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THE NONLOCAL HARNACK INEQUALITY
FOR ANTISYMMETRIC FUNCTIONS:
AN APPROACH VIA BOCHNER’S RELATION AND HARMONIC ANALYSIS

SERENA DIPIERRO, MATEUSZ KWASNICKI, JACK THOMPSON, ENRICO VALDINOCI

Abstract. We revisit a Harnack inequality for antisymmetric functions that has been
recently established for the fractional Laplacian and we extend it to more general
nonlocal elliptic operators.

The new approach to deal with these problems that we propose in this pa-
per leverages Bochner’s relation, allowing one to relate a one-dimensional Fourier
transform of an odd function with a three-dimensional Fourier transform of a radial
function.

In this way, Harnack inequalities for odd functions, which are essentially Harnack
inequalities of boundary type, are reduced to interior Harnack inequalities.

1. Introduction

One of the characterizing properties of classical harmonic functions is their
“rigidity”: in spite of the fact that harmonic functions may exhibit, in general, dif-
ferent patterns, a common feature is that if, at a given point, a harmonic function
“bends up” in a certain direction, then necessarily it has to “bend down” in another
direction. This observation is typically formalised by the so-called maximum prin-
ciple. Furthermore, the maximum principle is, in turn, quantified by the Harnack
inequality [20] which asserts that the values of a positive harmonic function in a
given ball are comparable (see [23] for a thorough introduction to the topic).

The growing interest recently surged in the study of nonlocal and fractional equa-
tions, especially in relation to fractional powers of the Laplace operator, has stimu-
lated an intense investigation on the possible validity of Harnack-type inequalities
in a nonlocal framework. Several versions of the Harnack inequality have been ob-
tained for the fractional Laplacian as well as for more general nonlocal operators,
see [3, 14, 31} 2], 130}, 16, [33] 18] [18]].

A striking difference between the classical and the fractional settings is that in
the former a sign assumption on the solution is taken only in the region of interest,
while in the latter such an assumption is known to be insufficient. Indeed, coun-
terexamples to the validity of the nonlocal Harnack inequality in the absence of a
global sign assumptions have been put forth in [22] (see also [5, Theorem 3.3.1]
and [24, Theorem 2.2]). In fact, these counterexamples are just particular cases
of the significant effect that the faraway oscillations may produce on the local pat-
terns of solutions to nonlocal equations, see [[10| [11] (in case of solutions which
change sign, the nonlocal framework however allows for a Harnack inequality with
a suitable integral remainder, see [24, Theorem 2.3]).
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A rather prototypical situation in which the sign condition is violated is that of
odd antisymmetric functions. In the nonlocal world, this situation frequently oc-
curs, especially when dealing with moving planes and reflection methods. On these
occasions, the lack of sign assumption needs to be replaced by bespoke maximum
principles which carefully take into account the additional antisymmetrical struc-
ture of the problem under consideration, see [15, 21} [7, [16], [17, [9]. In particular,
in the antisymmetric setting, the following nonlocal Harnack inequality has been
established in [12]:

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that ) is an open set of R", and let u be a function on R"
such that v is C**9 in ) and antisymmetric, with

1] |u(z)|
JRn (1 + |z])nreres dz < +00

and xiu(z) = 0 for every x € R™.
Let ¢ be a bounded Borel function on (). If

(—A)Yu+cu=0

in Qy = {x € Q: a2, > 0}, then for every compact subset K of ) we have

< O(K, Q. |c]| 1 f 1.1
sup —- ( lellz (Q”);?KO . (1.1)

where Ky = {z € K : x; # 0}.

In this article, we revisit the nonlocal Harnack inequality under a different per-
spective, providing a new, shorter proof of Theorem This proof relies on
the so-called Bochner’s relation (or Hecke-Bochner identity), which links a one-
dimensional Fourier transform of an odd function with a three-dimensional Fourier
transform of a radial function: roughly speaking, for any function f on the positive
reals (under a natural integrability condition), if F'(|Z|) denotes the 3-D Fourier
transform of the 3-D radial function f(|X|), then the 1-D Fourier transform of the
1-D function z f(|z|) is equal to izF'(|z|). The complete statement of Bochner’s rela-
tion is actually even more general (it works in higher dimensions too, and the vari-
able x can be replaced by a homogeneous harmonic polynomial), see [32] page 72].

The gist of the argument that we present here is that Bochner’s relation extends
to the case of antisymmetric functions dealt with in Theorem[1.1l More specifically,
the Fourier transform of an n-dimensional antisymmetric function x; f(|z1],2') is
equal to iz F(|z], 2"), where F(|Z],2') is the (n + 2)-dimensional Fourier transform
of f(|X|,2’), where X and Z are 3-dimensional vectors, x; and z; are real numbers,
and 2’ and 2’ are (n — 1)-dimensional vectors.

Using the above property, one finds that the n-dimensional fractional Laplacian
applied to xy f(|x1],2") is equal to z1g(|z;|,2’) if and only if the (n + 2)-dimensional
fractional Laplacian applied to f(|X|,2’) is equal to g(|X|, ) (in fact, this is true for
an arbitrary function of the Laplacian, not just for its fractional powers).

This, in turn, enables one to apply the usual Harnack inequality in dimension n+2
to deduce a Harnack inequality (or, in a sense, a “boundary” Harnack inequality) in
dimension n for antisymmetric functions. In this framework, Theorem [1.1] follows
from a more classical result for positive solutions in dimension n + 2.

