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NONLOCAL DIFFUSION MODELS WITH CONSISTENT LOCAL
AND FRACTIONAL LIMITS*

QIANG DUT, XIAOCHUAN TIAN#, AND ZHI ZHOUS

Abstract. For some spatially nonlocal diffusion models with a finite range of nonlocal interac-
tions measured by a positive parameter §, we review their formulation defined on a bounded domain
subject to various conditions that correspond to some inhomogeneous data. We consider their con-
sistency to similar inhomogeneous boundary value problems of classical partial differential equation
(PDE) models as the nonlocal interaction kernel gets localized in the local § — 0 limit, and at the
same time, for rescaled fractional type kernels, to corresponding inhomogeneous nonlocal boundary
value problems of fractional equations in the global § — oo limit. Such discussions help to delineate
issues related to nonlocal problems defined on a bounded domain with inhomogeneous data.
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inhomogeneous data

AMS subject classifications. 47G10, 46E35, 35R11,35J25

1. Introduction. There has been much interest in nonlocal models [4} [10] 28]
[20, 46]. A characterization of nonlocal models can be found in [29], together with a
study on the close connections between nonlocal modeling and other mathematical
subjects like homogenization, model reduction, and coarse-graining.

Motivated by studies from mechanics to image analysis and from traffic flows of
autonomous vehicles to anomalous diffusion, a growing area of research is the study
on models with nonlocal interactions that span a finite range [28] [30], measured by
the horizon parameter § € R, as we will describe in details later. It should be noted
that in such models, the interaction range is generically nonzero (thus nonlocal) but,
for problems on a bounded domain, may not be on the same scale as the size of the
whole domain. In mathematical modeling, nonlocal models with a finite §, simply
referred to as nonlocal models here, can play a number of roles [28]:

e They can either complement or serve as an alternative to traditional PDE-
based local models, and they can account for nonlocal interactions explicitly
and remain valid for not only smooth but also singular solutions. Examples
include peridynamic (PD) models for fracture mechanics [65] 86] and nonlocal
models of anomalous diffusion and transport [30} 56} 57 [].

e They can serve as tools to better understand and simulate existing local PDE
models. Popular numerical methods like Smoothed Particle Hydrodynamics
(SPH) and Vortex-Blob methods are good examples of discretizing PDEs

through nonlocal smoothing/averaging [18] 58] [37] [35].
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e They can serve as bridges to build connections between continuum PDEs,
discrete algebraic, graph and network models, metric geometry, and fractional
differential equations [11], 16} 15l 27 [74] [75] 28§].

The main goal here is related to the bridging roles mentioned above. That is,
the discussion is centered on connecting local PDEs with fractional PDEs through
nonlocal equations with a finite range of interactions via a unified description. In par-
ticular, we reexamine some concepts presented in [30] on nonlocal diffusion models
with a finite §, and make further investigations so that the theory can be consistent
with both the local and fractional limits. While the related issues have been sub-
ject to earlier investigations, see e.g. [30} [75] [20], most known results are stated for
problems with homogeneous boundary data (or nonlocal constraints). By presenting
problems in more general settings that involve inhomogeneous data, we also provide
some insight on how to connect some of the relevant concepts concerning nonlocal
boundary conditions (volumetric constraints [30]).

2. Local, nonlocal and fractional models. For illustration, we consider prob-
lems defined on a bounded, open domain Q C R? with a Lipshitz boundary 9Q. We
adopt a set of notation that is largely similar to those used in [20] but with necessary
modifications in some cases.

Let the closure of € be denoted by Q = QU 9. The complements are denoted
by Q. = R4\ Q and Q. = R%\ Q respectively. Note that Q. = R4\ Q = Q..

Given the domain €2 and a positive parameter § > 0, we define an interaction
layer of width & by

Qr, :={y € Q. | dist(y,Q) <3} (2.1)

We let 2z, denote the closure of Q7. Qs = QU Q7, and Q5 = QU Oz, = QUOz,. In
this work, we are interested in some special cases and limiting regimes

0=0, 0+ d<diamQ, J~diam§), diamQ<KJ— o0, §=o00. (2.2)

Note that Qz, = 0 and Qz, = 99, while Q7 = Q. and Q7 _ = Q..
We also define some domains for any pair of points (z,y). These include Q? =
Q x Q, which denotes the tensor product of any domain 2 with itself and

Q5 =02\ 02 and Q. = (R)?\ Q2

2.1. Local diffusion models. We first consider a classical Poisson problem for

an unknown solution u: Q ¢ R — R,
—Lou(z) := —(Au)(xz) = F(z,u(x)), Va e, (2.3)
Bou(x) = go(x), Va € Qz, = 09, '

where F'(x,u) and go(x) denote given functions defined on 2 xR and 952, respectively.
Here, we elect to work with the Laplacian A rather than more general diffusion
operators. A special case is that F(x,u) is independent of wu, thus leading to a
standard linear PDE on (2. For the boundary conditions operator By, we have the
choices

u(z), x € NP (Dirichlet BC),

Bou(a:) =< Ou

2.4
—n(w) z € QY (Neumann BC), 24



Inhomogeneous Nonlocal Models 3

where 9QF and 90V are subset of 9Q such that 90 U QY = 9Q with QP N IQN
having zero d — 1 dimensional measure. Note that By can also take on other forms,

(e.g.,

o
" On

for a positive constant o > 0) to yield other (e.g., Robin type) boundary conditions.
In the case 0P = 9Q, we have a pure Dirichlet problem while QY = 99 leads to a
pure Neumann problem. In the latter case, compatibility conditions may be needed
on the data, and an additional constraint (e.g., having a zero mean over 2) on the
solutions may be imposed to ensure uniqueness.

REMARK 2.1. Problem , which is named the local diffusion problem here, is
a well-studied local PDE model used for steady-state normal diffusion.

Bou(x) (x) — au(x), VI (2.5)

2.2. Fractional diffusion models. Fractional PDEs are PDEs with fractional-
order partial derivatives of unknown solutions. They are nonlocal integral models with
a global or infinite range of interactions. Here, we consider a nonlocal fractional dif-
fusion model associated with the integral fractional Laplacian L5, = —(—A)*, which,
for u: R? — R and s € (0,1), is given by

—L3u(z) = (-A)u(z) = /Rd(U(m) —u(y)s(ly —z))dy, Yz eR?  (26)
where the kernel function is defined by

Ca,s )
78(|z|) = |Z|dj:25’ with Cd7s =

225D (s + d/2)
wd/20(1 —s) ’

(2.7)

where I" denotes the gamma function. Note that the singular integral in (2.6 should
be interpreted in the principal value sense.
The fractional diffusion problem considered here is then given by

{—ﬁioww) — Flz,u(x), Vee, (2.8)

Bi u(x) = goo(x), Va e Qr =Q,

where F(x,u) is as before and goo(z) is a given data defined for « € Q. The
operator B, is defined by

QP (Dirichlet
B u(z) = u(x), x € i‘w (Dirichlet VC), (2.9)
Niu(z), =€ Qf (Neumann VC),
where Q2 and Qf  are two disjoint subdomains of Qz__ such that Q2 uaf =Q.
N% is a suitably defined nonlocal operator, for example, given by [26],

NZu(x) =— /Q(u(y) —u(®))vs(|ly — z|)dy, Va e Qr = Q.. (2.10)

In the above definition, A% is defined as an integral over the domain 2 only, instead
of the whole space R?.

