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SEMILINEAR ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS
INVOLVING MIXED LOCAL AND NONLOCAL OPERATORS

STEFANO BIAGI, SERENA DIPIERRO, ENRICO VALDINOCI, AND EUGENIO VECCHI

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we consider an elliptic operator obtained as the
superposition of a classical second-order differential operator and a nonlocal
operator of fractional type. Though the methods that we develop are quite
general, for concreteness we focus on the case in which the operator takes the
form —A + (—A)®, with s € (0,1). We focus here on symmetry properties
of the solutions and we prove a radial symmetry result, based on the moving
plane method, and a one-dimensional symmetry result, related to a classical
conjecture by G.W. Gibbons.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this article we discuss some symmetry properties for the solutions of se-
milinear equations driven by a mixed operator. Specifically, we will consider
operators that combine local and nonlocal features. For the sake of concreteness,
we focus on operators of the form

(1.1) L:=—-A+(-A)°
where s € (0,1) and

(=A)u(z) == P.V./ ulz) — uly) ,

N |z — y[N+2s Y-

The study of mixed operators has a consolidated interest in the recent literature,
both in terms of theoretical studies and in view of real-world applications. The
development of the theory includes, among others, viscosity solutions methods
(see [411 42, 4, 12], 23], 2 B]), parabolic equations (see [31]), Aubry-Mather theory
(see [25]), Cahn-Hilliard equations (see [20]), porous medium equations (see [26])
phase transitions (see [I7]), fractional damping effects (see [27]), Bernstein-type
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2 S.BIAGI, S. DIPIERRO, E. VALDINOCI, AND E. VECCHI

regularity results (see [10]), existence /non-existence results (see [I}[48]), regularity
theory (see [9, 22]), estimates for the associated Green function (see [21]).
Concrete applications of mixed operators also arise naturally in plasma physics
(see [14]) and population dynamics (see [29]), and numerical methods have been
also developed to take into account the specifics of mixed operators (see [13]).

In this article, we provide two sets of symmetry results for solutions of semilinar
equations driven by mixed operators: the first type of results deals with the
radial symmetry of the solutions, and relies on the moving plane method; the
second type of results is inspired by a classical conjecture by G.W. Gibbons
and establishes the one-dimensional symmetry of the global solutions that attain
uniformly their limit values at infinity.

In this spirit, the first symmetry result that we present is as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Let f : R — R be a locally Lipschitz continuous function, and let
Q c RY be an open and bounded set with C' boundary. We assume that  is
symmetric and convexr with respect to the hyperplane {z1 = 0}.

If u € C(RYN) is any non identically vanishing weak solution of

Lu= f(u) in Q,
(1.2) u=0 in RV \ Q,
u >0 m 2,

then w is symmetric with respect to {x1 = 0} and strictly increasing in the x1-di-
rection in QN {x; < 0}.

Theorem is a symmetry result in the spirit of Gidas, Ni, Nirenberg [40)].
Since this milestone result, the literature concerning symmetry/monotonicity
results has extensively grown, and it is beyond our scopes to give here an e-
xhaustive list of references; we limit ourselves to mention the series of papers
[8, 10, 19, 24) B2, 51], where analogs of Theorem are obtained for elliptic
systems and for elliptic equations/systems in presence of singularities.

As usual, from Theorem one deduces that if  is a ball, then the solutions
of are necessarily radial and radially decreasing. We stress that in [9]
we proved interior H* estimates for the operator £, and this seems to indicate
that the addition of the local part —A to the fractional one push towards a
“local behavior” of £. To the contrary, in Theorem we are able to prove
strict monotonicity for non-negative solutions, which is true as well in the purely
nonlocal case (see [43]), but fails to hold in the local case (see, e.g., [47]).

The proof of Theorem that we present combines the integral formulation of
the moving plane method (see [46, [49]) with suitable adaptations of some results
in [44], where the case of integral equations was taken into account by introducing
a new small-volume maximum principle and a strong maximum principle for an-
tisymmetric supersolutions. See also [33] 43, 28] [30, 6, 50] for related moving
plane methods in the nonlocal setting.

As we shall see in Section [2] the assumption that Q has C' boundary allows
us to introduce a ‘good’ functional setting in which carrying out the integral
formulation of the moving plane method.

Furthermore, by using the results in [9], one can prove that any weak solution
u € HY(RY) of (see Definition is actually continuous on RY, provided
that f is sufficiently regular and 2 is strictly convex.
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In terms of one-dimensional symmetry for global solutions under uniform limit
assumptions, we have the following result:

Theorem 1.2. Let f € CY(R) be such that

(1.3) sup f'(r) <O0.
|r|>1
Let u € C3(RN) N W42 (RN) be a classical solution of the problem
Lu= f(u) in RV,
(1.4) {tiigloou(y,t) =41 wuniformly fory € RV-1,

Then, there exists ug : R — R such that
(1.5) u(y,t) = up(t) for every x = (y,t) € RY.

The result in Theorem is inspired by a classical conjecture by G.W. Gib-
bons, formulated when £ was the classical Laplace operator and motivated by the
cosmological problem of detecting the shape of the interfaces which “separate”
the different regions of the universe after the big bang (see [39]).

The classical Gibbons conjecture was established, independently and with dif-
ferent methods, by [B] [7, 34]. See also [35] 36, [37] for related results.

The fractional version of Gibbons conjecture (i.e., the case in which the ope-
rator in is the fractional Laplacian) has been established in [38] I8]. As
a matter of fact, the method developed in [38] is very general and comprises a
number of different operators in a unified way: for this, our proof of Theorem
will rely on the general structure provided in [38] by showing that the structural
hypothesis of [3§] are fulfilled in the case that we consider here.

In the rest of the paper we provide the proof of Theorem which is contained
in Section |2, and that of Theorem [1.2, which is contained in Section

Though not explicitly used in this paper, we also remark that the methods
developed here also lead to a Hopf-type result, that we state and prove in Ap-
pendix [A] for the sake of completeness.

2. RADIAL SYMMETRY AND PROOF OF THEOREM [L.1]

In this section, we prove Theorem To this end, without loss of generality,
we may assume that

2.1 inf 1 = —1.
21 infm

We will combine the integral version of the moving plane method (see [46]) with
a suitable generalization of a strong maximum principle for antisymmetric super-
solutions (see [44]).

Let us now introduce and fix some notation needed in what follows. We define
the bilinear form

B(u,v) := /RN (Vu, Vv) dx
] =) =) g,

|l‘ _ y|N+2s

(2.2)

and the function space
(2.3) D(Q) = {uEHl(RN) st. u=01in RN\Q}.
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Remark 2.1. Since Q has C! boundary, any function u € D(Q) satisfies
1
u‘Q € Hy(Q).
In this setting, we give the following definition of weak solution of ([1.2)):

Definition 2.2. We say that a function u :  — R is a weak solution of ([1.2)
if u € D(Q) and it satisfies the following properties:

(i) u > 0 a.e.in §;
(ii) for any ¢ € D(Q2) one has

(2.4) B(u, ) = o fu(z))p(z) dx.

Also, given a set U C RY, we let

o 2 2
(2.5) p(v,U) .—/U|Vv| + [v
where
v(y)l?
0= [ e e
and
(2.6) HU) = {ve L*RY) st.ve H(U)}.

As customary, for any v € L2(RY) we define the positive and negative parts of v
as follows

v = max{v, 0} and v~ :=max{—v,0}.