For other applications of Bochner’s relation to antisymmetric functions, see [13,
Theorem 1], [26, Theorem 1.5 and Proposition 3.1] and [14].
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Besides its intrinsic elegance and the conciseness of the techniques involved,
one of the advantages of the methods leveraging Bochner’s relation consists of
the broad versatility of the arguments employed. In particular, the methodology
employed allows us to extend the previous result in Theorem[1.1]to a more general
class of nonlocal operators. To this end, given a positive integer n, we consider an
operator L,, acting on an appropriate class of functions v : R" — R, and taking the
form

Lyu(x) = f (u(e) — u(z + y) — V() - yx5, 1)) (l9])dy, (1.2)
R™\{0}

where the kernel j, satisfies the usual integrability condition
f min{1, [z} (|2])dz < +o.
R"\{0}

To proceed, we will need the following additional assumption:
Jjn is differentiable and nonincreasing on (0, o). (1.3)

This allows us to introduce the operator L, ., defined by the same formula with
kernel
4 Jn(r)
= — . 1.4

In this setting, we establish that:

Theorem 1.2. Let L, and L, be given by (1.2)), and suppose that conditions
and are satisfied. Suppose that €2 is an open set of R", and let u be a function
on R" such that u € C*(Q), x;'u € L*(R"), and u is antisymmetric with z,u(z) = 0
for all x € R".

Let ¢ be a bounded Borel function on ). If

Lau+cu=0

inQ, = {r e Q:x > 0} and the operator L, satisfies the Harnack inequality,
then for every compact subset K of () we have

sup ulz) C(K, Q, |c|oq,)) inf —, (1.5)

zeKog L1 zeKo T

where Ky = {xr € K : x; # 0} and C(K,), M) is the same as the constant in the
Harnack inequality for L, 5.

For the precise definition of an operator satisfying the Harnack inequality, see
Definition[5.3l The Harnack inequality (with a scale-invariant constant) is known to
hold for a large class of operators L, ,», at least when ¢ = 0; we refer to Remark[5.4
in Section Bl for further discussion.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we give some heuristic
comments about the idea of reducing boundary Harnack inequalities to interior
ones, to motivate the main strategy adopted in this paper, while, in Section [3] we
recall Bochner’s relation and frame it into a setting convenient for our purposes.

The techniques thus introduced are then applied to the case of the fractional
Laplace operator in Section 4], leading to the proof of Theorem

The case of general nonlocal operators will be explained in detail in Section [5l



4 S. DIPIERRO, M. KWASNICKI, J. THOMPSON, E. VALDINOCI

2. Reducing boundary estimates to interior estimates: a heuristic discussion

The gist of the arguments that we exploit can be easily explained in the classical
case of the Laplacian, in which all computations are straightforward, but already
reveal a hidden higher dimensional geometric feature of the problem.

For this, we take coordinates y € R* and » € R™. We use the notation p = |y| and,
given a smooth function v in a given domain of R™*!, for A € R we set

0y, 2) = [y ullyl, 2) = p ulp, 2)-

Since, for every j € {1,...,m},
1 1
PP = 500,0" = 50, (91 + -+ U) = Ui,
and therefore y
\% pP=
o

computing the Laplacian in cylindrical coordinates we find that
Av=A, . p u+ p*A,u+ 2V, 0"V, u
= Ayptu+ pM(Ayu+ Au) +2V,0" - Vyu
= (A +k=2)2"Pu+ pM(Bu+ (k= 1)p " Opu + Asu)
+ Q(ApA’lvyp) . (Opuvyp)
=A+Ek=22"2u+ 2\ +k—1)p* " 0,u + p’\é’gu + oA

The choice 2\ + k — 1 = 0 allows one to cancel the first order term. The additional

choice )+ k—2 = 0 makes the zero order term vanish. Allin all, if K = 3and A = —1,
we find that A
Ap =22 2.1)
P

hence v is harmonic if and only if so is u.

For us, the interest of (2.1) is that, for instance, it allows us to recover a boundary
Harnack inequality for the Laplace operator straightforwardly from the interior
Harnack inequality. Specifically, if ¢ is a bounded Borel function on By := Byn{z; >
0} ¢ R™ and u is a nonnegative solution of —Au + cu = 0 in By, then

sup u(@) < C inf u(x)’ (2.2)

+
veBy, L1 zeBl, T1

where C is a positive constant depending only onn and |c| g+

In our setting, the proof of (2.2) can be obtained directly combining (2.1) and the
classical Harnack inequality: namely, if we use the notation ¢(y, 2) := ¢(|y|, z), we
deduce from (2.1) that

(—AD+ 0|yl = —Au+cu=0

whenever (|y|,z) € B; and so, in particular, for all (y,z) € R® x R"! such
that |(y, 2)| < 1.
This and the classical Harnack inequality lead to

sup 9(y,2) <C inf 9(y,2),
|(y:2)|<1/2 (,2)|<1/2

from which (2.2) plainly follows.
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The strategy that we follow in this note is precisely to adapt this method to more
general settings of nonlocal type. In this situation, additional symmetry structures
have to be imposed on the solution, due to the nonlocal features of the operator.
Moreover, the analog of (2.I) requires a series of more subtle arguments, since
cylindrical coordinates are typically not easy to handle in a nonlocal framework,
due to remote point interactions: this difficulty will be overcome by exploiting some
classical tools from harmonic analysis, as described in detail in the forthcoming
Section 3|

3. Bochner’s relation and its consequences

3.1. Notation. Let / € IN. As usual, a solid harmonic polynomial of degree / is a
homogeneous polynomial V on R" of degree ¢ (that is, V (rz) = r‘V(z)) satisfying
the Laplace equation AV = 0.

