arXiv:2406.05793v1 [math.AP] 9 Jun 2024

Existence of Positive Solutions for Generalized Fractional Brézis-Nirenberg Problem

Rohit Kumar and Abhishek Sarkar^∗

Abstract

In this article, we study the fractional Brézis-Nirenberg type problem on whole domain R^N associated with the fractional p-Laplace operator. To be precise, we want to study the following problem: (−Δ)^s_pu − λw|u|^{p−2}u = |u|^{p∗s −2}u in D^{s,p}(R^N ), where s ∈ (0, 1), p ∈ (1,^N_s ), p^∗_s =^{Np}_{N−sp} and the operator (−Δ)^s_p is the fractional p-Laplace operator. The space D^{s,p}(R^N ) is the completion of C^∞_c (R^N ) with respect to the Gaglairdo seminorm. In this article, we prove the existence of a positive solution to this problem by allowing the Hardy weight w to change its sign.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2010): 35B09 · 35R11.

Keywords: Fractional Brézis-Nirenberg problem; critical Sobolev exponent; concentration compactness; principle of symmetric criticality; positive solutions.

1 Introduction

In this article, we study the Brézis-Nirenberg type problem associated with the fractional p-Laplace operator on the whole domain R^N given by (−Δ)^s_pu − λw|u|^{p−2}u = |u|^{p∗s −2}u in D^{s,p}(R^N ), (P) where s ∈ (0, 1), p ∈ (1,^N_s ) and the exponent p^∗_s =^{Np}_{N−sp} is known as the fractional critical Sobolev exponent. The operator (−Δ)^s_p is the fractional p-Laplace operator defined on smooth functions as

(−Δ)^s_pu(x) = 2 lim_{ϵ→0+} � R^N \B_ϵ(x) |u(x) − u(y)|^{p−2}(u(x) − u(y)) |x − y|^{N+sp} dy, for x ∈ R^N , where B_ϵ(x) is an open ball of radius ϵ and centred at x. The space D^{s,p}(R^N ) is defined as the completion of C^∞_c (R^N ) with respect to the Gagliardo semi-norm ‖ · ‖_{s,p} defined as

‖u‖_{s,p} := (� R^{2N} |u(x) − u(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy ) 1_p . The space D^{s,p}(R^N ) is known in the literature as homogeneous fractional Sobolev space. For p ∈ (1,^N_s ), this space is characterized as a function space given by D^{s,p}(R^N ) = {u ∈ L^{p∗s} (R^N ) : ‖u‖_{s,p} < +∞} (see [4, Theorem 3.1]). Moreover, this is a reflexive Banach space. For more details on the space D^{s,p}(R^N ), we refer to an interesting article by Brasco et al. [4]. For a given domain Ω ⊂ R^N , we denote D^{s,p}_0 (Ω) as the completion of C^∞_c (Ω) with respect to the seminorm ‖·‖_{s,p}. Let Ω ⊂ R^N be an open set such that ∂Ω

∗corresponding author

is compact and locally the graph of a continuous function. Then for s ∈ (0, 1) and p ∈ (1,^N_s ), D^{s,p}_0 (Ω) is also characterized as a function space given by D^{s,p}_0 (Ω) := {u ∈ L^{p∗s} (Ω) : u ≡ 0 in Ω^c, ‖u‖_{s,p} < +∞} (see [5, Theorem 2.1]).

For w ≡ 0, the problem (P) reduces to

(−Δ)^s_pu = |u|^{p∗s −2}u in D^{s,p}(R^N ). (P_0)

For p = 2, Chen et al. [8] proved that every positive solution u of (P_0) is radially symmetric and radially decreasing about some point x_0 ∈ R^N and is given by u(x) = c ( t t^2 + |x − x_0|^2 ) N−2s_2 , where c and t are positive constants. The authors use the moving plane method in an integral form and then classify solutions using that; in fact, problem (P_0) is equivalent to the integral equation u(x) = � R^N 1 |x − y|^{N−2s} u(y)^{N+2sN−2s} dy. Furthermore, Hernández-Santamaría and Saldaña in [19] considered problem (P_0) on the whole R^N or a bounded smooth domain of R^N and proved the existence as well as the convergence of solutions for p = 2. Moreover, they pointed out that the solutions can be sign-changing depending on the symmetry conditions.

For general p ∈ (1, ∞), we refer to [5, Proposition 3.1], in which the authors have studied the existence of radial solution of (P_0) with a constant sign. Recently, in [28, Zhang et al.], the authors have studied the existence of multiple non-radial sign-changing solutions of (P_0) using the Minmax theory and the group equivariant technique along with the concentration-compactness argument. A lot of literature deals with the problem (P) on a bounded domain Ω ⊂ R^N with Dirichlet boundary condition. For example, when p = 2 and w ≡ 1, the existence of solutions was studied by Servadei and Valdinoci in [27]. Further, for general p and w ≡ 1, we refer to [24, Theorem 1.3] where they proved the existence of solution for the cases (a) N = sp^2 and λ < λ_1(w); (b) N > sp^2 and λ is not one of the eigenvalues λ_k; (c)^{N 2}_{N+s} > sp^2; (d)^{N 3+s3p3}_{N(N+s)} > sp^2 and ∂Ω ∈ C^{1,1}. On the other hand, for the unbounded domain Ω = R^N , p = 2 and w =^1_{|x|2s} , the problem (P) has a weak positive solution [15, Theorem 1.5] for certain ranges (depending on N, p and s) of λ. In 2018, Bonder et al. [3] studied the problem (P) with 0 ≤ w ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^N ), w ∈ L^∞(R^N ) with some x_0 ∈ R^N such that w is continuous at x_0 and w(x_0) > 0, and the embedding D^{s,p}(R^N ) ⊂ L^p(w dx; R^N ) is compact. They obtained a non-trivial weak solution [3, Theorem 3.2] for λ ∈ (0, λ_1(w)), where λ_1(w) is the first weighted eigenvalue of (−Δ)^s_pu = λw|u|^{p−2}u in D^{s,p}(R^N ), provided sp^2 < N. In 2021, Cui and Sun [11] studied the problem by multiplying the critical term by some function h on the right-hand side of (P) and sign-changing w with assumptions: (a) w = w_1−w_2 with w_1, w_2 ≥ 0, w_1 ∈ L^∞(R^N )∩L^{Nsp} (R^N ), w_2 ∈ L^∞(R^N ) ; (b) there exists constants ρ > 0 and θ > 1 such that h(x) = h(0) + o(|x|^{Np} ) for x ∈ B(0, ρθ); (c) h(0) = ||h||_∞ and h(x) > 0 for x ∈ B(0, ρθ) ; (d) h ∈ L^∞(R^N ) and h^+ ≢ 0 and (e) w(x) ≥ w_0 > 0 in B(0, ρθ). They obtained at least one non-trivial solution for λ ∈ (0, λ_1(w)), where λ_1(w) is defined as above. Li and He in [22] studied the existence of a positive solution to the following problem with critical nonlinearity using the mountain pass theorem (−Δ)^s_pu − V (x)|u|^{p−2}u = K(x)f(u) + P (x)|u|^{p∗s −2}u, x ∈ R^N , u ∈ D^{s,p}(R^N ), where s ∈ (0, 1), p ∈ (1,^N_s ), p^∗_s =^{Np}_{N−sp} and V (x), K(x) are positive continuous functions that may vanish at infinity; f : R → R is a function with subcritical growth; and P (x) is a non-negative bounded continuous function.

For the local case, i.e., s = 1, Anoop and Das [2] recently obtained the positive solution of (P) in a general domain Ω ⊂ R^N for a specific range of λ using the principle of symmetric criticality. For the non-local case, we refer to Bonder et al. [3], where the authors studied the existence of nontrivial solutions for (P) (no information about the sign of the solutions is given) provided that the weight function w is non-negative, that is, it does not change sign. In this article, we prove the existence of a positive weak solution to (P) by allowing the Hardy weight w to change its sign. To the best of our knowledge, there is no article in this direction dealing with a positive solution to (P).

Definition 1.1 (Weak solution). If a function u ∈ D^{s,p}(R^N ) satisfies � R^{2N} |u(x) − u(y)|^{p−2}(u(x) − u(y))(φ(x) − φ(y)) |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy = λ � R^N w|u|^{p−2}uφ dx + � R^N |u|^{p∗s −2}uφ dx, (1.1)

for every φ ∈ D^{s,p}(R^N ), then u is called a weak solution to (P).

If we assume that u ∈ D^{s,p}(R^N ) is a weak solution to (P) and if we put φ = u as a test function in (1.1), we obtain the following estimate ‖u‖^p_{s,p} = λ � R^N w|u|^p dx + � R^N |u|^{p∗s} dx ≥ λ � R^N w|u|^p dx. Clearly, the weight function w needs to be chosen in such a way that it must satisfy the following fractional Hardy inequality � R^N |w||u|^p dx ≤ C‖u‖^p_{s,p}, ∀ u ∈ D^{s,p}(R^N ), (1.2) for some constant C > 0.

Definition 1.2 ((s, p)-Hardy Potential). A function w ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^N ) is said to be a (s, p)-Hardy potential if w satisfies (1.2). We denote the space of (s, p)-Hardy potentials by H_{s,p}(R^N ).

We know that the homogeneous weight function w(x) = |x|^{−sp}, belongs to H_{s,p}(R^N ), see [18]. Further, by using the fractional Sobolev inequality [14, Theorem 6.5], we also have L^{Nsp} (R^N ) ⊂ H_{s,p}(R^N ). Next, we define a new space as:

H_{s,p,0}(R^N ) := C^∞_c (R^N ) in H_{s,p}(R^N ).

Further, if we assume Λ to be the optimal constant in the inequality (1.2) i.e., Λ is the least possible constant so that (1.2) holds, then for w ∈ H_{s,p}(R^N ) we can write

λ_1(w) := Λ^{−1} = inf { ‖u‖^p_{s,p} : u ∈ D^{s,p}(R^N ) and � R^N |w||u|^pdx = 1 } . (1.3)

For w(x) =^1_{|x|sp} , the above optimal constant is never achieved in R^N (see [18]). But for w ∈ H_{s,p,0}(R^N ), the best constant Λ is achieved (see [12]). Notice that λ_1(w) is positive due to inequality (1.2). Therefore, for any λ ∈ (0, λ_1(w)) we can define a quasi-norm on D^{s,p}(R^N ) as follows: ‖u‖_{s,p,λ} := ( ‖u‖^p_{s,p} − λ � R^N w|u|^p dx ) 1_p .

It is easy to verify that ‖u‖_{s,p,λ} and ‖u‖_{s,p} are two equivalent norms. Furthermore, for x ∈ R^N we define λ_1(w, x) = lim_{r→0} [ inf { ‖u‖^p_{s,p} : � R^N |w||u|^p dx = 1 and u ∈ D^{s,p}_0 (B_r(x)) }] , and Σ_w = { x ∈ R^N : λ_1(w, x) < +∞ } . For w ∈ H_{s,p}(R^N ) and λ ∈ (0, λ_1(w)), we consider the functional I_{λ,w}(u) = ‖u‖^p_{s,p} − λ � R^N w|u|^p dx, and define B_{λ,w}(R^N ) = inf { I_{λ,w}(u) : u ∈ S_p(R^N ) } , where S_p(R^N ) = { u ∈ D^{s,p}(R^N ) : ‖u‖_p∗_s = 1 } . If B_{λ,w}(R^N ) is attained at v ∈ S_p(R^N ), then the standard variational arguments ensure that [I_{λ,w}(v)]^{1p∗}s^{−p} v is a non-trivial solution of (P). Further, we define the following concentration functions on w as:

C_{λ,w}(x) := lim_{r→0} B_{λ,w}(B_r(x)), C_{λ,w}(∞) := lim_{R→∞} B_{λ,w}(B^c_R), (1.4)

where B_{λ,w}(Ω) := inf_{u∈Ds,p}

0 (Ω) ‖u‖_p∗_s =1 I_{λ,w}(u). We denote C^∗_{λ,w}(R^N ) = inf_{x∈RN} C_{λ,w}(x). Observe that

B_{λ,w}(R^N ) ≤ C^∗_{λ,w}(R^N ) and B_{λ,w}(R^N ) ≤ C_{λ,w}(∞). (1.5) In this article, we will see at a later stage that the existence of the weak solution to (P) solely depends on the nature of the above inequalities, whether strict or not. For this purpose, let us make the following definition:

Definition 1.3. If w ∈ H_{s,p}(R^N ) and λ ∈ (0, λ_1(w)), then

(i) w is sub-critical in R^N if B_{λ,w}(R^N ) < C^∗_{λ,w}(R^N ), and sub-critical at infinity if B_{λ,w}(R^N ) < C_{λ,w}(∞), (ii) w is critical in R^N if B_{λ,w}(R^N ) = C^∗_{λ,w}(R^N ), and critical at infinity if B_{λ,w}(R^N ) = C_{λ,w}(∞).