As it is well known,

(2.7) v(x) =v(z) —v (z), forae zeRY
and
(2.8) v (z)v(z) =0, forae xze RV,

It is useful to observe that the functional introduced in (2.5) is monotone with
respect to the operation of taking the positive and negative parts, as pointed out
in the following result:

Lemma 2.3. Let U C RN be an open set and let v € H(U). Then v € H(U)
and

(2.9) p(v*,U) < p(v,U),
with strict inequality if v changes sign.

Proof. Since v € H(U) = L*(RN) N H'(U), it is easy to see that v* € H(U), in
light of (2.7)) and (2.8). We then focus on the proof of (12.9).
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For this, recalling (2.5 and using again (2.7)-(2.8), we get

p(v,0) /|W|2 //UxU T ‘NH)fd dy
= |Vv+|2+ \W—F
//UxU |U |x - |N+2:g dmder//UXU L " __‘1%;(22)’2 dz dy
2//UXU (vF(z) — vt (y) (v (z) —v(y)) wedy

’$ _ y’N+2s
_l’_
ot (y) +vT(y)v (z)
=ty vy we ff) O L ey
> p(v™,U) + p(v™, ),
which gives the desired result in (2.9). a

Inspired by [44], we now deal with a linear problem associated to the reflection
with respect to a given hyperplane. For this, with the notation in (2.2]) and (2.3)),
for every open and bounded set 2 C RY, we define the first (variational) eigen-
value of the operator £ introduced in (1.1)) as
B(u,u
(2.10) A () = #
ueD(Q) ||UHL2(Q)
On account of Remark we see that
(2.11) A(Q) > A_A (),

where A_A(Q) stands for the first eigenvalue of —A in Q with homogeneous
Dirichlet boundary conditions. Recalling that

A_A(2) = +o0  as Q] =0,
and setting
Ay (r) :=inf {Al(Q) with Q@ C R"™ open with |Q] = r}, r >0,
it follows from that

(2.12) Ai(r) — 400 asr— 07,
Furthermore, let H C RY be an open and affine halfspace. We denote by
Q:RY - RY

the reflection with respect to OH. For convenience, we will sometimes denote
with

(2.13) zZ = Q(x),

for every € RY. With this notation at hand, we say that a function v : RY — R
is antisymmetric with respect to Q if

(2.14) v(z) = —v(z), for every z € RY.

Moreover, we give the following definition of antisymmetric supersolutions:
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Definition 2.4. Let U C H be an open and bounded set. Let ¢ € L*(U). We
say that a function v : RV — R is an antisymmetric supersolution of

(2.15) {Ev:cv in U,

v=0 in H\ U,

if it satisfies the following properties:

(i) v is antisymmetric,
(ii) v € H(U") for some open set U’ C RY such that Q(U’) = U’ and U C U’,
(iii) v > 0in H \ U and, for every ¢ € D(U) with ¢ > 0, one has

(2.16) B(v, ) Z/Uc(x)v(:c)w(x) dx.

The aim is now to provide a suitable maximum principle for antisymmetric
supersolutions, as given in Definition

We start with the following observation on the bilinear form introduced in ([2.2)):

Lemma 2.5. Let U' C RY be an open set such that Q(U') = U’. Let v € H(U')
be an antisymmetric function such that

(2.17) v>0 in H\U,

for a certain open and bounded set U C H with the property that
(2.18) UCHNU'.

Then, the function

(2.19) w:=xpv_ € D)

and it holds that

(2.20) B(w,w) < —B(v,w).

Proof. We first prove (2.19)). To this end we first observe that, since v € L2(RY),
one obviously has w € L?(RY). Also, recalling (2.6]), we know that v € H(U"),

and therefore it is easy to see that v= € H(U’). In addition, in light of (2.17)), we

have that v~ =0 in H \ U. As a consequence of these observations and of ([2.18)),
we have that there exists an open set W such that

UcCWcWcUNH and v~ € HY(W).

Therefore, if we identify w = ygv~ with the zero extension of v~ outside of U,
we get that w € H'(RY). Moreover, we have that w = 0 in RV \ U. These

considerations imply (2.19)).
Now we focus on the proof of (2.20). Recalling ([2.2]), we observe that

B(w,w) + B(v,w)

_ (w(z) — w(y))?
(2.21) B /]RN |Vw|2d$+//RQN ‘:L’ — y‘N"'ZS dr dy
(v(z) —v(y)(w(z) — w(y))
+/RN<VU,Vw> d$+//RZN dz dy.

|33 _ y|N+2s
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We notice that, thanks to (2.17)),
/ \va2da:+/ (Vv, V) dx:/ ]Vv|2d:z+/(Vv,Vv>da:
RN RN U U

:/ |Vv_|2dx—/<Vv_,Vv_>d:U:0.
U U

Furthermore, we remark that, for any z € RY,
w(z) (w(z) +v(z))
= xm(@)v™ () (xm(x)v™ () + xm(@)v(@) + Xp3 g (@)v(T))
= xm(x)v™ () (xm(@)v" () + xev\g(2)v(2)) =0,
and therefore
(w(z) = w(y))* + (v(z) = v(y))(w(z) — w(y))
= (w(z) — w(y))((w(z) +v(z)) - (w(y) +v(y)))
= —w(m)( (y) +v(y)) — wy)(w(@) + v(z)).

As a consequence, using (2 and the change of variable Y := g (also recall the
notation in ) we obtain

JLL, e |N+2s R L) ~vle) 4y
//sz |x))+|zivu+(zs)( wie HU( ) dx dy
_ / /R N w@f’)x(_(y’)Nt;S( D) 4ray

i o™ () (ur () () + 0(9))
2//HXRN s

’CL‘ _ y|N+23

(2.22)

B v~ () (xur (W)v (y) + xesym (W) (y))
= -9 //HXRN | dx dy

T — y‘N—i—Qs

v (2)v" (y) v (z)v(y)
:-2// dxdy—Q// @) g g
HxH |~’U - |N+25 Hx®N\H) [T —y[VT2s
v (z)v(y)
——2// d:cdy+2// YY) G dy
HxH |<L" - |N+2S Hx®N\f) [z —y[NT2s
(z)v(Y)
—2// d:vdy—l—Q// v W) gy
HxH ’.1‘ - ’N+2 HxH ’1‘ - Y‘N+2
:—2// v (a:)v+(y)< 1N2 - _1N2>da:dy
HxH |z —y|NT2s |z —g|NE2s

v (7)o (y)
_2// V@0 W) oy
Hxn |z — gVt
<0.

Plugging this information and ([2.22)) into (2.21]) we obtain (2.20)), as desired. O
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With the aid of Lemma [2.5] we now prove the following maximum principle:

Proposition 2.6. Let U C RN be an open and bounded set with U C H. More-
over, let ¢ € L>=(U) be such that

(2.23) e ooy < A1L(U),

where the notation in (2.10) has been used.
Then, every antisymmetric supersolution v of (2.15)) in U is nonnegative on
the whole of H, that is, v(x) > 0 for a.e.xz € H.

Proof. We consider the function w introduced in (2.19)) and we claim that
(2.24) w = 0.

To prove it, we argue towards a contradiction, supposing that [[w/| 2y # 0. By
Lemma we know that w € D(U), and hence it is an admissible test function

in (2.16). Accordingly,
B(v,w) Z/c(:r)v(:c)w(:):) dx.
U

From this, (2.10), (2.20) and (2.23]), we conclude that

Al(U)HwH?ﬂ(U) < B(w,w) < —B(v,w) < —/Uc(x)v(a:)w(x) dx

= /UC(l‘)wQ(w) dr < ||| @ lwlFay < AO)wl7a),
which is a contradiction. This proves ([2.24]), we implies the desired result. O

We are now in the position of establishing a strong maximum principle for
antisymmetric supersolutions which is the counterpart in the setting of mixed
local-nonlocal operators of [44, Proposition 3.6] (a modification of these argu-
ments will lead to a Hopf-type result, as pointed out in Appendix :

Proposition 2.7. Let U C H be an open and bounded set. Let ¢ € L>®(U) and
let v be an antisymmetric supersolution of (2.15)) in U. Assume that

(2.25) v>0 a.einH.
Then, either v =0 in RY or

(2.26) essinfgv > 0, for every compact set K C U.