Below, we will also use symbols with a tilde to denote elements of R"*% and func-
tions on R"*?, while symbols without a tilde for vectors in R" and functions on R".
That is, for typographical convenience, we will usually (i.e., unless differently spec-
ified) write = € R" and & € R"*%, and similarly f : R — R and f : R"*%* — R.

We use .%, to denote the n-dimensional Fourier transform: if f is an integrable
function on R", then

Fu©) = | Fa)em .

When we want to emphasize that we are taking the Fourier transform with re-

spect to the variable x we also use the notation .%, ") For instance, if f : R?" =

R"™ x R™ — R, to be written as f(z,y), we have that, for each y € R",
FIFEy) = | fla,y)e™" da.
Rn
We are following here the convention on the Fourier transform on page 28 in [32].
We also consider L, to be a Fourier multiplier on R™ with radial symbol ¢ (|¢]),

that is
FnLn (&) = Y([€])Fnf(§) (3.1)

for every Schwartz function f.
The case in which ¢(r) = r?* corresponds to the fractional Laplacian L, = (—A)?,
but the contents of this section work for general ¢ with at most polynomial growth.
Let R be a rotation on R” (that is, an orthogonal transformation of IR"), and for
a function f on R" denote Rf(§) = f(RE). By definition, we have the following
transformation rule for the Fourier transform:

Fn(RIE) = R(Fn)(E).

Radial functions are invariant under R, and so

V(IENFu(RIE) = R[¥(ED-Fnf (£)]

The inverse Fourier transform satisfies a similar transformation rule, so that

Fo [0(E) ZaRE(©)] = R[Z:Hw(l€) Znf(6)]]

whenever f is, say, a Schwartz function. In view of (3.1), this means that

that is, L,, commutes with rotations.
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Let us call a function f on R” isotropic with respect to the first k£ coordinates, or
briefly k-isotropic, if f(z) = f(y) whenever

’(561,372, . ,SUk)\ = \(yl,ya,---,yk)\ and ($k+17$k+27---75€n) = (ykﬂ,ymz,---,yn)-

We will only use this notion for £ = 3: the proof of our main result involves 3-
isotropic functions in R"*2.

A function f on R” is said to be symmetric (with respect to the first variable)
if f(—x1,29,...,2,) = f(x1,29,...,2,) (that is, if f is even with respect to the first
variable; this coincides with the notion of a 1-isotropic function). Similarly, f is
said to be antisymmetric (with respect to the first variable) if f(—z1,29,...,2,) =
—f(x1,29,...,x,). Clearly, f is symmetric if and only if z; f(x) is antisymmetric.

If f is a k-isotropic function on R"”, then f is invariant under every rotation R
which only acts on the first £ coordinates and leaves the remaining n—k coordinates
unchanged: Rf = f. In view of (3.2), we have R(L, f) = L,(Rf) = L, f, thatis, L, f
is invariant under R. In other words, L, maps k-isotropic Schwartz functions into
k-isotropic functions.

3.2. Fourier transforms of radial functions. Now we recall the tools from har-
monic analysis which will come in handy for the development of the theory. The
gist is the link of the Fourier transform of an n-dimensional radial function (multi-
plied by an appropriate harmonic polynomial) with that of its (n + 2¢)-dimensional
counterpart.

For instance, roughly speaking, for any even function f on R, if f :R?* - R has
the same profile of f (i.e., f(Z) = f(|Z|) for each Z € R?), then the Fourier transform
of the one-dimensional function z f(x) coincides with i¢ times the Fourier transform
of the three-dimensional radial function f at ¢, as long as ¢ € R? is such that |¢] = |€].

This fact holds true in higher dimensions as well, with suitable modifications,
and goes under the name of Bochner’s relation (or Hecke-Bochner identity). This
will be our crucial tool and we now recall its precise statement:

Theorem 3.1 (Bochner’s relation; Corollary on page 72 in [32]]). Let f and f be
two radial Schwartz functions on R" and R"*?, respectively, with the same profile
function: f(z) = f(Z) whenever |z| = |Z|.

Let V' be a solid harmonic polynomial on R" of degree /.

Then,

Fa(V (€)= iV (€) Fusae (),
for every ¢ € R™ and € € R"*% such that |£| = [¢].

In the statement of Theorem the assumption on the profile function of f
and f simply means that there exists a suitable f, : R — R such that f(z) = fo(|z|)
and f(Z) = fo(|Z|) for all z € R" and # € R"*? (the function f, is called in jargon
“profile function”).

In our setting, we will only need Theorem 3.1lfor n = ¢ = 1 and V(z) = . In this
case Theorem [3.1] states that if f is an even function on R and f(#) = f(|z|) is the
corresponding radial function on R?, then

Filzf(2)](€) = i€ F5f(£,0,0). (3.3)

We have the following immediate extension of Theorem [3.1].
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Lemma 3.2. Consider a function f : R = R x R"! — R, to be written as f(z,y),
where x € R and y € R*!.

Assume that f is a Schwartz function on R" which is symmetric with respect to
the variable z (i.e., f(—x,y) = f(z,y) forall x € R and y € R"}).

