The fractional logarithmic Schrodinger
operator: properties and functional spaces

Pierre Aime Feulefack

Abstract. In this note, we deal with the fractional logarithmic Schrodinger op-
erator (I + (~A)%)!°¢ and the corresponding energy spaces for variational study.
The fractional (relativistic) logarithmic Schrodinger operator is the pseudo-
differential operator with logarithmic Fourier symbol, log(1 + |£]%%), s > 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 RV . 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
Schrodinger operator denoted by (I + (—A)*)!°¢, which is the pseudo-differential
operator corresponding to the logarithmic Fourier symbol

log(1+ &%), s>0,
which, for smooth function u : RN — R, it is equivalent to the equality
I+ (=8))%u(x) = 7' (log(1 + [€*)F () (€)) (x).  (x eRY).

Here and in the following, # and #~! stand for the Fourier transform and inverse
Fourier transform respectively. This note is somehow a continuation of the logarith-
mic Schrodinger operator corresponding to the particular case s = 1, denoted by
(I- A)log, introduced in [21]],

(I = 8)%u(x) = F 1 (log(1 +€P)F () (€))(x),  (x eRV).

As already mentioned in [21]], we adopt the superscript notation (I + (—A)*)!¢ to
emphasize on the nonlocal feature of these operators. We call the operator here the
fractional logarithmic Schrodinger operator and this can be found in literature with
the classical notation

log(1 +(-4A)*),

see for instance [6,/7,/7,10,13./17.29.,36.[38.40,144147.48]] 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 2s-stable processes for
s € (0,1) [31] and the infinitesimal generator for the symmetric variance gamma
process for s = 1 [37]. Generally for s > 0, the fractional logarithmic Schrodinger
operators are defined through their characteristic function or their Laplace exponent

Y(A) == log(1 +A%).

In that direction, the fractional logarithmic Schrédinger 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
Schrodinger operator are proved using the corresponding Lévy Khintchine or Laplace
exponent (1) := log(1 + A%*), combined with Tauberian-type theorems [35}36]
38][42,148]] or the method via Fourier transform in RY. We mention for instance
[13,144] where the fractional logarithmic Schrodinger operator have been used in
wave equation to model damping mechanism in R™ (see also the references therein)

{ut, + (14 (=A% + (I + (-A)*)°%u, =0 xeRN,t>0

u(x,0) =ug(x) us/(x,0) =u(x) x RN,
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We also mention [11]], where the fractional logarithmic Schrodinger operator has
been used in an inviscid model generalizing the two-dimensional Euler and the
surface quasi-geostrophic equations describe by

0, +u-vo=0 xeRN,r>0
u=V4iy, Ay =+ (-A)%)%0,

where 6 = 6(x, ) is a scalar function of x € RN and ¢ > 0, u denotes a veloc-
ity field in RN, This is also known as log-Euler equation. In [52], the logarithmic
Schrodinger 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 Schrodinger operator is used to investigate finite-time blow-up and stability
of semilinear integro-differential equations of the form

wi + (I = A)1°%w + ytTw!+B
w(x,0) =¢(x) >0, xeR,,

where v > 0,0 € Rand 8 > 0 are constants. See also [2[1851]] and the references in
there for other problems involving the logarithmic Schrodinger operator (1 — A)'°2.

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 (I + (=A)*)'°2 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 Schrodinger operator (1 + (=A)*)!°¢ in a domain using
variational approach. So far , there are not many papers or books in the literature
dealing with the fractional logarithmic Schrodinger 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 schrodinger operator. Moreover, more on
Lévy-type processes and their corresponding pseudo-differential operators on the
general form ¢ (A), where ¢ 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
u : RV — R, the operator (I + (—A)*)!°2 can be represented as a singular integral
operator,

(4 (=AY 2u(x) = F1 (log(1 + [E)F (1) ()
=rv [ (@ a0 .
RN
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where the kernel function Kj is given below (see (2.3)) and satisfies the asymptotics

|z| =N as |z =0
Ks(z) ~ (1.1)

|z2|™N72 as |zl > o0

fors € (0,1),and fors =1,

2|~V as |z] =0
Ki(z) ~ (1.2)
|z Sl Pt as |z] — oo.

In section 3] we deal with the fundamental solution and Green function for
(I + (=A)*)'°2. Denoting by G the Green function for (I + (—A)*)1°2, we show that

[ee] [ee] 1 [ee]
Gx) = /0 4 (x) dt = /0 o /0 e D) T e dr d.

where g, is the associated density function and the function G satisfies the asymp-
totics

1
T
x|V (log 17)?

G(x) ~

as |x| -0

CN,.\'

— o T as X| — 00,
XN (log ()2 g

In section Ml we set up the functional analytic framework for the Dirichlet
problems involving the operator (1 + (—A)*)'°¢ 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 Schrédinger
(I + (=A)*)'°2 in an open bounded set Q of RV . Moreover, we prove also the strong
maximum principle for pointwise solutions.

Notations. Throughout the note, we shall use the following notations. We let wy_| =
2% / F(%) denote the measure of the unit sphere in RY and, for a set A ¢ RV
and x € RV, we define 64(x) := dist(x, A°) with A° = RN \ A and, if A is
measurable, then |A| denotes its Lebesgue measure. Moreover, for given r > 0, let
B,(A) = {x e RN : dist(x,A) < r}, and let B,(x) := B,({x}) denote the ball
of radius r with x as its center. If x = 0 we also write B, instead of B, (0). If A is
open, we denote by C¥(A) the space of function u : RY — R which are k-times
continuously differentiable and with support compactly contained in A. If f and g are
two functions, then, f ~ gasx — a if % converges to a constant as x converges
to a. By S(R"), we denote the Schwartz space of rapidly decaying functions in R
with the topology generated by the family of semi-norm

Pn(¢) = sup (1+]xDN > ID%(x), N=0,1,2,...

x€RY lal<N
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with ¢ € S(RV). For any ¢ € S(R"), we define the Fourier transform of ¢ by

FO=F@©O=— [ e ax
(2m¥ Jer

)2

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

2. Definition and properties of the operator

Let start with the well-known fractional Laplace operator (—A)* with s € (0, 1),
appearing in the definition of (1 + (—A)*)!°2. Due the important links to stochastic
processes and partial differential equations, the fractional Laplacian has received by
far most attention see e.g. [394110,241/32//50] and the references therein. It is defined
for a compactly supported functions u : R¥ — R of class C? via the singular integral

: u(x) —u(y)
(=AY u(x) = C.s lim ut) = uly)
* =0t Jamp, (x) X — y|N*2S

where the normalization constant Cy s is given by

N F(M + S)
Cnys=a228s—2——, 2.1
N.s =7 ST =) 2.1)
and it is chosen such that, equivalently, the fractional Laplacian is defined by its
Fourier transform # ((-A)u) = | - |>Fu. It is well known that for that for u €

C2(RN), the following limits hold
lir? (-A)’u(x) = —Au(x) and 1iI51 (=A)°u(x) = u(x).
s—1- s—0*

We also observe that 1%, @ > 0 is a Bernstein functions with representation

1 [oe]
/lazm‘/o (l—e_l/l)l‘_l_a/ drt.

