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THE NONLOCAL HARNACK INEQUALITY

FOR ANTISYMMETRIC FUNCTIONS:

AN APPROACH VIA BOCHNER’S RELATION AND HARMONIC ANALYSIS

SERENA DIPIERRO, MATEUSZ KWAŚNICKI, 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, 4, 31, 2, 30, 6, 33, 8, 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 Ω is an open set of Rn, and let u be a function on Rn

such that u is C2s`δ in Ω and antisymmetric, with
ż

Rn

|x1| |upxq|
p1 ` |x|qn`2`2s

dx ă `8

and x1upxq ě 0 for every x P Rn.

Let c be a bounded Borel function on Ω. If

p´∆qsu` cu “ 0

in Ω` “ tx P Ω : x1 ą 0u, then for every compact subset K of Ω we have

sup
xPK0

upxq
x1

ď CpK,Ω, }c}L8pΩ`qq inf
xPK0

upxq
x1

, (1.1)

where K0 “ tx P K : x1 ‰ 0u.
In this article, we revisit the nonlocal Harnack inequality under a different per-

spective, providing a new, shorter proof of Theorem 1.1. 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 p|Z|q denotes the 3-D Fourier

transform of the 3-D radial function fp|X|q, then the 1-D Fourier transform of the

1-D function xfp|x|q is equal to izF p|z|q. 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 1.1. More specifically,

the Fourier transform of an n-dimensional antisymmetric function x1fp|x1|, x1q is

equal to iz1F p|z1|, z1q, where F p|Z|, z1q is the pn ` 2q-dimensional Fourier transform

of fp|X|, x1q, where X and Z are 3-dimensional vectors, x1 and z1 are real numbers,

and x1 and z1 are pn´ 1q-dimensional vectors.

Using the above property, one finds that the n-dimensional fractional Laplacian

applied to x1fp|x1|, x1q is equal to x1gp|x1|, x1q if and only if the pn ` 2q-dimensional

fractional Laplacian applied to fp|X|, x1q is equal to gp|X|, x1q (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 Ln, acting on an appropriate class of functions u : Rn Ñ R, and taking the

form

Lnupxq “
ż

Rnzt0u

`

upxq ´ upx` yq ´ ∇upxq ¨ yχB1
pyq

˘

jnp|y|qdy, (1.2)

where the kernel jn satisfies the usual integrability condition
ż

Rnzt0u

mint1, |x|2ujnp|x|qdx ă `8.

To proceed, we will need the following additional assumption:

jn is differentiable and nonincreasing on p0,8q. (1.3)

This allows us to introduce the operator Ln`2, defined by the same formula with

kernel

jn`2prq “ ´j1
nprq
2πr

. (1.4)

In this setting, we establish that:

Theorem 1.2. Let Ln and Ln`2 be given by (1.2), and suppose that conditions (1.3)

and (1.4) are satisfied. Suppose that Ω is an open set of Rn, and let u be a function

on R
n such that u P C2pΩq, x´1

1 u P L8pRnq, and u is antisymmetric with x1upxq ě 0

for all x P R
n.

Let c be a bounded Borel function on Ω. If

Lnu ` cu “ 0

in Ω` “ tx P Ω : x1 ą 0u and the operator Ln`2 satisfies the Harnack inequality,

then for every compact subset K of Ω we have

sup
xPK0

upxq
x1

ď CpK,Ω, }c}L8pΩ`qq inf
xPK0

upxq
x1

, (1.5)

where K0 “ tx P K : x1 ‰ 0u and CpK,Ω,Mq is the same as the constant in the

Harnack inequality for Ln`2.

For the precise definition of an operator satisfying the Harnack inequality, see

Definition 5.3. The Harnack inequality (with a scale-invariant constant) is known to

hold for a large class of operators Ln`2, at least when c “ 0; we refer to Remark 5.4

in Section 5 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 1.1.

The case of general nonlocal operators will be explained in detail in Section 5.
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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 P Rk and z P Rm. We use the notation ρ “ |y| and,
given a smooth function u in a given domain of Rm`1, for λ P R we set

ṽpy, zq :“ |y|λup|y|, zq “ ρλupρ, zq.
Since, for every j P t1, . . . , mu,

ρByjρ “ 1

2
Byjρ

2 “ 1

2
Byjpy21 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` y2kq “ yj,

and therefore

∇yρ “ y

ρ
,

computing the Laplacian in cylindrical coordinates we find that

∆ṽ “ ∆y,zρ
λ u ` ρλ∆y,zu ` 2∇y,zρ

λ ¨ ∇y,zu

“ ∆yρ
λ u ` ρλ

`

∆yu` ∆zu
˘

` 2∇yρ
λ ¨ ∇yu

“ pλ ` k ´ 2qλρλ´2u` ρλ
`

B2

ρu ` pk ´ 1qρ´1Bρu ` ∆zu
˘

` 2
`

λρλ´1
∇yρ

˘

¨
`

Bρu∇yρ
˘

“ pλ ` k ´ 2qλρλ´2u` p2λ ` k ´ 1qρλ´1Bρu` ρλB2

ρu` ρλ∆zu.

The choice 2λ ` k ´ 1 “ 0 allows one to cancel the first order term. The additional

choice λ`k´2 “ 0makes the zero order term vanish. All in all, if k “ 3 and λ “ ´1,

we find that

∆ṽ “ ∆u

ρ
, (2.1)

hence ṽ 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 c is a bounded Borel function on B`
1
:“ B1Xtx1 ą

0u Ă Rn and u is a nonnegative solution of ´∆u ` cu “ 0 in B`
1
, then

sup
xPB`

1{2

upxq
x1

ď C inf
xPB`

1{2

upxq
x1

, (2.2)

where C is a positive constant depending only on n and }c}L8pB`
1

q.

