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Abstract. In this paper we prove existence, uniqueness of weak
solutions of the following nonlocal nonlinear logistic equation

(−∆)spuλ = λuqλ − b(x)urλ in Ω,

uλ = 0 in (Rd\Ω),
uλ > 0 in Ω.

We also prove behavior of uλ with respect to λ, underlining the effect
of the nonlocal operator. We then study the associated parabolic
problem, proving local and global existence, uniqueness and global
behavior such as stabilization, finite time extinction and blow up.

1 Introduction

We study the following nonlocal logistic problem in Ω a bounded regular domain
of Rd, d ≥ 2, 

(−∆)spu = λuq − b(x)ur in Ω,
u = 0 in (Rd\Ω),
u > 0 in Ω,

(Eλ)

where:

• the operator (−∆)sp is the p-fractional Laplacian defined, up to a constant,
for some p ∈ (1,+∞) and s ∈ (0, 1) by:

(−∆)spu(x) = 2P.V.

ˆ
Rd

|u(x)− u(y)|p−2(u(x)− u(y))

|x− y|d+sp
dy

where P.V. stands for Cauchy principal value;
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• the parameters always satisfy q > 0, r > p− 1 and λ > 0;

• the function b ̸≡ 0 is bounded and nonnegative such that b−1({0}) =: Ω0

where Ω0 is C1,1-open set and |Ω0| > 0.

In this paper, we show existence, uniqueness of a weak solution of (Eλ). We
also show qualitative behavior of the solution depending on the parameter λ >
0. We then study the associated parabolic problem where we show existence,
uniqueness and qualitative behavior.
The study of nonlocal operators has recently attracted increasing attention
due to their occurrence in a wide range of physical phenomena characterized
by long-range interactions. Elliptic and parabolic equations involving theses
operators, arise in diverse fields such as finance, physics, fluid dynamics, image
processing, stochastic processes of Lévy type, phase transitions, population
dynamics, optimal control and game theory (see e.g. [13, 27, 30]). Logistic
equations have been vastly studied for their applications in mathematical biology.
Indeed logistic equations can describe population dynamics, where the solution
represent population density. In this optic, taking the term b = 0 on Ω0 can
be seen as representing a negative effect on the population only on a subset of
where the population lives.
The elliptic problem {

(−∆)spu = f(x, u) in Ω,

u = 0 in (Rd\Ω),

have been studied for different source term in the literature see e.g. [8, 11, 17,
21]. As for the logistic problem the local case s = 1, p = 2 has been studied in
[23, 25] where the authors study the case q = 1 to find existence, uniqueness and
behavior depending on λ. The logistic problem for the fractional p-Laplacian
has been in [19] for b = 1 getting existence, nonexistence and uniqueness results.
In this article we treat the questions of existence, uniqueness and qualitative
behavior of the solution depending on the parameter λ. More precisely we use
the mountain pass Theorem to show existence of a weak solution and then using
a Picone type inequality we prove uniqueness as well as a comparison principle
in the subhomogeneous case. We finish the study of the elliptic problem by using
different methods to obtain qualitative behavior depending on the parameter λ.
The main difference between [23, 25] and our work in the case q = p− 1 is the
behavior of uλ depending on λ, in fact in [23, 25] the authors find blow up on
Ω0 and convergence to a degenerate solution on Ω\Ω0, where in our case the
nonlocal operator gives blow up on Ω. We then study the parabolic problem
associated to (Eλ):

∂tu+ (−∆)spu = λuq − b(x)ur in QT ,

u = 0 in (0, T )× Ωc,

u ≥ 0 in QT ,

u(0) = u0 in Ω,

(Pλ)
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where QT = (0, T ) × Ω, u0 ∈ W s,p
0 (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) is nonnegative and λ >

0. Parabolic problems involving the fractional p-Laplacian have been vastly
studied in the literature, see e.g. [1, 9, 26, 29]. The parabolic logistic equation
has also been studied in the local case s = 1, p = 2, e.g. [4] the authors
study global behavior of the parabolic logistic equation for Ω0 non-smooth.
Up to our knowledge the parabolic logistic equation has never been studied
for the fractional p-Laplacian case. We show in this paper existence of a
bounded weak solution using a discretization method similarly as in [9] and
uniqueness utilizing Gronwall’s Lemma. Next, in the subhomogeneous case,
using comparison principle and a sub-supersolution technique we show convergence
of the solution of the parabolic problem to the solution of (Eλ). Finally using
energy method as well as Sattinger stable and unstable sets we show extinction
and blow up of our solution.

1.1 Preliminaries and main results

We first present the functional settings, for additional references we refer for
instance [6, 12]. The fractional Sobolev space W s,p(Rd) is defined as:

W s,p(Rd) =

{
u ∈ Lp(Rd) |

ˆ
Rd×Rd

|u(x)− u(y)|p

|x− y|d+sp
dxdy <∞

}
,

associated with the natural norm:

∥u∥W s,p(Rd) =

(ˆ
Rd

|u|pdx+

ˆ
Rd×Rd

|u(x)− u(y)|p

|x− y|d+sp
dxdy

) 1
p

.

The reflexive Banach spaceW s,p
0 (Ω) is defined byW s,p

0 (Ω) =
{
u ∈W s,p(Rd) | u =

0 on Rd\Ω
}
, with the Banach norm

∥u∥W s,p
0 (Ω) =

(ˆ
Rd×Rd

|u(x)− u(y)|p

|x− y|d+sp
dxdy

) 1
p

,

equivalent to ∥u∥W s,p(Rd). For sp < d and m ∈ [1, dp
d−sp ], we have the continuous

embedding W s,p
0 (Ω) ↪→ Lm(Ω) and if m < dp

d−sp the embedding is compact

(see e.g. [12, Coro. 7.2]). For sp ≥ d, we have the compact embedding
W s,p

0 (Ω) ↪→ Lr(Ω) for all r ∈ [1,+∞).

By the definition of the fractional p-Laplacian, we have for any u, v ∈W s,p
0 (Ω):

⟨(−∆)spu, v⟩ =
ˆ

Rd×Rd

|u(x)− u(y)|p−2(u(x)− u(y))(v(x)− v(y))

|x− y|d+sp
dxdy.

Let λ1(ω) be the first eigenvalue for a general bounded regular domain ω

λ1(ω) = inf
v∈W s,p

0 (ω)\{0}

∥v∥p
W s,p

0 (ω)

∥v∥pLp(ω)

,
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then we have that ω 7→ λ1(ω) is decreasing in the sense that for Ω1 ⊂ Ω2 such
that |Ω2\Ω1| > 0 we have λ1(Ω1) > λ1(Ω2).
In this work, We consider the notion of weak solution of problem (Eλ) defined
as follows:

Definition 1.1 (Weak solution). We call a weak solution of (Eλ) a positive
function u ∈W s,p

0 (Ω) such that for any ϕ ∈W s,p
0 (Ω)

⟨(−∆)spu, ϕ⟩ =
ˆ
Ω

(λuq − b(x)ur)ϕdx. (1.1)

For q ≤ p− 1, we define the set

Λq =

{
(0,+∞) if q < p− 1
(λ1(Ω), λ1(Ω0)) if q = p− 1.

We recall the existence theorem involving the set Λq :

Theorem 1.2. Problem (Eλ) admits a unique weak solution uλ iff λ ∈ Λq.
Furthermore, for any λ, µ ∈ Λq, uλ belongs to Cs(Rd) satisfying uλ ≥ cd(·,Ωc)s

in Ω and for λ < µ, we have uλ ≤ uµ in Ω.

The existence and the regularity come from Theorem 1 and Lemma 2.3 in [21]
and from the Hopf Lemma [11, Th. 1.5]. The comparison principle is etablished
by Proposition 2.2.
We extend the previous existence result considering the superlinear case.

Theorem 1.3. Let q ∈ (p − 1, p∗ − 1) and r < q. For any λ > 0, (Eλ) admits
at least a weak solution belonging to Cs(Rd).

Remark 1.4. The case r < q is not studied in the article [19] but the proof of
Theorem 1.3 still holds for positive functions b ∈ L∞(Ω).

The next result provides the uniform behaviour of the sequence (uλ)λ as λ goes
to the boundaries of Λq:

Theorem 1.5. Let the sequence (uλ)λ∈Λq
defined by Theorem 1.2. Then:

(i) (uλ)λ blows up uniformly on compact subsets of Ω (i.e. for any K compact
subset of Ω, minK uλ → +∞) as λ→ supΛq under the additional condition
p ≥ 2 if q < p− 1.
More precisely, the sequence (uλ)λ blows up uniformly on compact subsets
of Ω0 in any case without additional hypothesis.