Moreover, it is not difficult to check using the Cauchy-Frullani’s integral formula [1]]
that log(1 + 2%) has the representation

00 -t
10g(1+/l")=/ (1—e-’ﬂ")eT dr,
0

and it is in fact a Bernstein function too. Therefore, using Bochner’s subordination
(by substituting formally 4 = —A), the fractional logarithmic Schrodinger operator
can also be represented in the sense of spectral theory in L? by

o ) —t
(I+ (—=A)%)le :/ (1 —e-“-A)“)eT dt.
0

It well known from the spectral theorem that the fractional Laplacian (-A)* gen-
erates a strongly continuous semigroup of operator P, = ¢~'(=»)° which is the

Fourier multiplier with symbol e ~*1¢ * . Hence P; is the convolution operator with
a symmetric kernel function p,(z, t) satisfying the Fourier representation

F(ps (1) (&) = 71617
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The function p4(t, x) is the transition density of a s-stable Lévy process. Moreover,
for two values of the parameter s, namely s = 1 and s = %, the function pg(x,1) is
explicitly known and in the first case, it writes as
N _Ix2
pi1(x,t) =(4nt)"2e 4, >0,
known as the Gaussian kernel for the standard heat equation (see [S0], [39, Page
180]). For the fractional case s = %, we have that

N+1 +
~— with yy =T( )7r_¥.

i) = YN ———r
: (2 + |x]2) 3 2

For s € (0, 1), by the Fourier inversion theorem, p;(z, t) takes the form

2m)2 JRN

Also F(ps) (&) = e 116 s rapidly decreasing and therefore p(z, t) is of class C™.
We also have the following scaling property

ps(z, 1) =

ps(zt) =1 (175 z,1)
and the following limits

N+2s
. .1z sz, 1
lim |zV** py(z,1) = Cn and hmw =KN.s.
|z| =00 ? t—0 t ’

Moreover, with the constant Cy s > 0 as in (Z.I) with s € (0, 1), it is well known
that for any ¢ > 0O the transition density functions ps(y, t) satisfies (see [9i[10LI50])

. t _N
ps(y,1) ~ Cn s min (W,f 23‘), yERN. 2.2)
Moreover, W <+ = if and only if < |y|?*. Since we have that

Pu(x) = eV u(x) = [ps(n ) xul(x)  and  py(=y,1) = ps(y.1),

for u € S(RV), we can write
1+ (800 = [ (ux) = Pt -
= [ @ = pun s ulo)

=) e—t
= [ @ = (e sl 0) S,
where P,;u can be interpreted as the solution of the fractional heat equation with

initial datum u, namely, P;u is the solution of the fractional heat equation

6,P,u = (_A)Sptu, t> 0,
P()Lt =U.
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Finally, using the density property of ps (-, t), the fractional logarithmic Schrodinger
operator can be represented as

1+ (8000 = 5 [ @u) = st 2010 = [ o0) ) St

1

=5 [, a0 a3~ utx = )KO) .

where the kernel function K : RN — R is given by

co e—z
Ky(2) = / pe(an— di
0 t

= ! — /“’/ e_if'ze_"‘f‘zse—_t dédt.
(271')7 0 RN !

The explicit expression of the kernel K is unknown due to the difficulty on computing
the integral appearing in (2.3). Moreover, from the explicit expression of the density
function p (-, t), the explicit expression for K| is known (see [21]]) and it is given in
term of the modified Bessel function of second kind. The corresponding operator,
denoted by (I — A)'°¢ is the logarithmic Schrodinger operator. It has been proved
in [21]] that for compactly supported Dini continuous functions u# : RN — R, the
operator (I — A)!°¢ has a singular integral representation given by

2.3)

(I - N)*8u(x) = lim (u(x) —u(y)Ki(x - y) dy, (2.4)
e—0 RN\BG(X)

where K is given by

N
Ki(x-y) =22 Tn ¥ - T ey (=)
and «,, is the modified Bessel function of second kind with index v > 0, given by

(n)2)ir e

Kky(r) = F(z"—;')

/ e‘”t"‘%(1+t/2)v‘%dt.

0

From the radial property of the density function ps(-,¢), s € (0, 1], it easy to see
that the kernel is symmetric, i.e. it satisfies K (—z) = K (z) for all z € RN and

/ K (z) dz = . (2.5)
RN

The above condition in (2.3) is visible from the asymptotics of the kernel K in
Theorem[.I] This shows that for any s > 0 the the kernel K is singular at the origin.
Therefore, the fractional logarithmic Schrodinger operator is a singular integral
operator and should be understood in the principal value sense,

(1+ (-07)8u() = PV [ ) = u())Kex =) dy
= (2.6)

= lim (e (x) = u(y))Ks(x — y) dy.
e—0 RN\B(x)
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Moreover, for Q open set of RY, one may also define the regional fractional loga-
rithmic Schrodinger operator by

(I+(=8))Fu(x) = lim (u(x) = u(y))Ks(x = y) dy,

€20 JQ\B, (x)

which may might be interpreted as the regional Fractional Laplacian (-A)g), (see
[L6]). In particular, for s = 1 and up to a multiplicative constant, from the asymptotics
of the kernel K (see Theorem[2.1)), an example of regional logarithmic Schrodinger
operator can be identified with the operator H in [26] given by

(I~ A)gﬁu(x) = Hu(x) = P.V./ u(x) —u(y)

d’
o —yN @

where SV : {x € RN*! : ||x|| = 1} is the unit sphere in RV*!'. The authors in [26]]
classified all nonnegative solutions u of the equation
(I- A)éoﬁu =ulogu in SV,

If Q has small volume, the regional fractional logarithmic Schrodinger operator up to
multiplicative constant also coincides with the regional logarithmic Laplacian [49],
log . Q u(x) —u(y)
(I = A u(x) :== Lyu(x) = P.V./ —

@ A o -y

We note that in the particular case N = 1 and s = 1, it follows from the definition in
2.4 that (see [6,29,37,411)

(I - A)°u(x) = P.V. /R N ”(’lc%by‘l(y)e—'x—y' dy. (2.7)

The main result of this section provides an asymptotics property of the kernel K at
the singularity and at infinity. Since the explicit expression of K is not known for
s € (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 Cy s > 0 be as given in (2.1) with the parameter s € (0, 1).
Then the kernel function K for (I + (=A)*)'°¢ satisfies the asymptotics

knslzl™N as |z| =0
Ks(z) ~ (2.8)

Cnslz ™% as |z|] — oo.

(ii) Fors € (0,1] and u € CL(RN), the operator (I + (—A)%)'°¢ can represented
via its Fourier transform as

F((+(=A)")Cu) (&) = log(1 + [E[*)F(w)(¢), £eRN. (2.9

(iii) Let u € C/(RN). Then, the function s — (I + (=A)*)"°%u is uniformly contin-
uous. In particular, the following limits hold

lim (7 + (=M = (I - A2y and lim, (7 + (-A)$)logy = 0.
s— s—0*

where the operator (I — A)'°%u is defined in (2.4).
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(iv) The operator (I + (—A)*)'°2 is invariant under (A + (=A)*)~', 1 > 0. That is
(I + (=0 [+ (=8))""u] = A+ (=0)) T+ (=8)")*u (2.10)
forallu € CH(RV).

