arXiv:2202.02724v1 [math.AP] 6 Feb 2022

ON (GLOBAL) UNIQUE CONTINUATION PROPERTIES OF THE FRACTIONAL DISCRETE LAPLACIAN

AINGERU FERNÁNDEZ-BERTOLIN, LUZ RONCAL, AND ANGKANA RÜLAND

Abstract. We study various qualitative and quantitative (global) unique continuation properties for the fractional discrete Laplacian. We show that while the fractional Laplacian enjoys striking rigidity properties in the form of (global) unique continuation properties, the fractional discrete Laplacian does not enjoy these in general. While discretization thus counteracts the strong rigidity properties of the continuum fractional Laplacian, by discussing quantitative forms of unique continuation, we illustrate that these properties can be recovered if exponentially small (in the lattice size) correction terms are added. This in particular allows us to deduce uniform stability properties for a discrete, linear inverse problem for the fractional Laplacian. We complement these observations with a transference principle and the discussion of these properties on the discrete torus.

1. Introduction

The fractional Laplacian is a nonlocal elliptic operator which enjoys striking unique continuation properties (UCP). These are substantially stronger than for local elliptic operators: The fractional Laplacian is an “antilocal operator” [Lie82, Ver93, SVW02, GFR20] and thus satisfies global unique continuation properties [GSU20]. Fractional Schrödinger equations satisfy the weak and strong unique continuation properties as well as the UCP from measurable sets [FF14, Rül15, Seo15, Yu17, GRSU20, GFR19]. Moreover, the associated Caffarelli–Silvestre extension [CS07] enjoys quantitative boundary-bulk doubling properties [Rül21, RS20a]. These properties have played a major role in the study of nonlocal inverse problems such as the fractional Calderón problem [GSU20] (see also [Sal17, Rül18] for surveys on these). It is well-known that discrete counterparts of local elliptic operators often exhibit different, and in terms of local properties often weaker, unique continuation properties [BHLR10b,BHLR10a,FB19,FBM21, FBV17, GM13, GM14, LM15, LM17, FBRRS21]. It is hence the main objective of this article to investigate this phenomenon for the fractional discrete Laplacian. In particular, we study discrete counterparts for various types of qualitative and quantitative unique continuation properties for the fractional Laplacian on the lattice (hZ)^d and the discrete torus (hT)^d.

1.1. Global unique continuation. For the fractional Laplacian a remarkable global unique continuation property holds which is not available for local elliptic operators such as the Laplacian:

Theorem 1 (Global UCP, [GSU20]). Let s ∈ (0, 1) and let Ω ⊂ R^d with d ≥ 1 be open. Let u ∈ H^r(R^d ) for some r ∈ R and assume that u = 0 = (−Δ)^su in Ω.

Then u ≡ 0 in R^d .

Date: February 8, 2022.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 39A12. Secondary: 26A33, 35R11, 49M25, 65N15. Key words and phrases. Fractional discrete Laplacian, unique continuation properties, Carleman estimates, stability properties. 1

A robust proof of this can, for instance, be obtained by using the unique continuation and Carleman estimates from [Rül15] (cf. also [FF14] and [Yu17]), but also potential theoretic approaches [Rie38] are possible. In the physics community this property is known as the antilocality of the fractional Laplacian [Ver93, Lie82, GFR20, CGFR21].

As a first observation, we illustrate that for discrete versions of the fractional Laplacian, the global unique continuation property fails on the discrete lattice (hZ)^d with h ∈ R_+ . Given a function u : (hZ)^d → R, we define the discrete Laplacian as

(−Δ_d)u(hj) := 1 h^2 d∑ i=1 ( u(h(j + e_i)) − 2u(hj) + u(h(j − e_i)) ) , hj ∈ (hZ)^d. Based on this definition of the Laplacian on the lattice (hZ)^d, it is possible to define the fractional discrete Laplacian by means of its heat semigroup representation or the associated semi-discrete Caffarelli–Silvestre extension (see Section 2). We denote the corresponding operator by (−Δ_d)^s. Let us further write u_j := u(hj) to denote the value of u at the mesh point hj ∈ (hZ)^d. With this notation fixed, we observe that on the lattice, the direct counterpart of Theorem 1 fails:

Theorem 2. Let h ∈ R_+ and let X ⊂ (hZ)^d be a finite set of cardinality M ∈ N. Then there exists a non-zero function u ∈ ℓ_s such that u_j = 0 = (−Δ_d)^su_j = 0 for j ∈ X.

We refer to Section 2 for a definition of the space ℓ_s. The result of Theorem 2 essentially reduces to the solvability of an underdetermined homogeneous linear system which is a consequence of the fact that the function u can be chosen arbitrarily outside of X.

While the strongest version of the global unique continuation property of Theorem 1 fails for discrete operators, we highlight that a weaker (still qualitative) counterpart of it persists in the form of global unique continuation properties from the exterior:

Theorem 3. Let d ≥ 1, h ∈ R_+ and u ∈ H^r((hZ)^d) for some r ∈ R. Let s ∈ (0, 1) and assume that for some R ∈ R_+ , R ≥ h,

u = 0 = (−Δ_d)^su in (hZ)^d \ B_R.

Then, u ≡ 0 in (hZ)^d.

Here for R > 0, we have set B_R = B_R(0) ∩ (hZ)^d, with h > 0; we refer to Section 2 for a definition of the function space H^r((hZ)^d).

Remark 1.1. We remark that while in Theorem 3 we have required the condition R ≥ h, this is strictly speaking not necessary. In this case however the statement would be true by definition.

Let us comment on the result of Theorem 3. It is an example of a result showing that while in the discrete setting the local, qualitative variants of unique continuation can in many cases be easily violated due to the introduction of the discretization length scale, the more global qualitative vanishing behavior is substantially more rigid. In our specific setting of the fractional discrete Laplacian the vanishing result from the exterior follows along similar lines as in the continuum and is a consequence of the fact that the analytic extension of the function ξ → |ξ|^s for s ∈ R \ Z must have a branch cut. Similar arguments had earlier been used in [Isa90, Lie82, RS20b, RSV19]. Exploiting this idea further, it is also possible to prove unique continuation for the fractional discrete Laplacian from the upper half-plane as a consequence of a similar Paley–Wiener type argument:

Proposition 1.2. Let d ≥ 1 and u ∈ H^r((hZ)^d) for some r ∈ R. Let s ∈ (0, 1) and assume that

u = 0 = (−Δ_d)^su in {x ∈ (hZ)^d : x_d ≥ 0}.

Then, u ≡ 0 in (hZ)^d.

Remark 1.3. We emphasize that here we consider the special case of weak unique continuation from a fixed half-plane. In the local case, s = 1, it is known that if the half-plane is tilted by 45^∘, it is possible to construct harmonic functions in (hZ)^2 vanishing in this tilted half-plane, [BLMS21].

1.2. Weak unique continuation for fractional discrete Schrödinger equations in slab domains. While the main focus of our article is the investigation of the degree of the failure of the global unique continuation property for the fractional discrete Laplacian, we also briefly consider the weak unique continuation property for fractional discrete Schrödinger equations in slab domains. Although this is an in one direction global property and although we require the global validity of an equation, we show that for the fractional discrete Laplacian the weak unique continuation property from (thin) slab domains fails.

For simplicity, we only formulate and discuss the failure of weak unique continuation for slab domains in two dimensions and refer to Remark 4.2 for comments on extensions to the higher dimensional setting. More precisely, in the two-dimensional setting we record the following example:

Proposition 1.4 (Failure of weak unique continuation from slab domains). Let s ∈ (0, 1). Then there exist non-trivial sequences {u_j }_{j∈Z}2 ∈ ℓ_s and {V_j }_{j∈Z}2 ∈ ℓ^∞_{(hZ)2} such that

(−Δ_d)^su_j = V_j u_j for all j = (j_1, j_2) ∈ Z^2 and u_j = 0 for all j_1 ∈ {−1, 0, 1}.

Remark 1.5. A few remarks are in order.

(i) Comparison with the discrete Laplacian in two dimensions. For the discrete (five-point) Laplacian in two dimensions, examples of the above type are not possible since the vanishing of u in the slab would be propagated to the full domain. The existence of such an example thus is a consequence of the stronger nonlocality of the fractional discrete Laplacian. However, as we pointed out above, if the slab domain is tilted by 45^∘ degrees, then the discrete Laplacian does not satisfy weak unique continuation from that domain.

(ii) Arbitrarily thick slab domains. It would be desirable to extend the above example to an example in which the slab is arbitrarily thick (and not only of a thickness of three points j_1 ∈ {0, ±1}). While for a finite thickness such examples can be constructed (for relatively large values this is still possible with the aid of e.g. symbolic Mathematica computations), for an arbitrarily large thickness this in general reduces to an invertibility condition for a matrix with entries given by the kernel K^h_s (see Section 2 for its definition) evaluated at suitable points. If it is possible to ensure the invertibility of this matrix and the nonvanishing of the components of the solution to an associated inhomogeneous equation, one would obtain a general example of the failure of the UCP in discrete slab domains.

We will prove Proposition 1.4 in Section 4, where we will reduce the result to a corresponding one-dimensional example.

1.3. Quantitative (global and boundary-bulk) unique continuation. A class of results which is strongly related to the unique continuation properties of the fractional Laplacian consists of boundary-bulk inequalities for (weighted) elliptic equations [JL99, BL15, RS20a, Rül21]. Indeed, the relation between boundary-bulk unique continuation properties and unique continuation estimates for the fractional Laplacian follows from the characterization of the fractional Laplacian by means of the Caffarelli–Silvestre extension [CS07]: In the continuum setting, for s ∈ (0, 1), the fractional Laplacian can be characterized as a (weighted, weakly defined) Dirichletto-Neumann map:

(−Δ)^su(x) = c_s lim_{t→0} t^{1−2s}∂_tũ(x, t), where c_s ≠ 0 is a real-valued explicit constant and ũ(x, t) is a solution to

∇ · t^{1−2s}∇ũ = 0 in R^{d+1}_+ , ũ = u on R^d × {0}. (1) Here ∇ := (∇_x, ∂_t)^T . This representation in particular allows one to formulate (weak, strong and global) unique continuation properties for the fractional Laplacian by means of boundary unique continuation for the solutions to the (degenerate) elliptic equation (1) (see for instance [FF14, FF15, GFR19, Rül15, Rül19, Yu17]). In the sequel, in order to avoid additional technical difficulties, we focus on the case s =^1_2 for which (1) turns into the harmonic extension of the function u. In this setting, it is well-known [JL99] that the following boundary-bulk inequality holds:

Theorem 4 (Quantitative boundary-bulk unique continuation in the continuum, [JL99]). Let u ∈ H^1(R^d ) and let ũ be a weak solution to

(Δ + ∂^2_t )ũ = V ũ in R^{d+1}_+ , ũ = u on R^d × {0}, for V ∈ L^∞(R^{d+1}_+ ). Then, there exist constants C > 0 (depending only on d, ‖V ‖_{L∞(R}d+1_{+ )}) and α ∈ (0, 1) (depending only on d) such that

‖ũ‖_L2_{(B}+_{1 )} ≤ C‖ũ‖^{1−α}_{L2(B+4 )} ( ‖u‖_H1_{(B}′_{4)} + ‖∂_tũ‖_L2_{(B}′_{4)} )_α . (2) Here and in the following sections, for x_0 ∈ R^d × {0}, we use the notation B^+_r (x_0) := {(x, t) ∈ R^{d+1}_+ : |(x, t) − x_0| < r} and B^′_r(x_0) := {(x, 0) ∈ R^d × {0} : |x − x_0| < r} and with an abuse of notation, we will also denote B^+_r (x_0) = B^+_r (x_0) ∩ ((hZ)^d × R_+ ) and B^′_r(x_0) = B^′_r(x_0) ∩ (hZ)^d for x_0 ∈ (hZ)^d × {0}. If x_0 = 0, we also omit the center point for the ease of notation.

If combined with trace inequalities and global assumptions on the function u, a quantitative estimate as in (2) can be transferred into a boundary doubling inequality for the fractional Laplacian with s =^1_2 and into the global unique continuation property [BL15, GSU20, Rül21, RS20a]. Equation (2) thus provides a central quantitative unique continuation estimate for the half-Laplacian.

Seeking to study the discrete fractional Laplacian and its rigidity and flexibility properties, we here investigate the analogous question on the lattice: Consider a function ũ solving the equation

(∂^2_t + Δ_d)ũ = V ũ in (hZ)^d × R_+ , ũ = u on (hZ)^d × {0}, (3) where V : (hZ)^d × R_+ → R is a bounded potential.

The observations from Theorem 2 imply that the estimate (2) fails in general in the discrete setting. However, building on the results in [BHLR10a, BHLR10b, GM13, GM14, LM15, LM17, FBRRS21], we expect that it only fails up to exponentially small correction terms in the lattice spacing h > 0 and that in the limit h → 0 the result of the continuum is recovered. We prove that this is indeed the case:

Theorem 5. Let u ∈ H^1((hZ)^d) and ũ : (hZ)^d × R_+ → R be a solution to (3). Then, there exist h_0 > 0, C > 1 (depending on ‖V ‖_L∞_{((hZ)}d_{×R+)} and d) and r_0 ∈ (0, 1), α ∈ (0, 1) (depending only on d) such that for all h ∈ (0, h_0) it holds that

‖ũ‖_{L2(B}+_{r0 )} ≤ C max{‖ũ‖_{L2(B}+_{1 )}, ‖u‖_H1_{(B}′_{1)} + ‖∂_tũ‖_L2_{(B}′_{1)}}^{1−α}(‖u‖_H1_{(B}′_{1 )} + ‖∂_tũ‖_L2_{(B}′_{1 )})^α

+ Ce^{−Ch−1} ‖ũ‖_L2_{(B}+_{1 )}. (4)

Theorem 5 illustrates that the boundary-bulk unique continuation estimates only “barely” fail with correction terms that decay exponentially in the lattice size. This is analogous to the bulk doubling estimates from [FBRRS21] (to which this could be reduced if additional vanishing assumptions for u or ∂_tũ were assumed). As in [FBRRS21] a key ingredient towards obtaining this result is given by a robust Carleman inequality (see Theorem 10) which, in particular, allows us to treat equations with potentials. In studying unique continuation properties for (semi-)discrete elliptic equations, as in the continuum, alike in [FBRRS21] and contrary to many earlier works on control theory for (semi-)discrete elliptic equations, a technical challenge arises in that we are forced to consider Carleman weight functions which are not convex but only pseudoconvex.

As an application of the boundary-bulk doubling inequality from above, we prove that the global unique continuation property from Theorem 1 persists in a certain sense if one is “sufficiently close” to the continuum setting and if global information on the data is present. To this end, we consider the inverse problem of recovering a function f ∈ C^∞_c (W ) from partial measurements of its half-Laplacian (−Δ_d)^{12} f|_Ω on the open domain Ω which we assume to be disjoint from the open set W (see Figure 3). Although the global UCP fails in the discrete setting, we can use the observations from Theorem 5 to still infer a stability estimate for this inverse problem:

Theorem 6. Let d ≥ 1 and let W, Ω ⊂ (hZ)^d be non-empty, open sets with W ∩ Ω = ∅. Let h_0 > 0 be as in Theorem 5 and assume that h ∈ (0, h_0). Let f ∈ C^∞_c (W ). Then there exists ν ∈ (0, 1) (depending only on the dimension d and the domains W, Ω) such that if

0 < h_0 ≤ 10^{−1} | | | log

( ‖(−Δ_d)^1_2 f‖_{L2(Ω)} ‖f‖_H1_{(W )} )| |^{−1+ν} | | | log ( − C log

(‖(−Δ_d)^1_2 f‖_{L2(Ω)} ‖f‖_H1_{(W )} ))| |^{−1}, (5) the following estimate holds: ‖f‖_L2_{(W )} ≤ C‖f‖_H1_{(W )} | | log ( ‖(−Δd)^{12} f‖L^2(Ω) ‖f‖_H1_{(W )} )| |^{−ν} + C exp ( − (Ch)^{−1} | | log

( ‖(−Δ_d)^1_2 f‖_{L2(Ω)} ‖f‖_H1_{(W )} )| |^{−1+ν} ) ‖f‖_H1_{(W )}. Remark 1.6. Theorem 6 provides a stability estimate (and thus also a uniqueness result) for the linear inverse problem of recovering f from the partial data (−Δ_d)^{12} f in a regime which is “sufficiently close to the continuum”. It can be viewed as a linear analogue of the estimates from [RS20a,Rül21] and a higher-dimensional, discrete analogue of the one-dimensional linear bounds from [GFR20] (see also [Rül19, RS20b]). Indeed, since the global unique continuation property fails, we do not expect to be able to uniquely recover f from (−Δ_d)^{12} f|_Ω for arbitrary choices of W, Ω. However, under condition (5) on the size of the data, its oscillation and the discrete scale h_0 > 0, the problem is “sufficiently close to the continuum”: In this case the continuum stability holds up to a correction term.

A main observation here is the uniformity of the estimate in the parameter h > 0. While for fixed h > 0 only finitely many degrees of freedom are present and thus Lipschitz stability results would be available [AV05, BDHQ13, RS19b, Sin07, AdHGS17, AS22], these would deteriorate exponentially in the limit h → 0 [Ron06]. In order to capture the transition from the discrete to the continuum, it is thus central to obtain estimates as in Theorem 6 which are uniform in h > 0 and which allow to pass to the continuum limit.

In the continuum, the linear inverse problem under investigation would be severely ill-posed [RS18] leading to an estimate as given by the first right hand side term in the bound from Theorem 6. The bound in Theorem 6 thus shows that this bound remains uniformly valid in the discrete set-up and for the limit h → 0 up to a correction term which is dependent on the lattice size and the data and which is encoded in the second right hand side contribution of the estimate.