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 c̃py, zq :“ cp|y|, zq, we
deduce from (2.1) that

`

´ ∆ṽ ` c̃ṽ
˘

|y| “ ´∆u` cu “ 0

whenever p|y|, zq P B1 and so, in particular, for all py, zq P R3 ˆ Rn´1 such

that |py, zq| ă 1.

This and the classical Harnack inequality lead to

sup
|py,zq|ă1{2

ṽpy, zq ď C inf
|py,zq|ă1{2

ṽpy, zq,

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 (2.1) 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 ℓ P N. As usual, a solid harmonic polynomial of degree ℓ is a

homogeneous polynomial V on Rn of degree ℓ (that is, V prxq “ rℓV pxq) satisfying
the Laplace equation ∆V “ 0.

Below, we will also use symbols with a tilde to denote elements of Rn`2ℓ and func-

tions on Rn`2ℓ, while symbols without a tilde for vectors in Rn and functions on Rn.

That is, for typographical convenience, we will usually (i.e., unless differently spec-

ified) write x P Rn and x̃ P Rn`2ℓ, and similarly f : Rn Ñ R and f̃ : Rn`2ℓ Ñ R.

We use Fn to denote the n-dimensional Fourier transform: if f is an integrable

function on Rn, then

Fnfpξq “
ż

Rn

fpxqe2πiξ¨x dx.

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

spect to the variable x we also use the notation F
pxq
n . For instance, if f : R2n “

Rn ˆ Rn Ñ R, to be written as fpx, yq, we have that, for each y P Rn,

F
pxq
n fpξ, yq “

ż

Rn

fpx, yqe2πiξ¨x dx.

We are following here the convention on the Fourier transform on page 28 in [32].

We also consider Ln to be a Fourier multiplier on Rn with radial symbol ψp|ξ|q,
that is

FnLnfpξq “ ψp|ξ|qFnfpξq (3.1)

for every Schwartz function f .

The case in which ψprq “ r2s corresponds to the fractional Laplacian Ln “ p´∆qs,
but the contents of this section work for general ψ with at most polynomial growth.

Let R be a rotation on Rn (that is, an orthogonal transformation of Rn), and for

a function f on Rn denote Rfpξq “ fpRξq. By definition, we have the following

transformation rule for the Fourier transform:

FnpRfqpξq “ RpFnfqpξq.
Radial functions are invariant under R, and so

ψp|ξ|qFnpRfqpξq “ R
“

ψp|ξ|qFnfpξq
‰

.

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

F
´1

n

“

ψp|ξ|qFnRfpξq
‰

“ R
“

F
´1

n

“

ψp|ξ|qFnfpξq
‰‰

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

LnRfpξq “ RLnfpξq, (3.2)

that is, Ln commutes with rotations.
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Let us call a function f on Rn isotropic with respect to the first k coordinates, or

briefly k-isotropic, if fpxq “ fpyq whenever

|px1, x2, . . . , xkq| “ |py1, y2, . . . , ykq| and pxk`1, xk`2, . . . , xnq “ pyk`1, yk`2, . . . , ynq.

We will only use this notion for k “ 3: the proof of our main result involves 3-

isotropic functions in Rn`2.

A function f on Rn is said to be symmetric (with respect to the first variable)

if fp´x1, x2, . . . , xnq “ fpx1, x2, . . . , xnq (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 fp´x1, x2, . . . , xnq “
´fpx1, x2, . . . , xnq. Clearly, f is symmetric if and only if x1fpxq is antisymmetric.

If f is a k-isotropic function on R
n, then f is invariant under every rotation R

which only acts on the first k coordinates and leaves the remaining n´k coordinates
unchanged: Rf “ f . In view of (3.2), we have RpLnfq “ LnpRfq “ Lnf , that is, Lnf

is invariant under R. In other words, Ln 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 pn ` 2ℓq-dimensional

counterpart.

For instance, roughly speaking, for any even function f on R, if f̃ : R3 Ñ R has

the same profile of f (i.e., f̃px̃q “ fp|x̃|q for each x̃ P R
3), then the Fourier transform

of the one-dimensional function xfpxq coincides with iξ times the Fourier transform

of the three-dimensional radial function f̃ at ξ̃, as long as ξ̃ P R3 is such that |ξ| “ |ξ̃|.
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 f̃ be

two radial Schwartz functions on Rn and Rn`2ℓ, respectively, with the same profile

function: fpxq “ f̃px̃q whenever |x| “ |x̃|.
Let V be a solid harmonic polynomial on Rn of degree ℓ.

Then,

FnpV fqpξq “ iℓV pξqFn`2ℓf̃pξ̃q,
for every ξ P Rn and ξ̃ P Rn`2ℓ such that |ξ̃| “ |ξ|.

In the statement of Theorem 3.1, the assumption on the profile function of f

and f̃ simply means that there exists a suitable f0 : R Ñ R such that fpxq “ f0p|x|q
and f̃px̃q “ f0p|x̃|q for all x P Rn and x̃ P Rn`2ℓ (the function f0 is called in jargon

“profile function”).

In our setting, we will only need Theorem 3.1 for n “ ℓ “ 1 and V pxq “ x. In this

case Theorem 3.1 states that if f is an even function on R and f̃px̃q “ fp|x|q is the
corresponding radial function on R

3, then

F1rxfpxqspξq “ iξF3f̃pξ, 0, 0q. (3.3)

We have the following immediate extension of Theorem 3.1.
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Lemma 3.2. Consider a function f : Rn “ R ˆ Rn´1 Ñ R, to be written as fpx, yq,
where x P R and y P Rn´1.

