
DIRICHLET PROBLEMS ASSOCIATED TO ABSTRACT

NONLOCAL SPACE–TIME DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS

JOSHUA WILLEMS

Abstract. Let the abstract fractional space–time operator (∂t+A)s be given,

where s ∈ (0,∞) and −A : D(A) ⊆ X → X is a linear operator generating a
uniformly bounded strongly measurable semigroup (S(t))t≥0 on a complex

Banach space X. We consider the corresponding Dirichlet problem of finding
a function u : R → X such that{

(∂t +A)su(t) = 0, t ∈ (t0,∞),

u(t) = g(t), t ∈ (−∞, t0],

for given t0 ∈ R and g : (−∞, t0] → X. We derive a solution formula which

expresses u in terms of g and (S(t))t≥0 and generalizes the well-known varia-
tion of constants formula for the mild solution to the abstract Cauchy problem

u′ + Au = 0 on (t0,∞) with u(t0) = x ∈ D(A). Moreover, we include a com-

parison to analogous solution concepts arising from Riemann–Liouville and
Caputo type initial value problems.

1. Introduction

1.1. Background and motivation. Space–time nonlocal problems involving frac-
tional powers of a parabolic operator arise in physics, biology, probability theory
and statistics. The flat parabolic Signorini problem and certain models for semiper-
meable membranes can be formulated as obstacle problems for the fractional heat
operator (∂t −∆)s, where s ∈ (0, 1) and ∆ denotes the Laplacian, acting on func-
tions u : J × D → R for a given time interval J ⊆ R and a connected non-empty
open spatial domain D ⊆ Rd, see e.g. [1, 25]. In the context of continuous time
random walks, equations of the form (∂t −∆)su = f for f : J ×D → R are consid-
ered examples of master equations governing the (non-separable) joint probability
distribution of jump lengths and waiting times [6]. The case where f is replaced

by spatiotemporal Gaussian noise Ẇ has applications to the statistical modeling of
spatial and temporal dependence in data: The resulting class of fractional parabolic
stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs) has been proposed and analyzed
in [13, 15] as a spatiotemporal generalization of the SPDE approach to spatial sta-
tistical modeling, which was initiated by Lindgren, Rue and Lindström [17] and has
subsequently gained widespread popularity [16].

After [25] and [20] independently generalized the Caffarelli–Silvestre extension
approach from the fractional elliptic to the parabolic setting, there has been a
surge of literature on space–time nonlocal problems involving fractional powers of
∂t + L for more general elliptic operators L acting on functions u : D → R, see for
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instance [2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 14, 18]. In particular, in [25, Remark 1.2] the natural Dirichlet
problem for the nonlocal space–time operator (∂t + L)s is introduced, given by{

(∂t + L)su(t, x) = f(t, x), (t, x) ∈ J ×D,

u(t, x) = g(t, x), (t, x) ∈ Rd+1 \ (J ×D),
(1.1)

where g : Rd+1 \ (J × D) → R is a given function prescribing all the values of u
outside of the spatiotemporal region J ×D.

In the first-order case s = 1, the space–time differential operator is local, so
that the analog to (1.1) is an initial boundary value problem. Identifying functions
u : J × D → R with u : J → X, where J := (t0,∞) and X is a Banach space
to be thought of as containing functions from D to R, the corresponding infinite-
dimensional initial value problem is the abstract Cauchy problem{

(∂t +A)u(t) = f(t), t ∈ J,

u(t0) = x ∈ X.
(1.2)

Here A : D(A) ⊆ X → X is a linear operator whose domain D(A) can be used to
encode (Dirichlet) boundary conditions and f : J → X is a given forcing function.
If −A is the infinitesimal generator of a suitably regular semigroup (S(t))t≥0 of
bounded linear operators on X and f is sufficiently (Bochner) integrable, then the
mild solution of (1.2) is defined by the well-known variation of constants formula

u(t) := S(t− t0)x+

∫ t

t0

S(t− τ)f(τ) dτ, ∀t ∈ J.

In this work we consider an abstract counterpart of (1.1) in the setting of (1.2),
namely the following Dirichlet problem for (∂t +A)s with s ∈ (0,∞) \ N:{

(∂t +A)su(t) = 0, t ∈ (t0,∞),

u(t) = g(t), t ∈ (−∞, t0],
(1.3)

where g : (−∞, t0] → X. We restrict ourselves to J = (t0,∞) since (∂t + A)su(t)
depends only on the values of u to the left of t ∈ R, see Section 2.2 below. Moreover,
we only consider f ≡ 0 since the problem is linear in u and the mild solution formula
for f ̸≡ 0 and g ≡ 0 (or J = R) is known to be given by a Riemann–Liouville type
fractional parabolic integral, cf. [25, Theorem 1.17].

1.2. Contributions. The main contribution of this work is the following definition
of the solution to (1.3) for s ∈ (0,∞) \ N and bounded continuous g:

u(t) :=
sin(π{s})

π

∫ ∞

0

τ−{s}

τ + 1
S((t− t0)(τ + 1))g(t0 − (t− t0)τ) dτ

+

⌊s⌋∑
k=1

(t− t0)
{s}+k−1

Γ({s}+ k)
S(t− t0)[(∂t +A){s}+k−1g](t0), t ∈ (t0,∞),

(1.4)

where Γ denotes the gamma function and s = ⌊s⌋+{s} for ⌊s⌋ ∈ N0 and {s} ∈ (0, 1);
see Definition 3.1. Although the motivation of this definition, given by Theorem 3.5,
relies on the uniform exponential stability of (S(t))t≥0, the resulting formula is
meaningful under the more general standing assumption that (S(t))t≥0 is uniformly
bounded. In particular, this includes the case A = 0, meaning that (1.4) with
S( · ) ≡ IdX can be viewed as a solution to the Dirichlet problem associated to
the fractional time derivative ∂st . Likewise, if (S(t))t≥0 is uniformly exponentially
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stable, then the integral in (1.4) also converges for {s} = 0, so that (1.4) remains
meaningful for integers s = n ∈ N and reduces to the known integer-order solution
formula (see Section A.2 of Appendix A):

u(t) =

n−1∑
k=0

(t− t0)
k

k!
S(t− t0)[(∂t +A)kg](t0), t ∈ (t0,∞).

If (S(t))t≥0 is merely uniformly bounded, then it still holds that the first term
of (1.4) converges to S(t− t0)g(t0) as {s} ↑ 1 for all t ∈ (t0,∞), see Proposition 3.3.
For constant initial data g ≡ x ∈ X, we find that (1.4) can be conveniently expressed
in terms of an operator-valued incomplete gamma function, see Corollary 3.4.

In addition to (1.4), we define solution concepts for the Cauchy problems asso-
ciated to fractional parabolic Riemann–Liouville and Caputo type derivative oper-
ators (see Proposition 4.1 and Definitions 4.2 and 4.3) for comparison. The higher-
order terms comprising the summation in (1.4) turn out to be analogous to the
corresponding terms in the Riemann–Liouville solution. The first term in (1.4),
however, is bounded on R and continuous at t0 under mild conditions on (S(t))t≥0

or g, in contrast to the lowest-order term in the Riemann–Liouville formula which
has a singularity there. As opposed to the Caputo type initial value problem, the
solutions to (1.3) are in general different for distinct s1, s2 ∈ (n, n+ 1) for n ∈ N0.

To the best of the author’s knowledge, the solution formula given by (1.4) is new
even in the scalar-valued case X := C, A := a ∈ C+ and (S(t))t≥0 = (e−at)t≥0, as

are the Riemann–Liouville and Caputo type solutions for a ∈ C+ \ {0}.