As the lattice size decreases, it approaches the continuum estimate exponentially in the lattice spacing.

We remark that in particular, for h_0 ∈ (0, 1) sufficiently small (depending on the size of the measurement data ‖(−Δ_d)^{12} f‖_L2_{(Ω)} and the oscillation of f measured in terms of ‖f‖_H1_{(W )}), we obtain a stability estimate for the discrete inverse problem of recovering f ∈ C^∞_c (W ) from the data ‖(−Δ_d)^{12} f‖_L2_{(Ω)} under a priori oscillation control for f. In the limit h_0 → 0 this matches the analogous continuous estimates (see, for instance, [GFR20, RS20a]). We hope that this eventually also allows one to obtain similar stability estimates for nonlinear discrete inverse problems such as the discrete fractional Calderón problem [RS20a]. We refer to [EDG11] for such estimates for the discrete classical Calderón problem. It is also interesting to notice Lipschitz and logarithmic stability results for the inverse problem of recovering a potential in a semi-discrete wave equation [BEO15].

1.4. Fractional Laplacian on the discrete torus: transference and global unique continuation. We also explore the problem of global unique continuation for powers of the Laplacian on the discrete torus. The discrete torus on a mesh of size h > 0 is defined as the set of points A^N_{h,d} := (hZ_{2N+1})^d := (h{−N, . . . , N})^d and the Laplacian on the discrete torus is given by

(6) Δ_AN_{h,d} u_j := 1 h^2 d∑ i=1 ( u(h(j + e_i)) − 2u(hj) + u(h(j − e_i)) ) , j ∈ {−N, . . . , N}^d. We will use the notation A^N_h for A^N_{h,1}.

In Subsection 6.1 we will show a transference formula which allows us to obtain the pointwise formula for the fractional Laplacian on the discrete torus from the fractional Laplacian on (hZ)^d and to relate the corresponding extension problems. Such an identity and the consequences are very much in the spirit of [RS14].

Theorem 7 (Pointwise formula for the discrete torus). Let v ∈ ℓ_s(A^N_{h,d}) and h = 2π 2N + 1

. Then

(−Δ_AN_{h,d} )^sv_j = ∑ m∈{−N,...,N}^d m≠j ( v_j − v_m ) K^{ANh,d}_s (j − m), j ∈ {−N, . . . , N}^d,

where, for j ∈ {−N, . . . , N}^d, j ≠ (0, . . . , 0), K^{ANh,d}_s (j) = ∑ k∈Z^d K^h_s (j + k(2N + 1)).

In particular, for the case d = 1, we have

(−Δ_AN_h )^sv_j = ∑ m∈{−N,...,N} m≠j ( v_j − v_m ) K^{ANh}s (j − m), j ∈ {−N, . . . , N},

where, for j ∈ {−N, . . . , N}, j ≠ 0, K^{ANh}_s (j) = 4^sΓ(1/2 + s) h^{2s} √ π|Γ(−s)| ∞∑ k=−∞ Γ(|j + k(2N + 1)| − s) Γ(|j + k(2N + 1)| + 1 + s) . As a further application we deduce the validity of the Caffarelli–Silvestre extension property on the torus:

Theorem 8 (Extension problem for the discrete torus). Let v ∈ Dom((−Δ_AN_{h,d} )^s) and h = 2π 2N + 1

. Let V = V (hj, t) be the solution to the boundary problem { Δ_AN_{h,d} V +^{1−2s}_t V_t + V_{tt} = 0, in A^N_{h,d} × (0, ∞), V (hj, 0) = v(hj), on A^N_{h,d}. Then, for c_s =^{4sΓ(1/2+s)} h^{2s} √ π|Γ(−s)| > 0, we have that (7) − lim_{t→0+} t^{1−2s}V_t(hj, t) = c_s(−Δ_AN_{h,d} )^sv(hj), j ∈ {−N, . . . , N}. The pointwise formula in Theorem 7 allows us to obtain, for d = 1, the following result concerning the failure of global unique continuation, which can be seen as an analogous result to Theorem 2, illustrating a similar failure of the global unique continuation property in the discrete setting.

Theorem 9. Let h ∈ R_+ and N ∈ N. Let X ⊂ A^N_h be a finite set of cardinality M ≤ 2N + 1. If M ≤ N, there exists a non-zero bounded function u = {u_j }^N_{j=−N} such that u_j = 0 = (−Δ_AN_h )^su_j for j ∈ X.

1.5. Outline of the article. The following sections are organized as follows: After briefly recalling the definition and some of the main properties of the fractional Laplacian in Section 2, in Section 3 we first give examples of the failure of the global UCP for the fractional discrete Laplacian. Here we also discuss how the stronger a priori information from Theorem 3 allows us to recover the global UCP. In Section 4 we extend these examples to examples in slab domains for which the weak UCP for the fractional Schrödinger equation fails. After these illustrations of the effects of discretization, in Section 5 we show that quantitative unique continuation estimates only fail up to exponentially small (in the lattice size) corrections. It is in this section that we also discuss the linear inverse problem from Theorem 6 and the claimed stability estimate. Finally, in Section 6 we discuss transference principles and the above results on the torus.

Acknowledgments. We are indebted to Diana Stan for helpful discussions at various stages of the project.

A. Fernández-Bertolin was partially supported by ERCEA Advanced Grant 2014 669689 - HADE, project PGC2018-094528-B-I00 (AEI/FEDER, UE) and acronym “IHAIP”, and the Basque Government through the project IT1247-19. L. Roncal was supported by the Spanish Government through the projects SEV-2017-0718, PID2020-113156GB-100, funded by MCIN/AEI /10.13039/501100011033 and by FSE “invest in your future” and RYC2018-025477-I, and by the Basque Government through the BERC 2018-2021 program. She also acknowledges IKER- BASQUE fundings. A. Rüland was supported by the German Research Foundation (DFG) under Germany’s Excellence Strategy – EXC- 2181/1-390900948 (the Heidelberg STRUCTURES Cluster of Excellence).

2. Preliminaries

Before turning to the unique continuation results from the introduction, we recall the precise definition and some of the properties of the fractional discrete Laplacian.

2.1. Definition by means of the heat kernel and an explicit representation formula. We begin by relating the fractional Laplacian and the semidiscrete heat equation: A formal solution w_j (t) to the semidiscrete heat equation

∂_tw_j = Δ_dw_j , in (hZ)^d × (0, ∞), w_j (0) = u_j , on (hZ)^d, is given by

e^{tΔd} u_j = ∑ m∈Z^d G ( j − m, t h^2 ) u_m, t > 0, hj ∈ (hZ)^d with (8) G(m, t) = e^{−2dt} d∏ i=1 I_{mi} (2t), m = (m_1, . . . , m_d) ∈ Z^d. Here, I_k is the modified Bessel function of the first kind and order m_i, defined as

I_k (t) = ∞∑ ℓ=0 1 ℓ!Γ(ℓ + k + 1) ( t 2 )_{2ℓ+k} . From the very definition of I_k we deduce that I_k(t) ≥ 0, for every k ∈ Z and t ≥ 0. We refer to [Leb72, Chapter 5] and [OM10] for the properties of I_k. Observe that G(−m, t) = G(m, t), since I_{−mi} = I_{mi} (and even G((m_1, . . . , −m_i, . . . , m_d), t) = G((m_1, . . . , m_i, . . . , m_d), t), componentwise). Moreover, ∑ m∈Z^d G(m, t) = 1. The above facts follow from a generalization of

the one dimensional case in [CGR^+17].

With this, we can define the positive fractional powers of the discrete Laplacian, namely, for 0 < s < 1,

(−Δ_d)^su_j = 1 Γ(−s) �_∞ 0 ( e^{tΔd} u_j − u_j ) dt t^{1+s} = 1 Γ(−s) �_∞ 0 ∑ m∈Z^d,m≠j G ( j − m, t h^2 )( u_m − u_j ) dt t^{1+s} = ∑ m∈Z^d,m≠j ( u_j − u_m ) K^h_s (j − m), (9)

where the discrete kernel K^h_s is given by

(10) K^h_s (m) = 1 h^{2s} 1 |Γ(−s)| �_∞ 0 G(m, t) dt t^{1+s} = 1 h^{2s} 1 |Γ(−s)| �_∞ 0 e^{−2dt} d∏ i=1 I_{mi} (2t) dt t^{1+s} , for m ≠ (0, . . . , 0) and K^h_s (0, . . . , 0) = 0. In particular, the kernel has an even symmetry, in the sense that K^h_s (m_1, . . . , m_i, . . . , m_n) = K^h_s (m_1, . . . , −m_i, . . . , m_n), for i = 1, . . . , d. Note also that K^h_s (m) > 0 for m ≠ (0, . . . , 0).

In constructing examples for the failure of the global and weak unique continuation properties, we will rely on this representation formula.

When d = 1, it was shown in [CRS^+18, Theorem 1.1] that the kernel K^h_s has an explicit expression, namely

(11) K^h_s (m) =

4^sΓ(1/2 + s) √ π|Γ(−s)| Γ(|m| − s) h^{2s}Γ(|m| + 1 + s) for m ∈ Z \ {0} and K^h_s (0, . . . , 0) = 0.

Bear in mind the well-known asymptotics for the ratio of two Gamma functions (see for instance [Olv97, Chapter 4, (5.05)]): for z ∈ R, z → ∞,^{Γ(z+a)}_{Γ(z+b)} ∼ z^{a−b}, so for m ∈ Z, (12) K^h_s (m) ∼ C_sh^{−2s}|m|^{−2s−1}, |m| → ∞.

2.2. Function spaces. In the sequel, we will consider solutions to the fractional Laplacian in different function spaces.

Mimicking the corresponding continuum setting, we introduce the following spaces: For 0 ≤ s ≤ 1 we let

ℓ_{±s} := { u : (hZ)^d → R : ‖u‖_{ℓ±s} := ∑ m∈Z^d |u_m| (1 + |m|)^{d±2s} < ∞ } . As in the continuum, these are function spaces which allow us to define the fractional Laplacian under minimal decay conditions.

We use S((hZ)^d) =: S to denote the Schwartz functions on the discrete lattice (hZ)^d. The fractional discrete Laplacian on (hZ)^d does not preserve the Schwartz class, but instead (−Δ_d)^s : S → S_s, where

S_s := {φ ∈ C^∞((hZ)^d) : (1 + |l|)^{−(d+2s)}∇^k_dφ_l ∈ ℓ^∞_{(hZ)}d, k ∈ N_0 }

where ∇_d denotes the symmetric discrete gradient and ℓ^∞_{(hZ)d} is the L^∞ norm on the lattice (hZ)^d. This can be proven analogously as in [Sil07, pp. 72–73]. The symmetry of the fractional discrete Laplacian allows us to define (−Δ_d)^s for u in the dual space S^′_s. For summable functions u ∈ S^′_s we let ⟨(−Δ_d)^su, φ⟩_{Ss} := ∑ k∈Z^d u_k(−Δ_d)^sφ_k, φ ∈ S((hZ)^d).

The sum above is absolutely convergent when u ∈ ℓ_s.

In addition to these function spaces, we also use standard Sobolev spaces. We define these through the Fourier transform: Given u : (hZ)^d → R, its Fourier transform is a function defined on (h^{−1}T)^d := [−π/h, π/h)^d whose Fourier coefficients are given by the sequence {u_k}_{k∈Z}d. In other words, if u ∈ ℓ^1_{(hZ)d} then we define F_{(hZ)}du(ξ) = ∑ k∈Z^d u_ke^{−iξ·k}, ξ ∈ [−π/h, π/h)^d. Now, building on this, for u : (hZ)^d → R and r ∈ R we define

‖u‖_Hr_{((hZ)}d_) := ‖(1 + |∇_d|^2)^{r2} u‖_L2_{((hZ)}d_) = ‖F^{−1}_{(hZ)d}(1 + h^{−2} d∑ k=1 | sin(hξ_k )|^2)^{r2} F_{(hZ)}du‖_L2_{((hZ)}d_),

(13)

where ∇_d denotes the symmetric discrete gradient and

H^r((hZ)^d) := (C^∞_c (hZ)^d)^{‖·‖Hr} .

2.3. The discrete Caffarelli–Silvestre extension. Similarly as in the continuum setting, the fractional discrete Laplacian can also be shown to be related to a Caffarelli–Silvestre type extension. This observation is just an application of the general extension problem of [ST10], see also [CRS^+18]. Given u ∈ Dom((−Δ_d)^s), s ∈ (0, 1), the semidiscrete function ũ defined as

ũ_j (t) = t^{2s} 4^sΓ(s)

�_∞ 0 e^{−t2/(4z)}e^{zΔd} u_j dz z^{1+s} is the unique solution (weakly vanishing as t → ∞) to the Dirichlet problem

(∂_tt^{1−2s}∂_t + t^{1−2s}Δ_d)ũ = 0 in (hZ)^d × R_+ , ũ = u on (hZ)^d × {0}. (14)

Moreover, − lim_{t→0+} t^{1−2s}∂_tũ_j (t) = −2s lim_{t→0+} ũ_j (y) − ũ_j (0) t^{2s} = Γ(1 − s) 4^{s−1/2}Γ(s)

(−Δ_d)^su_j .

In Section 5 we will use quantitative estimates for the Caffarelli–Silvestre extension for the special case s =^1_2 (in which case the Caffarelli–Silvestre extension turns into the harmonic extension). To this end, we mainly rely on energy estimates and thus use the following notation: For a set E ⊂ R^{d+1}_+ we consider ‖ũ‖_H1_{(E)} := ‖∇_dũ‖_L2_{(E)} + ‖∂_tũ‖_L2_{(E)} + ‖ũ‖_L2_{(E)}.

(15)

Further, we will use a number of auxiliary results for the discrete Caffarelli–Silvestre extension, which we thus briefly collect here. Most of these are proved analogously as their continuous counterparts, hence we only present the basic ideas of their proofs.

Lemma 2.1. Let ũ be a solution to (14) with s =^1_2 and u ∈ C^∞_c ((hZ)^d) with K := supp(u) ⊂ (hZ)^d. Then, for any compact set E := E_d × [0, C_{d+1}] where E_d ⊂ (hZ)^d and C_{d+1} > 0 there exists a constant C = C(d, K, E_d, C_{d+1}) > 1 such that ‖ũ‖_L2_{(E)} ≤ C‖u‖_H1_{(K)}. Here the Sobolev spaces in the upper half-space are defined similarly as in (15), containing a mixture of standard Sobolev spaces in the normal direction and the ones from the lattice in the tangential direction, see (13).

Proof. By mollification arguments, we may assume that u and ũ are arbitrarily regular. From energy estimates we obtain that there exists C > 1 such that ‖∇_dũ‖_L2_{(E)} + ‖∂_tũ‖_L2_{(E)} ≤ C‖u‖_H1_{((hZ)}d_).

(16) Next, by the fundamental theorem of calculus in the normal directions, we obtain that ‖ũ‖_L2_{(E)} ≤ C‖∂_tũ‖_L2_{(Ed×[0,2Cd+1])} + C‖ũ‖_L2_{(Ed×[Cd+1,2Cd+1])}. (17) By the fundamental theorem in tangential directions, we further obtain that ‖ũ‖_L2_{(Ed×[Cd+1,2Cd+1])} ≤ C‖∇_dũ‖_L2_{(conv(Ed,K)×[Cd+1,2Cd+1])} + C‖ũ‖_L2_{(K×[Cd+1,2Cd+1])}. (18) Finally, applying the fundamental theorem in normal directions again, we obtain that ‖ũ‖_L2_{(K×[Cd+1,2Cd+1])} ≤ C‖∂_tũ‖_L2_{(K×[0,2Cd+1])} + C‖u‖_L2_{(K)}. (19) Inserting (18)-(19) into (17), using (16) and the support assumption for u the claim follows. □ Next, we recall a trace estimate (see for instance, [CR21, Lemma 2.5] for an argument in the continuum).

Lemma 2.2. Let ũ ∈ Ḣ^1((hZ)^d × R_+ ) and u := ũ|_{(hZ)}d_{×{0}}. Let u ∈ L^2(R^d ) and ũ a solution to (14) with s =^1_2 . Let W ⊂ (hZ)^d be an open, bounded set and let μ ∈ (0, 1). Then, ‖u‖_L2_{(W )} ≤ Cμ^{12} ‖∂_tũ‖_L2_{(W ×[0,2μ])} + Cμ^{− 12} ‖ũ‖_L2_{(W ×[μ,2μ])}.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that u is arbitrarily regular. The argument then follows from the fundamental theorem of calculus. Indeed, for x ∈ (hZ)^d, u(x, 0) = �_s 0 ∂_tũ(x, r)dr + u(x, s). Integrating in s ∈ [0, 2μ] we obtain μ|u(x, 0)| ≤ Cμ �_{2μ} 0 |∂_tũ(x, r)|dr + ‖u(x, ·)‖_L1_{([μ,2μ])}.

With the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and after dividing by μ > 0 we obtain |u(x, 0)| ≤ Cμ^{12} ‖∂_tũ(x, ·)‖_L2_{([0,2μ])} + Cμ^{− 12} ‖u(x, ·)‖_L2_{([μ,2μ])}. Squaring this expression and integrating in x ∈ W we conclude the desired result. □

2.4. Notation. Finally, we collect some further notational conventions which will be used throughout the article.

We will use the following set notation:

• For some r > 0 and x_0 ∈ R^d , the set B_r(x_0) we will refer to the set {x ∈ R^d : |x − x_0| < r} ∩ (hZ)^d. • In the case that we are working in the upper half-plane, for some r > 0 and x_0 ∈ R^{d+1}_+ , the set B^+_r (x_0) we will refer to the set {x ∈ R^{d+1}_+ : |x − x_0| < r} ∩ ((hZ)^d × R_+ ).