We recall an important theorem which will be very crucial for our subsequent results. Theorem 1.4 ( [12]). Let w ∈ H_{s,p,0}(R^N ). Then, the map, D^{s,p}(R^N ) ∋ u → � R^N |w||u|^pdx, is compact on D^{s,p}(R^N ).

Now, we state one of our main theorems regarding the existence of positive solution to (P) when w is subcritical in R^N and at infinity.

Theorem 1.5. Let w ∈ H_{s,p}(R^N ) be such that w^− ∈ H_{s,p,0}(R^N ) and | ∑ w| = 0. If the Hardy potential w is subcritical in R^N and at ∞, then a positive solution to problem (P) exists for all λ ∈ (0, λ_1(w)).

Notice that the potential w ≡ 0 is neither subcritical in R^N nor at ∞ (see Example 3.9-(i)), but the problem (P) still has a positive solution (see [5, Proposition 3.1]). Next we provide a sufficient assumptions on w so that it becomes subcritical both in R^N and at ∞.

Theorem 1.6. Let sp^2 ≤ N and w ∈ H_{s,p,0}(R^N ) be such that w^+ ≠ 0 and w ≥ w_0 > 0 on the ball B_{ρθ}(0), for some ρ > 0 and θ > 1. Then w is subcritical in R^N and at infinity for all λ ∈ (0, λ_1(w)).

Further, one natural question is what about the cases when w does not satisfy the sub-critical condition either in R^N or at ∞?. For example, w(x) =^1_{|x|sp} is not subcritical in R^N and at ∞ (see Example 3.9-(ii)). To study these cases, we consider some additional symmetry assumptions on the potential w.

For local case i.e., s = 1, we refer to [2] where the authors studied the problem (P) for a general domain Ω. They provided several examples to show that the symmetry of the domain and the potential w play an important role for the existence of solutions to (P).

We consider the action of a closed subgroup G of O(N) (the group of all N ×N orthogonal matrices) on R^N by x → g · x, for g ∈ G and x ∈ R^N , where · represents the usual matrix multiplication. It is clear that the action of G is linear on R^N . For simplicity, we write g(x) instead of g · x. The G-orbit of any point x ∈ R^N is denoted by Gx and defined as Gx = {g(x) : g ∈ G}, and the G-orbit of any subset E ⊂ R^N is denoted by G(E) and is defined as G(E) = {g(x) : x ∈ E, g ∈ G}.

Definition 1.7. Let Ω be a domain in R^N and f : Ω → R be any given function. If G(Ω) = Ω, then we say Ω is a G-invariant domain. If Ω is a G-invariant domain and f(g(x)) = f(x), ∀ g ∈ G (i.e., f is constant on each G-orbit), then we say f is a G-invariant function.

It is easy to observe that Ω = R^N is G-invariant due to an identity element in G and the action of G on R^N naturally induces an action of G on D^{s,p}(R^N ) given by

π(g)(u) = u_g, where u_g(x) = u(g^{−1}x), ∀ x ∈ R^N .

Thus, u ∈ D^{s,p}(R^N ) is G-invariant if and only if u_g = u, for each g ∈ G. The set of all G-invariant functions in D^{s,p}(R^N ) and S_p(R^N ) are denoted by D^{s,p}_G (R^N ) and S^G_p (R^N ) respectively, i.e.,

D^{s,p}_G (R^N ) = { u ∈ D^{s,p}(R^N ) : u_g = u, ∀g ∈ G } , S^G_p (R^N ) = { u ∈ S_p(R^N ) : u_g = u, ∀g ∈ G } . Now we consider G-dependent minimization problem analogous to B_{λ,w}(R^N ) as

B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) = inf { I_{λ,w}(u) : u ∈ S^G_p (R^N ) } . It is clear that B_{λ,w}(R^N ) ≤ B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ). It might be the case that B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) is attained in D^{s,p}_G (R^N ), but meanwhile B_{λ,w}(R^N ) is not attained in D^{s,p}(R^N ). So a natural question arises whether a minimizer of B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) actually solves (P) or not? i.e., whether a critical point of I_{λ,w} over S^G_p (R^N ) can be a critical point of I_{λ,w} over S_p(R^N )? Here the role of the principle of symmetric criticality theory comes into the picture, which answers this question affirmatively. The version of the principle of symmetric criticality which we used is given by Kobayashi and Ôtani [20, Theorem 2.2] (see Theorem 2.7). Further, we define the following G-dependent concentration function on w as:

C^G_{λ,w}(x) := lim_{r→0} B^G_{λ,w}(G(B_r(x)), C^G_{λ,w}(∞) := lim_{R→∞} B^G_{λ,w}(B^c_R). (1.6)

We denote B^G_{λ,w}(Ω) := inf_{u∈Ds,p} 0,G(Ω) ‖u‖_p∗_s =1 I_{λ,w}(u) and C^{G,∗}_{λ,w}(R^N ) = inf_{x∈RN} C^G_{λ,w}(x). The space D^{s,p}_{0,G}(Ω) is given by D^{s,p}_{0,G}(Ω) = {u ∈ D^{s,p}_0 (Ω) : u_g = u, ∀g ∈ G} .

We notice that B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) ≤ C^{G,∗}_{λ,w} (R^N ) and B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) ≤ C^G_{λ,w}(∞). (1.7) Similarly, we will see that the existence of a solution to (P) also depends solely on the nature of the above inequalities, whether strict or not. For this purpose, let us make the following definition analogously:

Definition 1.8. If w ∈ H_{s,p}(R^N ) is G-invariant and λ ∈ (0, λ_1(w)), then

(i) w is G-subcritical in R^N if B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) < C^{G,∗}_{λ,w}(R^N ), and G-subcritical at infinity, at level λ if B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) < C^G_{λ,w}(∞). (ii) w is G-critical in R^N if B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) = C^{G,∗}_{λ,w}(R^N ), and G-critical at infinity, at level λ if B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) = C^G_{λ,w}(∞). Next, we state another important sets of results regarding the existence of solution to (P).

Theorem 1.9. Let w ∈ H_{s,p}(R^N ) be a G-invariant Hardy potential such that w^− ∈ H_{s,p,0}(R^N ) and | ∑ w| = 0. If the Hardy potential w is G- subcritical in R^N and at ∞, then there is a positive solution to (P) for all λ ∈ (0, λ_1(w)).

In the next result, we consider the case when w need not be G-subcritical in R^N .

Theorem 1.10. Let w ∈ H_{s,p}(R^N ) be a G-invariant Hardy potential such that w^− ∈ H_{s,p,0}(R^N ) and | ∑ w| = 0. If the orbits Gx are infinite for all x ∈ R^N and the Hardy potential w is G- subcritical at ∞ for some λ ∈ (0, λ_1(w)). Then there is a positive solution to the problem (P).

Furthermore, we discuss the case when w need not be G-subcritical at infinity. Here, we assume the following condition on w: w(rz) ≥ w(z) r^{sp} ; z ∈ R^N , r > 0. (1.8)

Observe that w ≡ 0 or w(x) =^1_{|x|sp} satisfies (1.8). Following the proof of Example 3.9, it can be verified that these potentials are not G-subcritical at infinity. The following theorem ensures that the positive solutions to (P) exist for such potentials.

Theorem 1.11. Let G be a closed subgroup of O(N). Let w ∈ H_{s,p}(R^N ) be a G-invariant Hardy potential such that w^− ∈ H_{s,p,0}(R^N ) and | ∑ w| = 0. If one of the following holds, i.e.

(a) w is G-subcritical in R^N for some λ ∈ (0, λ_1(w)) and satisfies (1.8) for sufficiently small r > 0.

(b) The orbits Gx are infinite for all x ∈ R^N \ {0} and satisfy (1.8) for all values of r > 0.

Then a positive solution to the problem (P) exists for λ ∈ (0, λ_1(w)).

The rest of the article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we have discussed some preliminary results and useful tools to proceed with our exploration. In Section 3, we have discussed the proofs of the main results.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we briefly recall some preliminary results to be used in the subsequent sections.

2.1 The space of signed measures We denote the collection of all Borel sets in R^N by B (R^N ). Let M (R^N ) be the space of all regular, finite, Borel-signed measures on R^N . Then M (R^N ) is a Banach space to the norm ‖ν‖ = |ν|(R^N ) (total variation of the measure ν). By Riesz representation theorem, we know that M (R^N ) is the dual of C_0(R^N ) := C_c(R^N ) in L^∞(R^N ) [1, Theorem 14.14, Chapter 14]. The next proposition follows from the uniqueness part of the Riesz representation theorem.

Proposition 2.1. Let ν ∈ M (R^N ) be a positive measure. Then for an open set V ⊆ R^N ,

ν(V ) = sup {� R^N ϕ dν : 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1, ϕ ∈ C^∞_c (R^N ) with Supp(ϕ) ⊆ V }

and for any Borel set E ⊆ R^N , ν(E) := inf {ν(V ) : E ⊆ V and V is open}.

A sequence (ν_n) is said to be weak^∗ convergent to ν in M (R^N ), if � R^N ϕ dν_n → � R^N ϕ dν, as n → ∞, ∀ ϕ ∈ C_0(R^N ). In this case, we denote ν_n^∗⇀ ν. The following Proposition is a consequence of the Banach-Alaoglu theorem [10, Chapter 5, Section 3], which states that for any normed linear space X, the closed unit ball in X^∗ is weak^∗ compact.

Proposition 2.2. Let (ν_n) be a bounded sequence in M (R^N ), then there exists ν ∈ M (R^N ) such that ν_n^∗⇀ ν up to a subsequence.

Proof. Recall that, if X = C_0(R^N ) then by Riesz Representation theorem [1, Theorem 14.14, Chapter 14] X^∗ = M (R^N ). Thus, the proof follows from the Banach-Alaoglu theorem [10, Chapter 5, Section 3]. We define the fractional (s, p)-gradient of a function u ∈ D^{s,p}(R^N ) as |D^su(x)|^p := � R^N |u(x + h) − u(x)|^p |h|^{N+sp} dh. Observe that this (s, p)-gradient is well-defined a.e. in R^N and moreover |D^su| ∈ L^p(R^N ). Now, let u_n, u ∈ D^{s,p}(R^N ). For a Borel set E in R^N , we denote

ν_n(E) := � E |u_n − u|^{p∗s} dx, Γ_n(E) := � E |D^s(u_n − u)|^p dx, ~Γ_n(E) := � E |D^su_n|^p dx , γ_n(E) := � E w|u_n − u|^p dx, ~γ_n(E) := � E w|u_n|^p dx . For a sequence (u_n) in D^{s,p}(R^N ) with u_n ⇀ u in D^{s,p}(R^N ), each of the sequences ν_n, Γ_n, ~Γ_n, γ_n and ~γ_n correspond to a bounded sequence in M (R^N ) and have weak^∗ convergent sub-sequences (Proposition 2.2) in M (R^N ). Let ν_n^∗⇀ ν , Γ_n^∗⇀ Γ , ~Γ_n^∗⇀ ~Γ , γ_n^∗⇀ γ and ~γ_n^∗⇀ ~γ in M (R^N ). (2.1)

Further, we define the following limits: lim_{R→∞} lim_{n→∞} � |x|≥R |u_n − u|^{p∗s} dx = ν_∞, lim_{R→∞} lim_{n→∞} � |x|≥R |D^s(u_n − u)|^p dx = Γ_∞, lim_{R→∞} lim_{n→∞} � |x|≥R w|u_n − u|^p dx = γ_∞. Next, we recall the following result by Lions [23, Lemma 1.2], which we use further to prove the concentration-compactness results.

