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On the Obstacle Problem in Fractional Generalised Orlicz Spaces

Catharine W.K. Lo* and José Francisco Rodrigues'

Abstract

We consider the one and the two obstacles problems for the nonlocal nonlinear anisotropic g-Laplacian
Ly, with 0 < s < 1. We prove the strict T-monotonicity of £; and we obtain the Lewy-Stampacchia
inequalities. We consider the approximation of the solutions through semilinear problems, for which we
prove a global L -estimate, and we extend the local Holder regularity to the solutions of the obstacle
problems in the case of the fractional p(z,y)-Laplacian operator. We make further remarks on a few
elementary properties of related capacities in the fractional generalised Orlicz framework, with a special
reference to the Hilbertian nonlinear case in fractional Sobolev spaces.

1 Introduction

In this work, we consider nonlocal nonlinear anisotropic operators of the g-Laplacian type L : Wy G Q) —
W= (Q), in Lipschitz bounded domains Q C R?, as defined in by

dx d
(Lu,v) = / / g (2,9, [8°u(w, y)]) 8*ulw, y)5*v(z, y) — (1.1)
Rd JRd |x—y|

where (-,-) denotes the duality between W' (€) and its dual space WG (Q) = [W3 (Q)]*, for the
fractional generalised Orlicz space Wy '%(Q) associated with the nonlinearity g(z,y,]| - |), which we will
define in Section [2.1] and ¢ is the two points finite difference s-quotient, with 0 < s < 1,

5SU($, ) _ U(J?) — U(y) )
[z —yl°
We are mainly concerned with the corresponding obstacle problems of the form

weK: (Liu—Fv—u)>0 YveK?, (1.2)

for F € W—=57(Q) and for the closed convex sets of one or two obstacles K® = K3, K3 defined, respectively,
by
K; = {ve WS (Q):v >4 ae inQ},

K ={ve WSG(Q) tp <v<pae. in Q},

with given functions 1, ¢ € W% (R?), supposing K5 # @, for which it is sufficient to assume ¢ < 0 a.e. in
RAN\Q, and K§ # (Z] by assuming in addition that ¢ > 0 a.e. in R%\Q.

Here, G.(z,y,7) = [, 9(z,y,p)pdp and g(z,y,7) : R? x RY x R* — RT is a positive measurable function,
Lipschitz contmuous in 7, such that, for almost every x, y, lim,_,o+ rg(x,y,7) = 0, lim,, 1 oo rg(z, y,7) = +00
and
rg'(z,y,7)

g(z,y,7)
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0<g: < +1<g* forr>0, (1.3)




for some constants 0 < g, < g*, as in .
Therefore £? includes various nonlocal operators, as follows:

When g(x,y,r) = g(r), we have the isotropic nonlinear nonlocal operator

[ [ g5 ute.)) *ute.g)ota ) 0 (1.4)
Rd, ]Rd | |

which corresponds to the fractional Orlicz-Sobolev case and, when g = 1 is constant, includes the

fractional Laplacian
((=A)’u,v) /]Rd /Rd |m _))(ﬁgz —v(w) dz dy; (1.5)

The anisotropic fractional p-Laplacian L5, for 1 < p. < p(z,y) < p* < oo (see for instance ),

corresponding to g(z,y,r) = K(x, y)|r|p(””’y)_2 and defined through

u(y) P2 (u(e) — u(y))(v(z) — v(y))
(Lou,v) /]Rd /]Rd K(z,y) dz dy, (1.6)

|Qj — y‘d—ksp(x,y)

where K (z,y) : R x R? — R is a measurable function satisfying
K(z,y) = K(y,z) and k. <K(z,y) <k* forae. z,ycR? (1.7)

for some k., k* > 0. In the linear case where p = 2, we have the symmetric linear anisotropic fractional
Laplacian (see, for instance, );

The fractional double phase operator L3 , corresponding to g(z,y,r) = Ki(x,y)|r[P~2 + Ky (z, y)|r|72,
or the logarithmic Zygmund operator with g(z,y,r) = Ki(x,y)|r[P=2 + Ka(z,y)|r|P~2|1log(|r])|, with
K, K satisfying ((1.7) (see, for instance, Example 2.3.2 of for other N-functions);

We may also consider the special case of anisotropic operators of the type (1.1]) with a strictly positive
and bounded function g(z,y,r) satisfying, in addition to (1.3),

0 <7 <glz,yr) <", (1.8)

for a.e. @,y and for all r, which corresponds to the Hilbertian framework H§(€2) as in Chapter 5 of .

In recent years, there has been relevant progress in the study of PDEs in generalised Orlicz spaces in-
cluding the obstacle problem (see, and their references), and also nonlocal operators in fractional
generalised Orlicz spaces, also called fractional Musielak-Sobolev spaces, @ The associated non-
local elliptic equations in fractional generalised Orlicz spaces or the less general Orlicz-Sobolev spaces have
also been extensively studied , including existence and regularity results, embedding and
extension properties, local Holder continuity, Harnack inequalities, and uniform boundedness properties.
The associated unilateral problems have also been considered. Previous works along this line have only
considered the fractional anisotropic p-Laplacian £ in obstacle problems . In this work, we
consider the more general case of the anisotropic nonlocal nonlinear g-Laplacian L3 in generalised fractional
Orlicz spaces, and we obtain new results for the associated obstacle problems.

This paper, extending the results of to anisotropic nonlocal nonlinear operators, has the following

plan:
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5.1 The Fractional Generalised Orlicz Capacity]

5.2  The s-Capacity in the H{(€)) Hilbertian Nonlinear Framework|

In Section 2, after introducing the fractional generalised Orlicz functional framework for the operator £,
we recall some basic properties from the literature, as a Poincaré type inequality and some embedding results,
in particular, in some fractional Sobolev-Gagliardo spaces. Then we state the existence of a unique variational
solution to the homogeneous Dirichlet problem, which is a natural consequence of the assumptions on g and
the symmetry of the operator £; and we prove a new global L>°((2) estimate, by using the truncation method
used in [33] for the anisotropic fractional Laplacian. This global L*(£2) bound was obtained previously in
the isotropic case of g(x,y,r) = g(r) with G satisfying the A’ condition (which is stronger than the As
condition) in Corollary 1.7 of [12], as well as Theorem 3 of [22], where these authors considered a different
class of GG, namely G is such that g is convex and g, > 1 in . We also collect some known regularity
results with the aim to extend them to the solutions of the one and the two obstacles problems.

In Section 3, we first show that the structural assumption implies that the £3 is a strictly T-

monotone operator in Wy G(Q) This fact easily implies the monotonicity of the solution of the Dirichlet
problem with respect to the data, extending and unifying previous results already known in some particular
cases of g. This important property has interesting consequences in unilateral problems of obstacle type also
in this generalised fractional framework: comparison of solution with respect to the data and a continuous
dependence of the solutions in L™ with respect to the L°° variation of the obstacles; and more important,
it also implies the Lewy-Stampacchia inequalities to this more general nonlocal framework, extending [49]
and [23] in the one obstacle case and are new in the nonlocal two obstacles problem.

