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THE FRACTIONAL LAMÉ-NAVIER OPERATOR: APPEARANCES,
PROPERTIES AND APPLICATIONS

JAMES M. SCOTT

Abstract. We introduce and analyze an explicit formulation of fractional powers of the Lamé-
Navier system of partial differential operators. We show that this fractional Lamé-Navier op-
erator is a nonlocal integro-differential operator that appears in several widely-used continuum
mechanics models. We demonstrate that the fractional Lamé-Navier operator can be obtained
using compositions of nonlocal gradient operators. Additionally, the effective form of the frac-
tional Lamé-Navier operator is the same as the operator obtained as a particular choice of
parameters in state-based peridynamics. We further show that the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map
associated to the local classical Lamé-Navier system posed in a half-space coincides with the
square root power of the Lamé-Navier operator for a particular choice of elastic coefficients.

We establish basic analysis results for the fractional Lamé-Navier operator, including the
calculus of positive and negative powers, and explore its interaction with the Hölder and Bessel
classes of functions. We also derive the fractional Lamé-Navier as the Dirichlet-to-Neumann
map of a local degenerate elliptic system of equations in the upper half-space. We use an explicit
formula for a Poisson kernel for the extension system to establish the well-posedness in weighted
Sobolev spaces. As an application, we derive the equivalence of two fractional seminorms using
a purely local argument in the extension system, and then use this equivalence to obtain well-
posedness for a variational Dirichlet problem associated to the fractional Lamé-Navier operator.

1. Introduction

The Lamé-Navier operator is a partial differential operator that appears across several
prominent models employed in continuum mechanics. For example, the operator appears as the
divergence of the Cauchy stress tensor for a linear isotropic medium. For hyperelastic solids,
the steady-state constitutive equations representing displacement consist of the Lamé-Navier
operator equated with the external force. For compressible fluids, the operator appears in the
Navier-Stokes momentum equations. In this work the Lamé-Navier operator L acting on the
vector field u : Rd → R

d for d ≥ 2 has the explicit form

(1.1) Lu(x) := −µ∆u(x)− (µ+ λ)∇(divu(x)) .

The constants µ and λ are the Lamé constants (representing the bulk and shear modulus re-
spectively in the context of solid materials), and they satisfy the conditions for rank-one /
Legendre-Hadamard ellipticity of L:

(1.2) µ > 0 , 2µ + λ > 0 .

We are interested in fractional powers of the Lamé-Navier operator, which we denote as
L
s for s ∈ (0, 1). Our chief motivation is to gain further understanding of nonlocal systems in

continuum mechanics by viewing them through the lens of the analysis of fractional operators.
Fractional operators for scalar-valued functions have appeared in a wealth of settings, including
obstacle problems [5, 6], image processing [22], flocking and emergent dynamics [36, 56], quasi-
geostrophic equations [12], and Markov processes [7]. A widely-used operator is the fractional
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power of the Laplacian −∆. It is defined for sufficiently smooth functions u : Rd → R through
the Fourier inversion formula

(1.3) F((−∆)su)(ξ) =
(
2π|ξ|

)2s
û(ξ) ,

where F denotes the Fourier transform

F(u)(ξ) = û(ξ) =

ˆ

Rd

e−2πıx·ξu(x) dx , u ∈ L1(Rd) ,

and F−1 denotes its inverse. The fractional Laplacian (−∆)s also has an integral form as

(1.4) (−∆)su(x) := cd,sP.V.

ˆ

Rd

u(x) − u(y)

|x− y|d+2s
dy ,

where s ∈ (0, 1) and cd,s is a normalizing constant defined in (2.2). See [26] for a survey discussing
the equivalence of various definitions of (−∆)s.

The goal of this work is to introduce explicit formulae and give a firm analytical ground
for fractional powers of the Lamé-Navier operator L. Some of the results here have an analogue
for second-order uniformly elliptic operators with constant coefficients, such as the Laplacian.
However, in contrast to the Laplacian, the Lamé-Navier equations make up a strongly-coupled
Legendre-Hadamard elliptic system acting on vector-valued functions. When stating a result for
the operators Ls, we remark when necessary on the similarity of the proof to its already-existing
analogue for scalar operators.

Our process to define the fractional Lamé-Navier operator Ls starts in the same way as that
of (−∆)s; we find an explicit formula for the fractional power of the multiplier matrix associated
to the Lamé-Navier operator. This symmetric matrix, which we denote by M(ξ), is readily seen
to be

(1.5) M(ξ) := µ(2π|ξ|)2I+ (µ + λ)
(
2π
)2
ξ ⊗ ξ , ξ ∈ R

d ,

where I denotes the d × d identity matrix. Thanks to the rank-one ellipticity conditions (1.2)
the matrix M(ξ) is positive definite:

〈M(ξ)η,η〉 ≥ min{µ, 2µ + λ}|η|2 for all η ∈ R
d and for all ξ ∈ R

d .

Therefore M(ξ) has a unique positive power of s for each s ∈ (0, 1), which we calculate explicitly
in Lemma 2.1 below. Fourier inversion (see Section 2) gives the integro-differential operator
denoted as L

s:

Theorem 1.1. Let s ∈ (0, 1). For sufficiently smooth and integrable vector fields u : Rd → R
d,

the fractional s-power of the Lamé-Navier operator L is defined via the Fourier inversion formula

F(Lsu)(ξ) := Ms(ξ)û(ξ) ,

where the action of F is componentwise. The operator L
s has the explicit integral form

L
su(x) :=

(
(2s + 1)µs − (2µ + λ)s

2s

)
cd,s P.V.

ˆ

Rd

u(x)− u(y)

|x− y|d+2s
dy

+
(2µ + λ)s − µs

2s
κd,s P.V.

ˆ

Rd

(
(x− y)⊗ (x− y)

|x− y|2
)

u(x)− u(y)

|x− y|d+2s
dy ,

(1.6)

where x ∈ R
d and cd,s, κd,s are normalizing constants defined in (2.2) below.

The operator L
s exhibits strong coupling at its principal order. Indeed, the choice of

constant λ =
(
(2s + 1)1/s − 2

)
µ for any µ > 0 still satisfies the ellipticity conditions (1.2) and

the resulting form of Ls is

L
su(x) = µsκd,s P.V.

ˆ

Rd

(
(x− y)⊗ (x− y)

|x− y|2
)

u(x)− u(y)

|x− y|d+2s
dy ,

so each component of Lsu(x) involves all components of u via the projected difference quotient
(x − y) · (u(x) − u(y)). Theoretical results for scalar integro-differential equations (like those
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involving the fractional Laplacian) may not hold for the coupled system L
s. For example,

maximum principle techniques cannot be used. Nonlocal and fractional operators consisting
exclusively of strong coupling have been studied in [42] and we will refer to those results as
necessary throughout this work.

Although we introduce this operator using purely mathematical formalism, we demonstrate
that it appears in several different modeling applications: general nonlocal vector calculus, state-
based peridynamics, and the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map for elastic half-spaces. In what follows
we describe each of these in detail.

In the last several years notions of nonlocal vector calculus have been studied in various
contexts; see [3, 13, 15, 49]. We show that, in one of these contexts, the fractional Lamé-Navier
equation can be recovered as a linear combination of compositions of the “fractional divergence”
div s and the “fractional gradient” ∇s.

Theorem 1.2 (See Section 3). For sufficiently smooth functions u : Rd → R
d,

L
su(x) = −µs(−∆)su(x)−

(
(2µ + λ)s − µs

)
∇sdiv su(x) .

Peridynamics is a nonlocal continuum theory that has been applied in a variety of modeling
settings; for some recent developments see the book [8] and the references therein. A class
known as state-based peridynamic systems was introduced in [52] in order to model linear elastic
materials with arbitrary Poisson ratio in the context of peridynamics. Mathematical theory
for general state-based peridynamic operators has been developed in [2, 32, 33]. State-based
peridynamic operators involve a double integration. However, in [48] it was noted that this
double integration can, at least formally, be simplified so that any state-based peridynamic
operator can be written as a sum of “traditional” integro-differential operators. In Theorem 3.2
we show that in fact a state-based peridynamic operator coincides with the fractional Lamé-
Navier operator for a particular choice of parameters. In other words, a special case of the
peridynamic theory allows for the recovery of the exact fractional model introduced in this
work.

The third application appears in a classical partial differential model, namely the Lamé-
Navier system of equations which describe an infinite isotropic hyperelastic half-space. Its
Dirichlet-to-Neumann map (which is a nonlocal operator) has been used to great effect in recent
works that analyze the Peierls-Nabarro model of dislocations [18, 19].

Theorem 1.3 (See Section 3). Up to a choice of elastic constants, the Dirichlet-to-Neumann
map associated to a Lamé-Navier-harmonic system in the upper-half space coincides with that of

the operator L
1
2 .

It should be emphasized that, in contrast with the Laplacian, the Dirichlet-to-Neumann
map for a general elliptic equation or system will not be the square root of the same operator.
This is also the case with a general Lamé-Navier system. Nevertheless, the effective form of the
integral operators involved are the same; see Section 3 for details.

With these applications in mind, we turn to analysis. The fundamental solution defined
by an exact formula in (4.4) is used to establish basic calculus properties for L

su and their
resolvents (Ls)−1u = L

−su; see Theorem 4.3. These properties are then used to investigate the
interaction of Ls with the classical Hölder spaces Ck,α in Section 5. We establish basic mapping
properties, and prove regularity results such as local Schauder and C1,α estimates for solutions
u to L

su = f using the explicit form of the fundamental solution.

In the range of Bessel potential spaces, we prove a Sobolev inequality for L−s, and demon-
strate both a distributional and pointwise definition of Ls. To be precise, we are able to prove
an alternative characterization of Bessel potential vector fields in terms of the Lp-convergence
of the principal-value integrals defining L

s; see Theorem 6.2 for the statement. Although the
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same result for (−∆)s is well-known to experts, we could not find a direct reference to a detailed
proof in the literature1. Therefore we have included a comprehensive proof of the alternative
characterization for L

s in Sections 6 and 7. The proof is inspired by the results in [57] for
higher-order hypersingular operators. As a consequence of the pointwise definition we prove
strong solvability in the scale of Bessel spaces of the fractional elliptic system

L
su+ qu = f , q > 0 ,

posed on all of Euclidean space.

The fact that Ls is derived as the fractional power of an operator allows us to bring powerful
analysis tools to bear that are unavailable for general nonlocal operators. One of the most
celebrated techniques in the analysis of fractional operators is to analyze an extension problem
for a local degenerate elliptic equation at the expense of another variable. The equation is chosen
so that the fractional operator coincides with the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map. Results for the
nonlocal operator are then recovered from the local analogues for the extension problem. This
was done in [11] for the fractional Laplacian using modern analysis techniques; see [4, 27] for
approaches to general elliptic operators. In Section 8 we show that the fractional system L

s

can be realized as the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map of a linear degenerate elliptic system. The
following theorem is the formal summary of the section’s main results.

Theorem 1.4. For any u : Rd → R
d, there exists a unique U : Rd × [0,∞) → R

d belonging to
an appropriately weighted Sobolev space that solves the partial differential system

(1.7)

{
∂ttU(x, t) + 1−2s

t ∂tU(x, t) + µ∇xU(x, t) + (µ + λ)∇xdiv xU(x, t) = 0 ,

U(x, 0) = u(x) .

The Dirichlet-to-Neumann map
− lim

t→0
t1−2sU(x, t)

coincides with L
su(x) up to a multiplicative constant depending only on s.

Note that this extension system is strongly-coupled, and so the techniques used in [10,16] to
analyze the analogous extension problem for (−∆)s are not available. For example, a Harnack
inequality for the components of u is not expected to hold. Therefore, we state the existence of a
solution to the equations using a Poisson kernel, and uniqueness using a variational framework.

The last section of the paper is devoted to a nonlocal Dirichlet problem{
L
su = f , in Ω ,

u = 0 , in R
d \Ω ,

where Ω ⊂ R
d is a bounded domain. We use Hilbert space methods to prove the well posedness of

this problem in the spirit of [17,25]. Coercivity of the associated bilinear form will be obtained by
comparing the weighted Sobolev norms of the solution to (1.7) with the solution to the extension
problem for (−∆)s. In other words, we obtain a result for a nonlocal fractional system using
the local extension system.

In general we do not give proofs on the consistency of our results with their classical coun-
terparts as s → 1− or s → 0+. However, the reader can verify without difficulty that many of
the formulae (for fundamental solutions, Poisson kernels, etc.) agree formally with the classical
ones. In the case of inequalities we will sometimes state formal consistency results as a remark.

It is the author’s hope that the basic analysis contained in this work introduces another
common thread of understanding between the nonlocal and fractional communities in the context
of continuum mechanics modeling. For example, in the very recent preprint [50] an operator of
the form I1−s ◦ L is considered in the context of fractional elasticity. A fundamental solution
and a Korn-type inequality involving the fractional gradient is derived. An application of the

1There is a sketch of the proof in [54], but we are unable to fill in the details.
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identities in Section 3.1 reveal that such an operator is actually of the form L
s (although with

different material constants). Therefore, some of the results for Ls established in this work also
apply to I1−s ◦ L.

The manuscript is organized as follows: The next section introduces the definition of the
fractional Lamé-Navier operator for smooth functions. In Section 3 we demonstrate the ap-
pearance fractional Lamé-Navier operator in the aforementioned continuum models. Section 4
contains the derivation of the fundamental solution and calculus properties of the operator. Sec-
tion 5 contains mapping and regularity results in the context of Hölder spaces, and Section 6
contains similar results in the context of Bessel potential spaces with proofs in Section 7. We
introduce and analyze the degenerate elliptic extension system in the upper half-space in Sec-
tion 8, and then apply it to solve a variational problem in Section 9. Fourier transform formulae
and classical identities for special functions are collected in the appendix.

2. The Fractional Lamé-Navier Operator for Smooth Functions

To obtain the integral form of Ls in Theorem 1.1 we build on previous mathematical analysis
for fractional operators that exclusively consist of strong coupling; this work can be found
in [25, 34, 42–44]. First, we find the algebraic expression for fractional powers of the matrix
M(ξ).

Lemma 2.1. Let s > 0. Then for all ξ ∈ R
d

(2.1) Ms(ξ) :=
(
M(ξ)

)s
= µs(2π|ξ|)2sI+

(
(2µ + λ)s − µs

)
(2π|ξ|)2s ξ ⊗ ξ

|ξ|2 .

Proof. For any d× d symmetric positive definite matrix A written in diagonal form,

A = U−1 diag(λ1, . . . , λd)U ⇒ As = U−1 diag(λs1, . . . , λ
s
d)U .

We proceed to diagonalize M. For a fixed ξ ∈ R
d not equal to 0, let R(ξ) be a rotation (i.e.

RTR = I) such that R(ξ)ξ = |ξ|e1, where e1 is the unit vector (1, 0, . . . , 0). Then

M(ξ) = µ(2π|ξ|)2I+ (µ+ λ)
(
2π
)2(

RT (ξ)|ξ|e1
)
⊗
(
RT (ξ)|ξ|e1

)

= µ(2π|ξ|)2I+ (µ+ λ)(2π|ξ|)2RT (ξ)
(
e1 ⊗ e1

)
R(ξ) .

Since R is a rotation, we can write

M(ξ) = (2π|ξ|)2RT (ξ)
(
µI+ (µ + λ)

(
e1 ⊗ e1

))
R(ξ)

= (2π|ξ|)2RT (ξ) diag(2µ+ λ, µ, . . . , µ)R(ξ) .

Therefore, we take the s power, and then use that RT e1 =
ξ
|ξ| :

Ms(ξ) = (2π|ξ|)2sRT (ξ) diag((2µ + λ)s, µs, . . . , µs)R(ξ)

= (2π|ξ|)2sRT (ξ)
(
µsI+

(
(2µ + λ)s − µs

)
(e1 ⊗ e1)

)
R(ξ)

= (2π|ξ|)2s
(
µsI+

(
(2µ + λ)s − µs

)( ξ

|ξ| ⊗
ξ

|ξ|

))
.