1.3. Outline. This article is structured as follows. In Section 2 we establish some
notation and state preliminaries regarding fractional parabolic integration and dif-
ferentiation operators on Bochner spaces, as well as the Phillips functional calculus
associated to semigroup generators. In Section 3 we give the precise definition of
the solution concept formally given by (1.4) and present the theorem underlying
its motivation. The comparison with the solution concepts associated to Riemann–
Liouville and Caputo type initial value problems is presented in Section 4. This
work is complemented by Appendix A, in which we extend known results for strong
and mild solutions to integer-order abstract Cauchy problems on intervals of the
form J = (t0,∞) for t0 ∈ [−∞,∞).

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Notation. Let N := {1, 2, 3, . . . } and N0 := N∪{0} denote the sets of positive
and non-negative integers, respectively. We write ⌊ · ⌋ and ⌈ · ⌉ for the floor and
ceiling functions; the fractional part of α ∈ [0,∞) is defined by {α} := α − ⌊α⌋.
The maximum (respectively, minimum) of two real numbers α, β ∈ R is denoted by

α∨ β (respectively, α∧ β). The function t 7→ tβ+ is defined by tβ+ := tβ if t ∈ (0,∞)

and tβ+ := 0 otherwise. The real and imaginary parts of a complex number z ∈ C
are respectively denoted by Re z and Im z; if z ̸= 0, then its argument is written
as arg z ∈ (−π, π]. The open and closed right half-planes of the complex plane
are denoted by C+ := {z ∈ C : Re z > 0} and C+ := {z ∈ C : Re z ≥ 0},
respectively. The identity map on a set B is denoted by IdB : B → B and we write
1B0 : B → {0, 1} for the indicator function of a subset B0 ⊆ B.

Throughout this article, (X, ∥ · ∥X) denotes a Banach space over the complex
scalar field C; the real case can be treated using complexifications. The Banach
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space of bounded linear operators from X to a Banach space Y with the uniform
operator norm is denoted by L (X;Y ); for X = Y we set L (X) := L (X;X).
The notation A : D(A) ⊆ X → X indicates that A is a possibly unbounded linear
operator on X with domain D(A) and graph G(A) := {(x,Ax) : x ∈ D(A)}.

Let (S,A, µ) be a measure space. For any f : S → R and x ∈ X, define
f ⊗ x : S → X by [f ⊗ x](s) := f(s)x. A function f : S → X is said to be strongly
µ-measurable if it is the µ-almost everywhere (“a.e.”) limit of µ-simple functions,
i.e., linear combinations of 1B ⊗ x with B ∈ A , µ(B) < ∞ and x ∈ X. For
p ∈ [1,∞], let Lp(S;X) denote the Bochner space of (equivalence classes of) p-
integrable functions with norm ∥f∥Lp(S;X) := (

∫
S
∥f(s)∥pX dµ(s))1/p if p ∈ [1,∞)

and ∥f∥L∞(S;X) := ess sups∈S ∥f(s)∥X . Intervals J ⊆ R are equipped with the
Lebesgue σ-algebra and measure. The Banach space of bounded continuous func-
tions u : J → X endowed with the supremum norm is denoted by (Cb(J ;X), ∥ · ∥∞).

2.2. Fractional parabolic calculus. The following assumptions on X and A will
be used throughout the article.

Assumption 2.1. Let −A : D(A) ⊆ X → X be the infinitesimal generator of a
locally bounded strongly measurable semigroup (S(t))t≥0 ⊂ L (X), which implies

∃M0 ∈ [1,∞), w ∈ R : ∥S(t)∥L (X) ≤M0e
−wt, ∀t ∈ [0,∞). (2.1)

More precisely, we suppose that (S(t))t≥0 is either

(i) uniformly bounded, meaning that w ∈ [0,∞), or
(ii) uniformly exponentially stable, meaning that w ∈ (0,∞).

We may sometimes additionally assume that (S(t))t≥0 is

(iii) bounded analytic, i.e., (0,∞) ∋ t 7→ S(t) ∈ L (X) admits a bounded holo-
morphic extension to Σφ := {z ∈ C : |arg z| < φ} for some φ ∈ (0, 12π).

For a strongly measurable semigroup (S(t))t≥0 and x ∈ X, the orbit t 7→ S(t)x

is continuous on (0,∞), with continuity at zero if and only if x ∈ D(A). See [11,
Appendix K] for a summary of the theory of measurable semigroups.

We will now define the fractional parabolic integration and differentiation op-
erators Is and Ds, which are the respective rigorous definitions of the expressions
(∂t + A)−s and (∂t + A)s from Section 1. For any s ∈ (0,∞), let the integration
kernel ks : R → L (X) be defined by ks(τ) := 1

Γ(s)τ
s−1
+ S(τ) for τ ∈ R. Given

u : R → X, its Riemann–Liouville type fractional parabolic integral Isu : R → X of
order s, cf. [12, Section 2.3], is defined by

Isu(t) := ks ∗ u(t) :=
1

Γ(s)

∫ ∞

0

τs−1S(τ)u(t− τ) dτ (2.2)

whenever this Bochner integral converges for a.e. t ∈ R. For s = 0 we set I0 := IdX .
We remark that, while the terminology “fractional parabolic” is inspired by

the case A = −∆ acting on a function space such as X = L2(D), our setting is
considerably more general.

The following properties of (Is)s∈[0,∞) will be used throughout this work:

Proposition 2.2. Let Assumption 2.1(ii) hold and let p ∈ [1,∞].

(a) Is ∈ L (Lp(R;X)) with ∥Is∥L (Lp(R;X)) ≤ M0

ws for all p ∈ [1,∞], s ∈ [0,∞);
(b) Is ∈ L (Lp(R;X);Cb(R;X)) for s ∈ [1,∞) if p = 1 or s ∈ (1/p,∞) if

p ∈ (1,∞];
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(c) Is1Is2 = Is1+s2 for all s1, s2 ∈ [0,∞);
(d) Given x ∈ X, if p ∈ [1, 1

1−s1
) and s1 ∈ (0, 1) or p ∈ [1,∞] and s1 ∈ [1,∞),

then ks1 ⊗ x ∈ Lp(R;X) and Is2(ks1 ⊗ x) = ks1+s2 ⊗ x for all s2 ∈ [0,∞).

Proof. Estimate (2.1) implies ∥ks∥L1(R;L (X)) ≤ M0w
−s for all s ∈ (0,∞), so that

Minkowski’s integral inequality [24, Section A.1] yields (a).

If p′ ∈ [1,∞] is such that 1
p +

1
p′ = 1 and u ∈ Lp(R;X), then ks ∈ Lp′

(R;L (X))

for s as in the statement of (b), and the result follows from Hölder’s inequality and
the continuity of translations in Lq(R;X) or Lq(R;L (X)) for q ∈ [1,∞).