(ii) (uλ)λ converges uniformly to 0 as λ→ inf Λq.

For q = p − 1, this results differs from the local case. In [23], the authors
study the problem (Eλ) involving the Laplacian operator, they obtain the blow-
up only in Ω0 and the convergence to the minimal large positive solution of a
singular problem on Ω\Ω0. Similar results are also obtained in the case of the
p−Lapacian operator see [14].
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In our case, the nonlocality of the operator which considers the far effects implies
that the blow-up in Ω\Ω0.
We now state the result on the associated parabolic problem (Pλ) where we
consider the class of weak solutions in the following framework

XT = {v ∈ L∞(QT ) | ∂tv ∈ L2(QT )} ∩ L∞(0, T ;W s,p
0 (Ω))

and

Definition 1.6 (Weak solution). A nonnegative function u ∈ XT is a weak
solution of (Pλ) if u(0, ·) = u0 a.e. in Ω such that for any t ∈ [0, T ]:

ˆ t

0

ˆ
Ω

∂tuϕ dxdτ +

ˆ t

0

⟨(−∆)spu, ϕ⟩ dτ =

ˆ t

0

ˆ
Ω

(λuq − b(x)ur)ϕdxdτ, (1.2)

for any ϕ ∈ L1(0, T ;W s,p
0 (Ω)) ∩ L2(QT ).

We define the operator A : v 7→ Av = (−∆)spv + b(x)|v|r−1v and its domain

D(A) = {v ∈W s,p
0 (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) | Av ∈ L∞(Ω)}.

Remark 1.7. By Proposition 2.1 of [9], the operator A satisfies the comparison
principle i.e. for any u, v ∈W s,p(Rd) such that u ≤ v a.e. in Rd\Ω and

⟨Au, φ⟩ ≤ ⟨Au, φ⟩

for any φ ∈W s,p
0 (Ω), φ ≥ 0. Then u ≤ v a.e. in Ω.

We have the following theorem of existence, uniqueness and regularity.

Theorem 1.8. Let u0 ∈ W s,p
0 (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω). Then, there exists T > 0 and

u ∈ C([0, T ),W s,p
0 (Ω)) such that for any T ′ < T , u is a weak solution of (Pλ)

on QT ′ . Additionally we have

• if q ≤ 1 or
(
q ∈ (0, p − 1] and λ < supΛq

)
then the solution u is global

i.e. T = +∞,

• if q ≥ 1, then the weak solution is unique,

• if q ≥ 1 and u0 ∈ D(A) then u ∈ C([0, T ], C0(Ω)).

Remark 1.9. When q ≥ 1, the uniqueness of the weak solution gives as for [9,
Th. 1.5] the existence of maximum life time of the solution:

Tmax = sup{T > 0 | u is the weak solution u of (Pλ) on QT }.

And if Tmax <∞ then ||u||L∞(Ω) → ∞ as t→ Tmax.
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Theorem 1.10. Let q ≤ p − 1 and λ ∈ Λq. Let u0 ∈ W s,p
0 (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) such

that u0 ≥ cd(·, Ω̃c)s for some Ω̃ ⊂ Ω a enough regular open subset. In addition
if q = p − 1 we assume Ω0 ⊂ Ω̃. Let u be the global solution of (Pλ) obtained
by Theorem 1.8. Then, u(t) → uλ as t → +∞ in Lm(Ω) for any m < ∞.
Additionally if q > 1 and u0 ≤ Cd(·,Ωc)s then u(t) → uλ as t → +∞ in
L∞(Ω).

Theorem 1.11. Let q = p− 1, Ω̃ ⊂ Ω0 a regular open subset and u0 such that
u ≥ cd(·, Ω̃c)s. If λ ≥ λ1(Ω̃) then limt→Tmax

∥u(t)∥L∞(Ω) = +∞.

Lemma 1.12. Let q = p− 1, λ > λ1(Ω0) and u0 ∈ W s,p
0 (Ω) nonnegative such

that u0 ≥ Cd(·,Ωc
0)

s. If p ≤ 2 then ∥u∥L2(Ω0) → ∞ as t → ∞ where u is the
solution of (Pλ) and if p > 2 then Tmax < +∞.

We define on W s,p
0 (Ω0) the energy functional

E0(v) =
1

p
∥v∥p

W s,p
0 (Ω0)

− λ

q + 1
∥v∥q+1

Lq+1(Ω0)
,

and set the following condition on u0:

∃v0 ∈W s,p
0 (Ω0) ∩ L∞(Ω0) such that u0 ≥ v0 and E0(v0) < 0. (H)

Theorem 1.13. Let λ > 0, q > p−1, u0 ∈W s,p
0 (Ω)∩L∞(Ω) and u the solution

of (Pλ) then

(i) If q > 1 and (H) holds then Tmax < +∞,

(ii) if q = 1 and (H) holds then ∥u∥L2(Ω0) → +∞ as t→ +∞,

(iii) if q < 1 and (H) holds then sup(0,+∞) ∥u∥L∞(Ω0) = +∞,

(iv) if q ≤ 1 and ∥u0∥L∞(Ω) small enough then there exists t0 < ∞ such that
u(t) = 0 for all t ≥ t0.

In order to generalize the last theorem in the case q ≤ p∗ − 1 we define the
unstable set

V = {v ∈W s,p
0 (Ω0) | E0(v) < m, I(v) < 0},

wherem = infv∈W s,p
0 (Ω0)\{0} supθ>0E0(vθ) and I(v) = ∥v∥p

W s,p
0 (Ω0)

−λ∥v∥q+1
Lq+1(Ω0)

.

We also define the following functionnals and set:

Ẽ(v) =
1

p
(∥v∥p

W s,p
0 (Ω)

− λ∥v∥pLp(Ω)), Ĩ(v) = ∥v∥p
W s,p

0 (Ω0)
− λ∥v∥q+1

Lq+1(Ω0)
,

W̃ = {v ∈W s,p
0 (Ω) | Ẽ(v) < m, Ĩ(v) > 0} ∩ {0}.

Then we can define the following conditions on u0:

∃v0 ∈ V ∩ L∞(Ω0) such that u0 ≥ v0, (H1)

∃v0 ∈ W̃ ∩ L∞(Ω) such that v0 ≥ u0. (H2)
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Theorem 1.14. Let λ > 0, q > p−1, u0 ∈W s,p
0 (Ω)∩L∞(Ω) and u the solution

of problem (Pλ) then

• If q > 1 and (H1) holds then Tmax < +∞,

• if q = 1 and (H1) holds then ∥u∥L2(Ω0) → +∞ as t→ +∞,

• if q < 1 and (H1) holds then sup(0,+∞) ∥u∥L∞(Ω0) = +∞,

• let (H2) holds then Tmax = +∞ and u → 0 in Lr(Ω) for all r < ∞ as
t→ +∞.

Let us summarize the results and main contributions to the literature.

• Theorem 1.3 generalizes the existing existence Theorems of the elliptic
logistic equation for other powers.

• Theorem 1.5 proves the qualitative behavior of the solution of (Eλ) depending
on λ highlighting the differences between the local and nonlocal cases. In
fact, for q = p− 1, in the nonlocal case we obtain the uniform blow up on
the entire space Ω. In the local case the authors obtain uniform blow up
only on Ω0 and convergence on Ωc

0 to the bounded solution of a degenerate
solution.

• for the parabolic problem, Theorems 1.8 to 1.14 generalize the parabolic
p-fractional equation that has been studied for different source types (see
e.g.[1, 9, 26, 29]). They also generalize the parabolic logistic equation that
has been mainly in the local linear case in [3, 4].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we prove the results
on the elliptic problem. In particular we prove the qualitative behavior of the
solution depending on λ in Section 2.1. Section 3 is dedicated to the parabolic
problem. More precisely we prove Theorem 1.8 in Section 3.1 and Theorems
1.10 to 1.14 in Sections 3.2 and 3.3.

2 The elliptic problem

We start with a comparison principle for problem (Eλ).

