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DISTRIBUTED-ORDER TIME-FRACTIONAL WAVE EQUATIONS

FREDERIK BROUCKE AND LJUBICA OPARNICA

Abstract. Distributed-order time-fractional wave equations appear in the modeling of
wave propagation in viscoelastic media. The material characteristics of the medium are
modeled through constitutive functions or distributions in the distributed-order constitu-
tive law. In this work we propose to take positive Radon measures for the constitutive
“functions”. First, we derive a thermodynamical restriction on the constitutive measures
which is easy to check, and therefore suitable for applications. Then we prove that the set-
ting with measures in combination with the derived thermodynamical restriction guarantee
existence and uniqueness of solutions for the distributed-order fractional wave equation. We
further discuss the support and regularity of the fundamental solution, and conclude with
a discussion on wave velocities.

1. Introduction

The distributed-order time-fractional wave equation describes waves occurring in viscoelas-
tic media and is obtained from the system of basic equations of elasticity: the equation of
motion coming from Newton’s second law, the stress-strain relation given via the distributed-
order constitutive equation, and the strain measure:

∂

∂x
σ(x, t) =

∂2

∂t2
u(x, t),(1.1)

∫ 1

0

φσ(α) 0D
α
t σ(x, t) dα =

∫ 1

0

φε(α) 0D
α
t ε(x, t) dα,(1.2)

ε(x, t) =
∂

∂x
u(x, t).(1.3)

Here σ, u, and ε denote stress, displacement, and strain, respectively, considered as functions
of x ∈ R and t > 0; 0D

α
t , 0 ≤ α ≤ 1, is the left Riemann-Liouville operator of fractional

differentiation; and φσ and φε are so-called constitutive functions.
The distributed-order constitutive law for a viscoelastic body (1.2) was proposed in [1] as

a generalization of previously known and widely used linear constitutive laws for viscoelastic
media, such as the (fractional) Zener constitutive law, the classical and the fractional Maxwell
or Voigt models, or the linear constitutive laws investigated in [12] (see also [14] for a detailed
and modern introduction to the modeling of viscoelastic materials via fractional differential
operators).

The left (resp. right) hand side of (1.2) is called a distributed-order fractional derivative
(DOFD) of σ (resp. ε). A DOFD represents a weighted average of derivatives of different
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2 F. BROUCKE AND LJ. OPARNICA

fractional orders. Due to their far-reaching applicability, the distributed-order fractional
calculus is a rapidly emerging branch within the field of fractional calculus. For a detailed
review of the work in the field of DOFDs and applications we refer to [9]. The main scientific
branches that find successful application of modeling with DOFDs are the fields in which
already (ordinary) fractional calculus have proved to be successful. In viscoelasticity, which
is our case, DOFDs are used for material characterization, in control theory for enhancing
the flexibility and robustness of controllers, and furthermore transport processes, anomalous,
reaction-diffusion and advection processes are successfully modelled with DOFDs. Although
our work is related to applications in viscoelasticity, the results could be adapted for appli-
cations in other fields.

Under suitable conditions as shown in [13], the system (1.1)-(1.3) gives rise to the following
equation for the displacement u, called the distributed-order time-fractional wave equation:

(1.4)
∂2

∂t2
u(x, t) = L(t) ∗t

∂2

∂x2
u(x, t), x ∈ R, t > 0.

Here, L is a convolution kernel depending on the constitutive functions φσ and φε and is of
the form given below by (4.1).

In [13], the constitutive law (1.2) was employed in the distributional setting, where one
allows the constitutive “functions” φσ, φε to be compactly supported distributions (the in-
tegral then being replaced by the distributional action (1.7), see [4] for more details). In
[13], six technical conditions (reviewed later in Subsection 1.3) are proposed, which allow one
to derive the distributed-order fractional wave equation (1.4), show existence and unique-
ness of solutions to the corresponding Cauchy problem, establish support properties of the
fundamental solution, and obtain an integral representation of this solution.

The distributional approach generalizes many concrete fractional constitutive models.
However, it has the drawback that for every case, six technical conditions (stated in terms
of certain integral transforms of φσ and φε) have to be verified. A second important issue
concerns finding restrictions which ensure that the constitutive law is thermodynamically
acceptable. Such a condition was examined in [2], but again, the condition is a technical one
(stated in terms of the transforms of φσ and φε).

The aim of this paper is threefold. First, we propose a constitutive equation of the form
(1.2) where φσ and φε are Radon measures instead of general distributions. We propose a
single general thermodynamical condition for these constitutive measures, which unifies all
previously known thermodynamical restrictions, and which is easy to verify in most appli-
cations. We proceed to show that under this thermodynamical condition, the six technical
conditions from [13] hold.

Next, we discuss smoothness of the fundamental solution. We for example show that for
a large subclass of models, one has smoothness (even Gevrey regularity) on the boundary of
the forward light-cone.

Finally, we discuss wave velocities. We introduce the concepts of weak initial and weak
equilibrium velocity, which are useful notions of “wave packet speed” at small and large
times, respectively. We compute them in terms of quantities associated to the constitutive
measures, and relate them to the material constants of the viscoelastic body.

The paper is organized as follows. In the remainder of this section we provide some
mathematical preliminaries and fix notations. In Section 2 we propose the distributed-order
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fractional derivative using a positive Radon measure as weight “function”, and analyze its
main properties. Next, we investigate in Section 3 distributed-order constitutive equations
using the in this way defined distributed-order derivative, i.e. with measures as constitutive
“functions”. In Section 4 we prove that all conditions necessary for the unique existence of
solutions to the Cauchy problem for the distributed-order fractional wave equation are sat-
isfied, as well as those conditions providing representation formulas and support properties
of the fundamental solution. In Section 5 we investigate the smoothness of the fundamen-
tal solution, and finally in Section 6 we discuss some qualitative aspects regarding wave
velocities.

1.1. Some notations and definitions. For Ω ⊂ Rn we denote by D(Ω) the space of
compactly supported smooth functions on Ω, by D′(Ω) the space of distributions on Ω and
by E ′(Ω) the space of compactly supported distributions on Ω. The Schwartz space of rapidly
decreasing smooth functions is denoted by S(Rn) and its dual space, the space of tempered
distributions, by S ′(Rn). Finally, D′

+(R) ⊂ D′(R) and S ′
+(R) ⊂ S ′(R) denote subspaces

of distributions supported on [0,∞), and S ′(R × R+) denotes the space of distributions in
S ′(R2) vanishing on R× (−∞, 0).

Integral transforms. The Fourier transform for an integrable function ϕ ∈ L1(R) is

Fϕ(ξ) = ϕ̂(ξ) =

∫ ∞

−∞
ϕ(x)e−iξx dx, ξ ∈ R,

while for u ∈ S ′(R) the Fourier transform is given via 〈Fu, ϕ〉 = 〈u,Fϕ〉, ϕ ∈ S(R).
The Laplace transform of u ∈ D′

+(R) satisfying e−atu ∈ S ′(R), for all a > a0 > 0 is given
by

Lu(s) = ũ(s) = F(e−atu)(y), s = a + iy, a > a0,

and defines a holomorphic function in the half plane Re s > a0. If u ∈ S ′(R+), then
Lu(s) = 〈u(t), e−st〉. In particular, for u ∈ L1(R) with u(t) = 0, for t < 0, the Laplace
transform is given by

Lu(s) =
∫ ∞

0

u(t)e−st dt, Re s ≥ 0.

For a function F holomorphic in the half plane Re s > 0 and satisfying for some m, k ∈ N

the bound

(1.5)
∣

∣F (s)
∣

∣ ≤ A
(1 + |s|)m

|Re s|k
, Re s > 0,

the inverse Laplace transform exists as distribution in S ′
+(R) and it is given by

(1.6) L−1F (t) = lim
Y→∞

1

2πi

∫ a+iY

a−iY

F (s)est ds, t > 0, a > 0,

whenever this limit exists.
If f(x, t) ∈ S ′(R×R+), then the Laplace transform of f with respect to t is the distribution-

valued function

Ltf : {s : Re s > 0} → S ′(R) : s 7→
(

φ(x) 7→ 〈f(x, t), φ(x)e−st〉
)

.
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Fractional derivatives. There is extensive literature in the field of fractional calculus. For a
comprehensive overview on the theory we refer to the classical source [16], while we refer to
[5] for the specific applications in mechanics, and to [14] for applications in viscoelasticity.
Here, for the convenience of the reader, we give the definitions used in our model and some
important formulas.

The left Riemann-Liouville fractional derivative of order α ∈ [0, 1) is defined for an abso-
lutely continuous function, f ∈ AC([0, a]), on an interval [0, a] with a > 0 by

0D
α
t f(t) =

1

Γ(1− α)

d

dt

∫ t

0

f(ζ)

(t− ζ)α
dζ, t ∈ [0, a],

where Γ denotes the Euler gamma function.
For u ∈ S ′

+ the (left) Riemann-Liouville fractional derivative of order α is defined via
convolution with a member from the family {fα}α∈R1 for α < 0, as described for example in
[4, Section 2], where a framework for the analysis of equations with fractional derivatives in
the spaces of (tempered) distribution was developed. For u ∈ AC([0, a]) ⊂ S ′

+(R) we have

0D
α
t u(t) = f−α ∗ u(t). The Laplace transform of a Riemann-Liouville fractional derivative of

u ∈ S ′
+ is

L[0Dα
t u](s) = sαLu(s).

In [4, Proposition 2.1] it is proved that for fixed α ∈ R the mapping u 7→ 0D
α
t u : S ′

+ → S ′
+

is linear and continuous, for fixed u ∈ S ′
+ the mapping α 7→ 0D

α
t u : R → S ′

+ is smooth,
and the mapping (α, u) 7→ 0D

α
t u : R × S ′

+ → S ′
+ is continuous. This makes the following

definition of distributed-order derivative well-defined.

