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The fractional logarithmic Schrödinger

operator: properties and functional spaces

Pierre Aime Feulefack

Abstract. In this note, we deal with the fractional logarithmic Schrödinger op-

erator (� + (−Δ)B)log and the corresponding energy spaces for variational study.

The fractional (relativistic) logarithmic Schrödinger operator is the pseudo-

differential operator with logarithmic Fourier symbol, log(1 + |b |2B), B > 0.

We first establish the integral representation corresponding to the operator and

provide an asymptotics property of the related kernel. We introduce the functional

analytic theory allowing to study the operator from a PDE point of view and the

associated Dirichlet problems in an open set of R# . We also establish some

variational inequalities, provide the fundamental solution and the asymptotics of

the corresponding Green function at zero and at infinity.
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1. Introduction

This note provides tools and properties for the fractional (relativistic) logarithmic

Schrödinger operator denoted by (� + (−Δ)B)log, which is the pseudo-differential

operator corresponding to the logarithmic Fourier symbol

log(1 + |b |2B), B > 0,

which, for smooth function D : R# → R, it is equivalent to the equality

(� + (−Δ)B)logD(G) = F −1
(
log(1 + |b |2B)F (D) (b)

)
(G), (G ∈ R# ).

Here and in the following, F and F −1 stand for the Fourier transform and inverse

Fourier transform respectively. This note is somehow a continuation of the logarith-

mic Schrödinger operator corresponding to the particular case B = 1, denoted by

(� − Δ)log, introduced in [21],

(� − Δ)logD(G) = F −1
(
log(1 + |b |2)F (D) (b)

)
(G), (G ∈ R# ).

As already mentioned in [21], we adopt the superscript notation (� + (−Δ)B)log to

emphasize on the nonlocal feature of these operators. We call the operator here the

fractional logarithmic Schrödinger operator and this can be found in literature with

the classical notation

log(� + (−Δ)B),
see for instance [6,7,7,10,13,17,29,36,38,40,44,47,48] and the references therein.

These operators are usually called in the point of view of probabilistic and potential

theory, the infinitesimal generators of a symmetric geometric 2B-stable processes for

B ∈ (0, 1) [31] and the infinitesimal generator for the symmetric variance gamma

process for B = 1 [37]. Generally for B > 0, the fractional logarithmic Schrödinger

operators are defined through their characteristic function or their Laplace exponent

k(_) := log(1 + _2B).

In that direction, the fractional logarithmic Schrödinger operator has so far received

most attentions and has vaste applications in mathematical finance. In particular,

they play an important role in heavy-tail modeling of economic data [40] and in the

study heavy-tailed financial models [45,48]. Moreover, despite the wide applications

in mathematical finance and other fields of sciences, there has not been much study

in the point of view of Partial Differential Equations (PDEs) or Integro-Differential

Equations (IDEs) involving these operators.

Many results in the literature on problems involving the fractional Logarithmic

Schrödinger operator are proved using the corresponding Lévy Khintchine or Laplace

exponent k(_) := log(1 + _2B), combined with Tauberian-type theorems [35, 36,

38, 42, 48] or the method via Fourier transform in R# . We mention for instance

[13, 44] where the fractional logarithmic Schrödinger operator have been used in

wave equation to model damping mechanism in R# (see also the references therein)
{
DCC + (� + (−Δ)B)logD + (� + (−Δ)B)logDC = 0 G ∈ R# , C > 0

D(G, 0) = D0(G) DC (G, 0) = D1(G) G ∈ R# .
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We also mention [11], where the fractional logarithmic Schrödinger operator has

been used in an inviscid model generalizing the two-dimensional Euler and the

surface quasi-geostrophic equations describe by
{
\C + D · ∇\ = 0 G ∈ R# , C > 0

D = ∇⊥k, Δk = (� + (−Δ)B)log\,

where \ = \ (G, C) is a scalar function of G ∈ R# and C > 0, D denotes a veloc-

ity field in R# . This is also known as log-Euler equation. In [52], the logarithmic

Schrödinger operator is used to model a fast algorithm for intra-frame versatile video

coding based on edge features. In [41] a model involving a one-dimensional loga-

rithmic Schrödinger operator is used to investigate finite-time blow-up and stability

of semilinear integro-differential equations of the form
{
FC + (� − Δ)logF + aCfF1+V

F(G, 0) = i(G) ≥ 0, G ∈ R+,

where a > 0,f ∈ R and V > 0 are constants. See also [2,18,51] and the references in

there for other problems involving the logarithmic Schrödinger operator (� − Δ)log.

In the general theory of partial differential equations (PDEs) or integro-

differential equations (IDEs), to avoid apriori regularity assumption on solutions

to the initial problem, it is a common case that one first finds a weak or distributional

solutions to the initial problem, and then, by showing that the solution is sufficiently

regular, one argues that it is in fact a strong or classical solution. This theory of PDEs

involves Sobolev spaces and variational approach, which are basic tools to establish

weak, distributional or viscosity solutions to a specific given equation.

The aim of the present note is to define the operator (� + (−Δ)B)log from an

analytical point of view and introduce tools from functional analytic theory which,

we think will be helpful to PDEs oriented readers to study problems involving

the fractional logarithmic Schrödinger operator (� + (−Δ)B)log in a domain using

variational approach. So far , there are not many papers or books in the literature

dealing with the fractional logarithmic Schrödinger operator in domain.

In the sense above, some of our results may not be new for expert in nonlo-

cal elliptic or parabolic operators, but the exposition is explicitly given in this note

particularly for the fractional logarithmic schrödinger operator. Moreover, more on

Lévy-type processes and their corresponding pseudo-differential operators on the

general form k(Δ), where k is a Bernstein functions can be found in [31].

Outline. The paper is divided in four sections and organised as follows.

In section 2, we show that for compactly supported Dini continuous function

D : R# → R, the operator (� + (−Δ)B)log can be represented as a singular integral

operator,

(� + (−Δ)B)logD(G) = F −1
(
log(� + |b |2B)F (D)

)
(G)

= %.+

∫

R#

(
D(G) − D(H)

)
 B (G − H) 3H,
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where the kernel function  B is given below (see (2.3)) and satisfies the asymptotics

 B (I) ∼



|I|−# as |I| → 0

|I|−#−2B as |I| → ∞
(1.1)

for B ∈ (0, 1), and for B = 1,

 1 (I) ∼



|I|−# as |I| → 0

|I|− #+1
2 4−|I | as |I| → ∞.

(1.2)

In section 3, we deal with the fundamental solution and Green function for

(� + (−Δ)B)log. Denoting by � the Green function for (� + (−Δ)B)log, we show that

� (G) =
∫ ∞

0

@C (G) 3C =
∫ ∞

0

1

Γ(C)

∫ ∞

0

?B (G, g)gC−14−g 3g 3C.

where @C is the associated density function and the function � satisfies the asymp-

totics

� (G) ∼




1

|G |# (log 1
|G | )2

as |G | → 0

�#,B

|G |#+2B (log 1
|G | )2

as |G | → ∞.

In section 4, we set up the functional analytic framework for the Dirichlet

problems involving the operator (� + (−Δ)B)log in domain. We prove some important

inequalities for variational study as well as some compactness results.

In section 5, we investigate the existence results and some properties of

solutions for Poisson problem involving the fractional logarithmic Schrödinger

(� + (−Δ)B)log in an open bounded set Ω of R# . Moreover, we prove also the strong

maximum principle for pointwise solutions.

Notations. Throughout the note, we shall use the following notations. We letl#−1 =

2c
#
2 /Γ( #

2
) denote the measure of the unit sphere in R# and, for a set � ⊂ R#

and G ∈ R# , we define X�(G) := dist(G, �2) with �2 = R
# \ � and, if � is

measurable, then |�| denotes its Lebesgue measure. Moreover, for given A > 0, let

�A (�) := {G ∈ R# : dist(G, �) < A}, and let �A (G) := �A ({G}) denote the ball

of radius A with G as its center. If G = 0 we also write �A instead of �A (0). If � is

open, we denote by �:2 (�) the space of function D : R# → R which are :-times

continuously differentiable and with support compactly contained in �. If 5 and 6 are

two functions, then, 5 ∼ 6 as G → 0 if
5 (G )
6 (G ) converges to a constant as G converges

to 0. By S(R# ), we denote the Schwartz space of rapidly decaying functions in R#

with the topology generated by the family of semi-norm

%# (i) = sup
G∈R#

(1 + |G |)#
∑

|U | ≤#
|�Ui(G) |, # = 0, 1, 2, . . .
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with i ∈ S(R# ). For any i ∈ S(R# ), we define the Fourier transform of i by

î(b) = F (i) (b) = 1

(2c) #
2

∫

R#

4−8G ·b i(G) 3G.

Let S′ (R# ) be the set of all tempered distributions, the topological dual of S(R# ).
The Fourier Transform can be extended continuously from S(R# ) to S′ (R# ).

2. Definition and properties of the operator

Let start with the well-known fractional Laplace operator (−Δ)B with B ∈ (0, 1),
appearing in the definition of (� + (−Δ)B)log. Due the important links to stochastic

processes and partial differential equations, the fractional Laplacian has received by

far most attention see e.g. [3,9,10,24,32,50] and the references therein. It is defined

for a compactly supported functions D : R# → R of class�2 via the singular integral

(−Δ)BD(G) = �#,B lim
n→0+

∫

R# \�n (G )

D(G) − D(H)
|G − H |#+2B

3H

where the normalization constant �#,B is given by

�#,B := c−
#
2 22BB

Γ( #
2
+ B)

Γ(1 − B) , (2.1)

and it is chosen such that, equivalently, the fractional Laplacian is defined by its

Fourier transform F
(
(−Δ)BD

)
= | · |2BF D. It is well known that for that for D ∈

C2
2 (R# ), the following limits hold

lim
B→1−

(−Δ)BD(G) = −ΔD(G) and lim
B→0+

(−Δ)BD(G) = D(G).