Definition 2.1 (Sub- and supersolution). We say that u is a subsolution (resp.
supersolution) of (Eλ) if u is a nonnegative function belonging to W s,p(Ω) such
that u ≤ 0 (resp. u ≥ 0) in Rd\Ω and satisfies for any ϕ ∈W s,p

0 (Ω), ϕ ≥ 0:

⟨(−∆)spu, ϕ⟩ ≤
ˆ
Ω

(λuq − bur)ϕdx, (resp. ≥).

Proposition 2.2. Assume q ≤ p − 1. Let u, v ∈ W s,p
0 (Ω) such that u, v ∈

[cd(·,Ωc)s, Cd(·,Ωc)s] and are respectivly super and subsolution of (Eλ). Then
u ≥ v a.e. in Ω.
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Remark 2.3. Proposition 2.2 still works for b = 0, thus we have a comparison
principle for the subhomogeneous equation: (−∆)spu = λuq where q ≤ p− 1.

Proof. Defining uϵ = u+ ϵ, vϵ = v+ ϵ and Ψϵ = (uϵ− vp
ϵ

up−1
ϵ

)−, Φϵ = (vϵ− up
ϵ

vp−1
ϵ

)+

in Ω and Ψ = Φ = 0 in RN\Ω where f+, f− are respectively the positive and
negative part of f such that f = f− + f+. Under the conditions on u and v, we
have that Ψϵ, Φϵ ∈ L∞(Ω) ∩W s,p

0 (Ω). Using Ψϵ ≤ 0 and u is supersolution, as
well as Ψϵ ≥ 0 and v is subsolution, we get:

⟨(−∆)spu,Ψϵ⟩+ ⟨(−∆)spv,Φϵ⟩

≤ Iϵ :=

ˆ
{u<v}

(λuq − bur)Ψϵ + (λvq − bvr)Φϵ dx
(2.1)

We have

⟨(−∆)spu,Ψϵ⟩+⟨(−∆)spv,Φϵ⟩ =
ˆ
{u<v}2

W (x, y) dxdy+2

ˆ
{u<v}×{u>v}

W̃ (x, y) dxdy

where using the notation (t)p−1 = |t|p−2t:

W (x, y) = (vϵ(x)− vϵ(y))
p−1
(
(vϵ −

upϵ

vp−1
ϵ

)(x)− (vϵ −
upϵ

vp−1
ϵ

)(y)
)

+ (uϵ(x)− uϵ(y))
p−1
(
(uϵ −

vpϵ

up−1
ϵ

)(x)− (uϵ −
vpϵ

up−1
ϵ

)(y)
)
≥ 0.

by [7, Proposition 4.2] and

W̃ (x, y) = (uϵ(x)− uϵ(y))
p−1(uϵ −

vpϵ

up−1
ϵ

)(x) + (vϵ(x)− vϵ(y))
p−1(vϵ −

upϵ

vp−1
ϵ

)(x)

=

((
1− uϵ(y)

uϵ(x)

)p−1

−
(
1− vϵ(y)

vϵ(x)

)p−1
)
(upϵ (x)− vpϵ (x)) ≥ 0

since the mapping s → (1 − s)p−1 is decreasing on R+ and uϵ(y)
uϵ(x)

≤ uϵ(y)
uϵ(x)

on

{u < v} × {u > v}, hence Iϵ ≥ 0. Under the conditions on u, v the dominated
convergence Theorem yields as ϵ→ 0:

Iϵ →
ˆ
{u<v}

λ(up − vp)(uq−p+1 − vq−p+1)− b(up − vp)(ur−p+1 − vr−p+1) dx,

Assume that |{u < v}| > 0, the integral Iϵ is negative for ϵ small enough since
q ≤ p− 1 < r, which is absurd, thus we have that u ≥ v a.e. in Ω.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. We use the mountain pass Theorem see for instance [2,
Th 2.4]. We define, for any v ∈W s,p

0 (Ω):

J(v) :=
1

p
∥v∥p

W s,p
0 (Ω)

− λ

q + 1
∥v∥q+1

q+1 +

ˆ
Ω

b
|v|r+1

r + 1
dx.
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Then J ∈ C1(W s,p
0 (Ω),R) and

J ′(u).v = ⟨(−∆)spu, v⟩ − λ

ˆ
Ω

|u|q−1uv dx+

ˆ
Ω

b|u|r−1uv dx.

Since q + 1 < p∗ and b ≥ 0, we have for some C > 0:

J(v) ≥ ∥v∥p
W s,p

0 (Ω)

(
1

p
− C

λ

q + 1
∥v∥q+1−p

W s,p
0 (Ω)

)
,

and from q + 1 > p, we deduce that J(0) = 0 is a local minimum.
Let ϕ ∈W s,p

0 (Ω0), then

J(tϕ) = tp
1

p
∥ϕ∥p

W s,p
0 (Ω)

− tq+1 λ

q + 1
∥ϕ∥q+1

q+1 < 0

for t big enough, with continuity there exists t0 > 0 such that J(ϕt0) = 0.
Let now show that J satisfies the Palais-Smale condition. Let (un)n ⊂W s,p

0 (Ω)
with |J(un)| ≤ C and |J ′(un)| → 0 when n → ∞. We have in particular, for n
big enough:

|J ′(un).un| ≤ ||un||W s,p
0 (Ω),

giving

−∥un∥pW s,p
0 (Ω)

+ λ∥un∥q+1
q+1 −

ˆ
Ω

b|un|r+1 ≤ ∥un∥W s,p
0 (Ω). (2.2)

and with J(un) bounded:

1

p
∥un∥pW s,p

0 (Ω)
+

ˆ
Ω

b
|un|r+1

r + 1
≤ C +

λ

q + 1
∥un∥q+1

q+1. (2.3)

Combining (2.2) and (2.3):

(
q + 1

p
− 1)∥un∥pW s,p

0 (Ω)
+ (

q + 1

r + 1
− 1)

ˆ
Ω

b|un|r+1 ≤ ∥un∥W s,p
0 (Ω) − C,

with q + 1 > p and q > r we have un bounded in W s,p
0 (Ω) and un ⇀ u in

W s,p
0 (Ω) up to a subsequence. Using the compact embeddings and q, r < p∗ − 1

we have:

−λ
ˆ
Ω

|un|q−1un(un − u) +

ˆ
Ω

b|un|r−1un(un − u) → 0,

with J ′(un).(un − u) → 0 we have ⟨(−∆)spun, un − u⟩ → 0 and combined with
un ⇀ u in W s,p

0 (Ω) we have:

⟨(−∆)spun − (−∆)spu, un − u⟩ → 0,

which gives un → u in W s,p
0 (Ω). Thus J verifies the Palay-Smale condition and

there exists a weak solution u ∈W s,p
0 (Ω).
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Using [17, Th 3.1] we have that u is bounded and with [18, Th 2.7] u ∈ Cs(Rd).
We now show that u > 0 in Ω. With J(u) < 0 we have that u ̸= 0. And with
||u(x)| − |u(y)|| ≤ |u(x) − u(y)| we have J(|u|) ≤ J(u) thus the critical value
of J given by the mountain pass is attained for a nonnegative u. We also have
(−∆)spu ≥ −||b||∞||u||r−p+1

∞ up−1 then using [11, Th. 1.4] we have u > 0 in
Ω.

2.1 Asymptotic behavior

In this section, we establish Theorem 1.5. Subsection 2.1.1 gives the proof of
(i). The second point is obtained by Theorem 2.7. We also study the behaviour
of the sequence of solutions in the superlinear case in subsection 2.1.3.

2.1.1 As λ→ supΛq

We first show uniform blow up on compact subset of Ω0 when λ→ supΛq using
a method similar as in [23]. For this, for the case q = p − 1, we introduce an
auxiliary eigenvalue problem: let µ > 0,

(−∆)spψµ = λµψ
p−1
µ − µb(x)ψp−1

µ in Ω,

ψµ = 0 in (Rd\Ω),
ψµ > 0 in Ω,

(Qµ)

We first have:

Theorem 2.4. For any µ > 0, there exist λµ ∈ (0, λ1(Ω0)) and a positive
function ψµ ∈W s,p

0 (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω), and ∥ψµ∥Lp(Ω) = 1, such that

λµ = inf
w∈W s,p

0 (Ω),∥w∥Lp(Ω)=1
∥w∥p

W s,p
0 (Ω)

+ µ

ˆ
Ω

b|w|p dx

= ∥ψµ∥pW s,p
0 (Ω)

+ µ

ˆ
Ω

b|ψµ|p dx.