Assertions (c) and (d) follow by combining the semigroup property of (S(t))t≥0,
Fubini’s theorem and [21, Equation (5.12.1)]. □

For p ∈ [1,∞], let W 1,p(R;X) denote the Bochner–Sobolev space of functions
u ∈ Lp(R;X) whose weak derivative ∂tu also belongs to Lp(R;X). Identifying
A : D(A) ⊆ X → X with the operator A : Lp(R;D(A)) ⊆ Lp(R;X) → Lp(R;X)
defined by [Au]( · ) := Au( · ), we can view ∂t + A as an operator on Lp(R;X)
with domain Lp(R;D(A))∩W 1,p(R;X). In conjunction with the operators (Is)s≥0

from (2.2), this leads to the definition of the Riemann–Liouville type fractional
parabolic derivative of order s ∈ [0,∞):

Dsu := (∂t +A)⌈s⌉I⌈s⌉−su,

u ∈ D(Ds) := {u ∈ Lp(R;X) : I⌈s⌉−su ∈ D((∂t +A)⌈s⌉)}.
(2.3)

Note that we do not explicitly indicate the dependence of Ds and Is on p ∈ [1,∞]
in the notation, instead leaving it to be inferred from context.

The next proposition shows that the fractional parabolic derivative and integral
are inverse to each other in the sense that DsIsu = u and IsDsu = u a.e. whenever
the respective left-hand sides are well-defined.

Proposition 2.3. Suppose that Assumption 2.1(ii) holds. Let s ∈ [0,∞), p ∈ [1,∞]
and u ∈ Lp(R;X). Then the following assertions hold:

(a) If Isu ∈ D(Ds), then DsIsu = u a.e.
(b) If u ∈ D(Ds), then IsDsu = u a.e.

Proof. (a) For s = 1, v := I1u is the mild solution to (1.2) with f := u ∈ Lp(J ;X).
Moreover, since v ∈W 1,p(J ;X)∩Lp(J ;X), the conditions of Proposition A.3(b)(c)
are satisfied, so that v is a strong solution, which proves the base case. The cases
s = n ∈ N follow from induction using Proposition 2.2(c). For s ∈ (0,∞) \ N, the
assertion follows upon combining the definition (2.3) of Ds with Proposition 2.2(c)
and the integer case:

DsIsu = (∂t +A)⌈s⌉I⌈s⌉−sIsu = (∂t +A)⌈s⌉I⌈s⌉u = u a.e.

(b) The case s = 1 follows from Proposition A.3 (a) =⇒ (b) with f := u′ + Au,
and the integer case follows by induction. For fractional s, fix u ∈ D(Ds) and note

I⌈s⌉−sIsDsu = I⌈s⌉−sIs(∂t +A)⌈s⌉I⌈s⌉−su = I⌈s⌉(∂t +A)⌈s⌉I⌈s⌉−su = I⌈s⌉−su,

holds a.e. Since (a) implies that I⌈s⌉−s is injective, we conclude IsDsu = u a.e. □

Remark 2.4. Let us briefly elaborate on our choice for the Riemann–Liouville type
operators Ds and Is as the rigorous interpretations of (∂t + A)s and (∂t + A)−s,
respectively. Under some additional assumptions on A and/or X, it can be shown
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that the sum operator ∂t + A admits an extension B which is sectorial [11, Sec-
tion 16.3]. For this class of operators, fractional powers can be defined as in [11,
Section 15.2]. If, for instance, −A generates an exponentially bounded strongly
continuous semigroup on a Hilbert space X = H, then it holds that B−s = Is for
all s ∈ [0,∞), cf. [13, Proposition 3.2 and Equation (3.9)]. It then follows from [11,
Proposition 15.1.12(2)] that

Bs = B⌈s⌉Bs−⌈s⌉ with D(Bs) = {u ∈ Lp(R;X) : u ∈ D(B⌈s⌉)}.
Hence in this situation we find that Bs is an extension of Ds. In particular, if we
have B = ∂t +A, a property which is closely related to the maximal Lp-regularity
of A (see [11, Proposition 17.3.14]), then in fact Bs = Ds.

Thus, there is a close relation between the Riemann–Liouville fractional parabolic
operators and fractional powers of sectorial extensions of ∂t + A. We choose the
former viewpoint for the sake of simplicity, generality and consistency with the
analogous definitions for A = 0 in fractional calculus texts such as [23, 12].

2.3. Phillips functional calculus. If Assumption 2.1(i) holds and f : C+ → C
can be written as the Laplace transform of a complex Borel measure µ of bounded
variation on [0,∞), i.e., if we have

f(z) = L[µ](z) :=
∫
[0,∞)

e−zs dµ(s)

for all z ∈ C+, then we define the operator

f(A) :=

[∫
[0,∞)

e−sz dµ(s)

]
(A) :=

∫
[0,∞)

S(s) dµ(s).

The map f 7→ f(A), called the Phillips functional calculus for A, is an algebra ho-
momorphism from the space of Laplace transforms to L (X), see [9, Remark 3.3.3].

Note that S(t) = L[δt](A) = (e−zt)(A), where δt denotes the Dirac measure
concentrated at t ∈ [0,∞). Moreover, for any α, ε ∈ (0,∞) we can define the
negative fractional powers of A+ ε IdX by

(A+ ε IdX)−α := [(z + ε)−α](A) = L
[
sα−1e−εs

Γ(α)
ds

]
(A),

see [9, Proposition 3.3.5]. These can be used to define (A + ε IdX)α and, in turn,
Aα : D(Aα) ⊆ X → X in a manner which is consistent with other common defi-
nitions of fractional powers, cf. [9, Propositions 3.1.9 and 3.3.2]. Under Assump-
tion 2.1(ii), we can also allow for ε = 0 directly in the above to define (see [9,
Corollary 3.3.6]):

A−α :=
1

Γ(α)

∫ ∞

0

σα−1S(σ) dσ ∈ L (X). (2.4)

3. Definition of the solution concept and its motivation

In this section we turn to the main subject of the present work, namely to
state and motivate (respectively in Sections 3.1 and 3.2) a precise definition of
the solution to the Dirichlet problem associated to Ds, which consists in finding a
function u : R → X satisfying{

Dsu(t) = 0, t ∈ (t0,∞),

u(t) = g(t), t ∈ (−∞, t0],
(3.1)
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for s ∈ (0,∞), t0 ∈ R and sufficiently regular g : (−∞, t0] → X. Recall from
Section 2.2 that Ds denotes the Riemann–Liouville type fractional parabolic differ-
entiation operator acting on functions from R to X, which is our interpretation of
the operator (∂t +A)s appearing in (1.3), as motivated by Remark 2.4.

3.1. Definition and some properties. We begin by stating the precise definition
of the solution formula formally given by (1.4).

Definition 3.1. Suppose that Assumption 2.1(i) holds. Let s ∈ (0,∞) \ N,
p ∈ [1,∞], t0 ∈ R and g ∈ Cb((−∞, t0];X) be given. If g ∈ D(D(s−1)∨0) and
D(s−1)∨0g ∈ Cb((−∞, t0];X), then the solution u : R → X to (3.1) is defined by
u ≡ g on (−∞, t0] and

u(t) :=
sin(π{s})

π

∫ ∞

0

τ−{s}

τ + 1
S((t− t0)(τ + 1))g(t0 − (t− t0)τ) dτ

+

⌊s⌋∑
k=1

(t− t0)
{s}+k−1

Γ({s}+ k)
S(t− t0)D

{s}+k−1g(t0), t ∈ (t0,∞).