Proof. (i). This can be directly checked in particular for s = %, using the explicit
expression of p 1 (x — y,1). Indeed, by a change of variable, we have that

0 ,-tlx-yl
YN e”!
Ky(x—y) = i :
2 =yNJo (2+1)%"

:L/me—_tdl‘
W=y o ()

x—

@2.11)

Using the first equality of K ! in 2.11), we have

r)
271.N/2'

lim |x-yVKy (x-y) =
lx=y[=0 z

Using the second equality of K I in (2.11)), we get

lim |x - yNK (x - y) = .

|x—y|—eo

For general s € (0, 1), we shall use the following representation of the incomplete
gamma function (see [43] Page 177]) given by

oo -tz
F([l,Z) = Zae_z‘/o‘ (liw df, for z > 0. (212)

Moreover, with the constant Cy ¢ > 0 as in @.I) with s € (0, 1), it is well known
that for any 7 > 0 the transition density functions pg(x, y, t) satisfies (see [9,[10,/50])

t

N
m), )C,yER . (213)

ps(x,y,t) ~ Cn s min (t‘%,

However, m <t~ if and only if # < |x — y|?*. Thus, using @.13), we have

® _;dt
K-y = [ p-yne S
0

0 N t dt
~CNS/ min(fﬁ,— e ' —
0 | — y[N+2 t

lx—y* —t o0
e _ N+2s _
:CN,S/ Wdt"'cN,s/ s et dt
0 lx =yl x—yl2s

CN,S —|X—y|2s N 2s
Zm(l—e )+CN’SF(—2—S,|X—y| )

Cn.s (l—e‘x_yzs) Cy ge 1" /°° ety
0

= dt.
e A e e = yIV (1+1)+5%
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It follows by the dominated convergent theorem that

Ks(x—y) — Cno 4 Cy /‘00 1
-~ .8 .8 A

lx=yI=0 |x =y 1+
n.r(N+S
= CN,s 1+ \/—‘T;; =!I KN,s
2T°( on
and
K.(x — i 2s 0 —t|z]*
s(x—y) —Cns lim ((1 _ kP )+ |z| i / e N dt)
[x—y|—+oo |X —y|N+2S |z]| =400 elzl® Jo (1 +l‘)1+§

=Cn,s.

This completes the proof of (7).

(if). Let s € (0, 1]. Since u € C!(R™N), the integrand in (Z.6)) is a L' function
on RN x RN . Thus, one applies Fourier transform on both side of (2.6) combined
with the Fubini’s theorem and the symmetry property of the kernel K to see that

P+ N0 = T @) [ (1=K d
= ?(M)(f)(A' /RN (ps(y’ l) _ eiy-(—f)ps(y,t)) dy e! ﬂ)

t
~ T = ot 4t
=T [ (1-ee) e
=log(1 + |£[*)F (u) (&).

This completes the proof of item (i)
(iii). By the Fourier inversion theorem, we use the above representation ob-
tained (ii) given by

(I + (=0)")%u(x) = 7' (log (1 + [£1) F () (£)) (x).

Let so > 0. We bound the difference using the fundamental theorem of calculus,
(14 (=0)") %) = (I + (=8)) “¥u(x)|

S| [ e (tou1+ 1)~ tog(1 + 1) )T ©)

< / [tog(1+ 1) ~ Tog(1 + 62|17 () (€) | d
RN

1 27 (s—s0)+2s0 1
<ol [ [ 5 O i @)l ae

1+ |é‘:|2T(S—S0)+2S()

1
<as=sl [ [ oglellir @i ae

2ls —
N b . l / ((€Lxsy0)) ™ + (€L xrnz, (0) )T (W) ()] d€,
RN
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where € > 0 is a small parameter coming from the inequality (see [34])

1 —€ €
logp < —((px(p<1) ™+ (Px(p=1))?), P >0 (2.14)
It follows that
(14 (=8)°)8u(x) = (1 + (~A)")“%u(x)|

2|s — sol

IN

[(=A) "2 (uyp,)| + [(=A) 2 (uxpnyg,)|

2|s — so|
< p ”"‘”CJ(RN)

This shows that the function s — (I+(—A)%)°2y is Lipschitz and therefore uniformly
continuous and thus the proof of (iii)
(iv). Set w := (A + (=A)*)~'u, then by definition

(1 + (=8)") 8 w(x) = /RN (w(x) —w(y)k(x —y) dy

— @ ) [ - uke -y dy
RN
= (A+ (=A)) NI + (=A)*)"%u(x).
This shows (iv) and hence the proof of Theorem[2.11 O

Remark 2.2. (a) Note that the asymptotics of K in @.8) as |x| — oo holds only
for 0 < s < 1. In the particular case s = 1, the behavior of K| at infinity is
different and decays exponentially. Namely

Ki(z) ~knlz™ as ]zl =0

and
N+1

Ki(z) ~Cnlzl™ 7 el as |z] — oo
We refer to [21l] where the proof for s = 1 was done using the properties of the
modified Bessel function of second kind k., defined above.

(b) The asymptotics of the kernel K in Theorem 2] shows that the operator
(I + (=A)*)'°2 has the same singular local behavior as that of the logarith-
mic Laplacian Ly (see [14,[15124,130]) and it is comparable to the fractional
Laplacian at infinity. We recall that the logarithmic Laplacian Ly is the pseudo-
differential operator with Fourier symbol 2 1og |- | and for compactly supported
Dini continuous functions ¢ : RN — R, it is pointwisely defined by

Lap(x) = cn lim e(xX)1p,(x)(y) — ()

€—0 JRN\B_(x) lx =y

where the constants cn = Ffrl,v\,//zz) and py :=2In2 + zp(%) —y, see [15] for

more details.

dy + pnp(x), (2.15)

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

/ min{1, |z|€}K(z) dz < oo, (z € RY) (2.16)
]RN
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for any small enough € > 0. This clearly show that the operator (I + (—A)*)'2
belongs to the class of nonlocal operators with small order (see [12L[19122./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 Lx be an integro-differential operator with kernel K. We define
the order of Lk as the infimum of the value o > 0 for which the following holds

/min{l,|x—y|"'}K(x—y)dy<00, (x € RM).
RN

We next give the definition of Dini continuous functions. This provides the weak
regularity that one can put on a function « for the quantity (I + (—A)*)"°2u(x) to be
well-defined for x € RV . Let u : Q — R be a measurable function. We introduce the
modulus of continuity wy x.g : (0,+00) — [0, +00) of u at a pointx € Q, defined by

wyxo(r)= sup  fu(x) —u(y)l.
yeQ, |x—y|<r

Then, a function « is called Dini continuous at x if
1
w r
/ —M’X’Q( ) dr < co.
0 r
We call u uniformly Dini continuous in € for the uniform modulus of continuity

wu,Q(r) d
r

r < 00.

1

wy.a(r) :=supwy xu(r) if /
xeQ 0

Therefore, for compactly supported Dini continuous functions u : R¥Y — R, the

fractional logarithmic Schrodinger operator (I + (=A)%)°2u(x) is pointwisely well-

defined.

We introduce also the weighted space £5(R"), s € (0, 1) defined by

LIRY) = {u e L'RN) : |Jull g < oo},
where
|u(y)]
RV (14 [y)N+2s
In the following proposition, we list some properties of the operator (I + (—A)*)°2,
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.

”"‘”L‘(RN) =

Proposition 2.4. (1) Letu € L5(RN) N L= (RN). If u is locally Dini continuous
at some point x € RN, then the operator (I+(—A)*)'%u is pointwisely defined
by

(I+(=0)*)fu(x) = /Rw(u(x) —u(y))k(x —y) dy.
(2) Let ¢ € CE(RN) for some a € (0, 1), there is C = C(N, s, @, @) such that

||90||C"(RN)

sylo
(1+ (=8)") ¥ (x)| < COrLmE
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In particular, for u € L5(RN), (I + (=A)*)u defines a distribution via the
map

oo 1+ (0 gy = [ a8t d.