Lemma 2.3. Let ν, Γ be two non-negative, bounded measures on R^N such that [ � R^N |ϕ|^qdν ] 1_q ≤ C [ � R^N |ϕ|^pdΓ ] 1_p , ∀ ϕ ∈ C^∞_c (R^N ), for some constant C > 0 and 1 ≤ p < q < ∞. Then there exist a countable set { x_k ∈ R^N : k ∈ K } and ν_k ∈ (0, ∞) such that ν = ∑ k∈K ν_kδ_{xk} . Definition 2.4. A measure Υ ∈ M (R^N ) is said to be concentrated on a Borel set F if Υ(E) = Υ(E ∩ F ), ∀E ∈ B (R^N ). If Υ is concentrated on F , then one can observe that Υ(F ) = ‖Υ‖. For any measure Υ ∈ M (R^N ) and a E ∈ B (R^N ), we denote the restriction of Υ on E as Υ_E. Observe that Υ_E is concentrated on E. 2.2 Strong maximum principle We use the following strong maximum principle given by Quass and Pezzo [13, Theorem 1.2] to show the positivity of the solution for (P).

Lemma 2.5. Let w ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^N ) be a non-negative function and u ∈ D^{s,p}(R^N ) be a weak super-solution of (−Δ)^s_pu + λw|u|^{p−2}u = 0 in R^N . If u ≥ 0 a.e. in R^N , then either u > 0 a.e. in R^N or u = 0 a.e in R^N .

2.3 Brézis-Lieb Lemma The next lemma is due to Brézis and Lieb [7, Theorem 1].

Lemma 2.6. Let (Ω, A, μ) be a measure space and ⟨f_n⟩ be a sequence of complex-valued measurable functions which are uniformly bounded in L^p(Ω, μ) for some 0 < p < ∞. Moreover, if ⟨f_n⟩ converges to f a.e., then lim_{n→∞} |‖f_n‖_p − ‖f_n − f‖_p| = ‖f‖_p. 2.4 Principle of symmetric criticality Let (X, ‖ · ‖_X ) be a real Banach space. Let G be a group and π be a representation of G over X, i.e., π(g) is a bounded linear operator in X for each g ∈ G and satisfies:

(i) π(e)u = u, ∀u ∈ X , where e is the identity element in X.

(ii) π(g_1g_2)u = π(g_1)(π(g_2)u), ∀g_1, g_2 ∈ G, u ∈ X.

The representation π_∗ of G over X^∗ is induced by π and it is given by ⟨π_∗(g)v^∗, u⟩ = ⟨v^∗, π(g^{−1})u⟩, g ∈ G, u ∈ X, v^∗ ∈ X^∗, where ⟨·, ·⟩ denotes the duality product between X and X^∗. The action of G on X is said to be isometric if ‖π(g)u‖_X = ‖u‖_X , ∀g ∈ G, u ∈ X. The subspace Σ := {u ∈ X : π(g)u = u, ∀g ∈ G} is called the G-invariant subspace of X. A functional J : X → R is called G-invariant if J(π(g)u) = J(u), ∀g ∈ G, ∀u ∈ X. A continuously differentiable G-invariant functional J : X → R is said to satisfy the principle of symmetric criticality if

(J|_Σ)^′ (u) = 0 implies J^′(u) = 0 and u ∈ Σ.

In 1979, Palais [25] introduced the notion of the principle of symmetric criticality. Since then, many versions of this principle have been proved e.g., [20, Theorem 2.2], [20, Theorem 2.7], [21, Theorem 2.1]. In this article, we use the following version due to Kobayashi and Ôtani [20, Theorem 2.2].

Theorem 2.7 (Principle of symmetric criticality). Let X be a reflexive and strictly convex Banach space and G be a group that acts on X isometrically i.e., ‖gu‖_X = ‖u‖_X , ∀g ∈ G, ∀u ∈ X. If J is a G-invariant C^1-functional on X, then

(J|_Σ)^′ (u) = 0 implies J^′(u) = 0 and u ∈ Σ,

where Σ is the set of all G-invariant elements of X. Here, (J|_Σ)^′ (u) and J^′(u) denote the Fréchet derivatives of J|_Σ and J at u in Σ and X, respectively.

Let us recall that the space D^{s,p}(R^N ) is the completion of C^∞_c (R^N ) with respect to the Gagliardo semi-norm given by ‖u‖_{s,p} = ( � R^{2N} |u(x) − u(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy ) 1_p . For p > 1, the space D^{s,p}(R^N ) is reflexive and strictly convex Banach space. Next, we show that the subgroup G acts isometrically on D^{s,p}(R^N ). ‖g(u)‖^p_{s,p} = ‖π(g)(u)‖^p_{s,p} = ‖u_g‖^p_{s,p} = � R^N ×R^N |u_g(x) − u_g(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy = 1 |det(g^{−1})|^2 � G(R^N )×G(R^N ) |u(x) − u(y)|^p |g(x) − g(y)|^{N+sp} dxdy, (by [17, Theorem 2.44 (a)])

= � R^N ×R^N |u(x) − u(y)|^p |g(x) − g(y)|^{N+sp} dxdy, (since Ω = R^N is G-invariant).

Since the action of the subgroup G on R^N is linear, using the linearity of g we have |g(x) − g(y)|^2 = ⟨g(x − y), g(x − y)⟩ = ⟨x − y, g^T g(x − y)⟩ = ⟨x − y, x − y⟩ = |x − y|^2. Using the above equality, we obtain � R^{2N} |u(x) − u(y)|^p |g(x) − g(y)|^{N+sp} dxdy = � R^{2N} |u(x) − u(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy. Thus ‖g(u)‖_{s,p} = ‖u‖_{s,p} i.e., the action of G on D^{s,p}(R^N ) is isometric.

3 Proofs of the main results

In this section, we demonstrate the proofs of our main results. Before that, we state and prove the next proposition.

Proposition 3.1. If for each R > 0, we consider a function Φ_R ∈ C^1_b (R^N ) (i.e., continuously differentiable and bounded) satisfying 0 ≤ Φ_R ≤ 1, Φ_R = 0 on B_R and Φ_R = 1 on B^c_{R+1}. Then, for u_n ⇀ u weakly in D^{s,p}(R^N ), the following statements hold:

(i) lim_{R→∞} lim_{n→∞} � R^N |un| p^∗_s Φ

R dx = ν_∞.

(ii) lim_{R→∞} lim_{n→∞} � R^N w|un| pΦ_R dx = γ_∞.

(iii) lim_{R→∞} lim_{n→∞} � R^N |D su_n|^pΦ_R dx = Γ_∞.

Proof. Since u_n ⇀ u weakly in D^{s,p}(R^N ). The Brézis-Lieb Lemma 2.6 yields lim_{n→∞} | | � |x|≥R |u_n − u|^{p∗s} dx − � |x|≥R |u_n|^{p∗s} dx | | = � |x|≥R |u|^{p∗s} dx. (3.1) Using the fact that limsup is sub-additive, we have | | | lim_{n→∞} � |x|≥R |u_n − u|^{p∗s} dx − lim_{n→∞} � |x|≥R |u_n|^{p∗s} dx | | | ≤ lim_{n→∞} | | | � |x|≥R |u_n − u|^{p∗s} dx − � |x|≥R |u_n|^{p∗s} dx | | | . (3.2)

From (3.1) and (3.2) we deduce that | | | | lim_{n→∞} � |x|≥R |u_n − u|^{p∗s} dx − lim_{n→∞} � |x|≥R |u_n|^{p∗s} dx | | | | ≤ � |x|≥R |u|^{p∗s} dx. Now taking the limit as R → ∞ yields | | | lim_{R→∞} lim_{n→∞} � |x|≥R |u_n − u|^{p∗s} dx − lim_{R→∞} lim_{n→∞} � |x|≥R |u_n|^{p∗s} dx | | | = 0. Thus we obtain,

lim_{R→∞} lim_{n→∞} � |x|≥R |u_n|^{p∗s} dx = lim_{R→∞} lim_{n→∞} � |x|≥R |u_n − u|^{p∗s} dx = ν_∞. (3.3) Moreover, we have the following estimate � |x|≥R+1 |u_n|^{p∗s} dx = � |x|≥R+1 |u_n|^{p∗s} Φ_R dx ≤ � R^N |u_n|^{p∗s} Φ_R dx = � |x|≥R |u_n|^{p∗s} Φ_R dx ≤ � |x|≥R |u_n|^{p∗s} dx. From the above inequalities, we get � |x|≥R+1 |u_n|^{p∗s} dx ≤ � R^N |u_n|^{p∗s} Φ_R dx ≤ � |x|≥R |u_n|^{p∗s} dx. By taking n, R → ∞ and using (3.3), we obtain

lim_{R→∞} lim_{n→∞} � R^N |u_n|^{p∗s} Φ_R dx = lim_{R→∞} lim_{n→∞} � |x|≥R |u_n|^{p∗s} dx = ν_∞. Hence, the proof of part (i) is complete. Part (ii) and (iii) can be obtained by following similar arguments.

The following lemma is due to [3, Lemma 2.4] and [3, Remark 2.5].

Lemma 3.2. Let s ∈ (0, 1), p ∈ (1,^N_s ) and ϕ ∈ W^{1,∞}(R^N ) with compact support. Let u_n ⇀ u in D^{s,p}(R^N ). Then lim_{n→∞} � R^N |u_n(x) − u(x)|^p|D^sϕ(x)|^pdx = 0 . Remark 3.3. Notice that for ϕ ∈ W^{1,∞}(R^N ) with compact support, by [3, Lemma 2.2], we have |D^sϕ| ∈ L^∞(R^N ). Moreover, |D^sϕ(x)|^p ≤ C min{1, |x|^{−(N+sp)}} , where C > 0 depends on N, s, p and ‖ϕ‖_W 1,∞ . Consequently, |D^sϕ| ∈ L^p(R^N ). Now, let ψ ∈ C^∞_b (R^N ) be such that 0 ≤ ψ ≤ 1, ψ = 0 on B_1(0), and ψ = 1 on B_2(0)^c. Then, ϕ := 1 − ψ ∈ W^{1,∞}(R^N ) with support in B_2(0) and |D^sψ|^p = |D^sϕ|^p. Thus, |D^sψ(x)|^p ≤ C min{1, |x|^{−(N+sp)}} , where C > 0 depends on N, s, p and ‖ψ‖_W 1,∞ . Now the weight function w = |D^sψ|^p also verifies the hypothesis of [3, Lemma 2.4] with q = p. Hence, we conclude that Lemma 3.2 also holds if we replace ϕ with ψ.

Corollary 3.4. Let u_n ⇀ u in D^{s,p}(R^N ). Let ϕ ∈ W^{1,∞}(R^N ) with compact support or ϕ ∈ C^∞_b (R^N ) with 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1, ϕ = 0 on B_1(0) and ϕ = 1 on B_2(0)^c. Then, for v_n = (u_n − u)ϕ, we have lim_{n→∞} � R^{2N} |v_n(x) − v_n(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy ≤ lim_{n→∞} � R^{2N} |ϕ(y)|^p |(u_n − u)(x) − (u_n − u)(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy. Proof. Let w_n = u_n −u. Then v_n = w_nϕ. Applying Minkowski’s inequality and subsequently changing variables gives the following inequalities ‖v_n‖_{s,p} ≤ (� R^{2N} |w_n(x) − w_n(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} |ϕ(y)|^p dxdy ) 1_p + (� R^{2N} |ϕ(x) − ϕ(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} |w_n(x)|^p dxdy ) 1_p

≤ (� R^{2N} |w_n(x) − w_n(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} |ϕ(y)|^p dxdy ) 1_p + (� R^{2N} |w_n(x)|^p|D^sϕ(x)|^p dx ) 1_p . Notice that the second integral in the above inequality tends to 0 as n → ∞ using Lemma 3.2 and Remark 3.3. Hence, by taking limit as n → ∞ in the above inequality, we get lim_{n→∞} � R^{2N} |v_n(x) − v_n(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy ≤ lim_{n→∞} � R^{2N} |w_n(x) − w_n(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} |ϕ(y)|^p dxdy, which gives the desired result.

