provided (ugk(z) — ugk(y)) — (w1 k(x) — w1 k(y)) <0, which implies 5 < 0 and so I; = 0. This
means uy < ugy a.e. in €). Therefore the proof is complete. ]
4 Wolff potential estimates for nonlocal equations

4.1 Regularity for homogeneous equations

Here we recall various local regularity results for the homogeneous equation
—Lyv =0 1in Q. (4.1)

Such results were first obtained in [16, 17] (see also [14]) and later modified in [37] to match the
setting of measure data problems.

We start with a local sup-estimate and a Caccioppoli type estimate. The following two
lemmas with ¢ = 1 are considered in [37, Corollary 2.1 and Lemma 2.3], and the case of other
values of ¢ can be obtained in the same way.

Lemma 4.1 Let v € W*P(Q) be a weak solution to (4.1). Then for any B, € Q, k € R and

q € (0,p), we have
1/q
<][ lv —k:|qd:13> + Tail(v — k;7/2)
By

whenever o € (0,1), where ¢ = ¢(n,s,p,A,q) > 0.

o — k| < —
sup (v — —_—
B = (A —o)yw/a

Lemma 4.2 Let v € WP(Q) be a weak solution to (4.1). Then for any B, € Q and k € R, we
have

)|qd d c Ll d 1/q il _—
< _ R
/][ |:n— I””“I V=1 =o)farha (]i v — k| l’) + Tail(v — k;7/2)

whenever ¢ € (0,p), h € (0,s), and o € [1/2,1), where ¢ = ¢(n,s,p,A,h,q) > 0 and § =
O(n,p) > 0.

q
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We further note an oscillation estimate for v, which in turn implies local Holder regularity of
v, see for instance [37, Theorem 2.3]. In the same spirit as in the above lemmas, we can actually
obtain the following:

Lemma 4.3 Let v € W*P(Q) be a weak solution to (4.1). Then v is locally Hélder continuous.
In particular, there exists oy = ag(n, s,p, A) € (0,min{sp/(p — 1),1}) such that

a 1/q
oscv §c<£> ’ [<][ ]v—k!qu> + Tail(v — k;r/2)
B, r Ba,

holds whenever By, €@, 0 < p <7, k€ R and q € (0,p], where c = ¢(n, s,p,A,q) > 0.

One of the main features in [37, 39] is to consider the following nonlocal excess functional

1/(p—1)
<]{B ( )\f— (f)BT(:vo)’p_ldx> + Tail(f — (f) B, (z0) T0,7), (4.2)

where the first term is the traditional excess functional and the second one is concerned with
long-range interactions. However, we cannot directly consider the same excess functional for our
problem, since SOLA to (1.6) may not be locally integrable when 1 < p < 2n/(n + s). In the
local case, modified excess functionals of the form

keR

1/(p—1)
av(f;xzo,r) == inf ][ |f — k[P~ dx (4.3)
By (z0)

have been considered in [21, 47, 48] to obtain potential estimates for singular p-Laplace type
equations. In this point of view, we consider the following modified nonlocal excess functional:

keR

1/(p—1)
E(f;xg,r) := inf <][ |f — kPt d:E) + Tail(f — k;xo,7) | - (4.4)
Br'(x())

We simply write av(f;zo,7) = av(f;r) and E(f;xz,7) = E(f;r) when the point xg is not
important or clear from the context. Obviously, we have

aV(f;:Eo,T‘) < E(f;:E(]vT)‘

We also note that when p > 2, the new excess functional in (4.4) is equivalent to the previous
one in (4.2), i.e.,

1/(p-1)
E(f;zo,7) = <]€3( )|f— (f)BT(:cg)|p_1d$> + Tail(f — (f) B, (x0); T0s T)- (4.5)

However, when p < 2 our excess functional is different from (4.2).
If f € LP~1(B,(20)), then there exists a number Pp,_(,,)(f) € R satisfying

1/(p—1)
av(f;zo,r) = <][B (=0) If = PBr(xo)|p_1 dﬂj) : (4.6)
r (20
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Such a number is not uniquely determined in general, but we use any possible value of it. Here
we note that

1/(p—1)
PB, (w0) () — kol = (][ PB, (w0) (f) — k‘o\p_l dx)
Br(z0)

1/(p—1) 1/(p—1)
éc;f P, ooy () — FP~ d +c(f kol da (4.7)
By (z0) By (z0)

1/(p—1)
<c(f Ar-mra
By (z0)

holds for any ko € R, where ¢ = ¢(p) > 0. Similarly, if f € LP=1(B,(z¢)) satisfies Tail(f;xo,7) <
o0, then there exists a number Qp (,,,)(f) € R satisfying

1/(p—1)
E(f;zo,1) = <]{9 ( )|f— QBT(gco)(f)|p_1d$> + Tail(f — OB, (a)(f); 7)- (4.8)

We further establish an excess decay estimate for (4.1), which will play a key role in this
paper. The following estimate is analogous to the one in [39, Theorem 8.11]. In particular, when
p > 2, it can be directly obtained from [39, Theorem 8.11] by the above equivalent relation (4.5).

Lemma 4.4 Let v € W*P(Q) be a weak solution to (4.1). Then we have the inequality

E(vip) <c <§)o¢o E(v;r)

whenever B, C B, € Q are concentric ball, where aq is the exponent given in Lemma 4.3 and
c=c(n,s,p,A) > 0.

Proof. We may assume p < r/4 without loss of generality. Recalling the definition of E\(-)
given in (4.4), we have

E(v;p) < <]{9

and we estimate each term in the right-hand side. Observe that Lemma 4.3 implies

1/(p—1)
lv— (v)p, [P dl’) + Tail(v — (v)B,; ),

P

oscv < ¢ <i>a0 E(v;7) (4.9)

By T
for any t € [p,r/4]. In particular,
1/(p—1)
(4'9) Qm,
— p-1 < < (P ;7). .
(ﬁp lv—(v)B,| dm) _%spcv < c(r) E(v;r) (4.10)

In order to estimate the tail term, we split the integral as follows:

[v(x) — (v)B, """

|z — wo|PoP

dx

Tail(o ~ (v}, i)~ = p” |
R\ B,

_ p—1 _ p—1
S A ST Ry gy O IO
IR”L\Br/él B'r/4\BP

|:E—330|"+8p |33 _x0|n+sp

=11 + Is.
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Choose Qp, (v) € R" satisfying (4.8) with f = v and B,(z¢) = B,. Then Lemma 4.1 implies

|(v)B, — 9B, (v)] < ][ lv — Qp. (v)|dx < sup [v — Qp, (v)| < cE(v;r).
B, B, s

Using this, we estimate I; as

s lv(z) — O, (v)[P~ PP p—1
T < o™ /R”\Br-m B s du e (;) |(U)Bp -5 (U)|

[v(z) = Qp, (v)["! p sp][ = PP -
< ¢p°P r P B » PP (e
= /Rn\BT e re(D) T - Qu @l e e () B

<e(2)" Bunp

As for Iy, we have

r/4 s p—1 (4.9) r/4 s ap(p—1) +
e[ ) o (S
p By t p r t

< e (O B

Connecting the above two displays to (4.10), and using the fact that ag < sp/(p—1), we conclude
with the desired estimate. [

4.2 Comparison estimates

Here we derive some comparison estimates. We fix a ball By, = Bo,(z9) C R"™, and consider the
weak solution u € W%P(Bsy,.) to the Dirichlet problem

—Lou = p € L>®(R™) in By,
u=0 in R™\ By,.