• In the case that we are working in the upper half-plane, for some r > 0 and x_0 ∈ R^d_+ , the set B^′_r(x_0) we will refer to the set {x ∈ R^d : |x − x_0| < r} ∩ ((hZ)^d × {0}).

• For a point (x, t) ∈ (hZ)^d × R_+ we use the notation |(x, t)| := ( |x|^2 + t^2

) 1_2 and |x| = (^d∑ j=1 x^2_j

) 1_2 to refer to its Euclidean norm.

• We denote by ℓ^p_{(hZ)d} the L^p norms on the lattice (hZ)^d, for 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. In all these notations, we will also omit the center point if x_0 = 0 for convenience of notation.

3. Failure of Global Unique Continuation and Global UCP from the Exterior

We begin by discussing the global unique continuation property of the fractional discrete Laplacian. On the one hand, using the nonlocal summation formula for the fractional Laplacian, we show that, in contrast to the continuous operator, the fractional discrete Laplacian does not enjoy the global unique continuation property. On the other hand, we prove that with a “global unique continuation property from the exterior” a remnant of the global unique continuation properties of the fractional Laplacian persists on the level of the discrete operator.

3.1. Failure of global unique continuation. We first discuss the failure of the global unique continuation property for the discrete fractional Laplacian.

Proof of Theorem 2. If j ∈ X, the requirement u_j = 0 implies

(−Δ_d)^su_j = ∑ m∈Z^d m≠j u_mK^h_s (j − m).

On the one hand, we compute (−Δ_d)^su_j for all j ∈ X, which yields M equations. On the other hand, we set u_j = 0 for all j ∈ Z^d \ N, where N is a set of cardinality M + 1 such that N ∩ X = ∅. The requirement that (−Δ_d)^su_j = 0 for all j ∈ X gives a homogeneous system of M equations and for the M + 1 unknown values of u_j for j ∈ Y . Since there are more unknowns than equations, there are infinitely many nontrivial solutions. □

3.2. Global behaviour for exterior domains. In [RS20b, Corollary 5.2], building on the idea from [Isa90, Lemma 3.5.4], it was shown that a large class of nonlocal operators are antilocal from the exterior. This was based on using the singularity (in the complex plane) of the symbol of the operator. For instance, the symbol |ξ|^s of the fractional Laplacian (−Δ)^s has a branch cut singularity in the complex plane. A similar argument is given in [RSV19] in the context of the qualitative fractional Landis conjecture. We also refer to [Lie82, GFR20].

In this section we prove that, in contrast to the failure of the global UCP with local assumptions, this behaviour persists for the fractional discrete Laplacian as stated in Theorem 3. Notice that a similar conclusion holds under suitable decay conditions for u and (−Δ_d)^su: If we assume that |u(x)| + |(−Δ_d)^su(x)| ≤ Ce^{−C|x|1+} for |x| ≥ R, then the conclusion of Theorem 3 remains true. We refer to [RSV19] and the argument below.

Proof of Theorem 3. The proof follows the same ideas as in [RS20b] and [RSV19], reducing the claim to the Paley–Wiener theorem and the presence of a branch cut in the symbol for (−Δ_d)^s. To this end, we note that the symbol of (−Δ_d)^s is given by h^{−2s} (^d∑ j=1 ( 2 − e^{iξj h} − e^{−iξj h} ))s = h^{−2s} (^d∑ j=1 4 sin^2(hξ_j /2) )_s . Further, for contradiction, assume that u ≠ 0 in (hZ)^d.

By the compact support assumptions in the theorem, the functions

F_{(hZ)}d u, F_{(hZ)}d(−Δ_d)^su : (h^{−1}T)^d → R

are analytic (and non-trivial since u ≠ 0 by assumption). They have analytic extensions to ([−π/h, π/h] × R)^d ⊂ C^d (where we have identified T with [−π, π] and R^2 with C ).

By assumption, we know that u ≠ 0; thus in particular, there exists ξ^′ ∈ R^{d−1} such that F_{(hZ)}d u(ξ^′, ·) ≠ 0 as an analytic function of ξ_d ∈ R. For fixed ξ^′ ∈ R^{d−1} as above, we consider the symbol p_{h,ξ}′ (ξ_d) := h^{−2s} ( C(ξ^′) + 4 sin^2(hξ_d/2) )_s , where C(ξ^′) := ∑_{d−1} j=1 4 sin^2(hξ_j /2) ∈ R. We next observe that the function x → sin^2(hx) map [−π/h, π/h] × R ⊂ C surjectively into C . Consequently, any realization of the extension of p_{h,ξ}′ (ξ_d) into [−π/h, π/h] × R ⊂ C must have a branch cut. However, by the analyticity of F_{(hZ)}d u(ξ^′, ·) and F_{(hZ)}d(−Δ_d)^su(ξ^′, ·) as functions of ([−π/h, π/h] × R) ⊂ C we hence infer that p_{h,ξ}′ (ξ_d) F_{(hZ)}d u(ξ^′, ξ_n) = g(ξ^′, ξ_d) on ([−π/h, π/h]×R) ⊂ C for some analytic function g : ([−π/h, π/h]×R) ⊂ C → C . Equivalently, we obtain that p_{h,ξ}′ (ξ_d) = g(ξ^′, ξ_d) F_{(hZ)}d u(ξ^′, ξ_d) . While the right hand side of this equation is a meromorphic function (recall that by our contradiction assumption F_{(hZ)}d u(ξ^′, ·) ≠ 0), the left hand side of this equation has a branch cut, and, in particular, cannot be meromorphic. This yields a contradiction and implies that u ≡ 0. □

With a similar argument, we also obtain that the unique continuation property holds from half-spaces as formulated in Proposition 1.2.

Proof of Proposition 1.2. We first note that we may assume that u ∈ H^d((hZ)^d). Indeed, this follows by convolution with a smooth convolution kernel and by the linearity of the assumed vanishing condition (possibly after a shift in the x_d direction). Since u = 0 = (−Δ_d)^su in {x ∈ (hZ)^d : x_d ≥ 0}, the functions F_{(hZ)}d u and F_{(hZ)}d((−Δ_d)^su) extend as holomorphic functions in the negative complex half-plane. Moreover, by the explicit Fourier representation of the solution and the regularity and integrability of u, (−Δ_d)^su, we obtain that the analytic continuations of F_{(hZ)}d u and F_{(hZ)}d((−Δ_d)^su) into the negative complex half-plane are continuous up to the boundary (h^{−1}T)^d × {0}. Again, if one does not already have that u ≡ 0, this yields a contradiction, since the analytic continuation of the function |ξ|^s necessarily has a branch cut in the lower complex half-plane. □

4. Counterexamples for the weak UCP for discrete Schrödinger equations with bounded potentials

In this section, we present with the proof of Proposition 1.4 the failure of the weak unique continuation property for the fractional discrete Laplacian in a (thin) slab domain. We emphasize that, contrary to the previous construction, we here additionally require the validity of an equation in the whole lattice. The result of Proposition 1.4, in particular, shows that a “naive” version of the results from [Rül15] does not longer hold in the discrete set-up.

In what follows, we reduce the result of Proposition 1.4 to the following one-dimensional auxiliary result:

Lemma 4.1. Let s ∈ (0, 1). Then there exist non-trivial sequences {u_j }_{j∈Z} ∈ ℓ_s and {V_j }_{j∈Z} ∈ ℓ^∞_{hZ} (the latter size depending on h) such that

(−Δ_d)^su_j = V_j u_j for all j ∈ Z and u_j = 0 for all j ∈ {−1, 0, 1}.

Analogously as in Remark 1.5 it would also be desirable to extend the example from Lemma 4.1 to arbitrarily thick sets of vanishing of u. Here similar issues as the ones outlined in Remark 1.5(ii) would have to be dealt with.

4.1. Proof of Lemma 4.1. Before turning to the proof of Proposition 1.4, we discuss the auxiliary result from Lemma 4.1.

Proof of Lemma 4.1. We start by considering the following auxiliary sequence

ũ_j :=

1 if j ≥ 2, −1 if j ≤ −2, 0 if j ∈ {−1, 0, 1}. Then by symmetry we have that (−Δ_d)^sũ_0 = 0. For j ≥ 2 (and by symmetry similarly for j ≤ −2) we have

(−Δ_d)^sũ_j = ∑ m∈Z,m≤−2 2K^h_s (j − m) + 1∑ m=−1 K^h_s (j − m), where the kernel K^h_s is as in (11). Due to the summability of K^h_s (see, for instance, [CRS^+18, Remark 1.2]), this is finite with a uniform bound independent of j (but depending on h). In particular, for these values of j we infer a bound on the quotient | | | | (−Δ_d)^sũ_j ũ_j | | | | ≤ C^h < ∞, with an h ∈ R dependence of the form C_h ∼ h^{−2s}. For j = 1 (the case j = −1 is analogous by symmetry) we obtain

(−Δ_d)^sũ_1 = ∑ m∈Z,m≤−2 K^h_s (1 − m) − ∑ m∈Z,m≥2 K^h_s (1 − m) = −K^h_s (−1) − K^h_s (−2).

(20)

We seek to “correct” this. To this end, for some a ∈ R we consider the sequence

v_j := 0 for j ∈ Z \ {±2}, a for j = 2, −a for j = −2. Again the integrability of the kernel K^h_s implies that |(−Δ_d)^sv_j | is bounded with a bound which only depends on the choice of a ∈ R and h > 0. For j = 1 (and by symmetry similarly for

−5−4−3−2−112345 −4−3 −2−1 12 34 0 j_1 j_2

Figure 1. In the blue points, ~u_j = 0.

j = −1) we have (−Δ_d)^sv_1 = −aK^h_s (1 − 2) + aK^h_s (1 + 2) = a(K^h_s (3) − K^h_s (−1)).

(21) Combining (20), (21) and choosing a ∈ R such that

(22) a =

K^h_s (−1) + K^h_s (−2) K^h_s (3) − K^h_s (−1) = K^h_s (1) + K^h_s (2) K^h_s (3) − K^h_s (1) , then implies that the function u_j = ũ_j + v_j satisfies the following identities and estimates u_j ∈ ℓ_s, (−Δ_d)^su_j = V_j u_j for all j ∈ Z, u_j = 0 for j ∈ {0, ±1} and (−Δ_d)^su_j = 0 for j ∈ {0, ±1}.

Moreover, a ≠ −1, which ensures that V_j :=^{(−Δd)sũj +(−Δd)svj}_{ũj +vj} is well-defined (this quotient is set to be equal to zero if both the numerator and the denominator vanish). Since |(−Δ_d)^sũ_j + (−Δ_d)^sv_j | is bounded with a bound C_{a,h} only depending on h, a as C_{a,h} ∼ C_ah^{−2s}, this yields the desired result. □

4.2. Proof of Proposition 1.4. With Lemma 4.1 in hand, we next turn to the proof of Proposition 1.4.

Proof of Proposition 1.4. We use the notation j = (j_1, j_2), j_i ∈ Z, i = 1, 2. Consider the sequence

ũ_j :=

1 if j_1 ≥ 2, −1 if j_1 ≤ −2, 0 otherwise, see Figure 1.

From (8) and (9) we have that

(23) K^h_s (m) = 1 h^{2s} 1 |Γ(−s)| �_∞ 0 e^{−4t} 2∏ i=1 I_{mi} (2t) dt t^{1+s} .

The following asymptotics are well known: there exist constants C, c > 0 such that (24) ct^k ≤ I_k(t) ≤ Ct^k for t → 0^+. Actually, (25) I_k(t) ∼ ( t 2 )_k 1 Γ(k + 1)

, for a fixed k ≠ −1, −2, −3, . . . and t → 0^+,

see [OM10]. Moreover (see [Leb72]) (26) I_k(t) = Ce^tt^{−1/2} + R_k(t), where |R_k(t)| ≤ C_ke^tt^{−3/2}, for t → ∞. The asymptotics (24) and (26) ensures the integrability in (23). If j_1 = 0, then (−Δ_d)^sũ_{(0,j2)} = − ∑ m∈Z^2 m≠(0,j_2 )

ũ_{(m1,m2)}K^h_s (−m_1, j_2 − m_2)

= −2∑ m_1=−∞ ∞∑ m_2=−∞ K^h_s (−m_1, j_2 − m_2) − ∞∑ m_1=2 ∞∑ m_2=−∞ K^h_s (−m_1, j_2 − m_2)

= ∞∑ m_1=2 ∞∑ m_2=−∞ K^h_s (m_1, j_2 − m_2) − ∞∑ m_1=2 ∞∑ m_2=−∞ K^h_s (m_1, j_2 − m_2) = 0,

where we used the symmetry of the kernel.

For j = (j_1, j_2) with j_1 ≥ 2 (it works similarly for j_1 ≤ −2) we get

(27) (−Δ_d)^sũ_j = −2∑ m_1 =−∞ ∞∑ m_2 =−∞

2K^h_s (j − m) + ∞∑ m_2=−∞ 1∑ m_1=−1 K^h_s (j − m). The kernel K^h_s (m) can be suitably estimated by Lemma A.4 (see also Remark A.5) and the sum in (27) is finite with a uniform bound independent of j (but depending on h).

In particular, for these values of j we again infer a bound on the quotient | | | | (−Δ_d)^sũ_j ũ_j | | | | ≤ C^h < ∞, which only depends on h ∈ R as C_h ∼ h^{−2s}.

For j = (1, j_2) (it works similarly for j = (−1, j_2)) we get

(−Δ_d)^sũ_{(1,j2)} = −2∑ m_1=−∞ ∞∑ m_2=−∞ K^h_s (1 − m_1, j_2 − m_2) − ∞∑ m_1=2 ∞∑ m_2=−∞ K^h_s (1 − m_1, j_2 − m_2)

= ∞∑ m_1=2 ∞∑ m_2=−∞ [ K^h_s (1 + m_1, j_2 − m_2) − K^h_s (1 − m_1, j_2 − m_2) ] . (28)

It is known that (29) ∑ m∈Z e^{−2t}I_m(2t) = 1.

The above identity follows from taking u = 1 and z = 2t in the generating function below, which is valid for z ∈ C and u ∈ C \ {0}, e^{12 z(u+u−1 )} = ∑ m∈Z u^mI_m(z)

−5−4−3−2−112345 −4−3 −2−1 12 34 0 j_1 j_2

Figure 2. In the blue points, v_j = a; in the red points, v_j = −a; in the remaining points of the lattice, v_j = 0.

see, for instance, [OM10, formula 10.35.1]. Hence, (28) can be spelled out as

(−Δ_d)^sũ_{(1,j2)} = ∞∑ m_1 =2 ∞∑ m_2=−∞ 1 h^{2s} 1 |Γ(−s)| �_∞ 0 e^{−4t} ( I_{1+m1} (2t)I_{j2 −m2} (2t) − I_{1−m1} (2t)I_{j2 −m2} (2t) ) dt t^{1+s} = 1 h^{2s} 1 |Γ(−s)| �_∞ 0 e^{−2t} ∞∑ m_2 =−∞ e^{−2t}I_{j2 −m2} (2t) ∞∑ m_1=2 ( I_{1+m1} (2t) − I_{1−m1} (2t) ) dt t^{1+s} = 1 h^{2s} 1 |Γ(−s)| �_∞ 0 e^{−2t} ∞∑ m_2 =−∞ e^{−2t}I_{j2 −m2} (2t) ( − I_1(2t) − I_2(2t) ) dt t^{1+s} = 1 h^{2s} 1 |Γ(−s)| �_∞ 0 e^{−2t} ( − I_1(2t) − I_2(2t) ) dt t^{1+s} = −K^h_s (−1) − K^h_s (−2),

where the last expression corresponds to the one with one-dimensional kernels. Above, the interchange of sum and integral is justified in view of the fact that I_k are nonnegative functions and (29), so that the sums involving e^{−2t}I_{mi} (2t) are absolutely convergent. Moreover, from the second to third equality we used the cancellation due to the symmetry property of Bessel functions I_{−mi} = I_{mi} , see Subsection 2.1, which turns the sum in m_1 into a telescoping series. In order to correct the term above, we consider

v_j := a for j_1 = 2, −a for j_1 = −2, 0 otherwise,

see Figure 2. Once again, the integrability of the kernel K^h_s implies that |(−Δ_d)^sv_j | is bounded, with a bound which only depends on the choice of a ∈ R and h > 0. Moreover, for j_1 = 1 (and by symmetry it works similarly for j_1 = −1), we have

(−Δ_d)^sv_{(1,j2 )} = − ∑ m_2∈Z [ v_{(2,m2 )}K^h_s (−1, j_2 − m_2) + v_{(−2,m2)}K^h_s (3, j_2 − m_2) ]

= a ∑ m_2∈Z [ K^h_s (3, j_2 − m_2) − K^h_s (−1, j_2 − m_2) ]

= a 1 h^{2s} 1 |Γ(−s)| �_∞ 0 ∑ m_2∈Z e^{−2t}I_{j2 −m2} e^{−2t} ( I_3(2t) − I_{−1}(2t) ) dt t^{1+s} = a(K^h_s (3) − K^h_s (−1)),

where again the last expression corresponds to the one with one-dimensional kernels. Thus, we have reduced the construction to the one-dimensional case, and by choosing a as in (22) we can define the function u_j = ũ_j + v_j so that

u_j ∈ ℓ_s, (−Δ_d)^su_j = V_j u_j for all j ∈ Z^2, u_j = 0 if and only if j_1 ∈ {0, ±1} and (−Δ_d)^su_j = 0 for j_1 ∈ {0, ±1},

and V_j :=^{(−Δd)sũj +(−Δd)svj}

ũ_j +v_j (where this quotient is set to be equal to zero if both the numerator

and the denominator vanish). We obtain the desired result. □

Remark 4.2. The argument above can be easily extended to higher dimensions, just considering the same kind of sequences and taking into account the fact that the semidiscrete heat kernel separates the components m_i in the variable m = (m_1, . . . , m_d).