1.2. Distributed-order derivative and distributed-order differential equation. Let
φ ∈ E ′(R) and u ∈ S ′

+(R). The distributed-order fractional derivative of u with weight φ,
Dφu, is the element of S ′

+(R) defined via

(1.7) 〈Dφu, ψ〉 :=
〈

∫

suppφ

φ(α) 0D
α
t u(t) dα, ψ(t)

〉

:=
〈

φ(α), 〈0Dα
t u(t), ψ(t)〉

〉

, ψ ∈ S(R).

When supp φ ⊆ [c, d] one writes Dφu(t) =
∫ d

c
φ(α)0D

α
t u(t) dα. Special cases are continuous

functions φ of α in [c, d], for which the distributional evaluation 〈φ(α), . . . 〉 is ordinary

integration, and linear combinations of Dirac delta distributions φ(α) =
∑k

i=0 ciδ(α − αi),
αi ∈ R, i ∈ {0, 1, ..., k}, for which the distributed-order fractional derivative reduces to a

finite linear combination of Riemann-Liouville fractional derivatives, i.e.,
∑k

i=0 ci 0D
αi

t u(t),
cf. [4].

The mapping u 7→ Dφu is linear and continuous from S ′
+ to S ′

+ and the Laplace transform
of distributed-order fractional derivative Dφu is calculated as

(1.8) L[Dφu](s) = L
(

∫

suppφ

φ(α) 0D
α
t u(t) dα

)

(s) = ũ(s)〈φ(α), sα〉, Re s > 0.

If φ is an absolutely integrable function with compact support, and
∫

suppφ
φ(α)sα dα is

nonzero for Re s > 0, then for a given integrable function f it could be shown, for example
by the means of the Laplace transform, that the distributed-order fractional differential
equation

(1.9) Dφu = f

1fα(t) = H(t)tα−1/Γ(α), α > 0, and fα(t) = ( d

dt
)Nfα+N (t), for α < 0 with α+N > 0.
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has a unique (bounded) absolutely continues solution u, cf. [9, 10, 8].

1.3. Six conditions. Let the constitutive functions φσ, φε in the general constitutive equa-
tion (1.2) be compactly supported distributions with support in [0, 1], and set Φσ(s) =
〈φσ(α), s

α〉 and Φε(s) = 〈φε(α), s
α〉. The existence and uniqueness of solutions for the wave

equation (1.4), as well as a representation formula for the fundamental solution and sup-
port properties, were established in [13, Section 3] under the following assumptions on the
functions Φσ, Φε:

(A1) L−1(Φε(s)/Φσ(s)) exists as an element of S ′
+;

(A2) s2Φσ(s)/Φε(s) ∈ C \ (−∞, 0] for all s ∈ C with Re s > 0;
(A3) L−1(Φσ(s)/Φε(s)) exists as an element of S ′

+;

(A4)
√

Φσ(s)/Φε(s) has at most the two branch points s = 0 and s = ∞;

(A5) lim|s|→∞
√

Φσ(s)/Φε(s) = k for some k ≥ 0, uniformly for arg s ∈ [−π, π];
(A6) lims→0

∣

∣

∣
s
√

Φσ(s)/Φε(s)
∣

∣

∣
= 0.

The assumption (A5) stated here is slightly stronger than the corresponding one in [13],
where convergence only of the absolute value in the range arg s ∈ (π/2, π) ∪ (−π,−π/2)
was asked. We believe however that convergence of the function itself in the larger range is
necessary for the proof of Theorem 3.5 of [13].

In this paper, we will restrict the constitutive functions φσ and φε to positive Radon
measures instead of general distributions, and we will derive a single practical condition
((T) below) which implies the above six technical conditions. Hence, the results from [13]
are valid unconditionally in this setting.

2. The distributed-order derivative with a measure as weight

Let µ(α) be a positive Radon measure supported in [0, 1]. With φ(α) = µ(α), the DOFD
(1.7) of u ∈ S ′

+ becomes the classical (vector-valued) integral

(2.1) Dµu(t) =

∫ 1

0
0D

α
t u(t) dµ(α).

The Laplace transform of the distributed-order fractional derivative given by (1.8) takes
the form

L
(

∫ 1

0
0D

α
t u(t) dµ(α)

)

(s) = Φ(s) · Lu(s), Re s > 0,

where we introduced the notation

Φ(s) :=

∫ 1

0

sα dµ(α).

We first turn our attention to the analysis of the function Φ, as it plays an essential role
in later sections.

Analysis of Φ. We begin with a lemma giving bounds for the function Φ(s). Note that the
lower bound implies in particular that Φ(s) has no zeros on C \ (−∞, 0].

Lemma 2.1. Let s = Reiθ with R > 0 and |θ| < π. Then

cos(|θ| /2)min(1, R)µ([0, 1]) ≤
∣

∣Φ(s)
∣

∣ ≤ max(1, R)µ([0, 1]).
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Proof. The second inequality is obvious. For the first one, write

Φ(s) = eiθ/2
(
∫ 1

0

Rα cos(αθ − θ/2) dµ(α) + i

∫ 1

0

Rα sin(αθ − θ/2) dµ(α)

)

.

We have that
∣

∣Φ(s)
∣

∣ ≥
∫ 1

0
Rα cos(αθ − θ/2) dµ(α) ≥ cos(θ/2)min(1, R)µ([0, 1]). �

The lemma implies the existence of a unique solution of the equation (1.9) for a given
f ∈ S ′

+, with operator Dφ defined by (2.1). Indeed, taking Laplace transforms one obtains

Lu(s) = Lf(s)
Φ(s)

, Re s > 0.

By Lemma 2.1 one can bound the right hand side as in (1.5), yielding existence of the inverse
Laplace transform and a solution.

It will be important to study the asymptotic behavior of Φ(s) when s→ ∞. This behavior
depends only on the behavior of µ near the largest point of its support:

M := max suppµ.

This point is characterized by the property that for every ǫ > 0, µ([M − ǫ,M ]) > 0 and
µ((M,M + ǫ)) = 0. We have

(2.2) Φ(s) = µ({M})sM + o(|s|M), s→ ∞.

Indeed, by dominated convergence,
∫

[0,M)

sα−M dµ(α) → 0, as s→ ∞.

Of course, when µ has no point mass at M , this just reduces to Φ(s) = o(|s|M). One the
other hand, one also sees that for every ǫ > 0

(2.3) Φ(s) &ǫ |s|M−ǫ , s→ ∞.

This follows from

Φ(s) =

∫

[0,M−ǫ)

sα dµ(α) +

∫

[M−ǫ,M ]

sα dµ(α) = o(|s|M−ǫ) +

∫

[M−ǫ,M ]

sα dµ(α).

As in the proof of Lemma 2.1, we can bound the absolute value of the second integral from
below by |s|M−ǫ cos(ǫθ/2)µ([M − ǫ,M ]). Here the measure of the interval [M − ǫ,M ] is
non-zero by definition of the support of a measure.

From the preceding discussion it is clear that two measures µ1 and µ2 with max suppµ1 =
max supp µ2 =M that coincide on a neighborhood [M − ǫ,M ] of M , however small, display
the same asymptotic behavior for large s, in the sense that Φ1(s) ∼ Φ2(s).

Examples. We close the section with some important examples.
The simplest case is that of a linear combination of point measures. Let 0 ≤ α1 < . . . <

αn ≤ 1, and suppose a1, . . . , an are positive numbers. If µ(α) = a1δ(α−α1)+· · ·+anδ(α−αn),
then

Φ(s) =
n
∑

i=1

ais
αi .

Of course, M = αn in this case, and Φ(s) ∼ ans
αn = µ({M})sM as s→ ∞.



DISTRIBUTED-ORDER TIME-FRACTIONAL WAVE EQUATIONS 7

A second important case is that of absolutely continuous measures dµ(α) = f(α) dα for
some L1-function f . Let us consider for example an exponential law f(α) = τα (restricted
to the interval [0, 1]), where τ is a positive constant. We then have M = 1,

Φ(s) =

∫ 1

0

sατα dα =
τs− 1

log(τs)
,

and Φ(s) ∼ τs/ log s.
When the L1-function f is sufficiently regular near the maximum of its support, in the

sense that it can be approximated by a power function (M − α)κ, the asymptotic behavior
of Φ can be determined from the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Let M ∈ (0, 1] and κ > −1. For |s| → ∞,
∫ M

0

sα(M − α)κ dα = Γ(κ+ 1)
sM

(log s)κ+1
+O

(

1

log|s|

)

.

Proof. For s with |s| > 1, set θs = arg log s = arctan(arg s/ log|s|) ∈ (−π/2, π/2). Consider
the contour Γ1 ∪ Γ2, where Γ1 is the arc of the circle with center M and radius M which
goes from 0 to M −Me−iθs , and Γ2 is the line segment [M −Me−iθs ,M ]. The integral over
[0,M ] equals the integral over Γ1 ∪ Γ2. We have

∫

Γ1

sz(M − z)κ dz =

∫ θs

0

exp
(

M(1− e−iθ) log s
)

(Me−iθ)κM ie−iθ dθ

.Mκ+1|θs| exp
(

M log|s| (1− cos θs)
)

.
1

log|s| ,

since |θs| . 1/ log|s| and cos(θs) = 1 + O(1/ log2|s|). For the integral over Γ2, we use the
parametrization z =M − v/ log s, with v ∈ [0,M |log s|]. We get

∫

Γ2

sz(M − z)κ dz =

∫ M |log s|

0

sM− v
log s

(

v

log s

)κ
dv

log s

=
sM

(log s)κ+1

∫ M |log s|

0

e−vvκ dv

=
sM

(log s)κ+1

(

Γ(κ + 1) +O((M |log s|)κe−M |log s|)
)

.

�

Notice also that the result of this lemma is in agreement with the previous observations:
Φ(s) = o(|s|M) and Φ(s) &ǫ |s|M−ǫ for every ǫ > 0, i.e. with formulas (2.2) and (2.3), and
the remark in between.