In the case when the heterogeneous term f is in a suitable generalised Orlicz space, in Section 4, we give
a direct proof of the Lewy-Stampacchia inequalities showing then that Lju is also in the same Orlicz space.
We also prove important consequences to the regularity of the solutions; and, in the case of integrable data,
the approximation of the solutions via bounded penalisation.

Finally, in Section 5, exploring the natural relation of the obstacle problem and potential theory, we
make some elementary remarks on the extension of capacity to the fractional generalised Orlicz framework
associated with the operator L7, motivating interesting open questions that are beyond the scope of this
work. We refer to the recent work [9], and its references, for the extension of the Sobolev capacity to
generalised Orlicz spaces in the local framework of the gradient. We conclude this paper in the Hilbertian
case of the anisotropic nonlinear operator , with a few extensions relating the obstacle problem and
potential theory, in the line of the pioneering work of Stampacchia [53| for bilinear coercive forms, which
was followed, for instance, in [1] and, in the nonlinear classical framework in [4] and extended to the linear
nonlocal setting in [36].

Although we have considered only the nonlocal nonlinear anisotropic operators of the g-Laplacian type
defined in the whole R? by , most of our results still hold in the different case in which the definition of
the g-Laplacian type operator where the integral is instead taken only over the domain 2 as in [28] and [18].

2 Preliminaries

In this section we collect some known but dispersed facts, which can be found in the books [16,24}31}38],
needed to develop our main results. After setting the functional framework of the fractional generalised
Orlicz spaces we compile some relevant results on the fractional nonlinear Dirichlet problem in different
cases.

2.1 The Fractional Generalised Orlicz Functional Framework
Let the mapping g : R? x R? x R — R be defined by
g(l‘, Y, T) = g($7 Y, T)T'

Then, with ¢ defined in the introduction, g satisfies the following condition:

(1) g(z,y,-) : RE x R x RY — R is a strictly increasing homeomorphism from R* onto R, g(z,y,r) > 0
when 7 > 0.



Moreover, its primitive G. = G(x,y,7) : R? x R? x Rt — R* defined for all r > 0 by

G(z,y,r) = / g(x,y,p)dp
0

satisfies:
(2) G(z,y,-) : [0,00[— R is an increasing function, G(z,y,0) = 0 and G(z,y,r) > 0 whenever r > 0;
(3) For the same constants g, < g* as in (1.3)),

M

0<l+g = Glayr)

<g"+1, ae z,yeR? r>0, (2.1)
so G. satisfies the As-condition, i.e. G.(2t) < CG.(t) for t > 0 and a.e. x,y, with a fixed C' > 0.
(see [3] or [31].)

The assumption ([1.3]) means that G. is a strictly convex function for a.e. z,y, and we denote G = G*(z,y,r) :
R? x RY x RT — R¥ as the conjugate convex function of G., which is defined by

G*(z,y,r) =sup{rp — G(z,y,p)}, Va,y € RLr>0.
p>0

In the example G(z, y, r) = |r|p(”/ corresponding to the anisotropic fractional p-Laplacian ((1.6)),

p(e
we have G*(z,y,r) = 5 (;1; m |r\p (@, y) w1th (w 5T (75 5 =1, for each z,y € RY.

Given the function G., we can subsequently define the modulars I's and I'y ¢ for 0 < s < 1 and u
extended by 0 outside €2, following [20], by

T ()= [ G(lu(@)))dz,

Rd

dz d
// (16ul) xyd with 0 < s < 1,
R4 JR4 ‘

where we denote

which also satisfies the global As-condition.
Suppose we define the corresponding generalised Orlicz spaces and generalised fractional Orlicz-Sobolev
spaces
LE (RY) = {u : R? — R, measurable : ' (u) < oo} ,
WG (RY) = {u e LS (RY) : Ty ¢, (u) < oo}

with their corresponding Luxemburg norms (see, for instance, Chapter 8 of [3] or Chapter 2 of |41]), given

by
. U
lull o :Hu||L@,(Rd) = inf {)\ >0:Tp (}\) < 1}
and
Hu”s,G = ||u||W5»G:(Rd) =|lullg + [uls,e
where

[u]S,G = inf {)\ >0: FS,G; <’()I:> S 1} .

LG (RY) and W*% (R?) are reflexive Banach spaces by the Ay-condition (refer to Theorem 11.6 of [41]).
As in Lemmas 3.1 and 3.3 of [6]), the strictly convex functional I'y ¢, € C*(W*%:(R%),R) and is weakly
lower semi-continuous.



We define

Wi () = @) e

with dual [WOS’G: (Q)]* = W=5G(Q), as G. satisfies the Ag-condition (see Sections 3.3 and 3.5 of [16]), and
we consider a function v € W ‘“(Q) defined everywhere in R? by setting v = 0 in R¥\Q. Furthermore, by
Lemma 2.5.5 of [38], C2°(2) is dense in C'(€2) N LG Q). R

We denote by G71(r) = G7(x,2,7) the inverse function of G. for almost all z, which satisfies the
following conditions:

1 A-1 oo A—1
G (1) G o, _
/(; W dt < oo, [ W dt = o0 for almost all x € €. (22)

Then, the inverse generalised Orlicz conjugate function of G. is defined as

o [T G
(G) 7 (r) = ersYyr dt  for almost all x € Q. (2.3)
0

Then, by Theorem 2.1 of 7], the embeddings W% (Q) — LG (Q) and [LY (Q)]* — W~=C7(Q) hold for
the bounded open subset Q C R? with Lipschitz boundary. For any F € W~ (Q) and u € WOS’G: (Q), we
denote their inner product by (-,-). As G. also satisfies the Ay-condition, we have [Lé' () = LG (Q) and
so when F' = f € LG*(Q)7 then

(fou) = / fudz Vue LY (Q). (2.4)
Q
Furthermore, we have a Poincaré type inequality:

Lemma 2.1 (Corollary of Theorem 2.3 of [7]). Let s €]0,1[ and Q be a bounded open subset of R% with a
Lipschitz bounded boundary. Then there exists a constant C = C(s,d, Q) > 0 such that

||“||Lé.(g) < Clulsq.,
for allu € W(‘f’G (Q). Therefore, the embedding
W (Q) = L () (2.5)

is continuous. Furthermore, [uls g is an equivalent norm to||ul|, . for the fractional generalised Orlicz space
We ().

Remark 2.2. Note that in the bounded open sets ), the spaces we consider here are different from the
W#G=u(Q) spaces considered in [6,%|17], defined by

) {8100 )

where, for 0 < s <1,

dx dy
b, q,, (u) = Gw 55“
= [ [ Gy (5l) (20

with Ggy @ Q@ x Q@ x RT — R s defined only for a.e. (x,y) € Q x Q with similar properties to our
G.:R¥xRY xRt — RT. We noticed that by Remark 2.2 of [6]] it is known C2°(2) C C2(Q) € WG (Q).
Since the spaces we consider are, in a certain sense, smaller than the W*G=v (Q) spaces, as WOS’G’ (Q) —
WOS’G‘”’(Q) the embedding results in [6}7,17] still hold, as Lemma above.
Observe that the space LG*(Q) defined with

for Go(x) = Guy(x,2) is the same as LG (Q).