(3) Ifu € CP(RN) for some B > 0, then (I + (=A)%)°2u € CB~€(RN) for every €
such that 0 < € < B and there exists a constant C := C(N, s, 8,€) > 0 such
that

(7 + (=A)*)"°%u|| gp-e (mvy < Cllull s ny.-
(4) Let ¢, € C(Q). Then we have the product rule

(I+(=0)")2 (py) (x) = @(x) (T + (=A)°) 8 (x) + ¢ (x) (T + (=A)*) "2 (x)
- /RN(so(X) —eM)W(x) —¢g(¥)k(x —y) dy.
If (pe)e=o is a family of mollified, then
[(1+(=8)*) % (pe * 9)](x) = pe * [(I+ (=A)*)"*%¢] (x).

Proof of Proposition[2.4, We provide only the proofs for (2) and (3), see [21]] for
the rests.
Proof of (2). Let ¢ € C2(RY). We use the representation

1+ (-0 = 5 [ (2000 = ol +3) = plx = 0Kl =) .

Put A := ||¢||ce gn) . Noticing that ¢ € CZ(RY), we have

12¢(x) — @(x +y) — p(x = y)| < Amin{1, [y["}.
Therefore, for any x € RV, we have from (2.8) with 0 < r < 1 that

I(1+ (—A)*)*%p(x)| < % / 2¢(x) — o(x +y) — o(x = y)|Ks(y) dy
RN

1 1
< CNA(/ [y|@=N dy+/ —dy+/ 7dy)
B, BB, IV RV\B, |x — y[N¥E
< C(N,s,r,a).

x|

Next, Let R > 1 be such that supp ¢ € Bg(0). Let x € RV satisfying T > Rsuch

that ¢(x) = 0. Then, for y € Bg(0),
x| |x] |x] 1
—yl> ==y = > = .
oyl S oz a1z (4 1)
Moreover, since ¢(x) = 0 forx € RN \ Bg(0), it follows that

1 - Cn.slsupp ¢lA
[Ne2s S TN

(1 + (=8)")*Ep(x)] < CrA /

supp ¢ |x -y
Therefore, combining the above computations, we find with C := C(N, s, a, ¢) that
C

W forall x € RN
X s

(1 + (=A)*)*p(x)| <
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From the above computations, we have with C := C(N, s, a, ¢) that
(T + (=8)*)%u, 9)| < Cllglice n) lluell g5 @)
Moreover, if a sequence {u, }, converges to u in L5(RN) as n — oo then,
(T + (=8)*)8u, = (T + (=A)*)"%u, )| < Cn,pAllun—ull gs@ny = 0 asn — co.

This completes the proof of (2).
Proof of (3). Let 0 < r < 1. We have the following estimate of the difference,

(7 + (=A)")2u(x) = (I + (=A)")Fu(x)| < I + 1

where 1 and I, are given by

I :=/B (l(er) = uCxy + )]+ |u(x2) = u(xz +y)|) Ky () dy

L= / (lu(xr) = uCr) |+ lu(xy +y) = u(xz + y)|) K () dy.
RN\B,

For I, we use the inequality |u(x;) — u(x; +y)| < ||u||Cﬁ(RN)|y|5 combined with
2.3) to get

_ 2wN-1Ckp,;

h < 2ullereay [P dy < LN ey g8

For I, we use [u(x1) — u(x2)| + |u(x1 +y) = u(x2 +y)| < 2llullcp v lxi = x2/P,

KN,s Cn.s
I < 2lx1 = xolP|ullcp mn (/ A dy+/ ’ dy)
N s, DIV gy [y

1
< 2x —leﬁCN,sHMHCB(RN)CN,s(log; +1)

—€

< 2x1 = x2PCn sllull o vy (— +1)

€
B Cy sllulles @ny

€ |x1_X2|ﬁr_E’

where we have used (2.8) and the inequality log(p) < p?e fore >0and p > 1 asin
[.14). Therefore, taking in particular r = |x; — x2|, we end with

I(I+ (=A)*)°%u(x1) — (I + (=A)*)°%u(xy)|
[x; —x2|B=¢€

S C(N’ S$ﬁ’ 5)||“||Cﬁ(RN)'

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

3. Fundamental solutions and Green function

This section introduce the fundamental solution, the Green function for (1 + (—A)®)'°¢
and some of their properties. For s € (0,1] andr < &, we set

Q=+ (-8)")".
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Then one can shows that forany ¢ < % , O, generates a strongly continuous semigroup
of operator which is the Fourier multiplier with symbol (1 + |£]>*)~*. Hence Q; is
also the convolution operator with a symmetric kernel function ¢s(t, z) satisfying
the Fourier representation F (g (z,-)) (&) = (1 +|&]>*)~". The function g4 (¢, -) is a
transition density function of a 1évy process with the representation

1 « -1 -
QS(I,X,)’):WA Ps(x_y,T)Tt le TdT’ (-XGRN)

One check that /RN qs(t,x) dx = 1. The action of the kernel Q; on functions
f € L2(RV), is by definition

0if )= [ asttx=)f0) dy
with the Fourier transform given by

F(Q: (&) = (1+[E*) " F(f)(&).
Therefore, if u € S(RV), then the function
U(x,1) := Quu(x) = (I +(=4)") "u(x)
is the solution of the following “heat equation” for the operator (I+(—A)*)'°¢ (Cauchy
problem)
{a,u = (I+(-0)"eey, 0<r< X
U(x,t=0) =u.

Moreover, the function g (¢, x) is the fundamental solution to the following Cauchy
problem

Orqs(t,x) = (I + (=A)*)°8q(1,x) in RN xR,
QS (O,X) = 6()'
Next, consider then the Poisson problem (I + (-=A)*)°2y = f in RY, then, the

solution can be written in term of Green function associated to (1 + (—A)*)!°¢ by the
relation

u) = [ Gl-nferdn  (xerM),

where the Green function G is defined by

G(x) = /0 ¢ (x) di = /0 %t) /0 P 7)o dr d.

The main theorem of this section writes as follows.

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

Cn.s 1
G(x) ~ N; ~ RY) as |x| -0
45 [x|N (log 1)

and c
G(x) ~ + as |x| — oo.
(logm) |x|N+2s
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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 s = % By doing a change of variable
T = |x|7, we get

T

) YN ) e
G(x :/ -— ——dtdt
) o T'(®) Jo (2 + |x|2)%

Yn /°° " = et dr dt
= ——— dr dt.
XN Jo T Jo (24 1)

Next, set t = logt T =I'(x + 1) for the Gamma function,

we get

0o “Toglx] o= 71l
G(x)= —~ / / e - dr di
|x|N(10g ‘x‘)z F(l log\x\) (7'2"'1)
By the dominated convergent theorem, we get that
N e ® 1
hm [x]™ (log x |) G(x) = A te”! dt ; P dr

(1+72)2
VaT(5)
21-*(N+l)

=7N
For general s € (0, 1), we use the asymptotics properties for the transition density

function in (2.2)) and the representation for the incomplete Gamma function in (Z.12).
We have