3. The constitutive law

Let us now state the general form of the constitutive equation, linking the stress σ and
the strain ε of a viscoelastic material, using positive measures as constitutive “functions”.
We consider two positive Radon measures µσ and µε supported in [0, 1], and propose the
constitutive equation in the following form:

(3.1)

∫ 1

0
0D

α
t σ(x, t) dµσ(α) =

∫ 1

0
0D

α
t ε(x, t) dµε(α).
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It is clear that for φσ = µσ and φε = µε, equation (1.2) takes the form (3.1). It can be argued
that this setting is more intuitive, since then the integrals in (3.1) might be interpreted as
(weighted) averages of the fractional derivatives 0D

α
t σ and 0D

α
t ε, while the interpretation of

〈φ(α), 0Dα
t f〉 where φ is a general distribution is less clear.

It is also clear that most concrete examples of viscoelasticity, see e.g. [13, 14], are contained
in this definition. For example, the Zener constitutive equation corresponds to choice µσ(α) =
δ(α)+τδ(α−α1) and µε(α) = δ(α)+δ(α−α1). Also, the so-called power type model, which
uses exponential functions for constitutive functions and is proposed in [1] could be obtained
from (1.2) for dµσ(α) = aα dα, dµε(α) = bα dα, where a and b are positive constants.

The Laplace transform of (3.1) reads

(3.2) Φσ(s)Lt{σ(x, t)}(s) = Φε(s)Lt{ε(x, t)}(s),
where we have set

Φσ(s) :=

∫ 1

0

sα dµσ(α), Φε(s) :=

∫ 1

0

sα dµε(α).

These two functions play a vital role in the existence theory for the wave equation modeling
wave propagation in viscoelastic media.

Thermodynamical restriction. Let us come back to the constitutive equation (3.1).
When modeling physical phenomena, the constitutive equation is subject to certain restric-
tions coming from energy considerations. These are usually referred to as thermodynamical
restrictions. One defines the so-called complex modulus Ê via the relation

Ft{σ(x, t)}(ω) = Ê(ω)Ft{ε(x, t)}(ω),
obtained by taking Fourier transforms in the constitutive equation. Note that Ê(ω) =

Φε(iω)/Φσ(iω) is a well-defined function for ω > 0. The functions Re Ê(ω) and Im Ê(ω)
are called the storage modulus and loss modulus respectively. They can be related to the
elastically stored energy and the dissipated energy respectively for sinusoidal excitations,
and hence are required to be non-negative for every ω > 0, see e.g. [15, Chapter 9] or [14,
Section 2.7] (see also [7] for the special case of the fractional Zener model). Hence we require

∀ω > 0 : Re Ê(ω) ≥ 0, Im Ê(ω) ≥ 0.

We have

Re Ê(ω) =
1

∣

∣Φσ(iω)
∣

∣

2

∫∫

[0,1]2
ωα+β cos

(π

2
(α− β)

)

dµε(α) dµσ(β),

and

Im Ê(ω) =
1

∣

∣Φσ(iω)
∣

∣

2

∫∫

[0,1]2
ωα+β sin

(π

2
(α− β)

)

dµε(α) dµσ(β)

=
1

∣

∣Φσ(iω)
∣

∣

2

∫∫

∆

ωα+β sin
(π

2
(α− β)

)

d
{

µε(α)× µσ(β)− µσ(α)× µε(β)
}

,

where ∆ is the triangle ∆ = {(α, β) ∈ [0, 1] : α > β}.
The condition Re Ê(ω) ≥ 0 readily follows from the fact that µσ and µε are positive

measures. A sufficient condition for the non-negativity of Im Ê(ω) is that µε×µσ−µσ×µε is a
non-negative measure on the triangle ∆. This condition is not necessary, as can be seen from
simple examples such as µσ(α) = δ(α−1/5)+δ(α−3/5) and µε(α) = δ(α−2/5)+δ(α−4/5).
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However, the aforementioned sufficient condition appears quite naturally in the analysis of
the existence of solutions of the wave equation. Hence, from now on we assume that the
measures µσ and µε appearing in the constitutive equation (3.1) satisfy the thermodynamical
restriction (T):

(T) νε,σ(α, β) := µε(α)× µσ(β)− µσ(α)× µε(β) is a non-negative measure on ∆.

Special cases. Let us rewrite this condition for some specific forms of the measures. Suppose
that

(3.3) µσ(α) =

n
∑

i=1

aiδ(α− αi), µε(α) =

n
∑

i=1

biδ(α− αi),

where 0 ≤ α1 < . . . < αn < 1, ai, bi ≥ 0, but not ai = bi = 0 for some i. The property (T)
then reduces to

(3.4)
a1
b1

≥ a2
b2

≥ . . .
an
bn

≥ 0,

with the convention that a/0 = ∞. This condition unifies the thermodynamical restrictions
on the coefficients in the constitutive equations describing four types of viscoelastic materials
proposed in the paper [3].

In the case that dµσ(α) = f(α) dα, dµε(α) = g(α) dα, with f , g ∈ L1, the condition
reduces to

g(α)f(β) ≥ g(β)f(α) a.e. on the set α > β.

for positive g, this is equivalent to: f/g is a non-increasing function. In case of the expo-
nential model, i.e.

(3.5) dµσ(α) = aα dα, dµε(α) = bα dα,

for a and b positive constants, the thermodynamical restriction (T) becomes2 a ≤ b. This is
again the proposed thermodynamical restriction in [3].

To conclude the section we introduce some terminology. By proper fractional models
we will mean those models for which the support of µσ or µε intersects the open interval
(0, 1), i.e. those models for which there appears a proper fractional differential operator 0D

α
t ,

0 < α < 1, in the constitutive equation (3.1). The remaining models are referred to as the
classical mechanical models [14], and are given by

(3.6) µσ(α) = a0δ(α) + a1δ(α− 1), µε(α) = b0δ(α) + b1δ(α− 1),

where a0, a1, b0, b1 are non-negative constants. Bearing in mind the thermodynamical restric-
tion (T), which reduces here to a0/b0 ≥ a1/b1, we discern five cases.

• the Hooke model: a0σ = b0ε with a0, b0 > 0 (the models adσ
dt

= bdε
dt

and a(σ+ cdσ
dt
) =

b(ε+ cdε
dt
) are also equivalent to the Hooke model);

• the Newton model: a0σ = b1
dε
dt

with a0, b1 > 0;

• the Voigt model: a0σ = b0ε+ b1
dε
dt

with a0, b0, b1 > 0;

• the Maxwell model: a0σ + a1
dσ
dt

= bdε
dt

with a0, a1, b > 0;

• the Zener or Standard Linear Solid (SLS) model: a0σ + a1
dσ
dt

= b0ε + b1
dε
dt

with
a0, a1, b0, b1 > 0 and a0/b0 > a1/b1.

2The case a = b is often excluded, since in that case the constitutive equation reduces to the trivial
equation σ = ε.
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4. Existence and uniqueness of solutions

In this section we discuss existence and uniqueness of solutions for the distributed-order
fractional wave equation (1.4) obtained from the system of the equilibrium equation (1.1),
the constitutive law (3.1), and the strain measure (1.3). In what follows we will show that
the conditions (A1)- (A6) given in Subsection 1.3 hold in the case of measures satisfying
(T), implying the existence and uniqueness result, as well as a representation formula and
support properties, by the results from [13, Section 3].

To start, let us note that from Lemma 2.1 it follows that for Re s > 0:

Φε(s)

Φσ(s)
.

max{1,|s|}
min{1,|s|} ≤ (1 +|s|)2

Re s
, and

Φσ(s)

Φε(s)
.

max{1,|s|}
min{1,|s|} ≤ (1 +|s|)2

Re s
.

This implies in particular that both Φε(s)/Φσ(s) and Φσ(s)/Φε(s) are Laplace transforms
of tempered distributions in S ′

+, thus (A1) and (A3) hold. From assumption (A1) we can
derive the wave equation (1.4). Indeed, by the Laplace inversion formula (1.6) and denoting

(4.1) L(t) := L−1

(

Φε(s)

Φσ(s)

)

(t).

one can solve the constitutive equation (3.1) for σ as:

σ = L(t) ∗t ε.
Taking partial derivative with respect to x of both sides, and using equations (1.1) and (1.3)
to write ∂xσ and ε in terms of the displacement u, we obtain the distributed-order fractional
wave equation (1.4), i.e.

(4.2)
∂2

∂t2
u(x, t) = L−1

(

Φε(s)

Φσ(s)

)

(t) ∗t
∂2

∂x2
u(x, t), x ∈ R, t > 0.

Theorem 3.2 of [13] states that one has existence and uniqueness of solutions under the
assumptions (A2) and (A3). The unique solution to the Cauchy problem (4.2), u(x, 0) =
u0(x) and ∂tu(x, 0) = v0(x) is then given by

u(x, t) = S(x, t) ∗ (u0(x)δ′(t) + v0(x)δ(t)),

where

(4.3) S(x, t) = L−1
s→t{S̃(x, s)}, S̃(x, s) =

Ψ(s)

2s
exp
(

−|x| sΨ(s)
)

,

and where, here and throughout the paper, Ψ is defined as

(4.4) Ψ(s) :=

√

Φσ(s)

Φε(s)
.

The formula for the fundamental solution S can be found by taking Laplace transforms with
respect to t in ∂2t u − L(t) ∗t ∂2xu = u0(x)δ

′(t) + v0(x)δ(t), and then solving the ODE in x.
The assumptions (A2) and (A3) imply that for each s with Re s > 0, the found solution
ũ(x, s) = S̃(x, s)∗x (su0(x)+v0(x)) is tempered in x, and that S is well-defined as an element
of S ′(R× R+).