�

Now, we define the positive normalizing constants cd,s and κd,s as

cd,s :=
22ssΓ(d2 + s)

πd/2Γ(1− s)
=

(
ˆ

Rd

1− cos(h1)

|h|d+2s
dh

)−1

,

κd,s := (d+ 2s)cd,s = (d+ 2s)
22ssΓ(d2 + s)

πd/2Γ(1− s)
,

(2.2)
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where Γ(a) for a > 0 denotes the Γ-function. We denote the class of scalar-valued Schwartz
functions by S (Rd), and we denote the class of Rd-valued Schwartz vector fields by S (Rd;Rd).
Its dual is denoted by S ′. Define the operator F

s as

(2.3) F
su(x) := κd,s P.V.

ˆ

Rd

(
(x− y)⊗ (x− y)

|x− y|2
)

u(x) − u(y)

|x− y|d+2s
dy ,

for d ≥ 2 and s ∈ (0, 1), and κd,s given in (2.2).

For smooth functions (i.e. functions in S ) we can dispense with the P.V. in front of the
integral by identifying F

s with the following operator characterized by the second-order difference
quotient. The proof follows by adapting line-by-line the proof of the analogous statement for
(−∆)s; see [40, Lemma 3.2].

Lemma 2.2. Let u ∈ S (Rd;Rd). Then the characterization

F
su(x) =

κd,s
2

ˆ

Rd

(
h⊗ h

|h|2
)

2u(x) − u(x+ h)− u(x− h)

|h|d+2s
dh

holds for all x ∈ R
d.

The operator F
s is introduced in [42], and properties of the constants cd,s and κd,s are

studied there as well. In particular we have the following formula for the Fourier symbol:

Theorem 2.3 (See [42, Section 2.1]). Let u ∈ S (Rd;Rd). Then for every ξ ∈ R
d

(2.4) F̂u(ξ) =
(
2π|ξ|

)2s
(
2s

ξ ⊗ ξ

|ξ|2 + I

)
û(ξ) .

Combining Lemma 2.1, the formulae (1.3)-(1.4) and Theorem 2.3, we obtain the integral
characterization of Ls:

Corollary 2.3.1. The integral operator L
s given in (1.6) is defined through the formula

L
su(x) = F−1 [Ms(ξ)û] (x)

in the following sense: For any u and v ∈ S (Rd;Rd)
ˆ

Rd

〈Ms(ξ)û(ξ), v̂(ξ)〉 dξ =

ˆ

Rd

〈Lsu(x),v(x)〉 dx .

The function L
su(x) is clearly defined pointwise for u ∈ S (Rd;Rd), and by Lemma 2.2 the

following second-order difference characterization holds:

L
su(x) :=

(
(2s+ 1)µs − (2µ + λ)s

2s

)
cd,s
2

ˆ

Rd

2u(x)− u(x+ h)− u(x− h)

|h|d+2s
dh

+
(2µ + λ)s − µs

2s

κd,s
2

ˆ

Rd

(
h⊗ h

|h|2
)

2u(x)− u(x+ h)− u(x− h)

|h|d+2s
dh .

L
su is in general not in S (Rd;Rd) due to the singularity of the derivatives of |ξ|2s at the origin,

but remains in C∞(Rd;Rd) since Ms(ξ)û is rapidly decreasing.

3. The Fractional Lamé-Navier Operator in Applications

3.1. Fractional Vector Calculus. It is obvious by definition that the operator L
s commutes

with translations and rotations, and is homogeneous of degree 2s. Thus the natural invariances
desired for nonlocal vector analysis are satisfied; see [49]. In fact, we can express L

s in terms of
the nonlocal gradient operators ∇s and div s, defined as

(3.1) ∇su(x) := kd,s

ˆ

Rd

u(y)− u(x)

|y − x|d+s
⊗ y− x

|y − x| dy
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and

(3.2) div su(x) := kd,s

ˆ

Rd

u(y)− u(x)

|y − x|d+s
· y − x

|y − x| dy

where the constant kd,s is given by

kd,s =
2sΓ(d+s+1

2 )

πd/2Γ(1−s
2 )

=

(
ˆ

Rd

1

|h|d+s−1

h1 sin(h1)

|h|2 dh

)−1

.

The constant kd,s is defined so that the Fourier transform is normalized:

F(∇su)(ξ) = (2π|ξ|)s−1
(
û(ξ)⊗ (2πıξ)

)
,

F(div su)(ξ) = (2π|ξ|)s−1
(
û(ξ) · (2πıξ)

)
.

(3.3)

See [46,47] for these identities and other properties. It is easy to obtain a proof of Theorem 1.2
using these identities:

Theorem 3.1. For any u ∈ S (Rd;Rd),

(3.4) L
su(x) = −µs(−∆)su(x)−

(
(2µ + λ)s − µs

)
∇sdiv su(x) .

Proof. We use the Fourier transform. By the formulae (3.3) and by the identity div s ◦ ∇s =
(−∆)s (see [13, 49])

F(div s ◦ ∇su)(ξ) = −(2π|ξ|)2sû(ξ) ,

F(∇s ◦ div su)(ξ) = (2π|ξ|)2s−2
(
û(ξ) · (2πıξ)

)
(2πıξ) = −(2π|ξ|)2s ξ ⊗ ξ

|ξ|2 û(ξ) ,

and the equality follows from (2.1). �

We remark here that we can write L
s in a kind of divergence form in terms of the operators

∇s and div s. Define the fractional stress tensor σs(u) by

σs(u) := 2µs∇s
symu+

(
(2µ + λ)s − 2µs

)
(tr∇s

symu)I ,

where ∇s
symu := 1

2(∇su+ (∇su)T ). Then for any u ∈ S (Rd;Rd)

L
su = −div sσs(u) .

3.2. A State-Based Peridynamic Operator. The formulation for state-based peridynamic
operators that we use here is based on those in [2,3,32,51]. For homogeneous isotropic materials
the operator takes the form

Lsbu(x)

:= C1(µ, λ)

ˆ

Rd

ρ1(|x− y|)(x− y) ⊗ (x− y)

|x− y|2
(
u(x)− u(y)

)
dy

+ C2(µ, λ)

ˆ

Rd

ˆ

Rd

ρ2(|x− y|)ρ2(|y − z|)

×
[(

x− y

|x− y| ⊗
y − z

|y − z|

)(
u(y) − u(z)

)
−
(

x− y

|x− y| ⊗
x− z

|x− z|

)(
u(x)− u(z)

)]
dzdy

for material constants C1(µ, λ) and C2(µ, λ) and for kernels ρ1 and ρ2. If we allow ρ1(|x|) and
ρ2(|x|) to have a singularity at the origin, then we can cast the fractional Lamé-Navier operator
as a special class of state-based peridynamic operators.

Theorem 3.2. Let C1(µ, λ) = µs and C2(µ, λ) = (2µ + λ)s − (2s + 1)µs, and set ρ1(|η|) =
κd,s|η|−d−2s and ρ2(|η|) = kd,s|η|−d−s. Then for all u ∈ S (Rd;Rd)

Lsbu = L
su .
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Proof. Using the definitions (2.3), (3.1) and (3.2),

Lsbu(x) = µsFsu(x)

+ C2(µ, λ)

ˆ

Rd

kd,s
|x− y|d+s

[(
ˆ

Rd

kd,s
|y − z|d+s

(
u(y) − u(z)

)
· y− z

|y − z| dz
)

−
(
ˆ

Rd

kd,s
|x− z|d+s

(
u(x)− u(z)

)
· x− z

|x− z| dz
)]

x− y

|x− y| dy

= µsFsu(x)

+ C2(µ, λ)

ˆ

Rd

kd,s
|x− y|d+s

(
div su(y)− div su(x)

) x− y

|x− y| dy

= µsFsu(x) −
(
(2µ + λ)s − (2s + 1)µs

)
∇sdiv su(x) .

The result then follows from the Fourier transform formulae (2.4) and (3.3). �

Note that if we let s = 1 in C1 and C2 in the above theorem, then we obtain the same
material constants that appear in [2, Equation 2.2]. However, the model in that work is valid for
a much more general class of kernels ρ1 and ρ2. So we can think of the fractional Lamé-Navier
operator as a tradeoff; we use the clean-cut theory for fractional powers of operators at the
expense of flexibility in the modeling parameters. We also note here that this theorem provides
a rigorous justification of the calculations made in [48] in the special case of fractional kernels.

3.3. The Dirichlet-to-Neumann Map Associated to the Lamé-Navier System. In this
section we find an explicit form of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map associated to the classical
Lamé-Navier system of equations in the upper half-space. Consider the system of equations

(3.5)

{
−µ̃∆v(x, xd+1)− (µ̃ + λ̃)∇(divv(x, xd+1)) = 0 , (x, xd+1) ∈ R

d+1
+ = R

d × (0,∞) ,

v(x, 0) = g(x) , x ∈ R
d .

where µ̃ > 0, 2µ̃ + λ̃ > 0, v = (u, vd+1) : Rd+1
+ → R

d+1 and g = (f , gd+1) : Rd → R
d+1.

The partial differential operators are taken here with respect to the (x, xd+1) variable, i.e.

∆ =
∑d+1

j=1 ∂jj, ∇ = (∂1, . . . , ∂d, ∂d+1), and div =
∑d+1

j=1 ∂j . The natural Neumann boundary

condition for the associated variational problem is given by prescribing the values of (µ̃∇v +

(µ̃ + λ̃)div vI)ν on the hyperplane {t = 0} where ν = −ed+1 is the outward unit normal to

R
d+1
+ . The Dirichlet-to-Neumann map is therefore defined by

D
µ̃,λ̃

g(x) := −µ̃∂d+1v(x, 0) − (µ̃ + λ̃)div v(x, 0)ed+1 .

By the divergence theorem it is clear that D
µ̃,λ̃

is a map from L 1/2,2(Rd;Rd+1) to its dual

L −1/2,2(Rd;Rd+1), but we state the following theorem for Schwartz functions in order to em-
phasize the explicit calculations.

Theorem 3.3. Let f ∈ S (Rd;Rd), and let gd+1 ∈ S (Rd). Suppose v is the unique solution of
(3.5) (see [29] for details). Then the first d components and the last component of the Dirichlet-
to-Neumann map decouple, i.e. (D

µ̃,λ̃
g)i depends only on f for 1 ≤ i ≤ d and (D

µ̃,λ̃
g)d+1

depends only on gd+1. We denote the first d components of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map as
Λ

µ̃,λ̃
f , and it has the expression

(3.6) Λ
µ̃,λ̃

f(x) =
2µ̃2

3µ̃ + λ̃

2

ωd

ˆ

Rd

f(x)− f(y)

|y − x|d+1
dy

+
µ̃(µ̃+ λ̃)

3µ̃ + λ̃

2(d+ 1)

ωd

ˆ

Rd

(x− y)⊗ (x− y)

|x− y|2
f(x)− f(y)

|y − x|d+1
dy ,
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where ωd := 2π
d+1
2

Γ(d+1
2

)
is the surface measure of the unit sphere S

d ⊂ R
d+1. The last component

(D
µ̃,λ̃

g)d+1, which we denote by Λ
µ̃,λ̃
gd+1, has the expression

(3.7) Λ
µ̃,λ̃
gd+1(x) =

2µ̃(2µ̃+ λ̃)

3µ̃+ λ̃
(−∆)

1
2 gd+1(x) .

Proof. We need to find

Λ
µ̃,λ̃

f(x) = −µ̃∂d+1u(x, 0)

and

Λ
µ̃,λ̃
gd+1(x) = −(2µ̃+ λ̃)∂tvd+1(x, 0) − (µ̃ + λ̃)div xu(x, 0) .

We will use the Poisson kernel P
µ̃,λ̃

: Rd× (0,∞) → R
(d+1)×(d+1) associated to the Lamé-Navier

equation; see [29] for definitions and properties. The unique solution to (3.5) is the Poisson
integral

v(x, t) =

ˆ

Rd

P
µ̃,λ̃

(x− y, t)g(y) dy ,

that is,

(3.8) v(x, t) =
2µ̃

3µ̃+ λ̃

2

ωd

ˆ

Rd

t
(
|x− y|2 + t2

) d+1
2

g(y) dy

+
µ̃+ λ̃

3µ̃+ λ̃

2(d + 1)

ωd

ˆ

Rd

[
(x− y)⊗ (x− y) t(x− y)

t(x− y) t2

]
t

(
|x− y|2 + t2

) d+3
2

g(y) dy .

Since
´

Rd Pµ̃,λ̃
(x−y, t) dy = Id+1 for every t > 0 and every x ∈ R

d, it follows that ∂t
´

Rd Pµ̃,λ̃
(x−

y, t) dy is the zero matrix. So

∂tv(x, t) =

ˆ

Rd

∂tPµ̃,λ̃
(x− y, t)(g(y) − g(x)) dy .

Computing directly, we see that div xu(x, 0) ≡ 0, and

(3.9) ∂tv(x, 0) =
2µ̃

3µ̃ + λ̃

2

ωd

ˆ

Rd

g(y) − g(x)

|x− y|d+1
dy

+
µ̃+ λ̃

3µ̃ + λ̃

2(d + 1)

ωd

ˆ

Rd

[
(x− y)⊗ (x− y) 0

0 0

]
g(y) − g(x)

|x− y|d+3
dy .

Then reading off the first d components gives (3.6) and reading off the last component gives
(3.7). The expression (3.7) follows from the form of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map associated
to the classical Laplacian; for instance see [11] and works cited therein. �

Note that when s = 1
2 the constant cd,s =

Γ(d+1
2

)

π
d+1
2

= 2
ωd

. Then κd,s = 2(d+1)
ωd

, and therefore

the operator Λ
µ̃,λ̃

will coincide with the half-power of the Lamé-Navier operator L
1
2 when the

elastic constants in both formulae satisfy a certain relation. We record this in the following
corollary:

Corollary 3.3.1. Let µ, λ denote the elastic constants associated to the operator L in (1.1),

and let µ̃, λ̃ be as in (3.5) with Λ
µ̃,λ̃

as in (3.6). Then for any function u ∈ S (Rd;Rd)

Λ
µ̃,λ̃

u(x) = L
1
2u(x)

if and only if

µ = µ̃2 and 2µ + λ =

(
2µ̃(2µ̃ + λ̃)

3µ̃ + λ̃

)2

.
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4. Properties of the Fractional Lamé-Navier Operator

4.1. The Fundamental Solution. The fractional Laplacian has a fundamental solution that
is well-studied in its own right, see [54]. Formally, the fundamental solution Φs is given via the
Fourier identity

(4.1) Φ̂s(ξ) = (2π|ξ|)−2s in S
′(Rd) ,

i.e.
ˆ

Rd

(2π|ξ|)−2sv(ξ) dξ =

ˆ

Rd

Φs(x)v̂(x) dx for all v ∈ S (Rd) .

In fact, Φs is given by the Riesz kernel

Φs(x) =
gd,s

|x|d−2s
, where gd,s :=

Γ
(
d
2 − s

)

πd/222sΓ(s)
.

Therefore, solutions to the Poisson equation associated to (−∆)s are formally given by the Riesz
Potential Is defined as

Isu(x) = Φs ∗ u(x) ,
Isu(x) is a well-defined functional on S (Rd) for all s ∈ (0, d2 ), and it satisfies the Fourier identity

(4.2) F(Isu)(ξ) = (2π|ξ|)−2sû(ξ) in S
′(Rd)

for all u ∈ S (Rd).