Moreover, the sequence (ψµ, λµ)µ converges to (ψ1,Ω0
, λ1(Ω0)) in C(Ω) × R as

µ→ +∞ where ψ1,Ω0
is the normalized eigenfunction associated to λ1(Ω0).

Proof. The existence of (ψµ, λµ)µ is given by Theorem 3.4 in [10]. Moreover
Remark 3.5 and Lemma 3.2 of [10] imply Ψµ > 0 on Ω and from [15, Theorem
3.2], we get that ψµ ∈ L∞(Ω).
By definition of λµ, the sequence (λµ)µ is nonincreasing and for any w ∈
W s,p

0 (Ω0) ⊂W s,p
0 (Ω), ∥w∥Lp(Ω0) = 1, we have

∥ψµ∥pW s,p
0 (Ω)

+ µ

ˆ
Ω

b|ψµ|p dx = λµ ≤ ||w||p
W s,p

0 (Ω)
= ||w||p

W s,p
0 (Ω0)

.

By taking w the first eigenfunction associated to λ1(Ω0), we have λµ ≤ λ1(Ω0).
We also deduce that the sequence (ψµ)µ is bounded in W s,p

0 (Ω) andˆ
Ω

bψp
µ dx→ 0 as µ→ ∞. (2.4)
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Then, up to a subsequence, there exist ψ ∈W s,p
0 (Ω) and λ∞ ∈ (0, λ1(Ω0)] such

that ψµ ⇀ ψ in W s,p
0 (Ω) and by compact embedding ψµ → ψ in Lp(Ω), a.e. in

Ω and λµ → λ∞ as µ→ +∞.
Furthermore (2.4) implies that

´
Ω
bϕp = 0 thus ϕ = 0 on Ωc

0 and ψ ∈W s,p
0 (Ω0).

For any µ > 0, (−∆)spψµ ≤ λ1(Ω0)ψ
p−1
µ in Ω and noting that Theorem 3.2

in [15] is still valid for positive subsolutions as ψµ, this yields that (ψµ)µ is
uniformly bounded in L∞(Ω).
From [18, Th 2.7], we deduce that (ψµ)µ is uniformly bounded in Cs(Rd) and
hence (ψµ)µ is equicontinuous in C(K) for any K compact set of Rd and thus
Ascoli-Arzela Theorem gives, up to a subsequence, ψµ → ψ on C(Ω).
Also, since ψµ is bounded in W s,p

0 (Ω) we have

Ψµ(x, y) =
|ψµ(x)− ψµ(y)|p−2

|x− y|(d+sp)/p′ (ψµ(x)− ψµ(y))

bounded in Lp′
(Rd×Rd). Using compact embedding we get pointwise convergence

and thus we can identify:

Ψµ ⇀
|ψ(x)− ψ(y)|p−2

|x− y|(d+sp)/p′ (ψ(x)− ψ(y)),

in Lp′
(Rd×Rd). Which gives ⟨(−∆)spψµ, ϕ⟩ → ⟨(−∆)spψ, ϕ⟩ for any ϕ ∈W s,p

0 (Ω).
Finally, taking ϕ ∈W s,p

0 (Ω0) we have:

⟨(−∆)spψµ, ϕ⟩ = λµ

ˆ
Ω0

ψp−1
µ ϕ,

and using passing to the limit µ→ ∞, we have λµ → λ∞, and get:

⟨(−∆)spψ, ϕ⟩ = λ∞

ˆ
Ω0

ψp−1ϕ,

by Theorem 3.7 in [10] since ||ψµ||Lp(Ω) = 1 we deduce that λ∞ = λ1(Ω0) and
ψ = ψ1,Ω0

.
We now show that λµ < λ1(Ω0), first assume λµ = λ1(Ω0) for some µ. Then,
ψ1,Ω0 satisfies:

∥ψ1,Ω0
∥p
W s,p

0 (Ω)
+ µ

ˆ
Ω

b|ψ1,Ω0
|p dx = λ1(Ω0) = λµ.

Hence ψ1,Ω0 is a nonnegative solution of (Qµ) and ψ1,Ω0 > 0 a.e. in Ω by [10,
Th. 2.9] which contradicts ψ1,Ω0 ∈W s,p

0 (Ω0).

We have the following result of uniform blow up on Ω0.

Theorem 2.5. The sequence (uλ)λ blows up uniformly on compact subsets of
Ω0 as λ→ supΛq.

11



Proof. Consider first the case q = p− 1, then supΛq = λ1(Ω0).
Let µ > 0, taking ψµ and λµ defined by Theorem 2.4 and renormalizing ψµ such

that ||ψµ||∞ = 1, we define uλ = µ
1

r−p+1ψµ which satisfies

(−∆)spuλ = λµu
p−1
λ − burλψ

p−1−r
µ .

Since r > p − 1 and ||ψµ||∞ = 1, we get for any λ close enough to λ1(Ω0) i.e.
λµ ≤ λ < λ1(Ω0)

(−∆)spuλ ≤ λup−1
λ − burλ (2.5)

hence uλ is a subsolution.

Thus, Proposition 2.2 implies that uλ ≥ µ
1

r−p+1ψµ a.e. in Ω for λ ∈ [λµ, λ1(Ω0)).
Hence taking µ goes to +∞, Theorem 2.4 insures the conclusion of the proof in
the case q = p− 1.
Consider now the case q < p − 1, then supΛq = +∞. Let V be the unique
solution of the following problem

(−∆)spV = V q in Ω0,

V = 0 in (Rd\Ω0),

V > 0 in Ω0.

The solution V is obtained by minimization and satisfies V ≥ Cd(·,Ωc
0)

s for
some constant C > 0 (see for instance Theorem 4.3 in [9]).

Define, for any λ ≥ 1, vλ = λ
1

p−1−q V .
Since the solution uλ of (Eλ) is a supersolution of (−∆)spw = λwq in Ω0, Remark

2.3 implies that uλ ≥ vλ a.e. in Ω0. Hence uλ ≥ vλ ≥ Cλ
1

p−1−q d(·,Ωc
0)

s and we
conclude the blow-up of uλ on the compact subsets of Ω0.

Theorem 2.6. The sequence (uλ)λ blows up uniformly on compact subsets of
Ω as λ→ supΛq under an additional condition p ≥ 2 if q < p− 1.

Proof. Let K be a compact subset of Ω, there exists ω ⊂ Ω0 verifying ω ⊂ Ω0

and κ = d(ω,K) > 0.
Let η ≤ 1

2 min(d(K, ∂Ω), κ), we consider the finite family (xk) ⊂ K such that
K ⊂

⋃
B(xk, r) where r <

η
2 .

For any k, we consider O = B(xk, 2r) ⊂ Ω and we have that d(ω,O) > 0.
We define vλ = uλ − uλ1ω then by [20, Lemma 2.8], vλ satisfies in the weak
sense on W s,p

0 (O)
(−∆)spvλ + bvrλ = λuqλ + hλ (2.6)

where, for any x ∈ O, we have, using the notation (t)p−1 = |t|p−2t

hλ(x) = 2

ˆ
ω

(uλ(x))
p−1 − (uλ(x)− uλ(y))

p−1

|x− y|d+sp
dy.

First, for q = p − 1, we choose α > 0 a suitable parameter independent of λ
small enough such that for any x ∈ O, we have

λup−1
λ (x) + hλ(x) ≥ 2

ˆ
ω

(1 + α)(uλ(x))
p−1 − (uλ(x)− uλ(y))

p−1

|x− y|d+sp
dy, (2.7)

12



Noting that, for any t0 > 0, t ≥ 0, (1 + α)tp−1 − (t− t0)
p−1 ≥ cpt

p−1
0 where the

constant cp depends on α and p. Hence, we obtain , for any x ∈ O

hλ(x) + λup−1
λ (x) ≥ 2cp

ˆ
ω

(uλ(y))
p−1

|x− y|d+sp
dy ≥ C(inf

ω
uλ)

p−1 (2.8)

where C depends on ω, s, p, d, O.
Now consider the case q < p − 1 where p ≥ 2. The inequality (A.1.2) implies
directly that for any x ∈ O

hλ(x) ≥ C(inf
ω
uλ)

p−1.