Let f : R""2 = R3 x R"! — R, to be written as f(,y), where @ € R® and y € R"?,
be a 3-isotropic function given by

Then, .
Lg}l[xf(xa y)](gu 77) = nyn+2f((§7 07 0)7 77)
Proof. Given y € R""!, we apply Bochner’s relation (3.3) with respect to z € R to
find that
F e f ()] y) = €T F(Ey).

It is now sufficient to apply the Fourier transform with respect to y € R"~! for each
fixed ¢ € R. O

From Lemma [3.2] we obtain the following result.

Lemma 3.3. In the assumptions of Lemma for every x € R and y € R"! we
have that

Ln[xf(a:, y)] = an+2.]E((x7 0, 0)7 y)'
Proof. Let us denote .
9(2,y) = Lpsaf(2,y)
and .
g(xa y) = f]((l‘, 0, 0)7 y) = Ln+2f((xv 0, 0)7 y)'
Since L,.» maps 3-invariant functions into 3-invariant functions, g is 3-invariant.
Let now (£,7) € R x R"! and let £ € R? be such that |¢| = |¢|. Using, in order, the

definition of L,, in (3.1), Lemma once again the definition of L, in (3.1I), the
definition of g, and once again Lemma we find that

FnLnlxf(z,y)(€,n) = (&) Pulzf (@, y)1(€ n)
(| m)]) i€ Fiaf(Em)
i€ V(| m)) Furaf(Em)
i€§n+2Ln+2f(€a n)
i€ Fn129(E,m)
= Fulzg(@,y)](€n).
Thus, by inverting the Fourier transform,
Ly[zf(z,y)] = zg(z, y).
Combining this and the definition of g, we conclude that
Loz f(2,9)] = @Lny2f((2,0,0),y),
as desired. U

In the same vein, one shows the following more general result (we omit the proof
since it can be obtained via the same argument as above, by utilizing the general
identity in Theorem [3.1]instead of the ones specialized for the case V(x) = z).
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Lemma 3.4. Let V be a solid harmonic polynomial of degree { on R*. Let f(x,y),
where v € R* and y € R"*, be a Schwartz function on R™ which is isotropic with
respect to the first variable z: f(x,y) = f(a',y) whenever |z| = |2/|. Let f(Z,y),
where 7 € R**?% and y € R"*, be the corresponding Schwartz function on R"*%,
given by
f(@,y) = f(z,y)
whenever |Z| = |x|.
Then
Ln[V(2)f(z,y)] = V(2) Lnsaef ((2,0),9),

where (z,0) € R**? stands for the vector = € R* padded with 2/ zeroes.

4. Fractional Laplacians

4.1. Notation. Now we specialize the result of Section [3] to the case of the frac-
tional Laplacian of order s € (0,1), corresponding to the choice ¥(r) = r?* in
Lemma [3.4] To this end, we introduce some further notation.

If f and g are functions on R", we write

f,9)mrn = . f(x)g(x) dz.

We use the notation f € (C¢ for non-integer a > 0, meaning that f € C*#
where o = k + S with k€ N and 5 € (0,1).

4.2. Fractional Laplacian identities and a Harnack inequality. We now trans-
late the results of Section [3]into the notation that we have just introduced.

Corollary 4.1. Let f be a Schwartz function on R", symmetric with respect to the
first variable. Let f be the corresponding 3-isotropic Schwartz function on R""2,

given by
f(z) = f(«/f% + 324 72,0y, . ..,g}n+2).
Finally, let g(z) = x, f(x). Then
(=A)*g(x) = 21 (A f((21,0,0), 29, ..., 2).

Proof. This follows directly from Lemma [3.3} indeed, choosing ¢ (r) = r* in (3.1)
gives that L, is the fractional Laplacian acting on functions of n variables and
accordingly, for every = = (z1, 22, ...,z,) € R",

(=A)g(x) = (=A)[z1f ()] = 21(=A)* f((21,0,0), 22, ..., w0). 0

Remark 4.2. The identity in Corollary can be alternatively proved by a rather
straightforward direct calculation. This involves the formula

’I‘QJ (@® + (rz; — B)* + (r20)* + (rzs)?) 1T H2(dz)
SQ
_ 1 (
20
where $? is the unit sphere in R? and H? is the surface measure. One substitutes

o= \/(:cz —12)%+ ...+ (2, —yn)% B =1, 7 = |y1|, and v = § + s and then integrates
with respect to y € R"; we omit the details.

@+ (=BT =(@+(r+5)%)7),
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An extension of Corollary [4.1] to arbitrary antisymmetric functions is rather
straightforward: in particular, in item below we consider the extension of the
fractional Laplace operator on the class of antisymmetric functions, as described
in [12].