We formally define negative fractional powers of the Lamé-Navier operator in the same way,
beginning with Fourier inversion:

F(L−su)(ξ) :=
[
Ms(ξ)

]−1
û(x) .

Henceforth use the notation L
−s = E

s. In the range s ∈ (0, d2 ), E
s has an explicit expression as

an integral operator;

(4.3) E
su(x) := Ψs ∗ u(x) ,

where the matrix field Ψs : Rd → R
d×d is defined as

Ψs(x) :=
γd,s

µs(2µ+ λ)s

[
(2s− 1)(2µ + λ)s + µs

d− 2s

1

|x|d−2s
I

+
(
(2µ + λ)s − µs

) 1

|x|d−2s

x⊗ x

|x|2
](4.4)

and the constant γd,s is defined as

(4.5) γd,s :=
Γ(d+2−2s

2 )

22sπd/2Γ(1 + s)
.

This formal identification is made rigorous in Theorem 4.1 and Proposition 4.2.

Theorem 4.1. Let d ≥ 2 and s ∈ (0, d2). Then Ψs ∈ S ′(Rd;Rd), and

F(Ψs)(ξ) =
[
Ms(ξ)

]−1
in S

′(Rd;Rd) .

Proposition 4.2. The operator E
s is a well-defined and continuous operator on S (Rd;Rd).

For any u ∈ S (Rd;Rd) we have

F(Esu)(ξ) =
[
Ms(ξ)

]−1
û(ξ) in S

′(Rd;Rd) .

We call Es the Lamé-Navier-Riesz potential of order s. For s ∈ (0, 1) the Lamé-Navier-Riesz
potential is a type of “fundamental solution” for the fractional Lamé-Navier equations; this will
be discussed further in Section 5.
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proof of Theorem 4.1. It is easy to see that Ψs ∈ S ′(Rd;Rd). Next, note that for a, b ∈ R the

matrix aI+bξ⊗ξ
|ξ|2

is invertible so long as a 6= 0 and a 6= −b, with inverse given by a−1(I− b
a+b

ξ⊗ξ
|ξ|2

).

Thus we have

(4.6)
[
Ms(ξ)

]−1
=

1

µs
1

(2π|ξ|)2s I+
(

1

(2µ+ λ)s
− 1

µs

)
1

(2π|ξ|)2s
ξ ⊗ ξ

|ξ|2

for any s > 0. Therefore
[
Ms(ξ)

]−1 ∈ S ′(Rd;Rd×d), and so we can compute its inverse Fourier
transform. Using (4.1) and (A.2)

F−1
([

Ms(·)
]−1
)
(x)

=
1

µs
F−1

[
1

(2π|ξ|)2s
]
I+

(
1

(2µ+ λ)s
− 1

µs

)
F−1

[
1

(2π|ξ|)2s
ξ ⊗ ξ

|ξ|2
]

=
gd,s
µs

1

|x|d−2s
I+

(
1

(2µ + λ)s
− 1

µs

)
γd,s

|x|d−2s

(
1

d− 2s
I− x⊗ x

|x|2
)
.

Using the identity aΓ(a) = Γ(a+ 1) for a > 0, we see that γd,s =
d−2s
2s gd,s. Therefore,

F−1
([

Ms(·)
]−1
)
(x)

=
2s

µs
γd,s
d− 2s

1

|x|d−2s
I+

(
1

(2µ + λ)s
− 1

µs

)
γd,s

|x|d−2s

(
1

d− 2s
I− x⊗ x

|x|2
)
.

We obtain the expression on the right-hand side of (4.4) after straightforward algebraic manip-
ulations. �

4.2. Functional Calculus and Distributional Forms. The following theorem is now appar-
ent using the Fourier transform formulae:

Theorem 4.3. Let u v ∈ S (Rd;Rd). Let d ≥ 2, and let s, t ∈ (−d
2 , 1]. Then

L
1u = lim

s→1−
L
su = Lu

and
L
0u = lim

s→0+
L
su = u .

For d ≥ 3, L
−1u = Eu is the fundamental solution associated to L (See [35, Section 10.3]).

Moreover,
(Ls ◦ Lt)u = L

s+tu

whenever s+ t ∈ (−d
2 , 1], and

ˆ

Rd

〈Lsu(x),v(x)〉 dx =

ˆ

Rd

〈u(x),Lsv(x)〉 dx .

Although L
su is not a Schwartz function for u ∈ S , it still satisfies a decay property. This

decay, proved in the theorem below, is a straightforward adaptation of [20, Proposition 2.9].

Theorem 4.4. Let u ∈ S (Rd;Rd). For every |x| ≥ 1, we have

(4.7) |Lsu(x)| ≤ C|x|−d−2s ,

where C = C(µ, λ, d, s,u).

In the subsequent sections, we will demonstrate how far calculations involving L
s can be

extended. The operator is so far defined only for very smooth functions, but thanks to the
decay rate (4.7) we can extend the definition by duality following the strategy in [9,20,53]. Let
Ss(R

d;Rd) be the locally convex topological space defined by

Ss(R
d;Rd) :=

{
u ∈ C∞(Rd;Rd) : sup

x∈Rd

(1 + |x|d+2s)|Dγu(x)| <∞ , γ ∈ N
d
0

}
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equipped with the family of seminorms

[u]Ss,γ(Rd) := sup
x∈Rd

(1 + |x|d+2s)|Dγu(x)| , γ ∈ N
d
0 .

Let S ′
s(R

d;Rd) denote the topological dual of Ss(R
d;Rd). It is straightforward to check using

(4.7) that L
su ∈ Ss(R

d;Rd) whenever u ∈ S (Rd;Rd). We can then define L
s on the space

S ′
s(R

d;Rd) by duality since L
s is of a symmetric form; for u ∈ S ′

s(R
d;Rd) and v ∈ Ss(R

d;Rd)

〈Lsu,v〉 := 〈u,Lsv〉 .

The spaces described above are very specialized. In what follows we will be able to apply
L
s to functions belonging to a subset of a weighted Lebesgue space. Define the space L1

s(R
d;Rd)

by

(4.8) L1
s(R

d;Rd) :=

{
u ∈ L1

loc(R
d;Rd) : ‖u‖L1

s(R
d) :=

ˆ

Rd

|u(x)|
1 + |x|d+2s

dx <∞
}
.

We note that L1
s(R

d;Rd) ⊂ S ′
s(R

d;Rd), since for u ∈ L1
s(R

d;Rd) and ϕ ∈ Ss(R
d;Rd)

ˆ

Rd

〈u(x),ϕ(x)〉 dx =

ˆ

Rd

〈
u(x)

1 + |x|d+2s
, (1 + |x|d+2s)ϕ(x)

〉
dx ≤ ‖u‖L1

s(R
d) [ϕ]Ss,0(Rd) .

Additionally, Lp(Rd) ⊂ L1
s(R

d;Rd) for p ∈ [1,∞].

5. L
s and Hölder Spaces

The next theorems concerning the mapping properties of Ls are analogues of results from [53]
for the fractional Laplacian. Just as in those works, the proofs here rely on estimates of the full
difference u(x)−u(y), and so the coupled nature of the operator does not play an essential role.
Therefore if the proof for L

s is very similar to the analogous proof for (−∆)s then we state it
without proof.

Theorem 5.1 (See [53, Proposition 2.4] and [20]). Let Ω ⊂ R
d be a domain. Suppose that

u ∈ L1
s(R

d;Rd), and that for some ε > 0

u ∈
{
C0,2s+ε(Ω;Rd) when s ∈ (0, 1/2) ,

C1,2s+ε−1(Ω;Rd) when s ∈ [1/2, 1) .

Then L
su is a continuous function on Ω, with values given by (1.6).

Theorem 5.2. Let Ω ⊂ R
d be a bounded domain. Let k ∈ N. Suppose that u ∈ L1

s(R
d;Rd) and

u ∈
{
Ck,2s+ε(Ω;Rd) , s ∈ (0, 1/2) ,

Ck+1,2s+ε−1(Ω;Rd) , s ∈ [1/2, 1) ,

for some ε > 0. Then for any s ∈ (0, 1), Lsu is in Ck(Ω;Rd), with values given by (1.6).

Proof. The result follows (by induction) in exactly the same way as that of Theorem 5.1 after
noting that L

s commutes with derivatives ∂xj
for any j. �

Theorem 5.3 (See [53, Proposition 2.5]). Suppose u ∈ C0,α(Rd;Rd) for α ∈ (2s, 1]. Then
L
su ∈ C0,α−2s(Rd;Rd), with the estimate

(5.1) [Lsu]C0,α−2s(Rd) ≤ C[u]C0,α(Rd) ,

where the constant C depends only on d, s and α.
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Theorem 5.4 (See [53, Proposition 2.6]). Suppose u ∈ C1,α(Rd;Rd) for α ∈ (max{0, 2s−1}, 1].

If α > 2s, then L
su ∈ C1,α−2s(Rd;Rd) and

(5.2) [Lsu]C1,α−2s(Rd) ≤ C[u]C1,α(Rd) .

If α < 2s, then L
su ∈ C0,α−2s+1(Rd;Rd) and

(5.3) [Lsu]C0,α−2s+1(Rd) ≤ C[u]C1,α(Rd) .

The constant C depends only on d, s and α.

Theorem 5.5 (See [53, Proposition 2.7]). Let k ∈ N, k 6= 1. Suppose that u ∈ L1
s(R

d;Rd) and
u ∈ Ck,α for α ∈ (0, 1]. Suppose also that (k + α− 2s)− ⌊k + α− 2s⌋ 6= 0. Then

L
su ∈ C⌊k+α−2s⌋,(k+α−2s)−⌊k+α−2s⌋(Rd;Rd) ,

with the estimate

[Lsu]C⌊k+α−2s⌋,(k+α−2s)−⌊k+α−2s⌋(Rd) ≤ C[u]Ck,α(Rd) .

The constant C depends on d, k, s, and α.

With these mapping properties in hand we can now establish Schauder estimates for solu-
tions of Lsu = f .

Theorem 5.6 (See [53, Proposition 2.8]). Let f ∈ C0,α(Rd;Rd) for α ∈ (0, 1] and let u ∈
L∞(Rd;Rd). Suppose that Lsu(x) = f(x) for all x ∈ R

d.

If α+ 2s < 1, then u ∈ C0,α+2s(Rd;Rd), with

(5.4) [u]C0,α+2s(Rd) ≤ C
(
‖u‖L∞(Rd) + ‖f‖C0,α(Rd)

)
,

and the constant C depends only on d, s and α.

If α+ 2s > 1, then u ∈ C1,α+2s−1(Rd;Rd), with

(5.5) [u]C1,α+2s−1(Rd) ≤ C
(
‖u‖L∞(Rd) + ‖f‖C0,α(Rd)

)
,

and the constant C depends only on d, s and α.

Proof. In the case α+ 2s ≤ 1, we will show that

(5.6) [u]C0,α+2s(B(0,1/4)) ≤ C(d, s, α)
(
‖u‖L∞(Rd) + ‖f‖C0,α(Rd)

)
.

By translation invariance of the estimates we can repeat the argument on B(x0, 1/4) for any
point x0 ∈ R

d, and thus obtain (5.4).

Let η be a mollifier belonging to C∞
c (B(0, 2)) with η ≡ 1 on B(0, 1). Define

ũ(x) := E
s[ηf ](x) =

ˆ

Rd

Ψs(x− y)η(y)f(y) dy .

Then

|ũ(x)| ≤ C ‖f‖L∞(Rd)

ˆ

Rd

η(y)

|x− y|d−2s
dy = C ‖f‖L∞(Rd) I

sη(x) ,

where C depends on d, s, µ and λ. Therefore L
sũ exists as a distribution in S ′

s(R
d;Rd) and

〈Ls(u− ũ),ϕ〉 = 0 for all ϕ ∈ C∞
c (B(0, 1/2)) .

So L
s(u − ũ) = 0 in B(0, 1/2) and thus L(u − ũ) = 0 in B(0, 1/2). We can then use the fact

that L is a hypoelliptic operator, and use derivative estimates obtained from the mean value
formula for L (see [35, Theorem 10.20] for details) to arrive at the estimate

(5.7) [u− ũ]C0,α+2s(B(0,1/2)) ≤ C
(
‖u‖L∞(Rd) + ‖f‖L∞(Rd)

)
.
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All we need to do now is show the same estimate for ũ. If s < 1/2, then E
s[ηf ] = L

1−s ◦ E[ηf ].
From the C2,α-estimates for the Poisson equation Lv = ηf (c.f. [21]) we have

[E[ηf ]]C2,α(B(0,1/2)) ≤ C ‖f‖C0,α(B(0,2)) .

Therefore by Theorem 5.5

(5.8) [ũ]C0,α+2s(B(0,1/4)) ≤ C[E[ηf ]]C2,α(B(0,1/2)) ≤ C ‖f‖C0,α(B(0,2)) ,

which combined with (5.7) gives (5.6). So (5.4) is proved. The estimate (5.5) follows by using
exactly the same argument. �

Theorem 5.7 (See [53, Proposition 2.9]). Let d ≥ 3, f ∈ L∞(Rd;Rd) and let u ∈ L∞(Rd;Rd).
Suppose that Lsu(x) = f(x) for all x ∈ R

d.

If 2s < 1, then u ∈ C0,α(Rd;Rd) for any α < 2s, with

(5.9) [u]C0,α(Rd) ≤ C
(
‖u‖L∞(Rd) + ‖f‖L∞(Rd)

)
,

and the constant C depends only on d, s and α.

If 2s > 1, then u ∈ C1,α(Rd;Rd) for any α < 2s− 1, with

(5.10) [u]C1,α(Rd) ≤ C
(
‖u‖L∞(Rd) + ‖f‖L∞(Rd)

)
,

and the constant C depends only on d, s and α.

Proof. The proof is identical to the proof of Theorem 5.6, except we use C1,α estimates for
solutions to Lv = ηf instead of the C2,α estimates. We could not find a reference in the
literature for this estimate, so we reproduce it in the next lemma. �

Lemma 5.8. Let d ≥ 3, and suppose that Lv = f for all x ∈ B(0, 1), with f ∈ L∞(B(0, 2)) and
f = 0 outside of B(0, 2). Then for any α ∈ (0, 1)

(5.11) ‖v‖C1,α(B(0,1/2)) ≤ C ‖f‖L∞(B(0,2)) ,

where the constant C depends only on d and α.

Proof. The solution is given by

v(x) :=

ˆ

B(0,2)
Ψs(x− z)f(z) dz ,

which is clearly in L∞(B(0, 1/2)).

For k ∈ {1, . . . , d} and x, y ∈ B(0, 1/2) we have

|∂kv(x) − ∂kv(y)| ≤ C(d, µ, λ) ‖f‖L∞(B(0,2))

×
∑

i,j,k

ˆ

B(0,2)

(∣∣∣∣
zk − xk
|z− x|d − zk − yk

|z− y|d
∣∣∣∣ δij

+

∣∣∣∣
(zi − xi)(zj − xj)(zk − xk)

|z− x|d+2
− (zi − yi)(zj − yj)(zk − yk)

|z− y|d+2

∣∣∣∣

+

∣∣∣∣
zj − xj
|z− x|d − zj − yj

|z− y|d
∣∣∣∣ δik +

∣∣∣∣
zi − xi
|z− x|d − zi − yi

|z− y|d
∣∣∣∣ δjk

)
dz .

We split the integration domain into two regions B(x, 2|x−y|) and B(0, 2)\B(x, 2|x−y|). For
the first integral, each term has the bound

C

|z− x|d−1
+

C

|z− y|d−1
,
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where C depends only on the dimension d. Since B(x, 2|x−y|) ⊂ B(y, 3|x−y|), after integrating
in polar coordinates the first integral is majorized by

C

ˆ

B(0,2|x−y|)

1

|z|d−1
dz+ C

ˆ

B(0,3|x−y|)

1

|z|d−1
dz = C|x− y| .