Assume that f is a Schwartz function on Rn which is symmetric with respect to

the variable x (i.e., fp´x, yq “ fpx, yq for all x P R and y P Rn´1).

Let f̃ : Rn`2 “ R3 ˆRn´1 Ñ R, to be written as f̃px̃, yq, where x̃ P R3 and y P Rn´1,

be a 3-isotropic function given by

f̃px̃, yq “ fp|x̃|, yq.
Then,

Fnrxfpx, yqspξ, ηq “ iξFn`2f̃ppξ, 0, 0q, ηq.
Proof. Given y P Rn´1, we apply Bochner’s relation (3.3) with respect to x P R to

find that

F
pxq
1 rxfpx, yqspξ, yq “ iξF

px̃q
3 f̃pξ̃, yq.

It is now sufficient to apply the Fourier transform with respect to y P Rn´1 for each

fixed ξ P R. �

From Lemma 3.2 we obtain the following result.

Lemma 3.3. In the assumptions of Lemma 3.2, for every x P R and y P Rn´1 we

have that

Lnrxfpx, yqs “ xLn`2f̃ppx, 0, 0q, yq.
Proof. Let us denote

g̃px̃, yq “ Ln`2f̃px̃, yq
and

gpx, yq “ g̃ppx, 0, 0q, yq “ Ln`2f̃ppx, 0, 0q, yq.
Since Ln`2 maps 3-invariant functions into 3-invariant functions, g̃ is 3-invariant.

Let now pξ, ηq P R ˆ R
n´1 and let ξ̃ P R

3 be such that |ξ| “ |ξ̃|. Using, in order, the

definition of Ln in (3.1), Lemma 3.2, once again the definition of Ln`2 in (3.1), the

definition of g̃, and once again Lemma 3.2, we find that

FnLnrxfpx, yqspξ, ηq “ ψp|pξ, ηq|q Fnrxfpx, yqspξ, ηq
“ ψp|pξ, ηq|q iξFn`2f̃pξ̃, ηq
“ iξ ψp|pξ̃, ηq|q Fn`2f̃pξ̃, ηq
“ iξFn`2Ln`2f̃pξ̃, ηq
“ iξFn`2g̃pξ̃, ηq
“ Fnrxgpx, yqspξ, ηq.

Thus, by inverting the Fourier transform,

Lnrxfpx, yqs “ xgpx, yq.
Combining this and the definition of g, we conclude that

Lnrxfpx, yqs “ xLn`2f̃ppx, 0, 0q, yq,
as desired. �

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 pxq “ x).



8 S. DIPIERRO, M. KWAŚNICKI, J. THOMPSON, E. VALDINOCI

Lemma 3.4. Let V be a solid harmonic polynomial of degree ℓ on Rk. Let fpx, yq,
where x P Rk and y P Rn´k, be a Schwartz function on Rn which is isotropic with

respect to the first variable x: fpx, yq “ fpx1, yq whenever |x| “ |x1|. Let f̃px̃, yq,
where x̃ P Rk`2ℓ and y P Rn´k, be the corresponding Schwartz function on Rn`2ℓ,

given by

f̃px̃, yq “ fpx, yq
whenever |x̃| “ |x|.
Then

LnrV pxqfpx, yqs “ V pxqLn`2ℓf̃ppx, 0q, yq,
where px, 0q P Rk`2ℓ stands for the vector x P Rk padded with 2ℓ 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 P p0, 1q, corresponding to the choice ψprq “ r2s in

Lemma 3.4. To this end, we introduce some further notation.

If f and g are functions on Rn, we write

xf, gyRn “
ż

Rn

fpxqgpxq dx.

We use the notation f P Cα for non-integer α ą 0, meaning that f P Ck,β

where α “ k ` β with k P N and β P p0, 1q.

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 Rn, symmetric with respect to the

first variable. Let f̃ be the corresponding 3-isotropic Schwartz function on Rn`2,

given by

f̃px̃q “ f

ˆ

b

x̃21 ` x̃22 ` x̃23, x̃4, . . . , x̃n`2

˙

.

Finally, let gpxq “ x1fpxq. Then
p´∆qsgpxq “ x1p´∆qsf̃ppx1, 0, 0q, x2, . . . , xnq.

Proof. This follows directly from Lemma 3.3: indeed, choosing ψprq “ r2s in (3.1)

gives that Ln is the fractional Laplacian acting on functions of n variables and

accordingly, for every x “ px1, x2, . . . , xnq P Rn,

p´∆qsgpxq “ p´∆qsrx1fpxqs “ x1p´∆qsf̃ppx1, 0, 0q, x2, . . . , xnq. �

Remark 4.2. The identity in Corollary 4.1 can be alternatively proved by a rather

straightforward direct calculation. This involves the formula

r2
ż

S2

pα2 ` prz1 ´ βq2 ` prz2q2 ` prz3q2q´1´γ
H

2pdzq

“ 1

2βγ

`

pα2 ` pr ´ βq2q´γ ´ pα2 ` pr ` βq2q´γ
˘

,

where S2 is the unit sphere in R3 and H2 is the surface measure. One substitutes

α “
a

px2 ´ y2q2 ` . . .` pxn ´ ynq2, β “ x1, r “ |y1|, and γ “ n
2

`s and then integrates

with respect to y P Rn; we omit the details.
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An extension of Corollary 4.1 to arbitrary antisymmetric functions is rather

straightforward: in particular, in item (c) 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 Ω is an open set of Rn and δ ą 0. Let u be a function

on Rn such that u is C2s`δ in Ω and antisymmetric, with
ż

Rn

|x1| |upxq|
p1 ` |x|qn`2`2s

dx ă `8. (4.1)

Let ṽ be the corresponding function on Rn`2 given by

ṽpx̃q “ u
`
a

x̃21 ` x̃22 ` x̃23, x̃4, . . . , x̃n`2

˘

a

x̃21 ` x̃22 ` x̃23
.