We also observe that _U , U > 0 is a Bernstein functions with representation

_U =
1

|Γ(−U) |

∫ ∞

0

(1 − 4−C_)C−1−U 3C.

Moreover, it is not difficult to check using the Cauchy-Frullani’s integral formula [1]

that log(1 + _U) has the representation

log(1 + _U) =
∫ ∞

0

(1 − 4−C_U ) 4
−C

C
3C,

and it is in fact a Bernstein function too. Therefore, using Bochner’s subordination

(by substituting formally _ = −Δ), the fractional logarithmic Schrödinger operator

can also be represented in the sense of spectral theory in !2 by

(� + (−Δ)B)log
=

∫ ∞

0

(1 − 4−C (−Δ)B ) 4
−C

C
3C.

It well known from the spectral theorem that the fractional Laplacian (−Δ)B gen-

erates a strongly continuous semigroup of operator %C = 4−C (−Δ)
B

, which is the

Fourier multiplier with symbol 4−C | b |
2B

. Hence %C is the convolution operator with

a symmetric kernel function ?B (I, C) satisfying the Fourier representation

F (?B (·, C)) (b) = 4−C | b |
2B

.
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The function ?B (C, G) is the transition density of a B-stable Lévy process. Moreover,

for two values of the parameter B, namely B = 1 and B = 1
2
, the function ?B (G, C) is

explicitly known and in the first case, it writes as

?1(G, C) = (4cC)− #
2 4−

|G |2
4C , C > 0,

known as the Gaussian kernel for the standard heat equation (see [50], [39, Page

180]). For the fractional case B = 1
2
, we have that

? 1
2
(G, C) = W#

C

(C2 + |G |2) #+1
2

with W# = Γ(# + 1

2
)c− #+1

2 .

For B ∈ (0, 1), by the Fourier inversion theorem, ?B (I, C) takes the form

?B (I, C) =
1

(2c) #
2

∫

R#

4−8 b ·I4−C | b |
2B

3b.

Also F (?B) (b) = 4−C | b |
2B

is rapidly decreasing and therefore ?B (I, C) is of class C∞.

We also have the following scaling property

?B (I, C) = C−
#
2B ?B (C−

1
2B I, 1)

and the following limits

lim
|I |→∞

|I|#+2B ?B (I, 1) = �#,B and lim
C→0

|I|#+2B ?B (I, C)
C

= ^#,B .

Moreover, with the constant �#,B > 0 as in (2.1) with B ∈ (0, 1), it is well known

that for any C > 0 the transition density functions ?B (H, C) satisfies (see [9, 10, 50])

?B (H, C) ∼ �#,B min
( C

|H |#+2B
, C−

#
2B

)
, H ∈ R# . (2.2)

Moreover, C
|H |#+2B ≤ C− #

2B if and only if C ≤ |H |2B . Since we have that

%CD(G) = 4−C (−Δ)
B

D(G) = [?B (·, C) ∗ D] (G) and ?B (−H, C) = ?B (H, C),

for D ∈ S(R# ), we can write

(� + (−Δ)B)logD(G) =
∫ ∞

0

(
D(G) − %CD(G))

4−C

C
3C

=

∫ ∞

0

(D(G) − [?B (·, C) ∗ D] (G)
) 4−C
C
3C

=

∫ ∞

0

(D(G) − [?B (−·, C) ∗ D] (G)
) 4−C
C
3C,

where %CD can be interpreted as the solution of the fractional heat equation with

initial datum D, namely, %CD is the solution of the fractional heat equation
{
mC%CD = (−Δ)B%CD, C > 0,

%0D = D.
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Finally, using the density property of ?B (·, C), the fractional logarithmic Schrödinger

operator can be represented as

(� + (−Δ)B)logD(G) = 1

2

∫ ∞

0

(
2D(G) − [?B (·, C) ∗ D] (G) − [?B (·, C) ∗ D] (G)

) 4−C
C
3C

=
1

2

∫

R#

(
2D(G) − D(G + H) − D(G − H)

)
 B (H) 3H,

where the kernel function  B : R# → R is given by

 B (I) =
∫ ∞

0

?B (I, C)
4−C

C
3C

=
1

(2c) #
2

∫ ∞

0

∫

R#

4−8 b ·I4−C | b |
2B 4−C

C
3b3C.

(2.3)

The explicit expression of the kernel B is unknown due to the difficulty on computing

the integral appearing in (2.3). Moreover, from the explicit expression of the density

function ?1 (·, C), the explicit expression for  1 is known (see [21]) and it is given in

term of the modified Bessel function of second kind. The corresponding operator,

denoted by (� − Δ)log is the logarithmic Schrödinger operator. It has been proved

in [21] that for compactly supported Dini continuous functions D : R# → R, the

operator (� − Δ)log has a singular integral representation given by

(� − Δ)logD(G) = lim
n→0

∫

R# \�n (G)

(D(G) − D(H)) 1(G − H) 3H, (2.4)

where  1 is given by

 1 (G − H) = 22
1− #

2
c−

#
2 |G − H |− #

2 ^ #
2
(G − H)

and ^a is the modified Bessel function of second kind with index a > 0, given by

^a (A) =
(c/2) 1

2 Aa4−A

Γ( 2a+1
2

)

∫ ∞

0

4−AC Ca−
1
2 (1 + C/2)a− 1

2 3C.

From the radial property of the density function ?B (·, C), B ∈ (0, 1], it easy to see

that the kernel is symmetric, i.e. it satisfies  B (−I) =  B (I) for all I ∈ R# and
∫

R#

 B (I) 3I = ∞. (2.5)

The above condition in (2.5) is visible from the asymptotics of the kernel  B in

Theorem 2.1. This shows that for any B > 0 the the kernel B is singular at the origin.

Therefore, the fractional logarithmic Schrödinger operator is a singular integral

operator and should be understood in the principal value sense,

(� + (−Δ)B)logD(G) = %.+
∫

R#

(
D(G) − D(H)

)
 B (G − H) 3H

= lim
n→0

∫

R# \�n (G )

(
D(G) − D(H)

)
 B (G − H) 3H.

(2.6)
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Moreover, for Ω open set of R# , one may also define the regional fractional loga-

rithmic Schrödinger operator by

(� + (−Δ)B)log

Ω
D(G) = lim

n→0

∫

Ω\�n (G )

(
D(G) − D(H)

)
 B (G − H) 3H,

which may might be interpreted as the regional Fractional Laplacian (−Δ)B
Ω

, (see

[16]). In particular, for B = 1 and up to a multiplicative constant, from the asymptotics

of the kernel  B (see Theorem 2.1), an example of regional logarithmic Schrödinger

operator can be identified with the operator � in [26] given by

(� − Δ)log

S#
D(G) := �D(G) = %.+.

∫

S#

D(G) − D(H)
|G − H |# 3H,

where S# : {G ∈ R#+1 : ‖G‖ = 1} is the unit sphere in R#+1 . The authors in [26]

classified all nonnegative solutions D of the equation

(� − Δ)log

S#
D = D log D in S

# .

IfΩ has small volume, the regional fractional logarithmic Schrödinger operator up to

multiplicative constant also coincides with the regional logarithmic Laplacian [49],

(� − Δ)log

Ω
D(G) := !Ω

Δ
D(G) = %.+.

∫

Ω

D(G) − D(H)
|G − H |# 3H.

We note that in the particular case # = 1 and B = 1, it follows from the definition in

(2.4) that (see [6, 29, 37, 41])

(� − Δ)logD(G) = %.+.
∫

R#

D(G) − D(H)
|G − H | 4−|G−H | 3H. (2.7)

The main result of this section provides an asymptotics property of the kernel  B at

the singularity and at infinity. Since the explicit expression of  B is not known for

B ∈ (0, 1), the following theorem is capital and will be used almost everywhere in

this note. It writes as follows.

Theorem 2.1. (i) Let�#,B > 0 be as given in (2.1) with the parameter B ∈ (0, 1).
Then the kernel function  B for (� + (−Δ)B)log satisfies the asymptotics

 B (I) ∼



^#,B |I|−# as |I| → 0

�#,B |I|−#−2B as |I| → ∞.
(2.8)

(ii) For B ∈ (0, 1] and D ∈ C1
2 (R# ), the operator (� + (−Δ)B)log can represented

via its Fourier transform as

F ((� + (−Δ)B)logD) (b) = log(1 + |b |2B)F (D) (b), b ∈ R# . (2.9)

(iii) Let D ∈ C1
2 (R# ). Then, the function B ↦→ (� + (−Δ)B)logD is uniformly contin-

uous. In particular, the following limits hold

lim
B→1

(� + (−Δ)B)logD = (� − Δ)logD and lim
B→0+

(� + (−Δ)B)logD = 0.

where the operator (� − Δ)logD is defined in (2.4).
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(iv) The operator (� + (−Δ)B)log is invariant under (_ + (−Δ)B)−1, _ > 0. That is

(� + (−Δ)B)log
[
(_ + (−Δ)B)−1D

]
= (_ + (−Δ)B)−1 (� + (−Δ)B)logD (2.10)

for all D ∈ C1
2 (R# ).

Proof. (8). This can be directly checked in particular for B = 1
2
, using the explicit

expression of ? 1
2
(G − H, C). Indeed, by a change of variable, we have that

 1
2
(G − H) = W#

|G − H |#
∫ ∞

0

4−C |G−H |

(C2 + 1) #+1
2

3C

=
W#

|G − H |#+1

∫ ∞

0

4−C

( C2

|G−H |2 + 1) #+1
2

3C.

(2.11)

Using the first equality of  1
2

in (2.11), we have

lim
|G−H |→0

|G − H |# 1
2
(G − H) =

Γ( #
2
)

2c#/2 .

Using the second equality of  1
2

in (2.11), we get

lim
|G−H |→∞

|G − H |#+1 1
2
(G − H) = W# .