As for the second integral, by the mean value theorem each term has the bound

C|x− y|
|w − z|d ,

where C depends only on the dimension d and where w is some fixed value in B(x, |x − y|)
depending on x and y. Then since R

d \B(x, 2|x− y|) ⊂ R
d \B(w, |x− y|) the second integral

is majorized by

C

ˆ

B(0,2)\B(w,|x−y|)

|x− y|
|w − z|d dz = C|x− y| ln

(
2

|x− y|

)
.

Putting these two bounds together gives the “log-Lipschitz” bound on the partial derivative

|∂kv(x)− ∂kv(y)| ≤ C ‖f‖L∞(B(0,2)) |x− y| ln
(

2

|x− y|

)
for all x,y ∈ B(0, 1/2) .

Then the estimate (5.11) follows from the fact that for any α ∈ (0, 1) there exists a C such that
t ln(2/t) ≤ Ctα for all t ∈ [0, 1]. �

6. L
s and Bessel Potential Spaces

6.1. Notation. For 1 < p <∞ and for s > 0 denote the Bessel potential spaces

L
s,p(Rd;Rd) := {u ∈ S

′(Rd;Rd) : F−1
(
(1 + 4π2|ξ|2)s/2û

)
∈ Lp(Rd;Rd)} ,

with norm

‖u‖
L s,p(Rd) :=

∥∥∥F−1
(
(1 + 4π2|ξ|2)s/2û

)∥∥∥
Lp(Rd)

.

We denote the dual of L s,p(Rd;Rd) as L −s,p′(Rd;Rd). Denote the homogeneous spaces

L̇
s,p(Rd;Rd) := {u ∈ S

′(Rd;Rd) : F−1
(
(4π2|ξ|2)s/2û

)
= (−∆)

s
2u ∈ Lp(Rd;Rd)} ,

and denote the seminorm

[u]
L̇ s,p(Rd) :=

∥∥∥(−∆)
s
2u

∥∥∥
Lp(Rd)

.

Then

‖u‖
L̇ s,p(Rd) ≈ ‖u‖Lp(Rd) + [u]

L̇ s,p(Rd) .

When p = 2, L s,2 has an equivalent characterization via the Gagliardo seminorm (see [39,
Proposition 3.6]):

(6.1) [u]2
H s(Rd) :=

ˆ

Rd

ˆ

Rd

|u(x)− u(y)|2
|x− y|d+2s

dy dx =
2

cd,s
[u]2

L̇ s,2(Rd)
=

2

cd,s

∥∥∥(−∆)
s
2u

∥∥∥
2

L2(Rd)
.

6.2. Negative Powers of L. The Lamé-Navier potentials E
s satisfy the following Sobolev

inequality:

Theorem 6.1. Let s ∈ (0, d2), let p ∈ (1,∞) and let p∗ := dp
d−2sp . Let u ∈ Lp(Rd;Rd). Then the

integral defining E
su converges absolutely for almost every x ∈ R

d. Furthermore, there exists
C = C(d, s, p, µ, λ) such that

‖Esu‖Lp∗(Rd) ≤ C ‖u‖Lp(Rd) .
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If p = 1, then E
su is still defined by an absolutely convergent integral, and there exists C =

C(d, s, µ, λ) such that

∣∣{x : |Esu(x)| > λ}
∣∣ ≤ C

(
‖u‖L1(Rd)

λ

) n
n−2s

, ∀λ > 0 .

Proof. Using the definition of Ψs, we have

|Esu(x)| ≤ C(d, s, µ, λ)

ˆ

Rd

|u(x− y)|
|y|d−2s

dy = C Is(|u|)(x) .

The proof then proceeds exactly as that of [24, Theorem 1.2.3] or [54, Chapter V, Theorem
1]. �

6.3. Positive Powers of L: Pointwise Definition. The goal of this subsection is to prove
the following:

Theorem 6.2. Let u : Rd → R
d, 0 < s < 1 and 1 < p <∞. Define for ε > 0

(6.2) L
s
εu(x) :=

(
(2s+ 1)µs − (2µ+ λ)s

2s

)
cd,s

ˆ

|x−y|≥ε

u(x)− u(y)

|x− y|d+2s
dy

+
(2µ + λ)s − µs

2s
κd,s

ˆ

|x−y|≥ε

(
(x− y)⊗ (x− y)

|x− y|2
)

u(x) − u(y)

|x− y|d+2s
dy .

Then u ∈ L 2s,p(Rd;Rd) if and only if Ls
εu(x) converges in Lp(Rd;Rd) as ε → 0 to a function

u0. Moreover, there exists a constant C(d, s) > 0 such that

C−1 ‖u‖
L 2s,p(Rd) ≤ ‖u0‖Lp(Rd) ≤ C ‖u‖

L 2s,p(Rd) .

Since any function in L 2s,p(Rd;Rd) defines a tempered distribution, the operators L
s
εu

converge to the L
su in the topology on S ′

s(R
d;Rd). By Theorem 6.2, we can identify the

operator L
su with the Lp(Rd;Rd) function u0(x) (this is exactly how the fractional Laplacian

is defined to act on functions in L 2s,p(Rd)). Therefore we have a new characterization of vector
fields in Bessel potential spaces:

L
2s,p(Rd;Rd) =

{
u ∈ Lp(Rd;Rd) : Lsu ∈ Lp(Rd;Rd)

}
, s ∈ (0, 1) and p ∈ (1,∞) .

Theorem 6.2 follows from the analogous theorem for (−∆)s (see [54, 57]) and the following
theorem:

Theorem 6.3. Let u ∈ L 2s,p(Rd;Rd) with 0 < s < 1 and 1 < p <∞. Define for ε > 0

(6.3) F
s
εu(x) := κd,s

ˆ

|x−y|≥ε

(
(x− y) ⊗ (x− y)

|x− y|2
)

u(x)− u(y)

|x− y|d+2s
dy .

Then F
s
εu(x) converges in Lp(Rd;Rd) as ε→ 0 to a function vs that satisfies the estimate

(6.4) ‖vs‖Lp(Rd) ≤ C ‖u‖L2s,p(Rd) ,

where C depends only on d and s.

We postpone the proof of Theorem 6.3 to the next section and focus on several of its
consequences here. First, Theorem 6.2 allows us to state the mapping properties of Ls on Bessel
potential spaces:

Theorem 6.4. Let s ∈ (0, 1), 1 < p < ∞, and t ≥ 0. Then the operator L
s is a well-defined

map from L t+2s,p(Rd;Rd) to L t,p(Rd;Rd).

Next, the following strong solvability result in Bessel spaces holds for the positive-definite
operator L

s + qI on all of Euclidean space.
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Theorem 6.5. For 1 < p <∞ and q > 0, corresponding to any f ∈ Lp(Rd;Rd) the equation

L
su(x) + qu(x) = f(x) , x ∈ R

d ,

has a unique strong solution u ∈ L 2s,p(Rd;Rd) satisfying the estimate

‖u‖
L 2s,p(Rd) ≤ C ‖f‖Lp(Rd)

for C depending only on d, s, p and q.

Proof. Thanks to Theorem 6.2 the action of Ls on Bessel functions is well-defined. Thus the
theorem will be proved if we follow the same procedure used to prove [34, Theorem 2.3]. We
just need to show that for any q > 0 the Fourier matrix symbols

M
s(ξ) := (1 + 4π2|ξ|2)−s(M(ξ)s + qI) and [Ms(ξ)]−1

are both Lp-multipliers.

To see this we invoke [34, Lemma 4.1]. The symbols Ms(ξ) and [Ms(ξ)]−1 have the explicit
expressions

M
s(ξ) =

(
4π2|ξ|2

1 + 4π2|ξ|2
)s(

µsI+
(
(2µ+ λ)s − µs

)ξ ⊗ ξ

|ξ|2
)
+

q

(1 + 4π2|ξ|2)s ,

[Ms(ξ)]−1 =
(1 + 4π2|ξ|2)s
µs(4π2|ξ|2)s + q

(
I−

(
(2µ + λ)s − µs

)
(4π2|ξ|2)s

(2µ + λ)s(4π2|ξ|2)s + q

ξ ⊗ ξ

|ξ|2

)
.

This multiplier and its inverse are exactly of the forms considered in [34, Lemma 4.1], and so by
a line-by-line adaptation of that proof Ms(ξ) and [Ms(ξ)]−1 are Lp-multipliers. �

6.4. Positive Powers of L: Distributional Definition. We can use nonlocal integration by
parts to define a distributional form of Lsu for functions belonging to a Bessel space of order
less than 2s. For the moment let u,ϕ ∈ C∞

c (Rd;Rd). For ε > 0 and L
s
ε as in (6.2),

ˆ

Rd

L
s
εu(x) ·ϕ(x) dx

=

(
(2s + 1)µs − (2µ + λ)s

2s

)
cd,s

¨

|x−y|≥ε

u(x)− u(y)

|x− y|d+2s
ϕ(x) dy dx

+
(2µ + λ)s − µs

2s
κd,s

¨

|x−y|≥ε

((
u(x)− u(y)

)
· x−y

|x−y|

)

|x− y|d+2s
ϕ(x) · x− y

|x− y| dy dx .

By splitting each integral, switching the roles of x and y, and then using Fubini’s theorem and
recombining the integrals (c.f. [17, 25]),

ˆ

Rd

L
s
εu(x) · ϕ(x) dx

=

(
(2s+ 1)µs − (2µ+ λ)s

4s

)
cd,s

¨

|x−y|≥ε

(u(x)− u(y)) · (ϕ(x)−ϕ(y))

|x− y|d+2s
dy dx

+
(2µ + λ)s − µs

4s
κd,s

¨

|x−y|≥ε

((
u(x)− u(y)

)
· x−y

|x−y|

)((
ϕ(x)−ϕ(y)

)
· x−y

|x−y|

)

|x− y|d+2s
dy dx

:= Es
ε (u,ϕ) .

So for each ε, Ls
ε defines the bilinear form Es

ε in a natural way. By Hölder’s inequality and the
elementary inequality |a · b| ≤ |a||b|
(6.5) |Es

ε (u,ϕ)| ≤ C(µ, λ, d, s)[u]
L̇ s,2(Rd)[ϕ]L̇ s,2(Rd) ,
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where we have used the identification (6.1). So by the dominated convergence theorem Es
ε

converges as ε→ 0 to the bilinear form

Es(u,ϕ) :=
µs −Aµ,λ,s

2
cd,s

ˆ

Rd

ˆ

Rd

(u(x) − u(y)) · (ϕ(x)−ϕ(y))

|x− y|d+2s
dy dx

+
Aµ,λ,s

2
κd,s

ˆ

Rd

ˆ

Rd

((
u(x) − u(y)

)
· x−y
|x−y|

)((
ϕ(x) −ϕ(y)

)
· x−y
|x−y|

)

|x− y|d+2s
dy dx

with Aµ,λ,s :=
(2µ+λ)2−µs

2 . This bilinear form satisfies (6.5), so Es is continuous on L s,2(Rd;Rd).

We therefore define a distributional form of the operator L
s for any u ∈ L s,2(Rd;Rd) via

(6.6) 〈Lsu,ϕ〉 := Es(u,ϕ) for any ϕ ∈ L
s,2(Rd;Rd) .

7. Proof of Theorem 6.3

We start by proving Theorem 6.3 for smooth functions.

Theorem 7.1. For any u ∈ C∞
c (Rd;Rd), Fs

εu converges in Lp(Rd;Rd) as ε→ 0, and

sup
ε>0

‖Fs
εu‖Lp(Rd) ≤ C(d, s) ‖u‖L2s,p(Rd) .

To prove Theorem 6.3 we will need the following auxiliary functions defined through a
Poisson-type kernel. For ε > 0 and u ∈ C∞

c (Rd;Rd), define

G
s
εu(x) :=

ˆ

Rd

Υs,ε(z)u(x + z) dz ,

where Υs,ε : Rd → R
d×d is defined as

Υs,ε(x) := F−1

[(
(2π|ξ|)2s

(
2s

ξ ⊗ ξ

|ξ|2 + I

)
e−2πε|ξ|

)]
(x) .

Since Υ̂s,ε ∈ L1(Rd), Υs,ε ∈ L∞(Rd), and so G
s
εu is a well-defined function. The functions G

s
εu

will serve as an intermediate approximation for the estimate in Theorem 7.1, as the next lemma
shows:

Lemma 7.2. For any u ∈ C∞
c (Rd;Rd), 0 < s < 1, 1 < p <∞,

F
s
εu−G

s
εu converges in Lp(Rd;Rd) as ε→ 0 ,

and
sup
ε>0

‖Fs
εu−G

s
εu‖Lp(Rd) ≤ C(d, s) ‖u‖L2s,p(Rd) .

We postpone the proof of Lemma 7.2 for now, and first use it to prove Theorem 7.1.

proof of Theorem 7.1. by Parseval’s relation

G
s
εu(x) =

ˆ

Rd

(
(2π|ξ|)2s

(
2s

ξ ⊗ ξ

|ξ|2 + I

)
e−2πε|ξ|

)
e−2πıx·ξû(ξ) dξ

=

ˆ

Rd

((
2s

ξ ⊗ ξ

|ξ|2 + I

)
e−2π(ε|ξ|+ıx·ξ)

)
(2π|ξ|)2s

(1 + 4π2|ξ|2)s (1 + 4π2|ξ|2)sû(ξ) dξ

=

ˆ

Rd

(
2s

ξ ⊗ ξ

|ξ|2 + I

)
e−2π(ε|ξ|+ıx·ξ)F [f ∗ µ](ξ) dξ ,

where dµ is a finite measure on R
d (see [54, Chapter V]) and f(x) := F−1

[
(1 + 4π2|ξ|2)sû

]
(x).

Since compositions of Riesz transforms are Lp-multipliers, we conclude that

f̃(x) := F−1

[(
2s

ξ ⊗ ξ

|ξ|2 + I

)
F [f ∗ µ]

]
(x) ∈ Lp(Rd;Rd) ,
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with the estimate ∥∥∥f̃
∥∥∥
Lp(Rd)

≤ C(d, s) ‖u‖L2s,p(Rd) .

Therefore

G
s
εu(x) =

ˆ

Rd

F(f̃)(ξ)e−2πıx·ξe−2πε|ξ| dξ = pε ∗ f̃(−x) ,

where pε(x) is the Poisson integral for the upper-half space R
d+1
+ . Thus both desired properties

for G
ε
su can be easily obtained using the Poisson integral (see [54, Chapter III]); we have

‖Gs
εu‖Lp(Rd) =

∥∥∥pε ∗ f̃
∥∥∥
Lp(Rd)

≤ C(d, s)
∥∥∥f̃
∥∥∥
Lp(Rd)

≤ C(d, s) ‖u‖L2s,p(Rd) .

and G
s
εu(x) = pε ∗ f̃(−x) converges in Lp(Rd) as ε→ 0.

The result now follows easily by Lemma 7.2:

‖Fs
εu‖Lp(Rd) ≤ ‖Fs

εu−G
s
εu‖Lp(Rd) + ‖Gs

εu‖Lp(Rd) ≤ C(d, s) ‖u‖
L 2s,p(Rd) ,

and F
s
εu = (Fs

εu−G
s
εu) +G

s
εu converges in Lp(Rd;Rd) as ε→ 0. �

7.1. Analysis of the Intermediate Approximation. We now find Υs,ε explicitly. Using
polar coordinates

Υs,ε(x) =

ˆ

Rd

(
(2π|ξ|)2s

(
2s

ξ ⊗ ξ

|ξ|2 + I

)
e−2πε|ξ|

)
e2πıx·ξ dξ

=

ˆ ∞

0

ˆ

Sd−1

(2πr)2s (2s(ω ⊗ ω) + I) e−2πεre2πrıx·ωrd−1 dσ(ω) dr .