Then:

(a) if Ω0 “ tx P Ω : x1 ‰ 0u, then the function ṽ is C2s`δ
loc

in

Ω̃0 “
"

x̃ P R
n`2 :

´

b

x̃2
1

` x̃2
2

` x̃2
3
, x̃4, . . . , x̃n`2

¯

P Ω0

*

;

(b) we have that
ż

Rn`2

|ṽpx̃q|
p1 ` |x̃|qn`2`2s

dx̃ ă `8;

(c) for every x P Ω0, we have that1

p´∆qsupxq “ x1p´∆qsṽppx1, 0, 0q, x2, . . . , xnq; (4.2)

(d) for an arbitrary C8
c function g on Ω, we have

xu, p´∆qsgyRn “ p2πq´1xṽ, p´∆qsf̃yRn`2, (4.3)

where

f̃px̃q “ gA
`
a

x̃2
1

` x̃2
2

` x̃2
3
, x̃4, . . . , x̃n`2

˘

a

x̃2
1

` x̃2
2

` x̃2
3

and

gApxq “ 1

2

`

gpx1, . . . , xnq ´ gp´x1, x2, . . . , xnq
˘

is the anti-symmetric part of g;

(e) for an arbitrary C8
c function f̃ on

Ω̃ “
"

x̃ P R
n`2 :

´

b

x̃2
1

` x̃2
2

` x̃2
3
, x̃4, . . . , x̃n`2

¯

P Ω

*

,

we have

xṽ, p´∆qsf̃yRn`2 “ 2πxu, p´∆qsgyRn, (4.4)

where gpxq “ x1fpxq and f is given in terms of the 3-isotropic symmetriza-

tion of f̃ by

fpxq “ 1

4π

ż

S2

f̃p|x1|z, x2, . . . , xnqH2pdzq; (4.5)

here S2 is the unit sphere in R3 and H2 is the surface measure.

1In 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 4.3 (a), the conclusion ṽ P C2s`δ
loc

pΩ̃0q cannot

be relaxed to ṽ P C2s`δpΩ̃0q. Indeed, consider Ω “ p0, 1q ˆ Rn´1 and upxq “ x2s`δ
1 for

x1 ě 0 extended antisymmetrically to all of Rn. Then Ω0 “ Ω, Ω̃0 “
`

B3

1
zt0u

˘

ˆ Rn´1

(here B3

1 denotes the unit ball in R
3), and u P C2s`δpΩ0q, but

ṽpx̃q “
`

x̃2
1

` x̃2
2

` x̃2
3

˘
2s`δ´1

2

which is not in C2s`δpΩ̃0q.

Proof of Theorem 4.3. To prove assertion (a), observe that, for all x̃ P Ω̃0,
b

x̃2
1

` x̃2
2

` x̃2
3

‰ 0.

Hence, the map from Ω̃0 Ñ R defined by x̃ ÞÑ 1?
x̃2

1
`x̃2

2
`x̃2

3

, is in C8
loc

pΩ̃0q. Moreover,

x̃ ÞÑ u
´

b

x̃21 ` x̃22 ` x̃23, x̃4, . . . , x̃n`2

¯

is in C2s`δpΩ̃0q which implies ṽ P C2s`δ
loc

pΩ̃0q. This proves (a).
Additionally,

I :“
ż

Rn`2

|ṽpx̃q|
p1 ` |x̃|qn`2`2s

dx̃ “
ż

Rn`2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
u
´

a

x̃21 ` x̃22 ` x̃23, x̃4, . . . , x̃n`2

¯ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

a

x̃21 ` x̃22 ` x̃23
`

1 ` |x̃|
˘n`2`2s

dx̃

“
ż

R3

ż

Rn´1

ˇ

ˇu
`

|a|, b
˘ˇ

ˇ

|a|
`

1 `
a

|a|2 ` |b|2
˘n`2`2s

da db,

(4.6)

Now we observe that if Φ : R Ñ R then, integrating in spherical coordinates, we

get
ż

R3

Φp|x|q dx “ 4π

ż `8

0

τ 2Φpτq dτ. (4.7)

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

I “
ż `8

0

ż

Rn´1

τ |upτ, bq|
`

1 `
a

|τ |2 ` |b|2
˘n`2`2s

db dτ “
ż

Rn

|x1| |upxq|
p1 ` |x|qn`2`2s

dx,

from which (b) plainly follows.

To prove the claim in (c), we notice that if fpxq “ x´1

1 upxq is a Schwartz function,

item (c) reduces to Corollary 4.1. 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

AspRnq “ tu : Rn Ñ R s.t. u is measurable, antisymmetric, and }u}AspRnq ă `8u,
LspRn`2q “ tṽ : Rn`2 Ñ R s.t. ṽ is measurable and }ṽ}LspRn`2q ă `8u,
where

}u}AspRnq “
ż

Rn

|x1| |upxq|
p1 ` |x|qn`2`2s

dx,

}ṽ}LspRn`2q “
ż

Rn`2

|ṽpx̃q|
p1 ` |x̃|qn`2`2s

dx̃.
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Let ηε be a standard mollifier onRn`2, that is η1 is a smooth, nonnegative, compactly

supported function with integral 1, and ηεpx̃q “ ε´n´2η1px̃{εq. We have u P AspRnq,
and ṽ P LspRn`2q by (b). Define