5. Boundary-Bulk Doubling Estimates for the Discrete Half-Laplacian

Using the Caffarelli–Silvestre extension, we complement the failure of the unique continuation properties for the discrete half-Laplacian by the boundary-bulk unique continuation property for the semidiscrete equation

(∂^2_t + Δ_d)ũ = 0 in (hZ)^d × R_+ , ũ = u in (hZ)^d × {0}. More precisely, we deduce a discrete analogue of the boundary-bulk three balls inequality (2) from Theorem 4 which is valid in the continuum setting. Quantitative unique continuation estimates of this type are a key ingredient in the quantitative derivation of global unique continuation properties for the half-Laplacian. For the case of general s ∈ (0, 1) it played a major role in deducing stability for the fractional Calderón problem [RS20b, Rül21], see also [GFR20, Rül19, RS20b] for related work. We hope that the estimates presented here may be of use in studying the discrete-to-continuum limits for discrete versions of the fractional Calderón problem.

Due to the discussed failure of the global unique continuation property for the fractional Laplacian (Theorem 1) and in analogy to the doubling inequalities for the discrete Laplacian from [FBRRS21], we do not expect an estimate of the form (2) to be true without an additional (but very weak) h-dependent correction term.

Our main result in this context thus is the estimate (4) which provides the discrete analogue of (2) with a mesh-dependent correction term. As in [FBRRS21] we derive this estimate as a consequence of a corresponding Carleman inequality:

Theorem 10. Let u ∈ H^1((hZ)^d), ũ ∈ H^2((hZ)^d×R_+ ) such that u = ũ in (hZ)^d×{0}. Suppose further that supp(u) ⊂ B^+_{4/5} ⊂ (hZ)^d × R_+ . Define the Carleman weight ϕ : (hZ)^d × R_+ → R to be ϕ(jh, t) := −|jh|^2 + c_0 ( 1 2 t^2 − t ) . Then, there exist h_0 ∈ (0, 1/4), δ_0 > 0 with h_0 < δ_0 and τ_0 > 1 such that for all h ∈ (0, h_0) and τ ∈ (τ_0, δ_0h^{−1}_0 ) it holds

τ^{3/2}‖e^{τ ϕ}ũ‖_L2_{((hZ)}d_{×R+)} + τ^{1/2}‖e^{τ ϕ}∇_dũ‖_L2_{((hZ)}d_{×R+)} + τ^{1/2}‖e^{τ ϕ}∂_tũ‖_L2_{((hZ)}d_{×R+)}

≤ C(‖e^{τ ϕ}(Δ_d + ∂^2_t )ũ‖_L2_{((hZ)}d_{×R+)} + τ^{3/2}‖e^{τ ϕ}(|u| + |∇_du| + |∂_tũ|)‖_L2_{((hZ)}d_{×{0})}).

(30)

The constant C > 0 only depends on d, c_0.

Let us comment on this estimate: The Carleman estimate and the Carleman weight function from Theorem 10 are in parallel to the continuous counterpart which can be used to prove the continuous boundary-bulk doubling inequality (2) (see, for instance, [JL99]). Following the continuous case, our Carleman weight has the property that it is convex only in the normal direction while it is concave in the tangential directions. The Carleman weight thus only enjoys pseudoconvexity and not full convexity properties. In spite of this difficulty, contrary to our arguments from [FBRRS21], the polynomial structure of the weight allows us to carry out the conjugation arguments directly also in the discrete setting. In particular, we do not have to resort to freezing arguments as in [FBRRS21] in order to transfer the continuum estimates to the discrete setting. We refer to Remark 5.1 for a comment on the restriction on the size of the admissible choices of τ > 1 in Theorem 10.

5.1. Proof of Theorem 10. In this section, we present the proof of our main auxiliary tool, the Carleman estimate from Theorem 10. The argument follows the continuum strategy with a “direct” conjugation argument (instead of a freezing argument as in [FBRRS21]). Only in estimating the contributions in the size of the semi-classical parameter τ ≥ 1 and in the bounds for the error contributions, linearization arguments are invoked.

Proof of Theorem 10. The proof of Theorem 10 mimics the argument of the continuous setting. In particular, the positivity of the commutator originates from the convexity of the normal contribution of the Carleman weight.

Step 1: Conjugation. We begin by considering the conjugated operator:

L_ϕ = e^{τ ϕ}(Δ_d + ∂^2_t )e^{−τ ϕ}.

Hence, seeking to deduce the desired Carleman estimate, and, setting v = e^{τ ϕ}ũ, we expand as follows

‖e^{τ ϕ}(Δ_d + ∂^2_t )ũ‖^2_L2_{((hZ)}d_{×R+)} = ‖L_ϕv‖^2_L2_{((hZ)}d_{×R+)}

= ‖S_ϕv‖^2_L2_{((hZ)}d_{×R+)} + ‖A_ϕv‖^2_L2_{((hZ)}d_{×R+)} + ([S_ϕ, A_ϕ]v, v)_L2_{((hZ)}d_{×R+)} + (BC),

(31)

where (BC) denotes the boundary contributions. Here S_ϕ, A_ϕ denote the symmetric and antisymmetric bulk contributions of L_ϕ in the full space setting, ignoring the boundary contributions. By virtue of the fact that the weight ϕ is given as the sum of functions of each variable individually and since thus the bulk contributions in the tangential and normal directions commute, we may consider the conjugation and splitting in the symmetric and antisymmetric parts in the tangential and normal variables separately.

In the sequel, we will use different scalar products (·, ·)_L2_{((hZ)}d_{×R+)}, (·, ·)_L2_{((hZ)}d_), (·, ·)_L2_{(R+)} and (·, ·)_0. While it is clear on which space are taken the first three scalar products, the last one refers to the scalar product on (hZ)^d × {0}.

Step 1a: Bulk commutator in the tangential directions. We observe that e^{τ ϕ}Δ_de^{−τ ϕ} = S_{ϕ,d} + A_{ϕ,d}, where – using the notational convention that u_j := u(hj) – we obtain

h^2S_{ϕ,d}v_j := d∑ k=1 (cosh(τ(ϕ_j − ϕ_{j+ek} ))v_{j+ek} + cosh(τ(ϕ_j − ϕ_{j−ek} ))v_{j−ek} − 2v_j ) ,

h^2A_{ϕ,d}v_j := d∑ k=1 (sinh(τ(ϕ_j − ϕ_{j+ek} ))v_{j+ek} + sinh(τ(ϕ_j − ϕ_{j−ek} ))v_{j−ek} ) .

Thus, a short computation shows that the tangential commutator (see, for instance, [FBV17]) turns into

([S_{ϕ,d}, A_{ϕ,d}]v, v)_L2_{((hZ)}d_) = −4h^{−4} sinh(2τh^2) ∑ j∈Z^d d∑ k=1 sinh^2(2τj_k h^2)|v_j |^2

− 4h^{−2} sinh(2τh^2) ∑ j∈Z^d d∑ k=1 | | | v_{j+ek} − v_{j−ek} 2h | | |^2.

Now, due to the upper bound on τ, we obtain that τh ≤ δ_0, which allows to linearize the hyberbolic functions. This yields that

([S_{ϕ,d}, A_{ϕ,d}]v, v)_L2_{((hZ)}d_) = −32τ^3 ∑ j∈Z^d |hj|^2|v_j |^2 − 8τ ∑ j∈Z^d d∑ k=1 | | | v_{j+ek} − v_{j−ek} 2h | | |^2 + E1 + E2,

where E_1 and E_2 are error terms satisfying the bounds from (32) and (33) below.

Indeed, using that |τh| ≤ δ_0, and that in the support of u we have |jh| ≤ 1, we first note that sinh(2τh^2) = 2τh^2 + O(τ^3h^6), sinh^2(2τj_kh^2) = (2τj_k h^2)^2 + O(τ^4j^4_k h^8).

Thus,

h^{−4} sinh(2τh^2) ∑ j∈Z^d d∑ k=1 sinh^2(2τj_kh^2)|v_j |^2 = Cτ^3 ∑ j∈Z^d |hj|^2|v_j |^2 + E_1,

with |E_1| ≤ Cτ^3δ^2_0 ∑ j∈Z^d |v_j |^2. (32)

Similarly, we have that

4h^{−2} sinh(2τh^2) ∑ j∈Z^d d∑ k=1 | | vj+e_k − vj−e_k 2h | |^2 = Cτ ∑ j∈Z^d d∑ k=1 | |vj+e_k − vj−e_k 2h | |^2 + E_2,

where |E_2| ≤ Cτδ^2_0 ∑ j∈Z^d |v_j |^2. (33)

Step 1b: Bulk commutator in normal directions. We next consider the corresponding contributions in the normal directions. For this we have e^{τ ϕ}∂^2_t e^{−τ ϕ} = ∂^2_t + τ^2|∂_tϕ|^2 − 2τ∂_t − τ∂^2_t ϕ = S_{ϕ,t} + A_{ϕ,t}, where S_{ϕ,t} := ∂^2_t + τ^2|∂_tϕ|^2, A_{ϕ,t} := −2τ∂_tϕ∂_t − τ∂^2_t ϕ.

Hence, the normal commutator turns into ([S_{ϕ,t}, A_{ϕ,t}]v, v)_L2_{(R+)} = 4τ^3((∂_tϕ)^2∂^2_t ϕv, v)_L2_{(R+)} + 4τ(∂_tv, ∂^2_t ϕ∂_tv)_L2_{(R+)} − τ(∂^4_t ϕv, v)_L2_{(R+)} ≥ 4τ^3c^3_0((1 − t)^2v, v)_L2_{(R+)} + 4τc_0(∂_tv, ∂_tv)_L2_{(R+)}.

Step 1c: Boundary contributions. Returning to (31), we next seek to identify the corresponding boundary contributions. These arise when integrating the bulk terms 2(S_ϕv, A_ϕv)_L2_{((hZ)}d_{×R+)} by parts which then result in the bulk commutator. Since v does not vanish on (hZ)^d × {0} in general, we obtain the following contributions:

(BC) = 2τ((∂_tϕ)∂_tv, ∂_tv)_0 + 2τ^3((∂_tϕ)^3v, v)_0 + 2τ(v, ∂^2_t ϕ∂_tv)_0 − τ(v, (∂^3_t ϕ)v)_0 − 2(∂_tv, A_{ϕ,d}v)_0 + 2τ(S_{ϕ,d}v, (∂_tϕ)v)_0. We next seek to bound these contributions. Using the support assumption for v, we can estimate all the terms which do not involve the tangential operators A_{ϕ,d} and S_{ϕ,d}:

2τ|((∂_tϕ)∂_tv, ∂_tv)_0| + 2τ^3|(|∂_tϕ|^3v, v)_0| + 2τ|(v, ∂^2_t ϕ∂_tv)_0| + τ|(v, (∂^3_t ϕ)v)_0| ≤ C(1 + c^3_0)(τ‖∂_tv‖^2_0 + τ^3‖v‖^2_0).

(34)

It hence remains to bound the boundary contributions involving the tangential operators A_{ϕ,d} and S_{ϕ,d}. We first consider the term involving A_{ϕ,d}. To this end, we note that |(∂_tv, A_{ϕ,d}v)_0| ≤ ‖∂_tv‖_0‖A_{ϕ,d}v‖_0 ≤ ‖∂_tv‖_0 ( ∑ j∈Z^d d∑ k=1 h^{−4} ( | sinh(τ(ϕ_j − ϕ_{j+ek} ))(v_{j+ek} − v_j )|^2

+ |(sinh(τ(ϕ_j − ϕ_{j+ek} )) + sinh(τ(ϕ_j − ϕ_{j−ek} ))v_j )|^2 + | sinh(τ(ϕ_j − ϕ_{j−ek} ))(v_{j−ek} − v_j )|^2 ))1/2 . Expanding the trigonometric functions, using the imposed smallness assumption, we can further bound these contributions ( ∑ j∈Z^d d∑ k=1 h^{−4} ( | sinh(τ(ϕ_j − ϕ_{j+ek} ))(v_{j+ek} − v_j )|^2

+ |(sinh(τ(ϕ_j − ϕ_{j+ek} )) + sinh(τ(ϕ_j − ϕ_{j−ek} ))v_j )|^2 + | sinh(τ(ϕ_j − ϕ_{j−ek} ))(v_{j−ek} − v_j )|^2 ))1/2 ≤ Cτ‖∇_dv‖_0 + Cτ^2‖v‖_0, where, besides the support condition of u, we have, for instance, used that sinh(τ(ϕ_j − ϕ_{j+ek} )) + sinh(τ(ϕ_j − ϕ_{j−ek} )) = −τh^2Δ_{d,k}ϕ_j + O(τ^3(ϕ_j − ϕ_{j+ek} )^3 + τ^3(ϕ_j − ϕ_{j−ek} )^3), (where we have denoted the discrete Laplacian in direction k by Δ_{d,k}) and that ∑ j∈Z^d h^{−4}τ^6(ϕ_j − ϕ_{j+ek} )^6|v_j |^2 ≤ Cτ^4‖v‖^2_0.

We argue similarly for the contribution involving S_{ϕ,d}v: We first rewrite the symmetric tangential operator as

S_{ϕ,d}v_j = d∑ k=1 ( h^{−2}(cosh(τ(ϕ_j − ϕ_{j+ek} )) − 1)v_{j+ek} + h^{−2}(cosh(τ(ϕ_j − ϕ_{j−ek} )) − 1)v_{j−ek} + Δ_{d,k}v_j ) . (35)

Expanding the contributions involving the trigonometric functions, we obtain

cosh(τ(ϕ_j − ϕ_{j+ek} )) − 1 = Cτ^2(ϕ_j − ϕ_{j+ek} )^2 + O(τ^4(ϕ_j − ϕ_{j+ek} )^4).

Inserting the explicit expression for ϕ_j , we can further bound this by

cosh(τ(ϕ_j − ϕ_{j+ek} )) − 1 ≤ Cτ^2(jh)^2h^2 + O(τ^4(jh)^4h^4).

Hence, we infer

2τ|((∂_tϕ)v, S_{ϕ,d}v)_0| ≤ Cτ^3‖|∂_tϕ|^{12} (jh)v‖^2_0 + Cτ^3δ^2_0 ‖|∂_tϕ|^{12} (jh)^2v‖^2_0 + Cτ‖|∂_tϕ|^{12} ∇_dv‖^2_0

≤ Cτ^3‖v‖^2_0 + Cτ^3δ^2_0 ‖v‖^2_0 + Cτ‖∇_dv‖^2_0.

Step 1d: Combination of the lower bounds from conjugation. Combining the above arguments (and in particular also using the support assumption for u and hence v), we obtain that

‖S_ϕv‖^2_L2 + ‖A_ϕv‖^2_L2 + 4τ^3c^3_0((1 − t)^2v, v) + 4τc_0(∂_tv, ∂_tv)

≤ ‖L_ϕv‖^2_L2 + 32τ^3 � R_+ ∑ j∈Z^d |hj|^2|v_j |^2 dt + 8τ � R_+ ∑ j∈Z^d d∑ k=1 | | | v_{j+ek} − v_{j−ek} 2h | | |^2 dt + Cτ(‖∇_dv‖^2_0 + τ^2‖v‖^2_0 + ‖∂_tv‖^2_0) + |E_1| + |E_2|.

Here the notation (·, ·) refers to the full L^2((hZ)^d × R_+ ) scalar product.

Recalling the bounds for E_1, E_2 from (32), (33), choosing c_0 > 0 sufficiently large and recalling the support assumption supp(v) ⊂ B^+_{4/5}, we infer that these error contributions can be absorbed into the left hand side of the inequality. As a consequence,

‖S_ϕv‖^2_L2 + ‖A_ϕv‖^2_L2 + 4τ^3c^3_0((1 − t)^2v, v) + 4τc_0(∂_tv, ∂_tv)

≤ ‖L_ϕv‖^2_L2 + 32τ^3 � R_+ ∑ j∈Z^d |hj|^2|v_j |^2 dt + 8τ � R_+ ∑ j∈Z^d d∑ k=1 | | vj+e_k − vj−e_k 2h | |^2 dt

+ Cτ(‖∇_dv‖^2_0 + τ^2‖v‖^2_0 + ‖∂_tv‖^2_0).

(36)

We next seek to remove the two remaining bulk contributions on the right hand side of (36) by absorbing them into the left hand side of (36). To this end, we first observe that by choosing c_0 > 1 sufficiently large and recalling that supp(u) ⊂ B^+_1 , it is possible to absorb the L^2 bulk contribution from the right hand side into the left hand side L^2 contribution of (36). Hence, if c_0 > 1 is sufficiently large, we arrive at

‖S_ϕv‖^2_L2 + ‖A_ϕv‖^2_L2 + 2τ^3c^3_0((1 − t)^2v, v) + 4τc_0(∂_tv, ∂_tv)

≤ ‖L_ϕv‖^2_L2 + 8τ � R_+ ∑ j∈Z^d d∑ k=1 | | | v_{j+ek} − v_{j−ek} 2h | | |^2 dt + Cτ(‖∇dv‖^2_0 + τ^2‖v‖^2_0 + ‖∂tv‖^2_0).