N T
G(x) ~ Cn.s -5, } 1T gr di
(x) N"./O‘ F(t)/ m1n Vs e T

|x |2 T +00
= CN,s/ (/ —Tf] > d‘r+/ o5l T d‘r) dt
o T\ x| N*2s |x[2s

= 11 +12.
By a double changes of variables, 7 = |x|*7 and then t = m we have
Txl
Cn.s <1 Al
I = —N / —/ tle Tdrdt
N2 Jo T(1) Jo
0 |25t pl
= CNI’\; / i e " gray
XN Jo  T'(2)
> SNS 2/ / S L S P 1
4S x|V (log |x|) (1 - 2s10g\x\)

By the dominated convergent theorem, we get

C Lope c
lim x| (log —)2 = ﬂ/ / te ' dtdr = -2
|x| >0 x| 452 Jo Jo 452
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For I,, we use the representation in (2.12) and the change of variable ¢ =

L =C S/ — =7 le™T dr dt
2 N, 0 F(t) |X|2v

_ ® 1 _ v 2s
= Cva [ T = 5o P

CNS/ |x|2st 0 e—(l+T)|x
kN Jo T Jo (1+T)1_t+%

C e~ (1+D) x>
= T 2/ / drdr.
4s°[x|N (log \x\) ra- quogm) (1+7-) + gt o

It also follows by the dominated convergent theorem that

C 2s C
lim [x|" (log —)21y = =% / / —  drdr=Z2Ns
|x|—0 | | 452 (14_7-)1‘*'2T N 452

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 s = % Doing the change of variables, we have

_r
2slog A

[x]

|2S

drdt

T

o) )’N o) Tte—
G(x) = - —— g dr dt
w /o re (rz + |x|2>”*‘

YN
= dr dt
e [N+ /o T() / (2P e !

YN / Ix|” [ Tte_T"“
=— ——dt dt.
X[V Jo  T(@®) Jo (12 + 1)%

1
Write |x|' = e o2 n By a double changes of variables, u = tlog ﬁ and p = |x|7,
we have

Gl = |x|N log ./ Iﬁ( T ) (1'2+1 =

loﬂ\x\ e_T
/ M dt dt.
) 2

It follows by the dominated convergent theorem that

1 (o] (o]
lim (log m)zlxlN“G(x) = 7N/0 te_’/o e Tdrdt=yp.

|x]—00

o / )
x| V1 (log i) Jo T(l T

For s € (0, 1), we can directly use the asymptotics at infinity for pg(x,t) proved
n [10, Theorem 2.1], namely

Iy +s
lim x|V py(x,1) = Cn = T y

Jim TR 3.1
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Hence, by the changing of variables 7 := |x|>* p, we have

(o] 1 (o]
G(X)=/O m/o ps(x, 1)t e T dr dt

/oo |x|2ts—2s & ) | |2

= ps(x, Tx|Z) T e T dr dt.
I'(2) /

0 0

By the changing of variable u := 2slog ﬁ, we have

—2s o0 —t o0
t —_ — S
G(x) = il 2/ ‘ P / P (x, Tl )7 mme T gy
(log ﬁ) 0 F(l - ZSlog\x\) 0

1 o te~! o . . o
) ’ Tle Tdrdt
(log ‘7“)2 /o T(1 = sy /0 ps(x,7) (|x|2S) e Tdr

1 ‘/‘00 te—t ‘/voo( ( _ZL 1)( T )_Zslotgx y
= Ps(XT 25, s
(log ﬁ)z o I'(1- m) 0 |x|%

N _q

T2 e_T) drdt

1 o te™! 0 |XT_%|N+2SPS(XT_%, 1)
- 1\2 ra- ;) |X|N+25 X
(log W) 0 ZsTog x|/ ¥

~ T Togl
(#) e_T) del.
X A
1

lim |x|N+2s(log—)2G(x) = CN,S/ te"/ e T drdt =Cn.
0 0

|x|—c0 |x|

Therefore, by (3.1),

The proof of Theorem[3.1lis completed. m|

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 (I + (—A)*)!°2 in domain. We aim at investigating
properties of bilinear forms and the operator (I + (—A)*)!°2 from a variational point
of view. Let Q be an open set of RN and u,v € C#(R"M) understood as functions
defined on RY for some a € (0, 1).

Here and the following we identify the space L*(Q) with the space of functions
u € L>(R"N) with the property that u = 0 on R \ Q. For any s > 0, we consider the
bilinear form

boalen) =3 [ [ @0 =u) 00 -voDK - dedy, @)

where we will write by(u,v) = bgpn(u,v) if Q = RN. We define the space
H'&5(Q) by

H®(Q) ={ue L*(Q): bya(u,u) <)},
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endowed with the norm

1
2
il s * (Il gy + o))

where the term b o can be written as b o (u,u) := % [4]s,log,0 With

(Wss0p.0 = /Q /Q u(x) — u()PKs (x - ) dxdy,

viewed as the so-called Gagliardo semi-norm of u for the space H'°%% (). We shall
also write [u]s,1og for [¢] 10g rv When Q = R . To investigate Dirichlet problems
subject to boundary (complement) condition, we do need to introduce the space
(Héog’s (Q) which denotes the closure of the space C°(€) with respect to norm in
Hlog,s (RN),

7_{(l)og,s (_Q) = m“uuylog,x(m\/) )
Note that &5 (RN) = ﬂéog’s (RN) and as we shall see below, both H'°%*(Q) and

ﬂéog’s (€2) are Hilbert spaces with respective scalar products

<', '>1—110g,s(g) = <', ')LZ(Q) + bs,Q(', ) 4.2)
and
<’$ ')( (l)og,s(g) = <’$ '>L2(Q) + bS(" ) (4’3)

In the next lemma, we present an equivalent representation of the energy by associated
to the operator (I + (—A)*)!°¢ 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 u € C/(RN). We have the following equivalent representation of
the quadratic form bg via Fourier transform

l — 2 _ - 2s 2
3 ./RN /RN lu(x) — u(y)|"Ky (x —y) dxdy /]RN log(1 + |&]%)|F (u)|* d€.

Proof. For fixed y € RV we change coordinates z = x — y and apply Plancherel,
recalling that 7 (u(- + 2)) (&) = €'¢ 2F (u) (&), we get

[ [ e - ue)PK. =3 vy
RN JRN
= [ [ - PF @ @P ek )z
RN JRN
- [ [, @-2eose ) IF@@F ez
- [ [ mee - i) rw @ deradz.
RN JRN

We next use (2.3) and the radial property of the transition density functions ps(z, f)
to get

/RN /RN (2- €% — &%) |F (u) () déK, (2)dz
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- T tlep u 2
2/RN/0 (1= €™ dilF () (£)I*dé

t
=2 [ og(1 +1¢PIF ) P,
This provides the proof of Lemma (@.)). m]

Lemma 4.2. Let Q be an open subset of RN and s € (0, 1].

(i) The spaces H'%%(Q) and (H(l]og’s (Q) are a Hilbert spaces with respective
scalar products given in @&2) and (&3).

(i) Ifu € H®S(Q), then |u|, u* € H'®*(Q) with

it sy 1= o 2y < Nl s

(iii) The space C>*(RN) c H™e5(RN) for any a > 0.

(iv) Multiplication of a function u € H¢(RN) and a function ¢ € C%*(RN).
Letu € HY®S(RN) and ¢ € C»*(RN) , then pu € H®S(RN) and there is a
constant C := C(N, s, @, ¢) > 0 such that

||t,0u ||H10g,s (RN) S C”M ||H10g,s (RN) .
The same result easily holds for ¢ € C%(RN) with compact support and
u € HY&S (RN).