Remark 2.3. In the case Q = R?, W% (R?) and W*Cv(R?) coincide.
For completeness, we also register the following properties.
Lemma 2.4.
e [Theorem 3.3 of [43]]. C°(R?) is dense in WS (R?), so W (RY) = W% (RY),
e [Proposition 2.1 of [7]]. For a bounded open subset 2 C R? and 0 < 51 < s < so < 1, the embeddings
W3 () = Wy (@) = WS ()
are continuous.

Furthermore, for bounded domains Q C R¢,
LIHH(Q) C LG (Q) C L9 T(Q), (2.6)
which is also a consequence of Theorem 8.12 (b) of 3] and the inequality
"1+g. " g(x,y,r)
log(r't9+) — log(ri 9+ :/ dr < | 22 Ldr
( ) ( ) 0 r 0 G(CL’, Y, T)
= log(G(x,y,7)) — log(G(x,y, 7)) < log(r' ") — log(ry ™)

that holds for every 0 < 79 < r, by assumption ([2.1] In fact, this means G(z,y,r) dominates 79~ ™! and is
dominated by r9 ! as r — co and the embeddlngs ) follow.
We recall the definition of the fractional Sobolev—Gaghardo spaces W;P(2) as the closure of C2°(12) in

|u(z )P dxdy }
WP(Q) = que LP(Q) : [u // <00y
@) { (@) 0 = Ix—y\”’ | —y|d

Then, we have

Proposition 2.5 (Lemma 2.3 of [7]). For any 0 < s < 1 and Q C R? open bounded subset,

W (Q) = WEYQ)  forany 0 <t<s,1<q<1+g,.. (2.7)
In addition, we can combine the embedding and the classical Rellich-Kondrachov compactness
embedding we have W/9(Q) ¢ L9 (Q) with ¢* satlsfymg 1< g < ddq < % Observe that it is

necessary that s(g. + 1) < d. This embedding result is given as follows:

Corollary 2.6. Wy’ 9(Q) € LUQ) with q satisfying 1 < q < %

Remark 2.7. Observe that in the Hilbertian framework of (L.8|) the Banach space WS’G‘(Q), with the as-
sumption (1.8)) is algebraically and topologically) equivalent to the fractional Sobolev space HE(2) = WOS’2 (Q),
which is a Hilbert space, while WOS’G (Q) is not.

2.2 The Quasilinear Fractional Dirichlet Problem

Recalling that G. is a strictly convex and differentiable function in r for a.e. z,y, we can regard Ly as the
potential operator with respect to the convex functional

B 5y dx dy
v)f/Rd/RdG; (150]) 2. (2.8)

As a consequence of well known results of convex analysis, there exists a unique solution to the Dirichlet
problem, given formally by Liu = F in Q, u =0 in O°.




Proposition 2.8. [Proposition 4.6 of [17]] Let 0 < s < 1 and Q C R?% be a bounded domain. For F €
W=5C(Q), there exists a unique variational solution u € WSG(Q) to

(Lau,v) = (Fv) Yo e Wy (Q), (2.9)

which is equivalent to the minimum over WS’G’ (Q) of the functional G : WSG(Q) — R defined by

o Sy dl‘dy o v v s,G.
gs(u)_/Rd/RdG; (5% 0 = (P o € W3 @), (2.10)

In the next Theorem we extend the global boundedness of the solutions for the anisotropic Dirichlet
problem, under the uniform assumption (1.3)) on g.

Theorem 2.9. Suppose F = f € L™(Q), with m > S(g%‘lﬂ) and g satisfies (1.3) with s(g. +1) < d. Let
u denote the solution of the Dirichlet problem (2.9). Then there exists a constant C, depending only on g,
g*, ke, k%, d, Q, ||UHW05,G;(Q), Hf||Lm(Q) and s, such that

[ell oo () < C-

The proof extends the one given in Section 3.1.2 of [33]. It uses the following numerical iteration estimate,
the proof of which is given in Lemma 4.1 of [53].

Lemma 2.10. Let ¥ : Rt — RT be a nonincreasing function such that

(h) < ﬁ@(lﬂ)é Vh >k >0,

where M,y >0 and 6 > 1. Then ¥(d) = 0, where d¥ = M\I/(O)‘S*lZ%,
Next, we introduce the truncation function T} and its complement Pj defined as
Ti(u) = —kV (kAu), Pp(u)=u—Tg(u) forevery k>0,

which will be useful for the proof.
Given the above definitions of T}, and Py, it is straightforward to see (by considering the cases of v(x), v(y)
>k and < k) that

[Tk (v(z)) — Te ()] [Pe(v(z)) — Pe(v(y))] >0 a.e. inQx Q. (2.11)

As a result, we have under the assumptions of this theorem, the following Lemma.

Lemma 2.11. Take v € WOSG(Q) If ¥ : R — R is a Lipschitz function such that U(0) = 0, then
W(v) € WSS (Q). In particular, for any k > 0, Ty(v), Pe(v) € We% (Q), and

(9« + D5 e (Pr(v)) < (L0, Py(v)).

Proof. We first show the regularity of Ty (v) and Pg(v). Let Ay > 0 be the Lipschitz constant of ¥. As such,
for z,y in RY, 2 # v,

|6°0(v) (2, y)| = |\Ij(v(x|;)_fs(”(y))| <\ ”(‘;)_;'Ey” — Ao|6*v(z, ).

Since r — rg(-,-,7) is monotone increasing, as a result of the assumption (|1.3]), we have that
105U (v)|g (z,y,]6°W(v)]) < [Aedvlg (z,y, [Aed®v])

for a.e. z,y in R%, and so

dx dy

e (2.12)

o+ D (F) < [ 0@ l@ @) 5 vwP

|



dx d
= /d/dg(xvy’MW”D Audof = yld < (9" + DAL, (Agw)
R R

by . Then, the regularity of Ty (v) and Py(v) follows since Ty and Py are Lipschitz functions with
Lipschitz constant 1.

Finally we consider (Ljv, Px(v)). Since Py is a monotone Lipschitz function with Lipschitz constant 1,
we can apply a similar argument as above to obtain that

(L5v, Pe(v / / z,y, |6°v]) 6°v §° Py (v )| da:djd
s s s dx dy s

> g (2,y,]0°Pi(v)]) 6° Py(v)o v = (L P (v),v)

Re JR4 |z —y|

since ¢ is non-negative and

50 8 Py(v) = f%(v(ﬁi?-—;ﬁiv(y))v(ﬁg-—;éy)
:(&@@D—&@@D”ﬂﬂ@@»—H@@m(&@@D—ﬂ@@m

|z — y|?s

2

- (Pi(v(z)) — Pe(v(y)))

- |z —y|?

>0,

by recalling that v = Ty (v) + Pi(v) as well as using the estimate (2.11). Using this inequality, we therefore
have

d d
(L0, Py(v)) > (L5 Py(v / / 2,9, |65 Py (v )|)58Pk(v)5svﬁ
2 dxdy
> P P — P _
>/ / 9 (@018 Pw)]) (Pulo(a) ~ Ao’ ot
hence the desired result by (2.12)). O

Making use of the above estimates, we prove the uniform boundedness of the unique solution to the
nonlinear Dirichlet problem.