In order to take advantage of symmetric properties, we consider the operator —L,, defined by

(Luwee) = [ [ Jule) = w(@)P 2 wle) - w) (o) - o) Rus (e p)dzdy,

where

1 —

Ku,q)($7 y) = 5 (Ku,cb(xy y) + Ku,q)(ya :E))
and

B D(u(x) — u(y) K (2,y) )

Kyo(z,y) = o |u(@) —uy) P> (u(z) — uly))

|z —y[T" if # # y and u( (y)

We then see that K, (z,y) = Kya(y, ), A2z —y|~"P) < K, g(x,y) < A%z — y|~(vHsp),
and u solves

if z # y and u(x) # u(y),
= u(y).

x)
x)

—Lyu=p € LR in Bo,,
u=0 in R"\ By,
We next consider the unique weak solution v € W*P(B,.) to the following Dirichlet problem:
—L,v=0 in B,
v=u inR"\ B,,
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and set
wi=u— .

Under the above setting, we have the following comparison lemma, see [39, Lemma 8.4.1].

Lemma 4.5 There ezists a constant ¢ = c(n, s,p,A) > 0 such that, for any £ > 1 and d > 0,

(lu(z) — u@)| + [v(z) — oY) )P ?|w(z) —w(y)*  dedy g€
// (d + [w(@)] + [w(y)|)E g = Cg g MIB):

Using the above lemma, we obtain preliminary comparison estimates between u and v in
Lemma 4.6 below. The estimate is exactly the same as the one in [39, Lemma 8.4.4] (see also
[37, Lemma 3.4]) except the range of ¢ and p. In both [39, Lemma 8.4.4] and [37, Lemma 3.4,

q satisfies
-1
G[lvq)v q_:: mln{mvp}
n—s

Note that the range is sensible since the papers [37, 39] initially assume that p > 2 — s/n, and
the lower bound ¢ > 1 is used in order to apply the well-known fractional Sobolev inequality
with the exponent ¢ > 1. However, by applying the fractional Sobolev inequality with exponent
g € (0,1) in Lemma 2.2, the proof of [39, Lemma 8.4.4] can go through by allowing ¢ € (0,1).
Consequently, we can extend the range of ¢ and p.

Lemma 4.6 Assume that 1 < p < 2. Then for any q € (0,q), where q is given in (3.1), there
exists hg = ho(n, s,p,q) € (0,s) such that if h € (hg, s), then the estimate

W )
</BZT fBZr |:I: - |n+hq d dy>

e n]”(p ! ( / ][ u@)l’ dy><2—”/q[w<3r>}
Boy J Bay |$—y|n+hq TP

< C
— rh pn—sp

holds for a constant ¢ = c¢(n,s,p, A, h,q) > 0.

(4.11)

Proof. The proof is exactly the same as the one of [39, Lemma 8.4.4] by using the fractional
Sobolev inequality (2.3). [

We need to handle the second term appearing in the right-hand side of (4.11). The case
2 —s/n < p < 2 was treated in [37, Lemma 3.5], but we have to modify the approach for lower
values of p.

Lemma 4.7 Assume that 1 < p < 2. Then for any q € (0,q), where q is given in (3.1), there
exists hg = ho(n, s,p,q) € (0,s) such that if h € (hg, s), then the estimate

()] Ve e Tlpl(B)]YETY e oy [ul(By)
< — |27 _ . p | AV
</BZT fBQr |33 — |"+hq dady — ph | pnosp + rh [B(u; 20, 2r)] rn—sp

holds for a constant ¢ = c¢(n,s,p, A, h,q) > 0.

Proof. We may consider the case ¢ > p — 1 only, since the lemma for lower values of ¢ follows
from Lemma 2.4. For ¢ € W4(B;) with t € (0,2r), we denote

|q 1/q
= </B]i = |n+hq ddy) |
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For 1 < ¢’ < 0 <2, we consider the weak solution v, € W*P(B,,. /2) to
{—Euvo =0 in B,
ve =u in R"\ By,
We start with the obvious estimate
F(u;0'r) < cF(vy;0'r) + cF(u — vy 0'r). (4.12)

Lemma 4.6 directly implies

+c

\u\(Br)] Ye=1)

c
F(u—wv,;0r) < p [ e

[F(u; o7)]2 Pu!( )} (4.13)

rh(p—1) ym—Sp
We then apply Lemma 4.2 to v, to have
¢ 1/(p—1)
F(vg;0o'r) < e lig& [(][ - - dx) + Tail(v, — k; ar/2)] )

In order to estimate the right-hand side, we observe that

1/(p—1)
<][ vy — kP! da:>
1/(p—1) 1/(p—1)
§c<][ |u—vg|p_1d:p> +c<][ |u—k‘|p_1d3:>
or Bay

1/(p—1)
< er"F(u— vy 0m) —|—c<][ lu — k[Pt d$> ,
Bay

where we have used Lemma 2.2 for the last inequality. We then recall that v, = u in R"\ B,, o,
which implies

F(vy;0'r) < r B (u; 2r) + F(u — vy ar)] . (4.14)

el
(o —o")f
Connecting (4.13) and (4.14) to (4.12), we arrive at

Pluo'n) < 7 {E(u; )+ [luuBr)]”@—”} ot P [,

(o0 —a')? rn=sp rh(p—1) TSP

We apply Young’s inequality to the last term in the right-hand side, with conjugate exponents
1/(2 —p) and 1/(p — 1), in order to see that

crh ; 1/(p—1)
F(u;0'r) < —F(u;or) + YP— vy {E(u, 2r) + [|/‘|(B )] }

—

\)

(O' _ 0.1)9/(10—1 n—Sp

holds for some ¢ = ¢(n, s,p, A, q), whenever 1 < ¢/ < o < 2. Then, applying a standard iteration
argument (see for instance [24, Lemma 6.1]), we can drop the first term on the right-hand side.
Recalling the definition of F' (), we conclude with

y)|? 1/q c lul(By) 1/(p—-1)
< — : .
(o f, e aatn) < i sz + [

Plugging the last inequality into (4.11), we obtain the desired estimate. ]

The above lemma, along with Lemma 2.2, implies the following comparison estimate.