Proposition 3.5. Let G be a closed subgroup of O(N), w ∈ H_{s,p}(R^N ) be a non-negative G-invariant Hardy potential, and (u_n) be a sequence in D^{s,p}_G (R^N ) such that u_n ⇀ u in D^{s,p}_G (R^N ). Then the following statements are true:

(i) there exists a countable set K such that ν = ∑ k∈K ν_kδ_{xk} , where ν_k ∈ (0, ∞), x_k ∈ R^N . In particular,

ν is supported on the countable set A_K := {x_k ∈ R^N : k ∈ K },

(ii) γ is supported on Σ_w.

Proof. (i) For λ ∈ (0, λ_1(w)), the definition of B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) yields

B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) ≤ � R^{2N} |v_n(x) − v_n(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy − λ � R^N w|v_n|^p dx [ � R^N |v_n|^{p∗s} dx ] p_{p∗s} ≤ � R^{2N} |v_n(x) − v_n(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy [ � R^N |v_n|^{p∗s} dx ] p_{p∗s} , (3.4)

where v_n is defined as v_n = (u_n − u)ϕ, for any G-invariant ϕ ∈ C^∞_c (R^N ). Taking limit as n → ∞ in (3.4) and using Corollary 3.4, we obtain B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) lim_{n→∞} [ � R^N |(u_n − u)ϕ|^{p∗s} dx ] p_{p∗s} ≤ lim_{n→∞} � R^{2N} |ϕ(y)|^p |(u_n − u)(x) − (u_n − u)(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy. In other words, we have B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) [ � R^N |ϕ|^{p∗s} dν ] p_{p∗s} ≤ � R^N |ϕ|^pdΓ . Now by Proposition 2.3, there exists a countable set {x_k ∈ R^N : k ∈ K } and ν_k ∈ (0, ∞) such that ν = ∑ k∈K ν_kδ_{xk} . Hence, the measure ν is supported on the countable set A_K = { x_k ∈ R^N : k ∈ K } , which completes the proof.

(ii) For G-invariant ϕ ∈ C^∞_c (R^N ), v_n = (u_n − u)ϕ ∈ D^{s,p}_G (R^N ). Thus, we have � R^N |ϕ|^p dγ_n = � R^N w|(u_n − u)ϕ|^pdx ≤ 1 λ_1(w) � R^{2N} |v_n(x) − v_n(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy. Taking n → ∞ and using Corollary 3.4, we obtain � R^N |ϕ|^p dγ ≤ 1 λ_1(w) � R^N |ϕ|^p dΓ. (3.5)

By Proposition 2.1, we get γ(E) ≤ Γ(E) λ_1(w)

, ∀E ∈ B (R^N ). (3.6)

In particular, γ ≪ Γ and hence by Radon-Nikodym theorem, γ(E) = � E dγ dΓ dΓ , ∀E ∈ B (R^N ). (3.7)

Further, by Lebesgue differentiation theorem (page 152-168 of [16]), we have dγ dΓ (x) = lim_{r→0} γ(B_r(x)) Γ(B_r(x))

. (3.8)

Now replacing w by wχ_{Br (x)} and proceeding as before, γ(B_r(x)) ≤ Γ(B_r(x)) λ_1(w, B_r(x)) . From (3.8), we get dγ dΓ (x) ≤ 1 λ_1(w, x) . (3.9)

Since λ_1(w, x) < +∞ for each x ∈ Σ_w, from (3.7) and (3.9) it follows that γ is supported on Σ_w.

Now it is clear that ν is supported on the countable set A_K = { x_k ∈ R^N : k ∈ K } . Therefore, we define the following restricted measures: Γ_{AK} = ∑ k∈K Γ_kδ_{xk} , γ_{AK} = ∑ k∈K γ_kδ_{xk} , and ζ_λ = Γ_{AK} − λγ_{AK} ,

for λ ∈ (0, λ_1(w)). Thus, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 3.6. Let G be a closed subgroup of O(N), w ∈ H_{s,p}(R^N ) be a non-negative G-invariant Hardy potential, and (u_n) be a sequence in D^{s,p}_G (R^N ) such that u_n ⇀ u in D^{s,p}_G (R^N ). If u = 0 and B^G_{λ,w}(R^N )‖ν‖^{pp∗}s = ‖ζ_λ‖ for some λ ∈ (0, λ_1(w)), then ν is either zero or concentrated on a single finite G-orbit in R^N .

Proof. Let u = 0 and B^G_{λ,w}(R^N )‖ν‖^{pp∗}s = ‖ζ_λ‖. Now the definition of B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) yields

B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) [ � R^N |ϕu_n|^{p∗s} dx ] p_{p∗s} ≤ � R^{2N} |(ϕu_n)(x) − (ϕu_n)(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy − λ � R^N w|ϕu_n|^p dx, for any G-invariant function ϕ ∈ C^∞_c (R^N ). Taking the limit as n → ∞ and using Corollary 3.4, we obtain B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) lim_{n→∞} [ � R^N |ϕ|^{p∗s} dν_n ] p_{p∗s} ≤ lim_{n→∞} � R^{2N} |ϕ(y)|^p |u_n(x) − u_n(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy − λ lim_{n→∞} � R^N |ϕ|^p dγ_n. Thus we have B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) lim_{n→∞} [ � R^N |ϕ|^{p∗s} dν_n ] p_{p∗s} ≤ lim_{n→∞} � R^N |ϕ|^p dΓ_n − λ lim_{n→∞} � R^N |ϕ|^p dγ_n. Since u = 0, using weak star convergence of measures as mentioned in (2.1), we obtain the inequality B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) [ � R^N |ϕ|^{p∗s} dν ] p_{p∗s} ≤ � R^N |ϕ|^p dΓ − λ � R^N |ϕ|^p dγ. As a result of the above inequality, we obtain B^G_{λ,w}(R^N )ν^{pp∗}s ≤ [Γ − λγ]. We know the measure ν is supported on the set A_K . Therefore, it follows that B^G_{λ,w}(R^N )ν^{pp∗}s ≤ [Γ_{AK} − λγ_{AK} ], which implies ν^{pp∗}s ≤ [B^G_{λ,w}(R^N )]^{−1}ζ_λ. (3.10) From Hölder’s inequality, we deduce ζ p∗s p λ ≤ ‖ζ_λ‖^p ∗ s p −1ζ λ. Thus, combining the above inequality with (3.10) we get the following ν(E) ≤ [ B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) ]_−^{p∗}s_p ‖ζ_λ‖^p ∗ s p −1ζ λ(E), for all G-invariant E ∈ B (R^N ). Now, if the above inequality is strict, then B^G_{λ,w}(R^N )‖ν‖^{pp∗}s < ‖ζ_λ‖, which gives us a contradiction to the fact that B^G_{λ,w}(R^N )‖ν‖^{pp∗}s = ‖ζ_λ‖. Thus, we have ν(E) = [B^G_{λ,w}(R^N )]^{− p} ∗ s p ‖ζ_λ‖^p ∗ s p −1ζ λ(E), (3.11)

for all G-invariant E ∈ B (R^N ). By (3.10), (3.11) and B^G_{λ,w}(R^N )‖ν‖^{pp∗}s = ‖ζ_λ‖, we deduce the following ν(E)^{pp∗}s ≤ [B^G_{λ,w}(R^N )]^{−1}ζ_λ(E) = ν(E) ‖ν‖^{− spN} . This further implies

ν(E)^{1p∗}s ν(R^N )^{sN} ≤ ν(E)^{1p} .

Thus, there arises two cases: either ν(E) = 0 or ν(E)^{1p − 1p∗}s ≥ ν(R^N )^sN . Thus ν(E) is either 0 or ‖ν‖. Hence, ν is concentrated on a single G-orbit. So, we can assume that ν is concentrated on the orbit Gξ for some ξ ∈ R^N . By using the inequality (3.10) and Lemma 2.3, there exists a countable set A_K = {x_k ∈ R^N : k ∈ K } and ν_k ∈ (0, ∞) such that ν = ∑ k∈K ν_kδ_{xk} . Since ν is concentrated at Gξ, it follows that A_K = Gξ. We note that the measure ν is invariant under any orthogonal transformations g ∈ G (i.e., ν(g(E)) = ν(E) for all E ∈ B (R^N ) and g ∈ G). It follows that ν_l = ν_k for all k, l ∈ K . Thus, K has to be finite (as ‖ν‖ < ∞). Hence, the orbit Gξ is also finite, which completes the proof.

The following lemma gives the (w, G)-depended concentration compactness with assumption | ∑ w| = 0. Lemma 3.7. Let G be a closed subgroup of O(N), w ∈ H_{s,p}(R^N ) be a non-negative G-invariant Hardy potential, and (u_n) be a sequence in D^{s,p}_G (R^N ) such that u_n ⇀ u in D^{s,p}_G (R^N ). If | ∑ w| = 0, then for λ ∈ (0, λ_1(w)), the following holds: (i) C^{G,∗}_{λ,w}(R^N )‖ν‖^{pp∗}s + λ‖γ‖ ≤ ‖Γ^∑_{w ∪AK} ‖, (ii) C^G_{λ,w}(∞)ν_∞ + λγ_∞ ≤ Γ_∞,

(iii) lim_{n→∞} � R^N |un| p^∗_s dx = � R^N |u| p^∗_s dx + ‖ν‖ + ν ∞, (iv) lim_{n→∞} � R^N w|un| p dx = � R^N w|u| p dx + ‖γ‖ + γ_∞, (v) lim_{n→∞} � R^N |D su_n|^p dx ≥ � R^N |D su|^p dx + ‖Γ^∑_{w ∪AK} ‖ + Γ_∞,

(vi) lim_{n→∞} � R^N [|D su_n|^p − λw|u_n|^p] dx ≥ � R^N [|D su|^p − λw|u|^p] dx + C^{G,∗}_{λ,w}(R^N )‖ν‖^{pp∗}s + C^G_{λ,w}(∞)ν_∞. Proof. (i) By definition of B^G_{λ,w}(G(B_r(x))), we have B^G_{λ,w}(G(B_r(x))) [ � R^N |v_n|^{p∗s} dx ] p_{p∗s} ≤ � R^{2N} |v_n(x) − v_n(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy − λ � R^N w|v_n|^p dx, where v_n = (u_n − u)ϕ, ϕ ∈ C^∞_c (G(B_r(x))) and ϕ is G-invariant. Taking limit as n → ∞ and using Corollary 3.4 in the above inequality, we obtain B^G_{λ,w}(G(B_r(x))) [ � R^N |ϕ|^{p∗s} dν ] p_{p∗s} + λ � R^N |ϕ|^p dγ ≤ � R^N |ϕ|^p dΓ.