(V) The space H"%5(RN) is larger than any classical Sobolev space. In fact,
we have that H™(RN) c H%®S(RN) for any m € N, where H™(RN) =
W™2(RN) is the classical Sobolev space with the norm given by

lullgm ey := > ID ull 2y (4.4)
0<|a|<m

with

N
a=(ay, - ,anN) and |a|=Zaj.
=1

Proof. (i). We provide the proof only for the space H'°%5(Q). The proof for
H'2:5 (Q) follows analogously.

Let {u,}, ¢ H"°®*(Q) be a Cauchy sequence. Then {u,}, is in particular a
Cauchy sequence in L?(€) and hence there exists a u € L*(Q) such that u,, — u
as n — oo. Passing to a subsequence if necessary, we get that u,, — u a.e in RV as
n — oo and by Fatou Lemma we have

bs.ao(u,u) < liminf bg o(uy, u,) < sup bs o(un, uty) < 0o,
n—oo YLEN

showing that u € H'°2*(Q). Apply once more Fatou Lemma it follows that
2 2
”un - u”Hlog,s(Q) = ”un - u”LZ(Q) + bS,Q(un —U,Un — Lt)
.. 2
< llrll'Il)lololf ”un - Mm”H]og,s (Q)’

for n, m € N. The claim follows since {u, }, is a Cauchy sequence in H'°%5(Q).
(i). It straightforward to see by integrating the inequality

lu ()] = |u(¥)] < |ulx) —u(y)]



The fractional logarithmic Schrodinger operator 21

that
boallul, lul) < byalu,u,) and [lullloes () < lull s g
Next, using also the inequality
2(ut () =u* (y) (u™ ()=~ (y) = =2(u” ()u* (y)+u~ (y)u*(x)) < 0 for x,y € RY,
it follows by a simple computation that
bso(u,u) =bs o, u™) +bso(u™,u”) = 2bso(u*,u”)
> by’ u’) +bsa(u™,u"),
proving clearly that (i7) holds.
(iii). Let u € Cg’”(RN) be such that supp u C B,, r > 0. without loss of
generality we may assume that » = 1 such that we can directly apply the asymptotics

in 2.8). It clear that u € CS’“(RN) implies u € L?>(RN). Moreover, for x,y € RV,
fix A := ||ul|go.a(q), we have

lu(x) —u(y)l < 2Mulle=  and [u(x) —u(y)| < Alx - y[* 4.5)

Hence
lu(x) —u(y)| < Cmin{l, |x — y|“}.
Therefore,
A
by =5 [ [ sy adyea [ Ky dyas
2 Jg, 1 JRN\B,

B, B
< = yPo N dxdy + G / / =y TV gy
Bl Bl Bl RN\BI

< Gs|B1(O)|( [ [zP*N dz+/ 2| N7 dz)
B, RN\BI

1 )
= Cona BN [ 0 dp [ 57 dp) =C <o
0 1
where the constant C := C(N, s, @) > 0. This ends the proof for (iii) since u €
L*(RN).
(iv). Letu € H®S(RN) and ¢ € C%%(RN). Then, pu € L*(R") since ¢ is
bounded. Next, we the constant A as in (4.3), we have the following inequality

lp(0u(x) = eGP = 2(ju(x) = uPle P + l()Plg (o) - 9P
< 2(ju(@) = u Pl + A2 min{1,1x - y27}).
It follows that
2 —u 2 S (x,
bt < [ [ IR0 - u) PR o)y

+2A2 /]RN /]RN lu(x)|? min{1, |x — y|**K (x — y)dydx

211 +12.
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Since ¢ is bounded, I is finite with I; < 2||<p||2m(RN)bs(u,u). Moreover, using
(2.8), the quantity I; can be bound as follows

I <242 2 2a-N 2 Juu (x)|?
) < [u(x)|“]x — vl dydx +2A N ———dydx
By J B RN\B,; |x =yl

< Clullzem( [ 1P ez [ . |z|-2S-Ndz)
1 1

1 oo
= Cary-llul 2 vy /0 P2 \dp + / P73 Ndp) = Cillul 2 vy
1

It follows combining /; and I, that there is a constant C := C(N, s, @, ¢) such that

||gou||H10g,x(RN) < C”I/t”Hlog,s(RN).

This completes the proof for (iv).
(v). We use Lemma ]l Put m = s8 > 0 for some 8 > 0. Using the trivial
inequality (see [34]) loga < %ﬁ, a>1, we get

126113108 vy = / L+log(1+ [£1)) 177 () (§) d

25\
Lo [0+ e ae
Eatl)

IA

| (u)(£)|* dé

IA

1+
RN

< Cop /R (1+1EP)IF @ dé = Cp.slulgm -
This provides the proof for (v) and thus the proof of Lemma 4.2 O

Lemma4.3. (i) The space C*(RN) is dense in H'%S(RN), that is if u €
H'°&5 (RN), then there exists a sequence (un)nen C CZ(RN) such that

”un - u”].]log,s(RN) i O as n — 0o,
(ii) Then the space C°(Q) is dense in H'°&*(Q) for any s € (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 (i) following the roadmap of [39]
Theorem 7.14]. This uses the fact that the space H'°%*(R™) is larger than any
Sobolev space H™(R™) of order m > 0 with norm

el ey o= /R (r+1erm)iF @ de.

In fact, it follows from Theorem 2] (iii) that the space H'°%*(R") can be equiva-
lently defined in term of Fourier transform,

HO*(RY) o= {u € L2(RY) : /R | Jog(1+ [EP)IF () (§)1” dé < oo}
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with the corresponding norm

el g vy = /R (1 +log(1 + EP)NIF @O d¢).  @6)

Therefore, if u € H™(RY), it follows from Theorem 2.1] (v) that u € H'°%S(RN).
Therefore the embedding H”™ (RN) c H'&S(RM) is continuous. To conclude the
claim, it suffices to show that H™(R™) c H'°¢:5(RN) densely. For u € H'°&*(RN),
take

(&) = (1+ 2—) "' Fu) (o).

Then the sequence {u,},>1 € H™(RY). Indeed, first observe from Theorem 2.1]
(iv) that

2m
(e

M -1 2s
—) " log(1 +[£1*)7 (). (4.7)

log(1+ &) F (un) = (1 +

Moreover, since n > 1, We have with Ry > 0,

ltaligmiey = [+ 1EPmDT () )
2m
= [ ey EE) e pag
2 n 2s 2
<n [ TP Ji  Toe( + 47 G @) e

< Cu.Ro.s /R | (1 log(1+ [P)IF ) (€)1 d < Cllullposs v < .

It thus follows by the dominated convergence theorem that

it = 1 g v = /RN(mog<1+|5|2~‘>)1 (1+ ||f( )(@)I? dg — 0

as n — oo, This completes the proof of Lemma 4.3l a

We have the following Poincaré inequality and embedding results for the frac-
tional logarithmic Schrodinger operator (7 + (—A)*)!°¢ for s € (0, 1].