Letting ̺ = 2π|x|r and changing variables,

Υs,ε(x) =
1

|x|d+2s

1

(2π)d

ˆ ∞

0
̺d+2s−1e

− ε̺
|x|

ˆ

Sd−1
(2s(ω ⊗ ω) + I) e

−ı̺ x

|x|
·ω

dσ(ω) d̺ .

Clearly for any x ∈ R
d and for any R ∈ O(d) we have Υs,ε(Rx) = RTΥs,ε(x)R. So it is easy to

see that the functions trΥs,ε(x) and Υs,ε(x)[ x
|x| ,

x
|x| ] are radially symmetric and that the radial

functions γ1 and γ2 defined by

γ1(|x|) :=
trΥs,ε(x)−Υs,ε(x)[ x

|x| ,
x
|x| ]

(d− 1)
and γ2(|x|) :=

dΥs,ε(x)[ x
|x| ,

x
|x| ]− trΥs,ε(x)

(d− 1)

give the following formula for Υs,ε:

Υs,ε(x) = γ1(|x|)I + γ2(|x|)
x⊗ x

|x|2 .

By Lemma B.1

trΥs,ε(x) =
1

|x|d+2s

1

(2π)d

ˆ ∞

0
̺d+2s−1e

− ε̺
|x|

ˆ

Sd−1

(2s + d) e
−ı̺ x

|x|
·ω

dσ(ω) d̺

=
1

|x|d+2s

d+ 2s

(2π)d

ˆ ∞

0
̺d+2s−1e

− ε̺
|x| (2π)d/2

Jν(̺)

̺ν
d̺

where ν := d−2
2 . By Lemma B.1 and Lemma B.2

Υs,ε(x)

[
x

|x| ,
x

|x|

]

=
1

|x|d+2s

1

(2π)d

ˆ ∞

0
̺d+2s−1e

− ε̺
|x|

ˆ

Sd−1

(
2s

(
ω · x

|x|

)2

+ 1

)
e
−ı̺ x

|x|
·ω

dσ(ω) d̺

=
1

|x|d+2s

1

(2π)d/2

ˆ ∞

0
̺

d
2
+2se

− ε̺
|x|

[
(2s+ 1)Jν(̺)− 2s(d− 1)

Jν+1(̺)

̺

]
d̺ .
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Therefore,

γ1(|x|) =
1

|x|d+2s

1

(2π)d/2

ˆ ∞

0
̺

d
2
+2se

− ε̺
|x|

[
Jν(̺) + 2s

Jν+1(̺)

̺

]
d̺

and

γ2(|x|) =
1

|x|d+2s

1

(2π)d/2

ˆ ∞

0
̺

d
2
+2se

− ε̺
|x|

[
2sJν(̺)− 2sd

Jν+1(̺)

̺

]
d̺ .

We arrive at the following theorem:

Theorem 7.3.

(7.1) Υs,ε(x) =
1

|x|d+2s

(
ψ1

(
ε

|x|

)
I+ ψ2

(
ε

|x|

)
x⊗ x

|x|2
)
,

where the functions ψ1 and ψ2 are defined on [0,∞) as

ψ1(r) :=
1

(2π)d/2

ˆ ∞

0
t
d
2
+2se−rt

[
Jν(t) + 2s

Jν+1(t)

t

]
dt ,

ψ2(r) :=
1

(2π)d/2

ˆ ∞

0
t
d
2
+2se−rt

[
2sJν(t)− 2sd

Jν+1(t)

t

]
dt ,

and where ν = d−2
2 . For each fixed ε, Υs,ε ∈ L1(Rd) ∩ L∞(Rd), and

´

Rd Υ
s,ε(x) dx is the zero

matrix.

Proof. By the bound (B.7) the integrals defining ψ1 and ψ2 converge absolutely for every r > 0,
with the estimate

(7.2) |ψi(r)| ≤ C

ˆ ∞

0
t
d
2
+2stνe−rt dt = C

ˆ ∞

0
td+2se−rt dt

t
=

C

rd+2s

ˆ ∞

0
τd+2se−τ dτ

τ
=

C

rd+2s
.

for i ∈ {1, 2}. It follows easily that Υs,ε ∈ L∞(Rd) (which we already knew). To see that
Υs,ε ∈ L1(Rd), we first note that by (B.10) there exists r0(d, s) > 0 such that

(7.3) |ψi(r)| ≤ C0(d, s) for all r ∈ (0, r0) , i ∈ {1, 2} ,

Then using (7.2) we have that for any fixed ε > 0 and some R(ε, r0) > 0 large

‖Υs,ε‖L1(Rd) =

ˆ

B(0,R)
|Υs,ε|dx+

ˆ

B(0,R)c
|Υs,ε|dx ≤ CRd + 2C0

ˆ

B(0,R)c

1

|x|d+2s
dx <∞ .

Therefore Υs,ε ∈ L1(Rd), and so
ˆ

Rd

Υs,ε(x) dx = Υ̂s,ε(0) = 0⊗ 0 .

�

By Theorem 7.3 we can now write

(7.4) G
s
εu(x) =

ˆ

Rd

Υs,ε(z)(u(x + z)− u(x)) dz .

Lemma 7.4. Let α ∈ (0, 1) be arbitrary. Then for every r ∈ [0,∞)

(7.5) |ψ1(r)| ≤ Crα

and

(7.6) |ψ2(r) + κd,s| ≤ Crα ,

where κd,s is defined in (2.2). The constant C depends only on d, s and α.
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Proof. Using (7.2) the result follows trivially for r away from 0. Throughout the proof, ν = d−2
2 .

We start with ψ1.

ψ1(r) =
1

(2π)d/2

ˆ ∞

0
t
d
2
+2se−rtJν(t) dt

+
2s

(2π)d/2

ˆ ∞

0
t
d
2
+2s−1e−rtJν+1(t) dt := I(r) + II(r) .

Preforming an integration by parts and using (B.8) with m = 1,

(7.7) I(r) =
1

(2π)d/2

(
t
d
2
+2se−rtJν+1(t)

∣∣∣∣∣

∞

t=0

−
ˆ ∞

0
(2st2s−1 − rt2s)t

d
2 e−rtJν+1(t) dt

)
.

For fixed r we see that from (B.6) the first term is bounded by Ctd+2se−rt, which converges to
0 as t→ 0 and t→ ∞. Thus the boundary term is 0, and using the expression (7.7) to simplify
I + II gives

(7.8) ψ1(r) =
r

(2π)d/2

ˆ ∞

0
t
d
2
+2se−rtJν+1(t) dt .

Therefore by (B.10)

(7.9) |ψ1(r)| ≤ Cr ≤ Crα for any α ∈ (0, 1) and for any r ∈ (0, r0) ,

where r0 depends only on d and s. So (7.5) is proved.

Now we treat ψ2. Adding and subtracting the proper term,

ψ2(r) = 2sψ1(r)−
2s(d+ 2s)

(2π)d/2

ˆ ∞

0
t
d
2
+2s−1e−rtJν+1(t) dt .

Therefore by (7.9) the only thing we need to show to prove (7.6) is that there exists r0(d, s) > 0
such that

(7.10)

∣∣∣∣κd,s −
2s(d+ 2s)

(2π)d/2

ˆ ∞

0
t
d
2
+2s−1e−rtJν+1(t) dt

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Crα , r ∈ [0, r0) .

We need to treat two different cases.

Case 1: s < 1/2. Then we can make use of (B.11) to get

ˆ ∞

0
t
d
2
+2s−1e−rtJν+1(t) dt =

Γ(d+ 2s)

2d/2Γ(d+2s+1
2 )Γ(1−2s

2 )

ˆ 1

0

t
d+2s−1

2 (1− t)
−2s−1

2

(r2 + t)
d+2s

2

dt .

The limit as r → 0 clearly exists, and by (B.2)-(B.3)

lim
r→0

ˆ 1

0

t
d+2s−1

2 (1− t)
−2s−1

2

(r2 + t)
d+2s

2

dt =

√
πΓ
(
1−2s
2

)

Γ(1− s)
.

Referring back to (7.10), we now see that the function ṽ : [0,∞) → R defined as

ṽ(r) :=
2s(d+ 2s)

(2π)d/2
Γ(d+ 2s)

2d/2Γ(d+2s+1
2 )Γ(1−2s

2 )

ˆ 1

0

t
d+2s−1

2 (1− t)
−2s−1

2

(r2 + t)
d+2s

2

dt

has the property that

ṽ(0) =
2s
√
π(d+ 2s)Γ(d+ 2s)

2dπd/2Γ(d+2s+1
2 )Γ(1− s)

.

We use (B.1) to arrive at the identity

ṽ(0) = κd,s .

Therefore (7.10) can be recast as

|ṽ(r)− ṽ(0)| ≤ Crα ∀ r ∈ (0, r0) .
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By the mean value theorem, for any α ∈ (0, 1)

|ṽ(r)− ṽ(0)| ≤ C

ˆ 1

0
t
d+2s−1

2 (1− t)
−2s−1

2

∣∣∣∣∣
1

(r2 + t)
d+2s

2

− 1

t
d+2s

2

∣∣∣∣∣ dt

≤ C

ˆ 1

0
t
d+2s−1

2 (1− t)
−2s−1

2

ˆ r

0

σ

(σ2 + t)
d+2s

2
+1

dσ dt

≤ C

ˆ 1

0
t
d+2s−1

2 (1− t)
−2s−1

2

ˆ r

0

σ

(σ2)1−
α
2 (t)

d+2s
2

+α
2

dσ dt

= C

ˆ 1

0
t−

1+α
2 (1− t)

−2s−1
2 dt

ˆ r

0
σα−1 dσ = Crα .

Thus (7.10), and thus (7.6), is proved in the case 0 < s < 1/2.

Case 2: 1/2 ≤ s < 1. We cannot use (B.11) directly since the parameter relation ν > µ− 1
in (B.11) is not satisfied, so we integrate by parts first:

ˆ ∞

0
t
d
2
+2s−1e−rtJν+1(t) dt

=

(
t
d
2
+2s−1e−rtJν+2(t)

)∣∣∣∣∣

∞

t=0

−
ˆ ∞

0

(
(2s− 2)t−1 − r

)
e−rtt

d
2
+2s−1Jν+2(t) dt .

From the bound (B.7) we see that the boundary term is bounded by td+2se−rt and thus after
evaluation equals 0. Further, by (B.10) there exists r0(d, s) > 0 such that

∣∣∣∣r
ˆ ∞

0
e−rtt

d
2
+2s−1Jν+2(t) dt

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cr for r ∈ (0, r0) ,

so to prove (7.10) it suffices to show that

(7.11)

∣∣∣∣κd,s −
2s(d+ 2s)(2− 2s)

(2π)d/2

ˆ ∞

0
t
d
2
+2s−2e−rtJν+2(t) dt

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Crα , r ∈ [0, r0) .

The parameter relation ν > µ− 1 in (B.11) is satisfied by this integral, so we have

ˆ ∞

0
t
d
2
+2s−2e−rtJν+2(t) dt =

Γ(d+ 2s)

2
d
2
+1Γ(d+2s+1

2 )Γ(3−2s
2 )

ˆ 1

0

t
d+2s−1

2 (1− t)
1−2s

2

(r2 + t)
d+2s

2

dt .

From here the proof follows the same reasoning as in Case 1. �

We will also need the following characterizations of functions in L 2s,p. For β ∈ R \ {0},
Let G2β be the Bessel kernel; i.e.

G2β(x) = F−1
(
(1 + 4π2|ξ|2)−β

)
(x) .

Then it is known [24,54] that L 2s,p(Rd;Rd) can be written as

L
2s,p(Rd;Rd) :=

{
u ∈ Lp(Rd;Rd) : G−2s ∗ u ∈ Lp(Rd;Rd)

}

with norm ‖u‖
L 2s,p(Rd) = ‖G−2s ∗ u‖Lp(Rd).

Lemma 7.5. Let 0 < β ≤ 1, z ∈ R
d. Then for every u ∈ C∞

c (Rd;Rd)
ˆ

Rd

|u(x+ z) + u(x− z)− 2u(x)|p dx ≤ C(d, β) ‖u‖
L 2β,p(Rd) |z|2β .
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Proof. Write u(x) = G2β ∗ (G−2β ∗ u)(x). Then by Young’s inequality

(
ˆ

Rd

|u(x+ z) + u(x− z)− 2u(x)|p dx
)1/p

≤
ˆ

Rd

|G2β(x+ z) +G2β(x− z)− 2G2β(x)|dx

≤ ‖(G−2β ∗ u)‖Lp(Rd) .

To conclude the proof we just need the inequality
ˆ

Rd

|G2β(x+ z) +G2β(x− z)− 2G2β(x)|dx ≤ C|z|2β .

This is shown for all β > 0 in [54, Chapter V, Section 5.4]. The proof is complete. �

proof of Lemma 7.2. We use (7.1), (7.4), and a change of variables in (6.3) to write

G
s
εu(x)− F

s
εu(x) =

ˆ

|z|<ε
Υs,ε(z)(u(x + z)− u(x)) dz

+

ˆ

|z|≥ε

(
Υs,ε(z) +

κd,s
|z|d+2s

z⊗ z

|z|2
)
(u(x + z)− u(x)) dz

=

ˆ

|z|<ε

[
ψ1

(
ε

|z|

)
I+ ψ2

(
ε

|z|

)
z⊗ z

|z|2
]
(u(x+ z)− u(x))

|z|d+2s
dz

+

ˆ

|z|≥ε

[
ψ1

(
ε

|z|

)
I+

(
ψ2

(
ε

|z|

)
+ κd,s

)
z⊗ z

|z|2
]
(u(x+ z)− u(x))

|z|d+2s
dz .

Note that by splitting the integrals and change of variables we can replace the difference u(x+
z)− u(x) with 1

2(u(x+ z) + u(x− z)− 2u(x)). So

G
s
εu(x)− F

s
εu(x)

=

ˆ

|z|<ε

[
ψ1

(
ε

|z|

)
I+ ψ2

(
ε

|z|

)
z⊗ z

|z|2
]
(u(x+ z) + u(x− z)− 2u(x))

2|z|d+2s
dz

+

ˆ

|z|≥ε

[
ψ1

(
ε

|z|

)
I+

(
ψ2

(
ε

|z|

)
+ κd,s

)
z⊗ z

|z|2
]
(u(x+ z) + u(x− z)− 2u(x))

2|z|d+2s
dz

:= I + II .

By (7.2) and Lemma 7.5, the Lp(Rd) norm of I is majorized by

C ‖u‖
L 2β,p(Rd)

ˆ

|z|<ε

|z|2β
εd+2s

dz , β ∈ (0, 1) .

Choosing β = s, we see that the Lp(Rd;Rd) norm of I is bounded by C ‖u‖
L 2s,p(Rd), and choosing

β > s reveals that I converges in Lp(Rd) norm as ε→ 0 (Recall u is smooth).

From the estimates (7.5) and (7.6) and Lemma 7.5, we see that for any α ∈ (0, 1) the
Lp(Rd;Rd) norm of II is majorized by

C

ˆ

|z|≥ε

εα

|z|d+2s+α
‖u(·+ z) + u(· − z)− 2u(·)‖Lp(Rd) dz

≤ C ‖u‖
L 2s,p(Rd)

ˆ

|z|≥ε

εα|z|2s
|z|d+2s+α

dz = C ‖u‖
L 2s,p(Rd) .