(3.2)

As we will see below, formula (3.2) has close connections to the normalized upper
incomplete gamma function, whose principal branch Γ(α, · ) : C \ (−∞, 0) → C for
α ∈ C+ is defined by

Γ(α, z) :=
1

Γ(α)

∫ ∞

z

ζα−1e−ζ dζ, z ∈ C \ (−∞, 0),

integrating over any contour from z to ∞ avoiding (−∞, 0), see [21, Chapter 8].
For α ∈ (0, 1) and z ∈ C+ ∪ {0}, [21, Equations (5.5.3), (13.4.4) and (13.6.6)] yield

Γ(α, z) =
sin(πα)

π

∫ ∞

0

τ−α

1 + τ
e−z(1+τ) dτ. (3.3)

In particular, for t ∈ (0,∞), the change of variables σ := t(1 + τ) produces

Γ(α, tz) =
tα sin(πα)

π

∫ ∞

t

(σ − t)−ασ−1e−σz dσ. (3.4)

Moreover, for all α ∈ (0,∞) and n ∈ N we have the following recurrence rela-
tions [21, Equations (8.8.12) and (8.4.10)]:

Γ(α, z) = Γ({α}, z) +
⌊α⌋∑
k=1

zk+{α}−1

Γ(k + {α})
e−z, Γ(n, z) =

n−1∑
k=0

zk

k!
e−z. (3.5)

These identities are used to derive the upper bound for (3.2) in the following:

Proposition 3.2. Suppose Assumption 2.1(i) holds. Let s ∈ (0,∞)\N, p ∈ [1,∞],
t0 ∈ R and g ∈ Cb((−∞, t0];X) be as in Definition 3.1. Then the solution u to (3.1)
satisfies u ∈ Cb(R \ {t0};X) and, for all t ∈ (t0,∞),

∥u(t)∥X ≤M0Γ(s, w(t− t0))max{∥g∥∞, ∥D{s}g(t0)∥X , . . . , ∥Ds−1g(t0)∥X},

where M0 ∈ [1,∞) and w ∈ [0,∞) are as in (2.1).

If moreover g(t),D{s}+kg(t0) ∈ D(A) for all t ∈ (−∞, t0] and k ∈ {0, . . . , ⌊s⌋},
then we in fact have u ∈ Cb(R;X).
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Proof. The estimate on ∥u(t)∥X follows by applying the triangle inequality, (2.1)
and identities (3.3)–(3.5) to (3.2). The continuity assertions rely on the strong
continuity of (S(t))t≥0, see the remarks below Assumption 2.1. They are immediate

for the terms involving D{s}+kg(t0). For the integral term, we note that the norm

of the integrand is dominated by τ 7→ M0∥g∥∞ τ−{s}

τ+1 , which is integrable in view

of (3.3). Combined with the continuity of t 7→ S((t− t0)(τ + 1))g(t0 − (t− t0)) on
(t0,∞) and possibly at t0, the dominated convergence theorem yields the result. □

We emphasize once more that the solution formula can fail to be continuous at
t0 even in the first-order case u(t) = S(t− t0)x if x ̸∈ D(A). As an example, we can
takeX = Cb(R), A = −∆ and x(ξ) = sin(ξ2). Then −A generates the analytic heat

semigroup and D(A) = Cub(R) is the space of bounded and uniformly continuous
functions on R, cf. [19, Corollary 3.1.9]. In this case ∥u(t)∥∞ ≤ 1 for all t ∈ [t0,∞)
but S(t− t0)x does not converge uniformly to x as t ↓ t0.

Next we comment on the precise way in which the solution concept of Def-
inition 3.1 reduces to that of Definition A.5 in Appendix A for integer orders
s = n ∈ N. Substituting s = n (i.e., ⌊s⌋ = n and {s} = 0) in the higher-order
terms of (3.2) and shifting the index of summation yields

n−1∑
k=0

(t− t0)
k

k!
S(t− t0)[(∂t +A)kg](t0), ∀t ∈ (t0,∞), (3.6)

which is the desired integer-order formula; see Subsection A.2 of Appendix A.
Moreover, the first term in (3.2) vanishes as required, provided that the integral
remains convergent for {s} = 0. This occurs under Assumption 2.1(ii), but may
fail in general if only Assumption 2.1(i) is satisfied, in which case we cannot argue
via direct substitution. Instead, in this situation we have to consider limits s→ n.
Let us denote the solution from Definition 3.1 of order s ∈ (0,∞) \N. Then for all
ε ∈ (0, 1) and t ∈ (t0,∞) we have

un+ε(t) =
sin(πε)

π

∫ ∞

0

τ−ε

τ + 1
S((t− t0)(τ + 1))g(t0 − (t− t0)τ) dτ (3.7)

+

n−1∑
k=0

(t− t0)
k+ε

Γ(k + ε+ 1)
S(t− t0)D

k+εg(t0); (3.8)

un−ε(t) =
sin(πε)

π

∫ ∞

0

τε−1

τ + 1
S((t− t0)(τ + 1))g(t0 − (t− t0)τ) dτ (3.9)

+

n−1∑
k=1

(t− t0)
k−ε

Γ(k − ε+ 1)
S(t− t0)D

k−εg(t0). (3.10)

Substituting ε = 0 into the summations on lines (3.8) and (3.10) and comparing the
resulting expressions with (3.6), we observe that the integral terms on lines (3.7)
and (3.9) should respectively converge to zero and S(t − t0)g(t0) as ε → 0 in
order to reduce to the integer-order case (formally, since we cannot expect the
continuity of ε 7→ Dk±εg(t0) in general). The following proposition states when
these convergences hold:
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Proposition 3.3. Let t0 ∈ R and g ∈ Cb((−∞, t0];X) be given. If Assump-
tion 2.1(i) is satisfied, then for all t ∈ (t0,∞) it holds that

sin(πε)

π

∫ ∞

0

τε−1

τ + 1
S((t−t0)(τ+1))g(t0−(t−t0)τ) dτ → S(t−t0)g(t0) as ε→ 0.

If, in addition, Assumption 2.1(ii) is satisfied, then

sin(πε)

π

∫ ∞

0

τ−ε

τ + 1
S((t− t0)(τ + 1))g(t0 − (t− t0)τ) dτ → 0 as ε→ 0. (3.11)

Proof. Fix t0 ∈ R and t ∈ (t0,∞). First we define the function ft,t0 : R → X by

ft,t0(r) :=

{
S(t− t0 − r)g(t0 + r), r ∈ (−∞, 0];

S(t− t0)g(t0), r ∈ (0,∞),

which is bounded and continuous at r = 0 by the assumptions on (S(t))t≥0 and g.
Next, for any ε ∈ (0, 1) we define ψt,t0,ε : R → [0,∞) by

ψt,t0,ε(r) :=
(t− t0)

1−ε sin(πε)

π
(r + (t− t0))

−1
+ rε−1

+ , r ∈ R.

Shifting the integration variable by t − t0 and applying (3.4) with s = 1 − ε and
z = 0, we find∫

R
ψt,t0,ε(r) dr =

(t− t0)
1−ε sin(πε)

π

∫ ∞

t−t0

r−1(r − (t− t0))
ε−1 dr = 1.

Moreover, we have for any δ > 0:∫
{|r|≥δ}

|ψt,t0,ε(r)|dr =
(t− t0)

1−ε sin(πε)

π

∫ ∞

δ

(r + t− t0)
−1rε−1 dr

≤ (t− t0)
1−ε sin(πε)

π

∫ ∞

δ

rε−2 dr =
(t− t0)

1−εδε−1 sin(πε)

π(1− ε)
→ (t− t0) · 0

πδ
= 0

as ε → 0. Together, these observations show that the family (ψt,t0,ε)ε∈(0,1) forms
an approximate identity as ε→ 0 in the sense of [8, Definition 1.2.15].

Finally we note that the change of variables σ := (t− t0)τ yields

sin(πε)

π

∫ ∞

0

τε−1

τ + 1
S((t− t0)(τ + 1))g(t0 − (t− t0)τ) dτ = [ψt,t0,ε ∗ ft,t0 ](0).