For general B ∈ (0, 1), we shall use the following representation of the incomplete

gamma function (see [43, Page 177]) given by

Γ(0, I) = I04−I
∫ ∞

0

4−C I

(1 + C)1−0 3C, for I > 0. (2.12)

Moreover, with the constant �#,B > 0 as in (2.1) with B ∈ (0, 1), it is well known

that for any C > 0 the transition density functions ?B (G, H, C) satisfies (see [9,10,50])

?B (G, H, C) ∼ �#,B min

(
C−

#
2B ,

C

|G − H |#+2B

)
, G, H ∈ R# . (2.13)

However, C
|G−H |#+2B ≤ C− #

2B if and only if C ≤ |G − H |2B . Thus, using (2.13), we have

 B (G − H) =
∫ ∞

0

?B (G − H, C)4−C
3C

C

∼ �#,B
∫ ∞

0

min

(
C−

#
2B ,

C

|G − H |#+2B

)
4−C

3C

C

= �#,B

∫ |G−H |2B

0

4−C

|G − H |#+2B
3C + �#,B

∫ ∞

|G−H |2B
C−

#+2B
2B 4−C 3C

=
�#,B

|G − H |#+2B

(
1 − 4−|G−H |2B

)
+ �#,BΓ(−

#

2B
, |G − H |2B)

=
�#,B

|G − H |#
(1 − 4−|G−H |2B

|G − H |2B
)
+ �#,B4

−|G−H |2B

|G − H |#
∫ ∞

0

4−C |G−H |
2B

(1 + C)1+ #
2B

3C.
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It follows by the dominated convergent theorem that

lim
|G−H |→0

 B (G − H)
|G − H |# = �#,B + �#,B

∫ ∞

0

1

(1 + C)1+ #
2B

3C

= �#,B

(
1 +

√
c Γ( #+B

2B
)

2Γ( #+2B
2B

)

)
=: ^#,B

and

lim
|G−H |→+∞

 B (G − H)
|G − H |#+2B

= �#,B lim
|I |→+∞

( (
1 − 4−|I |2B

)
+ |I|2B

4 |I |2B

∫ ∞

0

4−C |I |
2B

(1 + C)1+ #
2B

3C
)

= �#,B .

This completes the proof of (8).
(88). Let B ∈ (0, 1]. Since D ∈ C1

2 (R# ), the integrand in (2.6) is a !1 function

on R# × R# . Thus, one applies Fourier transform on both side of (2.6) combined

with the Fubini’s theorem and the symmetry property of the kernel  B to see that

F ((� + (−Δ)B)logD) (b) = F (D) (b)
∫

R#

(1 − 4−8H.b ) B (H) 3H

= F (D) (b)
( ∫ ∞

0

∫

R#

(
?B (H, C) − 48H · (−b ) ?B (H, C)

)
3H 4−C

3C

C

)

= F (D) (b)
∫ ∞

0

(
1 − 4−C | b |2B

)
4−C

3C

C

= log(1 + |b |2B)F (D) (b).

This completes the proof of item (88)
(888). By the Fourier inversion theorem, we use the above representation ob-

tained (ii) given by

(� + (−Δ)B)logD(G) = F −1
(
log(1 + |b |2B)F (D) (b)

)
(G).

Let B0 > 0. We bound the difference using the fundamental theorem of calculus,
���(� + (−Δ)B)logD(G) − (� + (−Δ)B0)logD(G)

���

=

���
∫

R#

4−8G ·b
(
log(1 + |b |2B) − log(1 + |b |2B0)

)
F (D) (b) 3b

���

≤
∫

R#

��� log(1 + |b |2B) − log(1 + |b |2B0)
���|F (D) (b) | 3b

≤ 2|B − B0 |
∫

R#

∫ 1

0

|b |2g (B−B0 )+2B0 | log |b | |
1 + |b |2g (B−B0 )+2B0

|F (D) (b) |3g 3b

≤ 2|B − B0 |
∫

R#

∫ 1

0

| log |b | | |F (D) (b) |3g 3b

≤ 2|B − B0 |
n

∫

R#

(
(|b |j�1 (0) )−n + (|b |jR# \�1 (0) )

n
)
|F (D) (b) | 3b,
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where n > 0 is a small parameter coming from the inequality (see [34])

log d ≤ 1

n

(
(dj{d<1})−n + (dj{d≥1}) n

)
, d > 0. (2.14)

It follows that���(� + (−Δ)B)logD(G) − (� + (−Δ)B0 )logD(G)
���

≤ 2|B − B0 |
n

| (−Δ)− n
2 (Dj�1

) | + |(−Δ) n
2 (DjR#\�1

) |

≤ 2|B − B0 |
n

‖D‖C1
2 (R# ) .

This shows that the function B ↦→ (�+(−Δ)B)logD is Lipschitz and thereforeuniformly

continuous and thus the proof of (888)
(8E). Set F := (_ + (−Δ)B)−1D, then by definition

(� + (−Δ)B)logF(G) =
∫

R#

(F(G) − F(H)): (G − H) 3H

= (_ + (−Δ)B)−1

∫

R#

(D(G) − D(H)): (G − H) 3H

= (_ + (−Δ)B)−1(� + (−Δ)B)logD(G).
This shows (8E) and hence the proof of Theorem 2.1. �

Remark 2.2. (a) Note that the asymptotics of  B in (2.8) as |G | → ∞ holds only

for 0 < B < 1. In the particular case B = 1, the behavior of  1 at infinity is

different and decays exponentially. Namely

 1 (I) ∼ ^# |I|−# as |I| → 0

and

 1 (I) ∼ �# |I|−
#+1

2 4−|I | as |I| → ∞.
We refer to [21] where the proof for B = 1 was done using the properties of the

modified Bessel function of second kind ^a defined above.

(b) The asymptotics of the kernel  B in Theorem 2.1 shows that the operator

(� + (−Δ)B)log has the same singular local behavior as that of the logarith-

mic Laplacian !Δ (see [14, 15, 24, 30]) and it is comparable to the fractional

Laplacian at infinity. We recall that the logarithmic Laplacian !Δ is the pseudo-

differential operator with Fourier symbol 2 log | · | and for compactly supported

Dini continuous functions i : R# → R, it is pointwisely defined by

!Δi(G) = 2# lim
n→0

∫

R# \�n (G )

i(G)1�1 (G ) (H) − i(H)
|G − H |# 3H + d#i(G), (2.15)

where the constants 2# :=
Γ (#/2)
c#/2 and d# := 2 ln 2 + k( #

2
) − W, see [15] for

more details.

It follows from (2.8) that the kernel  B satisfies the Lévy integrability property
∫

R#

min{1, |I| n } B (I) 3I < ∞, (I ∈ R# ) (2.16)
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for any small enough n > 0. This clearly show that the operator (� + (−Δ)B)log

belongs to the class of nonlocal operators with small order (see [12,19,22,30]). We

recall below the definition of the order of an operator, see also [28, Definition 2.1.2]

and [23].

Definition 2.3. Let ! be an integro-differential operator with kernel  . We define

the order of ! as the infimum of the value f > 0 for which the following holds
∫

R#

min{1, |G − H |f} (G − H) 3H < ∞, (G ∈ R# ).

We next give the definition of Dini continuous functions. This provides the weak

regularity that one can put on a function D for the quantity (� + (−Δ)B)logD(G) to be

well-defined for G ∈ R# . Let D : Ω → R be a measurable function. We introduce the

modulus of continuitylD,G,Ω : (0, +∞) → [0, +∞) of D at a point G ∈ Ω, defined by

lD,G,Ω (A) = sup
H∈Ω, |G−H | ≤A

|D(G) − D(H) |.

Then, a function D is called Dini continuous at G if
∫ 1

0

lD,G,Ω (A)
A

3A < ∞.

We call D uniformly Dini continuous in Ω for the uniform modulus of continuity

lD,Ω (A) := sup
G∈Ω

lD,G,* (A) if

∫ 1

0

lD,Ω (A)
A

3A < ∞.

Therefore, for compactly supported Dini continuous functions D : R# → R, the

fractional logarithmic Schrödinger operator (� + (−Δ)B)logD(G) is pointwisely well-

defined.

We introduce also the weighted space LB (R# ), B ∈ (0, 1) defined by

LB (R# ) := {D ∈ !1 (R# ) : ‖D‖LB < ∞},
where

‖D‖LB (R# ) :=

∫

R#

|D(H) |
(1 + |H |)#+2B

3H.

In the following proposition, we list some properties of the operator (� + (−Δ)B)log.

Some items of the proposition can be proved using the same computational arguments

as in [21, Proposition 2.1]. We shall provide only the proof of item (2) and (3) for

completeness.

Proposition 2.4. (1) Let D ∈ LB (R# ) ∩ !∞ (R# ). If D is locally Dini continuous

at some point G ∈ R# , then the operator (� + (−Δ)B)logD is pointwisely defined

by

(� + (−Δ)B)logD(G) =
∫

R#

(D(G) − D(H)): (G − H) 3H.

(2) Let i ∈ �U2 (R# ) for some U ∈ (0, 1), there is � = � (#, B, U, i) such that

���(� + (−Δ)B)logi(G)
��� ≤ �

‖i‖�U (R# )
(1 + |G |)#+2B

.
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In particular, for D ∈ LB (R# ), (� + (−Δ)B)D defines a distribution via the

map

i ↦→ 〈(� + (−Δ)B)logD, i〉 =
∫

R#

D(� + (−Δ)B)logi 3G.

(3) If D ∈ �V (R# ) for some V > 0, then (� + (−Δ)B)logD ∈ �V−n (R# ) for every n

such that 0 < n < V and there exists a constant � := � (#, B, V, n) > 0 such

that

‖(� + (−Δ)B)logD‖CV−n (R# ) ≤ �‖D‖�V (R# ) .

(4) Let i, k ∈ C∞
2 (Ω). Then we have the product rule

(� + (−Δ)B)log(ik) (G) = i(G) (� + (−Δ)B)logk(G) + k(G) (� + (−Δ)B)logi(G)

−
∫

R#

(i(G) − i(H)) (k(G) − k(H)): (G − H) 3H.

If (dn )n >0 is a family of mollified, then

[(� + (−Δ)B)log(dn ∗ i)] (G) = dn ∗ [(� + (−Δ)B)logi] (G).