REMARK 2.2. Note that the constraint B3 u = g~ is applied on a domain having
a nonzero volume in R%, thus representing a nonlocal boundary condition which is also
called a volume constraint (VC) [30].
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The integral fractional Laplacian is sometimes called the whole space fractional
Laplacian as the integral ranges the whole space R%. It is a special case of the nonlocal
Laplacian defined later (see and related discussions in section . It is also
equivalent to the Fourier representation [76]

“_Aulx) = L 2s w e—i§~w ei{m _ 1 2s u T
(A u(e) = g [ 6 (e g = PR L) @), (21)

where F denotes the Fourier transform. Formally if we let s — 17 in the above,
it recovers the Fourier spectral representation of the classical local Laplacian —A.
Indeed, it is well known that (—A)*u(z) - —Au(z) as s — 1~ for any function u
with sufficient regularity; see e.g. [68, Theorems 3 and 4] and [25 Proposition 4.4].

REMARK 2.3. The fractional Laplacian is often used to model superdif-
fusion. In probabilistic terms, in contrast to the local Laplacian that corresponds to
the normal diffusion described by Brownian motion, the fractional Laplacian can be
connected to superdiffusion associated with Lévy flights in which the length of particle
jumps follows a heavy-tailed power law distribution, reflecting the long-range interac-
tions between particles, see e.g. [20, [56, [66].

The problem is called a fractional diffusion model here to distinguish it from
other diffusion models. It is given in the distribution sense so that the equations are
only specified over an open domain 2. More rigorous descriptions of will be
discussed later.

Other variants of the operators £5, and N are discussed in section For
notation simplicity, we drop the superscript s in £, BS, and N2, whenever there
is no ambiguity, that is £, = L., BS, = Be and NS = N. Meanwhile, similar
to the local case, one can also consider other volume constraints such as By u(x) =
Noou(x) — au(z) for & € Q. to mimic a Robin type constraint.

2.3. Nonlocal diffusion models. To distinguish from the local and fractional
counterparts, we consider a class of special nonlocal diffusion models here associ-
ated with a finite range of interactions, measured by the so-called horizon parameter
(interaction radius) § > 0.

For 4 > 0, we consider the following nonlocal problem for a scalar-valued unknown
function u(x) defined on s,

—Lsu = F(x,u(x)), YV e (), (2.12)
Bgu:g(;(a:), V:EEQIJ, .
with F' and g5 given and a nonlocal diffusion operator defined by
Lsu@)i= [ (uly) -~ ul@)(e.p)dy, Vo R, (2.13)
R

where the kernel function vs(x,y) is symmetric, i.e.,

vs5(z,y) = 5(y,x), Yo,y e R

non-negative, and with a compact support in y — « in B;(0), the d-ball of the origin.
that is,

vs(x,y) = 0 whenever |y — x| > 4.
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Again, the integral in (2.13) (and the one in (2.19)), which will be introduced shortly)
should be understood in the sense of principal value throughout the paper. Moreover,
due to the compact support of s, for & € €2, we can rewrite (2.13]) as

Lsu(x) := /ﬁ (u(y) — u(x))vs(x, y)dy, Vo e Q. (2.14)

Analogous to (2.4), we have the choice of volume constraints

QL (Dirichl
Byu(z) = {u(m) x € Q7. (Dirichlet VC),

2.15
Nsu(z), « € Qf (Neumann VC), (2.15)

where Q. and Q} are two disjoint subdomains of Qz; such that Qg U QJI\; = Qg,.
The operator N can be defined, for example, analogously to (2.10) by

Nyu(a) == [ (uly) ~ u(@)s(. )iy, Vo <z, (2.16)
Note that generally, AMsu only needs to be defined and applied on QJI\; . Its definition
on (7, is given for the convenience of notation only.

Rather than considering kernels in the general form, we focus on those translation-
invariant (i.e., functions of y — ) and radial symmetric (i.e., depending only on
|y — «|). In particular, we consider a more specific re-scaled form given by

atan) = Calo (M52 (2.17)

for a kernel (| - |) that satisfies

{ ~v(s) > 0, and non-increasing, Vs € [0,1), ~(s) =0,Vs > 1, (2.18)
A(lz]) = [2*v(l2]) € Lige(RY). '
For such kernels, we see that L5 can also be written as
Lsu(z) == cd(a)/ (uly) — u(z))y <y . m') dy, VaeR% (2.19)
R4

The scaling factor Cy(9) is of special interest in this work and is defined differently
depending on the regimes that we study. We give two examples below.
e For 0 < § < diam (2), C4(0) is chosen to satisfy

[ v =aPssta vy = 52u0) |

€y (€])dg = 2d. (2.20)
B1(0)

so that as § — 0, the local limit of L5 becomes the standard Laplacian Ly = A

30, 28, 54, [55.
e For 6 > diam (), the factor and kernels are chosen to satisfy
Cd,s —d—2s
Cy(0) = siras for V() =t L g 0, (2.21)

so that Cy(8)y(t/8) = Ca,st 4721 (g 5), that is, v5(, y) is a truncation of the
fractional kernel 4 defined in (2.7))

Cds
Ys(ly —x|) = —35-, Yy —x € B;(0),
vs(z,y) = ly — 2| (2.22)

0, otherwise.

Consequently, we have L5 — L5 = —(—A)® as § — oo [22] 12| [75].
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REMARK 2.4. Although Lsu(x) is defined for any = € Re, independent of any
spatial domain, for problem (2.12)), we only need Lsu(x) for x € Q. Then, with
a compactly supported ~ys, the integral in (2.19) can be equivalently defined over Qs
instead, i.e.,

Lsu(x) = /ﬁ (u(y) — u(x))vs (x, y)dy, Va e (2.23)

REMARK 2.5. The operator Ls defined by , with a kernel scaled by or
, s a nonlocal analog of the partial differential operator Lo = A or the fractional
operator L3, = —(—A)*. Likewise, the nonlocal model s a nonlocal analog of
the local diffusion model and the fractional diffusion model . Nonlocal
diffusion problems have also been extensively studied in recent years, we refer to the
literature review given in [30] and [20]. In addition, one can find additional references
in a few more recent works [23, [{5, (60, [78).

REMARK 2.6. We note that, different from [20, [31], the operators Ls and N,
involving the respective domains of integration in their definitions, are adopted as in
28, [33] to be consistent with the fractional version, see e.g. [20,[{3)], given by .
We also consider their variants, as well as the variants of the fractional operators
later in the paper.

REMARK 2.7. Concerning the operator Bs in , one may consider more
general forms. For example, with Qz, = Qg, we may have

Bsu(x) = Nsu(x) — Dsu(x), Vo € Qz, (2.24)

where the linear operator Dy is given by
Dsu(x) = / u(y)os(x,y)dy, Vo € Qz, = Qg& (2.25)
where the os(x,y) can be a bounded and symmetric kernel such that as § — 0,

Dsu(x)v(x)dr — u(x)v(x)dx, (2.26)
Qz, o0
for any pair of smoothly defined functions u and v on 2. In this case, we get a problem
analogous to the local Robin boundary value problem.
REMARK 2.8. While we focus on nonlocal diffusion operators defined by
with a symmetric kernel for illustration, we note that more general nonlocal diffusion-
convection operators with a nonsymmetric kernel have also been studied, see, for in-

stance, [32, 48, 70,71, [21).