The first assertion now follows by applying the obvious vector-valued generalization
of [8, Theorem 1.2.19(2)], which gives

[ψt,t0,ε ∗ ft,t0 ](0) → ft,t0(0) = S(t− t0)g(t0) as ε→ 0.

For the second assertion, suppose that Assumption 2.1(ii) holds. By Proposi-
tion 3.2, the left-hand side of (3.11) is bounded above by M0Γ(ε, w(t − t0))∥g∥∞
for all t ∈ (t0,∞). Since w(t− t0) > 0, this expression tends to zero as ε→ 0. □

The final corollary concerns the choice of constant g ≡ x ∈ D(A(s−1)∨0) in
Definition 3.1, in which case the solution can be expressed in terms of an operator-
valued counterpart of the upper incomplete gamma function. Namely, for α ∈ (0, 1)
and t ∈ (0,∞) we use the Phillips calculus from Section 2.3 to define

Γ(α, tA) := [z 7→ Γ(α, tz)](A) = L
[
tασ−1

+ (σ − t)−α
+

Γ(α)Γ(1− α)
dσ

]
(A) ∈ L (X),
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see (3.4). For α ∈ [1,∞), such a Laplace transform representation is no longer
available, so in this case we instead define Γ(α, tA) by analogy with (3.5):

Γ(α, tA)x := Γ({α}, tA)x+

⌊α⌋∑
k=1

tk+{α}−1

Γ(k + {α})
Ak+{α}−1S(t)x, x ∈ D(Aα−1). (3.12)

For t = 0 we set Γ(α, 0A) := IdX . Although Γ(α, tA) is unbounded in general, under
the additional Assumption 2.1(iii) we have, cf. [22, Chapter 2, Theorem 6.13(c)]:

∀β ∈ [0,∞), ∃Mβ ∈ [1,∞) : ∥AβS(t)∥L (X) ≤Mβt
−βe−wt, ∀t ∈ (0,∞). (3.13)

Putting these observations together, we obtain the following formula for the solution
with initial datum g ≡ x:

Corollary 3.4. Suppose Assumption 2.1(i) holds. Let s ∈ (0,∞)\N, p ∈ [1,∞] and
t0 ∈ R. If g ≡ x for a given x ∈ D(A(s−1)∨0) and s ∈ (0, 1) or Assumption 2.1(ii)
holds, then the solution u to (3.1) from Definition 3.1 becomes

u(t) = Γ(s, (t− t0)A)x, ∀t ∈ (t0,∞). (3.14)

If, in addition, s ∈ (0, 1) or Assumption 2.1(iii) is satisfied, then

∥u(t)∥X ≤
[
M0Γ({s}, w(t− t0)) + e−w(t−t0)

⌊s⌋∑
k=1

M{s}+k−1

Γ({s}+ k)

]
∥x∥X , (3.15)

where w ∈ [0,∞) andM0,M{s}, . . . ,Ms ∈ [1,∞) are as in equations (2.1) and (3.13).

Proof. The substitution g ≡ x and the change of variables σ := (t − t0)(1 + τ) in
the first term of (3.2) produces

sin(π{s})
π

(t− t0)
{s}

∫ ∞

t−t0

σ−1(σ − (t− t0))
−{s}S(σ) dσ x,

which is equal to Γ({s}, (t− t0)A)x by (3.4).
Now suppose that s ∈ (1,∞) and let Assumption 2.1(ii) be satisfied. Then for

any α ∈ [0,∞) we have

Iαg(t) :=
1

Γ(α)

∫ ∞

0

τα−1S(τ)xdτ = A−αx

by (2.4), so that

Dβg(t) := (∂t +A)⌈β⌉I⌈β⌉−βg(t) = A⌈β⌉Aβ−⌈β⌉x = Aβx

for all β ∈ [0, s− 1], hence the remaining terms of (3.2) become

⌊s⌋∑
k=1

(t− t0)
{s}+k−1

Γ({s}+ k)
S(t− t0)A

{s}+k−1x,

proving (3.14) in view of (3.12). Estimate (3.15) follows from (2.1) (and (3.13)). □
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3.2. Motivation of the solution formula. In order to provide a motivation for
Definition 3.1, fix p ∈ [1,∞] and first suppose that g : (−∞, t0] → R belongs to
D(Ds). In this case, applying Ds to the second line of (3.1) yields

Dsu(t) = Dsg(t), t ∈ (−∞, t0].

Combined with the condition that Dsu ≡ 0 on (t0,∞), we find

Dsu(t) = [̃Dsg](t) =

{
0, t ∈ (t0,∞),

Dsg(t), t ∈ (−∞, t0],
(3.16)

where the tilde signifies extension by zero to the whole of R. In view of Proposi-
tion 2.3, we have for any f ∈ Lp(R;X) that u = Isf is the unique mild solution to
the equation Dsu = f , provided that u ∈ D(Ds). Omitting the latter assumption,
we can interpret Isf as the mild solution to the equation for any f ∈ Lp(R;X).

Hence, setting f := D̃sg, we find that

v := IsD̃sg (3.17)

is the solution to (3.16). From here, the next goal is to rewrite this expression into a
form which exhibits some cancellation of fractional integration and differentiation,
at least in the case s ∈ (0, 1). Indeed, the following theorem shows that (3.2)
provides such a representation.

Theorem 3.5. Suppose that Assumption 2.1(ii) is satisfied. Let f ∈ Lp(−∞, t0;X)
for some p ∈ [1,∞] and t0 ∈ R. Let s ∈ [1,∞) if p = 1 and s ∈ (1/p,∞) otherwise.
Then the following identity holds for all t ∈ (t0,∞):

Isf̃(t) =
sin(π{s})

π

∫ ∞

0

τ−{s}

τ + 1
S((t− t0)(τ + 1))Isf(t0 − (t− t0)τ) dτ

+

⌊s⌋∑
k=1

(t− t0)
{s}+k−1

Γ({s}+ k)
S(t− t0)I

⌊s⌋−k+1f(t0). (3.18)

In particular, if g ∈ D(Ds), then substituting f := Dsg implies that the solution v
to (3.16), defined by (3.17), satisfies

v(t) = u(t), ∀t ∈ (t0,∞), (3.19)

where u denotes the solution of (3.1) in the sense of Definition 3.1.

The proof of Theorem 3.5 involves expressing an integral in terms of fractional
binomial coefficients, given by [21, Equations (1.2.6), (5.2.4) and (5.2.5)]:(

α

k

)
:=

1

k!

k−1∏
ℓ=0

(α− ℓ) =
Γ(α+ 1)

k! Γ(α− k + 1)
, α ∈ (0,∞), k ∈ N0. (3.20)

Since the author is not aware of a direct reference for the following integral identity,
a proof is presented below for the sake of self-containedness.

Lemma 3.6. For α ∈ (0, 1), a, b ∈ (0,∞) and n ∈ N0 we have

sin(πα)

π

∫ a/b

0

τ−α(a− bτ)α+n−1

τ + 1
dτ

= (a+ b)α+n−1 −
n∑

k=1

(
α+ n− 1

n− k

)
an−kb k+α−1.

(3.21)
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Proof. By the change of variables σ := b
aτ and [21, Equation (5.5.3)], the validity

of the identity (3.21) is equivalent to that of

1

Γ(1− α)Γ(α)

∫ 1

0

σ−α(1− σ)α+n−1

σ + b
a

dσ

= a1−nb−α(a+ b)α+n−1 −
n∑

k=1

(
α+ n− 1

n− k

)(
b

a

)k−1

.