Proof of Proposition 2.4. We provide only the proofs for (2) and (3), see [21] for

the rests.

Proof of (2). Let i ∈ �U2 (R# ). We use the representation

(� + (−Δ)B)logi(G) = 1

2

∫

R#

(
2i(G) − i(G + H) − i(G − H)

)
 B (G − H) 3H.

Put � := ‖i‖�U (R# ) . Noticing that i ∈ �U2 (R# ), we have

|2i(G) − i(G + H) − i(G − H) | ≤ �min{1, |H |U}.
Therefore, for any G ∈ R# , we have from (2.8) with 0 < A < 1 that

| (� + (−Δ)B)logi(G) | ≤ 1

2

∫

R#

|2i(G) − i(G + H) − i(G − H) | B (H) 3H

≤ �# �
( ∫

�A

|H |U−# 3H +
∫

�1\�A

1

|H |# 3H +
∫

R# \�1

1

|G − H |#+2B
3H

)

≤ � (#, B, A, U).

Next, Let ' ≥ 1 be such that supp i ⊂ �' (0). Let G ∈ R# satisfying
|G |
4
> ' such

that i(G) = 0. Then, for H ∈ �' (0),

|G − H | ≥ |G |
2

+ |G |
2

− |H | ≥ |G |
2

+ 1 ≥ 1

2
(|G | + 1).

Moreover, since i(G) ≡ 0 for G ∈ R# \ �' (0), it follows that

| (� + (−Δ)B)logi(G) | ≤ �#,B�
∫

supp i

1

|G − H |#+2B
3H ≤ �#,B |supp i|�

(1 + |G |)#+2B
.

Therefore, combining the above computations, we find with � := � (#, B, U, i) that

| (� + (−Δ)B)logi(G) | ≤ �

(1 + |G |)#+2B
for all G ∈ R# .
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From the above computations, we have with � := � (#, B, U, i) that

|〈(� + (−Δ)B)logD, i〉| ≤ �‖i‖�U (R# ) ‖D‖LB (R# ) .

Moreover, if a sequence {D=}= converges to D in LB (R# ) as = → ∞ then,

|〈(� + (−Δ)B)logD=−(� + (−Δ)B)logD, i〉| ≤ �#,i�‖D=−D‖LB (R# ) → 0 as = → ∞.
This completes the proof of (2).

Proof of (3). Let 0 < A < 1. We have the following estimate of the difference,

| (� + (−Δ)B)logD(G1) − (� + (−Δ)B)logD(G2) | ≤ �1 + �2
where �1 and �2 are given by

�1 :=

∫

�A

(
|D(G1) − D(G1 + H) | + |D(G2) − D(G2 + H) |

)
 B (H) 3H

�2 :=

∫

R# \�A

(
|D(G1) − D(G2) | + |D(G1 + H) − D(G2 + H) |

)
 B (H) 3H.

For �1, we use the inequality |D(G1) − D(G1 + H) | ≤ ‖D‖�V (R# ) |H |V combined with

(2.8) to get

�1 ≤ 2‖D‖�V (R# )

∫

�A

|H |V−# 3H ≤ 2l#−1�^#,B

V
‖D‖�: (R# )A

V .

For �2, we use |D(G1) − D(G2) | + |D(G1 + H) − D(G2 + H) | ≤ 2‖D‖�V (R# ) |G1 − G2 |V ,

�2 ≤ 2|G1 − G2 |V ‖D‖�V (R# )

( ∫

�1\�A

^#,B

|H |# 3H +
∫

R# \�1

�#,B

|H |#+2B
3H

)

≤ 2|G1 − G2 |V�#,B ‖D‖�V (R# )�#,B
(
log

1

A
+ 1

)

≤ 2|G1 − G2 |V�#,B ‖D‖�V (R# )
( A−n
n

+ 1
)

≤
�′
#,B

‖D‖�V (R# )

n
|G1 − G2 |VA−n ,

where we have used (2.8) and the inequality log(d) ≤ dn

n
for n > 0 and d ≥ 1 as in

(2.14). Therefore, taking in particular A = |G1 − G2 |, we end with

| (� + (−Δ)B)logD(G1) − (� + (−Δ)B)logD(G2) |
|G1 − G2 |V−n

≤ � (#, B, V, n)‖D‖�V (R# ) .

This gives the proof of (3). The rest of the proof follows from [21, Proposition

2.1]. �

3. Fundamental solutions and Green function

This section introduce the fundamental solution, the Green function for (� + (−Δ)B)log

and some of their properties. For B ∈ (0, 1] and C < #
2

, we set

&C = (� + (−Δ)B)−C .
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Then one can shows that for any C < #
2

,&C generates a strongly continuous semigroup

of operator which is the Fourier multiplier with symbol (1 + |b |2B)−C . Hence &C is

also the convolution operator with a symmetric kernel function @B (C, I) satisfying

the Fourier representation F (@B (C, ·)) (b) = (1 + |b |2B)−C . The function @B (C, ·) is a

transition density function of a lévy process with the representation

@B (C, G, H) =
1

Γ(C)

∫ ∞

0

?B (G − H, g)gC−14−g 3g, (G ∈ '# )

One check that
∫
R#

@B (C, G) 3G = 1. The action of the kernel &C on functions

5 ∈ !2(R# ), is by definition

&C 5 (G) =
∫

R#

@B (C, G − H) 5 (H) 3H

with the Fourier transform given by

F (&C 5 ) (b) = (1 + |b |2B)−CF ( 5 ) (b).
Therefore, if D ∈ S(R# ), then the function

* (G, C) := &CD(G) = (� + (−Δ)B)−CD(G)
is the solution of the following “heat equation” for the operator (�+(−Δ)B)log (Cauchy

problem) {
mC* = (� + (−Δ)B)log*, 0 < C < #

2
;

* (G, C = 0) = D.
Moreover, the function @B (C, G) is the fundamental solution to the following Cauchy

problem
{
mC@B (C, G) = (� + (−Δ)B)log@B (C, G) in R

# × R+,
@B (0, G) = X0.

Next, consider then the Poisson problem (� + (−Δ)B)logD = 5 in R# , then, the

solution can be written in term of Green function associated to (� + (−Δ)B)log by the

relation

D(G) =
∫

R#

� (G − H) 5 (H) 3H, (G ∈ R# ),

where the Green function � is defined by

� (G) =
∫ ∞

0

@C (G) 3C =
∫ ∞

0

1

Γ(C)

∫ ∞

0

?B (G, g)gC−14−g 3g 3C.

The main theorem of this section writes as follows.

Theorem 3.1. The Green function � defined above satisfies the the asymptotics

� (G) ∼ �#,B

4B2
1

|G |# (log 1
|G | )2

as |G | → 0

and

� (G) ∼ �#,B
(
log 1

|G |
)2 |G |#+2B

as |G | → ∞.
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Proof. The proof of the first assertion of Lemma 3.1 can be found in [48, Theorem

3.2]. We provide a proof using different method which we also hope it is easy to

follow. Let start with the particular case B =
1
2
. By doing a change of variable

g = |G |g, we get

� (G) =
∫ ∞

0

W#

Γ(C)

∫ ∞

0

gC4−g

(g2 + |G |2) #+1
2

3g 3C

=
W=

|G |#
∫ ∞

0

|G |C
Γ(C)

∫ ∞

0

gC4−g |G |

(g2 + 1) #+1
2

3g 3C.

Next, set C = C

log 1
|G |

. Using the property GΓ(G) = Γ(G + 1) for the Gamma function,

we get

� (G) = W#

|G |# (log 1
|G | )2

∫ ∞

0

C4−C

Γ(1 − C
log |G | )

∫ ∞

0

g
− C

log |G | 4−g |G |

(g2 + 1) #+1
2

3g 3C

By the dominated convergent theorem, we get that

lim
|G |→0

|G |# (log
1

|G | )
2� (G) =

∫ ∞

0

C4−C 3C

∫ ∞

0

1

(1 + g2) #+1
2

3g

= W#

√
c Γ( #

2
)

2Γ( #+1
2

)
.

For general B ∈ (0, 1), we use the asymptotics properties for the transition density

function in (2.2) and the representation for the incomplete Gamma function in (2.12).

We have

� (G) ∼ �#,B
∫ ∞

0

1

Γ(C)

∫ ∞

0

min
{
g−

#
2B ,

g

|G |#+2B

}
gC−14−g 3g 3C

= �#,B

∫ ∞

0

1

Γ(C)
( ∫ |G |2B

0

gC4−g

|G |#+2B
3g +

∫ +∞

|G |2B
gC−

#
2B

−14−g 3g
)
3C

= �1 + �2.

By a double changes of variables, g = |G |2Bg and then C = C

2B log 1
|G |

, we have

�1 =
�#,B

|G |#+2B

∫ ∞

0

1

Γ(C)

∫ |G |2B

0

gC4−g3g3C

=
�#,B

|G |#
∫ ∞

0

|G |2BC
Γ(C)

∫ 1

0

gC 4−g |G |
2B

3g3C

=
�#,B

4B2 |G |# (log 1
|G | )2

∫ 1

0

∫ ∞

0

C4−C

Γ(1 − C
2B log |G | )

g
− C

2B log |G | 4−g |G |
2B

3C3g.

By the dominated convergent theorem, we get

lim
|G |→0

|G |# (log
1

|G | )
2�1 =

�#,B

4B2

∫ 1

0

∫ ∞

0

C4−C 3C3g =
�#,B

4B2
.
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For �2, we use the representation in (2.12) and the change of variable C = C

2B log 1
|G |

,

�2 = �#,B

∫ ∞

0

1

Γ(C)

∫ ∞

|G |2B
gC−

#
2B

−14−g 3g 3C

= �#,B

∫ ∞

0

1

Γ(C) Γ(C −
#

2B
, |G |2B)3C

=
�#,B

|G |#
∫ ∞

0

|G |2BC
Γ(C)

∫ ∞

0

4−(1+g ) |G |2B

(1 + g)1−C+ #
2

3g3C

=
�#,B

4B2 |G |# (log 1
|G | )2

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

C4−C

Γ(1 − C
2B log |G | )

4−(1+g ) |G |2B

(1 + g)1+ g
2B log |G | +

#
2B

3C3g.