Lemma 4.8 Assume that 1 < p < 2, and let § € (0,qo), where qq is given in (3.7). Then there
exists a constant ¢ = c¢(n, s,p,q,\) > 0 such that
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4.3 Pointwise and oscillation estimates for SOLA

We first obtain an excess decay estimate for u.

Lemma 4.9 Let u be a SOLA to (1.6). Then there exist positive constants ¢ and T, both
depending only on n,s,p, A, such that

/(p—1)
Iul(Bp)]l 1 w1

E(u;op) < co®™E(u;p) +co™ " [7

pn—sp
holds whenever B, C B, C §) are concentric balls, where ayg is the exponent given in Lemma 4.5.

Proof. Note that (4.15) for p > 2 follows from [39, Lemma 8.5.2] and (4.5); we thus consider
the case 1 < p < 2 only. Moreover, without loss of generality, we may assume that o € (0,1/2).

Step 1. Let {u;} be an approximating sequence for u with corresponding source term s,
as described in Definition 3.1. We consider the weak solution v; to

~L,w; =0 in B,
UjZUj ian\Bp/Q.

Since v; = u; in R™\ B, /5, we have for any ¢t < p/2

n/(p—1) 1/(p—1)
E(u; —vj5t) <c (%) <]{5’ luj — v P dm) .
p/2

1

Also, note that

Juj — O, (1 — v) — Qs ()P dm)
By

+ cTail(u; — Qp, (u; —vj) — Qp,(vj); t)

BE(uy;t) < <

L\ Lo\
<c luj —vj — Qp, (uj —vy)[P~" da +c lvj — Qp, (vj)[P™" da
Bt Bt

+ cTail(u; —vj — 9, (uj — vj);t) + cTail(v; — Qp,(v5);t)
= cE(u; —vj;t) + cE(vj; ).

These two displays and Lemma 4.4 imply
1/(p—1)
E(uj;op) < cE(vj;0p) + co™/ P~ 1) (7[ |u; — vy [P~ d:p)
B

p/2
1/(p—1)
luj —v;[P~t dm)

1/(p—1)
luj — v P~ dm) .

To estimate the last term in the right-hand side, we apply Lemma 4.8 and Young’s inequality
with conjugate exponents 1/(2 —p) and 1/(p — 1) to have

(é Juj — P~ d:v) o <c [M} e + B (ug; p)) 7 [M}
p/2

pn—sp pn—sp
|uj|<Bp>} Ye=1)

PSP

< co® B(vj; p/2) + o/ P7D <][
B

p/2

< co™ B(uj; p/2) + co/ P71 <][
B

p/2

< eE(ug;p) + e [
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for any € € (0,1). Choosing ¢ = o®0+/ (=1 we obtain (4.15) for u;.
Step 2. We now show that

lim F(uj;t) = E(ust) (4.16)

j—o0
for any ball B, C 2. Since

1/(p—1)
Blui0) < (£ luy- QuPtar) 4 ity - Qg (i)
By
we have
limsup E(u;;t) < E(u;t).

J—00
On the other hand, using the inequalities (a+b)? < a” +b” and (a+b)g —adf = faa+b Bth—1dx <
5(@ + b)%=1b for any a,b > 0, B € (0,1) and B>1,

1/(p=1)

o= Qufu)Pde) 4 Tailtu - Quy)it)

1/(p—1)
lu — uj[P~ da:)
By

+ ([Tl — Qp, (uy); O~ + [Tail(w — s )} ~) /¢

1/(p—1)
< <][ luj — Op, (u;) P! dﬂ?) + [Tail(u; — Qp, (u));1)]
By

1 —1 -1 = -1
+— lu; — Qp, (u;)|P~" dz + |u —u;|P da lu —u [P~ dx
p— 1 By Bz By

e ([Tl = Qs (): O o [Tl — s )~ [Tadl(u = )]

Letting j — oo in the last display, we obtain
liminf E(uj;t) > E(u;t).

j—o0

E(ut) < <

By

< < uj — Qp, (u))[P~" da +
By

Thus we have (4.16), and the proof of (4.15) is complete. ]

Now, we are ready to prove Theorem 1.3. The theorem is in fact related to pointwise
estimates for certain fractional sharp maximal functions of u. Here we define the R-truncated
nonlocal fractional sharp mazimal function (with order «) of u by

N(ﬁlR[u](az) = sup r “E(u;z,r).
’ 0<r<R

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Step 1. Let us first show that
1/(p—1 —a
Nf g[)(@) < ¢ [Myyap zli)@)] 77 + cR™E(u;z, R) (4.17)

holds for any 0 < o < g and any ball Br(z) C Q, where ¢ = ¢(n, s,p, A, a) > 0.

We fix any radius p € (0, R]. Then, with o € (0,1/2) being a free parameter to be chosen in
a few line, we apply Lemma 4.9 to concentric balls B,,(x) C B,(x). Multiplying both sides of
the resulting inequality by (op)~, we have

mr<Bp<a:>>} 1/e—1)

(op) " “E(u;2,0p) < ceo™ “p*E(u;z,p) +co T p™* [ =

ul(B,(x)) 1Y/®Y
pn—spta(p=1)

I

=0 " E(u;x,p) + co” ¢ [
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where ¢ and c, are positive constants depending only on n,s,p,A. We now choose o =
o(n,s,p, A,a) > 0 so small that c,c®~* = 1/2, which yields

|1l (By () ]W’—”

or—spralp—T)

1
(op) “E(u;z,0p) < §,O_O‘E(u;x,p) +c [

1 1/(p—1
< SN Rlu)(@) + ¢ [Moy oo, rli)(@)] 77

Since p < R was arbitrary, we have

o 1 1/(p—1
sup O E(usz,r) < =NF plul(@) + ¢ [Myp_agp1).alul(@)] /7.
0<r<oR 2 ’

On the other hand, a direct calculation gives

sup r “B(ujz,r) < co P VR E(u; z, R).
ocR<r<R

From the last two displays, we conclude with
Ni, plul(@) < SNE glul(z) + R E(u;2, R) + ¢ [M () ()] /7
o, RIUN\T a,RIUN\T) T C u; T, € [ Mgp—a(p-1),RIH](T )

from which (4.17) follows.