(37)

In the next step, we discuss how the remaining bulk contribution can be removed from the right hand side.

Step 2: Compensation of the negative tangential contributions. We discuss how to bound the contribution 8τ � R_+ ∑ j∈Z^d d∑ k=1 | | | v_{j+ek} − v_{j−ek} 2h | | |^2 dt on the right hand side of (37). To this end, we again recall the representation (35). From this we obtain that

−(S_ϕv, v) = � R_+ ∑ j∈Z^d d∑ k=1 | | v_{j+ek} − v_{j−ek} 2h | |^2 dt − � R_+ ∑ j∈Z^d d∑ k=1 [ h^{−2}((cosh(τ(ϕ_j − ϕ_{j+ek} )) − 1)v_{j+ek} , v_j )

+ h^{−2}((cosh(τ(ϕ_j − ϕ_{j−ek} )) − 1)v_{j−ek} , v_j ) ] dt + (∂_tv, ∂_tv) − τ^2(|∂_tϕ|^2v, v).

(38)

Again using the smallness condition τ ≤ δ_0h^{−1}_0 and the support condition for v, we hence deduce that −8τ(S_ϕv, v) = 8τ � R_+ ∑ j∈Z^d d∑ k=1 | |vj+e_k − vj−e_k 2h | |^2 dt + 8τ(∂_tv, ∂_tv) + E_3. (39)

with |E_3| ≤ Cτ^3c^2_0(v, v) for some sufficiently large constant C > 1 (independent of c_0, τ). Indeed, in order to infer this error bound, it suffices to expand the contributions in (38) involving the cosh contributions. To this end, we observe that

cosh(τ(ϕ_j − ϕ_{j+ek} )) − 1 = Cτ^2(ϕ_j − ϕ_{j+ek} )^2 + O(τ^4(ϕ_j − ϕ_{j+ek} )^4).

Inserting the definition of ϕ_j , using the smallness condition τh_0 ≤ δ_0 and the support condition for v, this implies that τ � R_+ ∑ j∈Z^d d∑ k=1 [ h^{−2}((cosh(τ(ϕ_j − ϕ_{j+ek} )) − 1)v_{j+ek} , v_j )

+h^{−2}((cosh(τ(ϕ_j − ϕ_{j−ek} )) − 1)v_{j−ek} , v_j ) ] dt ≤ Cτ^3‖v‖^2_L2 . Thus, for c_0 > 1 sufficiently large, the bound from (39) yields 8τ � R_+ ∑ j∈Z^d d∑ k=1 | | | v_{j+ek} − v_{j−ek} 2h | | |^2 dt + 8τ‖∂tv‖^2_L2 ≤ 8‖Sϕv‖_L2 ‖v‖_L2 + Cτ^3c^2_0‖v‖^2_L2 ≤ 1 2 ‖S_ϕv‖^2_L2 + 32‖v‖^2_L2 + Cτ^3c^2_0‖v‖^2_L2 .

(40)

Returning to the Carleman estimate from (37) and inserting the bound (40) for the gradient contribution, we hence deduce that

‖S_ϕv‖^2_L2 + ‖A_ϕv‖^2_L2 + 2τ^3c^3_0((1 − t)^2v, v) + 4τc_0(∂_tv, ∂_tv) + τ‖∇_dv‖^2_L2

≤ ‖L_ϕv‖^2_L2 + 3 4 ‖S_ϕv‖^2_L2 + 64‖v‖^2_L2 + Cτ^3c^2_0‖v‖^2_L2 + Cτ(‖∇_dv‖^2_0 + τ^2‖v‖^2_0 + ‖∂_tv‖^2_0).

(41)

Now, using that for c_0 > 1, τ ≥ τ_0 > 1 sufficiently large the new bulk terms on the right hand side of (41) can be absorbed into the left hand side, we obtain that for c_0 > 1, τ ≥ τ_0 > 1 and some C > 1 (independent of τ, h)

‖S_ϕv‖^2_L2 + ‖A_ϕv‖^2_L2 + 2τ^3c^3_0‖(1 − t)v‖^2_L2 + 4τ‖∂_tv‖^2_L2 + τ‖∇_dv‖^2_L2

≤ C‖L_ϕv‖^2_L2 + Cτ(‖∇_dv‖^2_0 + τ^2‖v‖^2_0 + ‖∂_tv‖^2_0).

(42)

In order to conclude the argument, we finally return from the function v to the original function ũ = e^{−τ ϕ}v. To this end, we observe that

‖∂_tv‖^2_L2 ≥ ‖e^{τ ϕ}∂_tũ‖^2_L2 − 2τ^2‖(∂_tϕ)ũ‖^2_L2 ≥ ‖e^{τ ϕ}∂_tũ‖^2_L2 − 2c^2_0τ^2‖ũ‖^2_L2 ,

‖∇_dv‖^2_L2 ≥ ‖e^{τ ϕ}∇_dũ‖^2_L2 − 2‖(∇_de^{τ ϕ})ũ‖^2_L2 ≥ ‖e^{τ ϕ}∇_dũ‖^2_L2 − Cτ^2‖e^{τ ϕ}|∇_dϕ|ũ‖^2_L2 .

For c_0 > 1 sufficiently large, all of these contributions can be absorbed into the bulk L^2 term on the left hand side of (42). Arguing similarly for the boundary contributions, we obtain the desired result

τ^3c^3_0‖e^{τ ϕ}ũ‖^2_L2 + τ‖e^{τ ϕ}∂_tũ‖^2 + τ‖e^{τ ϕ}∇_dũ‖^2_L2

≤ C‖e^{τ ϕ}Δ_dũ‖^2_L2 + Cτ(‖e^{τ ϕ}∇_du‖^2_0 + τ^2‖e^{τ ϕ}u‖^2_0 + ‖e^{τ ϕ}∂_tũ‖^2_0),

which concludes the argument for the Carleman inequality from Theorem 10. □

Remark 5.1. Considering the conjugated operator and its symbol explains the restriction τh ≤ δ_0: Indeed, this exactly corresponds to the regime in which (by linearization) the conjugated operator is a linear perturbation of the continuum one (in a precise sense) which allows for the application of the explained methods. We also refer to [BHLR10a] for similar constraints in the context of control theory of (semi-)discrete equations.

5.2. Proof of Theorem 5. Using the Carleman estimate from Theorem 10, we next present the proof of our main boundary-bulk doubling inequality from Theorem 5:

Proof of Theorem 5. The proof of Theorem 5 follows from Theorem 10 by standard cut-off arguments using that the Carleman weight is largest at t = 0. The error term arises from the fact that we can only consider semi-classical parameters τ ≤ δ_0h^{−1}_0 .

We discuss the details of this.

Step 1: A cut-off argument. We begin by noting that for t ∈ (0, 1) the function ϕ as a function of x ∈ (hZ)^d and t is monotone decreasing with level sets of finite length in the upper half-plane. We next define r̄_0 := max{r ∈ (0, 2/3) : 2φ_−(r̄_0) > φ_+(2/3)} > 0. Here φ_−(r) = min{ϕ(x, t) : |(x, t)| = r, (x, t) ∈ (hZ)^d × R_+ } and φ_+(r) = max{ϕ(x, t) : |(x, t)| = r, (x, t) ∈ (hZ)^d × R_+ }. Such a number exists due to the fact that ϕ(0, 0) = 0, the monotonic decay of the weight function for |(x, t)| ≤ 1, and the structure of its level sets.

Next we consider w := ηũ, where η is a cut-off function supported in B^+_{3/4} which is equal to one on B^+_{7/10}, and satisfies uniform bounds for its gradient and second derivatives. Moreover, we may assume that ∂_tη|_{(hZ)}d_{×{0}} = 0. Using the equation for ũ, we obtain that w satisfies a similar equation but now involves a bulk inhomogeneity f. More precisely, we have that

(−∂^2_t − Δ_d)w = V w + f in (hZ)^d × R_+ ,

where f(jh, t) = −2∂_tη∂_tũ − ∂^2_t ηũ − 2∇_dη · ∇_dũ − h^{−2} d∑ k=1 (u_{j+ek} + u_{j−ek} 2 (η_{j+ek} + η_{j−ek} − 2η_j ) ) . We observe that all contributions of this error term may be assumed to be supported in B^+_{4/5}\B^+_{2/3} by choosing the support of η appropriately. Inserting this into (30), we obtain

τ^{3/2}‖e^{τ ϕ}w‖_L2_{((hZ)}d_{×R+)} + τ^{12} ‖e^{τ ϕ}∇_dw‖_L2_{((hZ)}d_{×R+)} ≤ Cτ^{3/2}(‖e^{τ ϕ}V w‖_L2_{((hZ)}d_{×R+)} + ‖e^{τ ϕ}f‖_L2_{((hZ)}d_{×R+)} + τ^{32} ‖e^{τ ϕ}(|w| + |∇_dw| + |∂_tw|)‖_L2_{((hZ)}d_{×{0})}). (43)

Next, we observe that ‖e^{τ ϕ}V w‖_L2_{((hZ)}d_{×R+)} ≤ C‖V ‖_L∞ ‖e^{τ ϕ}w‖_L2_{((hZ)}d_{×R+)}. For τ^{3/2} ≥ 2C‖V ‖_L∞ , we may hence absorb this term involving the bulk potential into the left hand side of the estimate (43).

Due to the support assumption for η and the monotonicity of the weight (it decays with |(x, t)| in a neighbourhood of zero), we may thus further bound this as follows

τ^{3/2}e^{τ φ−(r̄0)}‖w‖_L2_{(B}+_{r̄0 )} + τ^{12} e^{τ φ−(r̄0)}‖∇_dw‖_L2_{(B}+_{r̄0 )} ≤ Cτ^{3/2}(e^{τ φ+(2/3)}‖f‖_L2_{((hZ)}d_{×R+)} + ‖|w| + |∇_dw| + |∂_tw|‖_L2_{((hZ)}d_{×{0})}), where φ_−(r) and φ_+(r) are as above. By virtue of the structure of the weight, for c_0 > 1 sufficiently large, we have that, by definition, 0 > φ_−(r̄_0) > φ_+(2/3). Using the support conditions encoded in the cut-off function η together with Caccioppoli’s inequality (see for instance [FBRRS21, Lemma 4.1]) and the definition of f, we then further deduce that ‖ũ‖_{L2(B}+_{r̄0 )} ≤ C(e^{τ (φ+(2/3)−φ−(r̄0))}‖ũ‖_{L2(B}+_{1 )} + e^{−τ φ−(r̄0)}‖|u| + |∇_du| + |∂_tũ|‖_L2_{(B}′_{1 )}).

We recall that by construction φ_+(2/3) − φ_−(r̄_0) ≤ 0 and − φ_−(r̄_0) > 0.

Based on this and the restrictions on the size of τ, we consider two cases:

• If max{‖ũ‖_{L2(B}+_{1 )}, ‖|u| + |∇_du| + |∂_tũ|‖_L2_{(B}′_{1 )}} = ‖ũ‖_{L2(B}+_{1 )}, then we choose

τ = min { δ_0h^{−1}, 1 −φ_+(2/3) log ( ‖ũ‖_{L2(B+1 )} ‖|u| + |∇_du| + |∂_tũ|‖_L2_{(B}′_{1)} )} . We then obtain that

‖ũ‖_L2_{(B}+_{r̄0 )} ≤ Ce^{−δ0 h−1|φ+(2/3)−φ−(r̄0)|}‖ũ‖_L2_{(B}+_{1 )}

+ C‖ũ‖^α_{L2(B}+_{1 )} ( ‖|u| + |∇_du| + |∂_tũ|‖_L2_{(B}′_{1)} )_{1−α} , where α =^{φ−(r̄0)}_{φ+(2/3)} ∈ (0, 1).

• If max{‖ũ‖_{L2(B}+_{1 )}, ‖|u| + |∇_du| + |∂_tũ|‖_L2_{(B}′_{1 )}} > ‖ũ‖_{L2(B}+_{1 )}, we then directly choose τ = τ_0 > max{1, ‖V ‖^{2/3}_L∞ } and bound the expression by ‖ũ‖_{L2(B}+_{r̄0 )} ≤ C‖|u| + |∇_du| + |∂_tũ|‖_L2_{(B}′_{1)}, where C > 1 is a constant depending on ‖V ‖_L∞ .

This completes the proof of Theorem 5. □ 5.3. A stability estimate for a linear inverse problem. We deduce the estimate of Theorem 6 as a consequence of a propagation of a smallness argument. This in turn relies on the doubling inequality from [FBRRS21], the result of Theorem 4 together with Caccioppoli’s inequality and trace estimates.

Proof of Theorem 6. We denote by ũ the semi-discrete Caffarelli-Silvestre extension of f. With this, for E = Ω × [0, C] and some large constant C > 1 to be chosen below but fixed, we first invoke Lemma 2.1 in order to obtain the following estimate: ‖ũ‖_L2_{(E)} ≤ C‖f‖_H1_{(W )}.

Next, we argue similarly as in [Rül21] and propagate information through the upper half plane. To this end, we consider a chain of balls in the upper half-plane connecting W and Ω. More precisely, let x_0 ∈ Ω ⊂ (hZ)^d × {0}, r_0 = r̄_0 and let (x_j )_{j∈{1,...,N}} and (r_j )_{j∈{1,...,N}} denote points and radii such that

• x_j ∈ B^+_{rj−1} (x_{j−1}) and B^+_{rj /2}(x_j ) ⊂ B^+_{rj−1} (x_{j−1}), where this denotes balls which are fully contained in the upper half plane if j > 1, • for j ∈ {1, . . . , N} the balls B_{5rj} (x_j ) are all contained in the upper half plane and only finitely many of them have overlap, • the balls cover W × [μ, 1] for μ ∈ (0, 1) to be determined.

W = supp f data (−Δ_d)^{1/2}f|_Ω Ω(hZ)^d t > 0 W × [μ, 1]

Figure 3. The setting of the inverse problem from Theorem 6 and an illustration of its proof. We measure the data (−Δ_d)^{1/2}f|_Ω restricted to Ω ⊂ (hZ)^d for a function f which is compactly supported in W ⊂ (hZ)^d, a set disjoint from Ω. The associated inverse problem of recovering f from the measured data is highly ill-posed. Corresponding to this, we deduce a logarithmic modulus of continuity up to an exponentially (in the lattice size h) small correction term which takes into account the discrete nature of the problem. As in the continuum setting, the key idea of deducing this relies on a chain of balls argument transferring information from Ω to W through the upper half-space.

Without loss of generality, by scaling we assume that B^′_1(x_0) ⊂ Ω.

Now, using that supp(f) ⊂ W , by the estimate from Theorem 5, we have that

‖ũ‖_{L2(B}+_{r̄0 (x0))}/‖f‖_H1_{(W )} ≤ C ( ‖∂_tũ‖_L2_{(B}′_{1(x0))}/‖f‖_H1_{(W )} )_α + Ce^{−Ch−1} , where we have used that ‖ũ‖_L2_{(B}+_{1 (x0))} ≤ C‖f‖_H1_{(W )} by Lemma 2.1 and the fact that ũ|_B′_{1(x0)} = 0 since supp(f) ⊂ W and B^′_1(x_0) ⊂ Ω by assumption. We combine this with the interior three balls inequality in its scaled form (see [FBRRS21, Corollary 5.2]) and by using second condition in the chain of balls, to next obtain

‖ũ‖_L2_{(B}+_{r1 (x1))}/‖f‖_H1_{(W )} ≤ C ( ‖ũ‖_L2_{(B}+_{r1/2(x1))}/‖f‖_H1_{(W )} )_α + Ce^{−Ch−1} ≤ C ( ‖ũ‖_{L2(B}+_{r0 (x0))}/‖f‖_H1_{(W )} )_α + Ce^{−Ch−1} ≤ C ( ‖∂_tũ‖_L2_{(B}′_{1 (x0))}/‖f‖_H1_{(W )}

)_α2 + 2Ce^{−Cαh−1} . Here, invoking Lemma 2.1, we estimated that ‖ũ‖_{L2(B}+_{2r1 )}/‖f‖_H1_{(W )} ≤ C and have used that supp_Rd(ũ) = supp(f) ⊂ W . We now iterate this estimate, use that the balls in the chain cover W × [μ, 1] and obtain that for N ∼ C(d, Ω, W )(| log(μ)| + 1) ‖ũ‖_L2_{(W ×[μ,1])}/‖f‖_H1_{(W )} ≤ C^N C ( ‖∂_tũ‖_L2_{(B}′_{1 (x0))}/‖f‖_H1_{(W )} )_αN + NC^N e^{−cαN −1h−1} . (44)

We remark that this leads to the requirement that μ ≥ Ch_0 for C > 1 sufficiently large, in order to still be able to apply the scaled three balls inequality from [FBRRS21, Corollary 5.2]. Further, by Poincaré’s inequality, trace estimates (see Lemma 2.2), we deduce that

‖f‖_L2_{(W )} ≤ Cμ^{1/2}‖∂_tũ‖_L2_{(W ×[0,1])} + Cμ^{− 12} ‖ũ‖_L2_{(W ×[μ,1])}

≤ Cμ^{1/2}‖f‖_H1_{(W )} + Cμ^{− 12} ‖ũ‖_L2_{(W ×[μ,1])}.