ṽkpx̃q “ pṽ ˚ η1{kqpx̃qηkpx̃q,
and

ukpxq “ x1ṽkppx1, 0, 0q, x2, x3, . . . , xnq.
Note that ṽk and uk are smooth and have compact support, so, in particular, they

are Schwartz functions. By a standard estimate2, we have ṽk P LspRn`2q and
}ṽk ´ ṽ}LspRn`2q Ñ 0

as k Ñ 8. We have seen in the proof of (b) that for an arbitrary antisymmetric

function u on Rn and the corresponding function ṽ on Rn`2, u P AspRnq if and

only if ṽ P LspRn`2q, and in this case }u}AspRnq “ }ṽ}LspRn`2q. In particular, since

ṽk P LspRn`2q, we have uk P AspRnq, and additionally

}uk ´ u}AspRnq “ }ṽk ´ ṽ}LspRn`2q.

Furthermore, since x´1

1
u P C2s`δ

loc
pΩ0q, we have that uk Ñ u in C2s`δ

loc
pΩ0q. These two

properties and [12, Lemma 2.3] imply that p´∆qsuk Ñ p´∆qsu in Ω0. Next, ṽk Ñ v

in C2s`δ
loc

pΩ̃0q using (a). Moreover,

}ṽk ´ ṽ}LspRn`2q Ñ 0

as k Ñ 8, so standard estimates for the fractional Laplacian imply p´∆qsṽk Ñ
p´∆qsṽ in Ω̃0. Using (c) for Schwartz functions uk and ṽk, and combining it with the

above two convergence results, we conclude that (c) holds in the general case.

We now prove assertions (d) and (e). For (d), since f̃ is 3-isotropic, also p´∆qsf̃
is 3-isotropic:

p´∆qsf̃px̃q “ p´∆qsf̃
ˆ

´

b

x̃21 ` x̃22 ` x̃23, 0, 0
¯

, x̃4, . . . , x̃n`2

˙

,

so Corollary 4.1 implies that

p´∆qsf̃px̃q “ p´∆qsgA
`
a

x̃21 ` x̃22 ` x̃23, x̃4, . . . , x̃n`2

˘

a

x̃21 ` x̃22 ` x̃23
.

Hence, using the definition of ṽ, we have

xṽ, p´∆qsf̃yRn`2

“
ż

Rn`2

u
`
a

x̃21 ` x̃22 ` x̃23, x̃4, . . . , x̃n`2

˘

p´∆qsgA
`
a

x̃21 ` x̃22 ` x̃23, x̃4, . . . , x̃n`2

˘

x̃2
1

` x̃2
2

` x̃2
3

dx̃

“
ż

R3

ż

Rn´1

up|a|, bqp´∆qsgAp|a|, bq
|a|2 db da.

Integration in spherical coordinates leads to

xṽ, p´∆qsf̃yRn`2 “ 4π

ż `8

0

ż

Rn´1

upτ, bqp´∆qsgApτ, bq db dτ.

2The proof is very similar to the one for standard L1 spaces. When ṽ is continuous and compactly

supported, an explicit calculation gives a bound for }ṽk ´ ṽ}LspRn`2q in terms of the modulus of

continuity of ṽ. For a general ṽ, one approximates ṽ by a continuous, compactly supported function

in LspRn`2q. For the sake of completeness, we have included the proof in Appendix (A).
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Then, since both u and p´∆qsgA are antisymmetric,

xṽ, p´∆qsf̃yRn`2 “ 2π

ż `8

´8

ż

Rn´1

upτ, bqp´∆qsgApτ, bq db dτ

“ 2πxu, p´∆qsgyRn.

For (e), we begin by assuming that f̃ is 3-isotropic and deal with the general case

later. Since f̃ is 3-isotropic, Corollary 4.1 applies to f̃ , f and g: we have

p´∆qsf̃px̃q “ p´∆qsg
`
a

x̃2
1

` x̃2
2

` x̃2
3
, x̃4, . . . , x̃n`2

˘

a

x̃21 ` x̃22 ` x̃23
.

Using spherical coordinates,

xṽ, p´∆qsf̃yRn`2

“
ż

Rn`2

u
`
a

x̃21 ` x̃22 ` x̃23, x̃4, . . . , x̃n`2

˘

p´∆qsg
`
a

x̃21 ` x̃22 ` x̃23, x̃4, . . . , x̃n`2

˘

x̃21 ` x̃22 ` x̃23
dx̃

“
ż

R3

ż

Rn´1

up|a|, bqp´∆qsgp|a|, bq
|a|2 db da

“ 4π

ż `8

0

ż

Rn´1

upτ, bqp´∆qsgpτ, bq db dτ.

Since both u and p´∆qsg are symmetric, we have

xṽ, p´∆qsf̃yRn`2 “ 2π

ż `8

´8

ż

Rn´1

upτ, bqp´∆qsgpτ, bq db dτ “ 2πxu, p´∆qsgyRn.

Now, if f̃ is not 3-isotropic, let

F̃ px̃q “ 1

4π

ż

S2

f̃
´

z

b

x̃21 ` x̃22 ` x̃23, x̃4, . . . , x̃n`2

¯

H
2pdzq

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

F̃ px̃q “ f
´

b

x̃2
1

` x̃2
2

` x̃2
3
, x̃4, . . . , x̃n`2

¯

,

and so, since we already proved the result for 3-isotropic functions, we have

xṽ, p´∆qsF̃ yRn`2 “ 2πxu, p´∆qsgyRn.