Step 2. Let By = Br(xzg) C Q and =,y € BR/8 be as in the statement of Theorem 1.3. Let
r be a radius such that » < R/8. We start by integrating (4.15) with respect to Haar measure
and then making an elementary manipulation, to get

1/(p—1)
/Eu:nat—<c**0' /Eu:z:t /[M;B#] %

for any p € (0,7], where ¢ and c,, are positive constants depending only on n,s,p, A. Thus,
taking the constant o = o(n, s, p, A) > 0 so small that c,,c® = 1/2, and then changing variables,
the above inequality becomes

T 1/(p—1)
/ Eumtd— l/ E(u;:n,t)ﬂ—kc/ [M] ﬂ
t 2 t P {n—sp t

We thus have

r a1 (7 dt r dt " pl(By(z)) 1Y eV a
. < . .
/J E(u;x,t) o= 2/6 E(u;x,t) . —1—/0 E(u;x,t) " —i—c/p [ =T ;

P P T

and, after reabsorbing terms,

" v r 1/(p—1)
/ Bluiz. )% < 2/ E(u;x,t)@wc/ [M} di
ap t or t p tn—sp t

Using the fact that E(u;xz,t) < cE(u;z,r) for any t € [or,r], we arrive at

/T E(u;:p,t)% < cE(u;z,T) + c/r [M] vy dt (4.18)
p p

tTL—Sp t

for some ¢ = ¢(n,s,p,A) > 0.
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We now fix any two radii p, p satisfying 0 < p < p/2 < r/8, and then choose k € N and

6 € (1/4,1/2] such that p = 6%p. We recall (4.6). Then, since

1/(p—1)
(£.7) p—1
Pp,; (@) () = PBej+1p(w)(u)‘ < ¢ (7{3 . ‘u = Pg,; (@) (u )‘ dl’)
93+1,(T

< 69_"/(p_1)av(u; z,67p),

we have
k—1
PB, ) (w) — PB,;(QU)(U)‘ < ‘PBajp(m) (u) =PB,; 11, (@) (u)‘
3=0
k—1 _ k—1
< e~/ (=) Zav(u,a:ﬁjp) < e~/ =) E(u;x, 607 p)
Jj=0 7=0

We also recall the elementary inequalities

! 671 dt
E j
(u;x,07p) = logl/HZ/g um@)t

k— gi—1 /0
dt P dt
§CZ/ E(u;z,t)— <c E(u;x,t)—

j=0/¢p ¢ p t

w

<.
Il
o

and

[ [t T e [ [t | o de

tn—sp tn—sp—l—a(p— 1 t

<r*wk (p—1)/p.pH)(@)-

S—Q

Then, using (4.18), we have

p/@ dt
‘PBp(w)(u) - ,PB,;(m)(u)‘ < 6[ E(u;x,t)7
P
and therefore

‘,PB,,(m)(u) _,PB/j(ZE)(u)‘ < CE(U Zz T) +or Ws a(p— 1)/p,p[ ](.’L’)

(4.19)

(4.20)

Here we note that, by the absolute continuity of the integral, (4.19) implies that {Pp,,)(u)} is

a Cauchy net. In turn, the limit

u(z) i= i P, o) (1)

exists and therefore defines the precise representative of u at x. Now we let p — 0 in (4.20) and

take p = r/4 to have

o

7“/4

) (u) — u(a:)‘ < cE(uyz,r) + cro‘Wf_a(p_l)/pm[u](x).

Combining this with the elementary estimate

‘PBT(x)(u) — PBT/4(90)(“)‘ < cav(u;z,r) < cE(u;z, 1),



we arrive at

() = Py oy ()| < cBus,r) + W T (a).

Writing this estimate with y instead of z, i.e.,
[u(y) = P, ) (w)] < cB(u;y,r) +er*WE oy 1)
and merging the last two displays, we obtain
u(2) — u(y)| < P, (o) (1) ~ P, (u)| + Bz, ) + cBlusy.r)
e (W) l1) + WL 1y 1)
We now take r = |x — y|/2. Then, since B,(y) C Bs,(x), we have
PB,(2)(w) = Pp, ) (W) < [Pp, () () = Ppy,(2) (W] + [Ppy, () (1) — P,y ()]

(4.7) 1/(p—1) 1/(p—1)
= (7[ [ = Py ) ()P di) T (7[ [t = Py (@) di)
Br(m) BT(y)

< cav(u;x,3r) < cE(u;x,3r),
and
E(u;z,r) + E(uyy,r) < cE(u;z, 3r).

Therefore we obtain

[u() — u(y)| < er® [WE

B o) pp(@) + W (1] (y)] Y eB(wz,3r).  (4.21)

s—a(p—1)/p,p

To estimate the last term, we proceed as

E(u;z,3r) < cro‘N(ﬁLR/2 [u](x)

4.22)
(a17) o . (
< cr {[Msp—a(p—l),R/2 [M](Z’)] /e + R E(ua LE,R/2)} :
Here we have
1/(p—1)
E(u;z,R/2) < cE(u;x0,R) < ¢ <][ |u|P~1 d:i) + Tail(u; zg, R) (4.23)
Br(zo)
and, by Lemma 2.5,
1/(p—1
Mool (@)] 07 < W) [l (@). (4:24)
Connecting (4.22), (4.23) and (4.24) to (4.21), we conclude with (1.10). [

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We recall the proof of Theorem 1.3, with r being replaced by R.
Letting p = R/4 and p = 6% p, we obtain

1/(p—1)
<][ ]u\p_l da?) <ec <][
Bj(x) Bs(x)

< CB(u;2,5) + ¢ [Py () = P00 + ¢ Py ()]

(4.19) R dt
< cE(u;z,R) + C/ E(u;z,t) T t+c ‘PBRM(%)(“)‘
p

.

1/(p-1)
U — PB,;(x) (u) di) +c ‘,PB,;(:U) (u)‘

s 1/(p-1)
< chp[u](x) +c <][ [P~ di) + cTail(u; x, R),
Br(z)
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where for the last inequality, we have also used the inequalities

[ BT < it

tn—sp

and

(4.7) /(1) 1/(p—1)
(PBW(J:)(U)( < c ][ ulP~" di <ec ][ u[P~! di .
Brja(z) Br(z)

Since k was arbitrary, we deduce

1/(p—1) 1/(p—1)
<][ [P~ di) < chp[,u] (x) + <][ P! di) + cTail(u; x, R)
By (x) Br(z)

for any r € (0, R], and the proof of Theorem 1.1 is complete. ]

Remark 4.10 In the above proof, we actually proved that

1/(p—1)
[Mg[|ulP~)(z)] Y=l o W () +c (][ JufP~! di) + ¢ Tail(u; z, R)
B

Rr()

holds whenever Br(x) C ) and the right-hand side is finite, where ¢ = ¢(n,s,p, A) > 0.