Proof. If v = 0 in RY, there is nothing to prove, so we assume that
(2.27) v#0 inRY,

In this case, it suffices to show that, for a fixed xy € U, one has
(2.28) essinfp (5,0 > 0,

for some radius r > 0 small enough. We then prove ([2.28)).

First of all, in light of (2.25)), (2.27) and the fact that v is antisymmetric, we
can find a bounded set M C H, with positive measure, which does not contain a
small neighborhood of zy and such that

(2.29) 0 :=infv > 0.
M
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In addition, by (2.12), we find a radius

; (N
oo e (p B @MUY
such that
(2.31) A1 (Bar(z0)) > [lell ooy

We now pick a function g € C2(R™, [0, 1]) such that
1, if x € By(xp),
g(z) = . N
0, ifxeRY\ By (z0).
Moreover, for a given a > 0 to be chosen later, we define the function
(2.32) heRY =R, h(z) = g(x) = g(Z) + a(xum(z) = xu (7)),

where we are using the notation in (2.13)). We also define the sets Uy := Ba,. ()
and U() := Bs,(x0) U Q(Bs,(x0)).
We observe that h is antisymmetric, and moreover

(2.33) h=0 on H\ (UypuM) and h=a on M,
thanks to (2.30). From ([2.30]) we also deduce that
(2.34) (MUQM))NU)= 2.

This and the fact that M is bounded give that h € H(Uj). We now claim that
there exists a constant C; > 0, depending on g, such that

(2.35) B(g,p) < Cl/ o(x)dx, for every ¢ € D(Up) with ¢ > 0.
Uo
Indeed, for any ¢ € D(Uy) with ¢ > 0, by an integration by parts,
/ (Vg, Vo) dz = / (Vg, Vo) dz
RN

(2.36) to

__ / Agpd < |lgllceem / o(z) d.
Uop Uo

Moreover, by Proposition 2.3-(ii) in [44] (applied here with v := g and u := ¢),
we have that

3 [, L= dray = [ (-870(0) pla) o

R

— [ -ar9(@) o) dz < [(-AFglieiwy [ @)
Up U

0

Recalling ([2.2)), this and (2.36]) imply (2.35)). Similarly, one has that

(2.37) B(goQ,p) < Cg/ o(x)dz, for every ¢ € D(Uy) with ¢ >0,

Uo

for some Cy > 0. In addition, we see that, for any ¢ € D(Up) and any = € RV,

from ([2.30) we infer that
O (@) = xar (7)) () = 0;
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as a consequence,

1 ((xmr (@) = xar (@) — (xar () — xm (9))) () — o(y))
2//RQN

’1. _ y’N+2$

dx dy

1 v (@) = xm (7)) e(y) + (e (y) — xme (1)) ()
2//RQNX X Ply) + barly) = xu@)el@) ;0

o |z — y|N+2s
- //Uo xRN (XM (|y32 : ;(|%i:g2>s)(p<x) dx dy
03

_/W)/dy_/ Ay
Uo M T =y Joon o —y[N T2
dy / dy >
= — p(x / — _ dx
o < v o=y T f T g

< C’o/ o(z) de,
Uo

_ / dy / dy
2cU M |x_y|N+2s M ’$_y’N+2s :

We stress on the fact that the constant Cj is finite, thanks to (2.30).

Now, recalling ([2.32)), and using (2.35), (2.37) and (2.38)), we conclude that,
for any ¢ € D(Up), one has

(2.39)
B(h, ) = B(g,%) + B(goQ, )

(O () = xar (@) — (xr(y) — xaa () (0() — 0(v))
vafl

oy

where

dx dy

<Cu | ¢(2)d,
Uo

where
C,:=C1 +Cy —2aCy.
Now we perform our choice of the parameter a: we choose a > 0 such that
Ca < —le|l oo )
In particular, with this choice, (2.39)) yields that

B(h,¢) < ||C||L°°(Uo)/U p(x)dr < IIC_HLoo(UO)/U p(x) dz

0

IN

(2.40)

IN

I
TS5

0

c(x)h(z)p(r) de,

0

_/Uo ¢ (x)p(z)de < —/

Ug

ct(z)h(z)o(z) dx — /

Uo

0

¢ (x)h(x)p(x) dx

¢ (z)h(x)p(x) dx
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since h(z) = g(z) € [0,1] for every = € Uy. Now, we recall (2.29)), we define the
function v as

(2.41) o(x) == v(x) — éh(w),

and we notice that v € H( Uo ) and 1t is antlsymmetrlc since both v and h are so.

Furthermore, by -, and , we have that

>0 on H\Up.
In addition, for any ¢ € D(Up) with ¢ > 0,
- )
B<U7§0) = B(’U,QO) - aB(h7 90)
> / c(x)v(z)p(x) dr — 6/ c(x)h(z)p(x) dx
UO a UO

— [ @@t da,
Uo
thanks to (2.16) and (2.40).

As a consequence, we have that ¥ is an antisymmetric supersolution of
LU =cv in Uy,
=0 in H \ Up.

Since ||C||Looﬁ < A1 (Up), thanks to (2.31), we are in the position to apply

Proposition to conclude that © > 0 a.e. on Uy. Recalling (2.41)), this gives
0
v>—->0 ae. on B.(zg).
a

This establishes (2.28)), and the proof of Proposition is thereby complete. [J

With this preliminary work, we now prove Theorem For this, let u € C(Q)
be a weak solution of ([1.2)). We fix the usual notation needed to implement the
moving plane method. For every A € (—1,1) we define the following:

5 {{xeRN: z1 <A}, ifA<O
{zx e RN : 2y > A}, ifA>0,
(2.42) Oy =QNXE,,
Qr(x) =z):= 2\ —x1,29,...,2N),
and  wuy(x) = u(zy).

We also define the function
(2.43) c(x) == ux(z) — u(z)
0, if uy(z) = u(z).
We observe that ¢ € L*°(€2)), thanks to the Lipschitz assumption on f.
Furthermore, setting

(2.44) Uy = 1y — 1,

we point out the following simple yet important observations.
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Lemma 2.8. Let u be a weak solution of (1.2) according to Definition .
Then, the function vy in (2.44) is an antisymmetric supersolution of (2.15|) in
Qn, according to Definition[2.4), with ¢ as in (2.43).

Proof. We notice that vy € H'(RY) c H(U'), for every open set U’ C RN
such that Q(U’) = U’ and Q, C U’. Moreover, since u > 0 in RY and v = 0
on Xy \ 2, we have that vy > 0 on X, \ Q). In addition, for any ¢ € D(2,) and
for any = € RV, we have

<VU>\($), VQO(J“)> = ( - 81“) 82U, e 7aNu) (j) : (81@7 82@7 e 78N90) ($)
(2.45) = (01w, Dau, -+ ,Onu)(X) - (— 1, Dagp, -+, Ong) (X)

— (Vu(X), Vor (X)),

where X := Z. Similarly, setting also Y := g,

(ur(z) —ur())(p(z) = (y)) _ (w(@) = u@))(p(x) = »(y))

|z — y|[NF2 |z — y[N+2s
_ (X)) —u(Y)(e(X) —¢(Y)) _ (uX) —u)(eX) — oY)
|X_y|N+2s ‘X—Y|N+2$
_ (u(X) —u(Y))(ea(X) —ea(Y))
]X _Y‘N+25 :
From this and , we obtain that

B(ux, ¢)
_ s (2 o) da (ur(z) —ur(@))(p(@) = oY)
- [ Fu@ e+ [[ e d dy

_ (u(X) —u(Y))(er(X) = pa(Y))
_/RN<VU(X),V¢)\(X))dX+//RzN v dX dY
= B(u, p)).