Theorem 4.3. Suppose that 2 is an open set of R” and § > 0. Let u be a function
on R" such that u is C***% in Q) and antisymmetric, with

f @)l Lo 4.1)
R (

1+ |x|)n+2+25
Let v be the corresponding function on R"*? given by
u(n/Z3 4+ 23+ 73,34, ..., Tnso)
NGEY RN '

o(T) =
Then:

(a) if Qy = {x € Q: 2, # 0}, then the function ¥ is C* in

loc

o = {x e R™2 («/:z% + 72 +:%§,§:4,...,:Z’n+2) e QO};

(b) we have that

|0(2)] -
d .
JRnH 1+ [a])m 22 T < +00;
(c) for every x € )y, we have tha
(—A)Yu(z) = x1(—A)°0((21,0,0), 2, .. ., xy); (4.2)
(d) for an arbitrary C* function g on (), we have
(u, (A gy = (27) 7D, (= A)° Fpnee, (4.3)
where
VX + 25 + 23
and

ga(x) = %(g(xl, coy ) — g(—w1, To, . . ,xn))

is the anti-symmetric part of g;
(e) for an arbitrary C'* function f on

0= {:zelan”: («/:z§+5;g+:z§,az~4,...,:zn+2) EQ},

we have
(0, (A fygnse = 2m(u, (—A)*g)gn, (4.4)
where g(z) = x,f(z) and f is given in terms of the 3-isotropic symmetriza-
tion off by
f(z) = yp fllz1)z, 2oy - .o xn) H2(d2): (4.5)
T Jg2

here $? is the unit sphere in R® and H? is the surface measure.

' general, without the antisymmetry assumption, (4.1) is not a strong enough assumption on
the decay of u for the fractional Laplacian to be well-defined. To rectify this issue, we have to use
the antisymmetric fractional Laplacian, defined according to [12] Definition 1.2].
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Remark 4.4. Note that, in Theorem [.3][(@), the conclusion & € C2"°(()y) cannot
be relaxed to © € C***%(()). Indeed, consider Q = (0,1) x R* ! and u(z) = 22**° for
2, > 0 extended antisymmetrically to all of R”. Then Qy = ©, Q = (B{\{0}) x R~
(here B} denotes the unit ball in R?), and u € C**(€)), but

2s+6-1
2

0(7) = (27 + 23 + 73)
which is not in C?%+9(€)).
Proof of Theorem|[4.3. To prove assertion observe that, for all z € Q,

AT+ T3+ T #0.

Hence, the map from ¢}y — R defined by 7 — \/ﬁw isin C7°

loc
~ 52 22 4 52 & 5

is in C?**9(€)y) which implies © € C2°(€)). This proves [@).
Additionally,

I f CI (Vi B R B
= 7 = -
Rn+z 1 + |x|)n+2+25 Rn+2 \/m (1 i |f|)n+2+25 w6

rs Jro-1 [al (1 + |a|2+|b| NEESTIE ’

Now we observe that if ® : R — R then, integrating in spherical coordinates, we
get

(Q0). Moreover,

+00

J <I>(|:E|)d:p=47rf °®(7) dr. (4.7)
R3

0
Now, gathering (4.6) and (4.7), we see that

+o0
J J [u(7,b) n+2+2s dbdr = J | ulz)] de,
Rn—1 1+ /’7-’2 + ‘b‘2) R (1 + ’x’)n+2+23
from which [(b)| plainly follows.
To prove the claim in[(c), we notice that if f(r) = 2, 'u(x) is a Schwartz function,
item|[(c) reduces to Corollary[4.1l The extension to general u follows by mollification
and cutting off. This approximation procedure is not completely standard in our

scenario, so we have provided the details.
Let

A (R") = {u: R" — R s.t. u is measurable, antisymmetric, and |u/ 4, g») < +0},

Z(R"?) = {#: R"" — R s.t. 7 is measurable and || g,gn+2) < +90},

where

22] [u(z)
felusgee = | : dr,
R

. (1 + |x|)n+2+25
N 9(2)] .
n = d
HUHXS(IR +2) fRnu (1 + |:z.|)n+2+25 x
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Let 7. be a standard mollifier on R""2, that is 7, is a smooth, nonnegative, compactly
supported function with integral 1, and 7.(z) = ¢ " ?n(%/¢). We have u € o (R"),
and v € .Z,(R""?) by [(b)l Define
Ok(Z) = (0 % 0upe) (Z) 1 (),
and
Uk;({[') = l’lﬁk((l'l, 07 0)7 L2, T35 - - - ,l’n)-
Note that v, and u; are smooth and have compact support, so, in particular, they
are Schwartz functions. By a standard estimate], we have 7 € Z,(R"*?) and
|0k — V|| 2,2y — 0

as k — o. We have seen in the proof of [(b) that for an arbitrary antisymmetric
function v on R" and the corresponding function o on R"*?, v € «(R") if and
only if o € Z,(R"*?), and in this case |u|@®r = [0 ®r+2). In particular, since
Uy, € Z,(R™*?), we have vy, € &, (R"), and additionally

|up — ul| oy mry = Uk — 0] 2 @mr+2)-

Furthermore, since z7'u € C2°(€)), we have that u;, — u in C2™(Q). These two

loc loc

properties and [12, Lemma 2.3] imply that (—=A)ur, — (—A)°u in Q. Next, 7 — v
in C2 () using [(@)l Moreover,

loc
|

as k — oo, so standard estimates for the fractional Laplacian imply (—A)%0, —
(=A)* in Q. Using[(c)l for Schwartz functions u; and 4, and combining it with the
above two convergence results, we conclude that[(c) holds in the general case.

We now prove assertions and [(e)l For since [ is 3-isotropic, also (—A)*f
is 3-isotropic:

(87 (@) = CAPF( (Va4 8+ 3,0,0) 30 s,

so Corollary [4.1] implies that
(—A)° f(&) =

Hence, using the definition of v, we have

(B, (=) s
J U( V '%% + i‘% + '%?’,7 i‘47 s 7j‘n+2)(_A)8gA( V i‘% + '%% + i‘§7j§47 s 7'%n+2) di
= x
Rn+2

52 | &2 4 52
T] + x5 + 23

:J J u(lal,0)(=A)*ga(lal.b)
R3 JR—1 \a\ .