4.4 Global pointwise estimates for nonnegative SOLA

Proof of Corollary 1.6. The lower estimate in (1.11) directly follows from Theorem 1.2. We
now prove the upper estimate. Fix any x € Q, and set B = Bpr,(x) with Ry = diam(Q2). By
Proposition 3.7, there exists a nonnegative SOLA @ to the problem

—Lotu=p in B,
=0 inR"\B

satisfying v < @ a.e. in €. Also, Theorem 1.1 implies
1/(p—1)
u(x) < chfg[,u] (x)+ ¢ <][ Pt dy> (4.25)
B

for some ¢ = ¢(n, s,p, A) > 0. On the other hand, by (3.10) and (2.3),

1/(p=1)
<][ P! dy> <c
B

Combining this and (4.25), we get

1/(p—1)
u(B)

n—sp
RO

1/(p—1)

() < W2 1] ()

u(z) < (z) < WL (2) + ¢ R

for a.e. x € €, and the proof is complete. [
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Proof of Corollary 1.7. As described in Definition 3.3, there exist a sequence of open subsets
{9;}52, in R™ and a sequence of weak solutions {u;}72; C W*P(Q;) to the Dirichlet problems

—£q>uj = Hj in Qj,
Uj; = 0 in R" \ Qj,

such that {u;} converges to u a.e in R and locally in LI(R") for any ¢ € (0,g). Here the
sequence {y;}52; C L>(R™) N LY(R™) converges to p in R™ weakly in the sense of measure with
(3.3). By Corollary 1.6, we have

1 dist(z,09;)/8
W dist(. 00
CO P [

which implies for any j > j1 > jo

pil(x) < uj(z) < CoWy plpjl(z)  for ae. z € Q,

1 is S .
S W 0 @) < (@) < QW lil(@) for ne. @ € 9,

Letting j — oo, an approximation argument as in the proof of [37, Theorem 1.3] yields

1 is ) .
FOWipt(QJO’aﬂjl)/S[u](x) <u(x) < CoWy,[pl(x) for ae. x € Q.
Letting j; — oo and then jy — oo, we finally obtain (1.12). ]

5 Nonlocal equations of Lane-Emden type

5.1 Auxiliary lemmas

We obtain pointwise estimates for a sequence of functions satisfying recurrence inequalities
involving Wolff potentials. We start with the case of power function P(u) = u?.

Lemma 5.1 Let v >p—1, Cy > 0 and p € MT(R™) with supp(n) C Bgr(0) for some R > 1.
There exists a small constant 6 > 0, depending only on n,s,p,v,Cs and R, such that if the
mequality

u(K)SéCastw v (K) (5.1)

y—p+1

holds for any compact set K C R"™, then the following holds:
(1) There exists a constant C = C(n,s,p,v, R,Cy) > 0 such that

/K(Wf’p[u](w))y dx < CCapg,, _~ (K) (5.2)

y—p+1
for any compact set K C R™.

(2) For any k € N,if {um}fn:O is a sequence of nonnegative measurable functions in R™ that

satisfies
Uy, € Lf(’)c(]R") and Umiq < C'*Wfp[u;j1 +p] forall 0<m<k-1, (5:3)
Uuo S C*Wf,p[:u]) .
then -
¥ max {2F, 1}
uy < C’*Wfp[,u] a.e. in Bapg, (5.4)

y—p+1
hence uy, € L (R™).

loc

33



Proof. The assertion (1) follows from Proposition 2.7; note that (2.14) is satisfied by (5.1).
Hence, (2.15) implies (5.2).
We now prove (2). Set ¢y = Cy, then we have from (2.17) and (5.3) that
ur < CLWE[ud + pf

27
< C, max {2;:711), 1} (Wﬁp[ug] + Wﬁp[ﬂ])

2—p

< Comax {2011} (/O OWE, [(WE )] + WE 1)
< W[, where o = Comax {21} (/®V 0y +1)),
and, for m = 1,2,... k-1,
U1 < emy W 4], where  cpy1 = Cumax {25%1’, 1} (c;;{@—”@ + 1) .

Therefore, if Cy > 0 satisfies

~

p
Cy < T-ptl <£> (5.5)
— 27 . .

VC’*maX{bf?,l} v-p+l

we obtain -
¥ max {2E, 1}
em < C. forall me {0} UN.
y-p+1
In view of Remark 2.8, we can assure that (5.5) holds by taking § > 0 sufficiently small in (5.1),
which leads to (5.4). [

Lemma 5.2 Let p € MT(R"™) and v > p — 1, and assume that there exists a constant § > 0
such that the inequality

u(K) < é6Capy,, o+ (K)

v—p+1

holds for any compact set K C R™. Then there exists a constant C = C(6) > 0 such that

[ (Weplp(a))” do < O,

Proof. By (1) and (3) of Proposition 2.6, we have

[ (Wesla @) do < Cu(Bi(y) < Cu®)

for any ball B(y) C R™, where C' = C'(6) > 0. Then the conclusion follows by applying the
monotone convergence theorem. [ ]

We next consider the case of exponential function P = P, , 3.

Lemma 5.3 Leta,R,C. > 0,1 €N, 3>1 withlB >p—1, u € MT(R"). There exists a small
constant d > 0, depending only on n,s,p,l,a,3,Cy and R, such that if

(p=1)(B-1)
o

Lo (R")

, (5.6)

then the following holds:
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(1) For any M > 0, there exists a constant C = C(n,s,p, 3, M) > 0 such that
p-v(E-1 |71

/ Pas (4cpC’*W§p[w1]) dx < C, where w; =20 HMSP =[] + p.

B (0) ’ Lo (Rn)

(2) For any k € N, if {um}fnzo is a sequence of nonnegative measurable functions in R™ that
satisfies

Pras(um) € L, (R") and wps1 < CWE [Pap(um)+p] forall 0<m<k—1,
ug < O*Ws,p[ ]7

then
u < 2cpC*W§p[w1], hence P, p(uy) € Lin (R™).