We choose x_k with k ∈ K such that ϕ = 1 on G({x_k}), then considering limit as r → 0 in the above yields the inequality C^G_{λ,w}(x_k)|ν(Gx_k)|^{pp∗}s + λγ(Gx_k) ≤ Γ(Gx_k), ∀ k ∈ K . Taking the sum over K and using the concavity of the map h(t) := t^{pp∗}s , we get C^{G,∗}_{λ,w}(R^N )‖ν‖^{pp∗}s + λ‖γ_{AK} ‖ ≤ ‖Γ_{AK} ‖. (3.12) Further, we prove that λ‖γ^∑_{w \AK} ‖ ≤ ‖Γ^∑_{w \AK} ‖. For w ∈ H_{s,p}(R^N ) and λ ∈ (0, λ_1(w)), we have λ � R^N w|(u_n − u)ϕ|^p dx ≤ λ λ_1(w) � R^{2N} |((u_n − u)ϕ)(x) − ((u_n − u)ϕ)(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy ≤ � R^{2N} |((u_n − u)ϕ)(x) − ((u_n − u)ϕ)(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy, for any ϕ ∈ C^∞_c (R^N ). By taking n → ∞ and using Corollary 3.4, one can get λ � R^N |ϕ|^p dγ ≤ � R^N |ϕ|^p dΓ , for any ϕ ∈ C^∞_c (R^N ). Thus, we have λγ( ∑ w \ A_K ) ≤ Γ( ∑ w \ A_K ). More precisely, we obtain λ‖γ^∑_{w \AK} ‖ ≤ ‖Γ^∑_{w \AK} ‖. (3.13) Adding (3.12) and (3.13) and using the fact that the measures ν, γ are supported on A_K , ∑ w, we get C^{G,∗}_{λ,w}(R^N )‖ν‖^{pp∗}s + λ‖γ‖ ≤ ‖Γ^∑_{w ∪AK} ‖. (3.14) (ii) Let Φ_R ∈ C^1_b (R^N )^G, R > 0, such that 0 ≤ Φ_R ≤ 1, Φ_R = 0 on B_R and Φ_R = 1 on B^c_{R+1}. It is easy to see that (u_n − u)Φ_R ∈ D^{s,p}_G (B^c_R). Thus, by definition of B^G_{λ,w}(G(B^c_R)) and proceeding with the similar set of arguments as done in part (i), we reach to the following inequality B^G_{λ,w}(G(B^c_R)) lim_{n→∞} [ � R^N |Φ_R|^{p∗s} |u_n − u|^{p∗s} dx ] p_{p∗s} + λ lim_{n→∞} � R^N w|u_n − u|^p |Φ_R|^p dx ≤ lim_{n→∞} � R^{2N} |Φ_R(y)|^p |(u_n − u)(x) − (u_n − u)(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy. (3.15)

The result follows immediately by taking the limit as R → ∞ and using the Proposition 3.1. (iii) To prove this part, we break the integral into two parts as given below lim_{n→∞} � R^N |u_n|^{p∗s} dx = lim_{n→∞} [ � R^N |u_n|^{p∗s} (1 − Φ_R) dx + � R^N |u_n|^{p∗s} Φ_R dx ] . Now taking the limit as R → ∞ and using the Brézis-Lieb lemma with Proposition 3.1-(i) to obtain lim_{n→∞} � R^N |u_n|^{p∗s} dx = lim_{R→∞} lim_{n→∞} [ � R^N |u|^{p∗s} (1 − Φ_R)dx + � R^N |u_n − u|^{p∗s} (1 − Φ_R) dx + � R^N |u_n|^{p∗s} Φ_R dx ]

= � R^N |u|^{p∗s} dx + ‖ν‖ + ν_∞. (iv) We use similar arguments as mentioned in part-(iii) to prove this part. lim_{n→∞} � R^N w|u_n|^p dx = lim_{n→∞} [ � R^N w|u_n|^p(1 − Φ_R) dx + � R^N w|u_n|^pΦ_R dx ] .

Now taking the limit as R → ∞ and using the well-known Brézis-Lieb lemma with Proposition 3.1-(ii) to obtain lim_{n→∞} � R^N w|u_n|^p dx = lim_{R→∞} lim_{n→∞} [ � R^N w|u|^p(1 − Φ_R) dx + � R^N w|u_n − u|^p(1 − Φ_R) dx + � R^N w|u_n|^{p∗s} Φ_R dx ]

= � R^N w|u|^p dx + ‖γ‖ + γ_∞. (v) We divide the proof of this part into several steps.

Step 1. We prove that ~Γ_{AK} = Γ_{AK} . Let ϕ_ϵ ∈ C^∞_c (B_ϵ(ω)) such that 0 ≤ ϕ_ϵ ≤ 1, ϕ_ϵ(ω) = 1, where ω ∈ A_K . Then, we have |~Γ(ϕ_ϵ) − Γ(ϕ_ϵ)| = | | � R^N ϕ_ϵ d~Γ − � R^N ϕ_ϵ dΓ | | = lim_{n→∞} | | | � R^N ϕ_ϵ d~Γ_n − � R^N ϕ_ϵ dΓ_n | | | = lim_{n→∞} | | � R^{2N} ϕ_ϵ(x) |u_n(x) − u_n(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy − � R^{2N} ϕ_ϵ(x) |(u_n − u)(x) − (u_n − u)(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy | | ≤ lim_{n→∞} � R^{2N} ϕ_ϵ(x) | |u_n(x) − u_n(y)|^p − |(u_n − u)(x) − (u_n − u)(y)|^p | |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy ≤ ϵ lim_{n→∞} � R^{2N} ϕ_ϵ(x) |u_n(x) − u_n(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy + C(ϵ, p) � R^{2N} ϕ_ϵ(x) |u(x) − u(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy ≤ ϵ lim_{n→∞} � R^N ϕ_ϵ(x)|D^su_n|^p dx + C(ϵ, p) � R^N ϕ_ϵ(x)|D^su|^p dx ≤ ϵ lim_{n→∞} � R^N |D^su_n|^p dx + C(ϵ, p) � B_ϵ(ω) ϕ_ϵ(x)|D^su|^p dx ≤ ϵ lim_{n→∞} � R^N |D^su_n|^p dx + C(ϵ, p) � B_ϵ(ω) |D^su|^p dx. Since {u_n} is bounded in D^{s,p}_G (R^N ), the first integral in the above inequality is bounded as n → ∞. Observe that both the terms in the above inequality tend to 0 as ϵ → 0. This leads us to the result that ~Γ(ω) = Γ(ω), for ω ∈ A_K . Hence, we conclude that ~Γ_{AK} = Γ_{AK} . Step 2. ~Γ = Γ on ∑ w. Consider A ⊂ ∑ w is a Borel set. Then, for each l ∈ N, there exists an open set U_l containing A such that |U_l| = |U_l \ A| <^1_l . Then for a given ϵ > 0 and for each ϕ ∈ C^∞_c (U_l) such that 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1, we have | | | � R^N ϕ dΓ_n − � R^N ϕ d~Γ_n | | | = | | � R^{2N} ϕ(x) |(u_n − u)(x) − (u_n − u)(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy − � R^{2N} ϕ(x) |u_n(x) − u_n(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy | | ≤ � R^{2N} ϕ(x) | ||u_n(x) − u_n(y)|^p − |(u_n − u)(x) − (u_n − u)(y)|^p | | |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy ≤ ϵ � R^{2N} ϕ(x) |u_n(x) − u_n(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy + C(ϵ, p) � R^{2N} ϕ(x) |u(x) − u(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy ≤ ϵ � R^N ϕ(x)|D^su_n|^p dx + C(ϵ, p) � R^N ϕ(x)|D^su|^p dx ≤ ϵ � R^N |D^su_n|^p dx + C(ϵ, p) � U_l ϕ(x)|D^su|^p dx ≤ ϵ � R^N |D^su_n|^p dx + C(ϵ, p) � U_l |D^su|^p dx.

Taking n → ∞ and using the fact that the sequence {u_n} is bounded in D^{s,p}_G (R^N ), we obtain | | | � R^N ϕ dΓ − � R^N ϕ d~Γ | | | ≤ ϵM + C(ϵ, p) � U_l |D^su|^p dx, where M is the upper bound of the sequence {u_n}. Now, | | |Γ(U^l) − ~Γ(U_l) | | | = sup {| | | � R^N ϕ dΓ − � R^N ϕ d~Γ | | | : ϕ ∈ C^∞c (U^l), 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1 }

≤ ϵM + C(ϵ, p) � U_l |D^su|^p dx. Observe that |U_l| → 0 as l → ∞ and hence |Γ(A) − ~Γ(A)| ≤ ϵM. Now taking ϵ → 0, we get

Γ(A) = ~Γ(A).

Step 3. In this part, we prove that ‖~Γ‖ ≥ � R^N |D su|^p dx + ‖Γ^∑_{w ∪AK} ‖. Let ϕ ∈ C^∞_c (R^N ) with 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1. Notice that, � R^N ϕ dΓ̃ = lim_{n→∞} � R^N ϕ dΓ̃_n = lim_{n→∞} � R^N ϕ|D^su_n|^p dx = lim_{n→∞} � R^N F (x, D^su_n(x)) dx, where F : R^N × R → R is defined as F (x, z) = ϕ(x)|z|^p. Clearly, F is a Caratheodory function and F (x, .) is convex for almost every x. Hence, by Theorem 2.6 of [26] (page 28), we have lim_{n→∞} � R^N ϕ|D su_n|^p dx ≥ � R^N ϕ|D su|^p dx. It turns out that ~Γ ≥ |D^su|^pdx. Using the fact that the measure |D^su|^pdx is singular to Γ^∑_{w ∪AK} (as ∑ w ∪ A_K has Lebesgue measure zero), we have ‖~Γ‖ ≥ � R^N |D^su|^p dx + ‖Γ^∑_{w ∪AK} ‖. (3.16) Now, we will prove the main result of part-(v). Let us observe that lim_{n→∞} � R^N |D^su_n|^p dx = lim_{n→∞} � R^N |D^su_n|^p(1 − Φ_R) dx + lim_{n→∞} � R^N |D^su_n|^pΦ_R dx. Using Proposition 3.1-(iii) and (3.16), we find that lim_{n→∞} � R^N |D^su_n|^p dx = ‖~Γ‖ + Γ_∞ ≥ � R^N |D^su|^p dx + ‖Γ^∑_{w ∪AK} ‖ + Γ_∞. (vi) This part is immediate by combining (v), (iv), (i) and (ii).

Further, we will prove our main results, and before that, we will prove the following proposition.

Proposition 3.8. Let w ∈ H_{s,p}(R^N ) satisfying w^− ∈ H_{s,p,0}(R^N ). Then for all λ ∈ (0, λ_1(w)) the following holds:

(a) C^∗_{λ,w}(R^N ) = C^∗_{λ,w+} (R^N ),

(b) C_{λ,w}(∞) = C_{λ,w+} (∞).

Proof. By the definition of C^∗_{λ,w}(R^N ), we fix x ∈ R^N and u_n ∈ S_p(B 1_n (x)) such that ( ‖u_n‖^p_{s,p} − λ � R^N w^+|u_n|^pdx ) → C_{λ,w}+ (x) as n → ∞.

It is easy to observe that the quasi-norm ‖u‖_{s,p,λ} := ( ‖u‖^p_{s,p} − λ � R^N w^+|u_n|^pdx )_{1/p}

is equivalent to the norm ‖ · ‖_{s,p} on D^{s,p}(R^N ) for all λ ∈ (0, λ_1(w)). Thus the sequence {u_n} is bounded in D^{s,p}(R^N ) with support of {u_n} converging to the singleton set {x} as n → ∞, which further implies that up to some subsequence u_n ⇀ 0 in D^{s,p}(R^N ). Also, we are known to fact that the map W (u) = � R^N w|u| pdx, is compact for w ∈ H_{s,p,0}(R^N ). Using the assumption w^− ∈ H_{s,p,0}(R^N ), we have lim_{n→∞} � R^N w −|u_n|^pdx = 0 (see [12]). Hence,

C_{λ,w}+ (x) = lim_{n→∞} ( ‖u_n‖^p_{s,p} − λ � R^N w^+|u_n|^pdx )

= lim_{n→∞} ( ‖u_n‖^p_{s,p} − λ � R^N w^+|u_n|^pdx + λ � R^N w^−|u_n|^pdx )

= lim_{n→∞} ( ‖u_n‖^p_{s,p} − λ � R^N w|u_n|^pdx )

≥ C_{λ,w}(x). On the other hand, the reverse inequality holds trivially, i.e., C_{λ,w}(x) = lim_{n→∞} ( ‖u_n‖^p_{s,p} − λ � R^N w|u_n|^pdx )

= lim_{n→∞} ( ‖u_n‖^p_{s,p} − λ � R^N w^+|u_n|^pdx + λ � R^N w^−|u_n|^pdx )

= lim_{n→∞} ( ‖u_n‖^p_{s,p} − λ � R^N w^+|u_n|^pdx )

≥ C_{λ,w}+ (x). We retain the required result of part (a) by combining the above two inequalities. Part (b) follows similarly.