Proof of Theorem[2.9 We take Py(u) to be the test function in the variational formulation of ([2.9). Com-
bining this with the previous lemma, we easily obtain that

(9 + DTs,0.(Pu(u())) < (Lgul@), Pi(u(@))) = | - f(@)Pi(u(@)) dx,
k
where A, = {z € Q:u>k}.
To estimate the left-hand-side, we make use of the inclusion of W% (Q) < W%4(Q) spaces. Then

Ty (Pe(u(z))) = C||Pr(u(x > C' || Pe(u(x

))szgfqm) ))Hqu*(Q)

for an embedding constant C' and exponent ¢ = 1 4+ g, — € of (2.7) for some small ¢ > 0, and Sobolev
embedding constants C’/C and ¢, ¢* of Corollary (see, for instance, Theorem 6.5 of |19]).
To estimate the right-hand-side, we apply the Hélder’s inequality. Then, for any m > 0, we have

f(@) Py (u()) d

N <1 o g | P @) | ey 1 A7 7
.

Combining these estimates with the crucial observation that for any h > k, A, C Ay and Py(u)xa, >
h — k, we obtain that

_1_ 1
(h— k)| An| o 1 o gy | ARl =7 77

1
- k: C'(gx —€)



or . )
C _a_ay

qj _a 1 S,
|An| < 7( = KA | Ay| o= -7 =
_— gx —€

for a constant C” > 0.

Finally, observe that for m > ——4

s(g«+1)’

* 1 1
d (1 —— - ) >1
g« — € T m
for large enough ¢* and small enough ¢ > 0. Therefore, the assumptions of Lemma (2.10) above are all

satisfied, and we can take U(h) = |Ap| in Lemma (2.10]) to obtain that there exists a ko such that ¥(k) =0
for all k£ > ko, thus esssupgu < kg. O

Remark 2.12. Note that the assumption (1.3|) implies that G. satisfies the Ay condition, which is weaker
than the A’ condition given by

G.(rt) < CG.(r)G.(t), forr,t >0 and some C > 0, (2.13)
and used in the L>-estimate in [12].

Recently in the case of the fractional p(z,y)-Laplacian an interesting local Holder regularity result for
the solution of the Dirichlet problem has been proved, extending previous results in the case of constant p.
Here C*(w) denotes the space of Holder continuous functions in w for some 0 < o < 1.

Theorem 2.13. Let F = f € L=(Q). Suppose g(x,y,r) is of the form |r[P@W 2K (x,y) as in the fractional
p-Laplacian L3 in (L.6) for 1 < p_ < p(x,y) < py < oo, and K satisfies (L.7), with p(-,-) and K(-,-)
symmetric.

(a) Suppose further that p(x,y) is log-Holder continuous on the diagonal D = {(x,z) : x € Q}, i.e.

1
sup |log () sup sup  |p(x1,y1) — p(a2,y2)|| < C  for some C > 0.
0<r<1/2 T/ B.CQwx2,y1,y2€B,

Then, the solution u of the Dirichlet problem (2.9) is locally Hélder continuous, i.e.

u € CQ) for some 0 < a < 1.

(b) In the case where p_ = py = p, the solution u of (2.9) is globally Hélder continuous and satisfies
u€ CQ)  such that [ull ga(qy < Cs (2.14)
for some 0 < a < 1 depending on d, p, s, g«, g, k«, k* and||f||Loo(Q),

Remark 2.14. Part (a) of this result is given in Theorem 1.2 of [42].
Part (b), when p is constant and the anisotropy is in the kernel K, is the result given in Theorem 8
of [44)] or Theorem 6 of [30], and extended in Theorem 1.3 of [43|] to the Heisenberg group.

Recalling that L>(£2) C LS (©) by (2.6), next we compile the following known regularity results for the
Dirichlet problem for the operator £; under the more restrictive assumption on G being isotropic, i.e. in
the Orlicz-Sobolev case.

Theorem 2.15. Let u be the solution of the Dirichlet problem (2.9)). Suppose g is isotropic, i.e. g = g(r) is
independent of (x,y) and F = f € L>(Q).

(a) If G satisfies the A" condition, then the solution w of (2.9) is such that u € C{.(2) for some 0 < a < 1
depending on d, s, g. and g*, and there exists C, > 0 for every w € §) depending only on d, g. and

g%, ||f||Lx(Q) and independent of s > sg > 0, such that, for some for 0 < a < sq,

u€eCw)  with |ullga,) < Co. (2.15)



(b) If g = g(r) is convex in v and g. > 1, then u is Holder continuous up to the boundary, i.e.
u€ C%Q)  such that [ull ga(qy < Cs (2.16)
for a < s where Cs > 0 and a > 0 depends only on s, d, g., g* and||f||Loo(Q).

Remark 2.16. Part (a) of this result is obtained in Theorem 1.1 of [11] and in Theorem 1.1(i) of [14)].
Note that in these references, the authors require that the tail function of u for the ball Br(xo) defined by

d
Tail(u; zo, R) :/ g ( |u_(:1:)| S) — ° P
R4\ Bg (o) |z — 2o |z — 2o

is bounded. This assumption is not necessary when we apply it to the Dirichlet problem , since the
solution u is globally bounded by Theorem [2.9, and therefore its tail is also bounded.

Part (b) of this result is Theorem 1.1 of [21]. The additional assumption g, > 1 implies that, in the case
of the fractional p-Laplacian L;, the result only covers the degenerate constant case p > 2.

Theorem 2.17. Let u be the solution of the Dirichlet problem (2.9). Suppose g(x,y,r) is uniformly bounded

and positive as in (|1.8)).
a) Let f € or some q > =% Then, there exists a positive 0 < § < 1 — s depending on d, s, g.,
Let f € LY (Q 755 Then, th st jtive 0 < § < 1 — s dependi d
g*, q independent of the solution u, such that u € Wls(jg&’ZM(Q),

(b) Suppose further that f € L () and g(x,y,r) = g(y, z, ), i-e. g has symmetric anisotropy, the solution
uw of (2.9) is also globally Hélder continuous and satisfies (2.16]) for some 0 < o < 1 depending on d,
P, S, v« and y*.

Remark 2.18. Part (a) of this result is obtained by applying the result of Theorem 1.1 of [32] by replacing
the kernel K(xz,y) with the bounded kernel g(z,y, |Ssu(z,y)|) satisfying (L.8)), being u the solution of the
nonlinear Dirichlet problem .

Part (b) of this result in the special case when g(x,y,r) is uniformly bounded, in the sense that 0 < v, <
g(z,y,r) <%, is a simple corollary of Theorem in the case p = 2, since |dsu| is symmetric and we can
consider g(z,y, [0su(z,y)]) = K(z,y) as a function of x and y for the regularity estimate.