Proof. The proof of (2) can be found in [49, Theorem 2.5], so we give the proof of (1) only. It
suffices to show the inequality for M > R. Note that (5.6) implies

< 2.
Loo(R")

(p*l)éﬁfl)
e

We then estimate

Pm,ﬁ(élcpC*Wfp[wl]) = H, (a(4cpC*)B(Wfp[w1])B> < exp (a(4cpC*)B(Wfp[w1])B)

< exp (a(4cp0*)6(25)6/(p_1) HM( § [ ]) Hﬁ/p 1 )

L>°(R"™)

sp7

Note that WE [wi](z) = WE [xp,,,0wi](z) for z € Bp(0). Then, by [49, Theorem 2.2], we
can choose 6 > 0 so small that

_ (WZ [XB oywi])?
/ exp <a(4cpC*)B(26)B/(p b D1 ’p 2m(©) 5D dx < ¢(M)|Ba].
B (0) HMsp, X By ( HLOO(R"
The last two displays imply the desired conclusion. [

Lemma 5.4 Letl €N, a,Cy >0, 8> 1 with I > "ép_—;;). Let p € M™(R™) satisfy supp(u) C
Bpr(0) for some R > 1 and

—1

|Br|+ p(R") <T
Loo(Rn)

(p—=1)(B—1)
HMsp ? [XBR]

There exists a small constant § > 0, depending only on n,s,p,l,a,3,Cy and R, such that if

My © [ < (5.7)

H (p=1)(B—=1)
L>(R"™)

then there exists a constant C' = C(n,s,p, 3, R,Cy,T) > 0 such that

(-1 (1) -1

[ Plap e, CWopfin) o <€ where =5 [My T Dl et
n Lo (R)
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Proof. We first split

/ Pa,8(4cpCu W pwa]) do = / (-)dz +/ (-« )dx = I + Is.
R Bag(0) R"\ B (0)

Similarly to the proof of Lemma 5.3, we can estimate Iy < C(n, s, p, ) by choosing ¢ sufficiently
small. As for I, observe that

% Ton(Br ()1 YPD gt [ e 7
Ws,p[w2](y) :/ [%} 7 < Tt/ (P 1)/ T 7 < Cly
lyl/2 lyl/2

for any y € R™\ Bag(0). We thus have

_ B(n=sp) —|gn=se -
Iy < / Cly|»7 Jdy<C ly| "7 dy < CR
R™\ Bz (0 ) R™\ B2 (0)

and the conclusion follows. ]
Finally, we obtain relations between pointwise estimates and capacities conditions.

Lemma 5.5 Let v >p—1 and p € M*T(R"™).

(1) Let 0 < R < 00. Let u be a nonnegative measurable function in R™ such that u? is locally
integrable in R™ and

u(zx) > cWﬁp[u'y + ul(x)  for a.e. x € R" (5.8)
for some ¢ > 0. Then the following holds:

(i) If R < oo, then there exists a constant Cy > 0, depending only on n,s,p,v, R and c,
such that

(E) for any Borel set E C R". (5.9)

/ u'dr + pu(E) < C1Capg,,
E Py—p+1

(ii) If R = oo, then there exists a constant Co > 0, depending only on n,s,p,y and c,
such that

/ u'dr + p(E) < CyCapy,, _~(E) for any Borel set £ C R™. (5.10)
E >y

—p+1

(2) Let Q C R™ be a bounded domain, p € M*(Q) and gy € (0,1). Let u be a nonnegative
measurable function in 0 such that u” is locally integrable in Q0 and

u(z) > cWi?ﬁiSt(m’aQ) [ + p)(z) for a.e. € (5.11)

for some ¢ > 0. Then for any compact set K C ), there exists a constant C3 > 0,
depending only on n, s, p,,¢eo, dist(K,00) and ¢, such that

(E) for any Borel set E C K. (5.12)

SPry +1

/ u? dr + p(E) < C3Capg
E
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Proof. (1) Let us set
dw = u" dx + dpu.

Then (5.8) directly implies
(WE w])" do = (cWE [+ p])” do < v dz < dw.

In addition, considering the centered maximal function with the weight w denoted by

1
Moo f (@) = sup sy /Btm Fl e

we have for any Borel set £ C R",

| )T (WE ) de < [ (Maxe)7T do < exwo(E)

n

for some ¢; > 0 depending only on n, p, -y, where in the second inequality we have used the fact
that the maximal operator M, is bounded on L!(R", dw) for any ¢ € (1,00). Moreover, since

(Moxp) 7T (WE )Y > (WE [xpe)) 7,

we obtain

/ (chp[XEw])y dr < cqw(F) for any Borel set E C R".
R

From this last inequality and [49, Theorem 2.1], we have

& / (Gap[x5]) 7T d < eaw(E) i 0 < R < oo,
N , (5.13)
CV/ (Isplxpw])r—t dz < c3w(E) if R=o00

for some positive constants ¢, co and c3, all depending only on n, s, p,v. We now consider any
f e LY/O=Pt)(R") with f > 0 and Ggp * [ > xp. In the case 0 < R < oo, by Fubini’s theorem
and Young’s inequality, we have

GlB) < [ (G updo= [ (Guplxs)f do

n
C’Y

e/ 0
<o [ @l TTdu e [ f7
2C2 Rn n

Consequently, this together with (5.13) and the definition of the Orlicz-Bessel capacity gives
(5.9). In the case R = oo, we can also show (5.10) by a similar argument.

(2) Let us set rg = dist(K,09) and Qg = {x € Q : dist(z, K) < rg/2}. We follow the same
argument as in (1). Since

<Cwi%iist(ﬂc,39) [WDW dr < dw in
by (5.11), we have

/ (cWi?I?iSt(x’BQ) [XEWDV dx < / (MWXE)ﬁ dw < cyw(F) for any Borel set £ C K.
Q Q

37



Note that if x € Q satisfies dist(z, ) < rx /8, then By(x) C Q\ Qx for all ¢t € (0,7x/8), and
so W5 /8 [xpw|(z) = 0. From this observation, we have

Wi%"K/s[XEw](x) < Wi?}?i“(“’cvaﬂ) [xpw](z) for a.e. xz € Q,

hence
g
/ (cWi?;K/s[XEwD dr < cqw(E) for any Borel set £ C K.

Therefore, in the same way as in (1), we obtain (5.12). ]

The next lemma can be found in [49, Theorem 2.7]. Recall that Capg,, q; and Capy, o
have been defined in (2.9) and (2.10), respectively.

Lemma 5.6 Leta>0,l €N, 3>1 withlf >p—1, and p € MT(R").