Note that for the pure Neumann case, i.e., Q%; = {)z,, we impose a constraint on
the solution u to have mean 0 over {5 and the equations in (2.12) are modified to

—Lsu = F(x,u(x)) — Ay, Va e Q, (2.27)
Nsu = g (x) — An, Ve € Qz,, '
where Ay is a constant Lagrange multiplier satisfying
/ F(x,u(x)) dx —l—/ g% (@) = An|Qs), (2.28)
Q Qz;

where |Q25| denotes the nonzero measure of 5.
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2.4. Regional fractional and nonlocal Laplacians. An operator related to
the fractional Laplacian, but defined with respect to the domain €2, is the regional
fractional Laplacian given by [7, [14]

(~A)iu(a) = [ (u(a) ~ u@)n (@ vy, Voo (229)
It can be used to define a problem given by
(=A)du(x) = F(x,u(x)), Vo e Q, (2.30)

which is another approach to generalize the local Poisson Neumann problem to the
nonlocal fractional case [26, Section 7]. Note that in comparison with the fractional
Laplacian £, defined in (2.6, the only difference is that the regional operator in
[2-29) involves an integral over € instead of RY.

Similarly, a nonlocal problem on (2 related to the regional fractional Laplacian is
—Lsqu(x) = F(z,u(x)), Vo e, (2.31)

where the regional nonlocal diffusion operator Ls q is given by

Lsau(x) = /Q(u(y) —u(x))ys(x, y)dy, Va e Q. (2.32)

Then is a special case of by choosing special fractional kernels as in
(2.21) and setting § = co. Hence, for kernels of the form (2.21)), we may see Lsq as
a “regional” nonlocal Laplacian with respect to the domain 2.

Indeed, let Q = Q1 UQs with 21 NQy = @, the problem 7 by a simple change
of notations, can be equivalently written as the nonlocal problem:

—,C&Q’LL(CB) = F(:c,u(a:)) Vo e Ql7 (2 33)
Nsou(z) = Gz, u(z)) Ve Q. '
Here, a nonlocal operator N q is introduced, which is defined by
Nsou(x) == —Lsqu(x) = / (u(@) — w(y))rs(z, y)dy, vV €y, (2.34)
Q

and G(z,u(z)) = F(x,u(x)) on Q2. Nsq and G(z,u(x)) only carry symbolic mean-
ings in this case and the equivalence of and holds independently of how
Q is decomposed into §2; and 2. For example, a special choice of the domain 5, for
0 sufficiently small, is the interior d-layer of Q given by

Qro ={x € Q | dist(x,00) <d}. (2.35)

REMARK 2.9. Note that the definition of Ns.o has been adopted in discus-
sions in [20, [31], except for the use of different notation for the geometric domains. It
can be seen that Ns o adopts the same definition as —Ls o except that while —Ls ou(x)
is applied on 1, Ns.qu(x) inherits the definition on Q.

REMARK 2.10. We note that the reformulation of resembles more
closely, in appearance, the conventional way of presenting the problem as an equation
coupled with a boundary condition (or say volume constraint). Yet, the equivalence
of the formulations also highlights the fact that for nonlocal problems, the notion of
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boundary conditions can be superfluous. A more general way to understand the formu-
lation is that a nonlocal model is largely described by the law of nonlocal interactions
that could be altered due to the presence of a boundary.

REMARK 2.11. We also note that the nonlocal diffusion operator Ls reformu-
lated in , with the integral being over Qs instead of R¢ for compactly supported
kernels of an interaction range &, may have the appearance of being associated with a
“regional” nonlocal diffusion operator defined on the combined domain Q5. However,
this association can only be meaningful in the case where the equation , rather
than being confined to 2, is extended to all x € ﬁg.

Let us examine some limiting cases formally. First, with the kernel ~s(x,y)
properly scaled with respect to the horizon parameter § as in , we see that
([2-31), thus (2-33), is expected to converge as § — 0 to a Neumann problem of the
local diffusion operator with the corresponding boundary condition determined by the
limiting behavior of F' on the interior §-layer ng defined in .

Likewise, with ~s(x,y) chosen as in , then is expected to recover
exactly the regional fractional Laplacian Neumann problem if 6 > diam(Q).
We thus see the regional nonlocal Laplacian again provides a bridge between the local
Laplacian and the regional fractional Laplacian.

We note that spectral decomposition is another approach to define fractional
differential operators and nonlocal integral operators. Generically, such spectrally
represented operators might not yield operators with a finite range of interactions
spatially. In many cases, the resulting nonlocal kernels for their spatial integral for-
mulations might not have simple analytical representations in real space. We thus do
not consider further in this direction, interested readers can find additional discussions
in 11, 8, 13}, 43}, 59} 67, [62] (Bl [19].

2.5. Nonlocal flux and Nonlocal Green’s identities. In [31] [20], the opera-
tor Ns,q is also used to provide a nonlocal Green’s formula that shares more symbolic
resemblance to the classical Green’s formula for the local Laplacian and for defining a
nonlocal flux. We provide a more rigorous statement and derivation here for clarity.

PrROPOSITION 2.12.  Given the nonlocal operators defined by a rescaled ker-
nel (2.17) with the conditions (2.18]) and satisfied, for functions u and v in
C?(QU ), we have the nonlocal Green’s first identity given by

(v(y) — v(@))(uly) — u(@))vs(x, y)dyde = —/ v(®)Ls.ouou(z)de

1
2 Jauan? QU

= —/Qv(a:)ﬁ(s,gugfu(a:)da:—i—/ v(x)Ns quaru(z)de. (2.36)

’

This also readily implies the also the nonlocal Green’s second identity

/Qv(ac)ﬁ&gug/u(m)da:f/Qu(ac)E&QUQ/v(a:)da:

= f/lu(a:)J\/'&QUQ/v(a:)dw+/ v(X)Ns quaru(x)de. (2.37)

/

Proof. To prove the Proposition the key is to show that the integrals are
well-defined so that the classical Fubini theorem can be applied to get (2.36)). For
u € C*(QU), we now check that L5ouou € LY(Q U Q'), which is a sufficient




Inhomogeneous Nonlocal Models 9

condition to achieve this. To simplify the notation, we use 2 to replace QU Q' so that

Lsou(x) = / (u(y) — u(@))s(@, y)dy.

Then it suffices to show that Lsqu € L1(Q) for all u € C%(Q).
By the regularity of u, we have for x € €,

Csqu() = / (uly) — (@) (@, y)dy
O\ Byist(z,09) ()
U —u(x —x|)d
+ /B )ty ey

<C ly — z|vs(ly — z|)dy
Q\ Baist(z,00) (®)

+C ly — z*7s(ly — =|)dy

Baist(z,00) (®)

<c (/ 127 (|2])dz + 1)
dist(x,00Q)<|z|<d

where the constant C' depends on [|ul| ¢z g). Thus, the task remains is to show that

w(w) = |2lys(l2))dz € L1(Q).