It also follows by the dominated convergent theorem that

lim
|G |→0

|G |# (log
1

|G | )
2�2 =

�#,B

4B2

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

C4−C
1

(1 + g)1+ #
2B

3C3g =
2B

#

�#,B

4B2
.

This completes the proof of the first part.

To prove the asymptotics at infinity in the second assertion, we start again with

the particular case B = 1
2
. Doing the change of variables, we have

� (G) =
∫ ∞

0

W#

Γ(C)

∫ ∞

0

gC4−g

(g2 + |G |2) #+1
2

3g 3C

=
W#

|G |#+1

∫ ∞

0

1

Γ(C)

∫ ∞

0

gC 4−g

( (
g
|G |

)2 + 1
) #+1

2

3g 3C

=
W#

|G |#
∫ ∞

0

|G |C
Γ(C)

∫ ∞

0

gC 4−g |G |

(
g2 + 1

) #+1
2

3g 3C.

Write |G |C = 4−C log 1
|G | . By a double changes of variables, ` = Clog 1

|G | and d = |G |g,
we have

� (G) = W#

|G |# log 1
|G |

∫ ∞

0

4−C

Γ( C

log 1
|G |
)

∫ ∞

0

g
− C

log |G | 4−g |G |

(g2 + 1) #+1
2

3g 3C

=
W#

|G |#+1
(
log 1

|G |
)2

∫ ∞

0

C4−C

Γ(1 − C
log |G | )

∫ ∞

0

(
g
|G |

)− C
log |G | 4−g

( (
g
|G |

)2 + 1
) #+1

2

3g 3C.

It follows by the dominated convergent theorem that

lim
|G |→∞

(
log

1

|G |
)2 |G |#+1� (G) = W#

∫ ∞

0

C4−C
∫ ∞

0

4−g 3g 3C = W# .

For B ∈ (0, 1), we can directly use the asymptotics at infinity for ?B (G, C) proved

in [10, Theorem 2.1], namely

lim
|G |→∞

|G |#+2B ?B (G, 1) = �#,B = c−
#
2 22BB

Γ( #
2
+ B)

Γ(1 − B) . (3.1)
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Hence, by the changing of variables g := |G |2Bd, we have

� (G) =
∫ ∞

0

1

Γ(C)

∫ ∞

0

?B (G, g)gC−14−g 3g 3C

=

∫ ∞

0

|G |2CB−2B

Γ(C)

∫ ∞

0

?B (G, g |G |2B)gC−14−g |G |
2B

3g 3C.

By the changing of variable ` := C2B log 1
|G | , we have

� (G) = |G |−2B

(
log 1

|G |
)2

∫ ∞

0

C4−C

Γ(1 − C
2B log |G | )

∫ ∞

0

?B (G, g |G |2B)g−
C

2B log |G | −1
4−g |G |

2B

3g3C

=
1

(
log 1

|G |
)2

∫ ∞

0

C4−C

Γ(1 − C
2B log |G | )

∫ ∞

0

?B (G, g)
(
g

|G |2B

)− C
2B log |G |

g−14−g3g3C

=
1

(
log 1

|G |
)2

∫ ∞

0

C4−C

Γ(1 − C
2B log |G | )

∫ ∞

0

(
?B (Gg−

1
2B , 1)

(
g

|G |2B

)− C
2B log |G |

×

g−
#
2B
−14−g

)
3g3C

=
1

(
log 1

|G |
)2

∫ ∞

0

C4−C

Γ(1 − C
2B log |G | )

∫ ∞

0

(
|Gg− 1

2B |#+2B ?B (Gg−
1

2B , 1)
|G |#+2B

×

(
g

|G |2B

)− C
2B log |G |

4−g
)
3g3C.

Therefore, by (3.1),

lim
|G |→∞

|G |#+2B
(
log

1

|G |
)2
� (G) = �#,B

∫ ∞

0

C4−C
∫ ∞

0

4−g 3g3C = �#,B .

The proof of Theorem 3.1 is completed. �

4. Functional setting for the Dirichlet problems

In this section, we set up the functional analytic framework for the study of Dirichlet

problems involving to the operator (� + (−Δ)B)log in domain. We aim at investigating

properties of bilinear forms and the operator (� + (−Δ)B)log from a variational point

of view. Let Ω be an open set of R# and D, E ∈ CU2 (R# ) understood as functions

defined on R# for some U ∈ (0, 1).
Here and the following we identify the space !2(Ω) with the space of functions

D ∈ !2(R# ) with the property that D ≡ 0 on R# \Ω. For any B > 0, we consider the

bilinear form

1B,Ω (D, E) =
1

2

∫

Ω

∫

Ω

(D(G) − D(H)) (E(G) − E(H)) B (G − H) 3G3H, (4.1)

where we will write 1B (D, E) := 1B,R# (D, E) if Ω = R
# . We define the space

� log,B (Ω) by

� log,B (Ω) :=
{
D ∈ !2 (Ω) : 1B,Ω(D, D) < ∞)

}
,
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endowed with the norm

‖D‖� log,B (Ω) :
(
‖D‖2

!2 (Ω) + 1B,Ω(D, D)
) 1

2

,

where the term 1B,Ω can be written as 1B,Ω (D, D) := 1
2
[D]B,log,Ω with

[D]B,log,Ω :=

∫

Ω

∫

Ω

|D(G) − D(H) |2 B (G − H) 3G3H,

viewed as the so-called Gagliardo semi-norm of D for the space � log,B (Ω). We shall

also write [D]B,log for [D]B,log,R# when Ω = R
# . To investigate Dirichlet problems

subject to boundary (complement) condition, we do need to introduce the space

H log,B

0
(Ω) which denotes the closure of the space C∞

2 (Ω) with respect to norm in

� log,B (R# ),
H log,B

0
(Ω) := C∞

2 (Ω) ‖D‖�log,B (R# ) .

Note that H log,B (R# ) = H log,B

0
(R# ) and as we shall see below, both � log,B (Ω) and

H log,B

0
(Ω) are Hilbert spaces with respective scalar products

〈·, ·〉� log,B (Ω) := 〈·, ·〉!2 (Ω) + 1B,Ω(·, ·) (4.2)

and

〈·, ·〉Hlog,B

0
(Ω) := 〈·, ·〉!2 (Ω) + 1B (·, ·). (4.3)

In the next lemma, we present an equivalent representation of the energy 1B associated

to the operator (� + (−Δ)B)log via Fourier Transform. As we shall see, the will helpful

in the sequel as it avoid to always use the asymptotics of the kernel in (2.8).

Lemma 4.1. Let D ∈ C1
2 (R# ). We have the following equivalent representation of

the quadratic form 1B via Fourier transform

1

2

∫

R#

∫

R#

|D(G) − D(H) |2 B (G − H) 3G3H =
∫

R#

log(1 + |b |2B) |F (D) |2 3b.

Proof. For fixed H ∈ R# we change coordinates I = G − H and apply Plancherel,

recalling that F (D(· + I)) (b) = 48 b ·IF (D) (b), we get
∫

R#

∫

R#

|D(G) − D(H) |2 B (G − H) 3G3H

=

∫

R#

∫

R#

|48 b ·I − 1|2 |F (D) (b) |2 3b B (I)3I

=

∫

R#

∫

R#

(2 − 2 cos(b · I)) |F (D) (b) |2 3b B (I)3I

=

∫

R#

∫

R#

(
2 − 48 b ·I − 4−8 b ·I

)
|F (D) (b) |2 3b B (I)3I.

We next use (2.3) and the radial property of the transition density functions ?B (I, C)
to get

∫

R#

∫

R#

(
2 − 48 b ·I − 4−8 b ·I

)
|F (D) (b) |2 3b B (I)3I
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= 2

∫

R#

∫ ∞

0

4−C

C

(
1 − 4−C | b |2B

)
3C |F (D) (b) |23b

= 2

∫

R#

log(1 + |b |2B) |F (D) (b) |23b.

This provides the proof of Lemma (4.1). �

Lemma 4.2. Let Ω be an open subset of R# and B ∈ (0, 1].
(i) The spaces � log,B (Ω) and H log,B

0
(Ω) are a Hilbert spaces with respective

scalar products given in (4.2) and (4.3).

(ii) If D ∈ � log,B (Ω), then |D |, D± ∈ � log,B (Ω) with

‖|D |‖� log,B (Ω) , ‖D±‖� log,B (Ω) ≤ ‖D‖� log,B .

(iii) The space C0,U
2 (R# ) ⊂ � log,B (R# ) for any U > 0.

(iv) Multiplication of a function D ∈ � log (R# ) and a function i ∈ C0,U (R# ).
Let D ∈ � log,B (R# ) and i ∈ C0,U (R# ) , then iD ∈ � log,B (R# ) and there is a

constant � := � (#, B, U, i) > 0 such that

‖iD‖� log,B (R# ) ≤ �‖D‖� log,B (R# ) .

The same result easily holds for i ∈ C0,U (R# ) with compact support and

D ∈ � log,B (R# ).
(v) The space � log,B (R# ) is larger than any classical Sobolev space. In fact,

we have that �<(R# ) ⊂ � log,B (R# ) for any < ∈ N, where �<(R# ) =

,<,2 (R# ) is the classical Sobolev space with the norm given by

‖D‖�< (R# ) :=
∑

0≤ |U | ≤<
‖�UD‖!2 (R# ) (4.4)

with

U = (U1, · · · , U# ) and |U| =
#∑

9=1

U 9 .

Proof. (8). We provide the proof only for the space � log,B (Ω). The proof for

H log,B (Ω) follows analogously.