T — 0]z, gnszy — 0

(=A)ga(\/T3 + T3+ T3, T4, ..., Tni2)
NG R '

2

Integration in spherical coordinates leads to
+00
(0, (=A)° fHgn+e = 47rf J u(,0)(—=A)°ga(r,b) dbdr.
0 Rr—1

’The proof is very similar to the one for standard L' spaces. When © is continuous and compactly
supported, an explicit calculation gives a bound for |0y — || & (gn+2) in terms of the modulus of
continuity of v. For a general v, one approximates v by a continuous, compactly supported function
in .%,(R"*2). For the sake of completeness, we have included the proof in Appendix (A).
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Then, since both u and (—A)®g4 are antisymmetric,

(6, (=) Pomnsa = 27 f: L{nl u(r, b)(—A)ga(r,b) dbdr
= o, (A g

For[(e), we begin by assuming that f is 3-isotropic and deal with the general case
later. Since f is 3-isotropic, Corollary 4.1l applies to f, f and g: we have

(=A)g(\/Z2 + T3+ T3, T4, .. ., Tnso)

(=Ar1@) = NGRS
1 2 3

Using spherical coordinates,

(0, (= A2 fHgnse
. J u(\/ i‘% +'%% +i‘§7'%47"'7i‘n+2) <_A)Sg(\/ i‘% +'%% +i‘§7'%47"'7i‘n+2)
]Rn+2

2+ 3+ 13

:J J u(lal,b)(=A)°¢(lal,b) , .
R3 JRn—1 |al?

. foo L{nl u(r, b)(—A)g(r,b) dbdr.

Since both u and (—A)*g are symmetric, we have

(v, (—A)sf>Rn+z =27 J_: JRnl u(r,b)(—A)°g(7,b) dbdr = 2m{u, (—A)°g)Rrn.

Now, if f is not 3-isotropic, let

. I e 8
F(z) = in LQ f(zﬂx% + T3+ 33,34, .. ,$n+2> H?(dz)

be the 3-isotropic projection of f . By the definition of f,

F(7) = f(q/i:% +E 42, ,:zn+2>,

and so, since we already proved the result for 3-isotropic functions, we have
<'ﬁ, (—A)3F>]Rn+2 = 27T<'LL, (—A)sg>Rn

Therefore, it remains to prove that
(@, (=) (f = F))gasz = 0. (4.8)

Denote G = f — F. Then, by the definition of F,

J G(T2, 84, ..., Fnso) H2A(d2) = 0
SQ
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for every 7 > 0 and (Z4, ..., Tp42) € R"1. Thus, G is orthogonal to every 3-isotropic
function: if u is 3-isotropic, then integration in spherical coordinates gives

(i, Gy — JRB fRn (0, 0)C(a,b) dbda

L{S fm ii(([a], 0,0),)G(a, b) dbda
J ) L L{n [ 7Y(7,0,0),0)G(rz, b) dbH*(dz) dr

fm fRn 7 ul(,0.0), b)< L Gr=h) Hz(dz))dbdf 0.

We already know that (—A)® maps 3-isotropic Schwartz functions into 3-isotropic
functions. By approx1mat10n, the class of 3-isotropic functions in L?(R""?) forms an
invariant subspace of (—A)®. Therefore, also its orthogonal complement in L?(R")
is invariant. Since G is orthogonal to the class of 3-isotropic functions, we conclude
that (—A)SG has the same property, and follows. O

In our framework, a natural applicationE of Theorem leads to the proof of
Theorem [1.7k

Proof of Theorem|[1.1l With the notation of Theorem by item of this result
we have
(—A)’u(x) = x1(—=A)°0((21,0,0), 9, ..., 2)

for x € Q, or equivalentlyH
VB + 3+ B (A)0E) = () u(y[3+ B+ E . Fn), @)

for & € Q (recall that (—A)3 is 3-isotropic).

Therefore, if v = (/& + &3 + I3, T4, . .., Tn12), We have
NCE N ((—A)Sﬁ(aé) + c(x)f;(fc)) = (=A)u(z) + c(@)u(z) = 0,

that is, setting ¢(Z) = ¢(z),

(—A)*0(Z) + ¢(z)o(T) =0 (4.10)
in Q. In fact, the above identity holds in the weak sense in Q: this follows directly
from item [(€)] of Theorem 4.3

Since ¢ is nonnegative in R"™2, the standard Harnack inequality for weak solu-
tions of the Schrodinger equation implies that for every compact subset K
of ), we have

esssup ¥ < C(K, €, |¢ll e () essinf @.
K K
Applying this to K = {# € R"*% : (\/&? + 33 + 3,4, ..., ¥ns2) € K} with K a com-
pact subset of {2, we obtain

u(x) . u(z)
esssup = = < O(K, Qe e (ay)) essinf o
3When s = 1, Theorem [[.1] boils down to (2.2).

4One can compare (2.1) with (4.9). Namely, recovers (2.1) when s = 1 with the notation y =
(.f]l,.i’Q,.iB) and z = (i4, - ,,fn+2).
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which is equivalent to (T.1). d

5. More general nonlocal operators

In this section, we generalise the results obtained in the specific setting of the
fractional Laplacian to the more general class of operators L,, presented in (1.2).