/dist(w,89)<z|<6

Let Q€ denote an inner layer of width € > 0 surrounding 92 where ¢ > 0 is a
small fixed number. Since it is obvious that w € L'(Q\Q€), we only need to show
w € LY(Q°). Define for t € (0,¢),

Oy = {x € Q | dist(x, Q) = t}.

Then, there exists a general constant C' > 0,

/ / |Z|’Y<5(\Z|)d2§0/ / / s (r)drdzdt
e Jdist(x,00)<|z|<8 0 JoQ Jt<r<d
SC// s (r)drdt
0 Jt<r<é

&  pmin(re)
zC/ / s (r)dtdr
0 0
3

< C’/ rd s (r)dr < oc.
0

Thus, we get the desired result that Ls5qu € L'(Q). O
REMARK 2.13. Note that by density argument, one can show that the above

identities hold in the closure of C?(Q U SY) with respect to suitable norms.
REMARK 2.14. In [31)] and [28], the identity (2.37) is stated as for Q = Q1 UQs,

/v(w)ﬁg,gu(w)dw:/u(:c)[i(;ygv(:v)d:c. (2.38)
Q

Q
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This relation, as a consequence of Fubini’s theorem, can be seen as a nonlocal version
of integration by parts.

It is worth pointing out that a similar role as N5 o can be played by the operator
Ns defined earlier in . In fact, corresponding to the function u defined on a
union QU Q' of domains © and @', let Myu(x) be defined on € in the same way as
, the so-called nonlocal flux of u between the domain ) and another domain €V,
which is induced from N, can be specified as

F(Q,Q) / / Y))vs(z,y)dyde = [ Nsu(zx) de
’ QI

Then for a symmetric kernel vs(x, y), i.e., vs(x,y) = v5(y, x), we have the following
properties.
e Anti-symmetry:

F0,0) = — | [ )~ @)ty x) dody,
holds formally (assuming that Fubini’s theorem is applicable).
e Additivity:
F(Q1, Q)+ F(Q2,Q) = F(Q,Q) for Q=01 UQ, QNN =10.
REMARK 2.15. With F(Q1,81) =0, we see that
F(, Q) = F(Q1, Q) + F(Qa, Q) = F(Qq U, Qo)
/Q / Y))vs(x,y) dy de = N ou(x) dx
2

Qo

This also implies that Ns induces the same fluz functional as N q for any symmetric

kernel.
Next, let us state the nonlocal Green’s first identity given by

1
2 /(QUQ’) \Q2 (v(y) — v(z))(u(y) — u(@))vs(z, y)dydx

= —/ v(a:)£57QUQ/u(ac)d:c+/ v(x)Nsu(x)dx. (2.39)
Q

S ’

In particular, if Q' = Qz,, then with Q5 = (AZ§ \ QZ,, we have

! / (0(y) — v(@))(uly) — u())s(@, y)dyda

2@5

:—/Qv(a:)ﬁgu(:c)d:v—i—/Q v(x)Nsu(z)de. (2.40)

Note that the identity (2.40]) is different from (2.36) as given in [31], 20], but it is
a more natural nonlocal analog of the (generalized) local Green’s first identity

/ Vo(z (z)dx = —/Qv(:c)Au(:c)dw + /aQ v(w)a—n(w)dw, (2.41)
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as well as the fractional version given by

3 [ (0 = o@) ) — @)y - aldyde

oo

= —/ v(x) L3 u(x)de —|—/ v(x)NLu(x)de, (2.42)
Q QC
where Qo = (R?)2\ Q2.

For smooth function u, by simple Taylor expansion, we have Lsu(x) — Au(x)
in  if we choose the kernels according to (2.20)). In this case, from the first Green’s
identity (2.40), we may formally let 6 — 0 to get that

0
/ v(x)Nsu(x)de — U(w)—udw. (2.43)
Qz, o9 on
This offers some justification to the statement that the local version (2.41]) of (2.42)
can be seen as the 6 — 0 limit of (2.40]). In this case, from the above formal argument,
we expect that the Neumann operator N5 converges to the local one in the distribution
sense. Meanwhile, the fractional version can be seen as the § — oo limit if the kernel
is given according to (2.22). Furthermore, as § — 0, formally we may also note that
ou

/ v(z) N g, u(x)dz — v(:c)a—ndw. (2.44)
Qz, o0

Indeed, the difference between the left-hand side integrals of (2.43|) and (2.44)) satisfies

/Q e / (@) ~ ) e~ ydyd

— ;/915 /915 (u(zx) — u(y))(v(®) — v(Y))vs(|z — y|)dydz = O(6)

for smooth functions u and v defined on the whole space. This observation shows the
formal consistency using the different Neumann operators in the local limit. However,
We note that consistency to the fractional limit, unlike the case of Nj is not shared
by the nonlocal analog presented in [31], 20] based on the operator N, 5.0

Likewise, the nonlocal analog of

/Q (@) Au(e) — ul@)Av(e)] do = /a ) [v(m)gz(a:) - u(zc)g—fl(w) da

is the nonlocal Green’s second identity given by

/Q[v(ac)ﬁ(;u(:c) —u(x)Lsv(x)|de = / [v(2)Nsu(x) — u(x)Nsv(x)]de.  (2.45)

QZ&

The factional analog can be easily obtained in the limit § — oo:

/[v(w)ﬁgou(w) —u(z) L v(x)]de = / [v(2)NLu(x) — u(x)NLv(x)|de. (2.46)
Q Q.

REMARK 2.16. Rigorous proofs of the nonlocal Green’s identities and their con-
nections to the local and fractional analog in their full generality depend on the char-
acterization of the trace spaces, and we will leave the discussions to future works,
though we note some related works in the fractional case [{3] and recent works on the
nonlocal trace theorems in [38].
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3. Well-posed inhomogeneous nonlocal variational problems. We use lin-
ear problems where F'(x,u) = f(x) as illustrations for well-posed nonlocal models
with a horizon parameter § and inhomogeneous nonlocal constraints. We consider
weak formulations corresponding to and make connections to a minimization
principle. We pay particular attention to the results that are independent of § so
that the local and fractional cases can then become special cases, which enforces the
generality of the nonlocal models.

3.1. Function spaces and norms. Given a generic domain (2, a parameter
0 > 0 and the extended domain s, let us first define an ‘energy’ space

Vs(@s) = {v(@) € L) [vlly, @,y < o0}, (3.1)

where || - ||V5(§5) denotes an ‘energy’ norm induced by the inner product

M@ = v@n T ()8,
with (-, ')Va(ﬁa) being defined as:

(1) = 5 [, 00) = o@)(uly) —u(e)le.y) dydz, (32

for any u,v € V};(Qg). Here Q5 = Qg \ 03,
REMARK 3.1. A different choice of the nonlocal space and its norm, defined over
a domain 2, corresponds to the inner product

(u, )y @) = (U, 0) (@) + (u,v)g (3.3)

where
(ol =3 [ [ () —u@)w) —v@)se iy (4)

Such space and norm can be associated with the regional version of the nonlocal and
fractional versions of diffusion discussed_in Section When Q is replaced by Q(;,
the main difference with the norm ofV};(Q(;) induced from 18 the inclusion of ad-
ditional nonlocal interactions in Q2 for the norm in V(Q(;) Note that this difference
disappears for functions constmmed to have zero values on Sz, .