3 Quasilinear Fractional Obstacle Problems

Exploring the order properties of the fractional generalised Orlicz spaces and showing the T-monotonicity
property in this large class of nonlocal operators, we are able to extend well-known properties to the fractional
framework: comparison of solution with respect to the data and the Lewy-Stampacchia inequalities for
obstacle problems.
3.1 T-monotonicity and Comparison Properties
We start by showing that the quasilinear fractional operator Ly is strictly T-monotone in w§ G (Q), ie.
(Lou— Lo, (u—v)T) >0 Yu#o.
Here, we use the standard notation for the positive and negative parts of v
vF=vv0 and v =-vVv0=—(vA0),
and we recall the Jordan decomposition of v given by
v=v"—v" and |u|=vV(-v)=0v"+v”

and the useful identities



Theorem 3.1. The operator Ly is strictly T-monotone in WSG(Q)
Proof. Setting 0, (x,y) = ré°u(x,y) + (1 — r)d%v(z, y) and writing w = u — v, we have

(Lou— Lv,wT)

[ s s s s dy dx
/Rd/Rd wt(y)) 9 (|6°u]) 6°u — g. (|6°v]) U}W

= w'(r)—w [ . r ' / r Su— 8% M
—/Rd/Rd( T(z) —wh(y) /0 9:(10;]) d +/O 10,19/(16,]) d _ (6%u — 6 )|x_y|d+s

Now, by (L.3),

st 1
J(a,y) = / 0.6,y dr + / 16,14/(16, ) dr| > 0

is strictly positive and bounded, so we have

TR W LY +@ﬂ_wﬁ?iﬁl”*“”@%www—wﬂwNM@
_ /Rd /Rd T,y @) —wt (y))? Lﬁy(@lg*(y) Tt @w ) g
/Rd /Rd ) g;iy))z drdy > 0
i wt 0, since w- (@)wt (z) = w (y)wt (y) = 0. O

Remark 3.2. With ezactly the same argument by replacmg wt with w = u — v, the operator Ly is strictly
monotone. This also follows directly from the fact that (1.3|) implies the strict monotonicity ofg (see for
instance, page 2 of (15]): for all £, € R such that € # ¢,

(:(1€DE = g:(IKNG) - (€= ¢) >0 ace. 2w,y e R (3.1)

The strict monotonicity immediately implies the uniqueness of the solution in Proposition [2.8

Remark 3.3. In the particular case when g(x,y,r) = |r|P72K (z,y) as in the fractional p-Laplacian (1.6)),
with 1 < p < 0o and K satisfies (1.7)), the operator Ly is strictly coercive, in the sense thal

217Pk, [u — v]z"jv;,p(m if p>2,

2
(Lo = Lyv,u—v) > e [ = iy v )

(p—1)2 k. (3:2)

G ifl<p<2,

([U]ngp(n) + [U]ngf’(sz)>

where the seminorm of W3 (Q) is given by

Y[ ;
o 2 I dady |
Uwer@) = (// |x— \dw Y

This is a generalisation of Proposition 2.4 of [37] to the K-anisotropic case.

Q=

In the Hilbertian framework, we furthermore assume that g(z,y,7) € [v«,7*] as in (1.8). Then, for a.e.
x,y € R?, it is easy to see from the proof of Theorem that for all £, € R,

(9(z, y, €D — g(z, 5, 1<NC) - (€ — ) = 7ugulé — ¢

and

lg(z,y,1€)€ — g(,y, [CNCI < 779§ — ¢

11



Proposition 3.4. The operator L} in Hg(Q2) with g(x,y,r) € [v«,7*] satisfying (1.8) is strictly coercive and
Lipschitz continuous.

Proof. L3 is strictly coercive for all u,v € H(f2) because

G- Lypu=) = [ [ @(5uhsu=giauhsr) - @u- 500 2
-y

dx dy 5
z%%/’/| ~o? = egelle— ol -
R4 JRd |z —y|d H3 ()

Also, L3 is Lipschitz since for all u,v,w € H§(f2) with Hw||H5(Q) =1,

dx d
(L3u — L3v,w)| </ / |9(,y, 16°u])d%u — g(z, y, [8°v])d°v] [6°w] E _yy|d
0%u — 6| |lw w(y "
/ / | [wie) = <d)|dxdy<79 [ = vll g ()
RiJRa |z —y|? |z —yltTE

O

As a result, we have, in addition, the comparison property for the Dirichlet problem. Recall that we
characterise an element F € [W~5C7(Q)]*, the positive cone of the dual space of WOS’G: (), by

F>0in W55 (Q) if and only if ~ (F,0) >0 Vo >0,0e W% (Q). (3.3)
Proposition 3.5. If u, 4 denotes the solution of corresponding to F,v and F,i[) respectively, then
F> F mmplies w>1u a.e. in .
Proof. Taking v = u V 4 for the original problem and © = u A @ for the other problem and adding, we have
(Lt — Lu, (6—uw)t) +(F = F,(a—u)*) =0,
Since F > F', the result follows by the strict T-monotonicity of L. O

Remark 3.6. This property of L extends and implies Lemma 9 of 134] for the fractional p-Laplacian, as
well as the fractional g-Laplacian in Proposition C.4 of [21] and Theorem 1.1 of [39].

Remark 3.7. This comparison property includes the result in Theorem 5.2 of (8] in the case of a single
non-homogeneous exponent p(x,y) and it extends easily the validity of the sub-supersolutions principles to
this more general class of operators L;.

3.2 Lewy-Stampacchia Inequalities for Obstacle Problems

Next, we extend the comparison results for the obstacle problems
weK®: (Lju—Fv—u)>0 YvekK? (3.4)

for F € W=7 (Q) and measurable obstacle functions 4, € W% (R?) such that the closed convex sets
K?* = Kf or K3 defined by
K = {ve WS (Q):v>1 ae in Q} £ 0,

Ks={ve Wy Q) : ¢ <v<pae inQ}#0.

Theorem 3.8. The one or two obstacles problem (3.4 . has a unique solution v = u(F,, ) 6 KS respec-
tively for K® = K3 or K3,and is equivalent to mmzmzsmg in K? the functzonal G defined in
Moreover, if 4 denotes the solution corresponding to F, w orto I, w and @, respectively, then

Fzﬁ’, 1/)21[) implies  w >4 a.e. in (Q,
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or
FZF, 0>, wzﬁ implies  u >4 a.e. in §Q,

and if FF = F, the following L*° estimates hold:
lu = @l oo 0y < 1 = Dl 0)- (3.5)

llu— ﬁHLOO(Q) < |- 1;||L°°(Q) Ve — @HLOO(Q) : (3.6)

Proof. The comparison property is once again standard and follows from the T-monotonicity of L} as given
in Theorem Indeed, in both one or two obstacles, taking v = u V @& € K* in the problem (3.4) for u and
O =u A0 € K*® in the problem (3.4) for @, by adding, we have

Since F > F and L} is strictly T-monotone, (4 —u)* =0, i.e. u> 4.
For the L*°-continuous dependence, the argument is similar, by taking, respectively, for the one or for

. . +
the two obstacles problem v = u +w € K and ¢ = & — w € K® with w = (12— u— |l — w||Loo(Q)) or

w= (== Dl Ve = Glin)

The existence and uniqueness of the solution follow from well known results of convex analysis, since the
functional G, is strictly convex, lower semi-continuous and coercive, and K* is a nonempty, closed convex
set in both cases.