Next, we prove the existence of a positive solution to the problem (P). Here we assume that G = {Id_RN }, i.e., the trivial subgroup of O(N) containing only the identity element, which is an identity matrix of order N. In this case, we observe that D^{s,p}_G (R^N ) = D^{s,p}(R^N ) and S^G_p (R^N ) = S_p(R^N ), and B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) = B_{λ,w}(R^N ). We use Lemma 3.7 with G = {Id_RN } to prove the following theorem.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let {u_n} be a minimizing sequence of I_{λ,w} on S_p(R^N ) that is, ‖u_n‖_p∗_s = 1 and I_{λ,w}(u_n) → B_{λ,w}(R^N ) as n → ∞. Since w ∈ H_{s,p}(R^N ), we infer from the fractional Hardy inequality that λ_1(w) � R^N w|u_n|^pdx ≤ ‖u_n‖^p_{s,p}. Furthermore, we have I_{λ,w}(u_n) = � R^{2N} |u_n(x) − u_n(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy − λ � R^N w|u_n|^pdx ≥ ‖u_n‖^p_{s,p} − λ λ_1(w) ‖u_n‖^p_{s,p} = ( 1 − λ λ_1(w) ) ‖u_n‖^p_{s,p}.

Since λ ∈ (0, λ_1(w)) and {u_n} is a minimizing sequence, it is bounded in D^{s,p}(R^N ). Thus, {u_n} has a weakly convergent subsequence by reflexivity of D^{s,p}(R^N ). We denote the subsequence by {u_n} itself and let {u_n} converges weakly to some u ∈ D^{s,p}(R^N ). We need to show that the function u is a solution to the problem (P). Using the (compactness result for w^− by [12]), Lemma 3.7 and Proposition 3.8, we have

B_{λ,w}(R^N ) = lim_{n→∞} I_{λ,w}(u_n)

= lim_{n→∞} ( ‖u_n‖^p_{s,p} − λ � R^N w|u_n|^pdx )

= lim_{n→∞} ( ‖u_n‖^p_{s,p} − λ � R^N w^+|u_n|^pdx + λ � R^N w^−|u_n|^pdx )

≥ ‖u‖^p_{s,p} − λ � R^N w^+|u|^pdx + λ � R^N w^−|u|^pdx + C^∗_{λ,w}+ (R^N )‖ν‖^{pp∗}s + C_{λ,w}+ (∞)ν p p∗s ∞ = ‖u_n‖^p_{s,p} − λ � R^N w|u|^pdx + C^∗_{λ,w}(R^N )‖ν‖^{pp∗}s + C_{λ,w}(∞)ν p p∗s ∞ ≥ B_{λ,w}(R^N )‖u‖^p∗_s + C^∗_{λ,w}(R^N )‖ν‖^{pp∗}s + C_{λ,w}(∞)ν p p∗s ∞ . If we just show that ‖u‖^p∗_s = 1 and ‖ν‖ = 0 = ν_∞, then we are done. On contrary, suppose that ‖ν‖ is non-zero. Now, the assumption w is subcritical in R^N yields B_{λ,w}(R^N ) > B_{λ,w}(R^N ) ( ‖u‖^p∗_s + ‖ν‖^{pp∗}s + ν p p∗s ∞ ) . (3.17)

Since p^∗_s > p, the following inequality holds: ‖u‖^p∗_s + ‖ν‖^{pp∗}s + ν p p∗s ∞ ≥ ( ‖u‖^{p∗s}_p∗_s + ‖ν‖ + ν_∞ ) p_{p∗s} = ( lim_{n→∞} ‖u_n‖^{p∗s}_p∗_s ) p_{p∗s} = 1. (3.18)

We deduce from inequalities (3.17) and (3.18) that B_{λ,w}(R^N ) > B_{λ,w}(R^N ), which is impossible. Similarly, using the same set of arguments, we obtain ν_∞ = 0. Hence, by (3.18) we get ‖u‖_p∗_s = 1 and the constant B_{λ,w}(R^N ) is attained at u. Thus, v = [B_{λ,w}(R^N )]^{1p∗}s^{−p} u is a non-trivial solution to problem (P). If u is a minimizer of B_{λ,w}(R^N ), then |u| is also a minimizer of B_{λ,w}(R^N ). Observe that B_{λ,w}(R^N ) = inf_{u1∈Sp(RN )} {� R^{2N} |u_1(x) − u_1(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy − λ � R^N w|u_1|^pdx }

≤ � R^N | ||u(x)| − |u(y)| | |^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy − λ � R^N w|u|^pdx ≤ � R^N | |u(x) − u(y) | |^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy − λ � R^N w|u|^pdx = B_{λ,w}(R^N ). Thus, the equality must hold at each step, and consequently, |u| is a minimizer of B_{λ,w}(R^N ). Therefore, we conclude that there exists a non-negative non-trivial solution v of (P). Further, in the distribution sense, we have

(−Δ_p)^s(v) + λw^−v^{p−1} = v^{p∗s −1} + λw^+v^{p−1} ≥ 0.

Thus by [13, Theorem 1.2], we infer that v is positive a.e. in R^N , which completes the proof.

Example 3.9. (i) Let w ≡ 0 in R^N and λ ∈ R. For a domain Ω in R^N , we have

B_{λ,0}(Ω) = inf_{u∈Ds,p0 (Ω)} { ‖u‖^p_{s,p} : ‖u‖_p∗_s = 1 } .

Note that B_{λ,0}(·) is independent of the domain (see [6, Lemma 3.1]) which implies C^∗_{λ,0}(R^N ) = B_{λ,0}(R^N ) and C_{λ,0}(∞) = B_{λ,0}(R^N ). Hence, w ≡ 0 is critical in R^N and at infinity as well. (ii) Now we consider w =^1_{|x|sp} , x ∈ R^N and λ ∈ (0, λ_1(w)). Since w ∈ H_{s,p}(R^N ), we define B_{λ,} 1_{|x|sp} (Ω) = inf_{u∈Ds,p0 (Ω)} { ‖u‖^p_{s,p} − λ � Ω |u|^p |x|^{sp} dx : ‖u‖_p∗_s = 1 } , where Ω is a domain in R^N . For a given ϵ > 0, there exists a v ∈ C^∞_c (R^N )(by density of C^∞_c (R^N ) in D^{s,p}(R^N )) with ‖v‖_p∗_s = 1 such that � R^N | |v(x) − v(y) | |^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy − λ � R^N |v|^p |x|^{sp} dx < B_{λ,} 1_{|x|sp} (R^N ) + ϵ. (3.19)

We define v_R(x) = R^{N−sp}N v(Rx) for some R > 0. By taking R large enough and up to translations, we obtain v_R ∈ C^∞_c (B_{r1} (0)), for some r_1 > 0. Similarly, by taking R sufficiently small, we get v_R ∈ C^∞_c (B^c_{r2} (0)), for some r_2 > 0. Hence, it is not difficult to get C^∗_{λ, 1|x|sp} (R^N ) ≤ B_{λ, 1|x|sp} (R^N ) and C_{λ, 1|x|sp} (∞) ≤ B_{λ, 1|x|sp} (R^N ) by following the proof of [6, Lemma 3.1]. Note that the reverse inequalities hold true by definition. Hence, we conclude that w(x) =^1_{|x|sp} is critical in R^N and at infinity both.

Let us now recall the following lemma from [5, Proposition 3.1].

Lemma 3.10. Let s ∈ (0, 1), p ∈ (1,^N_s ) and let S = inf_{Ds,p(RN )\{0}}^{‖u‖ps,p}_{‖u‖}p_{∗s} . Then

(i) there exists a minimizer for S;

(ii) for every minimizer U ∈ D^{s,p}(R^N ), there exists x_0 ∈ R^N and a constant sign monotone function u : R^+ → R such that U(x) = u(|x − x_0|);

(iii) for every minimizer U, there exists λ_U > 0 such that � R^{2N} |U(x) − U(y)|^{p−2}(U(x) − U(y))(ϕ(x) − ϕ(y)) |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy = λ_U � R^N |U|^{p∗s −2}Uϕ dx, ∀ ϕ ∈ D^{s,p}(R^N ). In the following, we fix a radially symmetric non-negative decreasing minimizer U = U(r) for S.

Multiplying U by a positive constant if necessary, we may assume that U is a radial solution of (−Δ)^s_pu = |U|^{p∗s −2}U. Taking the test function U and using the definition of S yield ‖U‖^p_{s,p} = ‖U‖^{p∗s}_p∗_s = S^{Nsp} . (3.20) For ϵ > 0, the function U_ϵ(|x|) = ϵ^{− N−spp} U ( |x| ϵ ) , is also a minimizer for S satisfying (3.20).

The next lemma is due to [5, Corollary 3.7] and [9, Lemma 2.9].

Lemma 3.11. There exist C_1, C_2 > 0 and θ > 1 such that for all r ≥ 1, C_1 r^{N−spp−1} ≤ U(r) ≤ C_2 r^{N−spp−1} and U(θr) U(r) ≤ 1 2 .

Now, we give some auxiliary functions and estimate their norms. In what follows, θ is the constant in Lemma 3.11 that depends only on N, s and p. For ϵ > 0, ρ > 0 and θ > 1, we set m_{ϵ,ρ} = U_ϵ(ρ) U_ϵ(ρ) − U_ϵ(ρθ) . Moreover, we define

f_{ϵ,ρ}(t) = 0, if 0 ≤ t ≤ U_ϵ(ρθ), m^p_{ϵ,ρ}(t − U_ϵ(ρθ)), if U_ϵ(ρθ) < t ≤ U_ϵ(ρ) t + U_ϵ(ρ)(m^{p−1}_{ϵ,ρ} − 1), if t > U_ϵ(ρ) and

F_{ϵ,ρ}(t) = �_t 0 f^′_{ϵ,ρ}(τ)^{1p} dτ = 0, if 0 ≤ t ≤ U_ϵ(ρθ), m_{ϵ,ρ}(t − U_ϵ(ρθ)), if U_ϵ(ρθ) < t ≤ U_ϵ(ρ) t, if t > U_ϵ(ρ) The functions f_{ϵ,ρ} and F_{ϵ,ρ} are non-decreasing and absolutely continuous. Consider the radially symmetric non-increasing function u_{ϵ,ρ}(r) = F_{ϵ,ρ}(U_ϵ(r)), which satisfies u_{ϵ,ρ}(r) = { U_ϵ(r), if r ≤ ρ, 0, if r ≥ ρθ Then, we have the following estimates for u_{ϵ,ρ}. We refer to [24, Lemma 2.7] for details of the proof. Lemma 3.12. There exists a constant C = C(N, p, s) > 0 such that, for any 0 < ϵ ≤^ρ_2 , it holds (i) ‖u_{ϵ,ρ}‖^p_{s,p} ≤ S^{Nsp} + C(^ϵ_ρ )^{N−spp−1} , (ii) ‖u_{ϵ,ρ}‖^p ≥ {_1

C ϵ^{sp} log(^ρ_ϵ ), if N = sp^2, 1 C ϵ^{sp}, if N > sp^2, (iii) ‖u_{ϵ,ρ}‖^{p∗s}_p∗_s ≥ S^{Nsp} − C(^ϵ_ρ )^{Np−1} . Now we define the function v_{ϵ,ρ}(x) = u_{ϵ,ρ}(x) ‖u_{ϵ,ρ}‖_p∗_s . In the following, we take w ≥ w_0 > 0 on the ball B_{ρθ}(0). � R^N w|u_{ϵ,ρ}(|x|)|^p dx ≥ w_0 � B_ρ(0) |u_{ϵ,ρ}(|x|)|^p dx = w_0 � B_ρ(0) |U_ϵ(|x|)|^p dx ≥ C^p_1 ϵ^{sp}w_0 � ρ_ϵ 1 r^{− N−spp−1 p+N−1} dr. Then � R^N w|u_{ϵ,ρ}(x)|^p dx ≥ c_{s,p} { w_0ϵ^{sp}, if sp^2 < N, w_0ϵ^{sp}| log(^ρ_ϵ )|, if sp^2 = N.

and � R^N w|v_{ϵ,ρ}(x)|^p dx ≥ C_{s,p} { w_0ϵ^{sp}, if sp^2 < N, w_0ϵ^{sp}| log(^ρ_ϵ )|, if sp^2 = N.