The space ‘/:;(Qg) is by definition a subspace of L2(§5) and can be shown, for
suitably chosen kernels like those specified by - or - to be a Hilbert space.
The constrained energy space is a closed subspace of Vg(Qg) defined by

Ve,s(Q5) = {v(z) € V5(Qs): v(z) = 0 for z € Q2 1. (3.5)
Note that if QIDE = (), we may pick a nontrivial subset K of SAL; to define the space by
space VC75(§5) by

Ves(Qs) = {v() € V5(Qy) : /Kv(a:)dw =0} (3.6)

Some natural choices include K = Q and K = Qg. The dual space of Vc’(;(ﬁg) is de-
noted by Vy*(€25) with (-,-)g, being the duality pairing which, for functions vanishing
on Qg, is also used to denote the equivalent L?(Q U Qg) inner product.
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For convenience, we also define the energy seminorm

1/2
b = (5, (00) =@ rs(e iy ) 57)

which can be a full norm on V, 5 (ﬁg) as shown later.

REMARK 3.2. A natural question is to ask what assumptions on QIDJ and QJI\{S and
g% and g?v are needed to recover the appropriate local limit. For example, under what
assumptions on Qg and QJI\Q, one can have bounded extension of functions Vcﬁ(fl(;)
with respect to the energy, in the same form but over some larger domain, independent
of 6 for § small. Sometimes, it is possible that the above extension cannot be made:
for example, if QID(s is an inner layer surrounded by QZI\; For an attempt to put
assumptions on Qg, Q]I\;, g%, and g%, we refer to the discussion in Section ,

Compactness and equivalent norms. The work of Bourgain, Brezis and Mironecu
[9) characterizes the limiting space of the energy space V5(Qs) as § — 0 when the
kernel s satisfies and . Compactness is gained through taking the limit
§ — 0. The original result in [9] requires additionally that ~(¢)t? is a nonincreasing
function for ¢ € (0,1). It was found later that the assumption could be replaced with
~(t) being nonincreasing instead, see e.g., discussions in [54] [73] and [34]. [61] showed
a different proof of the Bourgain-Brezis-Mironescu compactness result which removed
the nonincreasing assumption on  for d > 2. We quote the compactness result below.

LEMMA 3.1. Assume that §,, — 0 and the kernels {7s, }nen, satisfy and
[2:20). Let Q1 C R? be a bounded Lipschitz domain. If {v,} C L*(Q4) is a bounded
sequence such that

/ / s, (@, ) (on () — va (@) dady < Co,
Q JQ

then {v,} is relatively compact in L?(Q1) and any limit function v belongs to H*(£;)
with

vl 10,y < Co.

REMARK 3.3. [t is possible to have more general compactness results for a se-
quence of kernels {~s. }n€N+ converging to a limit s, as 6, — 9, under suitable con-
ditions on these kernels and the corresponding energy spaces Vs, (ﬁ(;n) and ‘/;75(?25).
We refer to [73, [34).

REMARK 3.4. Note that by classical results of fractional Sobolev spaces, for a
kernel s that satisfies (2.22), we have the pre-compactness of Ve 5(Qs) in L*(Q) for
0> 0.

Using the compactness result, we can prove a general Poincaré inequality [30]
52, 28], 51 for kernels satisfying either (2.18)-(2.20)) or (2.22) as 6 — 0 and § — oo
respectively.

LEMMA 3.2. There exists a constant C > 0, independent of &, such that

||U||L2(§5) < C|U‘Vc,5(§5)7 Yoe VC75(Q§). (3.8)
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Lemma [3.2] unifies the classical version of the Poincaré inequality for the usual
energy function spaces associated with the local Laplacian, the fractional and the
nonlocal versions. R

REMARK 3.5. We see that | - |VC,5(§5) is a norm on V. 5(2s) equivalent to the

norm || - ||y 5(0g) Uniformly in & for kernels specified in (2.20) and (2.22) as 6 — 0

and 6 — oo respectively. Correspondingly, we may view Vc)g(ﬁg) as a Hilbert space
equipped with the inner product

1
()i = [ (o) = v@)(uly) ~ w@)s(e.v)dyde (39)
for all u,v € ‘/675(?25).

For more detailed discussions of the conditions on the kernels and rigorous proofs
of the properties on these spaces, we refer to [54], 55] 28].

For any subdomain ' C 7, with a nonzero volume (i.e., d dimensional measure),
we define the space V;(Q)'),

V() = {v = w|g for some w € V5(Qs)}, (3.10)

which involves restrictions to the domain €’ having nonzero volume in R%. A norm
on V;(£2) can be defined by

[ollvi ey = nf{{lwlly, @, | w e Vs(s), wlar =v.} (3.11)

REMARK 3.6. One can view V;(Q'), induced by V5(Qy), as a nonlocal analogue
of the trace space H'/?(S) induced by H'(Q) for S C 0. Some rigorous characteri-
zations of the trace spaces for special classes of kernels can be found in [38).

We are particularly interested in the spaces V;(QF.) and V;(927)) and their dual

spaces V;*(QF)) and V*(Q)) corresponding to cases Q' = QF and Q' = QF respec-
tively. We use (g%, v)on to denote the inner product of g4 and v in L2(QF).
Zs

3.2. Weak formulations and well-posedness. For illustration, we consider
the case F(x,u) = —q(u) + f(x) where ¢(u) = Q'(u) with Q = Q(u) = alu|™/m with
some m € (2, min{4,2d/(d — 2)}) and o > 0. We note that the problem reduces to a
linear one if & = 0. For any v € L™ (1), we define a linear functional

Qu,v) = /Qq(u(:c))v(a:)dw, Yo e L™(Q).

Following [28], we consider a weak formulation of problem (2.12)) with Bsu = gs.
Let g9, and g% denote the restriction of g5 on QF and Qf respectively for domains
that have nonzero volume (d dimensional measure). We define

f(z), T €,
flx) =140, xeQp, (3.12)
g% (), xe Q.

We assume that fe ‘/:5*(@5), which also implies g3, € V;(QIIV5 ). Moreover, we assume
that g9, € V;(Q2)). By the definition of V;(Q22), we can define an extension of g9, on
(AZ(;, denoted by w%, such that

wh € Vs@s), whlap =9b lwblly@, < Cloblvwp) (313
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for some constant C > 0, independent of §. Without loss of generality, we can set
C = 2. To deal with the special nonlinear term, we make an additional assumption
that w?, also satisfies

awp € aLl™R),  Quwp,wp) < d(llg%\lm(ngé)), (3.14)

for a given smooth function ¢ = G(r). Here we use the abbreviation o L™(2) as the
space of all functions v such that awv € L™(Q), i.e., aL™ () can include all functions
if o =0but «aL™(Q) = L™(Q) if o # 0.