Given an open set 2 = R" and a function in u € C2_(Q2) n L*(R"), by a standard
computation (see, for example, the computation in [5, p. 91), L,u(z) is defined for
all x € 2 and, moreover, L,u is bounded on compact subsets of (2. Furthermore,
the Fourier symbol of L, is

W€ = | (1= ) o) do
= f:o Ln_l (1= €™ +ir(& - w)x,1)(r)) ju(r)r" 1" (dw) dr
- % L i L (2 e ) g () I (du) dr
- [ et iatrrt e
(5 L . fl (1~ cos(rslé)) (1 — 82)"F ju(r)r™" ds dr

- 2 [ (i — O1ED s leD )

0
where J, is the Bessel function of the first kind; see [27, Chapter 10]. Hence, it
follows that ¥, is rotationally invariant, that is ¥, (£) = «(|¢]), with ¢ given as the
Hankel transform

(1) = (2m)"? JOO <2n/2;1r(ﬂ> — (TT)l_n/QJn/Q1(TT))Tn_1jn(T‘) dr, (5.1)

0

It is no mistake that v has no subscript n: under our assumptions and (1.4)
it turns out that the Fourier symbol V¥, ,, of the operator L, 5 has the same profile
function . There are many different ways to prove this fact; for instance, it is
a relatively simple consequence of Bochner’s relation. A direct proof involving
well-known properties of Bessel functions is perhaps even shorter: since j,(r) =
27§ tjn42(t) dt, we have

$(r) = (2m)/2H L f (m—(mln/2Jn/2_1(rT)>r"1tjn+2(t)dtdr

o prt 1 B . .
= (271-)n/2+1 JO JO <2n/21r(2> - (TT)l n/2Jn/2_1(7,7_>) T lt,]n+2<t) dr dt
Q0 1 ?

- o [ e

which is exactly the same expression as with n replaced by n + 2; here we
have used Fubini’s theorem and [27, Equation 10.22.1].

Therefore, Bochner’s relation and its consequences proved in Section [3| apply to
this setting. The previously established theory will give us information about L,
given information about L, s, namely that if L, ,, admits the Harnack inequality
then L, admits the antisymmetric Harnack inequality.

— (tT)n/QJn/g(tT)> "0 (1) dt,
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Corollary 5.1. Let f be a symmetric Schwartz function on R". Let f be the corre-
sponding 3-isotropic Schwartz function on R"*?, given by

f(@) = f(«/:z% + 72 +:E§,§:4,...,5:n+2).

Finally, let g(z) = z1 f(z). Then
L,g(x) = len+2f((:E1, 0,0),Z2,...,%y,).

Proof. The proof is a consequence of Lemma Indeed, recall that the sym-
bol ¢ given in (5.1) is rotationally invariant, and operators L, and L, ., satisfy
formula (3.1). Accordingly, for every x = (z1,z5,...,2,) € R,

Lng(z) = Ln(21f(2) = 21 Lo f((21,0,0), 20, . . ., 2),
as desired. O
Recall that L, ,, maps 3-isotropic functions to 3-isotropic functions. We now pro-

vide an extension of Corollary [5.1] to antisymmetric functions. This is the counter-
part of Theorem [4.3] for general operators.

Theorem 5.2. Suppose that 2 is an open set of R". Let u be an antisymmetric
function on R™ such that u e CZ (), z;'u € L*(R"), and let © be the corresponding
function on R"*? given by

/52 | 72 | 72 A 5
u( x1+x2+x3,x4,...,xn+2)
=2 | 72 | 52 ’
A/ T] + 25+ T3

0(T) =

Then:
(a) IfQOZ{.TEQZUl?&O} and

QO = {ZZ‘ € Rn+2 : <1/ZZ’% +i’% +Ii’§,i‘4,...,[i‘n+2) € QQ},
then the function # is C2 () n L*(R"*2).
(b) for every x € €2y, we have that
L»,{U(.T) = .Tan+2@(($U1,0,0>,.T2,...,I‘n); (52)

(c) for an arbitrary C' function g on §2, we have

uy Lngdrn = (270) KD, Lo f Yrons2, (5.3)

where
(i) = 9a(WT + T3 + 33,84, ., Tnya)
AT+ 13+ T2
and

ga(x) = %(g(xl, ) — g(—x, @, )

(d) for an arbitrary C* function f on
0= {x e R™2 . («/f% A2y fg,@,...,fm) e Q}

(0, Lo fYrns2 = 20, Lngdrn, (5.4)

we have



16 S. DIPIERRO, M. KWASNICKI, J. THOMPSON, E. VALDINOCI

where g(z) = x,f(z) and f is given in terms of the 3-isotropic symmetriza-

tion of f by
@) = %L P12, 2) HE(d2):

here $? is the unit sphere in R?® and H? is the surface measure.

Proof. Since the map i — (/4% + @3 + 33, &4, ..., ¥ns2) is smooth from ( to € and
z — zylu(z) is in C2 (), it follows that v € C2.(Q). Moreover, the assumption
r7'u e L*(R") immediately implies that ¢ € L*(R"*?), which gives [(a)

To prove the claim in[(b), we notice that if f(z) = z; 'u(z) is a Schwartz function,
item reduces to Corollary 5.1l The extension to general u follows by mollifica-
tion and cutting off. This is essentially the same as the argument applied in the
proof of Theorem [£.3[(c), and so we omit the details.