(3.21)

While proving above estimates we take the help of the Sobolev embedding D^{s,p}(R^N ) → L^{p∗s} (R^N ). Next, we use the estimates mentioned above to prove the following theorem.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. It is given that w ∈ H_{s,p,0}(R^N ), therefore using the compactness criteria of [12], the map W (φ) = � R^N w|φ| p dx is compact in D^{s,p}(R^N ). For a fix λ ∈ (0, λ_1(w)) and for any given ϵ > 0, by definition of C_{λ,w}(x), there exists a δ > 0 such that for each τ ∈ (0, δ), there exists u_τ ∈ D^{s,p}(B_τ (x)) with ‖u_τ ‖_p∗_s = 1 and satisfying � R^N ×R^N |u_τ (x) − u_τ (y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy − λ � R^N w|u_τ |^p dx < C_{λ,w}(x) + ϵ. (3.22) This further implies, B_{λ,0}(R^N ) − λ � R^N w|u_τ |^p dx < C_{λ,w}(x) + ϵ. Since λ ∈ (0, λ_1(w)), the inequality (3.22) indicates that the sequence {u_τ } is bounded in D^{s,p}(R^N ). By the reflexivity of D^{s,p}(R^N ), {u_τ } has a weakly convergent subsequence. Notice that the supports of {u_τ } are decreasing to a singleton set {x} as τ → 0. Therefore, {u_τ } weakly converges to 0 in D^{s,p}(R^N ) as τ → 0. Thus, � R^N w|uτ | p dx → 0 as τ → 0, by compactness of the map W (see [12]).

Hence, we get B_{λ,0}(R^N ) ≤ C_{λ,w}(x), for any x ∈ R^N and further we have B_{λ,0}(R^N ) ≤ C^∗_{λ,w}(R^N ). The use of similar arguments yield B_{λ,0}(R^N ) ≤ C_{λ,w}(∞). Now to prove that w is subcritical in R^N and at infinity, it is enough to claim that B_{λ,w}(R^N ) < B_{λ,0}(R^N ). We use Lemma 3.12 and its implication (3.21) to prove our claim. We have the following estimate:

A_{λ,w}(u_{ϵ,ρ}) := � R^N ×R^N |u_{ϵ,ρ}(x)−u_{ϵ,ρ}(y)|^p |x−y|^{N+sp} dxdy − λ � R^N w|uϵ,ρ(x)| p dx [ � R^N |uϵ,ρ| p^∗_s ]^pp^∗_s = � R^N ×R^N |u_{ϵ,ρ}(x)−u_{ϵ,ρ}(y)|^p |x−y|^{N+sp} dxdy [ � R^N |uϵ,ρ(x)| p^∗_s ]^pp^∗_s − λ � R^N w|uϵ,ρ(x)| p dx [ � R^N |uϵ,ρ(x)| p^∗_s ]^pp^∗_s = � R^N ×R^N |v_{ϵ,ρ}(x) − v_{ϵ,ρ}(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy − λ � R^N w|v_{ϵ,ρ}(x)|^p dx

≤ S + O(^ϵ_ρ )^{N−spp−1} − C_{s,p}w_0ϵ^{sp}, if sp^2 < N S + O(^ϵ_ρ )^{sp} − C_{s,p}w_0ϵ^{sp}| log(^ρ_ϵ )|, if sp^2 = N,

The last inequality is due to part (i) and part (iii) of Lemma 3.12 and the implication(3.21). Thus for ϵ small enough, we have A_{λ,w}(u_{ϵ,ρ}) < B_{λ,0}(R^N ). Furthermore, we have B_{λ,w}(R^N ) ≤ ‖v_{ϵ,ρ}‖^p_{s,p} − λ � R^N w|v_{ϵ,ρ}(x)|^p dx = A_{λ,w}(u_{ϵ,ρ}) < B_{λ,0}(R^N ). Hence, the claim follows.

Further, we prove the existence of a positive solution to (P) when w is a G-invariant Hardy potential by using the principle of symmetric criticality. First, we deal with the case of G-sub-criticality in R^N and at ∞ of the Hardy potential w, and thereafter we will deal with the case of G-critical potential also.

Proof of Theorem 1.9. Let {u_n} be a minimizing sequence of I_{λ,w} on S^G_p (R^N ) i.e., ‖u_n‖_p∗_s = 1 and I_{λ,w}(u_n) → B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) as n → ∞. Since w ∈ H_{s,p}(R^N ), we recall from the fractional Hardy inequality that

λ_1(w) � R^N w|u_n|^pdx ≤ ‖u_n‖^p_{s,p}, ∀u_n ∈ D^{s,p}_G (R^N ), and further we have I_{λ,w}(u_n) = � R^{2N} |u_n(x) − u_n(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy − λ � R^N w|u_n|^pdx ≥ ‖u_n‖^p_{s,p} − λ λ_1(w) ‖u_n‖^p_{s,p} = ( 1 − λ λ_1(w) ) ‖u_n‖^p_{s,p}. Since λ ∈ (0, λ_1(w)) and {u_n} is a minimizing sequence, it is bounded in D^{s,p}_G (R^N ). Thus {u_n} has a weakly convergent subsequence by the reflexivity of D^{s,p}_G (R^N ). We denote the subsequence by {u_n} itself and let {u_n} converges weakly to some u ∈ D^{s,p}_G (R^N ). Now we need to show that the function u is indeed a solution to the problem (P). Using the (compactness result for w^−), Lemma 3.7 and Proposition 3.8, we have the following:

B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) = lim_{n→∞} I_{λ,w}(u_n)

= lim_{n→∞} ( ‖u_n‖^p_{s,p} − λ � R^N w|u_n|^pdx )

= lim_{n→∞} ( ‖u_n‖^p_{s,p} − λ � R^N w^+|u_n|^pdx + λ � R^N w^−|u_n|^pdx )

≥ ‖u‖^p_{s,p} − λ � R^N w^+|u|^p + λ � R^N w^−|u|^pdxdx + C^{G,∗}_{λ,w+} (R^N )‖ν‖^{pp∗}s + C^G_{λ,w}+ (∞)ν p p∗s ∞ = ‖u‖^p_{s,p} − λ � R^N w|u|^pdx + C^{G,∗}_{λ,w}(R^N )‖ν‖^{pp∗}s + C^G_{λ,w}(∞)ν p p∗s ∞ ≥ B^G_{λ,w}(R^N )‖u‖^p∗_s + C^{G,∗}_{λ,w}(R^N )‖ν‖^{pp∗}s + C^G_{λ,w}(∞)ν p p∗s ∞ . If we just show that ‖u‖^p∗_s = 1 and ‖ν‖ = 0 = ν_∞, then we are done. On contrary suppose that ‖ν‖ is non-zero. Then using the assumption that w is G-subcritical in R^N we get B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) > B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) ( ‖u‖^p∗_s + ‖ν‖^{pp∗}s + ν p p∗s ∞ ) . (3.23)

Since p^∗_s > p, the following inequality holds: ‖u‖^p∗_s + ‖ν‖^{pp∗}s + ν p p∗s ∞ ≥ ( ‖u‖^{p∗s}_p∗_s + ‖ν‖ + ν_∞ ) p_{p∗s} = ( lim_{n→∞} ‖u_n‖^{p∗s}_p∗_s ) p_{p∗s} = 1. (3.24)

We deduce from inequalities (3.23) and (3.24) that B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) > B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ), which is impossible. Similarly, using a similar set of arguments we obtain ν_∞ = 0. Hence, by (3.24) we get ‖u‖_p∗_s = 1 and the constant B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) is attained at u ∈ D^{s,p}_G (R^N ) which further implies that v = [B^G_{λ,w}(R^N )]^{1p∗}s^{−p} u is a critical point to the functional I_{λ,w}|_Ds,p_{G (R}N_) i.e., the functional I_{λ,w} restricted on D^{s,p}_G (R^N ). Since D^{s,p}(R^N ) is a reflexive and strictly convex Banach space for p > 1 and the subgroup G of O(N) is acting isometrically on D^{s,p}(R^N ), and the functional I_{λ,w} is a G-invariant C^1. The principle of symmetric criticality theorem (see [20, Theorem 2.2]) asserts that u ∈ D^{s,p}_G (R^N ) is also a critical point of the functional I_{λ,w}. Thus, v is a non-trivial solution to the problem (P). First we prove that if u is a minimizer of B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ), then |u| is also a minimizer of B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ). Observe that B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) = inf_{φ∈SGp (RN )} { � R^{2N} |φ(x) − φ(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy − λ � R^N w|φ|^pdx }

≤ � R^N | |u(x)| − |u(y)| |_p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy − λ � R^N w|u|^pdx ≤ � R^N | u(x) − u(y) |_p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy − λ � R^N w|u|^pdx = B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ). Thus, the equality holds at each step and consequently |u| is also a minimizer of B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ). Thus, we can assume u as a non-negative minimizer of B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) and hence v is a non-negative solution to (P). Further, in the distribution sense, we have

(−Δ_p)^s(v) + λw^−v^{p−1} = v^{p∗s −1} + λw^+v^{p−1} ≥ 0.

Thus by [13, Theorem 1.2], we infer that v is positive a.e. in R^N , which completes the proof.

In the following theorem, we discuss the case of the Hardy potential w, which is G-critical in R^N .

Proof of Theorem 1.10. Let {u_n} be a minimizing sequence of the functional I_{λ,w} on S^G_p (R^N ) i.e., ‖u_n‖_p∗_s = 1 and I_{λ,w}(u_n) → B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) as n → ∞. Since w ∈ H_{s,p}(R^N ) and λ ∈ (0, λ_1(w)), the sequence {u_n} is bounded in D^{s,p}_G (R^N ). By reflexivity of D^{s,p}_G (R^N ), we assume that {u_n} converges weakly to some u in D^{s,p}_G (R^N ) up to a subsequence. Using Theorem 1.4, Lemma 3.7 and Proposition 3.8, we have the following:

B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) = lim_{n→∞} ( ‖u_n‖^p_{s,p} − λ � R^N w^+|u_n|^pdx + λ � R^N w^−|u_n|^pdx )

≥ ‖u‖^p_{s,p} − λ � R^N w|u|^pdx + C^{G,∗}_{λ,w}(R^N )‖ν‖^{pp∗}s + C^G_{λ,w}(∞)ν p p∗s ∞ ≥ B^G_{λ,w}(R^N )‖u‖^p∗_s + C^{G,∗}_{λ,w}(R^N )‖ν‖^{pp∗}s + C^G_{λ,w}(∞)ν p p∗s ∞ ≥ B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) [ ‖u‖^{p∗s}_p∗_s + ‖ν‖ + ν_∞ ] p_{p∗s} = B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) (3.25)

Thus, the equality must hold at each step. Clearly, ν_∞ = 0, as w is G-subcritical at ∞, otherwise the equality will not hold in (3.25). Further we prove that ‖ν‖ = 0 and ‖u‖_p∗_s = 1. Now from the equality [ ‖u‖^{p∗s}_p∗_s + ‖ν‖ + ν_∞ ] p_{p∗s} = ‖u‖^p∗_s + ‖ν‖^{pp∗}s + ν p p∗s ∞ = 1, (3.26)

we infer that either ‖u‖_p∗_s = 0 or ‖ν‖ = 0. If we suppose ‖u‖_p∗_s = 0, then u = 0 a.e. in R^N . Now from Lemma 3.7 part (i), it follows that B^G_{w,λ}(R^N )‖ν‖^{pp∗}s + λ‖γ‖ ≤ ‖Γ^∑_{w ∪AK} ‖. Next, if B^G_{w,λ}(R^N )‖ν‖^{pp∗}s < ‖ζ_λ‖, where ζ_λ is as given in Proposition 3.6, then the strict inequality B^G_{w,λ}(R^N )‖ν‖^{pp∗}s + λ‖γ‖ < ‖Γ^∑_{w ∪AK} ‖ holds. From (3.17), it follows that B^G_{w,λ}(R^N )‖ν‖^{pp∗}s + λ‖γ‖ = ‖Γ^∑_{w ∪AK} ‖, which further implies that B^G_{w,λ}(R^N )‖ν‖^{pp∗}s = ‖ζ_λ‖. By Proposition 3.6, we have ν is either zero or concentrates on a finite G-orbit. But we have assumed that the orbits Gx are infinite for all x ∈ R^N . Therefore, ν = 0, and using (3.26) one gets ‖u‖_p∗_s = 1. Clearly, the constant B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) is attained by u in D^{s,p}_G (R^N ). Now proceeding with the same set of arguments as in the previous theorem, and using the symmetric criticality theorem and the strong maximum principle [13], we obtain a positive solution to problem (P).