O

Next, recall that the order dual of the space WS’G:(Q), denoted by W;S’GT(Q), is the space of finite
energy measures

W @) = W @ - (@, (3.7)

defined with the norm of W~ (Q), where [IW %% (Q)]* is the cone of positive finite energy measures in
W—G7(Q), as given in (3.3). Then, we have the following Lewy-Stampacchia inequalities.

Theorem 3.9. Assume, in addition, that for the one or the two obstacles problem, respectively,
F,(Ly - F)* e W29 (@),

or
s s —s,G7
F (L) — F)T, (Lop — F)T e W27 (Q).
Then, the solution u of the one or the two obstacles problem (3.4)), satisfies in W =55 (Q)
F<Liuw<FV LW, (3.8)

or
FANLyp < Lou<FV Ly, (3.9)

respectively. Consequently, in both cases Lyu € W;s’GT ().

Proof. Since the operator Lj is strictly T-monotone, we can apply the abstract results of [40, Theorem 2.4.1]
and [47, Theorem 4.2] for the one-obstacle and two-obstacles problems respectively.
Finally, the regularity of Lju follows from the fact that intervals are closed in order duals. O

Remark 3.10. In fact, the results in Theorem 2.4.1 of [40] and in and [47, Theorem 4.2] do not even require
Gs in to be a potential operator, but only the strict T-monotonicity and the coercivity.

For the one obstacle problem, since the associated functional Gs in s a potential operator which
is submodular, as a consequence of T-monotonicity (see also Sections 3.1, 8.2 and 4.1 of [4]), the Lewy-

Stampacchia inequalities in the order dual W:S’G‘ (Q) are also a consequence of Theorem 2.4 of [23].
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In particular, since L& Q) C W:s’G:* (©), we have

Corollary 3.11. The solution u to the one or two obstacles problem (3.4) is also such that Lyu € LG Q) =

[LG‘(Q)]*, provided we assume the stronger assumption

(Lo — )T e L (Q),
or X
f7 (ﬁgw - f)+a (EZSO - f)+ € LG' (Q)7
as then the Lewy-Stampacchia inequalities hold pointwise almost everywhere

f<Lou< fV L ae inQ. (3.10)

or
ALy <Lou< fV L ae in (3.11)

Proof. This follows simply by recalling that W /G (Q) is dense in LG (Q), and therefore the Lewy-Stampacchia
inequalities taken in the dual space W—C" (Q) reduce to integrals, as in (2.4]), and it follows then that they
hold also a.e. in . ]

4 Approximation by Semilinear Problems and Regularity

The order properties implied by the strict T-monotonicity, in the case of integrable data, also allow the
approximation of the solutions to the obstacle problems via bounded penalisation, which provides a direct
way to prove the preceding Corollary and to reduce the regularity of their solutions to the regularity in
the fractional Dirichlet problem.

4.1 Approximation via Bounded Penalisation

When the data f and (L5 — )T are integrable functions, the a.e. Lewy-Stampacchia inequalities can be
obtained directly by approximation with a classical bounded penalisation of the obstacles. In the fractional
p-Laplacian case it is even possible to estimate the error in the W (Q)-norm [37]. We first begin with
the following auxiliary convergence result, which is well-known in other classical monotone cases, and in the
framework of the operator £; is due to |17, Theorem 3.17].

Lemma 4.1. Under assumptions (1.3]), suppose {un,}nen s a sequence in WS’G: (). Then u, — u strongly
. s,G.: . .
in Wy () if and only if

lim sup(Lju, — Lu, up —u) = 0. (4.1)

n—oo

Consider the penalised problem with f and ¢ = (L34 — ) € L& (Q),

w €WpO @) (L) + [ Otuc—vp = [ (1 Ov voe W@, (42)

where 0. (¢) is an approximation to the multi-valued Heaviside graph defined by

es(t):9<t), teR

5
for any fixed nondecreasing Lipschitz function 6 : R — [0, 1] satisfying
e C*"(R), # >0, 6O(+oc)=1 and(t)=0 fort<D0;

ACy > 0:[1—0(t)]t < Cp, t>0.

Then we have a direct proof of the Lewy-Stampacchia inequalities.
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Theorem 4.2. Assume that X
L (L = ) € LY (9.

Then, the solution u of the nonlinear one obstacle problem satisfies

f<Lou< fV LW ae in (4.3)

In particular, Lou € LG-*(Q).
Furthermore, we have that the solution ue of the penalised problem (4.2)) converges to w in the following
sense:
us — u strongly in WOS’G:(Q), and  ue — u strongly in LT (Q) (4.4)
for q* satisfying 1 < ¢* < %

Proof. For the one obstacle problem, the proof follows as in the linear case, given in Theorem 4.6 of [36]
W1th the second obstacle ¢ = +o00. In the general case, there exists a unique solution u. to (4.2)) by Theorem
Next, we show that u. > 1, so that the solution u. € K* for each ¢ > 0. Indeed, for all veWwy (Q)
such that v > 0, we have

(L — [+ Fov) < (56 — )Y + fo) < /Q €+ . (4.5)

Taking v = () — us)™ > 0 and subtracting (4.2]) from the above equation, we have

(L3, (¥ —ue) ) — (Lgue, (¥ —ue)™)

/<<+f —u)t [ =0 =)t = [ Ow -t
/ce b — )t

The last equality is true because either u. — v > 0 which gives (1 — u.)™ = 0, or ue — ¢ < 0 which gives
0 (ue — 1) = 0 by the construction of 0, thus implying 6. (u. —1)(¢» — u-)* = 0. By the T-monotonicity of
Ls (Y —u)t =0, ie u. € K for any € > 0.

Then, we show that u. > 1 converges strongly in W G (Q) as € — 0 to some u, which by uniqueness, is
the solution of the obstacle problem. Indeed, taking v = w — u. in for arbitrary w € K, we have

(e =) = [ (F+ Q=) = [ B =) w=u)

= [ rw=u)+ [ (=6 =) - w)
> [ w—u)+ [ =0 - 0)w )
— [ tw—u e [ ¢l =0ufu )"
z/Qf(w—ug)—sCe/QC

since ¢,1 — 0., w — 1 > 0 for w € K.
Now, taking w = u, we obtain

<£ZU5 - f,u—u,s) > _500/ ¢,
Q

and letting v = u. € K, in the original obstacle problem (13.4), we have

(Lou— foue —u) > 0.
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Taking the difference of these two equations, we have
509/ ¢ > (Lyue — Lyu,ue — u). (4.6)
Q

Applying the previous lemma, we have that u. — u strongly in W “(Q) as e — 0.
Then, choosing ¢ = (L1 — ) in the penalised problem, the inequality is also satisfied for u., and
since Lj is monotone, is therefore satisfied weakly by u at the limit ¢ — 0.
Finally, the L1(Q) strong convergence follows easily using the compactness result in Corollary
O

Remark 4.3. Similar results hold for the two obstacles problem, in particular we have