The proofs of and [(d)] are analogous to the proofs of Theorem [4.3][(d)] and [(e)|

respectively. O

In preparation for the proof of Theorem we now give the definition of an
operator satisfying the Harnack inequality.

Definition 5.3. Let A be the collection of quadruples (€2, K, ¢, v) such that Q < R
is open; K < 2 is compact and connected; ¢ € L*(Q2); and v € C2.(Q) n L*(R")
satisfies, in the weak sense,

{an+cv=0, in Q

v>0, inR" (55)

We say that an operator L, given by (1.2) admits the Harnack inequality if, for all
(Q, K, c,v) € A, there holds that

infv < Csupv
K K

for some C' = C(Q, K, |¢|r»@)) > 0.

Remark 5.4. When ¢ = 0 in (5.5), that is, when w is a harmonic function in 2 for
the operator L,, then Harnack inquality holds under fairly general conditions on
the kernel j, of L, (see (1.2)). Indeed: Theorem 4.1 in [19] provides a Harnack
inequality (in fact: a boundary Harnack inequality; see Remark 1.10(e) in that
paper) when K and (2 are balls, under the following assumptions: j, is positive and
nonincreasing (so that the kernel of L,, is isotropic and unimodal), and there is a
constant C' > 0 such that j,(r+1) > Cy,(r) for r > 1 (so that in particular j,(r) goes
to zero as r — oo no faster than some exponential).

By Theorem 1.9 in [19]], the constant in the Harnack inequality is scale-invariant
if j,, is positive and decreasing and it satisfies the following scaling condition:

j:f;)) < C(%)

for some constants C' > 0 and « € (0, 2).

While it is natural to expect that the results described above also hold for non-
zero ¢, such extension does not seem to be available in literature. More restrictive
results are given in [25| 1} 28] and references therein.

We have now developed the machinery to give the proof of Theorem [1.2l
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Proof of Theorem[I.2. From Theorem [5.2][(b), we have that
Lou(x) = 21 Lyy20((21,0,0), 29, ..., 2,)

for all x € ()y; or equivalently,

\J32 4+ 72+ 32 L sot(F) = Lyu (4 [32 + 32 + @2, 7, ... ,g:«m)

for all # € Qq (recall that L, ,u is 3-isotropic). It follows that if we denote z =

(\/32 + @3 + #3,34, ..., Fn1o), then
AT+ 75+ T2 (Ln+21~)(f) + c(x)f}(:i)) = Lyu(z) + c(z)u(x) = 0.

Setting ¢(z) = ¢(x), we have that
Lo+ ¢ =0 in .

In fact, by Theorem [5.2][([d)] the above equality holds in the weak sense in ). By
assumption, L,, admits the Harnack inequality, so from the definition applied to
the quadruple (2, K,¢,0) with K = {& € R"™? : (\/% + @3 + 33,24, ..., Tp42) € K},
we have that

K K
We conclude that

u(z) -~ .. u(z)
< C(Q, K, el inf ——=,
sup —- (. K, el =) jnf =~

as desired. O
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Appendix A. Approximation of functions in a class of weighted L' spaces

In this section, we give a result that is possibly well-known to experts, but we
decided to include since we were unable to find a reference that gave the result
explicitly. The result is as follows.

Proposition A.1. Let 7. be a standard mollifier on R", that is 7, is a smooth,
nonnegative function with integral 1 and support contained in the unit ball, and
N(z) = e " (x/e). Moreover, let « > 0 and p be the positive measure on R" given
by

dx

dp = —————.
e+ al)e
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Ifue L'(u) and u® = u = 1. then

Ju® = uf L1y — 0
ase — 07.

Proof. First, suppose that u is a continuous, compactly supported function. Then

: |u(y) — u(z)ln(y — x)
lu® = uf L1 fnfn 1+| e dy dzx.

Choosing R > 1 so that u(z) = 0 when |z| > R, we have

Juf = gagy < f Lm G ’):|C7’7)( 9 s
JBQR J -(x) 1+ ‘17‘))8( 7) dy dz,

where to obtain the second line above we use that if |z| > 2R and |z — y| < ¢ then
ly| = 2R — e > R for ¢ small, so u(z) = u(y) = 0.
Next, if w, denotes the modulus of continuity of u, we have

lu® — i < f f _ dydx
() Bor JB( 1+||

< wule) f <1+|as|> -V

ase —07.
For a general v € L'(u), using e.g. [29, Theorem 3.14] we may approximate u by
a continuous, compactly supported function wu; satisfying

1
Hu — ukHU(u) < E

—U (T —

Then

(1+ |x|)

Since 1 + |y| < (1 +¢)(1 + |z|) whenever |:p —y| < ¢, it follows that

HU . (uk> HLI(M) 1+€ J J ‘u _uk( )’775(37—3/) dydl’
" s(x)

(L+Jy)e
(1 +€) J >_uk<y>’ dy
no (L)
LA+
k
Since
lu® = ufprgy < Ju® = (ur)*[rge + [ (wn)® = wel gy + ue — ulzr
(1+e)° 1
< ) —wlp + ¢

and

lim sup |(ug)® () — wk(x)| = 0,

e—0t
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we conclude that

. 2
limsup |u® — ufp1) < —
0+ k
forall k > 1, so lim |u® — ul 1, exists and equals zero. O
e—0
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