Let {D=}= ⊂ � log,B (Ω) be a Cauchy sequence. Then {D=}= is in particular a

Cauchy sequence in !2 (Ω) and hence there exists a D ∈ !2 (Ω) such that D= → D

as = → ∞. Passing to a subsequence if necessary, we get that D= → D a.e in R# as

= → ∞ and by Fatou Lemma we have

1B,Ω(D, D) ≤ lim inf
=→∞

1B,Ω(D=, D=) ≤ sup
=∈N

1B,Ω(D=, D=) < ∞,

showing that D ∈ � log,B (Ω). Apply once more Fatou Lemma it follows that

‖D= − D‖2
� log,B (Ω) = ‖D= − D‖2

!2 (Ω) + 1B,Ω(D= − D, D= − D)

≤ lim inf
=→∞

‖D= − D<‖2
� log,B (Ω) ,

for =, < ∈ N. The claim follows since {D=}= is a Cauchy sequence in � log,B (Ω).
(88). It straightforward to see by integrating the inequality

|D(G) | − |D(H) | ≤ |D(G) − D(H) |
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that

1B,Ω(|D |, |D |) ≤ 1B,Ω(D, D, ) and ‖|D |‖� log,B (Ω) ≤ ‖D‖� log,B (Ω) .

Next, using also the inequality

2(D+(G)−D+(H)) (D− (G)−D− (H)) = −2(D− (G)D+(H)+D− (H)D+(G)) ≤ 0 for G, H ∈ R# ,

it follows by a simple computation that

1B,Ω(D, D) = 1B,Ω(D+, D+) + 1B,Ω (D− , D−) − 21B,Ω(D+, D−)
≥ 1B,Ω(D+, D+) + 1B,Ω (D−, D−),

proving clearly that (88) holds.

(888). Let D ∈ C0,U
2 (R# ) be such that supp D ⊂ �A , A > 0. without loss of

generality we may assume that A = 1 such that we can directly apply the asymptotics

in (2.8). It clear that D ∈ C0,U
2 (R# ) implies D ∈ !2 (R# ). Moreover, for G, H ∈ R# ,

fix � := ‖D‖C0,U (Ω) , we have

|D(G) − D(H) | ≤ 2‖D‖!∞ and |D(G) − D(H) | ≤ �|G − H |U (4.5)

Hence

|D(G) − D(H) | ≤ �min{1, |G − H |U}.
Therefore,

1B (D, D) =
�

2

∫

�1

∫

�1

|G − H |2U B (G − H) 3G3H + �
∫

�1

∫

R# \�1

 B (G − H) 3H3G

≤ �1

∫

�1

∫

�1

|G − H |2U−# 3G3H + �2

∫

�1

∫

R# \�1

|G − H |−#−2B 3H

≤ �3 |�1 (0) |
( ∫

�1

|I|2U−# 3I +
∫

R# \�1

|I|−#−2B 3I
)

= �3l#−1 |�1(0) |
( ∫ 1

0

d2U−1 3d +
∫ ∞

1

d−1−2B 3d
)
= � < ∞.

where the constant � := � (#, B, U) > 0. This ends the proof for (888) since D ∈
!2(R# ).

(8E). Let D ∈ � log,B (R# ) and i ∈ C0,U (R# ). Then, iD ∈ !2 (R# ) since i is

bounded. Next, we the constant � as in (4.5), we have the following inequality

|i(G)D(G) − i(H)D(H) |2 ≤ 2
(
|D(G) − D(H) |2 |i(G) |2 + |D(H) |2 |i(G) − i(H) |2

)

≤ 2
(
|D(G) − D(H) |2 |i(G) |2 + �2 |D(H) |2 min{1, |G − H |2U}

)
.

It follows that

1B (iD, iD) ≤
∫

R#

∫

R#

|i(G) |2 |D(G) − D(H) |2 B (G, H)3G3H

+ 2�2

∫

R#

∫

R#

|D(G) |2 min{1, |G − H |2U B (G − H)3H3G

= �1 + �2.
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Since i is bounded, �1 is finite with �1 ≤ 2‖i‖2
!∞ (R# )1B (D, D). Moreover, using

(2.8), the quantity �2 can be bound as follows

�2 ≤ 2�2

∫

�1

∫

�1

|D(G) |2 |G − H |2U−# 3H3G + 2�2

∫

�1

∫

R# \�1

|D(G) |2
|G − H |#+2B

3H3G

≤ �‖D‖!2 (R# )

( ∫

�1

|I|2U−# 3I +
∫

R# \�1

|I|−2B−# 3I
)

= �l#−1‖D‖!2 (R# )

( ∫ 1

0

d2U−13d +
∫ ∞

1

d−2B−13d
)

:= �1‖D‖!2 (R# ) .

It follows combining �1 and �2 that there is a constant � := � (#, B, U, i) such that

‖iD‖� log,B (R# ) ≤ �‖D‖� log,B (R# ) .

This completes the proof for (8E).
(E). We use Lemma 4.1. Put < = BV > 0 for some V > 0. Using the trivial

inequality (see [34]) log 0 ≤ 0V

V
, 0 ≥ 1, we get

‖D‖2
�B,log (R# ) =

∫

R#

(
1 + log(1 + |b |2B)

)
|F (D) (b) |2 3b

≤
∫

R#

(
1 + (1 + |b |2B)V

V

)
|F (D) (b) |2 3b

≤
∫

R#

(
1 + 2V−1 (1 + |b |2BV)

V

)
|F (D) (b) |2 3b

≤ �B,V
∫

R#

(
1 + |b |2<

)
|F (D) (b) |2 3b = �V,B ‖D‖�< (R# ) .

This provides the proof for (E) and thus the proof of Lemma 4.2. �

Lemma 4.3. (i) The space C∞
2 (R# ) is dense in � log,B (R# ), that is if D ∈

� log,B (R# ), then there exists a sequence (D=)=∈N ⊂ C∞
2 (R# ) such that

‖D= − D‖� log,B (R# ) → 0 as = → ∞.

(ii) Then the space C∞
2 (Ω) is dense in � log,B (Ω) for any B ∈ (0, 1].

Proof. The proof of Lemma 4.3 can be deduced from [22], where general nonlocal

operators of small order is considered, combining Theorem 3.1, Lemma 3.3 and

Proposition 3.4 therein. We provide a new idea of (8) following the roadmap of [39,

Theorem 7.14]. This uses the fact that the space � log,B (R# ) is larger than any

Sobolev space �<(R# ) of order < ≥ 0 with norm

‖D‖�< (R# ) :=

∫

R#

(
1 + |b |2<

)
|F (D) (b) |2 3b.

In fact, it follows from Theorem 2.1 (888) that the space � log,B (R# ) can be equiva-

lently defined in term of Fourier transform,

� log,B (R# ) :=
{
D ∈ !2 (R# ) :

∫

R#

log(1 + |b |2B) |F (D) (b) |2 3b < ∞
}
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with the corresponding norm

‖D‖� log,B (R# ) =
( ∫

R#

(
1 + log(1 + |b |2B)

)
|F (D) (b) |2 3b

) 1
2

. (4.6)

Therefore, if D ∈ �<(R# ), it follows from Theorem 2.1 (E) that D ∈ � log,B (R# ).
Therefore the embedding �<(R# ) ⊂ � log,B (R# ) is continuous. To conclude the

claim, it suffices to show that �<(R# ) ⊂ � log,B (R# ) densely. For D ∈ � log,B (R# ),
take

D̂=(b) =
(
1 + |b |2<

=

)−1F (D) (b).

Then the sequence {D=}=≥1 ⊂ �<(R# ). Indeed, first observe from Theorem 2.1

(8E) that

log(1 + |b |2B)F (D=) =
(
1 + |b |2<

=

)−1
log(1 + |b |2B)F (D). (4.7)

Moreover, since = ≥ 1, We have with '0 > 0,

‖D=‖�< (R# ) =

∫

R#

(1 + |b |2< |)F (D=) (b) |23b

=

∫

R#

(1 + |b |2< |)
(
1 + |b |2<

=

)−1 |F (D) (b) |23b

≤ =
∫

�'0

|F (D) (b) |23b + =

log(1 + '2B
0
)

∫

�2
'0

log(1 + |b |2B) |F (D) (b) |23b

≤ �=,'0 ,B

∫

R#

(
1 + log(1 + |b |2B)

)
|F (D) (b) |2 3b ≤ �‖D‖� log,B (R# ) < ∞.

It thus follows by the dominated convergence theorem that

‖D= −D‖2
� log,B (R# ) =

∫

R#

(
1+ log(1+ |b |2B)

)���1−
(
1+ |b |2<

=

)−1
���
2

|F (D) (b) |2 3b → 0

as = → ∞. This completes the proof of Lemma 4.3. �

We have the following Poincaré inequality and embedding results for the frac-

tional logarithmic Schrödinger operator (� + (−Δ)B)log for B ∈ (0, 1].

Proposition 4.4 (Poincaré inequality). Let Ω ⊂ R# and D ∈ H log,B

0
(Ω).

(i) If |Ω| < ∞. Then, there exists a constant � := � (Ω, #, B) > 0 such that

‖D‖!2 (Ω) ≤ �
∫

R#

∫

R#

(D(G) − D(H))2 B (G − H) 3G3H. (4.8)

(ii) If Ω := (−0, 0) × R#−1), 0 > 0, is bounded in one direction, that is, |G1 | ≤ 0,

then,

‖D‖!2 ( (−0,0)×R#−1 ) ≤ �
∫

R#

∫

R#

(D(G) − D(H))2 B (G − H) 3G3H. (4.9)

(iii) Let ? ∈ [1, 2]. The embedding � log,B (R# ) ↩→ !? (R# ) is locally compact. In

particular, the embedding H log,B

0
(Ω) ↩→ !? (Ω) is compact for any open set

Ω ⊂ R# with |Ω| < ∞.
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Proof. (8) The Poincarré inequality can be deduced from [20–22,32] but we include

the proof here for completeness. Set

Ξ(',Ω) :=
2

log(1 + '2B) (1 − (2c)−#'# |Ω| |�1 (0) |)
.