We now show that (A2) follows from the thermodynamical restriction (T). Condition
(A2) is equivalent to s2 + ξ2Φε(s)/Φσ(s) 6= 0 for Re s > 0 and for every ξ ∈ R. Write
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s = Reiθ with θ ∈ (−π/2, π/2). If θ = 0, then Φε(s) and Φσ(s) are real and positive, so that
R2 + ξ2Φε(R)/Φσ(R) > 0. Suppose now that θ ∈ (0, π/2). Then

Im
Φε(s)

Φσ(s)
=

1
∣

∣Φσ(s)
∣

∣

2

∫∫

∆

Rα+β sin((α− β)θ) d
{

µε(α)× µσ(β)− µσ(α)× µε(β)
}

,

By (T), this imaginary part is ≥ 0, so that Im
(

s2+ξ2Φε(s)/Φσ(s)
)

> 0. Similarly one shows

that Im
(

s2 + ξ2Φε(s)/Φσ(s)
)

< 0 if θ ∈ (−π/2, 0).
Having proven the assumptions (A1), (A2), and (A3), we can conclude that the following

theorem holds.

Theorem 4.1. Let µσ and µε be positive Radon measures on [0, 1], satisfying the thermody-
namical restriction (T). Then the Cauchy problem for the distributed-order fractional wave
equation (1.4) with initial conditions

(4.5) u(x, 0) = u0(x),
∂

∂t
u(x, 0) = v0(x),

where u0, v0 ∈ S ′(R), has a unique solution u ∈ S ′(R× R+).

We now turn our attention to the assumptions (A4), (A5), and (A6). These assumptions
imply that the fundamental solution is supported in the cone |x| ≤ ct, with c = 1/k, (k
coming from (A5)), and yield a representation of the fundamental solution inside this cone
in terms of an absolutely convergent integral.

Recall from the end of the Section 3 that by proper fractional models we mean constitutive
models described via (3.1) for which the support of µσ or µε intersects the open interval (0, 1).

Lemma 4.2. For proper fractional models satisfying (T), the functions Φσ(s) and Φε(s) are
non-zero for arg s ∈ [−π, π], s 6= 0. In particular, the condition (A4) holds.

Proof. By Lemma 2.1, we see that Φσ(s) and Φε(s) have no zeros in the range arg s ∈ (−π, π),
s 6= 0. Suppose now that s = Reiπ with R > 0 is a zero of Φσ. Then

0 = ImΦσ(s) = Im

(

µσ({0}) +
∫

(0,1)

sα dµσ(α)− Rµσ({1})
)

=

∫

(0,1)

Rα sin(απ) dµσ(α),

and so µσ((0, 1)) = 0, since sin(απ) > 0 on this interval. In a similar fashion we conclude
that µσ((0, 1)) = 0 if Φσ has a zero of the form Re−iπ. Hence, the occurrence of a zero would
imply that µσ is of the form a0δ(α) + a1δ(α− 1) with positive a0, a1. But then (T) implies
that we are in the case (3.6). Indeed, applying (T) to the set {1} × (0, 1) ⊆ ∆ yields

νε,σ({1} × (0, 1)) = −a1µε((0, 1)) ≥ 0,

which is only possible if µε((0, 1)) = 0.
If Φε has a zero of the form s = Re±iπ, R > 0, then we can conclude in a similar fashion

that µε(α) = b0δ(α)+ b1δ(α−1) for positive b0, b1. Applying (T) to the set (0, 1)×{0} ⊆ ∆,
we see that µσ((0, 1)) = 0, so that we are again in the case (3.6). �

For the classical mechanical models, both the Hooke and the Newton model satisfy (A4),
but the other models have different branch points: −b0/b1 and ∞ in the Voigt model,
0 and −a0/a1 in the Maxwell model, and −a0/a1 and −b0/b1 in the Zener model. The
previous lemma shows that these are the only models where such different branch points
occur. However, the conclusion of Theorem 4.5 below can be readily adapted to these
models.
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We now show (A5) for all models satisfying (T) (including the models (3.6)). We start
with an observation concerning the maximal points of the support of µσ and µε:

max supp µσ =:Mσ ≤Mε := max supp µε.

Indeed, suppose to the contrary that Mσ > Mε. Let ǫ > 0 be so small that Mσ − ǫ > Mε.
Applying (T) to the set [Mσ − ǫ,Mσ]× [0,Mε] ⊆ ∆ gives

0 ≤ νε,σ([Mσ − ǫ,Mσ]× [0,Mε]) = −µσ([Mσ − ǫ,Mσ])µε([0,Mε]) < 0,

a contradiction.
If Mε > Mσ, then (A5) follows with k = 0. Indeed, by (2.2) and (2.3) we have that

Φσ(s) . |s|Mσ , while Φε(s) & |s|Mε−δ, for every δ > 0.
If Mε = Mσ = M , there are two possibilities. Either µσ({M}) > 0 and µε({M}) > 0, or

µσ({M}) = 0. The case µσ({M}) > 0 and µε({M}) = 0 again leads to a contradiction by
considering the set V = {M} × [0,M) for which one would have νε,σ(V ) < 0. In the case
that µσ({M}) > 0 and µε({M}) > 0, (A5) follows easily, since by (2.2) we have

Φσ(s)

Φε(s)
=
µσ({M})sM + o(|s|M)

µε({M})sM + o(|s|M)
=
µσ({M})
µε({M}) + o(1), as s→ ∞.

Hence, in this case (A5) holds with k =
√

µσ({M})/µε({M}). The case µσ({M}) = 0 is
more subtle. We need the following function associated to the measures µσ and µε:

(4.6) F (x) :=
µσ([x,M ])

µε([x,M ])
, x ∈ [0,M ].

The function F is non-negative and non-increasing. Indeed, let 0 ≤ y < x ≤ M . Applying
(T) to the set [x,M ]× [y, x) yields

µε([x,M ])µσ([y, x)) ≥ µσ([x,M ])µε([y, x)).

Writing µσ([y, x)) = µσ([y,M ])−µσ([x,M ]), µε([y, x)) = µε([y,M ])−µε([x,M ]), we get that

µε([x,M ])µσ([y,M ]) ≥ µσ([x,M ])µε([y,M ]),

so F (y) ≥ F (x). Since F is non-increasing, it has a limit:

τ := lim
x→M

F (x) ≥ 0.

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that Mσ = Mε = M and that µσ({M}) = µε({M}) = 0. For every
ǫ > 0 there exists a δ > 0 such that for every Borel set A ⊆ [M − δ,M ],

τµε(A) ≤ µσ(A) ≤ (τ + ǫ)µε(A).

Proof. First note that M > 0 since we assume that the measures µσ, µε are non-zero. Given
ǫ > 0, let z be such that x ≥ z =⇒ F (x) ≤ τ + ǫ/2, and consider the function

Gz(x) :=
µσ([z, x))

µε([z, x))
=
µσ([z,M ])− µσ([x,M ])

µε([z,M ])− µε([x,M ])
.

This function is well defined for x sufficiently close to M , since µε([z,M ]) > 0 and

lim
x→M

µε([x,M ]) = µε({M}) = 0

by continuity of the measure µε. Also limx→M µσ([x,M ]) = µσ({M}) = 0, so that

lim
x→M

Gz(x) =
µσ([z,M ])

µε([z,M ])
= F (z).
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Let now δ1 > 0 be such that Gz(x) ≤ F (z) + ǫ/2, for x ≥ M − δ1.
Suppose first that A is of the form [y, x) with M − δ1 ≤ y < x ≤ M . The inequality

τµε([y, x)) ≤ µσ([y, x)) follows from µε([x,M ])µσ([y, x)) ≥ µσ([x,M ])µε([y, x)) (apply (T)
to [x,M ]× [y, x) ⊆ ∆) and the fact that F is non-increasing. For this inequality it is actually
not required that y ≥M − δ1. For the second inequality we apply (T) to [y, x)× [z, y) ⊆ ∆
to get

µσ([y, x)) ≤
µσ([z, y))

µε([z, y))
µε([y, x)) = Gz(y)µε([y, x))

≤ (F (z) + ǫ/2)µε([y, x)) ≤ (τ + ǫ)µε([y, x)).

suppose now that A ⊆ (M−δ1,M ] is an arbitrary Borel set. Since µσ({M}) = µε({M}) =
0 we may actually assume that A ⊆ (M − δ1,M). If A is the open interval (x, y), then the
conclusion of the lemma follows upon writing (x, y) = ∪n[x+1/n, y) and using the continuity
property of measures. If A is an arbitrary open set, then A is a countable disjoint union
of open intervals, and the conclusion holds by additivity of the measures. The general case
finally follows from the fact that µσ and µε are outer-regular (they are Radon measures).
Hence µσ(A) = inf{µσ(G) : G ⊇ A,G open}, and similarly for µε.

We conclude that the desired inequalities hold for every Borel set A ⊆ (M − δ1,M ], so
selecting any δ < δ1, the inequalities also hold for every Borel set A ⊆ [M − δ,M ], and the
lemma is proven. �

We are now able to the following prove proposition yielding (A5).

Proposition 4.4. There exists a number τ ≥ 0 so that, uniformly for θ ∈ [−π, π],
Φσ(Re

iθ)

Φε(Reiθ)
→ τ, as R→ ∞.

Proof. We may assume thatMσ =Mε =M , since in the caseMσ < Mε the proposition holds
with τ = 0. We may also assume that µσ({M}) = µε({M}) = 0. If both of these numbers
are positive, then the proposition holds with τ = µσ({M})/µε({M}), and if µσ({M}) =
0, µε({M}) > 0, it holds with τ = 0. As we remarked before, the case µσ({M}) > 0,
µε({M}) = 0 is not allowed by (T).