(1) Let 0 < R < oo. Let u be a nonnegative measurable function in R™ such that P, g(u) is
locally integrable in R™ and

u(z) > chp[H,aﬁ(u) + pl(x)  for a.e. x € R"
for some ¢ > 0. Then the following holds:

(i) If R < oo, then there exists a constant C1 > 0, depending only onn,s,p,l,a,3, R and
¢, such that

/ P op(u)dr + p(E) < C’lCapGSp,Q;(E) for any Borel set E C R"™.
E

(ii) If R = oo, then there exists a constant Cy > 0, depending only on n,s,p,l,a,3 and
¢, such that

/ P o p(u)dr 4+ p(E) < C’gCapIst;(E) for any Borel set E C R".
E

(2) Let Q C R™ be a bounded domain, p € M*(Q) and g9 € (0,1). Let u be a nonnegative
measurable function in Q such that Py, g(u) is locally integrable in 2 and

u(z) > cW‘;?I?iSt(m’am [Prap(u) + pl(x) forae xeQ,
for some ¢ > 0. Then for any compact set K C §, there exists a constant C3 > 0,

depending only on n,s,p,l,a, (3,0, dist(K,09Q) and ¢, such that

/ P o p(u)dr 4+ p(E) < CgCapGSWQ;(E) for any Borel set E C K.
E

5.2 Proof of the existence results

Now, we shall prove our main results.

Proof of Theorem 1.9.

(1) Assume that (1.13) admits a nonnegative SOLA u. Then, by Corollary 1.6 and a standard
approximation procedure, there holds

1 .
u(z) > FW?};t(x’am/s[uV + p](z) for a.e. x € Q.
0
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Hence, we achieve (1.14) from (2) of Lemma 5.5.

(2) Suppose that (1.15) holds with § = § > 0 which will be determined in a few lines.
Step 1. We first consider the case 0 < p € L*>(Q2). Let up be the weak solution to

—Lopug=p in €,
Uug =0 inR" \S).
Then Proposition 3.7 and Corollary 1.6 imply that
0<uy < C’OW§p[u] a.e. in Q, where R = 2diam(2).

In particular, since p € L*(2), this inequality implies ug € L*°(R™). We inductively find a
sequence {u, }5°_; C WP (Q) N L*°(R™) of weak solutions to

{—£q>um = lm in £,

where =ul .+ p.
um =0 inR"\Q, e

Note that {u,,} is nondecreasing by Proposition 3.7. Also, again by Corollary 1.6, we have for
any m € N
U < Cngp[u;’n_l +pu] ae. in Q.

We now fix § > 0, depending only on n, s, p,v,Cy and R, in a way that (5.1) holds with § = §
in the case Cy, = Cy. Then, applying Lemma 5.1, we have for any m € N

2
ymax{%%,l} 5

< CoW .e. in Q. 5.14

Um > N —ptl 0 &p[ﬂ] a.e. 1m ( )

Thus, by the monotone convergence theorem, there exists a measurable function u such that
Upm — uw a.e. in R™ and w satisfies (1.16); in particular, 0 < uw € L*°(R"™). By (5.14) and
Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, u,, — u? in L'(Q). Moreover, applying (3.10), we
have for any ¢ € (0,G) and h € (0, s) that

[t () — 4 ()9 /e e-1)
</n ; T — gha dxdy <ec /Qu;_l dr + pu(Q)

1/(p—1)
<c </ u”da:—k,u(Q))
Q

whenever m € N, where ¢ > 0 is independent of m. In turn, Fatou’s lemma and Lemma 2.3
imply that u € W"9(Q) and u,, — u locally in LI(R") (up to subsequences). Then a similar
argument as in the proof of Theorem 3.5 shows that u is a nonnegative distributional solution
to (1.13). Moreover, by the standard energy estimate

/ [tm () = tm (y)[”
nJQ

o=y

dzdy < c/ (w),_y + )ty dz
Q

°. [ (OWE o (W) d
Q

and Fatou’s lemma, we see that u € WP (Q) N L (R™) is indeed a weak solution to (1.13).

Step 2. We now consider any p € MT(Q). Assume that (1.15) holds with § = 6/co, where
6 and ¢y are the constants determined in Step 1 and Lemma 2.9, respectively. Then, with
{p;j};2, being a sequence of standard mollifiers in R", p; = p* p; € L>(Q) satisfies

pi(K) < 6Capg,, = (K) (5.15)

. S
y—p+1
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for any compact set K C R". Thus, applying the conclusion of Step 1 to ;1 = p;, we find a
sequence of nonnegative weak solutions {u;} C W*P(Q) N L>(R") to

—Lou; = u;y +p; in Q,
uj =0 in R"\ Q2

satisfying, for any j € N,

2—
7y max {QFZ{, 1} R
uj < po—— CoWg,[u;] ae in Q. (5.16)

Since (5.15) holds for any j € N, it follows from (1) of Lemma 5.1 and (5.16) that {(W£ [1,])7}
is bounded in L'(£2) and so is {u;’} Using this fact and (3.10), we have

i () —wy)l* o\ Yy
</n S P dxdy <c /Qu;’dx—k,uj(ﬂ) <c

for any j € N, where ¢ > 0 is independent of j. Therefore, by Lemma 2.3, there exists u €
Wh4(Q) such that u; — u a.e. in Q and locally in LI(R™) (up to subsequences). Moreover, since
W 1] € L7(2) by Proposition 2.7, it follows from Lemma 2.10 and (5.16) that {(WZE [1;])7}

is equi-integrable in €2 and so is {u;y} Hence, by Vitali’s convergence theorem, u;y — u) in

LY(Q) (up to subsequences). Then a similar argument as in the proof of Theorem 3.5 shows
that u is a nonnegative SOLA to (1.13). Also, (1.16) follows by letting j — oo in (5.16). ]
Proof of Theorem 1.10.

(1) Assume that (1.17) admits a nonnegative SOLA u. Then, by Corollary 1.6 along with an
approximation argument as in the proof of Corollary 1.7, there holds

1
u(x) > ?WS,I,[UV + p)(x) for ae. x € R™.
0

Hence, we achieve (1.18) from (1) of Lemma 5.5.

(2) Suppose that (1.19) holds for some § > 0, and consider p; = p * p; for a sequence {p;}32;
of standard mollifiers in R™. In view of Propositions 2.6 and 2.7, in particular (2.11), (2.13),
(2.16) and (2.14), we can choose 6 > 0 so small that (1.15) with u replaced by p; holds for any
j € N (recall Remark 2.8 and Lemma 2.9). Thus, applying the conclusion of Step 1 in the proof
of Theorem 1.9, along with (2.11) and (2.12) in Proposition 2.6, we find a sequence {u;}32; of
nonnegative weak solutions to
—ﬁqpuj = u;y +pj in Bj(()),
uj =0 in R™\ B;(0)

satisfying, for any j € N,

2-p 2-p
’ymax{2pfl,1} ' ’ymax{2pfl,1}
y-p+1 '

uj < CoWsplpj] ae. in R™. (5.17)

y-p+1

Fix any r > 0. Since (1.15) holds with p replaced by pu; holds for any j € N, it follows from
Lemma 5.2 and (5.17) that {(W,[u;])?} is bounded in L'(R™) and so is {u;’} Using this fact
and (3.9), we have

! 1/(p—1
/ ][ |uj(x) — u;(y)|? Loy /a _ / o o 15(BA(O) /(p=1) .
(0 B0 =yl = li \ Jp o) i(B; <
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whenever j > r, where ¢ > 0 is independent of j. Namely, for any r > 0, {u;};>, is bounded
in Wh4(B,.(0)). Therefore, by Lemma 2.3, there exists u € VVlg’q(R") such that u; — u a.e.