Proposition 4.4 (Poincaré inequality). Ler Q c RN and u € Héog’s (Q).
(i) If|Q| < co. Then, there exists a constant C := C(Q, N, s) > 0 such that

lullzy <€ [ [ @) =u()PKetx =) . 48)
RN JRN
(ii) If Q := (—a,a) x RN, a > 0, is bounded in one direction, that is, |x| < a,
then,
Il ey <€ [ [ @0 =ut)2Ke -3y dedy. @9
RN JRN

(iii) Let p € [1,2]. The embedding H'®* (RN) < LP (RN) is locally compact. In
particular, the embedding WAOg’S(Q) — LP(Q) is compact for any open set
Q c RN with |Q] < .
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Proof. (i) The Poincarré inequality can be deduced from [20-22/[32] but we include
the proof here for completeness. Set

2

=) T+ R (1~ 2 VRV QIB (O]

Since u = 0in RN \ Q, we first have by Holder inequality that

|F () (€)1 < 27) "N |Q||ull? forevery &eRVN.

L2(Q)

Next, by Plancherel theorem and for any R > 0, we get
2 _ 2
12 g = /R F WP de

- / (&) de + / log(1 + |6P*) () (&) log(1 + &) de
|€]<R |€]1=R

RNIQ1B1 () 1412

< b1 /
2N 2log(1 + R%) Jgn

log(1 + [€]%)|F (u) (&) |7dé.

Therefore, choose R < 27(|Q||B1(0)))"F = ZH(W_L”Q')# we find using Lemma

H. T that
ull72q) < E(QR) (u(x) = u(y))*Ks (x - y) dxdy.
@) N Jen
The proof of (i) follows by minimizing the quantity Z(€2, R) with respect to R in the

above inequality.

(if). This can be deduced from [32]. Indeed, if Q = (—a, a) x R¥~! for some
a > 0, we write x = (x1,x’) € (—a,a) x R¥~!. By Fubini’s theorem and the change
of variable ¢ := ﬁ, we can first observe that

1
i [ [
“* R\(-a,a) JRN-! |x - y|N+2S
N-2 x -y 2R
=/ [x1 = y1™ " S/ (1+ ) dy’dy,
R\(-a.a) RN-1 lx1 = y1l

—1-2s 2y - g
= lx1 = y1l (T+1217) dgdy,
R\(-a,a) RN-1

a [
= wN—z(/ (x1 —y1) """ dy, +/ 67 —xl)_l_zsd)’l>x

—co a

co N-=-2
P
S —; P
‘/0‘ (1 +p2)NJ2rZs
HNT_IF(HZZS)

= m((a +x1)7 + (a —x1)"¥) = M(N, 5,a).
2
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Therefore, using (2.8) in Theorem 2.1l we can find a constant C’ := C’(N, 5,Q) > 0
such that

/ / () - u(y))*K; (x — y) dedy > 2C" / () P () dr
RN JRN Q
> C'M(N,s,a)lull31q, = Cllull?s g -

(éit). This is just an application of [32] Theorem 1.1 and 1.2], we give a detailed
proof this operator. Let w € L' (R"). Then the convolution operator

T, : L*(RY) — L*(RVN), T =wsu (4.10)

is continuous and locally compact (see [32, Lemma 2.1], see also [25, Theorem
3.81]). Moreover, let § > 0 be a small parameter. Then, from Theorem 2.1l we have

1Kl e 1= / Ky (2) dz = / Ky(2) dz+ / K, (2) dz
|z|>6 1>|z|>6 |z]>1

1
=C(N,s)(logd+ —) < oo.
2s
Therefore, let {5, },, be a sequence such that §,, — 0 as n — oo. Set
wn = wes, = K& 1K 1wy

Thus |[wn |1 rv) = 1. Then, by the evenness of w, and the Jensen’s inequality, we
have

=T ez = [ () = To06)”

- /]RN (/RN [u(x) —u(x+y)wn(y) dy)2 dx
S/ / lu(x) = u(x +y)Pwa(y) dy dx 4.11)
RN JRN

< Il s /RN /RN Ju(x) — (e + ) PKy (y) dy d

< 0wl o s v
Now, let RxT = 1T be the multiplication of an operator T with the characteristic
function 1x of K, where K is a compact subset of R" . Then, by #.11),

||RK - RKTwn||L(Hlog,s(RN)’L2(K)) = sup ||RKM - RKTwnu”LZ(K)

Hu”HIOg,S(RN) <1

< ||wn||211(RN) -0 asn — 0.

Since RkTy, is compact for every n € N, it follows that RgT,, : H"925(RN) —
L*(K) is compact. Therefore, the embedding H'°%$(RN) < LZ(RYN) is locally
compact. Furthermore, the embedding (Héog’s (Q) — L*(Q) with |Q| < o is also
compact thanks to the poincaré inequality in (4.8) which provides the continuous
embedding. Since also L?(Q) < L”(Q) for p € [1,2] and |Q| < o is continuous,
it follows also that Wéog’S(Q) — LP(Q) for p € [1,2] is compact. This completes
the proof of the Proposition 4.4 O
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As consequence of the Poincaré inequality, we have for bounded set Q c RV
with continuous boundary that the space (Héog’s (Q) can be identified by

HIE (Q) = {u cHS(RN): u=0on RV \Q}

and it is a Hilbert space endowed with the scalar product (v, w) +— b (v, w) and the

corresponding norm ||u||(H10g,s @ = bs(u,u).
0

Proposition 4.5 (Poincaré Wirtinger). Assume that Q@ ¢ RN is an open bounded
set. Then there exists a constant C > 0, depending only on Q and s, such that for
every function u € H°%%(Q)

/| |Q| u| dx<C//(u(x)—u(y))2K (x —y) dxdy (4.12)

Proof. We argue by contradiction. Assume that the inequality in (.12) does not
hold. Then, there exists a sequence of functions {u, },>1 C H'°®*(Q) such that

1
@/undx:o, /lunlzdx:l
Q Q

1
a0 = (52K (5= ) vy < . (4.13)
aJa n
Then {u, },> is uniformly bounded in H'°%* (Q). Passing to a subsequence, we have
up —u in  L*(Q)
thanks to the embedding in (iif) of proposition[d.4l It thus follows that

1
—/udx:O, and /|u|2 dx = 1. (4.14)
12| Jo Q

On the other hand, passing to the limit in (£.13)) implies that

//(u(x) —u(y))*Ks(x — y) dxdy = 0.
QJIQ

Therefore, u is constant in Q by [22], Propistion 2.10], which contradicts (@.14)). This
completes the proof of Proposition 4.3 a

and

Lemma 4.6. Let 0 < s < sg and u : RN — R be a measurable function. Then there
exists a positive constant C := C(N, sg) such that

||M||Hlog,s(RN) S C”u”Hlog,so(RN).
In particular, H'°&%(RN) c H'°2s(RN).
Proof. By the Poincaré inequality, there exists M := M (N, sg) > 0 such that
2 <M / / - 2Ky, (x — y) dxd
ol iy <M [ [ G0 = u30) K 5= ) vy

for all u € H'°%% (RN), where the constant M is given by

M= mln 2 }
Re(0.5224) og(1+ R29) (1= (2m) N RN B (0)P2)
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Moreover, by Plancherel theorem, we get with C; := (M log(2) + 1),
/ / () — () PKy (x - ) dxdy = / log(1+ [£P*)|7 () (6) dé
RN JRN RN
([ o+ [ Jwer+iePr P de
[&1<1 [&1=1
< log@llulls 5, /R log(1+ [E)IF () () dé
< (log()M + 1) /R log(1+ 1€ [F ) )P dg

—_— j— 2 -
=c [ ) = u PR ) deay.