Hence, the inequality (2.8) holds for q < p− 1 and p ≥ 2.
Thus by Theorem 2.5, we deduce in any case that the right hand side in (2.6)
can be chosen large enough in O as λ→ supΛq.
Consider now w ∈W s,p

0 (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) the positive solution of{
(−∆)spw = 1 in O,
w = 0 in (Rd\O),

satisfying w ≥ Cd(·,Oc)s for some constant C (see [11, Theorem 1.5]).
Then, setting wR = Rw, we have that for any R > 0 and for λ close enough to
supΛq, for any φ ∈W s,p

0 (O), φ ≥ 0

⟨(−∆)spwR, φ⟩+
ˆ
O
bwr

Rφdx ≤
ˆ
O

(
Rq + C∥b∥L∞Rr

)
φdx

≤ ⟨(−∆)spvλ, φ⟩+
ˆ
O
bvrλφdx

(2.9)

Taking φ = (wR − vλ)+, we deduce that

uλ = vλ ≥ wR ≥ CRd(·,Oc)s in O

where C > 0 is independent of R.
Finally, we deduce from the previous inequality, for any k, for any R > 0 then
for λ close enough to supΛq,

inf
B(xk,r)

uλ ≥ C̃kR

and hence, by construction, we have that uλ blows up uniformly on the compact
set K.

2.1.2 As λ→ inf Λq

Theorem 2.7. The sequence (uλ)λ converges uniformly to 0 as λ→ inf Λq.
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Proof. From Proposition 2.2, for λ close to inf Λq, we have that the sequence
(uλ)λ is bounded in L∞(Ω).
We deduce taking the test function uλ in (1.1), that the sequence (uλ)λ is aslo
bounded in W s,p

0 (Ω). Then, up to a subsequence and for some u ∈ W s,p
0 (Ω),

uλ ⇀ u in W s,p
0 (Ω) and by Sobolev embedding and interpolation we have the

convergence in Lm(Ω) for any m ≥ 1. Moreover Theorem 1.1 in [20] and Ascoli-
Arzela theorem gives uλ → u in C(Ω).
Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem 2.4, we get that u is a weak solution of{

(−∆)spu+ bur = (inf Λq)u
q in Ω

u = 0 in Rd\Ω.

In the case q < p−1, i.e. inf Λq = 0, w = 0 is the unique solution by Proposition
2.1 in [9] and for q = p− 1, i.e. inf Λq = λ1(Ω), Theorem 1.2 implies u = 0.

2.1.3 For q > p− 1

In this subsection, we get the asymptotic behavior for the superlinear case.
We set Σq ⊆ R+

∗ the set of λ such that (Eλ) admits a weak solution. We denote
that for q ≤ p− 1, Σq = Λq by Theorem 1.2 and for r and q as in Theorem 1.3
we have Σq = (0,+∞).

Theorem 2.8. Let q > p − 1. Assume that inf Σq = 0, then the sequence
(||uλ||∞)λ∈Σq

goes to ∞ as λ→ 0.

Proof. Let (λn) be a minimizing sequence of Σq. It suffices to show that
any subsequences of (un) := (uλn) are unbounded. For that, we argue by
contradiction assuming that there exists (λn′) such that ||un′ ||∞ ≤ M for any
n′. Taking un′ as test function in (1.1), this yields

||un′ ||p
W s,p

0 (Ω)
≤ λn′

ˆ
Ω

uqn′ dx ≤ λn′Mq+1−p||un′ ||pp.

Hence, for n′ large enough we obtain a contradiction with the Poincaré inequality
since un′ ̸≡ 0.

3 The parabolic problem

3.1 Existence and properties of solutions

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.8. We start by proving the local existence.

Theorem 3.1. Let u0 ∈ W s,p
0 (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) and let q > 0. Then, there exists

T∗ ∈ (0,+∞] such that, for any T < T∗, (Pλ) admits a weak solution on QT

belonging to C([0, T ], Lm(Ω)) for any m ∈ [1,+∞).

Proof. The proof follows the ones of Theorem 3.1 and Corollary 3.2 in [9]
adapting some points. For the convenience of the readers, we only give the
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idea of the proof and the important points which are necessary for the other
proofs. First, we replace the operator (−∆)sp by the operator A which satisfies
maximum principle by Remark 1.7 and defining, for some R > 0, the truncated
problem 

∂tu+Au = λmin(R, u)q in QT ,

u = 0 in (0, T )× Ωc,

u ≥ 0 in QT ,

u(0) = u0 in Ω.

(Pλ,R)

We also consider the associated discretization scheme of (Pλ,R):
un − un−1

∆t
+Aun = λmin(R, un−1)

q in Ω,

un = 0 in Rd\Ω,
un ≥ 0 in Ω

(3.1)

where ∆t = T
N for some N ∈ N∗. The sequence (un) is well defined and bounded

in L∞(Ω), more precisely, we have for 1 ≤ n ≤ N

∥un∥L∞(Ω) ≤ ∥u0∥L∞(Ω) + λTRq. (3.2)

Then we define the functions u∆t = un and ũ∆t = ·−tn−1

∆t (un − un−1) + un−1

defined on [(n− 1)∆t, n∆t) for 1 ≤ n ≤ N which satisfy

∂tũ∆t +Au∆t = λuq∆t(· −∆t) in QT .

As in the proof of Theorem 3.1 in [9], we obtain estimates of the sequences
(u∆t)∆t and (ũ∆t)∆t which imply the convergence in suitable spaces.
Hence, for any T > 0 and for anyR, we get a weak solution of the problem (Pλ,R)
(in the sense of Definition 1.6) uR ∈ C([0, T ], Lm(Ω)), for anym ∈ [1,+∞) limits
of (u∆t)∆t and (ũ∆t)∆t and satisfying

∥uR∥L∞(QT ) ≤ ∥u0∥L∞(Ω) + λTRq. (3.3)

The previous inequality comes from (3.2).
Finally, as in the proof of Corollary 3.2 of [9], we deduce the existence of T∗ =
T∗(q, u0, λ) such that for suitable R > 0, ∥uR∥L∞(QT ) < R for any T < T∗ and
hence uR is a weak solution of (Pλ) on QT .

Remark 3.2. Note that, by construction, uR is a mild solution of (Pλ,R).

Remark 3.3. As in Corollary 3.2 of [9], we have that T∗ = +∞ when q < 1
and T∗ = 1

λ when q = 1.

Theorem 3.4. Let u0 ∈ W s,p
0 (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω). Assume q ∈ (0, p − 1] and λ <

supΛq. Then, for any T > 0, (Pλ) admits a weak solution on QT belonging to
C([0, T ], Lm(Ω)) for any m ∈ [1,+∞).
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Proof. The proof is close to the one of Theorem 1.4 in [9]. For this reason, we
skip it but we only precise the main changes.
First, we establish the existence of a weak solution uR of (Pλ,R). As in the
proof of Theorem 1.4 in [9], it is sufficient to prove that uR is uniformly bounded
independently in QT of T and R. For that, it suffices to obtain a uniform bound
of the sequence (un) defined by (3.1).
Let λ̃ ∈ Λq such that λ̃ > λ and let ũ be the solution of (Eλ̃) in Õ ⊃ Ω

where the function b is extended by a positive function b̃ on Õ\Ω such that
b̃−1({0}) = Ω0. The function ũ ∈W s,p

0 (Õ) is well defined by Theorem 1.2 since
supΛq only depends on Ω0.
Then, the function u = αũ with α ≥ 1 is a supersolution of (Eλ) in Ω by
Proposition 2.2 and since q ≤ p− 1 < r, .
Moreover, by Theorem 1.2, ũ ≥ C in Ω hence for α large enough we have u ≥ u0
a.e. in Ω and we choose R = ∥u∥L∞(Ω).
Hence by induction argument, we have for any φ ∈W s,p

0 (Ω), φ ≥ 0.

ˆ
Ω

un − u

∆t
φ dxdt+ ⟨Aun −Au, φ⟩ =

ˆ
Ω

un−1 − u

∆t
φ dxdt

+ λ

ˆ
Ω

(uqn−1 − uq)φdxdt ≤ 0,

and we deduce that for any n

0 ≤ un ≤ u and then ∥uR∥L∞(QT ) ≤ ∥u∥L∞(Ω). (3.4)

Then, with the choice of R, uR is a weak solution of Pλ in QT for any T > 0.

Remark 3.5. For any q > 0, we have a comparison principle about the solutions
obtained by Theorem 3.1 and 3.4. Indeed it arises from the discretization scheme,
Remark 1.7 and an induction argument.

Proposition 3.6. Let u0 ∈W s,p
0 (Ω)∩L∞(Ω). Assume either q ∈ (0, p−1] and

λ < supΛq or q ≤ 1. Then, there exists uglob ∈ L∞
loc((0,+∞), L∞(Ω)) such that

uglob is a weak solution of (Pλ) on QT for any T > 0.