Proof of Theorem 1.11. (a) Let {u_n} be a minimizing sequence of the functional I_{λ,w} on S^G_p (R^N ) i.e., ‖u_n‖_p∗_s = 1 and I_{λ,w}(u_n) → B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) as n → ∞. Thus for each u_n, there exists R_n > 0 such that � B_{Rn} |u_n|^{p∗s} dx ≥ 1 2 .

Now we define a function v_n(z) = R N−sp p n u_n(R_nz) on R^N . Then � R^N ×R^N |v_n(x) − v_n(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy = R^{N−sp}_n · R^{N+sp}_n � R^N ×R^N |u_n(R_nx) − u_n(R_ny)|^p |R_nx − R_ny|^{N+sp} dxdy = � R^N ×R^N |u_n(x) − u_n(y)|^p |x − y|^{N+sp} dxdy From above, it is clear that v_n ∈ D^{s,p}_G (R^N ). Further, we have ‖v_n‖_p∗_s = 1, i.e. � R^N |v_n|^{p∗s} dx = R N−sp p ·^{Np}_{N−sp} n � R^N |u_n(R_nx)|^{p∗s} dx = � R^N |u_n(x)|^{p∗s} dx = 1. Thus by the definition of B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) and since w satisfies (1.8) for small r > 0, we have B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) ≤ ‖v_n‖^p_{s,p} − λ � R^N w(x)|v_n(x)|^p dx = ‖u_n‖^p_{s,p} − λR^{N−sp}_n � R^N w(x)|u_n(R_nx)|^p dx = ‖u_n‖^p_{s,p} − λR^{−sp}_n � R^N w ( x R_n ) |u_n(x)|^p dx ≤ ‖u_n‖^p_{s,p} − λ � R^N w(x)|u_n(x)|^p dx (by (1.8)) → B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) as n → ∞. Since λ ∈ (0, λ_1(w)), the sequence {v_n} is bounded in D^{s,p}_G (R^N ). Hence, v_n ⇀ v in D^{s,p}_G (R^N ). Following the arguments as in Theorem 1.10 and using the assumption that w is G-subcritical in R^N , we deduce that either ν_∞ = 0 or ‖v‖_p∗_s = 0 (note that ‖ν‖ is already 0). Now � B_1(0) |v_n|^{p∗s} dx = R^N_n � B_1(0) |u_n(R_nx)|^{p∗s} dx = � B_{Rn} (0) |u_n(x)|^{p∗s} dx ≥ 1 2 . It is clear from the above inequality that ‖v‖_p∗_s ≠ 0. Therefore, ν_∞ = 0 and ‖v‖_p∗_s = 1, and the constant B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) is attained by v in D^{s,p}_G (R^N ). Now proceeding with the same set of arguments as in the Theorem 1.9, and using the symmetric criticality theorem and the strong maximum principle [13], we obtain a positive solution to problem (P).

(b) Let {u_n} and {v_n} be the sequences as given in part-(a). Thus for each u_n, there exists R_n > 0 such that � B_{Rn} |u_n|^{p∗s} dx = 1 2 . Since {v_n} is bounded in D^{s,p}_G (R^N ), v_n ⇀ v in D^{s,p}_G (R^N ). Now following as Theorem 1.10, we obtain that the following equality must hold. ( ‖v‖^{p∗s}_p∗_s + ‖ν‖ + ν_∞ ) p_{p∗s} = ‖v‖^p∗_s + ‖ν‖^{pp∗}s + ν p p∗s ∞ = 1

Note that the above equality holds only if exactly one of ν_∞, ‖v‖_p∗_s or ‖ν‖ is 1 and others are 0. Now � B_1(0) |v_n|^{p∗s} dx = R^N_n � B_1(0) |u_n(R_nx)|^{p∗s} dx = � B_{Rn} (0) |u_n(x)|^{p∗s} dx = 1 2 . (3.27)

Using (3.27), we do the following calculations: 1 = ‖v_n‖^{p∗s}_p∗_s = � B_1(0) |v_n|^{p∗s} dx + � B_1(0)^c |v_n|^{p∗s} dx = 1 2 + � B_1(0)^c |v_n|^{p∗s} dx, which implies 1 2 = � B_1(0)^c |v_n|^{p∗s} dx = � B_{Rn} (0)^c |u_n|^{p∗s} dx ≥ � B_{Rn} (0)^c |u_n|^{p∗s} Φ_{Rn} dx = � R^N |u_n|^{p∗s} Φ_{Rn} dx, where for each n ∈ N, Φ_{Rn} ∈ C^∞_c (R^N ) with 0 ≤ Φ_{Rn} ≤ 1 and Φ_{Rn} = 0 on B_{Rn} (0) and Φ_{Rn} = 1 on B_{2Rn} (0)^c. Taking the limit n → ∞ and assuming that R_n → ∞ as n → ∞, we obtain ν_∞ ≤^1_2 . Hence, we get ν_∞ = 0. Now since ν_∞ = 0, either ‖ν‖ = 0 and ‖v‖_p∗_s = 1 or ‖ν‖ = 1 and ‖v‖_p∗_s = 0. Suppose ‖ν‖ = 1 and ‖v‖_p∗_s = 0 i.e., v = 0 a.e., then by proposition 3.6 we obtain that ν is concentrated on a finite G orbit. Since the orbits Gx are infinite for x ≠ 0; therefore the only possibility is that the measure ν is concentrated at the origin, i.e. ν = δ_0. We choose ϕ ∈ C^∞_c (R^N ) such that 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1, ϕ = 1 on B_{1/2}(0) and ϕ = 0 on B_1(0)^c. Now from (3.27) we have, 1 2 = lim_{n→∞} � B_1(0) |v_n|^{p∗s} dx ≥ lim_{n→∞} � B_1(0) ϕ|v_n|^{p∗s} dx = lim_{n→∞} � R^N ϕ|v_n|^{p∗s} dx = lim_{n→∞} � R^N ϕ dν_n = � R^N ϕ dν = ν(ϕ) = δ_0(ϕ) = ϕ(0) = 1.

Thus, we arrive at a contradiction. Therefore, ‖v‖_p∗_s = 1 and ‖ν‖ = 0. Moreover, the constant B^G_{λ,w}(R^N ) is attained by v in D^{s,p}_G (R^N ). Proceeding with the same set of arguments as in the Theorem 1.9, and using the symmetric criticality theorem and the strong maximum principle [13], we obtain a positive solution to problem (P).

Acknowledgements

RK acknowledges the support of the CSIR fellowship under file no: 09/1125(0016)/2020–EMR–I. AS was supported by the DST-INSPIRE Grant DST/INSPIRE/04/2018/002208.

References

[1] C. D. Aliprantis and K. C. Border. Infinite dimensional analysis. Springer, Berlin, third edition, 2006. A hitchhiker’s guide. 7

[2] T. V. Anoop and U. Das. On the generalised Brézis–Nirenberg problem. NoDEA Nonlinear Differential Equations Appl., 30(1):Paper No. 4, 2023. 3, 5

[3] J. F. Bonder, N. Saintier, and A. Silva. The concentration-compactness principle for fractional order Sobolev spaces in unbounded domains and applications to the generalized fractional Brézis- Nirenberg problem. NoDEA Nonlinear Differential Equations Appl., 25(6):Paper No. 52, 25, 2018. 2, 3, 11

[4] L. Brasco, D. Gómez-Castro, and J. L. Vázquez. Characterisation of homogeneous fractional Sobolev spaces. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, 60(2):Paper No. 60, 40, 2021. 1

[5] L. Brasco, S. Mosconi, and M. Squassina. Optimal decay of extremals for the fractional Sobolev inequality. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, 55(2):Art. 23, 32, 2016. 2, 4, 20

[6] L. Brasco and M. Squassina. Optimal solvability for a nonlocal problem at critical growth. J.

Differential Equations, 264(3):2242–2269, 2018. 20

[7] H. Brézis and E. Lieb. A relation between pointwise convergence of functions and convergence of functionals. Proceedings of the American Mathematical Society, 88(3):486–490, 1983. 8

[8] W. Chen, C. Li, and B. Ou. Classification of solutions for an integral equation. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 59(3):330–343, 2006. 2

[9] W. Chen, S. Mosconi, and M. Squassina. Nonlocal problems with critical Hardy nonlinearity. J.

Funct. Anal., 275(11):3065–3114, 2018. 20

[10] J. B. Conway. A course in functional analysis, volume 96 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics.

Springer-Verlag, New York, second edition, 1990. 7

[11] N. Cui and H.-R. Sun. Existence of solutions for critical fractional p-Laplacian equations with indefinite weights. Electron. J. Differential Equations, pages Paper No. 11, 17, 2021. 2

[12] U. Das, R. Kumar, and A. Sarkar. Characterizations of compactness and weighted eigenvalue problem for fractional p-laplacian in R^n (submitted). https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2309.09532, 2023. 3, 4, 18, 19, 22

[13] L. M. Del Pezzo and A. Quaas. A Hopf’s lemma and a strong minimum principle for the fractional p-Laplacian. J. Differential Equations, 263(1):765–778, 2017. 8, 19, 24, 25, 26

[14] E. Di Nezza, G. Palatucci, and E. Valdinoci. Hitchhiker’s guide to the fractional Sobolev spaces.

Bull. Sci. Math., 136(5):521–573, 2012. 3

[15] S. Dipierro, L. Montoro, I. Peral, and B. Sciunzi. Qualitative properties of positive solutions to nonlocal critical problems involving the Hardy-Leray potential. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, 55(4):Art. 99, 29, 2016. 2

[16] H. Federer. Geometric measure theory. Die Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften, Band 153. Springer-Verlag New York Inc., New York, 1969. 12

[17] G. B. Folland. Real analysis: modern techniques and their applications, volume 40. John Wiley & Sons, 1999. 9

[18] R. L. Frank and R. Seiringer. Non-linear ground state representations and sharp Hardy inequalities. J. Funct. Anal., 255(12):3407–3430, 2008. 3

[19] V. Hernández-Santamaría and A. Saldaña. Existence and convergence of solutions to fractional pure critical exponent problems. Adv. Nonlinear Stud., 21(4):827–854, 2021. 2

[20] J. Kobayashi and M. Ôtani. The principle of symmetric criticality for non-differentiable mappings.

J. Funct. Anal., 214(2):428–449, 2004. 5, 9, 23

[21] A. Kristály, C. Varga, and V. Varga. A nonsmooth principle of symmetric criticality and variational-hemivariational inequalities. J. Math. Anal. Appl., 325(2):975–986, 2007. 9

[22] N. Li and X.-m. He. Positive solutions for a class of fractional p-Laplacian equation with critical Sobolev exponent and decaying potentials. Acta Math. Appl. Sin. Engl. Ser., 38(2):463–483, 2022. 2 [23] P.-L. Lions. The concentration-compactness principle in the calculus of variations. The limit case.

I & II. Rev. Mat. Iberoamericana, 1(1):45–121,145–201, 1985. 8

[24] S. Mosconi, K. Perera, M. Squassina, and Y. Yang. The Brézis-Nirenberg problem for the fractional p-Laplacian. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, 55(4):Art. 105, 25, 2016. 2, 21

[25] R. S. Palais. The principle of symmetric criticality. Comm. Math. Phys., 69(1):19–30, 1979. 9

[26] F. Rindler. Calculus of variations. Universitext. Springer, Cham, 2018. 17

[27] R. Servadei and E. Valdinoci. The Brézis-Nirenberg result for the fractional Laplacian. Trans.

Amer. Math. Soc., 367(1):67–102, 2015. 2

[28] C. Zhang, P. Ma, and T. Zheng. Entire sign-changing solutions to the fractional p-Laplacian equation involving critical nonlinearity. Nonlinear Anal., 235:Paper No. 113346, 2023. 2

Rohit Kumar, Department of Mathematics, Indian Institute of Technology Jodhpur, Rajasthan 342030, India. E-mail address: rohit1.iitj@gmail.com, kumar.174@iitj.ac.in

Abhishek Sarkar, Department of Mathematics, Indian Institute of Technology Jodhpur, Rajasthan 342030, India. E-mail address: abhisheks@iitj.ac.in