Therefore, it follows that
2 2
s vy = Wy + [ [ 1) =u)PR G =) vy

<l + € [ ) =) PKey (6= y) ddy
= C”u”H]og TO(RN)

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

Theorem 4.7 (Logarithmic inequality). Let u € H'°®5(RN) be any function and
let s > 0 be any real number. Then,

N
/R |M|210g |M|2 )C < BN“u”LZ(RN) + ”u”LZ(RN) IOg (”u”iZ(RN)) + 2_Sbs(u’u)3

where the constant By is given

M)

(%)

with y(t) =log(T'(t))’, the digamma function.
For general open set Q c RN, we have

By = 1og( - %(log(4ﬂ)+2w(§)). (4.15)

N
[P iog (00 < X (Byluls g, +basi). o)
(i Wl 2

Proof. Let us first recall the following logarithmic inequality due to Beckner [4}
Theorem 3]. With L?-normalization ||u|| r2®ny = 1, it holds that

[ uProglal dx < [ toglelFw@F de+ 28y, @1
RN RN

where the constant By is given by (4.13). Up to conformal automorphism, extremal
functions for ({.17) are functions of the form

2t

u(x) = An(1+x[)~%  with Ay = T
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From the inequality log|&| = %10g|§|2s < 2_lv log(1 + |£|*) and assuming the
L?-normalization ||u]| 2@ny = 1, if we multiply (4£.17) by the factor 2s, we get

N
/N lu|? log [u)? dx < 2—sbs(u,u) +2By. (4.18)
R

Next, set u = W, the complete inequality is given by
12

N
/R P Tog v dx < 5oby(v,v) + 2B IVl + 11, 108 (1712
This completes the proof of Theorem[4.7] O

An example of inequality in (4.16) is the Beckner’s logarithmic Sobolev in-
equality on SV [5126] with Q being the unit sphere in RV*!. Up to conformal
automorphism, extremal functions for @.16) with Q = SV are functions of the form

— __\N)2
u(w) =c (71 — I¢P?
1-¢-w

for some ¢ € RV*! with |£| < 1 and some ¢ € R.

5. Dirichlet problems

We have so far introduced sufficient tools to characterized the operator (I +(—A)*)'°¢
in weak sense. Let Q ¢ RN be an open bounded set and f € L?(Q). Consider the
Poisson problem,

5.1

(I+(-A)u=f in Q
u=0 on RV\Q.

We recall that the belinear form b is defined by
1
butury =5 [ [ ) = u0) 600 = vODEx - ) ddy.
RN JRN
We call u € 7-{(;0g’s (Q) a weak solution to problem (3.I)) if

bs(u,tp)szgo dx, forall goE(H(l]Og’S(Q).
Q

By Cauchy Schwartz and Poincaré inequality, we have

b5 (4, 9)| < Vb (u, 1) Vs (0, 9) = llutllgpoe.s ) | @llgioe.s )

and
| [ fods] < Clielys o

By definition by (u,u) = ||u||${10g,s @ It follows using the Lax-Milgram theorem

that there exists a unique weak solution to problem (3.I). Moreover, if f € L®(Q)
and Q has Lipschitz boundary, then u € C(Q) (see [12,3542]). If Q further satisfies
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a uniform exterior sphere condition, the regularity results of [15,36] apply to (5.1))
and provide that

ueCRY)={ueC®"): u=00onRY\Q}.
If additionally f € C*™(Q), then any weak solution u of problem (5.1) satisfies
(see [22]).
ueC®(Q).

Next, consider the eigenvalue problem involving the operator (1 + (—A)%)'°¢, that is,
we consider the problem (3.I) with f = Au, 1 € R,

{(I+(—A)S)l°gu=/lu in Q

5.2
u=0 on RV \ Q. ©:2)

Then there is a sequence of eigenvalues
0<A(Q) <A(Q) <+ < A(Q) with Ax(Q) > 0 as k — oo,

The sequence {¢x }ken of eigenfunctions corresponding to eigenvalues A (Q) forms
a complete orthonormal basis of L*(Q) and an orthogonal system of Wéog’s (Q).

We call here a function u € H°%*

b (€2) an eigenfunction corresponding to the
eigenvalue A if

by(u,p) = A / wpdx, forall ¢ e H ' (Q).
Q

Moreover, it is straightforward to see by integrating the inequality

o) = |uI] < |u(x) = u(y)]

that the bilinear form decreases why taking the absolute values,
by(lul, lul) < by(u,u)  for  u e HY¥ ().

Therefore, the first eigenvalue 1 (Q) is simple and the corresponding eigenfunction
¢1 does not change its sign in € and can be chosen to be strictly positive in Q. The
proof of the above facts can be deduced from [21, Theorem 1.3].

In addition, any eigenfunction u € Wéog’s (Q) of (3.2) is bounded, that is,
u € L*(Q) and there is a constant C := C(N, s) > 0 such that

lullL=@) < Cllullr2q)-

This can be deduced from [22] Corollary 4.2] (see also [21, Proposition 1.4]), using
the 0-decomposition technique as introduced in [24]

We note that since the operator (1 + (—A)*)!°¢ belongs to the family of non-
local operators with small order, the strong and weak maximum principle for weak
solutions involving the operator (I + (—A)*)"°¢ 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 (1 + (=A)*)'°¢ satisfies
A1() > 0 and the corresponding eigenfunction ¢; > 0 in Q, 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). Ler Q C
RYN be an open bounded set. Let ¢ € L¥(Q) be such that either ¢ > 0 or 1;(€) >
¢ (x) in Q. Assume that u € C(Q) N L*(RN) is Dini continuous in Q and satisfying
pointwisely

I+ (=) u+c(x)u>20 in Q 53

u>0 on RV \ Q. .
Then u > 0 in RN. Furthermore, either u > 0in Q oru =0 in RV,
Proof. To see that u > 0in RN, we write u = u*(x) — u~(x), x € RV with
u”(x) = —min{u(x),0} and u* = max{u(x),0}.

Noticing that (1~ (x) —u~ (x)) (u*(x) —u*(y)) < 0in RN x RN, we obverse that u~
satisfies

I+ (=N~ <c"(x)u” in Q. (5.4)

Multiplying (5.4) by the first eigenfunction ¢ and integrate over RN we obtain

A1 /RN u” (x)p1(x) dx = % [/RzN(‘Pl(x) —1(»)(u” (x) —u(y))Ks(x —y) dxdy
- - dx.
< /RN ¢ (x)u” (x)p1(x) dx

The calculations above yield
[ @@= ww e de<o.
R

Since 1;(Q) — ¢~ > 0 in Q, this yields that = = 0 in R, Hence u is nonnegative
inRN.

Next, Suppose by contradiction that « is not positive in Q. Since € is bounded,
Qis compact. Since also u is continuous in RN andu > 0in RV \ Q, there is a point
xp € Q with

u(xp) = minu(x) < 0. (5.5)
xeQ
Therefore, as x( is an interior point where the minimum of u is attained and c¢(xg) > 0
in Q, it follows that
(I + (=A)*)u(xq) > —c(x0)u(xo) = 0.

Whereas by (5.3)), we have that u(xg) < u(x) for all x € RN . It follows that

0 (1 + (-8 %u(x0) = PV. [ (ulx0) =u(r))K (o =) dy

- [ o)~ a0 =) dy < 0.

Moreover, since the integrand is non-positive by assumption and (3.3), we conclude
that
- . N
u=u(xg) in RY.
Now, since u > 0 in RN \ Q, it follows that u = 0 in Q and therefore u = 0 in RN,
This leads to a contradiction and the proof is established. O
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