Therefore, it remains to prove that

xṽ, p´∆qspf̃ ´ F̃ qyRn`2 “ 0. (4.8)

Denote G̃ “ f̃ ´ F̃ . Then, by the definition of F̃ ,

ż

S2

G̃pτz, x̃4, . . . , x̃n`2qH2pdzq “ 0
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for every τ ą 0 and px̃4, . . . , x̃n`2q P Rn´1. Thus, G̃ is orthogonal to every 3-isotropic

function: if ũ is 3-isotropic, then integration in spherical coordinates gives

xũ, G̃y “
ż

R3

ż

Rn´1

ũpa, bqG̃pa, bq db da

“
ż

R3

ż

Rn´1

ũpp|a|, 0, 0q, bqG̃pa, bq db da

“
ż `8

0

ż

S2

ż

Rn´1

τ 2ũppτ, 0, 0q, bqG̃pτz, bq dbH2pdzq dτ

“
ż `8

0

ż

Rn´1

τ 2ũppτ, 0, 0q, bq
ˆ
ż

S2

G̃pτz, bqH2pdzq
˙

db dτ “ 0.

We already know that p´∆qs maps 3-isotropic Schwartz functions into 3-isotropic

functions. By approximation, the class of 3-isotropic functions in L2pRn`2q forms an

invariant subspace of p´∆qs. Therefore, also its orthogonal complement in L2pRnq
is invariant. Since G̃ is orthogonal to the class of 3-isotropic functions, we conclude

that p´∆qsG̃ has the same property, and (4.8) follows. �

In our framework, a natural application3 of Theorem 4.3 leads to the proof of

Theorem 1.1:

Proof of Theorem 1.1. With the notation of Theorem 4.3, by item (c) of this result

we have

p´∆qsupxq “ x1p´∆qsṽppx1, 0, 0q, x2, . . . , xnq
for x P Ω0, or equivalently

4

b

x̃2
1

` x̃2
2

` x̃2
3

p´∆qsṽpx̃q “ p´∆qsu
´

b

x̃2
1

` x̃2
2

` x̃2
3
, x̃4, . . . , x̃n`2

¯

, (4.9)

for x̃ P Ω̃0 (recall that p´∆q3ṽ is 3-isotropic).
Therefore, if x “

`
a

x̃2
1

` x̃2
2

` x̃2
3
, x̃4, . . . , x̃n`2

˘

, we have
b

x̃21 ` x̃22 ` x̃23

´

p´∆qsṽpx̃q ` cpxqṽpx̃q
¯

“ p´∆qsupxq ` cpxqupxq “ 0,

that is, setting c̃px̃q “ cpxq,
p´∆qsṽpx̃q ` c̃px̃qṽpx̃q “ 0 (4.10)

in Ω̃0. In fact, the above identity holds in the weak sense in Ω̃: this follows directly

from item (e) of Theorem 4.3.

Since ṽ is nonnegative in Rn`2, the standard Harnack inequality for weak solu-

tions of the Schrödinger equation (4.10) implies that for every compact subset K̃

of Ω̃, we have

ess sup
K̃

ṽ ď CpK̃, Ω̃, }c̃}L8pΩ̃qq ess inf
K̃

ṽ.

Applying this to K̃ “
 

x̃ P Rn`2 :
`
a

x̃2
1

` x̃2
2

` x̃2
3
, x̃4, . . . , x̃n`2

˘

P K
(

with K a com-

pact subset of Ω, we obtain

ess sup
xPK

upxq
x1

ď CpK,Ω, }c}L8pΩ`qq ess inf
xPK

upxq
x1

,

3When s “ 1, Theorem 1.1 boils down to (2.2).
4One can compare (2.1) with (4.9). Namely, (4.9) recovers (2.1) when s “ 1 with the notation y “

px̃1, x̃2, x̃3q and z “ px̃4, . . . , x̃n`2q.
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which is equivalent to (1.1). �

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 Ln presented in (1.2).

Given an open set Ω Ă R
n and a function in u P C2

loc
pΩq X L8pRnq, by a standard

computation (see, for example, the computation in [5, p. 9]), Lnupxq is defined for

all x P Ω and, moreover, Lnu is bounded on compact subsets of Ω. Furthermore,

the Fourier symbol of Ln is

Ψnpξq “
ż

Rn

`

1 ´ eiξ¨x ` ξ ¨ xχp0,1qp|x|q
˘

jnp|x|q dx

“
ż 8

0

ż

Sn´1

`

1 ´ eirξ¨ω ` irpξ ¨ ωqχp0,1qprq
˘

jnprqrn´1
H

n´1pdωq dr

“ 1

2

ż 8

0

ż

Sn´1

`

2 ´ eirξ¨ω ´ e´irξ¨ω
˘

jnprqrn´1
H

n´1pdωq dr

“
ż 8

0

ż

Sn´1

`

1 ´ cosprξ ¨ ωq
˘

jnprqrn´1
H

n´1pdωq dr

“ H
n´2pSn´2q

ż 8

0

ż

1

´1

`

1 ´ cosprs|ξ|q
˘

p1 ´ s2qn´3

2 jnprqrn´1 ds dr

“ p2πqn{2

ż 8

0

ˆ

1

2n{2´1Γpn
2
q ´ pr|ξ|q1´n{2Jn{2´1pr|ξ|q

˙

rn´1jnprq dr,

where Jν is the Bessel function of the first kind; see [27, Chapter 10]. Hence, it

follows that Ψn is rotationally invariant, that is Ψnpξq “ ψp|ξ|q, with ψ given as the

Hankel transform

ψpτq “ p2πqn{2

ż 8

0

ˆ

1

2n{2´1Γpn
2
q ´ prτq1´n{2Jn{2´1prτq

˙

rn´1jnprq dr, (5.1)