IANLy o < Lou< fV LW ae. in. (4.7)
Indeed, the two obstacles problem follows similarly using the bounded penalised problem
w €W @)t (Guanh+ [ Gbelu = [ (Ol —udo= [(F+C =G o e Wi ()
Q Q
for
Co 2 (L =Y =Ly~ )~
with 0:(t) = 1 for t > ¢, followed by taking to the limit of ue to u with the choice (y = (Lg3 — )t and
Cap = (‘C;SO - f)_

Remark 4.4. In the particular case when g(z,y,r) = |r|P~2 K (z,y) for 1 <p < oo and Ly corresponds to
the fractional p-Laplacian, by Remark[5.3, we furthermore have the estimate

[’LLE — U]WOS”’(Q) § Cpel/(p\/2)
for some constant C, depending on p, Cyp, Cp, k«, k* and f. In particular, this implies that u. converges
strongly in WP (Q) to u as e — 0. [37]
4.2 Regularity in Obstacle Problems

As an immediate corollary of the approximation with the bounded penalisation, based on the regularity
results for the Dirichlet problem in Section we can extend these regularity results to the obstacle
problems. The first is the uniform boundedness results of their solutions as a corollary of Theorems

Theorem 4.5. Suppose F' = f and fV L3 € L™ (), with m > S(g%ﬂ) and g satisfies (1.3)) with s(g.+1) <
d. Then, the solution u of the one obstacle problem (3.4) is bounded, i.e. uw € L*(Q). If, in addition,
I A Lyp € L™(Q) the solution u of the two obstacles problem also satisfies u € L>(2).

Next, we have the Holder regularity results for the solution to the obstacle problem.
Theorem 4.6. Let F = f € L>(2). Suppose either

(a) g(x,y,7) is of the form |r[P®¥) 2K (x,y) as in the fractional p-Laplacian L5 in (LE) for 1 < p_ <
p(z,y) < py < oo, and K satisfies (1.7), with p(-,-) and K(-,-) symmetric, such that p(x,y) is log-
Holder continuous on the diagonal D = {(z,z) : x E Q}, i.e.

1
sup |log () sup sup  |p(x1,y1) — p(a2,y2)|| < C  for some C > 0,
0<r<1/2 ") B,CQwx2,y1,y2€B,

b s isotropic, i.e. g = g(r) is independent of (x with G satisfying the A’ condition
g pic, g=49g 74 Y), ying )

(c) g is isotropic with g = g(r) convex in r and g. > 1 in (L.3)), or
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(d) g(x,y,r) is uniformly bounded and positive as in (1.8) with symmetric anisotropy

If f, fV Lo € L) in the one obstacle problem and also f N Lo € L>(S2) in the two obstacles problem,
their solutions u are Holder continuous, i.e., in cases (a) and (b), locally in Q,

u € C¥(Q) for some 0 < o < 1.

and, in cases (c¢) and (d), up to the boundary,

u € CYQ) for some 0 < a < 1.

Remark 4.7. The result for (a) was previously given for the isotropic fractional p-Laplacian for « Hélder
continuous in Theorem 6 of [30] or Theorem 1.3 of [45].

Remark 4.8. In the case when g(x,y, ) is uniformly bounded and positive as in (1.8)), if f, VL € L ()

loc
(and f A Lyp € L} (), resp. for the two obstacles problem) for some q > dz—fQ, then, the solutions u of the

obstacle problems are such that u € Wlsng‘s’zM(Q), for some positive 0 < § < 1 — s, by Theorem 1.1 of [32]
as stated in Part (a) of Theorem [2.17

5 Capacities

In this section, we make a brief introduction to the basic relation between the obstacle problem and potential
theory, extending the seminal idea of Stampacchia [53] to the fractional generalised Orlicz framework. Other
nonlinear extensions to nonlinear potential theory have been considered by [4], for general Banach-Dirichlet
spaces, by [27], for weighted Sobolev spaces for p-Laplacian operators, and more recently by [9] in generalised
Orlicz spaces for classical derivatives with a slightly different definition of capacity.

5.1 The Fractional Generalised Orlicz Capacity

For E C €, one says that u > 0 on E (or v > 0 on E in the sense of WOS’G: (€2)) if there exists a sequence of

Lipschitz functions with compact support in Q ux — w in W(;G () such that ux, > 0on E. Clearly if u = 0
on E, then also u > 0 a.e. on E. On the other hand if u > 0 a.e. on 2, then u > 0 on Q (see for instance
Proposition 5.2 of [29])

Let E C Q be any compact subset. Define the nonempty closed convex set of W /G (Q) by

Ky = {ve WS (Q):v=1on E},
and consider the following variational inequality of obstacle type
u € Ky (Lyu,v—u) >0, VveKE. (5.1)

This variational inequality clearly has a unique solution and consequently we can also extend to the fractional
generalised Orlicz framework the following theorem, which is due to Stampacchia [53] for general linear second
order elliptic differential operators with discontinuous coefficients.

Theorem 5.1. For any compact E C Q, the unique solution u of (5.1)), called the (s, G.)-capacitary potential
of E, is such that
u=1 on E (in the sense of W3 (Q))

ps.c. = Lyu > 0 with supp(ps,c.) C E.

Moreover, for the non-negative Radon measure [is ., one has
CI(E)= <£;u,u> = / dus.c. = ps,g.(E) (5.2)
Q

and this number is the (s, G.)-capacity of E with respect to the operator Liu.

17



Proof. The proof follows a similar approach to the classical case ( [53, Theorem 3.9] or [46, Theorem 8.1]).
Takingv=uAl=u— (u—1)" € K} in (5.1)), one has, by T-monotonicity (Theorem ,

0 < (L5(u—1), (u—1)") = (Lou, (u—1)T) <0

since the 6° is invariant for translations. Hence u > 1 in ), which implies u < 1in Q. But u € K}, sou = 1
on E. Therefore, the first result © = 1 on E follows.

For the second result, set v = u + ¢ € K% in with an arbitrary ¢ € C°(Q), ¢ > 0. Then, by the
Riesz-Schwartz theorem (see for instance |2, Theorem 1.1.3]), there exists a non-negative Radon measure
ls,c. on € such that

(L3, 0) = /Q pdpec., Vo C2(Q).

Moreover, for x € Q\E, there is a neighbourhood O C Q\FE of = so that u + ¢ € K3, for any ¢ € C°(0).
Therefore,
(Lyu,0) =0, Vo e CZ(Q\E)

which means yis ¢, = Liu = 0 in Q\E. Therefore, supp(is,¢.) C E and the third result follows immediately.
O

Remark 5.2. In fact, the (s,G.)-capacity is a capacity of E with respect to Q in the same line as in
Stampacchia (53] (see also [29] and [46]). This type of characterisation of capacitary potentials and their
relation to positive measures with finite energy have been also considered in an abstract nonlinear framework
in Banach-Dirichlet spaces, including classical Sobolev spaces, in [4)].

Remark 5.3. For any subset F C ), defining the capacity of F' by taking the supremum of the capacity for
all compact sets E C F, it follows that the (s,G.)-capacity is an increasing set function and it is expected
that it is a Choquet capacity, as in other general theories of linear and nonlinear potentials. For instance,
see [54] for the case of the linear operators in , or in the case of the fractional p-Laplacian as in
Theorem 1.1 of [52] and Theorem 2.4 of [51], or a non-variational case in Theorem 4.1 of [50]. However, it
is out of the scope of this work to pursue the theory of generalised Orlicz fractional capacity.