(3.22)

We will verify this identity using induction on n ∈ N0. The base case n = 0 is a
consequence of [21, Equations (5.12.4) and (5.12.1)]:

1

Γ(1− α)Γ(α)

∫ 1

0

σ−α(1− σ)α−1

σ + b
a

dσ =
(
1 + b

a

)α−1 ( b
a

)−α
= ab−α(a+ b)α−1.

Now suppose that (3.22) holds for a given n ∈ N0. In order to establish the identity
for n + 1, we write 1 − σ = 1 + b

a − (σ + b
a ) and apply the induction hypothesis

and [21, Equation (5.12.1)], respectively, to the resulting two integrals:

1

Γ(1− α)Γ(α)

∫ 1

0

σ−α(1− σ)α+n

σ + b
a

dσ

=
1 + b

a

Γ(1− α)Γ(α)

∫ 1

0

σ−α(1− σ)α+n−1

σ + b
a

dσ − 1

Γ(1− α)Γ(α)

∫ 1

0

σ−α(1− σ)α+n−1 dσ

= a−nb−α(a+ b)α+n −
(
1 +

b

a

) n∑
k=1

(
α+ n− 1

n− j

)(
b

a

)j−1

− Γ(α+ n)

n! Γ(α)
.

For the latter two terms, we have(
1 +

b

a

) n∑
k=1

(
α+ n− 1

n− k

)(
b

a

)k−1

+
Γ(α+ n)

n! Γ(α)

=

n∑
k=1

(
α+ n− 1

n− k

)(
b

a

)k−1

+

n∑
k=0

(
α+ n− 1

n− k

)(
b

a

)k

=

n∑
k=1

[(
α+ n− 1

n− k

)
+

(
α+ n− 1

n− k + 1

)](
b

a

)k−1

+

(
b

a

)n
=

n+1∑
k=1

(
α+ n

n+ 1− k

)(
b

a

)k−1

.

Indeed, to obtain the second line we note that Γ(α+n)
n! Γ(α) =

(
α+n−1

n

)
by (3.20), which

is the term k = 0 of the second summation on the second line; shifting its index
of summation and splitting off the last term yields the first expression on the third
line. The final step uses [21, Equation (1.2.7)] and the fact that ( ba )

n corresponds
to the term k = n + 1 in the desired formula. Putting the previous two displays
together proves the induction step and thereby the lemma. □

Remark 3.7. An alternative way to derive (3.21) is by noting that the integral can
be expressed in terms of a hypergeometric function [21, Equation (15.6.1)] to which
one can apply the transformation formula [21, Equation (15.8.2)]. This results in a
difference of two hypergeometric functions, whose definitions can be written out to
respectively yield an infinite and a finite sum: The former is the fractional binomial
expansion of (a+ b)α+n−1 and the latter consists of its first n terms, and together
this gives (3.21). In particular, we note that (3.21) is formally equal to the tail of
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a fractional binomial series. The proof of Lemma 3.6 is more direct and avoids the
need to address the convergence of an infinite series.

Proof of Theorem 3.5. Fixing t ∈ (t0,∞), the semigroup law implies

S(t− r) = S((t− t0)(τ + 1))S(t0 − (t− t0)τ − r) (3.23)

for all τ ∈ (0,∞) and r ∈ (−∞, t0 − (t − t0)τ). This identity, followed by (2.1),
Hölder’s inequality and equation (3.3) yields

1

Γ(s)

∫ ∞

0

∫ t0−(t−t0)τ

−∞

∥∥∥∥τ−{s}(t0 − (t− t0)τ − r)γ−1

τ + 1
S(t− r)f(r)

∥∥∥∥
X

dr dτ

≤M0

∫ ∞

0

τ−{s}

τ + 1
e−w(t−t0)(τ+1)

∫ t0−(t−t0)τ

−∞
∥ks(t0 − (t− t0)τ − r)f(r)∥X dr dτ

≤ M0π

sin(π{s})
Γ({s}, w(t− t0))∥ks∥Lp′ (0,∞;L (X))∥f∥Lp(R;X) <∞.

This justifies the use of Fubini’s theorem in the following:∫ ∞

0

τ−{s}

τ + 1
S((t− t0)(τ + 1))Isf(t0 − (t− t0)τ) dτ

=
1

Γ(s)

∫ ∞

0

∫ t0−(t−t0)τ

−∞

τ−{s}(t0 − (t− t0)τ − r)s−1

τ + 1
S(t− r)f(r) dr dτ

=
1

Γ(s)

∫ t0

−∞

[∫ t0−r
t−t0

0

τ−{s}(t0 − r − (t− t0)τ)
s−1

τ + 1
dτ

]
S(t− r)f(r) dr,

where we used (3.23) once more. Lemma 3.6 and equation (3.20) produce

sin(π{s})
π

∫ t0−r
t−t0

0

τ−{s}(t0 − r − (t− t0)τ)
{s}+⌊s⌋−1

τ + 1
dτ

= (t− r)s−1 −
⌊s⌋∑
k=1

Γ(s)

(⌊s⌋ − k)! Γ({s}+ k)
(t0 − r)⌊s⌋−k(t− t0)

k+{s}−1.

The previous two displays and the identity S(t− r) = S(t− t0)S(t0 − r) yield

sin(π{s})
π

∫ ∞

0

τ−{s}

τ + 1
S((t− t0)(τ + 1))Isf(t0 − (t− t0)τ) dτ

= −
⌊s⌋∑
k=1

(t− t0)
{s}+k−1S(t− t0)

Γ({s}+ k)

1

(⌊s⌋ − k)!

∫ t0

−∞
(t0 − r)⌊s⌋−kS(t0 − r)f(r) dr

+
1

Γ(s)

∫ t0

−∞
(t− r)s−1S(t− r)f(r) dr

= −
⌊s⌋∑
k=1

(t− t0)
{s}+k−1S(t− t0)

Γ({s}+ k)
I⌊s⌋−k+1f(t0) + Isf̃(t)

which is precisely (3.18). The final assertion follows from Proposition 2.3(b). □
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4. Comparison to Riemann–Liouville and Caputo Cauchy problems

In this section, we compare the Dirichlet problem (3.1) to the Cauchy problems
associated to fractional parabolic operators (∂t+A)

s viewed as acting on functions
u : J → X with J = (t0,∞) for t0 ∈ R instead of J = R. More precisely, we
will interpret (∂t+A)

s as a Riemann–Liouville or Caputo type fractional parabolic
derivative, respectively, acting on Lp(J ;X) for p ∈ [1,∞]. The resulting initial value
problems are the most commonly studied ones associated to the fractional time
derivatives ∂st , i.e., for A = 0 [12, Chapter 3]. In this case, the analog to (2.2) has
less favorable mapping properties [12, Section 2.3] and the well-posedness of (1.4)
is less clear. We will show that, as in the case A = 0, the lowest-order term of
the solution to the Riemann–Liouville type initial value problem has a singularity
at t0 in general, whereas the Caputo initial value problem yields the same solution
for any two s1, s2 in an interval (n, n + 1) for n ∈ N0. In contrast, the solution
from Definition 3.1 is bounded, continuous at t0 under mild assumptions on g or
(S(t))t≥0, and changes for all choices of s ∈ (0,∞).