It is no mistake that ψ has no subscript n: under our assumptions (1.3) and (1.4)

it turns out that the Fourier symbol Ψn`2 of the operator Ln`2 has the same profile

function ψ. 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 jnprq “
2π

ş8

r
tjn`2ptq dt, we have

ψpτq “ p2πqn{2`1

ż 8

0

ż 8

r

ˆ

1

2n{2´1Γpn
2
q ´ prτq1´n{2Jn{2´1prτq

˙

rn´1tjn`2ptq dt dr

“ p2πqn{2`1

ż 8

0

ż t

0

ˆ

1

2n{2´1Γpn
2
q ´ prτq1´n{2Jn{2´1prτq

˙

rn´1tjn`2ptq dr dt

“ p2πqn{2`1

ż 8

0

ˆ

1

2n{2Γpn
2

` 1q ´ ptτq´n{2Jn{2ptτq
˙

tn`1jn`2ptq dt,

which is exactly the same expression as (5.1) 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 Ln

given information about Ln`2, namely that if Ln`2 admits the Harnack inequality

then Ln admits the antisymmetric Harnack inequality.
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Corollary 5.1. Let f be a symmetric Schwartz function on Rn. Let f̃ be the corre-

sponding 3-isotropic Schwartz function on Rn`2, given by

f̃px̃q “ f

ˆ

b

x̃2
1

` x̃2
2

` x̃2
3
, x̃4, . . . , x̃n`2

˙

.

Finally, let gpxq “ x1fpxq. Then
Lngpxq “ x1Ln`2f̃ppx1, 0, 0q, x2, . . . , xnq.

Proof. The proof is a consequence of Lemma 3.3. Indeed, recall that the sym-

bol ψ given in (5.1) is rotationally invariant, and operators Ln and Ln`2 satisfy

formula (3.1). Accordingly, for every x “ px1, x2, . . . , xnq P Rn,

Lngpxq “ Lnpx1fpxqq “ x1Ln`2f̃ppx1, 0, 0q, x2, . . . , xnq,
as desired. �

Recall that Ln`2 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 Ω is an open set of Rn. Let u be an antisymmetric

function on Rn such that u P C2

loc
pΩq, x´1

1 u P L8pRnq, and let ṽ be the corresponding

function on Rn`2 given by

ṽpx̃q “ u
`
a

x̃2
1

` x̃2
2

` x̃2
3
, x̃4, . . . , x̃n`2

˘

a

x̃21 ` x̃22 ` x̃23
.

Then:

(a) if Ω0 “ tx P Ω : x1 ‰ 0u and

Ω̃0 “
"

x̃ P R
n`2 :

´

b

x̃21 ` x̃22 ` x̃23, x̃4, . . . , x̃n`2

¯

P Ω0

*

;

then the function ṽ is C2

loc
pΩ̃0q X L8pRn`2q.

(b) for every x P Ω0, we have that

Lnupxq “ x1Ln`2ṽppx1, 0, 0q, x2, . . . , xnq; (5.2)

(c) for an arbitrary C8
c function g on Ω, we have

xu, LngyRn “ p2πq´1xṽ, Ln`2f̃yRn`2, (5.3)

where

f̃px̃q “ gA
`
a

x̃21 ` x̃22 ` x̃23, x̃4, . . . , x̃n`2

˘

a

x̃21 ` x̃22 ` x̃23
and

gApxq “ 1

2

`

gpx1, . . . , xnq ´ gp´x1, x2, . . . , xnq
˘

;

(d) for an arbitrary C8
c function f̃ on

Ω̃ “
"

x̃ P R
n`2 :

´

b

x̃2
1

` x̃2
2

` x̃2
3
, x̃4, . . . , x̃n`2

¯

P Ω

*

,

we have

xṽ, Ln`2f̃yRn`2 “ 2πxu, LngyRn, (5.4)
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where gpxq “ x1fpxq and f is given in terms of the 3-isotropic symmetriza-

tion of f̃ by

fpxq “ 1

4π

ż

S2

f̃p|x1|z, x2, . . . , xnqH2pdzq;

here S2 is the unit sphere in R3 and H2 is the surface measure.

Proof. Since the map x̃ ÞÑ
`
a

x̃21 ` x̃22 ` x̃23, x̃4, . . . , x̃n`2

˘

is smooth from Ω̃0 to Ω0 and

x ÞÑ x´1

1
upxq is in C2

loc
pΩ0q, it follows that v P C2

loc
pΩ̃0q. Moreover, the assumption

x´1

1
u P L8pRnq immediately implies that ṽ P L8pRn`2q, which gives (a).

To prove the claim in (b), we notice that if fpxq “ x´1

1
upxq is a Schwartz function,

item (b) reduces to Corollary 5.1. 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 4.3(c), and so we omit the details.

The proofs of (c) and (d) are analogous to the proofs of Theorem 4.3 (d) and (e)

respectively. �

In preparation for the proof of Theorem 1.2, we now give the definition of an

operator satisfying the Harnack inequality.

Definition 5.3. Let A be the collection of quadruples pΩ, K, c, vq such that Ω Ă Rn

is open; K Ă Ω is compact and connected; c P L8pΩq; and v P C2

loc
pΩq X L8pRnq

satisfies, in the weak sense,
"

Lnv ` cv “ 0, in Ω

v ě 0, in Rn.
(5.5)

We say that an operator Ln given by (1.2) admits the Harnack inequality if, for all

pΩ, K, c, vq P A, there holds that

inf
K
v ď C sup

K

v

for some C “ CpΩ, K, }c}L8pΩqq ą 0.