5.2 The s-Capacity in the Hj(2) Hilbertian Nonlinear Framework

We are now particularly interested in extending Stampacchia’s theory to the nonlinear Hilbertian framework
associated with L7 for strictly positive and bounded g satisfying (1.8)).

We denote by C; the capacity associated to the norm of H(2), which is defined for any compact set
E CQby

Cy(E) = inf {||v||§,g(m tve Hy(Q),v=1on E} — (~A)*w,a),

where @ is the corresponding s-capacitary potential of E.

We notice that the Cs-capacity corresponds to the capacity associated with the fractional Laplacian
(—A)*® and the s-capacitary potential of a compact set E is the solution of the obstacle problem when
L3 = (—A)® and the bilinear form is the inner product in H§(£2).

It is well-known (see for instance Theorem 5.1 of [36]) that for every u € H{(Q2), there exists a unique
(up to a set of capacity 0) quasi-continuous function @ : €@ — R such that « = u a.e. on Q. Thus, it
makes sense to identify a function v € H§(2) with the class of quasi-continuous functions that are equivalent
quasi-everywhere (q.e.). Denote the space of such equivalent classes by Q4(€2). Then, for every element
u € HF (), there is an associated @ € Q4(€2).

Define the space L, (€2) by

L () ={¢ € Qs(Q) : Fu e H{(Q) : u > |¢| q.e. in Q}
and its associated norm (see [5])

16112, () = nf{lull 50+ u € H3(9), 7 > 9] ae. in 0},
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Then, LZ () is a Banach space and its dual space can be identified with the order dual of Hg(2) (by
Theorem 5.6 of [36]), i

(L&, Q)] = H™*(Q) N M(Q) = HZ*(Q) = [H*(Q)]* - [H(Q)],

where M () is the set of bounded measures in . Furthermore, by Proposition 5.2 of [36], the injection of
H§() N Ce(Q) — LE (Q) is dense.

Now we consider the special Hilbertian case of Theore 1| for a nonhnear operator L7 when glx,y,r)
corresponds to the nonlinear kernel under the assumptions 1-) and (|1.8)), i.e. such that 0 < ’y* < glx,y,r) <
v* for 0 < v, < 1 < ~*. In this case, we have a simple comparison of the capacities.

Theorem 5.4. For any subset F' C €2,

7 Cs(F) < C{(F) <

Proof. We first show it for a compact set E C . Let u be the (s, G.)-capacitary potential of E, and @ be
the s-capacitary potential of E. Since # >~ 1 on E, we can choose v = 4 € K% in to get

O3(E) = (Lyu.u) < (Lyu, )

*2
YV lull g ey 12l g ) < ||UHH5 (@) + HUHHs(Q
1 7*2 1 7*2
S T OJ(E) = ZCY(E (B
< 3G+ T-Cu(B) = 50U(B) + T —Cu(E)

by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the coercivity of g. Similarly, we can choose v = u € K%, for (5.1)) for
Cs(E), with L3 = (—A)®, using again the coercivity of g, and obtain

Cs(E) =((=A)"u,u) < ((=A)°8,u)

_ — 112 2
<Nl g o1l g ) < 5““”1{;(9) + 5”“”1{;(9)

1 1 1 1
< —_ —_— S = -
< 5Cu(B) + TR SC(E) + o

CI(E).
Finally, we can extend this result for general sets F' C ) by taking the supremum over all compact sets
Ein F. O

As a simple application, we consider the corresponding nonlinear nonlocal obstacle problem in L2 ().
This extends some results of [53] and [1] (see also [46]). See also Propositions 4.18 and 5.1 of [4], Wthh gives
the existence result in the local classical case of W, ?(Q).

Theorem 5.5. Let ¢ be an arbitrary function in L%S (). Suppose that the closed convex set K* is such that
K*={ve H{Q):v>v ge inQ}#0.

Then there is a unique solution to
wekK®: (Liuv—u)>0, YvekK’, (5.3)

which is non-negative and such that

||uHHé‘(Q) S (7*/7*) ’,(/}J'_HL%(Q) - (54)

Moreover, there is a unique measure ps g = Lyu > 0, concentrated on the coincidence set {u = 1} = {u =
YT}, verifying

(Lou,v) = /Qz_)dus,g, Yv € Hy (), (5.5)
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and

" (E><<7*2>H¢+H [cyE))?, VEen (5.6)
AR WETE Lz, @) s ’ ’ '

in particular ps o does not charge on sets of capacity zero.

Proof. By the maximum principle given in Theorem taking v = u 4+ u™, the solution is non-negative.
Hence, the variational inequality is equivalent to solving the variational inequality with K* = ]be
replaced by Kfﬁ. Since T € L%S (Q), by definition, Kfﬁ # () and we can apply the Stampacchia theorem
to obtain a unique non-negative solution. From it follows

2 s s *
’Y*HUHHS(Q) S <‘Cgu7u> S <£gu7v> S Y ||UHH§(Q)||U||H5(Q)7

and we have B
HU||H3(Q) < ('Y*/’Y*)HU”HS(Q) ;o YweKyy,

giving (5.4), by using the definition of the LZ (£)-norm of 1.
The existence of a Radon measure for (5.5) follows exactly as in Theorem [5.1} Finally, recalling the
definitions, it is sufficient to prove (5.6) for any compact subset E C €. But this follows from

*2
= _ s * v + s
fhs,g(E) < /deﬂs,g = (Lyu,v) < ||u||H5(Q)||”HHg(Q) = IHd) ||LzCS(Q)HU||Hg(Q)v Vv € Kg.
Now, recall from Proposition [5.4] that we have

. 2
Cg(E) = ’Y*CS(E) = Vx vlerﬂlg‘jg U”Hg(ﬂ)

thereby obtaining (5.6]). O

Corollary 5.6. If u and @ are the solutions to (5.3)) with non-negative compatible obstacles ¢ and 1& mn
L%, (Q) respectively, then

~ nl/2
lu— @l g0y < Kl =PI
R 1/2
where k= (v/7%) [l¥llzz, o) + 1ll2z o] -

Proof. Since supp(jis g) C {u = ¢} and supp(fis 5) C {@ = ¥} (where s, = Liu and fis 4 = L510), for an

arbitrary w € ]K‘Sw_w, by setting v =« — @ in (5.5) for ps 4 and for fi 4, we have

Vel = @l o) < (Lyu—i,u— i) = (Lyu,u—a) — (Lyit,u— i)

= [ dny = [@=idin, < [ =) dis, ~ [ @b
< ‘/Q W) - ’JJ| d(:u’s,g + ﬂs,g) < /Q'U/d(,uzs,g + ﬂs’g)

D

wdlls,g —|—/ wdfis g = (Lyu, w) + (L, w)
Q

<9 1l g s 1 sy | ol g

*2
"Y S
< - [Wlaa, o0 + 191z, @] oy ) by 6B
Since w is arbitrary in K‘S ) the conclusion follows by the definition of the norm of |¢)—1)| in Ly (). O
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