As a consequence, since ) € D(QA(2))) C D(R2), we can use Definition to
find that

Blun) = [ f(ula)or(@)do

= [ F@)ex)dx = [ fun(x)e(x)dx.
Therefore,
B(ux, ) = Blux, ) = B(u, ¢)
= [ fo@)ew iz = | fu@)p@ dr
_ /R clx)n(@)p() de,
which proves (Z.16), and thereby completes the proof of Lemma 0

Lemma 2.9. Let u be a weak solution of (1.2), and let vy be as in (2.44). If
there exists some A € (—1,0) such that vy = 0 in RN, then

(2.46) u=0inQ (hence, u =0 in RY).
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Proof. We proceed essentially as in [44]: to begin with, since A € (—1,0), we
have ¢ := 1+ X € (0,1); hence, following the notation in (2.42)), we consider the
set
Qg:{fL‘EQ: $1>£}

and we notice that, by definition, one has Qx(2) N Q = @ (see also (2.1)). As a
consequence, since u = 0 outside Q and vy = v —uy = 0 in RY, we get
(2.47) u=uyx=0 on Q.
In particular, setting n:= 1+ \/2 and

Q,={zecQ: z1>n}
from ([2.47) we obtain (notice that Q, U @, (€,) C )

vy =u—1u, =0 on .
Using once again Proposition (with the choice H := %,,, U := ,, and v := vy)),
we then deduce that

vy, =0 on RN,
Gathering together these facts, we conclude that u has two different parallel
symmetry hyperplanes, namely 0¥y = {1 = A} and 0%, = {z1 = n}.
Using this last fact, it easy to derive the claim in (2.46). Indeed, since 0% is

a symmetry hyperplane for u, since © = 0 out of 2 and since

Qx (Q \ (U Q)\(QA))) nQ =g,
we derive that
(2.48) u=0o0n 0 :=Q\ (L UQRND));
on the other hand, since also 0%, is a symmetry hyperplane for u and since

Qn (U QA()) C O,

we infer that

(249) u=0on Q)\UQ)\(Q)\).
By combining (2.48) and ([2.49)), we immediately obtain ([2.46]). O

With these considerations, we are now ready to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem[1.1]. Let u € C(RY) be any non identically vanishing weak
solution of (1.2)). For every A € (—1,0), we define the function

(u—un)*(x) in Xy,
(u—uy)"(z) in RN\ Xy,

where, differently from before, we have set

(2.50) wy :RY = R, wy(z) = {

(v —wuy)” :=min{u — uy, 0},
which is nonpositive. We claim that
(2.51) wy € H'(RY).

Indeed, we know that v € H'(RY) and thus u —uy € H'(RY). Accordingly, we
have that (see e.g. the Chain Rule on page 296 of [45])

(2.52) (u—uy)* € HY(RY).
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Moreover, u € C(RY), and consequently

(2.53) (u—uy)t € C(RY).

In addition, v = uy along ¥y. From this fact, (2.52) and (2.53)), we obtain that

(2.54) (=) Xy € HA(S)) © HARY),
see e.g. [15, Theorem 9.17]. Similarly,
(2.55) (u—ux)"xev\z, € H'(RY).
We also observe that
wy = (u—ux) xs, + (u—upn) " Xpa\5, -

From this, (2.54) and (2.55)), we obtain ([2.51]), as desired.

Furthermore, we claim that
(2.56) wy =0 in RN\(Q)\UQ)\(Q)\)) CRN\Q.

Indeed, if z € 3\ Q), then wy(z) = (0—uy(z))T = 0. If instead z € Qx (X1 \ ),
then z € ¥, \ Q) and accordingly

0 =wx(7) = (u(@) —ux(@))" = (ur(z) —u(@))".

This gives that uy(z) < u(x), and therefore wy(x) = (u(x) —ux(z))”™ = 0.
From these observations, we obtain ([2.56]). Then, (2.51)) and (2.56|) give that
we can take w) as an admissibile test function in (2.4)). In this way, we obtain

(2.57) B(u,wy) = o f(u(z))wy(x) dz.
Similarly,
(2.58) B(uy,wy) = o f(ux(x))wy(z) d.

Subtracting (2.58) to , and recalling , we get
/ (V(u—uy), Vwy) dz
—ux(@)) — (u(y) — ua(y))) (wa(z) — wa(y))
(2.59) // A dx dy
R2N

|z — y| N2

_ /R () — fanr () ()
Now, we use formula (3.9) in [46], which gives that

// ((u(@) = ur(®)) = (u(y) — ur(y))) (wa(@) — wa(Y))
R2N

’l‘ _ y’N+25

() — wa(y)?
dx dy > 0.
//Rw rx— ,M =

dx dy
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Using this information into (2.59)), and recalling (2.56]), we obtain that

/ (V(u — up), Vi) dir < / (Flu(@)) — Flur(@)))ws(z) de
RN RN

RN (“525 - ﬁl@)@)) (u(@) = ur(@))wa(z) dz
(2.60) _ f(u(z)) — f(u/\(x))w2(x) o
) A

We also notice that, thanks to (2.56)),

/ <V(u—u>\),Vw>\>da::/ |Vw,\|2dx:/ |Vwy|? d.
RN RN QAUQA(20)

From this and ([2.60)), we deduce that
[ i< | Fulo) = F@) o o,
220QA(00) a

QAUQA () u(r) — ux(z)

(2.61)

<C |wal* de,
QAUQA ()

for some constant C' > 0, depending on f and ||u| e (q)-
Now, using Lemma 2.10 in [I1], we obtain that

(2.62) / V2 de < CJ0, U QA(QA)P/N/ Vs |2 da,
QAUQA () QAUQA(2)

uo to renaming C', which possibly depends also on N. As a consequence, if A is
sufficiently close to —1, we see that

C| U QA ()N < %,

which, combined with (2.62)), gives that

/ |Vwy|? dz = 0,
2AUQA ()

provided that A is sufficiently close to —1. From this and the Poincaré inequal-
ity we get that wy = 0 in Q) U Qx(2)) if A is sufficiently close to —1, which,
recalling , implies that
(2.63) u <wy in 2y if X is sufficiently close to —1.
Now, we define the set
Ao :=={X € (-1,0): u<uy in Q for every t € (-1, 7]},
and we explicitly notice that, since 0 = u < uy on 3y \ 2y, one also has
(2.64) Ao={re€(-1,0): u<u in % for every t € (—1,A]}.
In light of , the following quantity is well defined:
(2.65) A = sup Ay.
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The goal is now to prove that

(2.66) A=0.

For this, we argue by contradiction and assume that
A <0.

We then recall the definition of vy in (2.44) and we observe that, since u is
continuous in €2, vy > 0 in €)5. Actually, in view of (2.64) we have

vy >0, in X5,

Since, by assumption, u is not identically vanishing, from Lemma we derive
that vy # 0 in RY as well; as a consequence, Lemma and Proposition
(applied here with the choice H := X, U := Q5 and v := vy) ensure that

(2.67) v >0, in Q.