Proof. Let T̃ ∈ (0, 1
λ ) fixed and independent of u0. By Theorem (3.1), 3.4 and

Remark 3.3, for any q ≤ 1 or q ≤ p − 1 and λ < supΛq, there exists a weak

solution u1 of (Pλ) on QT̃ . By Definition 1.6, u1(T̃ , ·) belongs to L∞(Ω) ∩
W s,p

0 (Ω) hence we apply either Theorem (3.1) or Theorem 3.4 with the initial
condition u1(T, ·) and we get a weak solution u2 of (Pλ) on QT̃ .
Then we proceed by induction argument to construct a sequence (un) ⊂ XT̃

such that, for any n ∈ N∗, un is a weak solution of (Pλ) on QT̃ with the initial
data un(0) = un−1(T ).
We conclude defining uglob as follows uglob = un+1(·−nT̃ , ·) on [nT̃ , (n+1)T̃ ]×
Ω.

Remark 3.7. For q ∈ (0, p−1] and λ < supΛq, uglob belongs to L
∞([0,∞)×Ω).
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Now we deal with the question of the uniqueness. We get the following result:

Proposition 3.8. Let u0 ∈ W s,p
0 (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) and let T > 0. Assume q ≥ 1.

Then, (Pλ) admits at most a weak solution in sense of Definition 1.6.

Proof. Let u, v be two solutions of (Pλ) on QT . We take ϕ = u− v in (1.2) we
have for any t ≤ T :

1

2
∥(u− v)(t)∥2L2(Ω) ≤

ˆ t

0

ˆ
Ω

λ(uq − vq)(u− v)dxdτ.

and since u, v ∈ L∞(QT ) and the mapping y 7→ yq is locally Lipschitz in R we
have

1

2
∥(u− v)(t)∥2L2(Ω) ≤ C

ˆ t

0

ˆ
Ω

∥(u− v)(τ)∥2L2(Ω)dτ,

finally we conclude applying the Gronwall Lemma.

We introduce the energy functional given by for any v ∈W s,p
0 (Ω):

E(v) =
1

p
∥v∥p

W s,p
0 (Ω)

− λ

q + 1
∥v∥q+1

Lq+1(Ω) +

ˆ
Ω

bvr+1

r + 1
dx.

Then, we obtain

Proposition 3.9. Let u0 ∈ W s,p
0 (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) and let T > 0. Let u the weak

solution of (Pλ) in QT given by Theorem 3.1 or 3.4. Then, u ∈ C([0, T ),W s,p
0 (Ω))

and ˆ t1

t0

ˆ
Ω

|∂tu|2dxdt+ E(u(t1)) = E(u(t0)), (3.5)

for any t0, t1 ∈ [0, T ) such that t1 ≥ t0. Additionally if q ≥ 1, and u0 ∈ D(A)
we have u ∈ C([0, T ], C0(Ω)).

Proof. Let t0 ∈ [0, T ). Proposition 3.4 of [9] implies that for any t ∈ (t0, T )

ˆ t

t0

ˆ
Ω

|∂tu|2 dxdt+
1

p
∥u(t)∥p

W s,p
0 (Ω)

≤ 1

p
∥u(t0)∥pW s,p

0 (Ω)
+

ˆ t

t0

ˆ
Ω

(λuq − bur)∂tu dxdt,

thus ˆ t

t0

ˆ
Ω

|∂tu|2dxdt+ E(u(t)) ≤ E(u(t0)), (3.6)

We have u ∈ L∞(0, T ;W s,p
0 (Ω)) ∩ C([0, T ], Lm(Ω)) for any m ∈ [1,+∞) thus

the mapping t 7→ u(t) is weakly continuous from [0, T ] to W s,p
0 (Ω).

Hence from (3.6) and taking tn → t0 where tn > t0 for any n, we deduce that
lim supn→∞ ∥u(tn)∥W s,p

0 (Ω) ≤ ∥u(t0)∥W s,p
0 (Ω) and from the weak continuity, we

finally get that the right continuity of u in t0 and thus for any t ∈ [0, T ).
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Let h > 0 small enough, choosing as test function τhu(·, ·) = u(·+h,·)−u(·,·)
h in

(1.2) first on [0, t0] and then on [0, t], this yields subtracting the both equations
and by convexity of 1

p∥ · ∥
p
W s,p

0 (Ω)
:

ˆ t

t0

ˆ
Ω

∂tuτhu dxdt+
1

hp

ˆ t+h

t

∥u∥p
W s,p

0 (Ω)
dt

≥ 1

hp

ˆ t0+h

t0

∥u∥p
W s,p

0 (Ω)
dt+

ˆ t

t0

ˆ
Ω

(λuq − bur)τhu dxdt.

Since ∂tu ∈ L2(QT ), u ∈ L∞(QT ) ∩ L∞(0, T ;W s,p
0 (Ω)) and by dominated

convergence, we pass to the limit in the previous inequality as h → 0. Hence
we have for any t ∈ (t0, T )ˆ t

t0

ˆ
Ω

|∂tu|2dxdt+
1

p
∥u(t)∥p

W s,p
0 (Ω)

≥ 1

p
∥u(t0)∥pW s,p

0 (Ω)
+

ˆ t

t0

ˆ
Ω

(λuq − bur)∂tu dxdt,

which give the equality in (3.1) and also in (3.6).
Finally, in (3.5), for tn → t with tn ≤ t we deduce that lim sup ∥u(tn)∥W s,p

0 (Ω) =
∥u(t)∥W s,p

0 (Ω) and plugging with the weak continuity we establish the right

continuity of u. Thus u ∈ C([0, T ),W s,p
0 (Ω)).

We now take q ≥ 1 and u0 ∈ D(A) and show that u ∈ C([0, T ], C0(Ω)). We
consider the discretization scheme given by (3.1) at the range n− 1 and n then
Proposition A.2 implies

∥un − un−1∥L∞(Ω) ≤ (1 + C∆tλ)∥un−1 − un−2∥L∞(Ω),

where the constant C is independent of n.Using discrete Gronwall’s Lemma, we
get for any n ∈ N∗

∥un − un−1∥L∞(Ω) ≤ ∥u1 − u0∥L∞(Ω)e
CλT .

Since u0 ∈ D(A), applying again Proposition A.2 we have

∥un − un−1∥L∞(Ω) ≤ ∆t∥λuq0 −Au0∥L∞(Ω)e
CλT = C(u0, T )∆t. (3.7)

Hence, plugging (3.2),(3.4) and (3.7), we deduce that for any n ∈ N∗

∥(−∆)spun∥L∞(Ω) ≤ λ∥un−1∥qL∞(Ω) + ∥burn∥L∞(Ω) + ∥un − un−1

∆t
∥L∞(Ω) ≤ C,

and (un)n is bounded in Cs(Rd) by Theorem 2.7 in [18].
The Ascoli Theorem implies up to a subsequence, for any t ∈ [0, T ], ũ∆t(t)
converges to u(t) in L∞(Ω) and ũ∆t(t) converges u(t) in C

0(Ω).
Since (3.7) holds for any n, (∂tũ∆t)∆t is uniformly bounded in L∞(QT ) hence
there exists a constant C > 0 independent of ∆t such that for any t, t0 ∈ [0, T ]

∥ũ∆t(t)− ũ∆t(s)∥L∞(Ω) ≤ C|t− s|,

thus passing to the limit as ∆t→ 0, we conclude that u ∈ C([0, T ], C0(Ω)).
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Remark 3.10. If p ≥ 2, q ∈ [1, p−1], λ < supΛq and u0 ∈ D(A)
L∞

∩W s,p
0 (Ω),

then using a compactness argument we can get u ∈ C([0, T ], C0(Ω)).

Finally we summarize to establish Theorem 1.8

Proof of Theorem 1.8. The existence of a solution of (Pλ) is given by Theorem
3.1, the regularity by Proposition 3.9. The first point comes from Proposition
3.6 and the uniqueness from Proposition 3.8.

3.2 Qualitative behavior

Lemma 3.11. Let q ≤ p − 1 and λ ∈ (0, supΛq) and let (u0,n) be a bounded
sequence of W s,p

0 (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) such that u0,n → u0 in L1(Ω). Then, for any
T > 0, up to a subsequence, the sequence of solutions (Un) of (Pλ) in QT (with
Un(0) = u0,n) converges to U solution of (Pλ) in QT (with U(0) = u0) in
C([0, T ], L1(Ω)).