Let now ǫ > 0 be arbitrary, and select a corresponding δ > 0 according to the previous
lemma. If f is a real-valued function which is of fixed sign on [M − δ,M ], then the lemma
implies that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

[M−δ,M ]

f(α) d
{

µσ(α)− τµε(α)
}

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ǫ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

[M−δ,M ]

f(α) dµε(α)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

From this it follows that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

[M−δ,M ]

sα d
{

µσ(α)− τµε(α)
}

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 2ǫ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

[M−δ,M ]

sα dµε(α)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Indeed, if |Mθ| ≤ π/2 or 3π/4 ≤|Mθ| ≤ π, then cos(αθ) and sin(αθ) are of fixed sign on the
interval α ∈ [M −δ,M ] (provided that δ < 1/4 say, which we may assume). Hence the claim
follows by splitting the integrand sα in real and imaginary parts. If Mθ ∈ (π/2, 3π/4), write
sα = eiπ/4

(

cos(αθ− π/4) + i sin(αθ− π/4)
)

. The functions cos(αθ− π/4) and sin(αθ− π/4)



14 F. BROUCKE AND LJ. OPARNICA

are of fixed sign in the interval α ∈ [M − δ,M ], so we again reach the same conclusion.
Similarly if Mθ ∈ (−3π/4,−π/2). Hence we get

Φσ(s) =

∫

[M−δ,M ]

sα dµσ(α) + o(|s|M−δ)

= τ

∫

[M−δ,M ]

sα dµε(α) +

∫

[M−δ,M ]

sα d
{

µσ(α)− τµε(α)
}

+ o(|s|M−δ)

= τ

∫

[M−δ,M ]

sα dµε(α) + ζ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

[M−δ,M ]

sα dµε(α)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ o(|s|M−δ),

where ζ is some complex number with |ζ | ≤ 2ǫ. Now since Φε(s) & |s|M−δ and Φε(s) =
∫

[M−δ,M ]
sα dµε(α) + o(|s|M−δ), we have

Φσ(s)

Φε(s)
=
τ + ζ ′ + o(1)

1 + o(1)
,

with |ζ ′| ≤ 2ǫ. From this it follows that

lim sup
|s|→∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

Φσ(s)

Φε(s)
− τ

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 2ǫ.

But ǫ > 0 was arbitrary, so lim|s|→∞Φσ(s)/Φε(s) = τ . �

Finally, we show (A6), which is easy. In fact, we have the stronger estimate

(4.7) Ψ(s) .
1
√

|s|
, as s→ 0,

where Ψ is as in (4.4). For θ = arg s ∈ [−3π/4, 3π/4] say, this follows from Lemma 2.1.
For values of θ close to ±π, we need a slightly refined lower bound for Φε(re

iθ) for small
r. First of all we may assume that µε([0, x]) > 0 for some x < Mε. If this is not the case,
then µε(α) = aδ(α −Mε) for some a > 0, and Φε(re

iθ) = arMεeiMεθ & rMε as r → 0. If
µε([0, x]) > 0, then like in the proof of Lemma 2.1, we have

∣

∣

∣
Φε(re

iθ)
∣

∣

∣
=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

eiθx/2
∫ 1

0

rαei(αθ−θx/2) dµε(α)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥
∫ 1

0

rα cos(αθ − θx/2) dµε(α) =

∫

[0,x]

rα cos(αθ − θx/2) dµε(α) + o(rx)

≥ rx cos(θx/2)µε([0, x]) + o(rx) as r → 0.

If |θ| ≤ π, then cos(θx/2) > 0, since x < 1. Hence
∣

∣Φε(re
iθ)
∣

∣ & rx as r → 0.
Finally, we state a theorem on support properties of the fundamental solution S and

its representation formula, which is an immediate consequence of the preceding discussion
showing that the assumptions (A4), (A5), and (A6) are satisfied, and [13, Theorem 3.5].

Theorem 4.5. Let µσ and µε be two positive Radon measures on [0, 1], satisfying (T),
and forming a proper fractional model (i.e. they are not of the form (3.6)). The fundamental
solution S (given by (4.3)) of the distributed-order fractional wave equation (1.4) is supported
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in the forward cone |x| ≤ ct, with c = 1/k, k as in (A5). Inside this cone, we have the
following representation of K = ∂tS by an absolutely convergent integral:

(4.8) K(x, t) =
1

4πi

∫ ∞

0

(

Ψ(qe−iπ)e|x|qΨ(qe−iπ) −Ψ(qeiπ)e|x|qΨ(qeiπ)
)

e−qt dq, |x| < ct,

where Ψ is defined in (4.4).

Remark 4.6. Note that in the case k = 0, the statement about the support of S reduces to
the trivial statement that S is supported in the set t ≥ 0.

For convenience of the reader, let us briefly sketch the proof idea of the theorem. One
starts with the Laplace inversion formula

S(x, t) = lim
Y→∞

1

2πi

∫ a+iY

a−iY

S̃(x, s)ets ds = lim
Y→∞

1

2πi

∫ a+iY

a−iY

Ψ(s)

2s
exp
(

−|x| sΨ(s) + ts
)

ds,

where a is some positive number. By Proposition 4.4, the argument of the exponential is
asymptotic to (t − k|x|)s for large s. When |x| > ct = t/k, one uses Cauchy’s formula to
write this integral as an integral over a semicircle of radius Y in the right half plane. When
Y → ∞, this integral converges to 0 in view of the exponential decay.

When |x| < ct, one goes to the left half plane. First one moves via a quarter circle from
the point a + iY to a− Y = a + eiπY , then via a Hankel contour one goes up to the origin
and back on the other side of the brach cut to the point a+ e−iπY , and finally via a quarter
circle one moves to a − iY . The integrals over the quarter circles again vanish in the limit
Y → ∞. For the pieces with Re s < 0, this follows from the exponential decay of e(t−k|x|)s.
The integral over the pieces with 0 ≤ Re s ≤ a (which are of bounded length) tends to zero

in view of the bound S̃(s) . 1/|s|. The remaining integral over the Hankel contour is

(4.9) S(x, t) =
1

4π

∫ π

−π

Ψ(ǫeiθ) exp
(

−|x| ǫeiθΨ(ǫeiθ) + tǫeiθ
)

dθ

+
1

4πi

∫ ∞

ǫ

(

Ψ(qeiπ)e|x|qΨ(qeiπ) −Ψ(qe−iπ)e|x|qΨ(qe−iπ)
)e−qt

q
dq, |x| < ct,

for arbitrary ǫ > 0. After differentiating with respect to t, we can safely let ǫ → 0 by the
estimate (4.7). This yields (4.8).

Remark 4.7. • The theorem is stated in terms of K = ∂tS instead of S, since this
avoids the singularity of S̃ at s = 0. The solution of the Cauchy problem (1.4), (4.5)
can be expressed in term of K as u(x, t) = K(x, t) ∗ (u0(x)δ(t) + v0(x)H(t)), where
H denotes the Heaviside function.

• For the classical models (3.6), the theorem also holds, with the exception that the
integral in (4.8) now ranges between (the negatives of) the two branch points. In the
Voigt model for example, we have

K(x, t) =
1

4πi

∫ ∞

b0/b1

(

Ψ(qe−iπ)e|x|qΨ(qe−iπ) −Ψ(qeiπ)e|x|qΨ(qeiπ)
)

e−qt dq, t > 0,

with Ψ(s) =

√

a0
b0 + b1s

.
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5. Smoothness of the fundamental solution

From the representation (4.8), it follows that K is smooth on the set {(x, t) : 0 < |x| < ct}.
In fact, it is even real analytic there. Indeed, the integral for K and its derivatives still
converge absolutely if one replaces x and t by x + z1 and t + z2, z1, z2 ∈ C with |z1| and
|z2| sufficiently small, for x and t with 0 < |x| < ct. The real analyticity also holds for
the classical models. However, in case of the Voigt or Zener model the analogue of the
representation (4.8) cannot be used, since differentiating the integrand with respect to x
creates a singularity at q = b0/b1 which is not integrable. For those models, one uses an
analogue of (4.9) to see that they are real analytic there. For the Voigt model one uses for
example the representation

K(x, t) =
1

4π

∫

H
Ψ(s)e−|x|sΨ(s)+ts ds, Ψ(s) =

√

a0
b0 + b1s

,

where H is a Hankel contour encircling the branch cut (−∞,−b0/b1].
For |x| > ct, K is also real analytic since it is zero there. The question remains whether

one has smoothness on the boundary of the cone. We will show that this is almost always
the case. The starting point is the representation of K as inverse Laplace transform:

(5.1) K(x, t) = lim
Y→∞

1

4πi

∫ a+iY

a−iY

Ψ(s) exp
(

−|x| sΨ(s) + ts
)

ds,

for a > 0, provided this limit exists. Writing s = a+iy, we see that integrand is bounded by

(5.2) exp
(

|x| y ImΨ(a+ iy) +O(1)
)

.

By Proposition 4.4, we know that the imaginary part in this exponential tends to zero as
y → ±∞. We will show that it has opposite sign to y, and that it does not decay to zero
too quickly. For x 6= 0, we will conclude that the integrand decays exponentially, so that the
integral converges absolutely, and that we may furthermore differentiate indefinitely with
respect to x and t. Before showing this in full generality, it is instructive to work out some
special cases.

Special cases. We consider the cases discussed in [13] (and in Subsection 3), namely the
linear fractional model (3.3) with the thermodynamical restriction in the form of (3.4), and
the exponential-type distributed-order model given by (3.5) with a = τ and b = 1 with
thermodynamical restriction 0 < τ < 1. From the linear fractional model we exclude the
case where ai/bi = aj/bj for every i, j, since this case reduces to the classical wave equation.
We have

Φσ(s)

Φε(s)
=

∑n
i=1 ais

αi

∑n
i=1 bis

αi

in the model (3.3), and
Φσ(s)

Φε(s)
=

(τs− 1) log s

(s− 1) log(τs)

in the exponential-type distributed-order model.
Suppose first that an 6= 0 and bn 6= 0. Let m be such that am

bm
> am+1

bm+1
= . . . = an

bn
=: τ .