Let then K C {2y be a given compact set, to be chosen later on. Since the map
(A, z) = vy(x) is continuous, we can find a suitable 7 = 7(K) > 0 such that

(2.68) U5, > 0in K (for all 7 € (0,7)).

We then consider, for every fixed 7 € (0,7), the function wy_, defined as in

(with A := A+ 7). We notice that thanks to (2.51)) and (2.56) -, we can take Wy,
as an admissible test function in , obtalmng that

(u,ws, ) = / fu(x))ws  (z)dx and

Bluy,ii,,) = / g (@), () do.

From here, we repeat the same argument in (2.59)—(2.61)) to find that

2 2
/ Vws, | dac<C/ lws, . |” dz,
Ox4,9UQ054 ) 05400

)\+7')

where @@ = 5, and C' > 0 is a constant depending on f and on [lu|z~(q)
From this, recalling ([2.68]), we obtain that

/ Vws, 2 dx < C'/ ]wX+T|2 dx.
Q5 UQ(05, ) Q5 \K)UQ(Q5, \K)

AT

Hence, making again use of Lemma 2.10 in [I1], we get
(2.69)

/ |Vws, 2 da
05, ,UQ(x

)\+T)

<O, \ K) U Qs \ K1Y Ve, 2 de,
(5 \K)UQ(Q5, \K)

up to relabeling C' > 0 (which may also depend on N). Now we choose the
compact K big enough and the number 7 small enough such that

Ol \ K) U Qs \ KV < 1.
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Using this information into (2.69)), we conclude that
2
/ |Vws, . |“dx = 0.
QX+TUQ(QX+T)
From this and the Poincaré inequality, we find that wy,  =01in Q5 _, hence
u<uy, . inQz

for every 7 € (0,7), provided 7 > 0 is small enough. This yields a contradiction
with (2.65]), from which we conclude that (2.66) holds true, as desired.

With (2.66|) at hand, we are in the position to complete the proof. Indeed,
since A = 0, we see that, for all A € (—1,0) and all x € Q,, one has

u(z) <ur(z) =ul2A — 1,29, -+, TN).
Consequently,
(2.70) w(x) < u(—z1, 22, ,ZN),

for all z € QN {x; < 0}. In the same way, sliding the moving plane from right
to left, one sees that, for all x € QN {z1 > 0}, one has

u(z) < u(—z1,x2, -+ ,TN).

This implies that
u(—z1, 2, ,on) < u(z),

for all z € QN {z1 < 0}. From this and (2.70)), we conclude that
u(z) = u(=w1, 23, ,TN),

for all x € Q, which says that u is symmetric with respect to {x; = 0}.
Furthermore, since u # 0 in RY, it follows from Lemma that vy # 0 for

every A € (—1,0); hence, (2.66) and Proposition [2.7| give

(2.71) u(z) < ux(z) =ul2A — 1,22, -+ ,TN) (for all x € Q).
From (2.71) it plainly follows that w is strictly increasing in the xj-direction
in QN {z; <0}, and the proof of Theorem is thereby complete. O

3. ONE-DIMENSIONAL SYMMETRY AND PROOF OF THEOREM
In this section we provide the proof of Theorem [I.2] For this, we indicate the
points z € RN by
(y,t), with y € RN~ and t € R.

Moreover, since we are interested in classical solutions to (|1.4)), we define
(3.1) X := C3RN) n W= (RN).

Remark 3.1. We notice that, if v € X, it is possible to compute Lu in the
classical sense, i.e., Lu(z) is well-defined for all z € RY. As a matter of fact, to
give a pointwise meaning to Lu it suffices to have u € C?(RN) N L= (RY).

We shall derive Theorem from the abstract approach developed in [38]. To
this end, we check that the assumptions introduced in [38] are satisfied in our
setting. We list these assumptions here for the convenience of the reader:
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(H1): if ¢ € X satisfies Lo = f() in RN, then there exists an operator L,
acting on a suitable space of functions X C C(RY) which is translation-
invarian such that 9, € X for any unit vector v € RY and

2(81/90) = f/(SD) O on RN%

(H2): if ¢ € X is a solution of (1.4)), if {z;}7, is an arbitrary sequence of
points in RY (possibly unbounded) and if

ok = (- + 2x) for any k € N,
then there exists a function g € X such that, up to a sub-sequence,
Jm pp(2) = po(z),
Jim V() = Vipo(z)
and Jm Log(x) = po(2),
for all x € I@N; B
(H3): if w € X satisfies Lw + c(z)w = 0 in RV, with
w(y,t) > 0if |t| < M and c(y,t) > wif |t| > M
for some constants M, k > 0, then
w(x) >0 for all 2 € RY;
(H4): if ¢ € X and if w € X satisfies Lw = f'(¢)w in RY, then
{Z(i)ozu(l)’RN7 — w=0onRY,
(H5): given u_ < puy € R, if U C RY is an open set contained in
S={z=t)eRY : t<p_ort>pu,}
and if v € X satisfies Lv + ¢(z)v = 0 in RV, with
v(z) >0in RN\ U and ¢(z) > k on U
for some constant k > 0, then
v(xz) >0 for all z € RY;
(H6): if ¢ € X and if v € X satisfies Lv = f(v+ @) — f(v) in RV, then
v>0in RV,
{v<o> —0,
The next lemmata establish the validity of (H1)—(H6) in our setting.

— v=0onRY.

Lemma 3.2 (Validity of (H1)). For every ¢ € X and every unit vector v € RY,
one has

(3.2) L(8yp) = 0, (Lep).
In particular, assumption (H1) is fulfilled with the choices
(3.3) L:=LCL

1A (non-void) set V. C C(RYN) is translation-invariant if, for every function ¢ € V and every
point y € RY, the ‘translated’ function z — o(z + y) belongs to V.
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and
(3.4) X := C?*(RN) n w3 (RN).

Proof. First of all, if X is as in (3.1)) and X is as in (3.4]), we obviously have that,
for every ¢ € X and every unit vector v € RV,

dypeX and — A(Opp) = 0y (—Ayp).
Moreover, since X C W3 (R"), we can use formula (4.1) in [38], obtaining that
(=A)*(0vp) = 0 ((=A)°p).
Gathering together these facts, we obtain (3.2)), as desired. As a result, with the
choices in (3.3]) and (3.4)), assumption (H1) is obviously satisfied. O

Remark 3.3. On account of Remark if u e X it is possible to compute Lu
pointwise in RY. As a consequence, since in this section we shall always deal with
functions belonging to X (or to X C X), the solvability of any equation involving
L is always meant in the pointwise sense.

Lemma 3.4 (Validity of (H2)). Let X be as in (3.1). Let ¢ € X and {z;}72, be
a sequence of points in RV (possibly unbounded). Let also

(3.5) ok =@+ 2) for any k € N.
Then, there exists a function pg € X such that, up to a sub-sequence,
(3.6) lim pp(z) = po(z),
k—o00
(3.7) Jim Vi (2) = Vo ()
(3.8) and klim Log(x) = Lpo(x),
—00

for all x € RN, In particular, assumption (H2) is fulfilled.
A less regular version of Lemma [3.4] will be given in Remark
Proof of Lemma[3.J. We observe that, since ¢ € X, the sequences

{D%pr}trzq
are equi-continuous and equi-bounded on RY, for every multi-index o € NV sa-
tisfying 0 < |a| < 3. As a consequence, Arzela-Ascoli’s Theorem ensures the
existence of some function g € X such that (up to a sub-sequence)

(3.9) klggo D%, = D% locally uniformly in R,

for every a € NV with |a| < 3. Hence, and plainly follows from ({3.9).
We also deduce from that

(3.10) klgrolo Ay (z) = Ago(z) locally uniformly in RY.