The weak formulation can then be stated as follows: given g2, € Vi(Q2)

) €
‘/5*(@5), and w9, satisfying (3.13) and (3.14), find u such that u — w$, € Vc,é(ﬁg) N
aL™(§)) and

As(u,0) + Qu,v) = (FLv)g, o € Ves(Qs), (3.15)
where the bilinear form As(-,-) is given by
As(u,0) = (u,0)y, @,y Vv € Vs(Qs), (3.16)

and the linear functional

(Foola, = [ S@p@yiz+ [ @@, (317
Zs
Note that if Qg = Q,, then for any v € Vc,g(ﬁ(;), we have

As(u,0) = (0,0)y = 5 [ (00) ~ (@) u(y) - u(a))s(z,y)dyde

2 3.18
2

Qs
[ [ )~ @) uty) - u(e)ra(a. y)dyda
Qs J 05

The weak formulation is equivalent to a minimization problem: Given g‘SD €
Vi(QL), f € V§(§s), and w, satisfying (3.13) and (3.14)), find u that minimizes

1 1 ~
min E() = -As(v,v) + —Q(v,v) — (f,v)s., 3.19

vewd 1V 5 (Qg)Na L™ () W)= g Al )+ Q0w = (v, (319
THEOREM 3.3. The problem (3.15) has a unique solution u € w‘SD + Vc,(;(ﬁ(s) N

aL™ (), for any given data f, g3, and w9, satisfying the conditions specified earlier.
Moreover, there is a constant C > 0, independent of 8, such that the following a priori
estimates for the solution u are satisfied:

el @, + Q. w) < ClIFI. @, + Hg%ll%tm%) +a(lgplv.ep )l- (3.20)

Proof. Using the Poincaré inequality in Lemma [3.2) we see that the functional
is coercive and continuous in the set w?, + V. 5(€s) N aL™(Q) with respect to the
norm |- || z2(q) + - [ m(0)- Thus, there exists a minimizing sequence which remains
uniformly bounded in w$, + Vc’g(ﬁg) NaL™(Q). One can take a uniformly bounded
and weakly convergent sequence v, = w, + w5D, wy, € Ve 5(82s) N aL™(2) such that

lim E(v,) = inf E(v) > —o0.
n—00 va‘sD—&-Vc,(;(Q(;)ﬁaLm(Q)
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Denote u the limit of v,,, then u € wf, + ‘/Cﬁ(ﬁé) NaL™(Q), and we may use the weak
lower semicontinuity of the functional E' = E(v) to get

B(u) < lim,, o B(vy) = inf E(v),
vewd, +V, 5 (Qs)NaL™(Q)

which gives u as the minimizer of E(v) in w$, + VC,(;(Q(;) N aL™(). One can easily
see that the weak formulation is simply the Euler-Lagrange equation. We thus have
the existence of the solution. Since E(v) is strictly convex, we also get the uniqueness

of the solution. The a priori estimates can be obtained from the weak formulation.
Indeed,

As(,u—w)) + Qu,u — wh) = (fu—wh)g,.
Then Young’s inequality implies
1
—Q(u,u —w$) = / ™(x)dx — / u™ Nz w (x)de
«a Q
-1 1
/ d:c—/ m u™(x) + —(wh)™ (z)dz

m/ dac— — [ (w$)™(x)de.

Note that for the linear case with a = 0, we can also use the Lax—Milgram theorem
to show the well-posedness of the problem . 0

REMARK 3.7 (a pure nonlocal Neumann problem). For the case Qg = Qz, and
a = 0, that is, a_pure linear Neumann problem, due to the compatzbzlzty condition
imposed on ‘/;75(95) we can recover the original strong form (2.12) from the linear

functional (f, v)g with the following compatibility condition.:
A fl@)de = / f(w)d:c—l—/ 9% (x)dx = 0. (3.21)
Qs Q Qz4

Meanwhile, for the nonlinear problem ([2.27)), the condition is equivalently (2.28]). Sim-
ilarly, a compatibility condition is also required for the “regional” monlocal diffusion

problem given in (2.31) or the equivalent form in (2.33):
/ F(x,u(x))dx = / F(x,u(x))dx —I—/ G(x,u(x))dx =0 (3.22)
Q Q1 Qo

where 1 and Qo represent a decomposition of Q as in . The equation
follows easily from the symmetry assumption on the nonlocal interaction kernel.

REMARK 3.8. From the discussion here, we see that in the weak formulation,
different parts of the data f play different roles, in particular when considering the
limiting regimes of & — 0 or § — oo. That is, f symbolically corresponds to the
right-hand side of the equation while gfv corresponds to the Neumann data.

REMARK 3.9. We note that other ways of defining a nonlocal Neumann problem
can also be used. For additional discussions about nonlocal Neumann problems, see
e.g. [T7, [, 128, [54, (55, [63, [79, (69, (23, [Z)]. In addition, we may also consider prob-
lems associated with the regional nonlocal and fractional Laplacian defined by
and on the domain Q2. In particular, the bilinear form can be modified as

Asa(u,v) = (u,0)y, 5 / / 2))(uly) — u(@))s(@, y)dyde (3.23)
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Bouo= go BE too= goo
Nonlocal Fractional
—Lsus=f —Li uso=f
Q
Qz, = 00 Q7 =

FiGc. 4.1.  Limits of nonlocal models with a finite interaction radius 6 as 6 — 0 (local limit)
with a kernel given by (2.20) and as § — oo (fractional limit) with a kernel given by (2.22)).

for all u,v € V. 5(82).
REMARK 3.10. Recall the Robin type constraint specified by (2.24) with (2.25]),
we can get similar well-posedness in such a case by modifying the bilinear form to

As(u,0) = (u,0)y, | @, + (Dsw,0)ay,,  Vu,v € Vs(Qy), (3.24)

For given § > 0, if (Dsu,u)q,, =0 for u € Vs(Qs) holds only if u loz,= 0, then the
coercivity of the modified bilinear form can also be derived (e.g., by following similar
discussions on nonlocal Poincaré inequality given in [57)]).

To conclude this section, we note that one can establish the maximum principle
for linear nonlocal diffusion problems as for the local case; see discussions in [4T], 33].

4. Special examples and limiting cases. In this section, we consider some
special cases, including nonlocal models with an integrable kernel that are of particular
interest in applications like peridynamics. Then, we consider the local (6 — 0) and
fractional (§ — oo) limits of nonlocal diffusion models parameterized by § > 0. This
again is to demonstrate the bridging role of the nonlocal models with a finite § > 0,
t.e., as illustrated in Figure. which generalizes some similar pictures in [75] for
homogeneous Dirichlet problems.

4.1. Nonlocal Laplacian with integrable kernels. We consider the case with
a kernel satisfying

[ ey =5Ca(0) [ () dz <o, (41)
R B1(0)

In this case, for any given § > 0, L5 and N5 become bounded operators on the
L? spaces for functions defined on respective domains. One can see that the functions
spaces are essentially the L? spaces on the corresponding domains [53]. Then for the
problem,

—Lsu = f(x), Va e Q,
u = g%(x), Ve QF, (4.2)
Nsu = g% (), VwEQ]IV&,

the basic existence of solution in LQ((AZ(;) can be obtained, similar to earlier discussion,
for f € L*(2), g}, € L*(0F) and g3, € L*(QF)).

We present this special case to highlight the fact that the solutions to the nonlocal
diffusion problem may not share the smoothing properties enjoyed by the solutions
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to typical elliptic PDEs; that is, the solutions may not have a higher order of differ-
entiability than the data.