Since D = 0 in R# \ Ω, we first have by Hölder inequality that

|F (D) (b) |2 ≤ (2c)−# |Ω|‖D‖2
!2 (Ω) for every b ∈ R# .

Next, by Plancherel theorem and for any ' > 0, we get

‖D‖2
!2 (Ω) =

∫

R#

|F (D) (b) |2 3b

=

∫

| b |<'
|D̂(b) |2 3b +

∫

| b | ≥'
log(1 + |b |2B) |F (D) (b) |2 log(1 + |b |2B)−13b

≤
'# |Ω| |�1 (0) |‖D‖2

!2 (R# )
(2c)# + 1

2 log(1 + '2B)

∫

R#

log(1 + |b |2B) |F (D) (b) |23b.

Therefore, choose ' < 2c(|Ω| |�1(0) |)−
1
# = 2c

(
#

l#−1 |Ω |
) 1
# we find using Lemma

4.1 that

‖D‖2
!2 (Ω) ≤ Ξ(Ω, ')

∫

R#

∫

R#

(D(G) − D(H))2 B (G − H) 3G3H.

The proof of (8) follows by minimizing the quantity Ξ(Ω, ') with respect to ' in the

above inequality.

(88). This can be deduced from [32]. Indeed, if Ω = (−0, 0) × R#−1 for some

0 > 0, we write G = (G1, G
′) ∈ (−0, 0) ×R#−1 . By Fubini’s theorem and the change

of variable Z :=
G′−H′
|G1−H1 | , we can first observe that

^#,0,B (G) :=

∫

R\(−0,0)

∫

R#−1

1

|G − H |#+2B
3H′3H1

=

∫

R\(−0,0)
|G1 − H1 |#−2B

∫

R#−1

(
1 +

��� G
′ − H′

|G1 − H1 |

���
2)− #+2B

2

3H′3H1

=

∫

R\(−0,0)
|G1 − H1 |−1−2B

∫

R#−1

(
1 + |Z |2

)− #+2B
2 3Z3H1

= l#−2

( ∫ −0

−∞
(G1 − H1)−1−2B3H1 +

∫ ∞

0

(H1 − G1)−1−2B3H1

)
×

∫ ∞

0

d#−2

(1 + d2) #+2B
2

3d

=
c

#−1
2 Γ( 1+2B

2
)

2BΓ( #+2B
2

)
(
(0 + G1)−2B + (0 − G1)−2B

)
:= " (#, B, 0).
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Therefore, using (2.8) in Theorem 2.1, we can find a constant�′ := �′ (#, B,Ω) > 0

such that∫

R#

∫

R#

(D(G) − D(H))2 B (G − H) 3G3H ≥ 2�′
∫

Ω

|D(G) |2^#,0,B (G) 3G

≥ �′" (#, B, 0)‖D‖2
!2 (Ω) = �‖D‖

2
!2 (Ω) .

(888). This is just an application of [32, Theorem 1.1 and 1.2], we give a detailed

proof this operator. Let F ∈ !1(R# ). Then the convolution operator

)F : !2 (R# ) → !2 (R# ), )F = F ∗ D (4.10)

is continuous and locally compact (see [32, Lemma 2.1], see also [25, Theorem

3.81]). Moreover, let X > 0 be a small parameter. Then, from Theorem 2.1, we have

‖ XB ‖!1 (R# ) :=

∫

|I | ≥ X
 B (I) 3I =

∫

1≥ |I | ≥ X
 B (I) 3I +

∫

|I | ≥1

 B (I) 3I

= � (#, B) (log X + 1

2B
) < ∞.

Therefore, let {X=}= be a sequence such that X= → 0 as = → ∞. Set

F= := F X= =  X=B
/
‖ X=B ‖!1 (R# )

Thus ‖F=‖!1 (R# ) = 1. Then, by the evenness of F= and the Jensen’s inequality, we

have

‖D − )F=
‖!2 (R# ) =

∫

R#

(
D(G) − )F=

D(G)
)2
3G

=

∫

R#

( ∫

R#

[D(G) − D(G + H)]F= (H) 3H
)2

3G

≤
∫

R#

∫

R#

|D(G) − D(G + H) |2F= (H) 3H 3G

≤ ‖F=‖−1
!1 (R# )

∫

R#

∫

R#

|D(G) − D(G + H) |2 B (H) 3H 3G

≤ ‖F=‖−1
!1 (R# ) ‖D‖� log,B (R# ) .

(4.11)

Now, let ' ) = 1 ) be the multiplication of an operator ) with the characteristic

function 1 of  , where  is a compact subset of R# . Then, by (4.11),

‖' − ' )F=
‖L(� log,B (R# ) ,!2 ( ) ) = sup

‖D‖
�log,B (R# ) ≤1

‖' D − ' )F=
D‖!2 ( )

≤ ‖F=‖−1
!1 (R# ) → 0 as = → 0.

Since ' )F=
is compact for every = ∈ N, it follows that ' )F : � log,B (R# ) →

!2( ) is compact. Therefore, the embedding � log,B (R# ) ↩→ !2 (R# ) is locally

compact. Furthermore, the embedding H log,B

0
(Ω) ↩→ !2(Ω) with |Ω| < ∞ is also

compact thanks to the poincaré inequality in (4.8) which provides the continuous

embedding. Since also !2(Ω) ↩→ !? (Ω) for ? ∈ [1, 2] and |Ω| < ∞ is continuous,

it follows also that H log,B

0
(Ω) ↩→ !? (Ω) for ? ∈ [1, 2] is compact. This completes

the proof of the Proposition 4.4. �
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As consequence of the Poincaré inequality, we have for bounded set Ω ⊂ R#
with continuous boundary that the space H log,B

0
(Ω) can be identified by

H log,B

0
(Ω) =

{
D ∈ � log,B (R# ) : D ≡ 0 on R# \ Ω

}

and it is a Hilbert space endowed with the scalar product (E, F) ↦→ 1B (E, F) and the

corresponding norm ‖D‖Hlog,B

0
(Ω) =

√
1B (D, D) .

Proposition 4.5 (Poincaré Wirtinger). Assume that Ω ⊂ R# is an open bounded

set. Then there exists a constant � > 0, depending only on Ω and B, such that for

every function D ∈ � log,B (Ω)∫

Ω

��D − 1

|Ω|

∫

Ω

D
��2 3G ≤ �

∫

Ω

∫

Ω

(D(G) − D(H))2 B (G − H) 3G3H (4.12)

Proof. We argue by contradiction. Assume that the inequality in (4.12) does not

hold. Then, there exists a sequence of functions {D=}=≥1 ⊂ � log,B (Ω) such that

1

|Ω|

∫

Ω

D= 3G = 0,

∫

Ω

|D= |2 3G = 1

and ∫

Ω

∫

Ω

(D= (G) − D= (H))2 B (G − H) 3G3H <
1

=
. (4.13)

Then {D=}=≥1 is uniformly bounded in � log,B (Ω). Passing to a subsequence, we have

D= → D in !2 (Ω)
thanks to the embedding in (888) of proposition 4.4. It thus follows that

1

|Ω|

∫

Ω

D 3G = 0, and

∫

Ω

|D |2 3G = 1. (4.14)

On the other hand, passing to the limit in (4.13) implies that
∫

Ω

∫

Ω

(D(G) − D(H))2 B (G − H) 3G3H = 0.

Therefore, D is constant in Ω by [22, Propistion 2.10], which contradicts (4.14). This

completes the proof of Proposition 4.5. �

Lemma 4.6. Let 0 < B < B0 and D : R# → R be a measurable function. Then there

exists a positive constant � := � (#, B0) such that

‖D‖� log,B (R# ) ≤ �‖D‖� log,B0 (R# ) .

In particular, � log,B0 (R# ) ⊂ � log,B (R# ).

Proof. By the Poincaré inequality, there exists " := " (#, B0) > 0 such that

‖D‖2
!2 (�1 (0) ) ≤ "

∫

R#

∫

R#

(D(G) − D(H))2 B0 (G − H) 3G3H

for all D ∈ � log,B0 (R# ), where the constant " is given by

" = min
'∈

(
0, 2c#

l#−1 |Ω|

)
{ 2

log(1 + '2B0)
(
1 − (2c)−#'# |�1 (0) |2

)
}
.
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Moreover, by Plancherel theorem, we get with �1 := (" log(2) + 1),
∫

R#

∫

R#

|D(G) − D(H) |2 B (G − H) 3G3H =
∫

R#

log(1 + |b |2B) |F (D) (b) |2 3b

=

( ∫

| b |<1

+
∫

| b | ≥1

)
log(1 + |b |2B) |F (D) (b) |2 3b

≤ log(2)‖D‖2
!2 (�1 ) +

∫

R#

log(1 + |b |2B0) |F (D) (b) |2 3b

≤ (log(2)" + 1)
∫

R#

log(1 + |b |2B0) |F (D) (b) |2 3b

= �1

∫

R#

∫

R#

|D(G) − D(H) |2 B0 (G − H) 3G3H.

Therefore, it follows that

‖D‖2
� log,B (R# ) = ‖D‖2

!2 (R# ) +
∫

R#

∫

R#

|D(G) − D(H) |2 B (G − H) 3G3H

≤ ‖D‖2
!2 (R# ) + �1

∫

R#

∫

R#

|D(G) − D(H) |2 B0 (G − H) 3G3H

= �‖D‖2

� log,B0 (R# ) ,

where � := max{1, �1}. This completes the proof of Lemma 4.6. �

Theorem 4.7 (Logarithmic inequality). Let D ∈ � log,B (R# ) be any function and

let B > 0 be any real number. Then,
∫

R#

|D |2 log |D |2 3G ≤ �# ‖D‖2
!2 (R# ) + ‖D‖2

!2 (R# ) log
(
‖D‖2

!2 (R# )
)
+ #

2B
1B (D, D),

where the constant �# is given

�# := log
(
Γ(#)
Γ

(
#
2

)
)
− #

2

(
log(4c) + 2k

(#
2

))
. (4.15)

with k(C) = log(Γ(C))′, the digamma function.