Firstly, let us define the Riemann–Liouville type fractional parabolic integral Ist0
on Lp(J ;X) by

Ist0u(t) := Isũ(t) :=
1

Γ(s)

∫ t

t0

(t− τ)s−1S(t− τ)u(τ) dτ (4.1)

for u ∈ Lp(J ;X) and a.e. t ∈ J . Next, the Riemann–Liouville and Caputo type
fractional parabolic derivative are respectively defined by

Ds
RL := (∂t +A)⌈s⌉I

⌈s⌉−s
t0 and Ds

C := I
⌈s⌉−s
t0 (∂t +A)⌈s⌉

on their maximal domains.
In order to derive solution concepts for the equationsDs

RLu = 0 andDs
Cu = 0, we

proceed analogously to [12, Chapter 3] and express Ist0D
s
RLu and Ist0D

s
Cu in terms

of initial data from u (compare with (3.19)), so that formally applying Ist0 on both
sides of the equations motivates the definitions. The integer-order case s = n ∈ N,
where Dn = Dn

RL = Dn
C = (∂t + A)n, is treated in Section A.2 of Appendix A.

From these results, we derive the following proposition regarding Ds
RL and Ds

C for
fractional s ∈ (0,∞) \ N:

Proposition 4.1. Let Assumption 2.1(i) be satisfied. If s ∈ (0,∞) \N, t0 ∈ R and
p ∈ [1,∞] and u ∈ D(Ds

RL), then for almost all t ∈ J := (t0,∞):

Ist0D
s
RLu(t) = u(t)− (t− t0)

{s}−1

Γ({s})
S(t− t0)I

1−{s}
RL u(t0)

−
⌊s⌋∑
k=1

(t− t0)
k+{s}−1

Γ(k + {s})
S(t− t0)D

k+{s}−1
RL u(t0).

If u ∈ D(Ds
C) is such that u ∈ Cj(J ;D(An−1−j)) for all j ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1}, then we

have for almost all t ∈ J := (t0,∞):

Ist0D
s
Cu(t) = u(t)−

⌊s⌋∑
k=0

(t− t0)
k

k!
Γ(⌈s⌉ − k, (t− t0)A)u

(k)(t0) a.e.
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Proof. For the sake of notational convenience we only present the case t0 = 0. The
definition of Ds

RL along with Propositions 2.2(c)(d) and A.4 yield

I
⌈s⌉−s
0 Is0D

s
RLu = I

⌈s⌉
0 Ds

RLu = I
⌈s⌉
0 (∂t +A)⌈s⌉I

⌈s⌉−s
0 u

= I
⌈s⌉−s
0 u−

n−1∑
k=0

( · )k

k!
S( · )[(∂t +A)kI

⌈s⌉−s
0 u](0)

= I
⌈s⌉−s
0

[
u−

n−1∑
k=0

( · )k−⌈s⌉+sS( · )
Γ(k + s− ⌈s⌉+ 1)

[(∂t +A)kI
⌈s⌉−s
0 u](0)

]
for any u ∈ D(Ds

RL). The first assertion then follows from Proposition 2.3 and the

injectivity of I
⌈s⌉−s
0 . If u ∈ D(Ds

C), combining the definition with Proposition 2.2(c)
produces

Is0D
s
Cu = Is0I

⌈s⌉−s(∂t +A)⌈s⌉u = I
⌈s⌉
0 (∂t +A)⌈s⌉u,

so that the result follows from Proposition A.4 and the discussion below it. □

Note that I
1−{s}
0 u need not vanish at t0 = 0. Indeed, even if it is continuous,

it may not satisfy (4.1) pointwise, as evidenced by the example u := k{s} ⊗ x for

p ∈ [1, 1
{s}−1 ) and x ∈ D(A) \ {0}, see Proposition 2.2(d).

Proposition 4.1 motivates the following definition of the Riemann–Liouville frac-
tional abstract Cauchy type problem and its corresponding solution.

Definition 4.2. Let Assumption 2.1(i) be satisfied. For any s ∈ (0,∞) \ N and
t0 ∈ R, the solution to the Riemann–Liouville abstract Cauchy type problem

Ds
RLu(t) = 0, t ∈ J := (t0,∞),

I
1−{s}
t0 u(t0) = x0 ∈ X,

D
k+{s}−1
RL u(t0) = xk ∈ D(A), k ∈ {1, . . . , ⌊s⌋},

(4.2)

is the function uRL ∈ C(J ;X) defined by

uRL(t) :=

⌊s⌋∑
k=0

(t− t0)
k+{s}−1

Γ(k + {s})
S(t− t0)xk, t ∈ J. (4.3)

Compared with Definition 3.1, we first note that the terms k ∈ {1, . . . , ⌊s⌋}
in (4.3) are almost identical to those of (3.2), up to the difference between taking
Riemann–Liouville type fractional parabolic derivatives of the function u defined on
J and Weyl type derivatives of g defined on R\J . The remaining term, on the other

hand, differs significantly. In (4.2), we see that x0 is the prescribed value of I
1−{s}
t0 u

at t0 and uRL is continuous at t0 if and only if x0 = 0, in view of the singularity
occurring there for x0 ̸= 0. In contrast, the solution to (3.1) given by Definition 3.1
is bounded by Proposition 3.2, does in fact prescribe the value u(t0) = g(t0) and is
continuous on R under some further regularity assumptions.

The following definition of a Caputo type initial value problem and corresponding
solution can also be derived from Proposition 4.1:

Definition 4.3. Let Assumption 2.1(i) be satisfied. For any s ∈ (0,∞) \ N and
t0 ∈ R, the solution to the Caputo abstract Cauchy problem{

Ds
Cu(t) = 0, t ∈ J := (t0,∞),

u(k)(t0) = xk ∈ D(A⌊s⌋−k), k ∈ {0, . . . , ⌊s⌋}.
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is the function uC ∈ C(J ;X) defined by

uC(t) :=

⌊s⌋∑
k=0

(t− t0)
k

k!
Γ(⌈s⌉ − k, (t− t0)A)xk, t ∈ J.

Note that this problem and its solution have the same form as those associated
to the integer-order abstract Cauchy problem from Definition A.5. Analogously,
for sufficiently regular xk or (S(t))t≥0, this solution allows for the specification of
uC itself at t0. However, in contrast to the solution in the sense of Definition 3.1,
we observe that the form of uC only changes “discretely in s,” i.e., the solutions for
any two s1, s2 ∈ (n, n+ 1), n ∈ N0 are given by the same formula.
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Appendix A. Integer-order abstract Cauchy problems

A.1. First-order problems. In this section we define and relate strong and mild
solution concepts for first-order abstract Cauchy problems (1.2) for J = (t0,∞)
where t0 ∈ [−∞,∞). Let L1

loc(J ;X) denote the space of strongly measurable

functions from J to X which are integrable on every compact subset of J . For

b < a we set
∫ b

a
:= −

∫ a

b
.

Definition A.1 (Strong solution). A strongly measurable function u : J → X is
said to be a strong solution of (1.2) associated with f ∈ L1

loc(J ;X) if

(i) u(t) ∈ D(A) for almost all t ∈ J and t 7→ Au(t) ∈ L1
loc(J ;X);

(ii) for almost all t ∈ J we have

u(t) +

∫ t

t0

Au(τ) dτ = x+

∫ t

t0

f(τ) dτ if t0 ∈ R;

u(t) +

∫ t

0

Au(τ) dτ = u(0) +

∫ t

0

f(τ) dτ if t0 = −∞.