Thus the first part of Lemma 7.2 follows. On the other hand, for any δ > ε fixed,

‖II‖Lp(Rd) ≤ C ‖u‖
L 2s,p(Rd)

ˆ

|z|≥δ

εα|z|2s
|z|d+2s+α

dz+ C

ˆ

ε≤|z|≤δ
‖u‖

L 2,p(Rd)

εα|z|2
|z|d+2s+α

dz

= C(δ)εα ‖u‖
L 2s,p(Rd) +C ‖u‖

L 2,p(Rd)

ˆ δ

ε

εα

r2s+α−1
dr .
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Setting α = 1 − s implies that the right-hand side is O(ε1−s), and therefore that the Lp(Rd)
norm of II converges to 0 as ε → 0 whenever s ∈ (0, 1). Thus the second part of Lemma 7.2
follows. �

proof of Theorem 6.3. The results of Theorem 6.3 were shown to hold for any v ∈ C∞
c (Rd;Rd)

in Theorem 7.1. Let {un} ⊂ C∞
c (Rd;Rd) be a sequence that converges to u in L 2s,p(Rd;Rd).

Then for each fixed ε > 0 F
s
εun → F

s
εu in Lp(Rd;Rd) as n → ∞ by Young’s inequality. Since

the estimate

sup
ε>0

‖Fs
εun‖Lp(Rd) ≤ C(d, s) ‖un‖L2s,p(Rd)

holds for every n, we see by fixing each ε and then taking n → ∞ that u satisfies the same
estimate. Further, for any ε1 and ε2∥∥Fs

ε1u− F
s
ε2u
∥∥
Lp(Rd)

≤
∥∥Fs

ε1u− F
s
ε1un

∥∥
Lp(Rd)

+
∥∥Fs

ε2u− F
s
ε2un

∥∥
Lp(Rd)

+
∥∥Fs

ε1un − F
s
ε2un

∥∥
Lp(Rd)

≤ 2C ‖un − u‖L2s,p(Rd) +
∥∥Fs

ε1un − F
s
ε2un

∥∥
Lp(Rd)

.

The right-hand side can be made arbitrarily small by taking n large and then taking ε1, ε2 to
0. Thus F

s
εu converges in Lp(Rd;Rd) as ε→ 0 to a limit vs and vs satisfies (6.4). �

8. An L-Harmonic Extension System

In this section we identify L
s as the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map for a degenerate elliptic

system. Throughout this section differential operators like ∇ and div will be taken only with
respect to the x variable unless otherwise stated.

8.1. Extension Problem. For U : Rd×[0,∞) → R
d and for u : Rd → R

d consider the problem

(8.1)

{
∂ttU(x, t) + 1−2s

t ∂tU(x, t) − LU(x, t) = 0 ,

U(x, 0) = u(x) .

Note here that the derivatives in L are applied only in x. It will turn out that for a suitable
class of boundary data, (8.1) has a unique solution satisfying

lim
t→0

(−t1−2s∂tU(x, t)) =

[
2Γ(1− s)

22sΓ(s)

]
L
su(x) .

Following the treatment of fractional powers of more general scalar-valued operators (see
for instance [4, 55]) our candidate for a solution is the Poisson integral

(8.2) U(x, t) = (P(·, t) ∗ u)(x) ,
where

P(x, t) :=
t2s

22sΓ(s)

ˆ ∞

0
W(x, r)e−

t2

4r r−sdr

r
,

and where the matrix field W : Rd × (0,∞) → R
d×d is the heat kernel associated to L; that is,

formally ∂tW(x − x0, t − t0) + LW(x − x0, t − t0) = δ{x=x0}δ{t=t0}. We will see in the sequel
that P exists and has an explicit expression, and in turn that the Poisson integral (8.2) solves
(8.1) for suitable functions u.

The heat kernel W has an explicit formula

(8.3) W(x, t) := H(x, µt)I +

ˆ (2µ+λ)t

µt
∇2H(x, σ) dσ ,

where H is the classical heat kernel associated to −∆ given by

(8.4) H(x, t) :=
1

(4πt)d/2
e−|x|2/4t , x ∈ R

d , t > 0 .
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The desired properties of W can be seen either by a direct computation or by the Fourier
transform formula in Lemma A.1; see also [45].

8.2. Poisson Kernel. Thanks to the formula for W we can compute the exact form of the
Poisson kernel P.

Theorem 8.1. The matrix-valued function P : Rd × (0,∞) → R
d×d given by

(8.5) P(x, t) =
t2s

22sΓ(s)

ˆ ∞

0
W(x, r)e−

t2

4r r−sdr

r

has the closed-form expression

P(x, t) := µs
Γ(d2 + s)

π
d
2Γ(s)

t2s

(|x|2 + µt2)
d+2s

2

I

− Γ(d2 + s)

2π
d
2Γ(s)

t2s
ˆ 2µ+λ

µ

σs−1

(|x|2 + σt2)
d+2s

2

dσI

+ (d+ 2s)
Γ(d2 + s)

2π
d
2Γ(s)

t2s
ˆ 2µ+λ

µ

σs−1

(|x|2 + σt2)
d+2s+2

2

dσ(x⊗ x) .

(8.6)

Proof. We begin with finding the explicit expression for W(x, r), which is

W(x, r) = H(x, µr)I +

ˆ (2µ+λ)r

µr
∇2H(x, σ) dσ

=
1

(4πµr)d/2
e−|x|2/4µrI−

ˆ (2µ+λ)r

µr

1

(4πσ)d/2
1

2σ
e−|x|2/4σ dσI

+

ˆ (2µ+λ)r

µr

1

(4πσ)d/2
1

4σ2
e−|x|2/4σ dσ(x⊗ x)

:= A1(x, r)I −A2(x, r)I +A3(x, r)(x ⊗ x) .

By the coordinate change ρ = σ
r we can write

A2(x, r) =

ˆ 2µ+λ

µ

r

(4πrρ)d/2
1

2ρr
e−|x|2/(4rρ) dρ ,

A3(x, r) =

ˆ 2µ+λ

µ

r

(4πrρ)d/2
1

4ρ2r2
e−|x|2/(4rρ) dρ .

(8.7)

We use linearity of the integral defining P to separate and simplify each term separately, and
combining each will give us the result. We define each piece of P as follows:

P(x, t) =
t2s

22sΓ(s)

ˆ ∞

0
A1(x, r)e

− t2

4r r−sdr

r
I− t2s

22sΓ(s)

ˆ ∞

0
A2(x, r)e

− t2

4r r−sdr

r
I

+
t2s

22sΓ(s)

ˆ ∞

0
A3(x, r)e

− t2

4r r−sdr

r
(x⊗ x)

:= p1(x, t)I + p2(x, t)I + p3(x, t)(x ⊗ x) .

First, by the coordinate change ρ = |x|2+µt2

4µr

p1(x, t) =
t2s

22sΓ(s)

ˆ ∞

0

1

(4πµr)d/2
e
− |x|2+µt2

4µr r−sdr

r

=
µs

πd/2Γ(s)

t2s

(|x|2 + µt2)
d+2s

2

ˆ ∞

0
ρd/2+se−ρdρ

ρ
=
µsΓ(d2 + s)

πd/2Γ(s)

t2s

(|x|2 + µt2)
d+2s

2

.
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The integrand defining p2 is nonnegative, so by Fubini’s theorem

p2(x, t) =
t2s

22sΓ(s)

ˆ ∞

0

ˆ 2µ+λ

µ

r

(4πrρ)d/2
1

2ρr
e
− |x|2+ρt2

4ρr r−s dρ
dr

r

=
t2s

22sπd/2Γ(s)

ˆ 2µ+λ

µ

1

2ρ

ˆ ∞

0

1

(4ρr)d/2
e−

|x|2+ρt2

4ρr r−s dr

r
dρ .

Using the coordinate change σ = |x|2+ρt2

4ρr in the inner integral in the last expression,

p2(x, t) =
t2s

2πd/2Γ(s)

ˆ 2µ+λ

µ
ρs−1 1

(|x|2 + ρt2)
d+2s

2

ˆ ∞

0
σd/2+se−σ dσ

σ
dρ

=
Γ(d2 + s)

2πd/2Γ(s)

ˆ 2µ+λ

µ

t2sρs−1

(|x|2 + ρt2)
d+2s

2

dρ .

The computation for p3 is very similar. Use Fubini’s theorem and the coordinate change σ =
|x|2+ρt2

4ρr in the inner integral to get

p3(x, t) =
Γ(d2 + s+ 1)

πd/2Γ(s)

ˆ 2µ+λ

µ

t2sρs−1

(|x|2 + ρt2)
d+2s+2

2

dρ .

We conclude the calculation for p3 with the identity Γ(d2 + s+ 1) = d+2s
2 Γ(d2 + s). �

8.3. Properties of the Poisson Kernel. The Fourier transform of P can be stated in terms
of the formula (8.5). By Lemma A.1

P̂(ξ, t) := F(P(·, t))(ξ)

=
t2s

22sΓ(s)

ˆ ∞

0
F(W)(ξ, r)e−

t2

4r r−sdr

r

=
t2s

22sΓ(s)

ˆ ∞

0
e−rM(ξ)e−

t2

4r r−sdr

r

=
t2s

22sΓ(s)

ˆ ∞

0

[
e−4π2µ|ξ|2rI+

(
e−4π2(2µ+λ)|ξ|2r − e−4π2µ|ξ|2r

)ξ ⊗ ξ

|ξ|2
]
e−

t2

4r r−sdr

r
.

(8.8)

Various properties satisfied for classical Possion kernels can now be easily seen using the
Fourier transform formula. We collect these into a theorem.

Theorem 8.2. The Poisson kernel (8.6) satisfies the following:

i) There exists C > 0 depending only on d, s, µ and λ such that

(8.9) |P(x, 1)| ≤ C

(1 + |x|2) d+2s
2

for x ∈ R
d .

ii) For all t > 0

(8.10) P(x, t) = t−dP
(x
t
, 1
)
.

iii) For all t > 0
ˆ

Rd

P(x, t) dx = I .

iv) P(x, t) ∈ C∞(Rd × (0,∞)), and P(x, t) satisfies (8.1) pointwise for every x ∈ R
d and

t > 0.
v) Defining P̃(x, t) := t1−2sP(x, t), we have P̃ ∈ C∞(Rd × [0,∞) \ Bd+1(0, ε)) for every

ε > 0, where Bd+1(0, ε) := {(x, t) ∈ R
d × [0,∞) : |x|2 + t2 < ε2}.
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vi) For every β > 0, P̃(βx, βt) = β−d−2s+1P̃(x, t). Consequently, for every multi-index

α ∈ N
d+1
0 (that is, α ranges over both x and t) there exists C = C(d, s, µ, λ, α) such that

|∂αP̃(x, t)| ≤ C(|x|2 + t2)−d−2s+1−|α| for all (x, t) ∈
(
R
d × [0,∞)

)
\ {(0, 0)} .

vii) Suppose u belongs to the weighted Lebesgue space L1
s(R

d) defined in (4.8). Then (P(·, t)∗
u)(x) ∈ C∞(Rd × (0,∞)), and for any β > 0 there exists a constant Cβ > 0 depending

only on d, s, µ, λ and β such that for any x0 ∈ R
d

(8.11) sup
|x−x0|<βt

t>0

|(P(·, t) ∗ u)(x)| ≤ CβM
(
|u|
)
(x0) ,

where M is the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator. Further, for every Lebesgue point
x0 ∈ R

d of u and for any β > 0

(8.12) lim
(x,t)→(x0,0)
|x−x0|<βt

(P(·, t) ∗ u)(x) = u(x0) .

Proof. Items i) and ii) follow by direct inspection of (8.6). Item iii) follows from noting that

e−tM(ξ)|t=0 = I, and so
´

Rd P(x, t) dx = P̂(0, t) = t2s

22sΓ(s)

´∞
0 e−

t2

4r r−s dr
r I = I . (Alternatively,

item iii) can be proved by using the formula for W).

For item iv), since P̂(ξ, 1) is rapidly decreasing in ξ, it follows that P(x, 1) ∈ C∞(Rd).
Then P(x, t) ∈ C∞(Rd × (0,∞)) since (8.10) holds for all t > 0. That P is a solution of the
PDE in (8.1) follows by direct computation.

To prove item v) we just need to show that for any |x| > 0, all derivatives of P̃ in t extend

continuously to the point (x, 0). In this context, P̃ is the product of t and a function with
t-profile comparable to (1 + t2)−β for fixed β > 0. Therefore the result follows by induction

using the Leibniz product rule. Then item vi) follows easily from the formula for P̃ and item v).

Finally, to prove the nontangential convergence in item viii) we first note that for any y ∈ R
d

with |y| < βt

(8.13) P(x− y, t) ≤ C
t2s

(|x− y|2 + t2)
d+2s

2

≤ C ′
β

t2s

(|x|2 + t2)
d+2s

2

,

where C ′
β depends only on d, s, µ, λ and β. Therefore, (8.11) is established via

sup
|x−x0|<βt

t>0

|(P(·, t) ∗ u)(x)| = sup
|x−x0|<βt

t>0

ˆ

Rd

P(x − y, t)u(y) dy

= sup
|x|<βt
t>0

ˆ

Rd

P(x0 − x− y, t)u(y) dy

≤ C ′
β sup

t>0

ˆ

Rd

t2s

(|x0 − y|2 + t2)
d+2s

2

|u(y)|dy

≤ CβM
(
|u|
)
(x0) ,

where in the last line we used [54, Chapter III, Theorem 2].

To prove (8.12) let x0 be a Lebesgue point of u, i.e. for any ε > 0 there exists a δ > 0 such
that

 

B(0,r)
|u(x0 − y)− u(x0)|dy < ε
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for all r < δ (
ffl

denotes the integral average). Therefore

(8.14) sup
r<δ

 

B(0,r)
|u(x0 − y)− u(x0)|dy = M

(
|u(x0 − ·)− u(x0)|χB(0,δ)(·)

)
(0) < ε .

Now assume |x− x0|+ t→ 0, and assume |x| < βt. So by item iii) and (8.13)

|(P(·, t) ∗ u)(x0 − x)− u(x0)| =
∣∣∣∣
ˆ

Rd

P(y − x, t)(u(x0 − y)− u(x0)) dy

∣∣∣∣

≤ C ′
β

ˆ

Rd

t2s

(|y|2 + t2)
d+2s

2

|u(x0 − y)− u(x0)|dy

= C ′
β

(
ˆ

B(0,δ)
· · ·+

ˆ

Rd\B(0,δ)
· · ·
)

An application of [54, Chapter III, Theorem 2] and (8.14) reveals that the first integral is
majorized by Cβε. The second integral is majorized by

ˆ

Rd\B(0,δ)
t2s(δ−2 + 1)

d+2s
2

|u(x0 − y)− u(x0)|
(1 + |y|2) d+2s

2

dy ,

which converges to 0 as t → 0 since u ∈ L1
s(R

d). Therefore (8.12) is proved since ε > 0 is
arbitrary. �

We can characterize P̂(ξ, t) more precisely by using special functions.

Theorem 8.3. For s ∈ (0, 1), for all ξ ∈ R
d and t > 0

(8.15) P̂(ξ, t) = Ks(2π
√
µ|ξ|t)I+

(
Ks(2π

√
2µ + λ|ξ|t)−Ks(2π

√
µ|ξ|t)

)ξ ⊗ ξ

|ξ|2 .

Here, Ks(a) := 21−s

Γ(s) a
sKs(a) for a > 0, where Ks denotes the modified Bessel function of the

second kind of order s. When s = 1/2, the Poisson kernel satisfies the semigroup property

P(·, t1) ∗P(·, t2) = P(·, t1 + t2) , for t1, t2 > 0 .

Proof. Using [23, Equation 3.478.4] and [1, Equation 9.6.6], Ks can be expressed as

Ks(a) =
1

2

(a
2

)s ˆ ∞

0
e−re−

a2

4r r−sdr

r
, a > 0 .

Therefore setting a = 2πb|ξ|t for b > 0, using the change of variables ρ = a2r
t2

gives

t2s

22sΓ(s)

ˆ ∞

0
e−4π2b2|ξ|2re−

t2

4r r−sdr

r
=

21−s

Γ(s)
(2πb|ξ|t)sKs(2πb|ξ|t) .