We now claim that

(3.11) (=AY pr(z) = (—A)°po(x) for every z € RY.

lim
k—o0
To prove it, for any z € RN and for any k € N, we set

wrlx+2) —or(x — 2) — 2¢0(x
Ti(z) := ( ) |z|1€7+23 ) (z) for any z # 0.
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On account of (3.9)), we have that

_ po(@ +2) — po(z — 2) — 2p0(z)
- ‘Z|N+28

(3.12) lim Zy(z) for all z # 0.
k—o0

Moreover, recalling the definition of ¢ in (3.5)), we see that, for every z # 0,
_ |or(@ + 2) + oz — 2)| — 205 ()|

7
‘ k(z)‘ ‘Z|N+2s
@ 1
< max D@kl Loo Y [ Xo<li<1)
1

|al=

1
= max D@l oo (mv) (2N 252 X{o<lal<1}

1
+ 4|l oo ) ELE X{|z|>1}-

Now, since ¢ € X, we have that
1
9(z) = ma;; HDOCSOHLOO(RN) Wm X{o0<|z|<1}

o]
1 1 N
+ 4]l |l oo () T2 X1} € L'(R™).

From this, (3.12)) and (3.13|) we deduce that we can apply the Dominated Con-
vergence Theorem to conclude that, for any z € RY,

ou(z+2) — pnle = 2) — 2enla)

y
el 2| NF2s
_/ wo(r + 2) — po(x — 2) — 2¢00(x) d
e Z.
RN |Z|N+25

This proves (3.11)). From (3.10) and (3.11)), recalling (1.1]), we obtain (3.8). O

Remark 3.5. By taking a closer inspection to the proof of Lemma one can
easily recognize that the following result holds: if ¢ € X and if {zx}ren € RV,
there exists a function pg € X such that, up to a sub-sequence,

lim ¢p(z) = po(x), lim Vi (x) = Vpo(z)
k—o00 k—o00
and lim Loi(z) = Lpo(x),
k—o00
for every x € RN, where ¢y, := @(- + z1,).

Lemma 3.6 (Validity of (H3) and (H5)). Let X be the space defined in (3.4).
Moreover, let ¢ : RN — R be any function and let w € X satisfy

(3.14) Lw+ c(x)w=0 inRY,
We assume that
(3.15) w(z) >0 i RV \ U and ¢(z) >k on U

for some open set U C RN and some constant > 0. Then

(3.16) w(z) >0 forallzeRY.



MIXED LOCAL AND NONLOCAL OPERATORS 21

In particular, assumptions (H3) and (H5) are fulfilled with the choice in (3.3)).

Proof. Arguing by contradiction, we suppose that m := infgy w < 0, and we
choose a sequence of points {2;}2°, in RV satisfying

(3.17) lim w(zg) = m.
k—o0
Since m < 0, it is not restrictive to assume that
(3.18) w(z) < % <0 forallkeN.
As a consequence, also in light of (3.15)), for every k € N we have

(3.19) zpeU and c(zi) > Kk > 0.
Now, thanks to (3.14), from (3.18) and (3.19)) we deduce that

Lw(z) = —c(z)w(zg) > —% > 0, for all k € N.
In particular, setting wy, := w(- + 2x), we obtain
(3.20) Lwi(0) > —% >0, forallkeN.

On the other hand, since w € X, from Remark we infer the existence of some
function wp € X such that (up to a sub-sequence)

(3.21) lim wg(z) = wo(x) and lim Lwg(z) = Lwo(x),

k—o00 k—o00
for every fixed x € RY. By taking the limit as k¥ — oo in (3.20]), we then get
(3.22) Lwo(0) > —% > 0.

Now, we observe that, on account of (3.17)) and (3.21)), one has

wp(0) = klglgo w(0) = kli_)rgow(zk) =m= ]iRnAﬁw <w(x + z) = wg(x),

for every z € RY and every k € N. As a consequence,
wp(0) < wo(x) for every z € RY,

and thus z = 0 is a minimum point for wg in RY. In particular,

wo(z) — wo(0)

|| N+2s dz > 0.

Awp(0) >0 and  — (—=A)%*wp(0) = P.V./
RN
Therefore, recalling (1.1]), this implies that Lw(0) < 0, which is in contradiction

with (3.22). This completes the proof of (3.16]).
We point out that, with the choice in (3.3)), from the first part of Lemma

we obtain the validity of assumption (H3). Indeed, for this, it is enough to apply
the first part of Lemma [3.6] with

U:={z=(y,t) eRY st. [t| > M},

for some M > 0. Furthermore, from the first part of Lemma [3.6| we also obtain

the validity of assumption (H5), by simply observing that X C X. O
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Lemma 3.7 (Validity of (H4) and (H6)). Let X be as in (3.4). Letc: RN xR — R

be any function satisfying

(3.23) c(x,0) =0 for every x € RY.
Let w € X satisfy

(3.24) Lw+c(z,w)=0 inRY.
Then

(3.25) {Z(i)O:ig’RN, — w=0 onR".

In particular, assumptions (H4) and (H6) are fulfilled with the choices in (3.3)
and. (B3).

Proof. We observe that, thanks to the assumptions in (3.25)), z = 0 is a minimum
point for w in RY. As a consequence, we have that

w(z)
dx > 0.
RN |$’N+25 r >0

On the other hand, by (3.23]) and (3.24)), and recalling also that w(0) = 0, we get
0=1¢(0,0) = ¢(0,w(0)) = —Lw(0) = Aw(0) — (—A)*w(0) > —(—A)*w(0).
Gathering together this and (3.26]), we conclude that

(3.26) Aw(0) >0 and — (—A)°’w(0) =P.V.

0= —(—A)Yw(0) = P.V. /RN ﬁfvﬂ da.

Since w > 0 in RY, we deduce that w = 0 on the whole of R, which completes
the proof of the claim in (3.25)).
Now, we check the validity of assumption (H4). For this, recalling (3.3])
and (3.4]), we take ¢ € X and we define
c(z,w) == = f'(p(z)) w.

We observe that ¢ satisfies (3.23)). Hence, we can apply the first part of Lemma
to obtain that (H4) is satisfied. Finally, in order to show the validity of assump-
tion (H6), given ¢ € X, we define

ez, w) := fp(z) + w) = flp(x)).

This function satisfies (3.23)). As a consequence of this and of the inclusion X C X,
we deduce (H6) from the first part of Lemma O

Thanks to these statements, we can now prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem[I.3 On account of Lemmata and we know
that the assumptions in (H1)—(H6) are fulfilled in the setting of Theorem [1.2

Moreover, since u € X, we have that

[ull ¢1.8 vy is finite for all 8 € (0, 1).

From these considerations and ({1.3)), we have that the assumptions of Theorem 1.1
in [38] are satisfied. Hence, from Theorem 1.1 in [3§] we have that there exists
some function ug : R — R such that (|1.5) holds true. O
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APPENDIX A. A HOPF-TYPE LEMMA

We provide here a variation of Proposition leading to a linear growth from
the boundary for antisymmetric solutions which can be seen as a Hopf Lemma
in this setting.

Lemma A.1l. Let g € H and d > dist(zg,0H). Let py be the projection of xg
onto OH. Let v be nonnegative in H and suppose that v is an antisymmetric
supersolution v of Lv =0 in Bg(xo) N H.