Proof. Using the supersolution of the proof of Theorem 3.4, the sequence (Un)
is bounded in L∞(QT ). As in the proof of Theorem 3.4 and using the uniform
L∞ bound we have from (3.6):

∥dtUn∥2L2(QT ) + ∥Un∥pL∞(0,T ;W s,p
0 (Ω))

≤ C(1 + ∥u0,n∥pW s,p
0 (Ω)

),

using a compactness argument, we get convergence of Un and with a method
similar as [9, Step 4 and 5, Th. 3.1] we get that, up to a subsequence, Un → U
in C([0, T ], L1(Ω)).

Proof of Theorem 1.10. Let On ⊃ Ω a sequence of open subsets such that
|On\Ω| → 0. Let v0,n ∈ W s,p

0 (On) a supersolution of (Eλ) constructed as
in the proof of Theorem 3.4 such that v0,n ≥ u0 in Ω and let vn the global
solution of (Pλ) over On × (0,∞) obtained by Theorem 1.8 with vn(0) = v0,n,
then by construction with the discretized scheme the function t 7→ vn(t) is
nondecreasing.
Let wλ ∈W s,p

0 (Ω)∩Cs(Rd) be the solution of (Eλ) in Ω̃ ⊃ Ω sastifying for some
constant c > 0 wλ ≤ cd(x,c Ω̃)s.
We define u0 = ϵwλ hence for ϵ small enough u0 ≤ u0 a.e. in Ω.
Let u be the global solution of the global solution of (Pλ) obtained by Theorem
1.8 with u(0) = u0.
We show that u is nondecreasing using the discretization scheme (3.1) with
R = ∥u0∥L∞(Ω). Using r > p− 1 ≥ q we have for any φ ∈W s,p

0 (Ω̃), φ ≥ 0:

ˆ
Ω

u1 − u0
∆t

φ dx+ ⟨Au1, φ⟩ =
ˆ
Ω

λuq0φdx ≥ ⟨Au0, φ⟩,

and using u1 ≥ 0 on Ω\Ω̃ we have by a comparison principle that u1 ≥ u0.
By indection we have un ≥ un−1 and taking ∆t → 0 we have u nondecreasing.
Using Proposition 3.8 we have u ∈ [u, vn] for all n. Thus u, vn → u∞, wn a.e.
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when t → ∞ and in Ls(Ω) for any s by dominated convergence theorem. We
now use semigroup theory arguments to show u∞ = uλ.
We introduce S(t, v0) := v(t) where v is the solution of Theorem 3.4. We have
that S(t, u0) → u∞ and with (3.5):

E(0) ≥ E(t) ≥ 1

p
∥u∥p

W s,p
0 (Ω)

− λ

q + 1
∥u∥q+1

Lq+1(Ω),

which gives (S(t, u0))t bounded in L∞(Ω) ∩W s,p
0 (Ω). Using Lemma 3.11 we

have:

S(t, lim
n→∞

S(Tn, u0)) = S(t, u∞).

We have for n ∈ N: S(t+nT, v0) = S(t, S(nT, v0)). And since u ∈ C([0,∞], L1(Ω)):

u∞ = lim
n→∞

S(t+ Tn, u0) = S(t, lim
n→∞

S(Tn, u0)) = S(t, u∞)

which means that u∞ is a nonnegative stationary solution of (Eλ) and by
uniqueness, u∞ = uλ. Similarly, we obtain wn is the solution of (Eλ) on On.
We now show that wn → uλ when n → ∞. We have that wn is bounded in
L∞(O) and in W s,p

0 (O) where O a bounded domain such that On ⊂ O. Thus
for all ϕ ∈W s,p

0 (Ω) ⊂W s,p
0 (On) we have:

⟨(−∆)spwn, ϕ⟩ =
ˆ
Ω

(λwq
n − bwr

n)ϕ,

and passing to the limit we have wn → uλ in Ls(O) for all s < ∞. Since
u ∈ [u,wn], we have for all n: wn ≥ limt→∞ u ≥ uλ almost everywhere, which
gives pointwise convergence. Finally with the L∞(Ω) bound we get u tends to
uλ in Ls(Ω) for all s as t goes to ∞.

We now take q > 1 and u0 ≤ Cd(·,Ωc)s. Using Cd(·,Ωc)s we can take Ω̃ = Ω
in the supersolution build in the proof of Theorem 3.4 then using Theorem 1.2
we have u0, u0 ∈ D(A). Using Proposition 3.9 we have u(t), u(t) ∈ C0(Ω) and
using Dini’s Theorem we have u(t), u(t) → uλ in L∞(Ω).

Remark 3.12. For the case q = p − 1, λ ≤ λ1(Ω) we obtain the same result
as in Theorem 1.10, but for uλ = 0. As we can take 0 as a subsolution, the
condition u0 ≥ cd(·, Ω̃c)s is not necessary.

Proof of Theorem1.11. When q ≤ 1 we have a global solution and when q > 1,
using Corollary 1.9 we can assume Tmax = +∞.
We set u0 = ϵw where w is the positive eigenvalue solution of:{

(−∆)spw = λ1(Ω̃)w
p−1 in Ω̃,

w=0 in (Rd\Ω̃).

As in the proof of Theorem 1.10 we have u1 ≥ u0 and using:

u1
∆t

+ bur1 = (−∆)spu1 > 0 on Ω\Ω̃

20



we have u1 ̸= 0 on Ω\Ω̃. We have, as for Theorem 1.10, u a nondecreasing
susbolution such that u ≤ u.
Assuming limt→∞ ∥u(t)∥L∞(Ω) = +∞ false and with u nondecreasing we have
∥u∥L∞(Q∞) ≤ C. Thus, as for Theorem 1.10, we have u→ uλ which contradicts
Theorem 1.2.

To obtain a more accurate estimate of blow up for the case λ > λ1(Ω0) we first
study the following problem

∂tv + (−∆)spv = λvq in (0, T )× Ω0,

v = 0 in (0, T )× Ωc
0,

v(0) = v0 in Ω0,

(3.8)

where v0 ∈W s,p
0 (Ω0)∩L∞(Ω0) nonnegative. As for Theorem 3.1 and Proposition

(3.8) we have:

Theorem 3.13. There exists a weak solution of (3.8) for a certain T > 0. And
for p ≤ 2 we have a global solution. Also for p ≥ 2 we have uniqueness of the
weak solution and for all p > 1 a comparison principle on the solutions given
by the discretization holds.

Remark 3.14. As we have a comparison principle on the solutions given by an
elliptic comparison principle and the discretization of problems (Pλ) and (3.8)
then for simplicity we will only consider this type of solution in the following.

We define on W s,p
0 (Ω0)

E0(v) =
1

p
∥v∥p

W s,p
0 (Ω0)

− λ

q + 1
= ∥v∥q+1

Lq+1(Ω0)
.

Lemma 3.15. Let q = p − 1, λ > λ1(Ω0) and v0 ∈ W s,p
0 (Ω0) nontrivial such

that E0(v0) < 0. Then if p ≤ 2 we have ∥v(t)∥L2(Ω0) → ∞ when t → ∞. In
addition if p > 2 then Tmax < +∞.

Proof. For the case p ≤ 2, using the energy inequality we have:

∥∂tv∥2L2(Qt)
+ E0(v(t)) ≤ E0(v0),

and so, taking the test function v and integrating in space we have:

∂t∥v(t)∥2L2(Ω0)
= −pE0(v(t)) ≥ −pE0(v0),

thus by integrating we have ∥v(t)∥2L2(Ω0)
→ ∞.

For the case p > 2 one can see [24, Th. 3.5] or [16, Th. B] and adapt the
method for s < 1.

Proof of Lemma 1.12. Using u0 ≥ Cd(·,Ωc
0)

s we can find v0 ≤ u0 such that
E0(v0) < 0, for example, taking v0 be a solution of the eigenvalue problem

(−∆)spv0 = λ1(Ω0)v
p−1
0 on Ω0,
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we then have that if p ≤ 2 then ∥v(t)∥2L2(Ω0)
→ ∞ as t → ∞ and if p > 2

then Tmax < +∞ where v is the solution of (3.8). Finally using a parabolic
comparison principle for the problem (3.8) we have the result.