Here, in the second line, we have used that by the properties of the Caffarelli–Silvestre extension we have that ‖∂_tũ‖_L2_{((hZ)}d_{×R+)} ≤ C‖f‖_H1_{((hZ)}d_). Combining this with the above bound (44), implies that for N ∼ C(d, Ω, W )(| log(μ)| + 1)

‖f‖_L2_{(W )} ≤ Cμ^{1/2}‖f‖_H1_{(W )} + μ^{− 12} C^N ( ‖∂_tũ‖_L2_{(Ω×{0})}/‖f‖_H1_{(W )} )_αN ‖f‖_H1_{(W )} + μ^{− 12} NC^N e^{−cαN −1h−1} ‖f‖_H1_{(W )}. Possibly enlarging the constants C > 1 we may estimate this as follows:

‖f‖_L2_{(W )} ≤ Cμ^{1/2}‖f‖_H1_{(W )} + C^N C ( ‖∂_tũ‖_L2_{(Ω×{0})}/‖f‖_H1_{(W )} )_αN ‖f‖_H1_{(W )} + C^N e^{−cαN −1h−1} ‖f‖_H1_{(W )}. (45)

We next recall that ‖∂_tũ‖_L2_{(Ω×{0})} = ‖(−Δ_d)^{12} f‖_L2_{(Ω)} and choose

μ ∼ max { Ch_0, | | | log

( ‖(−Δ_d)^1_2 f‖_{L2(Ω)} ‖f‖_H1_{(W )} )| |^{−2ν} }

for some constant ν ∈ (0,^1_3 ) to be determined below. We set ϵ :=

(_{‖(−Δd)} 1_{2 f ‖L2(Ω)} ‖f ‖_{H1 (W )} ) ∈ (0, 1) and observe, that after this choice of ν, the smallness hypothesis on h_0 (5), which reads Ch_0 ≤ | | log(ϵ) | |^{−1+ν} | log(−C log(ϵ))|^{−1}.

implies that in fact μ = C| log(ϵ)|^{−2ν} for some large constant C > 1. Inserting this into estimate (45), due to the dependence of N on μ we thus obtain

‖f‖_L2_{(W )} ≤ C| log(ϵ)|^{−ν} ‖f‖_H1_{(W )} + C exp ( − C| log(ϵ)|^{1−2C1 | log(α)|ν} ) ‖f‖_H1_{(W )} + C exp ( C| log(−C log(ϵ))| − Ch^{−1}| log(ϵ)|^{−2C1| log(α)|ν} ) ‖f‖_H1_{(W )}, (46)

where C_1 > 0 is a constant depending on d, Ω, W . Indeed, with ϵ ∈ (0, 1) as above, using the relation between N and μ, we have rewritten the second contribution on the right hand side of (45) as exp ( C| log(μ)| + C log(ϵ)μ^{C| log(α)|} ) = exp ( 2Cν| log(−C log(ϵ))| + C log(ϵ)| log(ϵ)|^{−2νC1 | log(α)|} ) ≤ C̃ exp (~ C log(ϵ)| log(ϵ)|^{−2νC1| log(α)|} ) , for some appropriate constant C̃ > 1. Indeed, observe that the 2Cν| log(−C log(ϵ))| term in the exponential above is absorbed by the second term (note also that, since ϵ ∈ (0, 1) then | log(ϵ)| = − log(ϵ)), whenever 1 − 2νC_1| log(α)| > 0. For the third right hand side contribution in (45) we have argued similarly. Choosing ν ∈ (0, 1) such that 1 − 2C_1| log(α)|ν = ν and using that as ϵ → 0 the second right hand side term in (46) is dominated by the first right hand side term, then implies

‖f‖_L2_{(W )} ≤ C| log(ϵ)|^{−ν} ‖f‖_H1_{(W )} + C exp ( C| log(−C log(ϵ))| − Ch^{−1}| log(ϵ)|^{−1+ν} ) ‖f‖_H1_{(W )} ≤ C| log(ϵ)|^{−ν} ‖f‖_H1_{(W )} + C exp ( − C̃h^{−1}| log(ϵ)|^{−1+ν} ) ‖f‖_H1_{(W )} (47)

with ν =^1

2C_1| log(α)|+1 > 0 and a possibly enlarged constant C > 1 and a new constant

C̃ > 0.

In the last line, we have used the smallness condition for h_0 > 0. □

6. Fractional Powers of the Laplacian in the Discrete Torus

Let M ∈ N and define T 2π_M to be the circle of circumference 2π/M, which we identify with the interval [−^π_M ,^π_M ). The Pontryagin dual is ZM. Thus, the Pontryagin dual of T_{2π} is Z. If we discretise T_{2π} by taking M equispaced points, we have that the Pontryagin dual of Z^{2π}_M /Z2π = 2π M Z_M is Z_M. The following dictionary might help:

Group Dual R/Z2π = T_{2π} Z Z^{2π}_M /Z2π =^{2π}_M Z_M Z_M T_{2π/M} ZM Let us take M = 2N + 1, N ∈ N. So if in particular we discretise T_{2π} by taking 2N + 1 equispaced mesh points with distance h = 2π 2N + 1

, we can define the discrete torus as the set of points A^N_h := hZ_{2N+1} := h{−N, . . . , N}. The Pontryagin dual of hZ_{2N+1} is Z_{2N+1}. The d-dimensional discrete torus is A^N_{h,d} = (h{−N, . . . , N})^d The discrete Fourier transform of a finite bounded sequence {u_j }_{j∈{−N,...,N}}d is given by

(48) ^u^D_m = 1 (2N + 1)^d ∑ j∈{−N,...,N}^d u_j e^{−2πim· j2N +1} , m ∈ {−N, . . . , N}^d. Recall that the notation is u_j := u(jh).

The fractional Laplacian on A^N_{h,d} is initially defined as

(−Δ_AN_{h,d} )^s(φ)_j := ∑ k∈{−N,...,N}^d (^d∑ i=1 4 h^2 sin^2 ( k_i π 2N + 1 ))_s c_k(φ)e^{ik· 2πj2N +1}

where c_k(φ) = ^φ^D_k is the Fourier coefficient of φ : A^N_{h,d} → R given in (48). Observe that, alike the situation with the fractional Laplacian on the continuous torus, see [RS14], (−Δ_AN_{h,d} )^s preserves the class of smooth functions on A^N_{h,d}. By symmetry, we can define this operator for any function v which is a periodic distribution on A^N_{h,d}, namely ⟨(−Δ_AN_{h,d} )^sv, ϕ⟩_C∞_{(A}N_{h,d)} := ∑ j∈{−N,...,N}^d v_j (−Δ_AN_{h,d} )^sϕ_j , ϕ ∈ C^∞(A^N_{h,d}).

6.1. A transference formula for fractional discrete Laplacians. Our main objective in this section is the derivation of a transference formula for the fractional Laplacian on the torus. To this end, we rely on a suitable Poisson summation formula on the dual of the discrete torus. While this is known, we briefly recall it with our normalization conventions and in our set-up: Let f : (hZ)^d → R, f ∈ S((hZ)^d). For x ∈ {−N, . . . , N}^d, we compute the Fourier coefficients of ∑ m∈Z^d f ( h(x + m(2N + 1)) ) namely, for j ∈ {−N, . . . , N}^d, 1 (2N + 1)^d ∑ x∈{−N,...,N}^d [ ∑ m∈Z^d f ( h(x + m(2N + 1)) )] e^{−ix· 2πj2N +1}

= 1 (2N + 1)^d ∑ m∈Z^d ∑ x∈{−N,...,N}^d f ( h(x + m(2N + 1)) ) e^{−ix· 2πj2N +1}

= 1 (2N + 1)^d ∑ m∈Z^d ∑ y∈{−N,...,N}^d+m(2N+1) f_ye^{−iy· 2πj2N +1}

= 1 (2N + 1)^d ∑ y∈Z^d f_ye^{−iy· 2πj2N +1} = 1 (2N + 1)^d F_{(hZ)}d(f) ( 2πj 2N + 1 ) .

Inverting this, we obtain the following Poisson summation formula: for x ∈ {−N, . . . , N}^d,

(49) ∑ m∈Z^d f(h(x + m(2N + 1))) = 1 (2N + 1)^d ∑ j∈{−N,...,N}^d F_{(hZ)}d(f) ( 2πj 2N + 1 ) e^{ix· 2πj2N +1} . Now for a function u : (hZ)^d → R we define its periodisation as the function p_Σu : A^N_{h,d} → R

given formally by

(50) p_Σu_j := ∑ l∈Z^d u ( h(l(2N + 1) + j) ) , j ∈ {−N, . . . , N}^d. For a function v : A^N_{h,d} → R we define its repetition Rv : (hZ)^d → R by

Rv_m := ∑ l∈Z^d v ( h(m − l(2N + 1)) ) χ_AN_{h,d} ( h(m − l(2N + 1)) ) . This is nothing but the A^N_{h,d}-periodic function on (hZ)^d that coincides with v on A^N_{h,d}. The

periodicity is easy to check: let m ∈ {−N, . . . , N}^d, j ∈ (2N + 1)Z^d. We have Rv_{m+j} = ∑ l∈Z^d v ( h(m + j − l(2N + 1)) ) χ_AN_{h,d} ( h(m + j − l(2N + 1)) )

= ∑ l∈Z^d v ( h(m − l(2N + 1)) ) χ_AN_{h,d} ( h(m − l(2N + 1)) ) = Rv_m.

Recall that, for u : A^N_{h,d} → R with h = 2π 2N + 1 we are considering the Laplacian on the dual

of the discrete torus

Δ_AN_{h,d} u_j := 1 h^2 d∑ i=1 ( u(h(j + e_i)) − 2u(hj) + u(h(j − e_i)) ) , j ∈ {−N, . . . , N}^d. We aim to prove the following.

Theorem 11. Let v be a bounded function on A^N_{h,d} and h = 2π 2N + 1

. Then its repitition Rv is

a function in ℓ_s which defines a distribution in S^′_s and such that

(51) ∑ l∈Z^d Rv_l(−Δ_d)^sφ_l = ∑ j∈{−N,...,N}^d v_j (−Δ_AN_{h,d} )^s(p_Σφ)_j , φ ∈ S((hZ)^d).

Proof. Let us check that Rv ∈ ℓ_s. We compute ∑ l∈Z^d |Rv_l|(1 + |l|)^{−(d+2s)} = ∑ l∈Z^d [ ∑ k∈Z^d |v ( h(l − k(2N + 1)) ) |χ_AN_{h,d} ( h(l − k(2N + 1)) )] (1 + |l|)^{−(d+2s)} = ∑ k∈Z^d ∑ l∈{−N,...,N}^d+k(2N+1) |v ( h(l − k(2N + 1)) ) |(1 + |l|)^{−(d+2s)} = ∑ k∈Z^d ∑ j∈{−N,...,N}^d |v_j | ( 1 + |j + k(2N + 1|)^{−(d+2s)} )

= ∑ j∈{−N,...,N}^d |v_j |p_Σ[(1 + | · |)^{−(d+2s)}]_j .

The function ( 1+|·| )_{−(d+2s)} is summable, and so is |p_Σ[ ( 1+|·| )_{−(d+2s)} ], (see [SW, Chapter VII],

where this is shown for functions in R^d and their periodisation), so the last expression above is finite whenever v is bounded. Hence, Rv ∈ ℓ_s and the left hand side of (51) is absolutely convergent.

Let, for f ∈ S((hZ)^d),

f_j = ∑ k∈{−N,...,N}^d c_k(f)e^{ik· 2πj2N +1} , j ∈ {−N, . . . , N}^d where c_k(f) = 1 (2N + 1)^d ∑ j∈{−N,...,N}^d f_j e^{−ik· 2πj2N +1} , k ∈ {−N, . . . , N}^d. For φ ∈ S((hZ)^d), we have that p_Σφ is summable on A^N_{h,d} and

c_k(p_Σφ) = 1 (2N + 1)^d ∑ j∈{−N,...,N}^d (p_Σφ)_j e^{−ik· 2πj2N +1}

= 1 (2N + 1)^d ∑ j∈{−N,...,N}^d ∑ l∈Z^d φ ( h(j + l(2N + 1)) ) e^{−ik· 2πj2N +1}

= 1 (2N + 1)^d ∑ l∈Z^d ∑ n∈{−N,...,N}^d+l(2N+1) φ_ne^{−in· 2πk2N +1}

= 1 (2N + 1)^d ∑ n∈Z^d φ_ne^{−in· 2πk2N +1} = 1 (2N + 1)^d F_{(hZ)}d(φ) ( 2πk 2N + 1 ) , k ∈ {−N, . . . , N}^d. Then we have proven (52)

c_k(p_Σφ) = 1 (2N + 1)^d F_{(hZ)}d(φ) ( 2πk 2N + 1 ) = 1 (2N + 1)^d F_{(hZ)}d(φ)(kh), k ∈ {−N, . . . , N}^d. Further, since φ, F_{(hZ)}d(φ) ∈ S((hZ)^d), we have

(p_Σφ)_j := 1 (2N + 1)^d ∑ k∈Z^d F_{(hZ)}d(φ) ( 2πk 2N + 1 ) e^{ik· 2πj2N +1} , and this series converges absolutely, see [SW, Chapter VII]. It follows that p_Σφ is a smooth function on A^N_{h,d} and hence (−Δ_AN_{h,d} )^s(p_Σφ) is also smooth, thus the right hand side of (51) is absolutely convergent.

Moreover, for j ∈ {−N, . . . , N}^d, by using (52) in the first equality below and (49) in the third one,

(−Δ_AN_{h,d} )^s(p_Σφ)_j := ∑ k∈{−N,...,N}^d (^d∑ i=1 4 h^2 sin^2 ( k_i π 2N + 1 ))_s c_k(p_Σφ)e^{ik· 2πj2N +1}

= 1 (2N + 1)^d ∑ k∈{−N,...,N}^d (^d∑ i=1 4 h^2 sin^2 ( k_i π 2N + 1 ))_s F_{(hZ)}d(φ)(kh)e^{ik·j 2π2N +1}

= 1 (2N + 1)^d ∑ k∈{−N,...,N}^d F_{(hZ)}d[(−Δ_d)^sφ](k)e^{ik·j 2π2N +1} = ∑ m∈Z^d [(−Δ_d)^sφ] ( h(m(2N + 1) + j) )

= p_Σ[(−Δ_d)^sφ]_j , thus

(53) (−Δ_AN_{h,d} )^s(p_Σφ)_j = p_Σ[(−Δ_d)^sφ]_j , j ∈ {−N, . . . , N}^d.

We use the above to prove the desired transference formula. Indeed, ∑ l∈Z^d Rv_l(−Δ_d)^sφ_l = ∑ l∈Z^d [ ∑ k∈Z^d v ( h(l − k(2N + 1)) ) χ_AN_{h,d} ( h(l − k(2N + 1)) )] (−Δ_d)^sφ_l = ∑ k∈Z^d ∑ l∈{−N,...,N}^d+k(2N+1) v ( h(l − k(2N + 1)) ) (−Δ_d)^sφ_l = ∑ k∈Z^d ∑ j∈{−N,...,N}^d v_j (−Δ_d)^sφ ( h(j + k(2N + 1)) )

= ∑ j∈{−N,...,N}^d v_j p_Σ[(−Δ_d)^sφ]_j = ∑ j∈{−N,...,N}^d v_j (−Δ_AN_{h,d} )^s(p_Σφ)_j ,

where we used (53) in the last equality. □

6.2. First application: Proof of Theorem 7. Via transference from the pointwise formula for the fractional discrete Laplacian we will deduce the pointwise formula for fractional powers of the Laplacian on the discrete torus. Recall the notations for A^N_{h,d} and A^N_h at the beginning of this section.

We are going to prove that, for any ϕ ∈ C^∞(A^N_{h,d}), the following identity holds (54) ⟨(−Δ_AN_{h,d} )^sv, ϕ⟩_C∞_{(A}N_{h,d)} = ∑ j∈{−N,...,N}^d q_j ϕ_j , where the function q is given by q(j) = ∑ k∈{−N,...,N}^d k≠j ( v(j) − v(k) ) K^{ANh,d}_s (j − k), j ∈ {−N, . . . , N}^d.

First observe that Rv ∈ ℓ_s((hZ)^d). We have, for j ∈ {−N, . . . , N}^d,

(−Δ_d)^s(Rv)_j = ∑ k∈Z^d k≠j ( Rv_j − Rv_k ) K^h_s (j − k) (55)

= ∑ l∈Z^d ∑ m∈{−N,...,N}^d m≠j ( Rv_j − Rv ( h(m − l(2N + 1)) )) K^h_s (j − m + l(2N + 1))

= ∑ l∈Z^d ∑ m∈{−N,...,N}^d m≠j ( v_j − v_m ) K^h_s (j − m + l(2N + 1))

= ∑ m∈{−N,...,N}^d m≠j ( v_j − v_m ) ∑ l∈Z^d K^h_s (j − m + l(2N + 1))

= ∑ m∈{−N,...,N}^d m≠j ( v_j − v_m ) K^{ANh,d}s (j − m) = q_j .

It is easy to check that (−Δ_d)^s(Rv) is a (h(2N + 1))^d-periodic function. Indeed, let j ∈ {−N, . . . , N}^d, l ∈ Z^d. By the periodicity of Rv then

(−Δ_d)^s(Rv) ( h(j + l(2N + 1)) ) = ∑ k∈Z^d k≠j+l(2N+1) ( Rv ( j + l(2N + 1) ) − Rv_k ) K^h_s (j + l(2N + 1) − k)

= ∑ k∈Z^d k≠j+l(2N+1) ( Rv_j − Rv_k ) K^h_s (j + l(2N + 1) − k)

= ∑ k∈Z^d k≠j ( Rv_j − Rv(h(k + l(2N + 1))) ) K^h_s (j − k)

= ∑ k∈Z^d k≠j ( Rv_j − Rv_k ) K^h_s (j − k)

= (−Δ_d)^s(Rv)_j .