Then, either v =0 or

lim inf v(po + €v) — v(po)
e\0 5

>0,

Z0—Po

where v 1= .
lzo—po|

Proof. Up to a rigid motion, we suppose that H = (0,400) X RN and zg =
(to,0,...,0) with t9 > 0. In this way, we have that py is the origin, v =
(1,0,...,0) and
to = diSt(xo, 8H) < d.
We suppose that v Z 0 (otherwise we are done) and we exploit Proposition
to deduce that
(A1) § :=essinfp, ;v >0,
where p1 := po + 8dv = (84,0, ...,0).
We let p € (0, dzf]f,o) and consider an even function ¢ € C§°((—p, p)) with ¢ =
1in (—p/2,p/2). Using the notation z = (z1,...,zN), we set
g(z) = z19(z1) ... Y(aN).
We remark that g € C§°((—p, p)V) and, in particular,

1£9]l oo my < C,

for some C' € (0, +o0). Furthermore, since ¢ is even, we see that g is antisym-
metric. Now, for every z € RY, we define

() = v(2) — > (9(2) + 0 (X0 (&) ~ Xuo) (7))

where a > 0 is a constant to be conveniently chosen in what follows. We remark
that w is antisymmetric. We claim that

(A.2) (=p,p) C Ba(o).
Indeed, if ¢ = (C1,...,C¢n) € (—p, p)Y we have that
¢ = ol = [¢ = (t0,0,...,0)[ < |1 —to| + |2 + -+ + [Cn]

d—to _, 3(d—t) _,
4 )

<to+ Np<ty+

thus proving (|A.2)
Accordingly, if x € H \ Bg(zo), then z lies outside (—p, p)", due to (A.2),
whence g(z) = 0. This says that if z € H \ By(zo), then

(A8)  w(@) = v(e) — (X (@) ~ X (®)) = v(@) ~ Xy (2) > 0,
thanks to .
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Furthermore, if ¢ € D(By(x0)),
(XBap1) () = XBu(p) (2) (%) = (XBa(p1) (®) = XBap1) (2) (X)X B, (00) () = 0

for every x € ]RN and, as a consequence,

R2N | —y|N+2s Y
1 (XBu(pn) (®) = XBa(e1) @) PW) + KBue1) W) — XBur0) @)@)
B //sz |z — y|N+2s ey

// (XBar))(¥) — XBu(p) (@) (x )dwdy

R2N ’3? y|Nr2s

_ _// (XBa(p) (W) — X%igl)(@))sﬁ(x) dr dy
Ba(zo) xRN |z — y|N+2s

_ _// XBd(pl)(J\?-yQ( )d dy +// XBd(P1)(z]/3f2(x) dz dy
Ba(wo)xRN |z —y|N s Ba(wo) xRN |T —y|NH2s

_ _// XBd(m)(N)H( ) dwdy +// XBd(pl)_(yN)fZ(x) iz dy
Bd((EQ)XRN |ﬂf - y| 5 Bd(:vo)XRN |217 - y| s

. dy dy
Co:= inf / T IN+2s _/ ——————] € (0,+00).
0 xGBd(xo) ( Bd p1 ’3}‘ — ’N+25 Bd(pl) ’x _ y’N—‘rQs) ( )

As a result, in U := By(z9) N H, we have that

5 5.
Lw = Lo = 2(Lg+aL (X5, (@) = Xp,0)(@)) ) = 0= =(C = aCp) =0,

as long as a > C/Cy. This and (A.3)) entail that w is an antisymmetric superso-
lution of Lw = 0 in U and therefore, by Proposition (used here with ¢ := 0),
we deduce that w > 0. In particular, if x € By(xg) N H,

0 < w(x) = () ~ Jo(a),

thus, we conclude that

lng inf 2P0+ €2) > O imint IR0 0 9(60,,0)
N0 € a  eNo € a e\0 5
= éliminf%(g) = é’
a &\0 £ a
which yields the desired result. 0

It would be interesting to obtain Lemma[A. T with d = dist(xo, 0H). When s €
(O, %) this can be achieved by following the proof of Lemma and replacing
the function g used there with the solution of Lgo = 1 in By(zg) and gp = 0
outside By(zp), and then considering ¢ as the antisymmetric extension of g
outside H (in this setting, the Lipschitz growth of gy that follows from the results
in [21] suffices for having a bounded Lg and the desired linear growth from the
boundary of H).



(1]
2]
8]

4]
[5]
(6]
(7]
(8]
(9]
(10]
(1]

[12]

[13]

[14]

(15]
[16]
(17]

18]

[19]

[20]

21]

22]
23]

24]

MIXED LOCAL AND NONLOCAL OPERATORS 25

REFERENCES

N. Abatangelo, M. Cozzi, An elliptic boundary value problem with fractional nonlinearity,
preprint. [2]

G. Barles, E. Chasseigne, A. Ciomaga, C. Imbert, Lipschitz reqularity of solutions for mized
integro-differential equations, J. Differential Equations 252 (2012), no. 11, 6012-6060.
G. Barles, E. Chasseigne, A. Ciomaga, C. Imbert, Large time behavior of periodic viscosity
solutions for uniformly parabolic integro-differential equations, Calc. Var. Partial Differential
Equations 50 (2014), no. 1-2, 283-304.

G. Barles, C. Imbert, Second-order elliptic integro-differential equations: viscosity solutions’
theory revisited, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire 25 (2008), no. 3, 567-585.
M. T. Barlow, R.F. Bass, C. Gui, The Liouville property and a conjecture of De Giorgi,
Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 53 (2000), no. 8, 1007-1038.

B. Barrios, L. Montoro, B. Sciunzi, On the mowving plane method for nonlocal problems in
bounded domains, J. Anal. Math. 135 (2018), no. 1, 37-57.

H. Berestycki, F. Hamel, R. Monneau, One-dimensional symmetry of bounded entire solu-
tions of some elliptic equations, Duke Math. J. 103(2000), no. 3, 375-396.

H. Berestycki and L. Nirenberg, On the method of moving planes and the sliding method,
Bol. Soc. Brasil. Mat. (N.S.) 22, (1991), 1-37.

S. Biagi, S. Dipierro, E. Valdinoci, E. Vecchi, Mized local and nonlocal elliptic operators:
reqularity and mazimum principles, preprint. 2]

S. Biagi, E. Valdinoci, E. Vecchi, A symmetry result for elliptic systems in punctured do-
mains, Commun. Pure Appl. Anal. 18 (2019), no. 5, 2819—2833.

S. Biagi, E. Valdinoci, E. Vecchi, A symmetry result for cooperative elliptic systems with
singularities, Publ. Mat. 64 (2020), no. 2, 621-652.

I.H. Biswas, E.R. Jakobsen, K.H. Karlsen, Viscosity solutions for a system of integro-
PDEs and connections to optimal switching and control of jump-diffusion processes, Appl.
Math. Optim. 62 (2010), no. 1, 47-80.

I.H. Biswas, E.R. Jakobsen, K. H. Karlsen, Difference-quadrature schemes for nonlinear
degenerate parabolic integro-PDE, SIAM J. Numer. Anal. 48 (2010), no. 3, 1110-1135.
D. Blazevski, D. del-Castillo-Negrete, Local and nonlocal anisotropic transport in reversed
shear magnetic fields: Shearless Cantori and nondiffusive transport, Phys. Rev. E 87 (2013),
063106.

H. Brezis, Functional Analysis, Sobolev Spaces and Partial Differential Equations. Univer-
sitext. Springer, New York (2011).

X. Cabré, S. Dipierro, E. Valdinoci, The Bernstein technique for integro-differential equa-
tions, preprint. [2]

X. Cabré, J. Serra, An extension problem for sums of fractional Laplacians and 1-D sym-
metry of phase transitions, Nonlinear Anal. 137 (2016), 246-265.