C

in R” and locally in LY(R") (up to subsequences). Moreover, since W ,[u] € L, (R") by

loc

Proposition 2.6, it follows from Lemma 2.10 and (5.17) that {(W,,[u;])7} is equi-integrable
in Bp(0) for any M > 1, and so is {u}} Hence, by Vitali’s convergence theorem, u;* — u”

locally in L'(R™) (up to subsequences). Similarly to the proof of Theorem 3.6, we see that u is
a nonnegative SOLA to (1.17). Also, (1.20) follows by letting j — oo in (5.17). [

Proof of Theorem 1.11.

(1) Assume that (1.21) admits a nonnegative SOLA u. Then, by Corollary 1.6 and a standard
approximation procedure, there holds

1 .
u(z) > F()ng,t(x’am/g[ﬂﬂ,g(u) + p)(z) for ae. z €.

Hence, we achieve (1.22) from (2) of Lemma 5.6.

(2) Suppose that (1.23) holds with a constant § > 0 which will be determined in a few lines.
Step 1. We first consider the case 0 < € L*(Q). Let ug be the weak solution to

—Lopug=p in €,
ug = 0 in Rn\Q.

Then by Proposition 3.7 and Corollary 1.6, we have that
0<uy < C’OW§p[u] a.e. in Q, where R = 2diam(2).

In particular, since p € L%(2), this inequality implies ug € L*°(R™). We inductively find a
sequence {u,, }o°_; € WoP(Q) N L*°(R") of weak solutions to

{—£<I>um = HUm in Q7

h m = P as(tUm_1) + p.
Up =0 inR"\Q, where p b (tUm—1) + 1

Note that {u,,} is nondecreasing by Proposition 3.7. Also, again by Corollary 1.6, we have for
any m € N
Uy, < COWfp[B,aﬁ(um_l) +p] ae. in Q.

We now fix the constant § > 0, depending only on n,s,p,l,a,3,Cy and R, in a way that (5.6)
holds with C, = Cy. Then, applying Lemma 5.3, we have

Uy, < 2cpC0W§p[w1] a.e. in (5.18)

whenever m € N, where
(p—1)(8-1) -1
w1 = 1) HMSILRB [1] + u.

Lo (R")

Thus, by the monotone convergence theorem, there exists a measurable function u such that
Uy — uw a.e. in R™ and u satisfies (1.24); in particular, 0 < uw € L*®°(R™). By (5.18) and
Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, P 4 5(um) — Plqp(u) in LY(€2). Moreover, apply-
ing (3.10), we have for any ¢ € (0,q) and h € (0,s) that

|t () — um (y)* Y 1/(p-1)
</n Q |z — gy|ntha dxdy <c /QPl,a,ﬁ(um_1) dzx + pu(Q)

-1
<o (/ Pros(u) do + u(Q))
Q
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whenever m € N, where ¢ > 0 is independent of m. In turn, Fatou’s lemma and Lemma 2.3
imply that « € W9(Q) and w,, — u locally in L9(R™) (up to subsequences). Then, similarly
to Step 1 in the proof of Theorem 1.9, we see that v € WP(Q2) N L>°(R"™) and it is a weak
solution to (1.21).
Step 2. We now consider any u € M™*(Q) and assume that (1.23) holds with the constant
0 > 0 determined in Step 1. Then, with {pj};?‘;l being a sequence of standard mollifiers,
pi = px pj € L>(Q) satisfies
(p—1)(B-1)

: (p=1)(B—=1)
H Msp,R [IUJ]

: = HMsp,RB (1] <9

Lo (R")

Lo (R™
for any j € N. Thus, applying the conclusion of Step 1 to u = p;, we find a sequence of
nonnegative weak solutions {u;} C W*P(Q2) N L>(R") to

—£q>uj = B,aﬁ(uj) +pj in Q,
uj =0 in R™\ ©

satisfying for any 7 € N

CECE VT
uj < 2cpC'0Wfp[w1,j] a.e. in , where wy; =19 HMsp,Rﬁ 1] + 1. (5.19)

Lo (R")

Moreover, since {P,q 5(4¢,CoWE w1 ;])} is bounded in L*(Q) by (1) of Lemma 5.3, it follows
from Lemma 2.11 and (5.19) that {P, 4 3(2¢,CoWE w1 ;])} is equi-integrable in  and so is
{Pqp(uj)}. Similarly to the proof of Theorem 1.9, we conclude that {u;} converges (up to
subsequences) to a nonnegative SOLA u to (1.21) which satisfies (1.24). ]

Proof of Theorem 1.12.

(1) Assume that (1.25) admits a nonnegative SOLA u. Then, by Corollary 1.6 along with an
approximation argument as in the proof of Corollary 1.7, there holds

1
u(z) > FW&p[PI,a,ﬁ(U) + pl(x) for a.e. x € R™.

0
Hence, we achieve (1.26) from (1) of Lemma 5.6.
(2) Suppose that (1.27) holds with § > 0, which is the minimum of the two constants determined
in (1.23) and (5.7) (with Cx = Cp). Consider p; = p* p; for a sequence {p;}52, of standard
mollifiers in R"; note that p;j(R™) = pu(R™). Then (1.23) with p replaced by p; holds for any
j € N. Thus, applying the conclusion of Step 2 in the proof of Theorem 1.11, we find a sequence
{u; }]"’;1 of nonnegative weak solutions to

—Louj = Pap(uj) +py  in Bj(0),

satisfying for any 7 € N

uj < 2cpC0W‘Sli?[w2,j] < 2¢,CoW plwa ;| a.e. in R", (5.20)
where
(p=1)(8=1) -1
wa; =0 HMsp “ [xBx) ( )XBR + pj-
L (R™

Since { P, 4,5(4c,CoW s plwa ;])} is bounded in L'(R™) by Lemma 5.4, it follows from Lemma 2.11
and (5.20) that { P, 4 3(2¢,Co Wy pwo j]) } is equi-integrable in R™ and so is { P, 4 g(u;)}. Similarly
to the proof of Theorem 1.10, this time using (5.20), we conclude that {u;} converges (up to
subsequences) to a nonnegative SOLA u to (1.25) which satisfies (1.28). ]
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