Let ϕ ∈ C^∞(A^N_{h,d}). Moreover, it can be proved analogously as in [RS14, Lemma 2.3] that there

exists φ ∈ S((hZ)^d) such that (56) ϕ_j = p_Σφ_j , j ∈ {−N, . . . , N}^d. Then, by Theorem 11 and (55), ⟨(−Δ_AN_{h,d} )^sv, ϕ⟩_C∞_{(A}N_{h,d)} = ⟨(−Δ_AN_{h,d} )^sv, p_Σφ⟩_C∞_{(A}N_{h,d)} = ⟨(−Δ_d)^s(Rv), φ⟩_{(S((hZ)}d_{))}′ = ∑ j∈Z^d (−Δ_d)^s(Rv)_j φ_j = ∑ k∈Z^d ∑ j∈{−N,...,N}^d+k(2N+1) (−Δ_d)^s(Rv)_j φ_j = ∑ k∈Z^d ∑ j∈{−N,...,N}^d (−Δ_d)^s(Rv) ( h(j + k(2N + 1)) ) φ ( h(j + k(2N + 1)) )

= ∑ k∈Z^d ∑ j∈{−N,...,N}^d (−Δ_d)^s(Rv)_j φ ( h(j + k(2N + 1)) )

= ∑ j∈{−N,...,N}^d (−Δ_d)^s(Rv)_j p_Σφ_j = ∑ j∈{−N,...,N}^d q_j ϕ_j ,

as desired.

The explicit expression for the case d = 1 easily follows from the expression for the kernel in (11).

6.3. Second application: extension problem. The Caffarelli–Silvestre extension problem characterisation is valid also for the fractional discrete Laplacian, see [CRS^+18]. By the general theory [ST10], it is also valid for the fractional discrete torus. We can derive the latter from the result of (hZ)^d in [CRS^+18].

Proof of Theorem 8. Consider u = Rv ∈ ℓ_s. Let U be the solution to the extension problem for u { Δ_dU +^{1−2s}_t U_t + U_{tt} = 0, in (hZ)^d × (0, ∞), U(hm, 0) = u(hm), on (hZ)^d. From [ST10] it is known that U(hm, t) = P^s_t ∗ u(hm) for a suitable Poisson kernel P^s_t (hm). Observe that, for j ∈ {−N, . . . , N}^d, U(hj, t) = ∑ k∈Z^d P^s_t (h(j − k))u_k = ∑ k∈Z^d ∑ m∈{−N,...,N}^d P^s_t (h(j − m + k(2N + 1)))u(h(m + k(2N + 1))) = ∑ k∈Z^d ∑ m∈{−N,...,N}^d P^s_t (h(j − m + k(2N + 1)))Rv(h(m + k(2N + 1))) = ∑ k∈Z^d ∑ m∈{−N,...,N}^d P^s_t (h(j − m + k(2N + 1)))v(hm) = ∑ m∈{−N,...,N}^d (p_ΣP^s_t )_{j−m}v_m = v ∗_AN_{h,d} (p_ΣP^s_t )_j .

By uniqueness, it follows that V (·, t) = v ∗_AN_{h,d} (p_ΣP^s_t ), for each t > 0. Moreover, by Theorem 11 and the extension problem for the fractional discrete Laplacian, c_s ∑ j∈{−N,...,N}^d v_j (−Δ_AN_{h,d} )^s(p_Σφ)_j = c_s ∑ l∈Z^d u_l(−Δ_d)^sφ_l

= − lim_{t→0+} ∑ l∈Z^d t^{1−2s}U_t(hl, t)φ_l = − lim_{t→0+} ∑ k∈Z^d ∑ j∈{−N,...,N}^d t^{1−2s}U_t(h(j + k(2N + 1)), t)φ(h(j + k(2N + 1)))

= − lim_{t→0+} ∑ j∈{−N,...,N}^d t^{1−2s}U_t(hj, t)(p_Σφ)_j = − lim_{t→0+} ∑ j∈{−N,...,N}^d t^{1−2s}V_t(hj, t)(p_Σφ)_j . Taking (56) into account, (7) follows. □ 6.4. Failure of global unique continuation: proof of Theorem 9. We are going to prove Theorem 9. If j ∈ X, the requirement u_j = 0 implies

(−Δ_AN_h )^su_j = − N∑ m=−N m≠j u_mK^{ANh}_s (j − m).

We compute (−Δ_d)^su_j for all j ∈ X, which yields M equations. On the other hand, set u_j = 0 for all j ∈ {−N, . . . , N} \ Y , where Y is a set of cardinality M + 1 such that Y ∩ X = ∅. This is only possible if M + (M + 1) ≤ 2N + 1 or, equivalently, M ≤ N. We have that setting (−Δ_d)^su_j = 0 for all j ∈ X gives then a homogeneous system of M equations and M + 1 unknowns. Since there are more unknowns than equations, there are infinitely many nontrivial solutions. Remark 6.1. If we have a function u such that u_j = 0 = (−Δ_AN_h )^su_j for j ∈ X, X being a set of cardinality m > N, by the same reasoning as above, we have m equations coming from the fact that the fractional Laplacian vanishes in X, and, since u_j = 0 in X, there are 2N + 1 − m values of u where we do not have a priori information. The assumption that m > N implies that we have a homogeneous system with more equations than unknowns. Hence, we can no longer argue as above, in order to conclude the failure of the global UCP. It would be interesting to study the unique continuation properties in this situation further, and to know whether/ in which situation the global UCP holds.

Appendix A. An Estimate for the d-Dimensional Kernel In this subsection we aim to prove an upper estimate for the kernel K^h_s (m), m ∈ Z^d, which will be useful for the counterexamples in higher dimensions. First we need some technical lemmas. Lemma A.1. Let α ≥ 0, β > α + 1, A, B > 0. Then �_1 0 A^α(1 − A)^α (A + B)^β dA ≤ Γ(α + 1)Γ(β − α − 1) Γ(β) 1 B^{β−α−1} . Proof. Observe that

�_1 0 A^α(1 − A)^α (A + B)^β dA ≤ �_1 0 A^α (A + B)^β dA = 1 B^β �_1 0 A^α (1 +^A_B )^β dA = 1 B^β �_{1/B} 0 (Bz)^αB (1 + z)^β dz ≤ 1 B^β �_∞ 0 (Bz)^αB (1 + z)^β dz ≤ Γ(α + 1)Γ(β − α − 1) Γ(β) 1 B^{β−α−1} , where we used the definition of the Beta function B(x, y) := �_∞ 0 t^{x−1} (1 + t)^{x+y} dt = Γ(x)Γ(y) Γ(x + y) , whenever Re x, Re y > 0. □

Let us use the notation ‖m‖_1 := ∑_d i=1 |m_i|. Lemma A.2. Let m = (m_1, . . . , m_d) ∈ N^d . Define, for i = 1, . . . , d,

(57) U_i := u^{mi−1/2} i (1 − u_i)^{mi−1/2} Γ(m_i + 1/2) . Let 1 ≤ r ≤ d be fixed and b >^d_2 . Then, for C > 0, � [0,1]^{d−r+1} ∏_d i=r U_i du_i (C + u_r + · · · + u_d)^{‖m‖1 +b} ≤ Γ( ∑_{r−1} i=1 m_i + b −^{d−(r−1)}_2 ) C^{∑r−1i=1 mi+b− d−(r−1)}2 Γ(‖m‖_1 + b) . Proof. Without loss of generality, we begin with the integral in the variable u_r. We use Lemma A.1, with A = u_r, B = (C + u_{r+1} + · · · + u_d), α = m_r − 1/2 and β = ‖m‖_1 + b. Let us denote by I the integral in the statement of the lemma. Then, I ≤ Γ(m_r + 1/2)Γ(‖m‖_1 + b − (m_r + 1/2)) Γ(‖m‖_1 + b) 1 Γ(m_r + 1/2)

× � [0,1]^{d−r} ∏_d i=r+1 Ui dui (C + u_{r+1} + · · · + u_d)^{‖m‖1 +b−(mr +1/2)} . We apply again Lemma A.1 in the integral with the variable u_{r+1}, with A = u_{r+1}, B = C + u_{r+2} + · · · + u_d, α = m_{r+1} − 1/2 and β = ‖m‖_1 + b − (m_r + 1/2). Observe that β − α = ‖m‖_1 − m_r + b + 1/2 > 1. Hence, I ≤ Γ(‖m‖_1 + b − (m_r +^1_2 )) Γ(‖m‖_1 + b)

Γ(m_{r+1} +^1_2 )Γ(‖m‖_1 + b − (m_r +^1_2 ) − (m_{r+1} +^1_2 )) Γ(‖m‖_1 + b − (m_r +^1_2 )) 1 Γ(m_{r+1} +^1_2 ) × � [0,1]^{d−r−1} ∏_d i=r+2 Ui dui ( C + u_{r+2} + · · · + u_n )_{‖m‖1+b−(mr +1/2)−(mr+1+1/2)} . Then, by following the same procedure d − r − 1 times, we finally obtain that the integral in the statement is bounded by Γ(‖m‖_1 + b − ∑_d i=r(m_i + 1/2)) Γ(‖m‖_1 + b) 1 C^{‖m‖1 +b−∑d}i=r^{(mi+1/2)} . The conclusion follows easily. □ Lemma A.3. Let m = (m_1, . . . , m_d) ∈ N^d . Let U_i be as in (57), for i = 2, . . . , d. Let a > 0, b >^d_2 . Then, � [0,1]^d u^{m1− 12 +a} 1 (1 − u_1)^{m1− 12} (u_1 + · · · + u_d)^{‖m‖1 +b} d∏ i=2 U_i du_i du_1 ≤ Γ(b + m_1 −^{d−1}_2 )Γ(a − b +^d_2 )Γ(m_1 + 1/2) Γ(‖m‖_1 + b)Γ(a − b + m_1 +^{d+1}_2 ) . Proof. First, by Lemma A.2 with r = 2 and C = u_1 we obtain that � [0,1]^{n−1} ∏_d i=2 U_i du_i (u_1 + · · · + u_d)^{‖m‖1 +b} ≤ Γ(‖m‖_1 + b − ∑_d i=2(m_i +^1_2 )) Γ(‖m‖_1 + b) 1 u^{‖m‖1+b−} ∑_d i=2(m_i +^1_2 ) 1 . Thus, for the remaining integral in the variable u_1, we have �_1 0 u^{a−b+ d2 −1} 1 (1 − u_1)^{m1 − 12} du_1 =

Γ(a − b +^d_2 )Γ(m_1 +^1_2 ) Γ(a − b + m_1 +^{d+1}_2 ) . This, together with the estimate above, yields the desired result. □ The next identity is known as Schläfli’s integral representation of Poisson type for modified Bessel functions (see [Leb72, (5.10.22)]), and it is valid for a real number ν > −^1_2 :

(58) I_ν (z) = z^ν √ π 2^ν Γ(ν + 1/2)

�_1 −1 e^{−zs}(1 − s^2)^{ν−1/2} ds, | arg z| < π, ν > − 1 2 . Now we are ready to prove the upper estimate for the kernel.

Lemma A.4. The discrete kernel K^h_s (m) defined in (10) is bounded from above as follows

(59) K^h_s (m) ≤ 1 h^{2s} 2^{d(d+2s−1)}4^sΓ(^d_2 + s)Γ(‖m‖_1 − s) π^{d/2}|Γ(−s)|Γ(‖m‖_1 + d + s) , for m ∈ Z^d, m ≠ (0, . . . , 0).

Proof. Let m ∈ N^d . We use Schläfli’s integral (58) to obtain �_∞ 0 G(m, t) dt t^{1+s} = π^{−d/2} �_∞ 0 e^{−2dt} � [−1,1]^d d∏ i=1 (2t)^{mi} 2^{mi} Γ(m_i + 1/2) e^{−2twi} (1 − w^2_i )^{mi −1/2} dw_i dt t^{1+s}

= π^{−d/2} � [−1,1]^d d∏ i=1 �_∞ 0 e^{−2dt}e^{−2t(w1+···+wd)}t^{‖m‖1−1−s} dt (1 − w^2_i )^{mi−1/2} dw_i Γ(m_i + 1/2) . We make the change of variables (1 + w_i) = 2u_i, i = 1, . . . , d, then the last integral equals π^{−d/2} � [0,1]^d d∏ i=1 �_∞ 0 4^{‖m‖1} e^{−4t(u1+···+ud)}t^{‖m‖1 −1−s} dt u^{mi−1/2} i (1 − u_i)^{mi −1/2} du_i Γ(m_i + 1/2) = 4^sΓ(‖m‖_1 − s) π^{d/2} � [0,1]^d ∏_d i=1 U_i du_i (u_1 + · · · + u_d)^{‖m‖1−s} (60)

where U_i is that in (57) (observe that the integral in t converges when s < ‖m‖_1, with ‖m‖_1 ≥ 1). If we multiply and divide by (u_1 + · · · + u_d)^{d+2s} in the integral above, then � [0,1]^d

(u_1 + · · · + u_d)^{d+2s} (u_1 + · · · + u_d)^{‖m‖1+d+s} d∏ i=1 U_i du_i

= 1 Γ(m_k + 1/2) � [0,1]^d u^{mk −1/2} k (1 − u_k)^{mk −1/2}(u_1 + · · · + u_d)^{d+2s} (u_1 + · · · + u_d)^{‖m‖1 +d+s} d∏ i=1 i≠k U_i du_i du_k

≤ 2^{d(d+2s)} Γ(m_k + 1/2) × � [0,1]^d ( u^{mk −1/2+d+2s} k (1 − u_k)^{mk −1/2} + (u^{d+2s}_1 + · · · u^{d+2s}_{k−1} + u^{d+2s}_{k+1} + · · · + u^{d+2s}_d ) ) (u_1 + · · · + u_d)^{‖m‖1+d+s} d∏ i=1 i≠k U_i du_i du_k,

where we used the convexity of the function |x|^p, p > 1, repeatedly, so that (u_1 + (u_2 + · · · + u_d))^{d+2s} ≤ 2^{d+2s−1} ( u^{d+2s}_1 + (u_2 + · · · + u_d)^{d+2s} ) . Thus, K^h_s (m) ≤^{2d(d+2s−1) 4sΓ(‖m‖1−s)} h^{2s}π^{d/2}|Γ(−s)| ∑_d k=1 T_k, where

T_k = 1 Γ(m_k +^1_2 ) � [0,1]^d u^{mk − 12 +d+2s} k (1 − u_k)^{mk − 12} (u_1 + · · · + u_d)^{‖m‖1 +d+s} d∏ i=1 i≠k U_i du_i du_k

If k = 1, by using Lemma A.3 with a = d + 2s and b = d + s, we obtain

T_1 ≤

Γ(m_1 +^{d+1}_2 + s) Γ(m_1 +^1_2 )Γ(‖m‖_1 + d + s)

Γ(^d_2 + s)Γ(m_1 +^1_2 ) Γ(m_1 +^{d+1}_2 + s) . For the rest of T_k, we obtain analogous estimates. With this, we conclude that K^h_s (m) ≤ 1 h^{2s} 2^{d(d+2s−1)}4^sΓ(^d_2 + s)Γ(‖m‖_1 − s) π^{d/2}|Γ(−s)|Γ(‖m‖_1 + d + s) , and we are done. □

Remark A.5. In view of the asymptotics (12), one deduces that K^h_s (m) ≲_{d,s} 1 h^{2s} ‖m‖^{−d−2s} 1 as ‖m‖_1 → ∞.

Appendix B. Fractional Laplacian on the discrete torus via the heat semigroup We will discuss how the pointwise formula for the fractional powers of the Laplacian on the discrete torus shown in Theorem 7 can be also obtained via the semigroup language with the corresponding heat kernel.

First, we are interested in solving

(61) { ∂_tw_j = Δ_AN_{h,d} w_j , in A^N_{h,d} × (0, ∞), w_j (0) = u_j , on A^N_{h,d},

where Δ_AN_{h,d} is defined in (6). Let us compute the fundamental solution, i.e., the heat kernel. We can rewrite (48) as ^u^D_m = h^d (2π)^d ∑ j∈{−N,...,N}^d u_j e^{−im·jh}, m ∈ {−N, . . . , N}^d and the latter solves

∂_t ^u^D_m = 1 h^2 (^d∑ j=1 ( 2 cos(m_j h) − 2 )) ^u^D_m. The fundamental solution u_j := G(jh, t) satisfies ^u^D_m = 1 for all m, so G(jh, t) = h^d (2π)^d ∑ m∈{−N,...,N}^d (^d∏ j=1 e^{2t}h^{2 (cos(mj h)−1)} ) e^{im·jh}

= 1 (2N + 1)^d ∑ m∈{−N,...,N}^d e^{ij·mh} (^d∏ j=1 e^{2t}h^{2 (cos(mj h)−1)} ) , for j ∈ {−N, . . . , N}^d. Now, for ρ ∈ {−N, . . . , N}^d, we use the Poisson summation formula 1 (2N + 1)^d ∑ x∈A^N_{h,d} e^{iρ·x}f(x) = ∑ k∈Z^d ^f(ρ + k(2N + 1)),

where ^f(k) := 1

(2π)^d � [0,2π]^d e^{−ik·x}f(x) dx. Then, taking ρ = j and noting that 2π h = 2N + 1, we write G(jh, t) = ∑ ℓ∈Z^d ^f (2πℓ h + j ) . Here, ^f ( 2πℓ h + j ) = 1 (2π)^d � [0,2π]^d e^{−i( 2πℓh +j)·x} d∏ k=1 e^{2t}h^{2 (cos xk −1)} dx = e^{−2dt/h2} d∏ k=1 I_{ℓk (2N+1)+jk} ( 2t h^2 ) , where I_k is the modified Bessel function of the first kind and order k ∈ Z, and we used the identity (see [OM10, 10.32.3])

I_n(z) = 1 π �_π 0 e^{z cos θ} cos(nθ) dθ, n ∈ Z.