Remark 5.4. When c “ 0 in (5.5), that is, when u is a harmonic function in Ω for

the operator Ln, then Harnack inquality holds under fairly general conditions on

the kernel jn of Ln (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 Ω are balls, under the following assumptions: jn is positive and

nonincreasing (so that the kernel of Ln is isotropic and unimodal ), and there is a

constant C ą 0 such that jnpr`1q ě Cjnprq for r ě 1 (so that in particular jnprq goes
to zero as r Ñ 8 no faster than some exponential).

By Theorem 1.9 in [19], the constant in the Harnack inequality is scale-invariant

if jn is positive and decreasing and it satisfies the following scaling condition:

jnprq
jnpRq ď C

ˆ

r

R

˙´n´α

for some constants C ą 0 and α P p0, 2q.
While it is natural to expect that the results described above also hold for non-

zero c, 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 1.2.
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Proof of Theorem 1.2. From Theorem 5.2 (b), we have that

Lnupxq “ x1Ln`2ṽppx1, 0, 0q, x2, . . . , xnq
for all x P Ω0; or equivalently,

b

x̃21 ` x̃22 ` x̃23 Ln`2ṽpx̃q “ Lnu
´

b

x̃21 ` x̃22 ` x̃23, x̃4, . . . , x̃n`2

¯

for all x̃ P Ω̃0 (recall that Ln`2u is 3-isotropic). It follows that if we denote x “
p
a

x̃21 ` x̃22 ` x̃23, x̃4, . . . , x̃n`2q, then
b

x̃2
1

` x̃2
2

` x̃2
3

`

Ln`2ṽpx̃q ` cpxqṽpx̃q
˘

“ Lnupxq ` cpxqupxq “ 0.

Setting c̃px̃q “ cpxq, we have that

Ln`2ṽ ` c̃ṽ “ 0 in Ω̃0.

In fact, by Theorem 5.2 (d), the above equality holds in the weak sense in Ω̃. By

assumption, Ln`2 admits the Harnack inequality, so from the definition applied to

the quadruple pΩ̃, K̃, c̃, ṽq with K̃ “
 

x̃ P Rn`2 :
`
a

x̃2
1

` x̃2
2

` x̃2
3
, x̃4, . . . , x̃n`2

˘

P K
(

,

we have that

sup
K̃

ṽ ď CpΩ̃, K̃, }c̃}L8pΩ̃qq inf
K̃

ṽ.

We conclude that

sup
xPK0

upxq
x1

ď CpΩ̃, K̃, }c}L8pΩ`qq inf
xPK0

upxq
x1

,

as desired. �
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Appendix A. Approximation of functions in a class of weighted L1 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 ηε be a standard mollifier on Rn, that is η1 is a smooth,

nonnegative function with integral 1 and support contained in the unit ball, and

ηεpxq “ ε´nη1px{εq. Moreover, let α ą 0 and µ be the positive measure on Rn given

by

dµ “ dx

p1 ` |x|qα .
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If u P L1pµq and uε “ u ˚ ηε then
}uε ´ u}L1pµq Ñ 0

as ε Ñ 0`.

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

}uε ´ u}L1pµq ď
ż

Rn

ż

Rn

|upyq ´ upxq|ηεpy ´ xq
p1 ` |x|qα dy dx.

Choosing R ą 1 so that upxq “ 0 when |x| ě R, we have

}uε ´ u}L1pµq ď
ż

Rn

ż

Bεpxq

|upyq ´ upxq|ηεpy ´ xq
p1 ` |x|qα dy dx

“
ż

B2R

ż

Bεpxq

|upyq ´ upxq|ηεpy ´ xq
p1 ` |x|qα dy dx,

where to obtain the second line above we use that if |x| ě 2R and |x ´ y| ă ε then

|y| ě 2R ´ ε ą R for ε small, so upxq “ upyq “ 0.

Next, if ωu denotes the modulus of continuity of u, we have

}uε ´ u}L1pµq ď ωupεq
ż

B2R

ż

Bεpxq

ηεpy ´ xq
p1 ` |x|qα dy dx

ď ωupεq
ż

B2R

dx

p1 ` |x|qα Ñ 0

as ε Ñ 0`.

For a general u P L1pµq, using e.g. [29, Theorem 3.14] we may approximate u by

a continuous, compactly supported function uk satisfying

}u´ uk}L1pµq ď 1

k
.

Then

}uε ´ pukqε}L1pµq ď
ż

Rn

ż

Bεpxq

|upxq ´ ukpyq|ηεpx´ yq
p1 ` |x|qα dy dx.

Since 1 ` |y| ď p1 ` εqp1 ` |x|q whenever |x ´ y| ă ε, it follows that

}uε ´ pukqε}L1pµq ď p1 ` εqα
ż

Rn

ż

Bεpxq

|upxq ´ ukpyq|ηεpx ´ yq
p1 ` |y|qα dy dx

“ p1 ` εqα
ż

Rn

|upxq ´ ukpyq|
p1 ` |y|qα dy

ď p1 ` εqα
k

.

Since

}uε ´ u}L1pµq ď }uε ´ pukqε}L1pµq ` }pukqε ´ uk}L1pµq ` }uk ´ u}L1pµq

ď p1 ` εqα
k

` }pukqε ´ uk}L1pµq ` 1

k

and

lim sup
εÑ0`

|pukqεpxq ´ ukpxq| “ 0,
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we conclude that

lim sup
εÑ0`

}uε ´ u}L1pµq ď 2

k

for all k ě 1, so lim
εÑ0`

}uε ´ u}L1pµq exists and equals zero. �
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Mateusz Kwaśnicki: Department of Pure Mathematics, Wrocław University of Science and Tech-
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