X. Cabré, Y. Sire, Nonlinear equations for fractional Laplacians II: Existence, uniqueness,
and qualitative properties of solutions, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 367 (2015), no. 2, 911-941.
L. Caffarelli, Y.Y. Li, L. Nirenberg, Some remarks on singular solutions of nonlinear el-
liptic equations. II. Symmetry and monotonicity via moving planes, Advances in geometric
analysis, Int. Press, Somerville, MA 21, (2012), 97-105.

L. Caffarelli, E. Valdinoci, A priori bounds for solutions of a monlocal evolution PDE,
Analysis and numerics of partial differential equations, 141-163, Springer INdAM Ser., 4,
Springer, Milan, 2013.

Z.-Q. Chen, P. Kim, R. Panki, Z. Vondragek, Sharp Green function estimates for A+ A%/?
in C*! open sets and their applications, Illinois J. Math. 54 (2010), no. 3, 981-1024 (2012).
2 B2

Z.-Q. Chen, P. Kim, R. Panki, Z. Vondracek, Boundary Harnack principle for A + A%/2,
Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 364 (2012), no. 8, 4169-4205.

A. Ciomaga, On the strong mazimum principle for second-order nonlinear parabolic integro-
differential equations, Adv. Differential Equations 17 (2012), no. 7-8, 635-671.

F. Colasuonno and E. Vecchi, Symmetry and rigidity in the hinged composite plate problem,
J. Differential Equations 266, (2019), no. 8, 4901-4924.



26

[25]

[26]

27]

(28]

[29]

(30]

31]

32]

33]

34]

(35]

(36]

37]

[38]

39]
[40]
[41]

[42]

(43]
[44]
[45]
[46]

[47]

S.BIAGI, S. DIPIERRO, E. VALDINOCI, AND E. VECCHI

R. de la Llave, E. Valdinoci, A generalization of Aubry-Mather theory to partial differential
equations and pseudo-differential equations, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire 26
(2009), no. 4, 1309-1344.

F. del Teso, J. Endal, E. R. Jakobsen, On distributional solutions of local and nonlocal pro-
blems of porous medium type, C. R. Math. Acad. Sci. Paris 355 (2017), no. 11, 1154-1160.
m

F. Dell’Oro, V. Pata, Second order linear evolution equations with general dissipation, pre-
print, available at https://arxiv.org/pdf/1811.07667 .pdf

S. Dipierro, L. Montoro, I. Peral, B. Sciunzi, Qualitative properties of positive solutions to
nonlocal critical problems involving the Hardy-Leray potential, Calc. Var. Part. Differ. Equ.
55 (2016), no. 4, Art. 99, 29 pp.

S. Dipierro, E. Proietti Lippi, E. Valdinoci, (Non)local logistic equations with Neumann
conditions, preprint.

S. Dipierro, N. Soave, E. Valdinoci, On fractional elliptic equations in Lipschitz sets and
epigraphs: regularity, monotonicity and rigidity results, Math. Ann. 369 (2017), no. 3-4,
1283-1326.

S. Dipierro, E. Valdinoci, V. Vespri, Decay estimates for evolutionary equations with frac-
tional time-diffusion, J. Evol. Equ. 19 (2019), no. 2, 435-462.

F. Esposito, Symmetry and monotonicity properties of singular solutions to some cooperative
semilinear elliptic systems involving critical nonlinearities, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 40
(2020), no. 1, 549-577.

M. M. Fall, S. Jarohs, Overdetermined problems with fractional Laplacian, ESAIM Control
Optim. Calc. Var. 21 (2015), no. 4, 924-938.

A. Farina, Symmetry for solutions of semilinear elliptic equations in RY and related con-
jectures, Papers in memory of Ennio De Giorgi. Ricerche Mat. 48 (1999), suppl., 129-154.
Bl

A. Farina, Propriétés de monotonie et de symétrie unidimensionnelle pour les solutions
de Au+ f(u) = 0 avec des fonctions f éventuellement discontinues, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris
Sér. T Math. 330 (2000), no. 11, 973-978.

A. Farina, Monotonicity and one-dimensional symmetry for the solutions of Au+ f(u) =0
in RN with possibly discontinuous nonlinearity, Adv. Math. Sci. Appl. 11 (2001), no. 2,
811-834. 3

A. Farina, E. Valdinoci, 1D symmetry for solutions of semilinear and quasilinear elliptic
equations, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 363 (2011), no. 2, 579-609.

A. Farina, E. Valdinoci, Rigidity results for elliptic PDEs with uniform limits: an abstract
framework with applications, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 60 (2011), no. 1, 121-141.
G.W. Gibbons and P. K. Townsend, Bogomol’nyi equation for intersecting domain walls,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 83 (1999), no. 9, 1727-1730.

B. Gidas, B, W.M. Ni, L. Nirenberg, Symmetry and related properties via the maximum
principle, Comm. Math. Phys. 68, (1979), 209-243.

E.R. Jakobsen, K. H. Karlsen, Continuous dependence estimates for viscosity solutions of
integro-PDEs, J. Differential Equations 212 (2005), no. 2, 278-318.

E.R. Jakobsen, K. H. Karlsen, A “maximum principle for semicontinuous functions” ap-
plicable to integro-partial differential equations, NoDEA Nonlinear Differential Equations
Appl. 13 (2006), 137-165.

S. Jarohs, T. Weth, Asymptotic symmetry for a class of nonlinear fractional reaction-
diffusion equations, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 34 (2014), no. 6, 2581-2615.

S. Jarohs, T. Weth, Symmetry via antisymmetric mazximum principles in nonlocal problems
of variable order, Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. 195 (2016), 273-291. EI,

G. Leoni, A first course in Sobolev spaces. Graduate Studies in Mathematics, 105. American
Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2009. xvi+607 pp. [[3]

L. Montoro, F. Punzo, B. Sciunzi, Qualitative properties of singular solutions to nonlocal
problems, Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. 197 (2018), 941-964.

P. Polécik, S. Terracini, Nonnegative solutions with a nontrivial nodal set for elliptic equa-
tions on smooth symmetric domains, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 142 (2014), no. 4, 1249-1259.



MIXED LOCAL AND NONLOCAL OPERATORS 27

[48] X. Ros-Oton, J. Serra, Nonezistence results for nonlocal equations with critical and su-
percritical nonlinearities, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 40 (2015), no. 1, 115-133.

[49] B. Sciunzi, On the moving plane method for singular solutions to semilinear elliptic equa-
tions, J. Math. Pures Appl. 108 (2017), no. 1, 111-123.

[50] N. Soave, E. Valdinoci, Overdetermined problems for the fractional Laplacian in exterior
and annular sets, J. Anal. Math. 137 (2019), no. 1, 101-134.

[61] W.C. Troy, Symmetry properties in systems of semilinear elliptic equations, J. Differential
Equations 42, (1981), 400-413.

(S. Biagi) POLITECNICO DI MILANO - DIPARTIMENTO DI MATEMATICA
VIA BONARDI 9, 20133 MILANO, ITALY
Email address: stefano.biagi@polimi.it

(S. Dipierro) DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS AND STATISTICS
UNIVERSITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA

35 STIRLING HIGHWAY, WA 6009 CRAWLEY, AUSTRALIA
Email address: serena.dipierro@uwa.edu.au

(E. Valdinoci) DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS AND STATISTICS
UNIVERSITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA

35 STIRLING HIGHWAY, WA 6009 CRAWLEY, AUSTRALIA
Email address: enrico.valdinoci@uwa.edu.au

(E. Vecchi) POLITECNICO DI MILANO - DIPARTIMENTO DI MATEMATICA
VIiA BONARDI 9, 20133 MILANO, ITALY
Email address: eugenio.vecchi@polimi.it