By applying this formula in (8.8) with b =
√
µ and b =

√
2µ+ λ, we obtain (8.15).

When s = 1/2, the function Ks reduces to an exponential

K1/2(a) =

√
2

π
a1/2

(√
π

2
a−1/2e−a

)
= e−a .

Thus the semigroup property of P can be seen directly by multiplying the Fourier transforms:

P̂(ξ, t1)P̂(ξ, t2) = P̂(ξ, t1 + t2) .

�
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8.4. Existence and Uniqueness. We state the well-posedness of a weak formulation of the
problem (8.1). We denote the upper-half plane R

d × (0,∞) as R
d+1
+ , and define the weighted

Lebesgue and weighted Sobolev spaces

L2
s(R

d+1
+ ;Rd) :=

{
U : Rd+1

+ → R
d : ‖U‖L2

s(R
d+1
+ ) :=

ˆ ∞

0

ˆ

Rd

|U(x, t)|2t1−2s dxdt <∞
}
,

H1
s (R

d+1
+ ;Rd) :=

{
U ∈ L2

s(R
d+1
+ ;Rd) : |∇(x,t)U| ∈ L2

s(R
d+1
+ ;Rd)

}

with the natural norms. Consider the weighted Dirichlet-type energy

D(U) :=
1

2

ˆ ∞

0

ˆ

Rd

t1−2s
(
|∂tU|2 + µ|∇U|2 + (µ + λ)|divU|2

)
dxdt .

It is clear that

(8.16)
1

2
min{1, µ, 2µ + λ}

∥∥∇(x,t)U
∥∥
L2
s(R

d+1
+ )

≤ D(U) ≤ C(µ, λ)
∥∥∇(x,t)U

∥∥
L2
s(R

d+1
+ )

.

It is well-known [38] that every function u ∈ L s,2(Rd;Rd) can be represented as the trace of a

function U ∈ L2
s,loc(R

d+1
+ ;Rd) with ∇(x,t)U ∈ L2

s(R
d+1
+ ;Rd). This gives a natural setting to the

inhomogeneous Dirichlet problem, since any U with D(U) < ∞ will belong to H1
s (R

d+1
+ ;Rd)

and thus will have a well-defined trace u in L s,2(Rd;Rd). Define the homogeneous space

H1
s,0(R

d+1
+ ;Rd) := {U ∈ H1

s (R
d+1
+ ;Rd) : U(x, 0) = 0 in the trace sense} .

Theorem 8.4. For any u ∈ L s,2(Rd;Rd) there exists a unique weak solution U ∈ H1
s (R

d+1
+ ;Rd)

of (8.1). To be precise, U satisfies

B(U,Φ) :=

ˆ ∞

0

ˆ

Rd

t1−2s
(
〈∂tU, ∂tΦ〉+ µ 〈∇U,∇Φ〉+ (µ+ λ)(divU)(divΦ)

)
dxdt = 0

(8.17)

for all Φ ∈ H1
s,0(R

d+1
+ ;Rd) and

(8.18) U
∣∣
{t=0}

= u in the trace sense.

In addition, U ∈ C∞(Rd+1
+ ), and so U satisfies (8.1) pointwise in R

d+1
+ . The boundary condition

in (8.1) is satisfied for all Lebesgue points of u; that is, for almost every x ∈ R
d.

Proof. For existence: The Poisson integral

U(x, t) :=

ˆ

Rd

P(x− y, t)u(y) dy

is well-defined by (8.9)-(8.10)and satisfies (8.17)-(8.18). Regularity and pointwise properties
follows from the properties of P described in Theorem 8.2.

For uniqueness: if U solves (8.1) with homogeneous Dirichlet data, then we can use Φ = U

in (8.17). Then using (8.16)

C

ˆ ∞

0

ˆ

Rd

t1−2s|∇(x,t)U|2 dxdt ≤ D(U) = 0 .

Then a weighted Hardy inequality [37] (see also [28]) implies that
ˆ ∞

0

ˆ

Rd

t−1−2s|U(x, t)|2 dxdt ≤ C

ˆ ∞

0

ˆ

Rd

t1−2s|∇(x,t)U(x, t)|2 dx = 0 .

Therefore the only solution to (8.17)-(8.18) with u = 0 is U = 0. �
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8.5. Dirichlet-to-Neumann Map. Consider the bilinear form B defined in (8.17) on the

weighted space H1
s (R

d+1
+ ;Rd). For U and Φ ∈ C∞(Rd+1

+ ;Rd), an application of the divergence

theorem on the set R
d × [ε,∞) and then using dominated convergence as ε→ 0 gives

(8.19) B(U,Φ) =

ˆ

Rd

lim
t→0

(
−t1−2s∂tU(x, t)

)
·Φ(x, 0) dx .

Therefore, the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map Λ : L s,2(Rd;Rd) → L −s,2(Rd;Rd) for the equation
(8.1) is

Λu(x) := − lim
t→0

t1−2s∂tU(x, t) .

The next theorems reveal that Λ is given by a constant multiple of Ls.

Theorem 8.5. Let u ∈ L s,2(Rd;Rd) and let U be the unique smooth solution of (8.17)-(8.18).
Then

(8.20) − lim
t→0

t1−2s∂tU(x, t) = −2s lim
t→0

U(x, t) −U(x, 0)

t2s
=

2Γ(1− s)

22sΓ(s)
L
su(x) ,

where the convergence is in L −s,2(Rd;Rd), i.e. in the distributional sense.

Proof. Note that (8.1) holds pointwise for the solution U defined via the Poisson kernel, so
U(x, 0) = u(x) for almost every x ∈ R

d. Since
´

Rd P(x− y, t) dy = I for all t,

(8.21) 2s
U(x, t)−U(x, 0)

t2s
=

2s

t2s

ˆ

Rd

P(x − y, t)(u(y) − u(x)) dy , t > 0 .

Therefore, by the definitions of P, cd,s and κd,s,

2s
U(x, t)−U(x, 0)

t2s
=

2Γ(1− s)

22sΓ(s)

[
µscd,s

ˆ

Rd

u(y) − u(x)

(|x− y|2 + µt2)
d+2s

2

dy

− cd,s

ˆ

Rd

ˆ 2µ+λ

µ

σs−1

2(|x− y|2 + σt2)
d+2s

2

dσ(u(y) − u(x)) dy

+ κd,s

ˆ

Rd

ˆ 2µ+λ

µ

σs−1

2(|x− y|2 + σt2)
d+2s+2

2

dσ

× ((x− y)⊗ (x− y)) (u(y) − u(x)) dy

]
, t > 0 .

Note that for each t > 0 all of these integrals are finite for u ∈ L s,2(Rd;Rd).

Now, let ϕ ∈ L s,2(Rd;Rd). Just as in Section 6.4, we obtain via nonlocal integration by
parts

ˆ

Rd

〈
−2s

U(x, t) −U(x, 0)

t2s
,ϕ(x)

〉
dx

=
2Γ(1− s)

22sΓ(s)

[
µscd,s
2

ˆ

Rd

(u(x)− u(y)) · (ϕ(x)−ϕ(y))

(|x− y|2 + µt2)
d+2s

2

dy

− cd,s

ˆ

Rd

ˆ 2µ+λ

µ

σs−1

4

(u(x)− u(y)) · (ϕ(x)−ϕ(y))

(|x− y|2 + σt2)
d+2s

2

dσ dy

+ κd,s

ˆ

Rd

ˆ 2µ+λ

µ

σs−1

4

((
u(x)− u(y)

)
· (x− y)

) ((
ϕ(x) −ϕ(y)

)
· (x− y)

)

(|x− y|2 + σt2)
d+2s+2

2

dσ dy

]

for all t > 0. By Hölder’s inequality the right-hand side is majorized by

C(µ, λ, d, s)[u]
L̇ s,2(Rd)[ϕ]L̇ s,2(Rd) ,
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where we have used the identification (6.1). We now see that by the dominated convergence
theorem the right-hand side converges as t→ 0 to

2Γ(1 − s)

22sΓ(s)

[
µscd,s
2

ˆ

Rd

(u(x) − u(y)) · (ϕ(x)−ϕ(y))

|x− y|d+2s
dy

−cd,s
ˆ

Rd

(
ˆ 2µ+λ

µ

σs−1

4
dσ

)
(u(x) − u(y)) · (ϕ(x)−ϕ(y))

|x− y|d+2s
dy

+κd,s

ˆ

Rd

(
ˆ 2µ+λ

µ

σs−1

4
dσ

) ((u(x)− u(y)
)
· x−y

|x−y|

)((
ϕ(x) −ϕ(y)

)
· x−y

|x−y|

)

|x− y|d+2s
dy

]
.

Therefore by integrating both dσ integrals and then using (6.6)

lim
t→0

ˆ

Rd

〈
−2s

U(x, t) −U(x, 0)

t2s
,ϕ(x)

〉
dx =

2Γ(1 − s)

22sΓ(s)
〈Lsu,ϕ〉 ,

which is the second equality in (8.20).

To prove the first equality, we note that
´

Rd P(x, t) dx = I, and write

∂tU(x, t) =

ˆ

Rd

∂tP(x− y, t)u(y) dy =

ˆ

Rd

∂tP(x− y, t)(u(y) − u(x)) dy .

By a direct computation,

∂tP(x, t) = 2st2s−1

(
1

t2s
P(x, t)

)
+ t2s−1R(x, t) ,

where

R(x, t) :=
Γ(d2 + s)

π
d
2Γ(s)

[
µs

(d+ 2s)

(|x|2 + µt2)
d+2s

2

( |x|2
|x|2 + σt2

− 1

)
I

− d+ 2s

2

ˆ 2µ+λ

µ

σs−1

(|x|2 + σt2)
d+2s

2

( |x|2
|x|2 + σt2

− 1

)
dσI

+
d+ 2s

2
(d+ 2s+ 2)

ˆ 2µ+λ

µ

σs−1

(|x|2 + σt2)
d+2s+2

2

( |x|2
|x|2 + σt2

− 1

)
dσ(x⊗ x)

]
.

Therefore,

t1−2s∂tU(x, t) =
2s

t2s

ˆ

Rd

P(x− y, t)(u(y) − u(x)) dy

+

ˆ

Rd

R(x− y, t)(u(y) − u(x)) dy .

By (8.21) and the first part of the proof, it suffices to show that
ˆ

Rd

ˆ

Rd

R(x− y, t)(u(y) − u(x)) dyϕ(x) dx → 0 as t→ 0

for all ϕ ∈ L s,2(Rd;Rd). But this follows by dominated convergence after writing this quantity
in the same weak form used in the first part of the proof. Thus the second inequality in (8.20)
is proved. �

If we assume that u ∈ L 2s,p(Rd;Rd), then we can strengthen the result to norm convergence:

Theorem 8.6. Let 1 < p < ∞, let u ∈ L 2s,p(Rd;Rd) and let U be the unique smooth solution
of (8.17)-(8.18). Then

(8.22) − lim
t→0

t1−2s∂tU(x, t) = −2s lim
t→0

U(x, t) −U(x, 0)

t2s
=

2Γ(1− s)

22sΓ(s)
L
su(x) ,

where the convergence is in the strong topology of Lp(Rd;Rd).
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The proof strategy is very similar to the strategy used to prove Theorem 6.2, replacing L
s
ε

in the proof with with − 22sΓ(s)
2Γ(1−s)ε

1−2s∂tU(x, ε).

9. A Variational Problem Associated to L
s

As an application, we will use extension problem from the previous section to obtain the
following equivalence of seminorms:

Theorem 9.1. Let s ∈ (0, 1) and let u ∈ L s,2(Rd;Rd). Then

(9.1) θcd,s[u]
2
H s(Rd) ≤ Es(u,u) ≤ C[u]2

H s(Rd) ,

where the bilinear from Es(u,ϕ) is defined in Section 6.4. The constant C > 0 depends only d,
s, µ and λ, and the constant θ > 0 depends only on µ and λ.

Proof. The second inequality follows easily from (6.5) and (6.1), so it remains to prove the first.

Define U ∈ H1
s (R

d+1
+ ;Rd) to be the unique smooth solution of (8.17)-(8.18) with boundary data

u. Then by (6.6), Theorem 8.5, and (8.19),

Es(u,u) =
22sΓ(s)

2Γ(1− s)
B(U,U)

=
22sΓ(s)

2Γ(1− s)

ˆ ∞

0

ˆ

Rd

t1−2s
(
|∂tU|2 + µ|∇U|2 + (µ + λ)|divU|2

)
dxdt .

Then by the coercivity inequality (8.16)

Es(u,u) ≥ C(µ, λ)
22sΓ(s)

2Γ(1− s)

ˆ ∞

0

ˆ

Rd

t1−2s|∇(x,t)U|2 dxdt .

Now, let V(x, t) satisfy

V(x, t) = argmin

(
ˆ ∞

0

ˆ

Rd

t1−2s|∇(x,t)Ṽ|2 dxdt

)

over all functions Ṽ ∈ H1
s (R

d+1
+ ;Rd) with boundary data u. Then by [11, Section 3.2] (see

also [20, Section 10])
ˆ ∞

0

ˆ

Rd

t1−2s|∇(x,t)V|2 dxdt =
2Γ(1 − s)

22sΓ(s)

∥∥∥(−∆)
s
2u

∥∥∥
2

L2(Rd)
.

Therefore, since V is a minimum, we have

Es(u,u) ≥ C(µ, λ)
∥∥∥(−∆)

s
2u

∥∥∥
2

L2(Rd)
= θcd,s[u]

2
H s(Rd) ,

which is the first inequality. �

The inequality just established is similar to fractional Korn-type inequalities investigated
in [25, 31]. An Lp version is proved in [43]. In the context of the extension problem, this says
that the Korn inequality continues to hold even after taking traces. Thanks to the asymptotics
for cd,s and κd,s investigated in [40] and to limiting theorems for nonlocal seminorms [33], we
readily see that the classical Korn inequality [41] is recovered from (9.1) as s→ 1−.

We will use Theorem 9.1 to analyze a nonlocal Dirichlet problem associated to L
s:

(9.2)

{
L
su = f , in Ω ,

u = 0 , in R
d \ Ω .

The natural energy space for this problem is

L
s,2
Ω (Rd;Rd) :=

{
u ∈ L

s,2(Rd;Rd) : u ≡ 0 on R
d \ Ω

}
.
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It is easily seen that L
s,2
Ω (Rd;Rd) is a Hilbert space with inner product inherited from the

potential space L s,2(Rd;Rd). We denote its functional dual by L
−s,2
Ω (Rd;Rd).

Recall the bilinear from Es(u,ϕ) defined in Section 6.4. For a given f ∈ L
−s,2
Ω (Rd;Rd), we

say that u ∈ L
s,2
Ω (Rd;Rd) is a weak solution of (9.2) if

(9.3) Es(u,ϕ) = 〈f ,ϕ〉 for all ϕ ∈ L
s,2
Ω (Rd;Rd) .

Theorem 9.2. Let s ∈ (0, 1) and let Ω be a bounded domain in R
d. For any f ∈ L

−s,2
Ω (Rd;Rd)

there exists a unique u ∈ L
s,2
Ω (Rd;Rd) satisfying (9.3) with the energy estimate

‖u‖
L s,2(Rd) ≤ ‖f‖

L
−s,2
Ω (Rd) .

Proof. We follow the strategy for similar nonlocal Dirichlet problems treated in [17, 25]. The
result will follow by the Lax-Milgram theorem if we show that the bilinear form Es is both contin-
uous and coercive on L

s,2
Ω (Rd;Rd). By (6.5) the bilinear form Es is continuous on L

s,2
Ω (Rd;Rd).