Using Taylor approximations, we see that for large s

Ψ(s) =
√
τ

{

1 +
1

2

(

am
an

− bm
bn

)

sαm−αn +O
(

|s|αm−1−αn +|s|2(αm−αn) +|s|αm+αn−1−2αn)
)

}

,
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and where the first error term only occurs of m > 1. Hence

(5.3) ImΨ(a+ iy) ∼ ∓
√
τ

2
sin
(

(αn − αm)π/2
)

(

am
an

− bm
bn

)

|y|−(αn−αm) , as y → ±∞.

In the case that am+1 = . . . = an = 0 and am 6= 0, then

Ψ(s) =

√

am
bn
s(αm−αn)/2

{

1 +O
(

|s|αn−1−αn +|s|αm−1−αm
)}

,

and where the second error term only occurs when m > 1. This gives

(5.4) ImΨ(a+ iy) ∼ ∓
√

am
bn

sin
(

(αn − αm)π/4
)

|y|−(αn−αm)/2 , as y → ±∞.

In the exponential-type distributed-order model, we have

Ψ(s) =
√
τ

{

1− log τ

2 log s
+

3(log τ)2

8(log s)2
+O

(

1

|log s|3
)}

,

yielding

(5.5) ImΨ(a+ iy) ∼ ∓
√
τπ log(1/τ)

4

1

(log|y|)2 , as y → ±∞.

In these examples, ImΨ(a + iy) decays less quickly to zero than |y|−1, except in the first
one in the case that αn = 1 and αm = 0. Inserting the obtained asymptotics in (5.2), we
obtain that the integrand of (5.1) decays like e−c|x|yǫ for some positive c and ǫ, so that we
may differentiate indefinitely with respect to x and t if x 6= 0, showing that K is smooth
there.

This & |y|−1+ǫ-decay for ImΨ(a+ iy) holds actually in general, save for some exceptional
cases where one cannot in general expect smoothness of K on the boundary of the light cone.
For example, formula (5.3) in the case that αn = 1 and αm = 0 implies that for some δ > 0,

S̃(x, s) =

√
τ

2s

(

1+
γ

2s
+O

(

|s|−1−δ)
)

exp

(

−|x|
√
τs−

√
τγ|x|
2

+O
(

|x||s|−δ)
)

, γ :=
am
an

− bm
bn
,

from which one can show3 that

S(x, t) =

√
τ

2
exp

(

−
√
τγ

2
|x|
)

H(t−
√
τ |x|) + continuous function,

where H denotes the Heaviside function. This shows that S is not continuous on the bound-
ary of the cone |x| ≤ t/

√
τ .

Let us first describe these exceptional cases in general.

Exceptional cases. Let τ > 0, a > 0, b ≥ 0 and suppose a/b ≥ τ (with again a/0 = ∞).
Let λ be a positive Radon measure on [0, 1] with λ({0}) = 0 and max supp λ = 1. The
exceptional cases are those pairs of measures µσ, µε of the form

(5.6) µσ(α) = aδ(α) + τλ(α), µε(α) = bδ(α) + λ(α).

Note that of the classical mechanical models (3.6), the Hooke model, the Maxwell model,
and the Zener model are exceptional. It is known that for those models, the fundamental
solution is discontinuous on the boundary of the cone |x| ≤ t/

√
τ (see [6, Theorem 5.1] for

the Zener case; the same reasoning applies to the Maxwell case).

3See e.g. [6, Theorem 5.1] where this is worked out in detail for the SLS case.
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We now turn back to the general case. The following lemma will provide the estimate
which will yield smoothness of K for x 6= 0. Then, in the Theorem 5.2, we will show Gevrey
regularity in this set.

Lemma 5.1. Assume that µσ, µε are positive Radon measures satisfying (T) and Ψ is defined
as in (4.4). Then

(5.7) sgn ImΨ(s) = − sgn Im s.

If in addition µσ, µε are not exceptional, i.e. not of the form (5.6), then there exists an
η > −1 so that uniformly for θ = arg s ∈ [π/4, 3π/4]:

(5.8)
∣

∣ImΨ(s)
∣

∣ & |s|η , as |s| → ∞.

Proof. Write s = Reiθ and Φσ(s)/Φε(s) = u+ iv. We have that

v = Im
Φσ(s)

Φε(s)
= − 1

∣

∣Φε(s)
∣

∣

2

∫∫

∆

Rα+β sin
(

(α− β)θ
)

dνε,σ(α, β),(5.9)

where again ∆ = {(α, β) ∈ [0, 1] : α > β}. By the thermodynamical restriction (T), the first
assertion immediately follows.

The imaginary part of
√
u+ iv can be written as follows:

Im
√
u+ iv =

sgn v√
2

√√
u2 + v2 − u =

sgn v√
2

|v|
√√

u2 + v2 + u
.

For the denominator we have by Proposition 4.4 and by (2.2) and (2.3) that for any δ > 0
√√

u2 + v2 + u .
∣

∣Ψ(s)
∣

∣ . min{1, Oδ(R
(Mσ−Mε)/2+δ)}.

We next derive a lower bound for |v|, and consider three cases.

Case 1. Mσ < Mε.
Consider the set V = [Mε − δ,Mε] × [max{Mσ − δ, 0},Mσ], which is a subset of ∆ if δ > 0
is small enough. If δ is so small that Mσ < Mε − δ, then

νε,σ(V ) = µσ([max{Mσ − δ, 0},Mσ])µε([Mε − δ,Mε]) > 0.

Hence

|v| & R−2Mε

∫∫

V

Rα+β sin
(

θ(α− β)
)

dνε,σ(α, β)

≥ νε,σ(V )min
{

sin
(

Mε − δ −Mσ)θ
)

, sin θ
}

RMσ−Mε−2δ,

so that ImΨ(s) &δ R
(Mσ−Mε)/2−3δ. Since (Mσ −Mε)/2 ≥ −1/2, the lemma follows in this

case upon taking δ small enough.

Case 2. Mσ =Mε =M and ∀x ∈ [0,M) : F (x) > τ (recall that F is defined by (4.6)).
In this case we will even have

∣

∣ImΨ(s)
∣

∣ &δ R
−δ for every δ > 0. Let x < M , and set

ǫ = F (x)− τ > 0. Let y ∈ (x,M) be such that F (y) ≤ τ + ǫ/2, and let z ∈ (y,M) be such



DISTRIBUTED-ORDER TIME-FRACTIONAL WAVE EQUATIONS 19

that F (z) ≤ τ + ǫ/4. Set V = [z,M ] × [x, y); we will show that νε,σ(V ) > 0.

νε,σ(V ) = µε([z,M ])µσ([x, y))− µσ([z,M ])µε([x, y))

= µε([z,M ])µε([x,M ])F (x)− µε([z,M ])µε([y,M ])F (y)

− F (z)µε([z,M ])µε([x,M ]) + F (z)µε([z,M ])µε([y,M ])

= µε([z,M ])
(

µε([x,M ])(F (x)− F (z))− µε([y,M ])(F (y)− F (z))
)

≥ µε([z,M ])
(

µε([x,M ]3ǫ/4 − µε([y,M ])ǫ/2
)

≥ (ǫ/4)µε([z,M ])µε([x,M ]) > 0.

Using this we get that

∣

∣ImΨ(s)
∣

∣ & |v| & R−2M

∫∫

V

Rα+β sin
(

(α− β)θ
)

dνε,σ(α, β)

≥ νε,σ(V )min
{

sin
(

(z − y)θ
)

, sin θ
}

Rz+x−2M .

Here we may even take x arbitrarily close to M , leading to the bound &δ R
−δ for every

δ > 0.

Case 3. Mσ =Mε =M and ∃x ∈ [0,M) such that F (x) = τ .
Note that by monotonicity, F is necessarily constant and equal to τ on [x,M). Let y ∈
[0,M) be such that F (y) > τ . (If F (y) = τ for every y ≥ 0, then µσ = τµε which is an
exceptional case.) Then if δ < M − x, we have µσ([y,M − δ)) > τµε([y,M − δ)). Let then
V = [M − δ/2,M ]× [y,M − δ), and note that νε,σ(V ) = µε([M − δ/2,M ])µσ([y,M − δ))−
τµε([M − δ/2,M ])µε([y,M − δ)) > 0. Hence

∣

∣ImΨ(s)
∣

∣ & |v| & R−2M

∫∫

V

Rα+β sin
(

(α− β)θ
)

dνε,σ(α, β)

≥ νε,σ(V )min
{

sin(δθ/2), sin θ
}

R−M−δ/2+y.

If M = 1, then we can take y > 0 by assumption. Indeed, if M = 1 and F (y) = τ for all
y > 0, we are in an exceptional case. Taking such strictly positive y and δ such that δ/2 < y
yields the result. If M < 1, then we take δ such that δ/2 < 1−M . �

Note that the worked out examples (5.3) (excluding the case αn = 1, αm = 0), (5.4), and
(5.5) are instances of case 3, case 1, and case 2 respectively in the proof of the lemma.

The estimate
∣

∣ImΨ(s)
∣

∣ & |s|η provided by the lemma will yield smoothness of K for x 6= 0.
Actually, we will show Gevrey regularity in this set. Recall that for β ≥ 0 and Ω ⊆ R2 open,
a function ϕ ∈ C∞(Ω) is in the Gevrey class of order β, i.e. ϕ ∈ Gβ(Ω), if for every compact
A ⊆ Ω there exists a constant C = CA > 0 such that

(5.10) sup
(x,t)∈A

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂n

∂xn
∂m

∂tm
ϕ(x, t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C1+n+mΓ(β(n+m+ 1)), for all n,m ≥ 0,

where Γ denotes the Gamma function.