Therefore, G(jh, t) = h^d (2π)^d ∑ m∈{−N,...,N}^d (^d∏ j=1 e^{2t}h^{2 (cos(mj h)−1)} ) e^{im·jh}

= e^{−2dt/h2} ∑ ℓ∈Z^d d∏ k=1 I_{ℓk (2N+1)+jk} ( 2t h^2 ) . The above identity, in the case d = 1, was obtained in [KN06].

Observe that ∑ j∈{−N,...,N}^d G(jh, t) = ∑ j∈{−N,...,N}^d ∑ ℓ∈Z^d d∏ i=1 e^{−2t/h2} I_{ℓi (2N+1)+ji} ( 2t h^2 )

= d∏ i=1 ∑ k_i ∈Z e^{−2t/h2} I_{ki} ( 2t h^2 ) = 1 where we used that for all k_i ∈ Z there exists a unique ℓ_i ∈ Z such that k_i = ℓ_i(2N + 1) + j_i, with j_i ∈ {−N, . . . , N} and that ∑ k∈Ze^{−2t/h2} I_k (_{2t} h^2 ) = 1. Hence, the solution of the equation (61) is given by e^{tΔANh,d} u_j = ∑ m∈{−N,...,N}^d G(jh − mh, t)u_m

= ∑ m∈{−N,...,N}^d e^{−2dt/h2} ∑ ℓ∈Z^d d∏ k=1 I_{ℓk (2N+1)+jk −mk} ( 2t h^2 ) u_m. Now we can define the fractional powers

(−Δ_AN_{h,d} )^su_j = 1 Γ(−s) �_∞ 0 (e^{tΔANh,d} u_j − u_j ) dt t^{1+s} = 1 Γ(−s) �_∞ 0 ∑ m∈{−N,...,N}^d m≠j e^{−2dt/h2} ∑ ℓ∈Z^d d∏ k=1 I_{ℓk (2N+1)+jk −mk} ( 2t h^2 ) (u_m − u_j ) dt t^{1+s}

= ∑ m∈{−N,...,N}^d m≠j (u_m − u_j ) ∑ ℓ∈Z^d 1 Γ(−s) �_∞ 0 e^{−2dt/h2} d∏ k=1 I_{ℓk (2N+1)+jk −mk} ( 2t h^2 ) dt t^{1+s}

=: ∑ m∈{−N,...,N}^d m≠j (u_j − u_m)K^{ANh,d}_s (j − m),

In view of (10) we conclude

(62) (−Δ_AN_{h,d} )^su_j = ∑ m∈{−N,...,N}^d m≠j (u_j − u_m)K^{ANh,d}_s (j − m), j ∈ {−N, . . . , N}^d.

where K^{Ah,d}_s (j) := ∑ ℓ∈Z^d K^h_s (j + ℓ(2N + 1)).

In the case d = 1, in view of the formula (see for instace [PBM88, p. 305]), valid for Re c > 0, − Re ν < Re α < 1/2, �_∞ 0 e^{−ct}I_ν (ct)t^{α−1} dt = (2c)^{−α} √ π Γ(1/2 − α)Γ(α + ν) Γ(ν + 1 − α) , and using that I_{−m}(t) = I_m(t) we have ∞∑ ℓ=−∞ I_{ℓ(2N+1)+j−m} ( 2t h^2 )

= ∑ ℓ∈Z ℓ(2N+1)>−(j−m) I_{ℓ(2N+1)+j−m} ( 2t h^2 ) + ∑ ℓ∈Z ℓ(2N+1)<−(j−m) I_{ℓ(2N+1)+j−m} ( 2t h^2 )

= ∑ ℓ∈Z ℓ(2N+1)>−(j−m) I_{ℓ(2N+1)+j−m} ( 2t h^2 ) + ∑ ℓ∈Z ℓ(2N+1)<−(j−m) I_{−ℓ(2N+1)−(j−m)} ( 2t h^2 )

and thus, since m ≠ j 1 |Γ(−s)| �_∞ 0 e^{−2t/h2} ∞∑ ℓ=−∞ I_{ℓ(2N+1)+j−m} ( 2t h^2 ) dt t^{1+s} = 1 |Γ(−s)| ∑ ℓ∈Z ℓ(2N+1)>−(j−m) 1 √ π ( 4 h^2

)_s Γ(1/2 + s)Γ(j − m + ℓ(2N + 1) − s)

Γ(j − m + ℓ(2N + 1) + 1 + s)

+ 1 |Γ(−s)| ∑ ℓ∈Z ℓ(2N+1)<−(j−m) 1 √ π ( 4 h^2

)_s Γ(1/2 + s)Γ(−ℓ(2N + 1) − (j − m) − s)

Γ(−ℓ(2N + 1) − (j − m) + 1 + s)

= 1 |Γ(−s)| ∑ ℓ∈Z 1 √ π ( 4 h^2

)_s Γ(1/2 + s)Γ(|j − m + ℓ(2N + 1)| − s)

Γ(|j − m + ℓ(2N + 1)| + 1 + s) =: K^{ANh,1}s (j − m). We conclude that

(63) (−Δ_AN_{h,1} )^su_j = N∑ m=−N m≠j (u_j − u_m)K^{ANh,1}_s (j − m), j ∈ {−N, . . . , N}.

References

[AS22] Giovanni S Alberti and Matteo Santacesaria. Infinite-dimensional inverse problems with finite measurements. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 243 (2022), no. 1, 1–31.

[AdHGS17] Giovanni Alessandrini, Maarten de Hoop, Romina Gaburro, and Eva Sincich. Lipschitz stability for the electrostatic inverse boundary value problem with piecewise linear conductivities. J. Math. Pures Appl. (9) 107 (2017), no. 5, 638–664.

[AV05] Giovanni Alessandrini and Sergio Vessella. Lipschitz stability for the inverse conductivity problem.

Adv. in Appl. Math. 35 (2005), no.2, 207–241.

[BEO15] Lucie Baudoin, Sylvain Ervedoza, and Axel Osses. Stability of an inverse problem for the discrete wave equation and convergence results. J. Math. Pures Appl. (9) 103 (2015), no. 6, 1475–1522.

[BL15] Katarína Bellová and Fang-Hua Lin. Nodal sets of Steklov eigenfunctions. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 54 (2015), no. 2, 2239–2268.

[BDHQ13] Elena Beretta, Maarten V De Hoop, and Lingyun Qiu. Lipschitz stability of an inverse boundary value problem for a Schrödinger-type equation. SIAM J. Math. Anal. 45 (2013), no. 2, 679–699.

[BHLR10a] Franck Boyer, Florence Hubert, and Jérôme Le Rousseau. Discrete Carleman estimates for elliptic operators and uniform controllability of semi-discretized parabolic equations. J. Math. Pures Appl. 93 (2010), no. 3, 240–276.

[BHLR10b] Franck Boyer, Florence Hubert, and Jérôme Le Rousseau. Discrete Carleman estimates for elliptic operators in arbitrary dimension and applications. SIAM J. Control Optim. 48 (2010), no. 8, 5357– 5397.

[BLMS21] Lev Buhovski, Alexander Logunov, Eugenia Malinnikova, and Mikhail Sodin. A discrete harmonic function bounded on a large portion of Z^2 is constant. To appear in Duke Math. J. (2021), preprint arXiv:1712.07902.

[CS07] Luis Caffarelli and Luis Silvestre. An extension problem related to the fractional Laplacian. Comm.

Partial Differential Equations 32 (2007), no. 8,1245–1260.

[CGR^+17] Óscar Ciaurri, T. Alastair Gillespie, Luz Roncal, José L. Torrea, and Juan Luis Varona. Harmonic analysis associated with a discrete Laplacian. J. Anal. Math. 132 (2017), 109–131.

[CRS^+18] Óscar Ciaurri, Luz Roncal, Pablo Raúl Stinga, José L. Torrea, and Juan Luis Varona. Nonlocal discrete diffusion equations and the fractional discrete Laplacian, regularity and applications. Adv. Math. 330 (2018), 688–738.

[CGFR21] Giovanni Covi, María Ángeles García-Ferrero, and Angkana Rüland. On the Calderón problem for nonlocal Schrödinger equations with homogeneous, directionally antilocal principal symbols. arXiv preprint (2021), arXiv:2109.14976.

[CR21] Giovanni Covi and Angkana Rüland. On some partial data Calderón type problems with mixed boundary conditions. J. Differential Equations 288 (2021), 141–203.

[EDG11] Sylvain Ervedoza and Frédéric De Gournay. Uniform stability estimates for the discrete Calderón problems. Inverse problems 27 (2011), no. 12, 125012, 37 pp.

[FF14] Mouhamed Moustapha Fall and Veronica Felli. Unique continuation property and local asymptotics of solutions to fractional elliptic equations. Comm. Partial Differential Equations 39 (2014), no. 2, 354–397.

[FF15] Mouhamed Moustapha Fall and Veronica Felli. Unique continuation properties for relativistic schrödinger operators with a singular potential. Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 35 (2015), no. 12, 5827–5867.

[FB19] Aingeru Fernández-Bertolin. A discrete Hardy’s uncertainty principle and discrete evolutions. J.

Anal. Math. 137 (2019), no. 2, 507–528.

[FBM21] Aingeru Fernández-Bertolin and Eugenia Malinnikova. Dynamical versions of Hardy’s uncertainty principle: A survey. Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. 58 (2021), no. 3, 357–375.

[FBRRS21] Aingeru Fernández-Bertolin, Luz Roncal, Angkana Rüland, and Diana Stan. Discrete Carleman estimates and three balls inequalities. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 60 (2021), no. 6, paper no. 239.

[FBV17] Aingeru Fernández-Bertolin and Luis Vega. Uniqueness properties for discrete equations and Carleman estimates. J. Funct. Anal. 272 (2017), no. 11, 4853–4869.

[GFR19] María Ángeles García-Ferrero and Angkana Rüland. Strong unique continuation for the higher order fractional Laplacian. Math. Eng. 1 (2019), no. 4, 715–774.

[GFR20] María Ángeles García-Ferrero and Angkana Rüland. On two methods for quantitative unique continuation results for some nonlocal operators. Comm. Partial Differential Equations 45 (2020), no. 11, 1512–1560.

[GRSU20] Tuhin Ghosh, Angkana Rüland, Mikko Salo, and Gunther Uhlmann. Uniqueness and reconstruction for the fractional Calderón problem with a single measurement. J. Funct. Anal. 279 (2020), no. 1, 108505, 42 pp.

[GSU20] Tuhin Ghosh, Mikko Salo, and Gunther Uhlmann. The Calderón problem for the fractional Schrödinger equation. Anal. PDE, 13 (2020), no. 2, 455–475.

[GM13] Maru Guadie and Eugenia Malinnikova. Stability and regularization for determining sets of discrete Laplacian. Inverse Problems 29 (2013), no. 7, 075018.

[GM14] Maru Guadie and Eugenia Malinnikova. On three balls theorem for discrete harmonic functions.

Comput. Methods Funct. Theory 14 (2014), no. 4, 721–734.

[Isa90] Victor Isakov. Inverse source problems. Mathematical Surveys and Monographs, 34. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1990.

[JL99] David Jerison and Gilles Lebeau. Nodal sets of sums of eigenfunctions. Harmonic analysis and partial differential equations (Chicago, IL, 1996), 223–239, Chicago Lectures in Math, 1999.

[KN06] Anders Karlsson and Markus Neuhauser. Heat kernels, theta identities, and zeta functions on cyclic groups. Topological and asymptotic aspects of group theory, 177–189, Contemp. Math., 394, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2006.

[Leb72] N. N. Lebedev. Special functions and their applications. Revised edition, translated from the Russian and edited by Richard A. Silverman, Unabridged and corrected republication. Dover Publications, Inc., New York, 1972.

[Lie82] Otto Liess. Antilocality of complex powers of elliptic differential operators with analytic coefficients.

Ann. Scuola Norm. Sup. Pisa Cl. Sci. 9 (1982), no. 1, 1–26.

[LM15] Gabor Lippner and Dan Mangoubi. Harmonic functions on the lattice: absolute monotonicity and propagation of smallness. Duke Math. J. 164 (2015), no. 13, 2577–2595.

[LM17] Gabor Lippner and Dan Mangoubi. On the sharpness of a three circles theorem for discrete harmonic functions. Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN 2017, no. 5, 1487–1503.

[Olv97] Frank W. J. Olver. Asymptotics and special functions. Reprint of the 1974 original. AKP Classics.

A K Peters, Ltd., Wellesley, MA, 1997.

[OM10] F. W. J. Olver and L. C. Maximon. Bessel functions. NIST handbook of mathematical functions, 215-286, U.S. Dept. Commerce, Washington, DC, 2010. Available online in http://dlmf.nist.gov/10.

[PBM88] A. P. Prudnikov, Yu. A. Brychkov, and O. I. Marichev. Integrals and series. Vol. 2. Special functions, Translated from the Russian by N. M. Queen. Second edition. Gordon & Breach Science Publishers, New York, 1988.

[Rie38] Marcel Riesz. Intégrales de Riemann-Liouville et potentiels. Acta Szeged 9 (1938), 1–42. [RSV19] Luz Roncal, Diana Stan, and Luis Vega. Carleman type inequalities for fractional relativistic operators. To appear in Rev. Mat. Complut. (2019).

[RS14] Luz Roncal and Pablo Raúl Stinga. Transference of fractional Laplacian regularity. Special functions, partial differential equations, and harmonic analysis, 203–212, Springer Proc. Math. Stat., 108, Springer, Cham, 2014.

[Ron06] Luca Rondi. A remark on a paper by G. Alessandrini and S. Vessella. Adv. in Appl. Math. 36 (2006), no. 1, 67–69.

[Rül15] Angkana Rüland. Unique continuation for fractional Schrödinger equations with rough potentials.

Comm. Partial Differential Equations 40 (2015), no. 1, 77–114.

[Rül18] Angkana Rüland. Unique continuation, Runge approximation and the fractional Calderón problem.

Journées équations aux dérivées partielles (2018), exposé no. 8, 10pp.

[Rül19] Angkana Rüland. Quantitative invertibility and approximation for the truncated Hilbert and Riesz transforms. Rev. Mat. Iberoam. 35 (2019), no. 7, 1997–2024.

[Rül21] Angkana Rüland. On single measurement stability for the fractional Calderón problem. SIAM J.

Math. Anal. 53 (2021), no. 5, 5094–5113.

[RS18] Angkana Rüland and Mikko Salo. Exponential instability in the fractional Calderón problem. Inverse Problems 34 (2018), no. 4, 045003, 21 pp.

[RS20a] Angkana Rüland and Mikko Salo. The fractional Calderón problem: low regularity and stability.

Nonlinear Anal. 193 (2020), 111529, 56 pp.

[RS20b] Angkana Rüland and Mikko Salo. Quantitative approximation properties for the fractional heat equation. Math. Control Relat. Fields 10 (2020), no. 1, 1–26.

[RS19b] Angkana Rüland and Eva Sincich. Lipschitz stability for the finite dimensional fractional Calderón problem with finite Cauchy data. Inverse Prob. Imaging 13 (2019), no. 5, 1023, 2019.

[Sal17] Mikko Salo. The fractional Calderón problem. Journées équations aux dérivées partielles (2017), exposé no. 8, 8pp.

[Seo15] Ihyeok Seo. Unique continuation for fractional Schrödinger operators in three and higher dimensions.

Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 143 (2015), no. 4, 1661–1664.

[Sil07] Luis Silvestre. Regularity of the obstacle problem for a fractional power of the Laplace operator.

Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 60 (2007), no. 1, 67–112.

[Sin07] Eva Sincich. Lipschitz stability for the inverse Robin problem. Inverse problems 23 (2007), no. 3, 1311.

[SW] Elias M. Stein and Guido Weiss. Introduction to Fourier Analysis on Euclidean Spaces. Princeton Mathematica Series 32. Princeton Univ. Press, Princeton, New Jersey, 1971.

[ST10] Pablo Raúl Stinga and José Luis Torrea. Extension problem and Harnack’s inequality for some fractional operators. Comm. Partial Differential Equations 35 (2010), no. 11, 2092–2122.

[SVW02] Alexander Strohmaier, Rainer Verch, and Manfred Wollenberg. Microlocal analysis of quantum fields on curved space–times: Analytic wave front sets and Reeh–Schlieder theorems. J. of Math. Phys. 43 (2002), no. 11, 5514–5530.

[Ver93] Rainer Verch. Antilocality and a Reeh-Schlieder theorem on manifolds. Lett. Math. Phys. 28 (1993), no. 2, 143–154.

[Yu17] Hui Yu. Unique continuation for fractional orders of elliptic equations. Ann. PDE 3 (2017), no. 2, paper no. 16, 21pp.

Facultad de Ciencia y Tecnología, Universidad del País Vasco /Euskal Herriko Unibertsitatea (UPV/EHU), Departamento de Matemáticas, UPV/EHU, Apartado 644, 48080 Bilbao, Spain Email address: aingeru.fernandez@ehu.eus

(Luz Roncal) BCAM - Basque Center for Applied Mathematics, 48009 Bilbao, Spain and Ikerbasque, Basque Foundation for Science, 48011 Bilbao, Spain and Universidad del País Vasco / Euskal Herriko Unibertsitatea, 48080 Bilbao, Spain

Email address: lroncal@bcamath.org

Ruprecht-Karls-Universität Heidelberg, Institut für Angewandte Mathematik, Im Neuenheimer Feld 205, 69120 Heidelberg, Germany

Email address: Angkana.Rueland@uni-heidelberg.de