To establish coercivity we use the inequality of Theorem 9.1 and (6.1) to get that

Es(u,u) ≥ θ[u]2
L̇ s,2(Rd)

,

where θ depends only on µ and λ. From here, we use the nonlocal Poincaré inequality that
follows easily from the fractional Sobolev inequality [30, Theorem 1] and obtain

‖u‖2L2(Rd) ≤ C(d, s)[u]2
H s(Rd) = C ′(d, s)[u]2

L̇ s,2(Rd)

for all u ∈ L
s,2
Ω (Rd). Therefore,

C(d, s, µ, λ) ‖u‖
L s,2(Rd) ≤ Es(u,u)

for all u ∈ L
s,2
Ω (Rd) and so coercivity is proved. Existence and uniqueness then follows by the

Lax-Milgram theorem, and the energy estimate follows by choosing ϕ = u in (6.6). �

We remark that the coercivity inequality can also be shown using the Fourier transform,
and does not require Theorem 9.1 at all. We use the extension system here because purely
variational techniques may be useful in more general settings, for example, in situations when
u ∈ Lp for p 6= 2.

Appendix A. Fourier Transform Formulas

Lemma A.1. Let W be the heat kernel associated to the operator L defined in (8.3). Then for
all t > 0,

F(W)(ξ, t) = e−4π2µ|ξ|2tI+
(
e−4π2(2µ+λ)|ξ|2t − e−4π2µ|ξ|2t

)ξ ⊗ ξ

|ξ|2 = e−tM(ξ) .

Proof. Since F(H)(ξ, t) = e−4π2|ξ|2t the first equality is straightforward:

F(W)(ξ, t) = F(H)(ξ, µt)I +

ˆ (2µ+λ)t

µt
F(∇2H)(ξ, σ) dσ

= e−4π2µ|ξ|2tI− 4π2
ˆ (2µ+λ)t

µt
(ξ ⊗ ξ)F(H)(ξ, σ) dσ

= e−4π2µ|ξ|2tI− 4π2(ξ ⊗ ξ)

ˆ (2µ+λ)t

µt
e−4π2|ξ|2σ dσ

= e−4π2µ|ξ|2tI+
(
e−4π2(2µ+λ)|ξ|2t − e−4π2µ|ξ|2t

)ξ ⊗ ξ

|ξ|2 .

(A.1)
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For the second equality, use the binomial theorem to obtain that for each n ∈ N and any real
numbers a and b (

aI+ b
ξ ⊗ ξ

|ξ|2
)n

= an
(
I− ξ ⊗ ξ

|ξ|2
)
+ (a+ b)n

ξ ⊗ ξ

|ξ|2 .

Therefore setting a = −4π2|ξ|2tµ and b = −4π2|ξ|2t(µ+ λ)

e−tM(ξ) =
∞∑

n=0

(
aI+ bξ⊗ξ

|ξ|2

)n

n!

=

∞∑

n=0

an

n!

(
I− ξ ⊗ ξ

|ξ|2
)
+

∞∑

n=0

(a+ b)n

n!

ξ ⊗ ξ

|ξ|2

= eaI+
(
ea+b − ea

)ξ ⊗ ξ

|ξ|2

= e−4π2µ|ξ|2tI+
(
e−4π2(2µ+λ)|ξ|2t − e−4π2µ|ξ|2t

)ξ ⊗ ξ

|ξ|2 .

�

Lemma A.2. Let d ≥ 2, s ∈ (0, d2). Then

(A.2) F−1

(
− 1

(2π|ξ|)2s
ξ ⊗ ξ

|ξ|2
)

=
γd,s

|x|d−2s

(
x⊗ x

|x|2 − 1

d− 2s
I

)
in S

′(Rd;Rd×d) ,

where γd,s is the constant defined in (4.5).

Proof. Let H be the heat kernel associated to −∆ defined in (8.4). For 0 < a < b, define the
matrix field

F(x, t) :=

ˆ bt

at
∇2H(x, σ) dσ , x ∈ R

d , t > 0 .

It is easy to verify using (A.1) that for every t > 0 F(·, t) ∈ S (Rd;Rd×d), and that

F̂(ξ, t) := F(F(·, t))(ξ) = (e−4π2|ξ|2bt − e−4π2|ξ|2at)
ξ ⊗ ξ

|ξ|2 , t > 0 .

Let V ∈ S (Rd;Rd×d). Our starting point for proving (A.2) is Parseval’s relation for distribu-
tions; since F(−x, t) = F(x, t)

ˆ

Rd

F̂(x, t) : V(x) dx =

ˆ

Rd

F(x, t) : V̂(x) dx .

Multiply both sides by t
d
2
−s−1 and integrate in t from 0 to ∞:

(A.3)

ˆ ∞

0
t
d
2
−s−1

ˆ

Rd

F̂(x, t) : V(x) dxdt =

ˆ ∞

0
t
d
2
−s−1

ˆ

Rd

F(x, t) : V̂(x) dxdt .

The integral on the left-hand side of (A.3) converges absolutely, and by Fubini’s theorem is equal
to

(A.4)

ˆ

Rd

[
ˆ ∞

0
t
d
2
−s−1(e−4π2|x|2bt − e−4π2|x|2at) dt

]
x⊗ x

|x|2 : V(x) dx .

Now, for δ > 0, the coordinate change r = 4π2|x|2 gives
ˆ ∞

0
t
d
2
−s−1e−4π2|x|2δt dt =

1

(2π|x|)d−2s

1

δ
d
2
−s

ˆ ∞

0
r

d
2
−se−r dr

r
=

1

(2π|x|)d−2s

Γ(d−2s
2 )

δ
d
2
−s

.

Inserting this into (A.4) with δ ∈ {a, b} leads to equality of (A.4) with the quantity

(A.5)
Γ(d−2s

2 )

b
d
2
−s − a

d
2
−s

ˆ

Rd

1

(2π|x|)d−2s

x⊗ x

|x|2 : V(x) dx .
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The right-hand side of (A.3) is equal to

ˆ

Rd



ˆ ∞

0
t
d
2
−s−1

ˆ bt

at

1

(4πσ)d/2


e

−|x|2

4σ

4σ2
x⊗ x− e

−|x|2

4σ

2σ
I


 dσdt


 : V̂(x) dx .

The integrand in σ and t is nonnegative, so by Tonelli’s theorem we get

ˆ

Rd



ˆ ∞

0

(
ˆ σ/a

σ/b
t
d
2
−s−1 dt

)
1

(4πσ)d/2


e

−|x|2

4σ

4σ2
x⊗ x− e

−|x|2

4σ

2σ
I


 dσ


 : V̂(x) dx .

We compute the t integral and split the σ integral:

1

(4π)d/2
1

b
d
2
−s − a

d
2
−s

2

d− 2s

ˆ

Rd

[
ˆ ∞

0
σ−s

(
1

2σ
I− 1

4σ2
x⊗ x

)
e

−|x|2

4σ dσ

]
: V̂(x) dx .(A.6)

Now, for α > 0, the coordinate change r = |x|2

4σ gives the equality
ˆ ∞

0
σ−αe−

|x|2

4σ
dσ

σ
=

4α

|x|2α
ˆ ∞

0
rαe−r dr

r
=

4αΓ(α)

|x|2α .

Applying this to the σ integral in (A.6) with α ∈ {s, s+ 1} leads to the equality of (A.6) with

1

(4π)d/2
1

b
d
2
−s − a

d
2
−s

2

d− 2s

ˆ

Rd

(
4sΓ(s)

2|x|2s I−
41+sΓ(1 + s)

4|x|2+2s
x⊗ x

)
: V̂(x) dx .(A.7)

Now, the identity (A.3) means that the quantities (A.5) and (A.7) are equal. After some algebraic
simplification, this identity becomes

(A.8)
d− 2s

2

Γ(d−2s
2 )

πd/2

ˆ

Rd

1

|x|d−2s

x⊗ x

|x|2 : V(x) dx

=

ˆ

Rd

(
4sΓ(s)

2(2π|x|)2s I−
4sΓ(1 + s)

(2π|x|)2s
x⊗ x

|x|2
)

: V̂(x) dx .

Writing the Fourier transform integrals in ξ and using the identity tΓ(t) = Γ(t+ 1),

(A.9)
Γ(s)

2Γ(1 + s)

ˆ

Rd

(2π|ξ|)−2sV̂(ξ) dξ − Γ(d+2−2s
2 )

22sπd/2Γ(1 + s)

ˆ

Rd

1

|x|d−2s

x⊗ x

|x|2 : V(x) dx

=

ˆ

Rd

(
1

(2π|ξ|)2s
ξ ⊗ ξ

|ξ|2
)

: V̂(ξ) dξ .

Now we use (4.2) on the first integral to get

(A.10)
Γ(s)

2Γ(1 + s)
gd,s

ˆ

Rd

1

|x|d−2s
V(x) dx− Γ(d+2−2s

2 )

22sπd/2Γ(1 + s)

ˆ

Rd

1

|x|d−2s

x⊗ x

|x|2 : V(x) dx

=

ˆ

Rd

(
1

(2π|ξ|)2s
ξ ⊗ ξ

|ξ|2
)

: V̂(ξ) dξ .

The proof is finished by using the identity aΓ(a) = Γ(a+1) for a > 0 to obtain that Γ(s)
2Γ(1+s)gd,s =

γd,s
d−2s . �

Appendix B. Formulae for Classical Functions

For completeness we report the following classical information for special functions along
with references. Some identities hold in a more general context, but we only report what we
need.
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The Gamma function is extended to R \ {0,−1,−2, . . .} via the formula Γ(a+ 1) = aΓ(a).
We also use the Legendre duplication formula for the Gamma function

(B.1) Γ(a)Γ

(
a+

1

2

)
= 21−2a√πΓ(2a) .

Let B : (0,∞) × (0,∞) → R denote the Euler beta function

(B.2) B(a, b) =

ˆ 1

0
ta−1(1− t)b−1 dt .

We use the following three well-known identities:

(B.3) B(a, b) = B(b, a) , B(a, 1 − a) =
π

sin(aπ)
for a < 1 , B(a, b) =

Γ(a)Γ(b)

Γ(a+ b)
.

B.1. Hypergeometric Functions. Suppose a, b, c ∈ R with −c /∈ N0. Let z ∈ C. We denote
the complex-valued hypergeometric function defined for all z ∈ C \ {1,∞} as F (a, b; c; z). For
|z| < 1 the series defining F (a, b; c; z) converges absolutely, and for z ∈ C \ {1,∞} F is defined
via analytic continuation. See the discussion in [1, Chapter 15].

When c > b > 0, the hypergeometric function has the following integral representation,
valid for all z ∈ C \ {[1,∞)}:

(B.4) F (a, b; c; z) =
Γ(c)

Γ(b)Γ(c− b)

ˆ 1

0
tb−1(1− t)c−b−1(1− tz)−a dt ;

see [1, Equation 15.3.1]. Note that in this case when a > 0 we have the uniform bound

F (a, b; c; z) ≤ F (a, b; c; 0) = Γ(c)
Γ(b)Γ(c−b)B(b, c− b) = 1 for all z < 0.

From [1, Equation 15.3.7] and the accompanying discussion, we see that for |z| ≫ 1 with
z /∈ (0,∞) and whenever a− b /∈ Z, F has the asymptotic expression

F (a, b; c; z) =
Γ(c)Γ(b− a)

Γ(b)Γ(c− a)

1

(−z)a +
Γ(c)Γ(a− b)

Γ(a)Γ(c− b)

1

(−z)b

+O

(
1

(−z)a+1
+

1

(−z)b+1

)
.

(B.5)

B.2. Bessel Functions. For ν > −1/2 and z > 0, we denote by Jν(z) the Bessel functions of
the first kind. We will make use of the following integral representation

(B.6) Jν(z) =
zν

2ν
√
πΓ
(
ν + 1

2

)
ˆ 1

−1
(1− t2)ν−1/2 cos(zt) dt ;

see [1, Equation 9.1.20]. With this we obtain the elementary bound

(B.7) |Jν(z)| ≤ C(ν)|z|ν for all z > 0.

Bessel functions satisfy the formula (c.f. [1, Equation 9.1.30])

(B.8)

(
1

z

d

dz

)m

(zνJν(z)) = zν−mJν−m(z) , m ∈ N0 , ν −m > −1/2 .

Integrals of Bessel functions against polynomials and exponential functions can be connected
to hypergeometric functions in the following way: for any a, b ∈ (0,∞), µ ∈ R and ν > −1/2
with µ+ ν > 0, then

(B.9)

ˆ ∞

0
e−axJν(bx)x

µ−1 dx =
bν

aµ+ν

Γ(ν + µ)

2νΓ(ν + 1)
F

(
ν + µ

2
,
ν + µ+ 1

2
; ν + 1;

−b2
a2

)
.
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See [23, 6.621]. In this case we can use the formula (B.5) to obtain

(B.10)

∣∣∣∣
ˆ ∞

0
e−axJν(bx)x

µ−1 dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(µ, ν)

(
1

bµ
+

a

bµ+1

)
+O

(
a2

bµ+2
+

a3

bµ+3

)

whenever b2

a2
≫ 1. If the inequality ν > µ− 1 also holds, then we can combine (B.4) and (B.9)

to get

(B.11)

ˆ ∞

0
e−axJν(bx)x

µ−1 dx =
1

bµ
Γ(ν + µ)

2νΓ(ν+µ+1
2 )Γ(ν−µ+1

2 )

ˆ 1

0

t
ν+µ−1

2 (1− t)
ν−µ−1

2

(a
2

b2
+ t)

ν+µ
2

dt .

B.3. Two Important Formulae.

Lemma B.1. For r > 0 and for any unit vector η,
ˆ

Sd−1

e−ırη·ω dσ(ω) = (2π)d/2
Jν(r)

rν
, where ν =

d− 2

2
.

Proof. Since ω 7→ sin(rη · ω) is odd, the complex part of the left-hand side integral is 0. Using
explicit integration in spherical coordinates

ˆ

Sd−1

e−ırη·ω dσ(ω) =
2π

d−1
2

Γ(d−1
2 )

ˆ 1

−1
cos(rt)(1− t2)

d−3
2 dt .

The result then follows by rewriting the right-hand side integral using the formula (B.6) for
ν = d−2

2 . �

Lemma B.2. For r > 0 and for any unit vector η,
ˆ

Sd−1

(η · ω)2e−ırη·ω dσ(ω) = (2π)d/2
(
Jν(r)

rν
− (d− 1)

Jν+1(r)

rν+1

)
, where ν =

d− 2

2
.

Proof. We proceed similarly to Lemma B.1. Since ω 7→ (η · ω)2 sin(rη · ω) is odd, the complex
part of the left-hand side integral is 0. Using explicit integration in spherical coordinates,

ˆ

Sd−1

e−ırη·ω dσ(ω) =
2π

d−1
2

Γ(d−1
2 )

ˆ 1

−1
t2 cos(rt)(1− t2)

d−3
2 dt .

Add and subtract cos(rt)(1− t2)
d−3
2 in the integral and use (B.6) for ν = d−2

2 to get

ˆ

Sd−1

e−ırη·ω dσ(ω) =
2π

d−1
2

Γ(d−1
2 )

ˆ 1

−1
(t2 − 1) cos(rt)(1− t2)

d−3
2 dt+ (2π)d/2

Jν(r)

rν

= − 2π
d−1
2

Γ(d−1
2 )

ˆ 1

−1
cos(rt)(1− t2)

d−1
2 dt+ (2π)d/2

Jν(r)

rν
.

The result then follows by rewriting the right-hand side integral using the formula (B.6) for
ν = d

2 and using the identity Γ(a+ 1) = aΓ(a) for a = d−1
2 . �
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[48] Miroslav Šilhavỳ. Higher gradient expansion for linear isotropic peridynamic materials. Mathematics and

Mechanics of Solids, 22(6):1483–1493, 2017.
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