(A.1)

As antiderivatives of locally integrable functions are continuous, see [10, Proposi-
tion 2.5.9], it follows that any strong solution admits a continuous representative, so
that the pointwise evaluation of u in (A.1) is meaningful. In fact, identifying u with
this representative, we find that it is (classically) differentiable for almost all t ∈ J ,
where it holds that u′(t) +Au(t) = f(t), which implies u′ = f −Au ∈ L1

loc(J ;X).

Definition A.2 (Mild solution). Suppose that Assumption 2.1(ii) holds and let
J := (t0,∞) with t0 ∈ [−∞,∞). The mild solution to (1.2) with f ∈ Lp(J ;X) for
p ∈ [1,∞] is the function u ∈ Cb(J ;X) defined for all t ∈ J by

u(t) := S(t− t0)x+ I1t0f(t) if t0 ∈ R and x ∈ D(A);

u(t) := I1f(t) if t0 = −∞.
(A.2)

The continuity of the mild solution u defined by (A.2) follows from [11, Propo-
sition K.1.5(3)] and Proposition 2.2(b). The following is a slight extension of [11,
Proposition 17.1.3] for the class of time intervals considered in this work.
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Proposition A.3. Suppose that Assumption 2.1(ii) holds. Let J := (t0,∞) with

t0 ∈ [−∞,∞), f ∈ Lp(J ;X) for some p ∈ [1,∞] and x ∈ D(A) if t0 ∈ R. Then the
following assertions are equivalent for any u ∈ Cub(J ;X):

(a) u is a strong solution of (1.2) in the sense of Definition A.1;
(b) u is the mild solution of (1.2) in the sense of Definition A.2 and u is (clas-

sically) differentiable almost everywhere with u′ ∈ L1
loc(J ;X);

(c) u is the mild solution of (1.2) in the sense of Definition A.2, u(t) ∈ D(A)
for almost all t ∈ J and t 7→ Au(t) ∈ L1

loc(J ;X).

Proof. If t0 ∈ R, then the required modifications of the proof of [11, Proposi-
tion 17.1.3] are straightforward. We briefly comment on the case t0 = −∞. Let
λ ∈ C be such that λ IdX +A admits a bounded inverse.

(a) =⇒ (b): For u as in Definition A.1 and t ∈ R, we define the function
v : (−∞, t] → X by v(τ) := (λ IdX +A)−1S(t − τ)u(τ). Fixing t′ < t, and arguing
as in the original proof—except for integrating over (t′, t) instead of (0, t)—we find

u(t) = S(t− t′)u(t′) +
∫ t

t′
S(t− τ)f(τ) dτ. As t′ → −∞, the first term vanishes by

u ∈ Cub(R;X) and Assumption 2.1(ii), and the second term converges to I1f(t) by
dominated convergence.

(b) =⇒ (a) and (c) =⇒ (a): Use the following analog to [11, Equation (17.4)]:∫ t

0

A(λ IdX +A)−1u(τ) dτ = −(λ IdX +A)−1

[
u(t)− u(0)−

∫ t

0

f(τ) dτ

]
. □

A.2. Higher-order problems. Now we turn to general integer-order problems.

Proposition A.4. Let Assumption 2.1(ii) hold and let n ∈ N, p ∈ [1,∞] and
u ∈ D((∂t +A)n) for J = (t0,∞) with t0 ∈ R. We have

u(t) = Int0(∂t +A)nu(t) +

n−1∑
k=0

(t− t0)
k

k!
S(t− t0)[(∂t +A)ku](t0), ∀t ∈ J. (A.3)

Proof. We use induction on n ∈ N. In order to establish the base case n = 1,
fix u ∈ W 1,p(J ;X) ∩ Lp(J ;D(A)) ↪→ Cb(J ;X). Since u(t) ∈ D(A) a.e., we find

in particular that u(t0) ∈ D(A). Now the result follows from Proposition A.3
(a) =⇒ (b) with f := u′ +Au ∈ Lp(J ;X).

Now suppose that the statement is true for some n ∈ N. We present the argument
for t0 = 0, the other cases being analogous. Fix u ∈ D((∂t +A)n+1) and apply the
induction hypothesis to (∂t +A)u ∈ D((∂t +A)n), yielding

(∂t +A)u(t) = Int0(∂t +A)n+1u(t) +

n−1∑
k=0

tk

k!
S(t)[(∂t +A)k+1u](0)

for all t ∈ J . Applying I1 to both sides of the above equation, we can use the case
n = 1 along with Propositions 2.2(c)(d) to find

u(t) = In+1
t0 (∂t +A)n+1u(t) +

n−1∑
k=0

tk+1

(k + 1)!
S(t)[(∂t +A)k+1u](0) + S(t)u(0)

= In+1
t0 (∂t +A)n+1u(t) +

n∑
k=0

tk

k!
S(t)[(∂t +A)ku](0). □
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If u ∈ D((∂t+A)
k) is sufficiently regular, say if u ∈ Cj(J ;D(Ak−j)) (j times con-

tinuously differentiable) for all j ∈ {0, . . . , k}, then we have the pointwise binomial
expansion

[(∂t +A)ku](t) =

k∑
j=0

(
k

j

)
Ak−ju(j)(t), ∀t ∈ J,

where u(j) denotes the jth (classical) derivative of u. Substituting this into (A.3),
using the definition of binomial coefficients, interchanging the order of summation
and shifting the inner summation index yields

n−1∑
k=0

tk

k!
S(t)[(∂t +A)ku](0) =

n−1∑
k=0

k∑
j=0

tk

j!(k − j)!
S(t)Ak−ju(j)(0)

=

n−1∑
j=0

n−1∑
k=j

tk

j!(k − j)!
S(t)Ak−ju(j)(0) =

n−1∑
j=0

tj

j!

n−j−1∑
ℓ=0

tℓ

ℓ!
S(t)Aℓu(j)(0).

Moreover, note that for n ∈ N, x ∈ D(An−1) and t ∈ (0,∞) we have

Γ(n, tA)x =

n−1∑
k=0

tk

k!
S(t)Akx,

cf. (3.5). Together, these observations yield the following definition:

Definition A.5. Let n ∈ N and t0 ∈ R be given. The solution to the nth order
abstract Cauchy problem{

(∂t +A)nu(t) = 0, t ∈ J := (t0,∞),

u(k)(t0) = xk ∈ D(An−k−1), k ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1},

is the function u ∈ C(J ;X) defined by

u(t) :=

n−1∑
k=0

(t− t0)
k

k!
Γ(n− k, (t− t0)A)xk.

We remark that if An−k−1xk ∈ D(A) for all k ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1}, then u is also
continuous at t0. Under Assumption 2.1(iii), we need only require xk ∈ X in

Definition A.5 and xk ∈ D(A) for continuity at t0.
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[10] T. Hytönen, J. van Neerven, M. Veraar, and L. Weis, Analysis in Banach spaces. Vol.

I. Martingales and Littlewood-Paley theory, vol. 63 of Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer
Grenzgebiete. 3. Folge. A Series of Modern Surveys in Mathematics, Springer, Cham, 2016.

[11] , Analysis in Banach spaces. Vol. III. Harmonic Analysis and Spectral Theory, Ergeb-

nisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete. 3. Folge. A Series of Modern Surveys in Math-
ematics, Springer, Cham, 2023.

[12] A. A. Kilbas, H. M. Srivastava, and J. J. Trujillo, Theory and applications of fractional
differential equations, vol. 204 of North-Holland Mathematics Studies, Elsevier Science B.V.,

Amsterdam, 2006.

[13] K. Kirchner and J. Willems, Regularity theory for a new class of fractional parabolic
stochastic evolution equations, Stoch. PDE: Anal. Comp., (2023).
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