4.2. Local limit. We present some results concerning the local limits. We begin
with a formal discussion. For example, equation is a nonlocal analog of the
weak formulation corresponding to with Bou = u on 0P and Byu = g—ﬁ on
00N with the weak form given by

/Vu-Vvdac—l—Q(u,v):/fvdsc—i—/ gAvde. (4.3)
Q Q QN

For a pure linear Neumann problem with QY = 9Q, i.e., @ = 0 in ({4.3)) the functions
f and gy satisfy the conventional compatibility condition

/fdw+/ gXdx = 0.
Q oQ

Next, we present some rigorous results concerning the limit of 6 — 0 of for
kernels satisfying and . To properly discuss the local limit, we need to
make several assumptions on the boundary domains and boundary data.

AsSSUMPTION 4.1. We first make the following assumptions on the domains.

e The domains QIDS and QJI\; are monotone decreasing sets as § — 0 and Qg D
0QP and QY 5 00N .

e Moreover, for any §; > d2 > 0, we assume that (Q%I\ng) NQg,, = 0.

Next, we present the assumptions on the data.

e For a constant &y > 0, we assume that for all § < &, the function w$, in
B-13) and(3.14) is extended to ﬁgo with the extension bounded in V. s, (ﬁgo) N
aLl™(Q) and w$, converges in L2((AZ§0) to wh € Hl(ﬁgo) as 0 — 0, where
whlaar = g R

e We also assume that the Neumann data g%, as a function defined on Qs, is
uniformly bounded in the dual space of the energy space. Moreover,

lim 9% (x)v(z)de = / o (@)v(z)de, Yve C=(RY). (4.4)
0—0 JoN 90N
Zs

REMARK 4.2. Let us note that under the assumption on m and the Sobolev
imbedding theorem, we have aw?, € aL™(f2).

REMARK 4.3. Notice the special geometric assumptions on the domains Q% and
QF in the above discussions. In particular, we require {QF }550 and {QF }550 to be
sequences of nested sets that decrease monotonically to OQP and 00N, respectively, as
0 — 0. These assumptions rule out the more complicated situations where Qg or Q%
may not be attached to the boundary 0N). Some numerical experiments are provided
in cases these geometric assumptions are violated.

With these assumptions, we present the convergence theorem for § — 0.

THEOREM 4.4. Let us and ug be the weak solutions to the nonlocal and local
boundary value problems, respectively. Assume that ||f||V5*@5) and ||96D||Vt(9g5) are

bounded uniformly in &, then we have
lus —uollz2() — 0,

as 6 — 0.
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Proof. From the well-posedness theorem, it is easy to see that [us|y, @s)? lus —
w%”vé@é) and Q(us,us) are uniformly bounded and (us — w‘SD)|QIDLS = 0. Take o > 0
and let Q1 :=QU Qgg. By the assumptions on the boundary sets, for any § < gy, we

can always do a zero extension of the function us — w% onto €, and

/ / (@) (15 — wh) () — (us — wh) ()’ dyda
Q1 JQ

< / vz, y) (s — wh) () — (us — wh)(x))” dydas
(QUQD) \(QD )2

We can then use Lemma to conclude that any L?(€;)-limit (up to a subsequence)

of us — wf, as & — 0 belongs to H'(€). Let v* denote the limit function and

u* = v* + w}. By the assumption on the Dirichlet data, u* is the L?(;)-limit of

us. We want to show u* = ug. First, since (us — ’LU(SD)|Q£S = 0 for all 6 < Jp, we then
0

have v*\Q% = 0. This implies that u* € H'(Q) and u*|gop = wd|sap = ¢%. Now
0

we only need to show that u* satisfies the weak form ([4.3) for any v € C°°(Q) with
v]pop = 0. Assume that the extension of v is made such that v € C*°(Q Uz, ) and

U|Q§> = 0. Since us is the weak solution to the nonlocal problem, we have
%0

As(us, v)+Q(us, v) = (f,v)a + (9%, vy, - (4.5)
The right-hand side of (4.5)) converges to the right-hand of (4.3]) from the assumption

on the Neumann boundary data. Using the same argument in [69, Theorem 3.5], one
can show that as § — 0,

/ / vs(x, y)(us(y) — us(x))(v(y) — v(x))dyde — / Vu* - Vode .
aJo Q

Note also that

‘ / / 75, ) (ug(y) — ug(@)) (v(y) — v(@))dydz
QI(;XQ)U(QXQIJ)
<usl?, s // vs(x, y)(v(y) — v(x))*dyde
951 [ o, oy, 500 @)
gc/ |Vo|2de — 0,
QI(S

as 6 — 0. We then have the convergence of As(us,v) to the integral of Vu* - Vo on
Q. Meanwhile, by the assumption on m, we have u, € L™ (). Moreover, we observe
that there is a constant C' > 0 only depends on 2 and m such that

||’LL5 —u |L7n 1(Q) < ||’LL5 u HLZ(Q)||U5 —u ||L2(m 2)(Q)

< C||u6_“ ”L?(Q)Hué u ||Lm(Q)

< Cllus — u*||p2 ) (lusl Lm @) + [[w* || Lm @)™,

where we have used 2(m — 2) < m by the choice of m. Thus, we get the convergence
of us to u* in L™~1(Q2) (and consequently the convergence of q(us) to g(u*) in L1(£2))
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from the convergence of us to u* in L?(§). We thus have the convergence of Q(us,v)
to Q(ux,v). Therefore u* is the weak solution of the local boundary value problem,
and this implies u* = ug. O

REMARK 4.5. An example for data satisfying for § being the unit ball and
QF = Qg is the case of g% () being given by 61 g% (x/|x|) for any x € Qz,. Similar
constant extensions along normal directions of the boundary 02 can be constructed for
smooth Q. Other extensions can also be considered, see, for example, [23, [77]. One
may also examine how the convergence order depends on the data and the solution;
see, for example, [{1], [42, [23]. It is no surprise that the constant extension may not
be a desirable choice in order to achieve higher convergence order. Moreover, such a
constant extension only makes sense if the resulting nonlocal data satisfies conditions
specified in the assumption |4. 1.

REMARK 4.6. A direct connection between the fractional Laplacian and the local
Laplacian is the case of s — 1. It is known that, see e.g. [6]], the solution of integral
fractional diffusion model strongly converges to the solution of the local diffusion
problem in H'~¢(Q)). Related discussions on Neumann boundary problems can be
found in [7, [14)].

REMARK 4.7. We may also consider the limit of Robin type problems considered
in the remark and assuming that holds. Then one may also consider
the local § — 0 limit to the corresponding boundary value problem of the local Laplacian
with the local Robin boundary condition.

REMARK 4.8. The special example considered here corresponds to wvariational
problems associated with convex energy so that the solutions are unique. One can
consider extensions to problems associated with non-convex energy, see related discus-
sions in [54]] using T'-convergence.

4.3. Fractional limit. Here, we make more studies on treating fractional PDEs
as either specialized nonlocal models or limiting cases.

We can let 6 = oo for kernels of the types in (2.22). We identify some of the
spaces in this case:

Vo (Qoo) = H¥(RY), Voo (Do) = HXRY) := {u € H*(RY):u=0 Yz e QF }

REMARK 4.9. We consider the case that QF = Qg . For s >1/2, then H:(Q)
coincides with the space H3(SY) that is the closure of C§°(Q) with respect to the H()-
norm, whereas for s < 1/2, HZ(QY) is isomorphic to H°(Q) (i.e., functions in H*(2)
with zero extension to §.). In the critical case s = 1/2, H:(Q) C H§(Q). See e.g.
[50, Chapter 3] for a detailed discussion.