Theorem 5.2. Assume that µσ, µε are positive Radon measures satisfying (T) which do not
belong to the exceptional cases. Let Ψ be defined as in (4.4) and let η > −1 be such that
(5.8) holds. Then on the set Ω = {(x, t) : x 6= 0}, K belongs to the Gevrey class Gβ(Ω) of
order β = 1/(1 + η).
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Proof. Set β = 1/(1 + η). We have to show that for any compact A ⊆ Ω, there exists a
positive constant C = CA such that (5.10) holds. Fix some a > 0 and let C1 and C2 be
constants such that

∣

∣Ψ(a + iy)
∣

∣ ≤ C1, for y ≥ 0, ImΨ(a+ iy) ≤ −C2y
η, for y ≥ 1.

Since K is even in x, we may suppose that x > 0. Differentiating under the integral in (5.1),
we get

∂n

∂xn
∂m

∂tm
K(x, t) =

(−1)n

4πi

∫ a+i∞

a−i∞
Ψ(s)n+1sn+m exp

(

−xsΨ(s) + ts
)

ds

. eatCn+1
1 2n+m

{
∫ 1

0

(an+m + yn+m) dy +

∫ ∞

1

(an+m + yn+m)e−xC2y1+η

dy

}

. eatCn+1
1 2n+m

{

an+m + 1 +

(

1

xC2

)
n+m+1

1+η

Γ

(

n+m+ 1

1 + η

)}

.

The result now easily follows. �

Remark 5.3. For exceptional models, the fundamental solution may or may not be smooth
on x 6= 0. For example, the lower bound ImΨ(s) & (log|s|)2/|s| is already sufficient to obtain
smoothness (although not of Gevrey type), while ImΨ(s) & log|s| /|s| does not guarantee
smoothness.

On the half line x = 0, t ≥ 0 the fundamental solution K is not smooth:

Proposition 5.4. For proper fractional models, the half-line {0}× [0,∞) is a set of discon-
tinuity for ∂xK.

Proof. Using representation (4.8) we get

∂K

∂x
(0±, t) = ∓ 1

2π

∫ ∞

0

Im
Φσ(qe

iπ)

Φε(qeiπ)
qe−qt dq.

In order to show that ∂xK is discontinuous at (0, t), it suffices to show that the imaginary
part in the above integral is non-zero on some set of positive measure. We have

Im
Φσ(qe

iπ)

Φε(qeiπ)
= − 1

∣

∣Φε(qeiπ)
∣

∣

2

∫∫

∆

qα+β sin
(

(α− β)π
)

dνε,σ(α, β).

To show that this is non-zero, we proceed as in Lemma 5.1. Extra care has to be taken,
since the sine in the integrand may become zero, in contrast to the situation in Lemma 5.1
where θ ∈ [π/4, 3π/4].

Case 1. Mσ < Mε. Considering again the set V = [Mε − δ,Mε]× [max{Mσ − δ, 0},Mσ] for
small enough δ > 0 yields
∫∫

∆

qα+β sin
(

(α− β)π
)

dνε,σ(α, β) ≥ Cµσ([max{Mσ − δ, 0},Mσ])µε([Mε − δ,Mε])q
Mε−δ,

with

C = min
{

sin
(

(Mε −Mσ − δ)π
)

, sin
(

(Mε −max{Mσ − δ, 0})π)
}

.
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The constant C is strictly positive unless Mσ = 0 and Mε = 1. In this case we can take
V = [δ, 1− δ]× {0} and get

∫∫

∆

qα+β sin
(

(α− β)π
)

dνε,σ(α, β) ≥ µσ({0})µε([δ, 1− δ]) sin(δπ)qδ.

Since we assume to be working with proper fractional models, µε([δ, 1 − δ]) > 0 for δ suffi-
ciently small (otherwise this would be the Voigt model).

Case 2. Mσ = Mε = M and ∀x ∈ [0,M) : F (x) > τ . In this case we may again take
V = [z,M ]× [x, y) with x < y < z < M and all sufficiently close toM such that νε,σ(V ) > 0.
We get

∫∫

∆

qα+β sin
(

(α− β)π
)

dνε,σ(α, β) ≥ νε,σ(V ) sin
(

(z − y)π
)

qz+x.

Case 3. Mσ = Mε = M and ∃x ∈ [0,M) such that F (x) = τ . We consider again
V = [M − δ/2,M ]× [y,M − δ) for small enough δ > 0 and y satisfying F (y) > τ . We get
∫∫

∆

qα+β sin
(

(α− β)π
)

dνε,σ(α, β) ≥ νε,σ(V )min
{

sin
(

(M − y)π
)

, sin(δπ/2)
}

qy+M−δ/2.

This works unless M = 1 and the only y satisfying F (y) > τ is y = 0. However, in this case
we have µε([δ, 1− δ]) > 0 for sufficiently small δ (otherwise we would be in the Zener case).
Furthermore F (0) > τ together with F (x) = τ , x > 0 implies µσ({0}) > 0, so we can take
V = [δ, 1− δ]× {0} to get the lower bound µσ({0})µε([δ, 1− δ]) sin(δπ)qδ. �

We can conclude the following. In all cases, the fundamental solution K is real analytic
on the set 0 < |x| < ct, c = 1/k (and also on |x| > ct, K being zero there). If we are not in
an exceptional case, then K is also smooth on the boundary of the cone: it actually belongs
to the Gevrey class Gβ for some β > 0 on the set x 6= 0. In the exceptional case, K may or
may not be smooth on the boundary. On the other hand, for proper fractional models, K is
not of class C1 on the half-line x = 0, t ≥ 0.

6. Wave velocities

Given a pair of positive Radon measures (µσ, µε) on [0, 1], consider the pair of measures
(µ̃σ, µ̃ε) defined as

µ̃σ(A) = µε(1− A) = µε({1− α : α ∈ A}), µ̃ε(A) = µσ(1−A),

where A is a Borel subset of [0, 1]. They are also a pair of positive Radon measures on [0, 1],
and by considering rectangles one immediately sees that (µσ, µε) satisfies (T) if and only if
(µ̃σ, µ̃ε) satisfies (T). For the corresponding “Φ-functions” we have

Φ̃σ(s) =

∫ 1

0

sα dµ̃σ(α) =

∫ 1

0

s1−α dµε(α) = sΦε(1/s), Φ̃ε(s) = sΦσ(1/s).

If (µσ, µε) is a pair of measures satisfying (T), Proposition 4.4 guarantees the existence of
some τ ∈ [0,∞) such that Φσ(s)/Φε(s) → τ as s → ∞. Applying the same Proposition to
the measures (µ̃σ, µ̃ε) yields the existence of a number ρ ∈ (0,∞] such that Φσ(s)/Φε(s) → ρ

as s→ 0. Here, ρ = 1/τ̃ with τ̃ = lims→∞ Φ̃σ(s)/Φ̃ε(s).
In any case we have the inequality ρ ≥ τ . To see this, let mσ = min suppµσ = 1 −

max supp µ̃ε and mε = min suppµε = 1 − max supp µ̃σ. We have mσ ≤ mε. If mσ < mε,
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then τ̃ = 0 and ρ = ∞ and the inequality holds. Similarly, if Mσ < Mε then τ = 0 and
the inequality again holds. We may hence assume that Mσ = Mε = M and mσ = mε = m.
From the discussion in Section 4, we see that

τ = lim
x→M

F (x) = lim
x→M

µσ([x,M ])

µε([x,M ])
, ρ = lim

x→m
G(x) := lim

x→m

µσ([m, x])

µε([m, x])
,

with G(x) = 1/F̃ (1 − x). If M = m, then µσ(α) = aδ(α −M), µε(α) = bδ(α −M) for
a, b > 0 and τ = ρ = a/b. If m < M , then we apply (T) to see that for δ < (M − m)/2,
G(m+ δ) ≥ F (M − δ). Indeed, this follows by letting V = [M − δ,M ]× [m,m+ δ] ⊆ ∆ and
noting that νε,σ(V ) ≥ 0. Hence ρ ≥ τ .

The constants τ and ρ can be expressed in terms of material constants of the viscoelastic
body as in [17], see also[14]. Denote by J(t) the strain response to a unit step of stress,

i.e. ε(t) = J(t) when σ(t) = H(t). By (3.2), we have that J̃(s) = (Φσ(s)/Φε(s)) · (1/s).
The function J(t) is referred to as the creep compliance, its limiting value at 0, Jg :=
limt→0+ J(t), is called the glass compliance, and its limiting value at ∞, Je := limt→∞ J(t),

is called the equilibrium compliance. In view of the identities limt→0+ f(t) = lims→∞ sf̃(s)

and limt→∞ f(t) = lims→0 sf̃(s), we get

Jg = τ, Je = ρ.

Similarly one defines the relaxation modulus G(t) as the stress response to a unit step of
strain, and its limiting values the glass modulus Gg and the equilibrium modulus Ge. We

have G̃(s) = Φε(s)/Φσ(s) · (1/s), and

Gg =
1

Jg
=

1

τ
, Ge =

1

Je
=

1

ρ
.

Finally we relate the constants τ and ρ to wave speeds. For this we introduce a notion of
weak velocity.

Definition 6.1. Let F (x, t) be a function defined for real x and positve t, and let Ft(λ) =
tF (λt, t). We say that F has weak equilibrium velocity ve if there is some constant c 6= 0
such that Ft(λ) → cδ(λ − ve) in the space of distributions D′, as t → ∞. This means that
for every smooth function ϕ with compact support,

∫∞
−∞ Ft(λ)ϕ(λ) dλ→ cϕ(ve).

Similarly F has weak initial velocity vi > 0 if Ft(λ) → cδ(λ− vi) in D′ as t→ 0+.

For a wave packet to have weak equilibrium velocity ve, it means that for sufficiently
large time, most of the mass of the wave packet is concentrated around the point x = vet.
However, this “concentration” might be rather weak, since the packet is allowed to spread
out on spacial scales up to o(t). For example, the dispersive Gaussian wave packet

F (x, t) =
1√
2πt

exp

(

−(x− vt)2

2t

)

with mean vt and standard deviation
√
t has weak equilibrium velocity ve = v.