Proof of Theorem 1.13. Let v0 ∈ W s,p
0 (Ω0) ∩ L∞(Ω0) as in (H) and v the

solution of (3.8). We have as for [9, Th 1.8]

• If q > 1 and E0(v0) < 0 then Tmax < +∞,

• if q = 1 and E0(v0) < 0 then ∥v∥L2(Ω0) → +∞ as t→ +∞,

• if q < 1 and E0(v0) < 0 then sup(0,+∞) ∥v∥L∞(Ω0) = +∞.

Thus proof of (i)− (iii) follows directly from (H) and Remark 3.14 principle for
the equation (3.8). To prove (iv) we set v solution of :

∂tv + (−∆)spv = λvq in (0, T )× Ω,

v = 0 in (0, T )× Ωc,

v(0) = u0 in Ω,

then using [9, Th 1.8] we have t0 < ∞ such that v(t) = 0 for all t ≥ t0. Using
again a parabolic comparison principle we have v ≥ u, thus concluding the
result.

3.3 Case q ∈ (p− 1, p∗ − 1]

In order to prove Theorem 1.14 and generalize Theorem 1.13 in the case λ(t) := λ
and q ∈ (p− 1, p∗ − 1) for sp ≥ N or q ∈ (p− 1, p∗ − 1] for sp < N . We use in
this section a Sattinger type method utilizing stable and unstable set to show
quantitative behavior in the case q ∈ (p− 1, p∗ − 1). We define stable set

W = {v ∈W s,p
0 (Ω0) | E0(v) < m, I(v) > 0} ∩ {0},

and the unstable set:

V = {v ∈W s,p
0 (Ω0) | E0(v) < m, I(v) < 0},

wherem = infv∈W s,p
0 (Ω0)\{0} supθ>0E0(vθ) and I(v) = ∥v∥p

W s,p
0 (Ω0)

−λ∥v∥q+1
Lq+1(Ω0)

.

By straightforward computations we have:

m =

(
1

p
− 1

q + 1

)
λ

−p
q+1−pS

q+1
q+1−p
p ,

where Sp = infv∈W s,p
0 (Ω0)\{0}

∥v∥p

W
s,p
0 (Ω0)

∥v∥p

Lq+1(Ω0)

. Also supθ>0E0(vθ) = E(vθ∗) where

θ∗ =

( ∥v∥p
W s,p

0 (Ω0)

λ∥v∥q+1
Lq+1(Ω0)

) 1
q+1−p

and I(θ∗v) = 0. (3.9)
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Theorem 3.16. If v0 ∈ V ∩ L∞(Ω0) then v(t) ∈ V for all t < Tmax and

• if q > 1 then Tmax < +∞,

• if q = 1 then ∥v∥L2(Ω0) → +∞ as t→ +∞,

• if q < 1 then sup(0,+∞) ∥v∥L∞(Ω0) = +∞,

Proof. We first show that if v0 ∈ V then v(t) ∈ V for all t < Tmax. Using (3.5)
we have that E0(v(t)) ≤ E0(v0) < m, also if there exists t such that I(v(t)) ≥ 0
then using Propsosition 3.9 we have v ∈ C([0, T ];W s,p

0 (Ω0)) and there exists t0
such that I(v(t0)) = 0 thus using the definition of m we have E0(v(t0)) ≥ m
which is absurd thus v(t) ∈ V .
We have using E0(v(t)) nonincreasing:

1

2
∂t∥v∥2L2(Ω0)

= −pE0(v) + λ(1− p

q + 1
)∥v∥q+1

Lq+1(Ω0)
,

≥ −pE0(v0) + λ(1− p

q + 1
)∥v∥q+1

Lq+1(Ω0)
,

≥ −pm(1− τ) + λ(1− p

q + 1
)∥v∥q+1

Lq+1(Ω0)
,

(3.10)

where τ = 1− E0(v0)/m ∈ (0, 1). Also using (3.9) we have:

−pm = −p inf
ṽ∈W s,p

0 (Ω0)
E0(ṽθ

∗) = −λ(1− p

q + 1
) inf
ṽ∈W s,p

0 (Ω0)
∥ṽθ∗∥q+1

Lq+1(Ω0)
,

and using θ∗ < 1, we have for all ṽ ∈W s,p
0 (Ω0):

−λ(1− p

q + 1
) inf
ṽ∈W s,p

0 (Ω0)
∥ṽθ∗∥q+1

Lq+1(Ω0)
≥ −λ(1− p

q + 1
)∥v∥q+1

Lq+1(Ω0)
. (3.11)

Finally combining (3.10) and (3.11) we have:

∂t∥v∥2L2(Ω0)
≥ c∥v∥q+1

Lq+1(Ω0)
,

by setting the continuous function Y (t) = ∥v(t)∥2L2(Ω0)
we have for q ≥ 1:

Y ′(t) ≥ cY (t)γ , (3.12)

when q = 1 we have γ = 1 and we obtain Y (t) → +∞ by integrating (3.12).
For q > 1 we have γ > 1 and assume Tmax = +∞. By integration we have

Y 1−γ(t) ≤ −C(γ − 1)t+ Y 1−γ(0),

giving Y (t) < 0 for t big enough, which is absurd. We finish with the case q < 1,
we assume ∥v∥L∞(Ω0) ≤ C. Then Y (t) ≤ C1−q∥v∥q+1

Lq+1(Ω0)
giving:

Y ′(t) ≥ cY (t),

which gives a contradiction by integrating.
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Theorem 3.17. And if v0 ∈W , sp > d then Tmax = +∞ and v → 0 in Lr(Ω)
for all r <∞ as t→ +∞.

Proof. Similarly as for Theorem 3.16 we have that if v0 ∈ W then v(t) ∈ W
for all t < Tmax. We already have Tmax = +∞ for q ≤ 1, we now show that
Tmax = +∞ for q > 1. Using E0(v) < m and I(v) > 0 we have that v is
bounded in W s,p

0 (Ω0) and using sp > d we have that v is also bounded in
L∞(Ω0) uniformly in t. Finally using Corollary 1.9 we have Tmax = +∞. We
now show that v(t) → 0. First using the W s,p

0 (Ω0) ∩ L∞(Ω0) bound we have
v(t) → w in Lr(Ω0) for all r <∞. We have using v ∈W

E0(v) =
1

p
I(v) + (

1

p
− 1

q + 1
)∥v∥q+1

q+1 > 0,

also E0(v) nonincreasing in time thus E0(v) → c ≥ 0 when t → ∞. And using

(3.5) we deduce
´ t+1

t
∥dtv∥22 → 0 wich gives w is a solution of:

(−∆)spw = λwq,

then I(w) = 0 and if w ̸= 0

m ≤ E0(w) ≤ lim inf E0(v) < m,

which is absurd.

Similarly as in the proof Theorem 1.13 we can use the conditions on u0 and
Theorems 3.16 and 3.17 to prove Theorem 1.14.

A Appendix

Property A.1. [22, 28] There exist c1, c2 positive constants such that for any
ξ, η ∈ Rd:

||ξ|p−2ξ − |η|p−2η| ≤ c1

{
|ξ − η|(|ξ|+ |η|)p−2 if p ≥ 2,
|ξ − η|p−1 if p ≤ 2,

(A.1.1)

(|ξ|p−2ξ − |η|p−2η).(ξ − η) ≥ c2


|ξ − η|p if p ≥ 2,

|ξ − η|2

(|ξ|+ |η|)2−p
if p ≤ 2.

(A.1.2)

Proposition A.2. The operator A is accretive in L∞(Ω) in the sense of [5,
Definition 3.1].

Proof. We take λ > 0 and u, v ∈ D(A) such that u+λAu = f and v+λAv = g.
Using u, v ∈ W s,p

0 (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) we have, using (A.1.1), ϕ = |u− v|q−1(u− v) ∈
W s,p

0 (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) for all q > 1. We have by direct computation:

⟨Au−Av, ϕ⟩ ≥ 0,
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and so taking the test function ϕ in:

u− v +Au−Av = f − g,

gives

∥u− v∥q+1
Lq+1(Ω) =

ˆ
Ω

(f − g)ϕ ≤ ∥f − g∥Lq+1(Ω)∥u− v∥qLq+(Ω),

which gives, when q → ∞, ∥u − v∥L∞(Ω) ≤ ∥f − g∥L∞(Ω) giving accretivity in
L∞(Ω).
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Rn. In Journées d’Analyse Non Linéaire: Proceedings, Besançon, France,
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