For general open set Ω ⊂ R# , we have
∫

Ω

|D(G) |2 log
( |D(G) |2

‖D‖2
!2 (Ω)

)
3G ≤ #

2B

(
�# ‖D‖2

!2 (Ω) + 1Ω,B (D, D)
)
. (4.16)

Proof. Let us first recall the following logarithmic inequality due to Beckner [4,

Theorem 3]. With !2-normalization ‖D‖!2 (R# ) = 1, it holds that
∫

R#

|D |2 log |D |2 3G ≤ #

∫

R#

log |b | |F (D) (b) |2 3b + 2�# , (4.17)

where the constant �# is given by (4.15). Up to conformal automorphism, extremal

functions for (4.17) are functions of the form

D(G) = �# (1 + |G |2)− #
2 with �# =

2#Γ( #+1
2

)
√
c Γ( #

2
)
.
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From the inequality log |b | = 1
2B

log |b |2B ≤ 1
2B

log(1 + |b |2B) and assuming the

!2-normalization ‖D‖!2 (R# ) = 1 , if we multiply (4.17) by the factor 2B, we get
∫

R#

|D |2 log |D |2 3G ≤ #

2B
1B (D, D) + 2�# . (4.18)

Next, set D =
E

‖E‖2

!2

, the complete inequality is given by

∫

R#

|E |2 log |E |2 3G ≤ #

2B
1B (E, E) + 2�# ‖E‖!2 (R# ) + ‖E‖2

!2 (R# ) log
(
‖E‖2

!2 (R# ) ).

This completes the proof of Theorem 4.7. �

An example of inequality in (4.16) is the Beckner’s logarithmic Sobolev in-

equality on S# [5, 26] with Ω being the unit sphere in R#+1. Up to conformal

automorphism, extremal functions for (4.16) with Ω ≡ S# are functions of the form

D(l) = 2
(√

1 − |b |2
1 − b · l

)#/2

for some b ∈ R#+1 with |b | < 1 and some 2 ∈ R.

5. Dirichlet problems

We have so far introduced sufficient tools to characterized the operator (� + (−Δ)B)log

in weak sense. Let Ω ⊂ R# be an open bounded set and 5 ∈ !2 (Ω). Consider the

Poisson problem,
{
(� + (−Δ)B)logD = 5 in Ω

D = 0 on R# \ Ω.
(5.1)

We recall that the belinear form 1B is defined by

1B (D, E) =
1

2

∫

R#

∫

R#

(D(G) − D(G)) (E(G) − E(H)) B (G − H) 3G3H.

We call D ∈ H log,B

0
(Ω) a weak solution to problem (5.1) if

1B (D, i) =
∫

Ω

5 i 3G, for all i ∈ H log,B

0
(Ω).

By Cauchy Schwartz and Poincaré inequality, we have

|1B (D, i) | ≤
√
1B (D, D)

√
1B (i, i) = ‖D‖Hlog,B (Ω) ‖i‖Hlog,B (Ω) ,

and
��
∫

Ω

5 i 3G
�� ≤ �‖i‖Hlog,B (Ω) .

By definition 1B (D, D) = ‖D‖2
Hlog,B (Ω) . It follows using the Lax-Milgram theorem

that there exists a unique weak solution to problem (5.1). Moreover, if 5 ∈ !∞ (Ω)
and Ω has Lipschitz boundary, then D ∈ C(Ω) (see [12,35,42]). If Ω further satisfies
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a uniform exterior sphere condition, the regularity results of [15, 36] apply to (5.1)

and provide that

D ∈ C0(R# ) :=
{
D ∈ C(R# ) : D = 0 on R# \ Ω

}
.

If additionally 5 ∈ C∞ (Ω), then any weak solution D of problem (5.1) satisfies

(see [22]).

D ∈ C∞(Ω).
Next, consider the eigenvalue problem involving the operator (� + (−Δ)B)log, that is,

we consider the problem (5.1) with 5 = _D, _ ∈ R,
{
(� + (−Δ)B)logD = _D in Ω

D = 0 on R# \Ω.
(5.2)

Then there is a sequence of eigenvalues

0 < _1 (Ω) < _2 (Ω) ≤ · · · ≤ _: (Ω) with _: (Ω) → ∞ as : → ∞.

The sequence {i:}:∈N of eigenfunctions corresponding to eigenvalues_: (Ω) forms

a complete orthonormal basis of !2 (Ω) and an orthogonal system of H log,B

0
(Ω).

We call here a function D ∈ H log,B

0
(Ω) an eigenfunction corresponding to the

eigenvalue _ if

1B (D, i) = _
∫

Ω

Di 3G, for all i ∈ H log,B

0
(Ω).

Moreover, it is straightforward to see by integrating the inequality

| |D(G) | − |D(H) | | ≤ |D(G) − D(H) |

that the bilinear form decreases why taking the absolute values,

1B (|D |, |D |) ≤ 1B (D, D) for D ∈ H log,B

0
(Ω).

Therefore, the first eigenvalue _1 (Ω) is simple and the corresponding eigenfunction

i1 does not change its sign in Ω and can be chosen to be strictly positive in Ω. The

proof of the above facts can be deduced from [21, Theorem 1.3].

In addition, any eigenfunction D ∈ H log,B

0
(Ω) of (5.2) is bounded, that is,

D ∈ !∞ (Ω) and there is a constant � := � (#, B) > 0 such that

‖D‖!∞ (Ω) ≤ �‖D‖!2 (Ω) .

This can be deduced from [22, Corollary 4.2] (see also [21, Proposition 1.4]), using

the X-decomposition technique as introduced in [24]

We note that since the operator (� + (−Δ)B)log belongs to the family of non-

local operators with small order, the strong and weak maximum principle for weak

solutions involving the operator (� + (−Δ)B)log can be deduced from [22, Propo-

sition 3.10 and Proposition 3.12] where general nonlocal operators of small order

was considered see also [33]. Since the first eigenvalue for (� + (−Δ)B)log satisfies

_1 (Ω) > 0 and the corresponding eigenfunction i1 > 0 in Ω, we provide the proof

of the strong maximum principle for pointwise solutions here.
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Proposition 5.1 (Strong Maximum Principle for pointwise solutions). Let Ω ⊂
R
# be an open bounded set. Let 2 ∈ !∞ (Ω) be such that either 2 ≥ 0 or _1(Ω) >

2− (G) in Ω. Assume that D ∈ C(Ω) ∩LB (R# ) is Dini continuous in Ω and satisfying

pointwisely
{
(� + (−Δ)B)logD + 2(G)D ≥ 0 in Ω

D ≥ 0 on R# \ Ω.
(5.3)

Then D ≥ 0 in R# . Furthermore, either D > 0 in Ω or D ≡ 0 in R# .

Proof. To see that D ≥ 0 in R# , we write D = D+(G) − D− (G), G ∈ R# with

D− (G) = −min{D(G), 0} and D+ = max{D(G), 0}.
Noticing that (D− (G) − D− (G)) (D+(G) − D+(H)) ≤ 0 in R# ×R# , we obverse that D−

satisfies

(� + (−Δ)B)logD− ≤ 2− (G)D− in Ω. (5.4)

Multiplying (5.4) by the first eigenfunction i1 and integrate over R# we obtain

_1

∫

R#

D− (G)i1(G) 3G =
1

2

∬

R2#

(i1 (G) − i1 (H)) (D− (G) − D− (H)) B (G − H) 3G3H

≤
∫

R#

2− (G)D− (G)i1 (G) 3G.

The calculations above yield∫

R#

(_1 (Ω) − 2− (G))D− (G)i1 (G) 3G ≤ 0.

Since _1 (Ω) − 2− > 0 in Ω, this yields that D− ≡ 0 in R# . Hence D is nonnegative

in R# .

Next, Suppose by contradiction that D is not positive in Ω. Since Ω is bounded,

Ω is compact. Since also D is continuous in R# and D ≥ 0 in R# \Ω, there is a point

G0 ∈ Ω with

D(G0) = min
G∈Ω

D(G) ≤ 0. (5.5)

Therefore, as G0 is an interior point where the minimum of D is attained and 2(G0) ≥ 0

in Ω, it follows that

(� + (−Δ)B)logD(G0) ≥ −2(G0)D(G0) ≥ 0.

Whereas by (5.5), we have that D(G0) ≤ D(G) for all G ∈ R# . It follows that

0 ≤ (� + (−Δ)B)logD(G0) = %.+.
∫

R#

(D(G0) − D(H)) B (G0 − H) 3H

=

∫

R#

(D(G0) − D(H)) B (G0 − H) 3H ≤ 0.

Moreover, since the integrand is non-positive by assumption and (5.5), we conclude

that

D ≡ D(G0) in R
# .

Now, since D ≥ 0 in R# \ Ω, it follows that D ≡ 0 in Ω and therefore D ≡ 0 in R# .

This leads to a contradiction and the proof is established. �
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Lévy processes: theory and applications. Boston, MA: Birkhäuser Boston, 2001. 139-168.
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50. JL. Vàzquez. Asymptotic behaviour for the fractional heat equation in the Euclidean

space. Complex Variables and Elliptic Equations 63, no. 7-8 (2018): 1216-1231.

51. R. Zhang, V. Kumar, and M. Ruzhansky. A Direct Method of Moving Planes for Loga-

rithmic Schrödinger Operator. arxiv preprint arXiv:2210.09811 (2022).

52. S. Zhao, X. Shang, G. Wang, and H. Zhao. A Fast Algorithm for Intra-Frame Versatile

Video Coding Based on Edge Features. Sensors 23, no. 13 (2023): 6244.

Pierre Aime Feulefack

Department of Mathematics and Statistics, University of Northern British Columbia, Prince

George, BC, Canada

e-mail: pierreaimefeulefack@unbc.ca

http://arxiv.org/abs/2210.09811

	1. Introduction 
	2. Definition and properties of the operator 
	3. Fundamental solutions and Green function
	4. Functional setting for the Dirichlet problems
	5. Dirichlet problems
	References