We now compute these weak velocities for the function K(x, t) = ∂tS(x, t). This is the
solution to the Cauchy problem (1.4)-(4.5) with initial data u0(x) = δ(x), v0(x) = 0. Being
an even function, it suffices to study K for positive x. Recall that we denote the Heaviside
function by H .
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Theorem 6.2. Let µσ and µε be measures satisfying (T) which form a proper fractional
model, and which do not belong to the exceptional cases. Let τ and ρ be the corresponding
limiting values of Φσ/Φε. If τ > 0, then H(x)K(x, t) has weak initial velocity vi = 1/

√
τ . If

ρ <∞, then H(x)K(x, t) has weak equilibrium velocity ve = 1/
√
ρ.

Proof. By the assumptions the conclusions of Theorem 4.5 and Lemma 5.1 hold. Hence the
integral (5.1) converges absolutely for x 6= 0, and we may shift the contour of integration to
the imaginary axis. Indeed, in view of (4.7), iyΨ(iy) is a continuous function of y, and the
possible singularity of Ψ(iy) at y = 0 is integrable. Hence for x > 0:

K(x, t) =
1

4π

∫ ∞

−∞
Ψ(iy) exp

(

−iyxΨ(iy) + ity
)

dy.

Set Kt(λ) = tH(λ)K(λt, t), and let ϕ ∈ D. Suppose first that suppϕ ⊆ (0,∞). We want
to switch the order of integration in

∫∞
0

Kt(λ)ϕ(λ) dλ, which will be justified by the Fubini-
Tonelli theorem. In view of (4.7) and Lemma 5.1, let C1, C2 > 0 be such that

∣

∣Ψ(iy)
∣

∣ ≤ C1√
y
, 0 < y < 1, ImΨ(iy) ≤ −C2y

η, y ≥ 1,

where η ∈ (−1, 0) (recall that ImΨ(iy) → 0 as y → ∞, so η < 0). Then
∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

−∞

∣

∣

∣
ϕ(λ)Ψ(iy) exp

(

−iytλΨ(iy) + ity
)

∣

∣

∣
dy dλ

.

∫ ∞

0

∣

∣ϕ(λ)
∣

∣

(
∫ 1

0

C1√
y
dy +

∫ ∞

1

e−C2tλy1+η

dy

)

dλ .

∫ ∞

0

∣

∣ϕ(λ)
∣

∣

(

1 + λ−
1

1+η

)

dλ <∞.

Hence we may interchange the order of integration. We get
∫ ∞

0

Kt(λ)ϕ(λ) dλ =
t

4π

∫ ∞

−∞
Ψ(iy)eity

∫ ∞

0

ϕ(λ)e−iytΨ(iy)λ dλ

=
t

4π

∫ ∞

−∞
Ψ(iy)ϕ̃

(

iytΨ(iy)
)

eity dy

=
1

4π

∫ ∞

−∞
Ψ(iy/t)ϕ̃

(

iyΨ(iy/t)
)

eiy dy.(6.1)

Assume now that τ > 0. We will take the limit for t→ 0 in the above integral by applying
the dominated convergence theorem. By (5.7), Re

(

iyΨ(iy/t)
)

≥ 0. Hence, for |y| ≤ 1, the
integrand is dominated by

(1 +
√

t/|y|) sup
Re s≥0

∣

∣ϕ̃(s)
∣

∣ ≤ (1 +
√

t/|y|)
∫ ∞

0

∣

∣ϕ(λ)
∣

∣ dλ.

For |y| ≥ 1 and t sufficiently small we have that Ψ(iy/t) is bounded and that ReΨ(iy/t) ∈
[
√
τ/2, 3

√
τ/2], so the integrand in (6.1) is dominated by

sup
Re s≥0

|Im s|∈[
√

τ

2
y, 3

√

τ

2
y]

∣

∣ϕ̃(s)
∣

∣ .
1

y2
,

which follows from integrating by parts twice in ϕ̃(s) =
∫∞
0
ϕ(λ)e−sλ dλ. We conclude that

lim
t→0+

∫ ∞

0

Kt(λ)ϕ(λ) dλ =
1

4π

∫ ∞

−∞

√
τ ϕ̃(i

√
τy)eiy dy =

1

2
ϕ

(

1√
τ

)

.
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It remains to treat the case when 0 ∈ suppϕ. For this we will use the representation
(4.8). Let now C1 and C2 be constants such that

∣

∣Ψ(qe±iπ)
∣

∣ ≤ C1/
√
q + C2, and suppose

that4 suppϕ ⊆ [−1/(2C2), 1/(2C2)]. Note that C2 ≥ √
τ . We show that Kt(λ) converges

boundedly to 0 on [0, 1/(2C2)], so that
∫∞
0

Kt(λ)ϕ(λ) dλ → 0. For λ ≤ 1/(2C2) < 1/
√
τ we

have

(6.2) Kt(λ) =
1

4πi

∫ ∞

0

(

Ψ(qe−iπ/t)eλqΨ(qe−iπ/t) −Ψ(qeiπ/t)eλqΨ(qeiπ/t)
)

e−q dq.

The integrand is dominated by (C1/
√
q + C2)e

−q/2+C1/(2C2)
√
q. By dominated convergence,

Kt(λ) converges pointwise to 0 =
∫∞
0
(
√
τeλ

√
τq −√

τeλ
√
τq)e−q dq and is bounded by

2

∫ ∞

0

(C1/
√
q + C2)e

−q/2+C1/(2C2)
√
q dq

on the interval [0, 1/(2C2)]. Hence by bounded convergence,
∫ 1/(2C2)

0

Kt(λ)ϕ(λ) dλ→ 0 as t→ 0.

The proof for showing that K has weak equilibrium velocity 1/
√
ρ when ρ <∞ is analo-

gous. Consider now constants C1 and C2 such that
∣

∣Ψ(s)
∣

∣ ≤ C1 and ImΨ(iy) ≤ −C2y
η for

y ≥ 1 with η ∈ (−1, 0), and note that C1 ≥ ρ.
Suppose first that ϕ ∈ D with suppϕ ⊆ [λ0, λ1] for some 0 < λ0 < λ1. We want to apply

dominated convergence to take the limit for t → ∞ in (6.1). For |y| ≤ 1, the integrand is
clearly bounded. By Lemma 4.2, Ψ is non-zero on the line segment [−i, i], so there is some
ǫ > 0 such that

∣

∣Ψ(iu)
∣

∣ ≥ ǫ for |u| ≤ 1. For u ≥ 0, clearly

argΦσ(iu) ∈ [0, π/2], arg Φε(iu) ∈ [0, π/2],

so arg Ψ(iu) ∈ [−π/4, π/4]. This implies that ReΨ(iu) ≥ ǫ/
√
2 for 0 ≤ u ≤ 1. Hence for

1 ≤|y| ≤ t, the integrand of (6.1) is dominated by

C1 sup
Re s≥0

|Im s|≥ǫy/
√
2

∣

∣ϕ̃(s)
∣

∣ .
1

y2
,

like before. For |y| ≥ t, we have −y ImΨ(iy/t) ≥ C2|y|1+η t−η. Hence in that range we can
dominate the integrand by

C1 sup
Re s≥C2|y|1+ηt−η

∣

∣ϕ̃(s)
∣

∣ . e−C2λ0|y|1+η

.

In any case, the integrand is dominated by 1/y2 + e−C2λ0|y|1+η

in the range |y| ≥ 1, and we
may again apply dominated convergence to see that

∫ ∞

0

Kt(λ)ϕ(λ) dλ→ 1

4π

∫ ∞

−∞

√
ρϕ̃(i

√
ρy)eiy dy =

1

2
ϕ

(

1√
ρ

)

, as t→ ∞.

If 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1/(2C1), we see from (6.2) that

Kt(λ) . C1

∫ ∞

0

e−q/2 dq, Kt(λ) → 0, as t→ ∞.

4The general case can be reduced to these two cases: for ϕ ∈ D, one can write ϕ = ϕ1+ϕ2 with 0 6∈ suppϕ1

and suppϕ2 ⊆ [−1/(2C2), 1/(2C2)].
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If now ϕ ∈ D with suppϕ ⊆ [−1/(2C1), 1/(2C1)], then
∫∞
0

Kt(λ)ϕ(λ) dλ → 0 as t → ∞, by
bounded convergence. This concludes the proof. �

Note that since ρ ≥ τ , the weak equilibrium velocity 1/
√
ρ of K is less than or equal to

the “wave front velocity” 1/
√
τ (recall that from Theorem 4.5, K is supported in the cone

|x| ≤ t/
√
τ ). The weak initial velocity equals this wave front velocity.

For a more detailed asymptotic analysis of the function K for some particular models
(namely the fractional Zener model), we refer to [6, Section 4].

7. Conclusion

In this paper we model wave propagation in viscoelastic media by means of the equations
(1.1), (3.1), and (1.3) with µσ and µε positive Radon measures supported on [0, 1]. We
impose the thermodynamical condition (T) on the involved measures, from which we derive
existence and uniqueness of solutions for the corresponding distributed-order fractional wave
equation (4.2).

The fundamental solution is supported in the cone |x| ≤ ct and is real analytic for x 6= 0
and |x| 6= ct. For a large subclass of models, it is Gevrey regular on the set x 6= 0. For proper
fractional models, the fundamental solution is not C1 on the half-line x = 0, t ≥ 0.

We define the weak initial velocity vi and the weak equilibrium velocity ve, measuring the
“wave packet speed” at small and large times, respectively. They are evaluated as

vi =
1√
τ
= lim

s→∞

1

Ψ(s)
= c, ve =

1√
ρ
= lim

s→0

1

Ψ(s)
,

with Ψ given by (4.4). One can also relate these velocities to the material constants of the
viscoelastic body.
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