Let us first consider an example of a pure Dirichlet type problem. For ng =
Oz = Q,, the following weak formulation has been given in [3]:

Find u(z) € H*(R?) such that u(z) = ¢% () for all x € Q. and

As(u,v) = (f,v)a+(95,v)a,0, foralwve Hj(Rd), (4.6)



Inhomogeneous Nonlocal Models 21

where

Aswo =5 [ (u(y) — u(@)(0(y) — vl@)) (@, y)dyd
R xR\ (e X Q)

5 [ [ )~ u@)ew) - v e )dyde

Aq,a(u,v)
+/ u(w)v(m)/ vs(x, y)dydz (4.7)
Q Q.
Aq o, (u,v)
and
(65 0o, = [ v@) [ a5 @le.y)ivi (45)
It is easy to see that due to the Dirichlet constraint on ng = Q= Q,

u(x) = ¢ () and v(x) = 0 for ¢ € Q.. Thus,

(65 V)aq, = /Q o(x) /Q 0% ()7 (@, y)dyda

c

_ /ﬂv@) /Q uly)ys (@, y)dyda

c

Meanwhile, assuming that Fubini’s theorem holds, then
Ag.o.(1,0) — (45, v)a0, = /Q /Q v(@)(u(®) — u(y))r(@, v)dyde

~ [ ] t@) - ow)(u(@) - uy)(a.y)dyda
QJQ.

— [ [ @) - o)) - ulw)r. @ v)dyda
Q. JQ

=5 | [ 0@~ vw)@) — uw)e(e )iy

3 [ [ @) = @)@ - uw) (e v)yia

Thus, is equivalent to that defined for § = oo with Q = 0.

REMARK 4.10. One may also enforce the volume constraints via Lagrange mul-
tipliers, see e.qg. [2].

One can derive some rigorous results on the limit of (| as § — oo for kernels
satisfying (2.22]), particularly for the case of pure Dlrlchlet condltlon For example,
one can extend the result given [75] for the case of g =0 and g% = 0 (homogeneous
Dirichlet problem) to inhomogeneous data.

THEOREM 4.11. For kernels satisfying , let us and uso be the weak solutions
to the nonlocal and fractional Dirichlet boundary value problems associated with an
element w € H*(RY) and g3, = w |QIrs and g% = w |q, respectively. Assume that

Hf”vg(fza) is bounded uniformly in §, then we have

lus — too || s () — 0,
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as § — oo.

Indeed, one can get the above conclusion by considering the corresponding prob-
lems for us — w and us — w with homogeneous Dirichlet data and noticing that
As(w,v) — Ag(w,v) as § — oo for any v € HZ(R?). Then the convergence of
U5 — Use can be derived from a similar convergence result for the homogeneous
Dirichlet problem, see [75] for more discussions on the latter.

REMARK 4.12. In the more general case, further studies are needed to character-
ize the solution spaces and the weak form as 6 — oo for kernels satisfying , For
example, in [26], some weighted norm based on the Neumann data g is introduced,
which is involved in the definition of weak solution.

5. Numerical experiments and discussion. In this section, we shall present
some numerical examples to show the behaviours of the solution to the nonlocal
model with inhomogeneous boundary conditions. Since the Dirichlet boundary
conditions have been intensively studied in existing works, we focus on the cases for
the pure Neumann or mixed type boundary conditions here.

We consider a one-dimensional nonlocal problem in the unit interval 2 = (0,1)
with boundary region Qz, = (—4,0) U (1,1 + J). Throughout the section, we choose
the kernel functions in the fractional type:

y‘7172s

vs(w,y) = Cs sz — XBs(0) (T —Y)

Here the normalization constant Cj 5(d) is defined by
(2 — 25)5—2+2s for § <4,

Css =1 2%°sT(s +1/2)
72l(1 - s)

(2 — 2s)w2D(1 — 5))ﬁ

th 6, —
with 0 (2253I‘(s—|—1/2)

, for § > o,

In our computation, we use the standard Galerkin finite element method with uniform
mesh size h = 1/M. Without loss of generality, we assume that h < 6 and r = §/h is
an integer. Define the grid points {xr}f\iﬁ; such that z,. = rh, we then define X}, to
be the set of functions in Vc,(;(ﬁ(;) (see the definition in (3.5)) which are linear when
restricted to the subintervals [x;, 2;41], i = —7,..., M +r. We fix a sufficiently small

mesh size h = 10~%.

Example 1. Local limit: pure Neumann boundary conditions. To be-
gin with, we examine the nonlocal model with the inhomogeneous Neumann
boundary conditions. We define the source term f(z) = (1 — z) for all z € Q and
the Neumann type volumetric constraint

1
-, xz € (—6,0),
By ={ & (=5,0)

0, x € (1,14 9).

Note that the source term f and boundary data g?\, satisfy the compatibility condition
, which implies the existence of the weak solution. We shall test two types
of Neumann Boundary conditions that correspond to the bilinear forms and
respectively, and thus implying implicitly the use of the operators Nz and N, 5,05
respectively, where

Nou(z) = — / (u(y) — u(@)s(|z — yl)dy, Ve € O, (5.1)
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and
Nya,ue) == [ ) = u@sle-shdy, Voels.  (52)

For both cases, the local limit is the steady diffusion problem
—u"(z) = f(z) for x €, with «/(0) =1/6 and /(1) = 0. (5.3)

With the nonlocal Neumann boundary condition Nsu = gfv, the finite element
scheme for the nonlocal problem reads: find u, € Xj such that for all v, € X},

1

As(up,vp) ==

5 L 0000 = 00 ) 3) — e )y

_ /Q F(x)on(z) dz + /Q (o)

Meanwhile, with the second kind of Neumann boundary condition N 5.0,U = 92 %> the
corresponding finite element approximation reads: find u, € X, such that for all
vp € X hs

(5.4)

1
A&,QS (uhv vh) =35

5[ ) = @) na) — )l = ) dy s

(5.5)
[ f@)un(e) e+ / oon(z) da.

Qz,

Both finite dimensional problems and are well-posed by the Lax—Milgram
theorem and the nonlocal version of Poincaré inequality in Lemma

Figure presents the numerical solutions in (0,1) with various § and s, while
Figure zooms in on the solution profile near the boundary x = 0. In the case
that s = —1, the solution is nonsmooth and we observe discontinuity at x = 0, while
the solution is continuous in 25 in cases that s = 0.25 and 0.75. As 6 — 0, the
numerical results clearly indicate that the solution to the nonlocal diffusion problem
converges to ug, the solution to the local problem. This fully supports our theoretical
finding in Theorem [£.:4, Meanwhile, with the relatively large nonlocal horizon 4, our
empirical experiments also show that the solution of the boundary operator N, 5.0, 18
closer to the local solution ug. Finally, in Table we present the convergence rate
as 0 — 0 for both cases. These interesting phenomena warrant further investigation
in our future studies.

TABLE 5.1
Ezample 1. |lus — uol|2(q) with s = 0.75, 0.25 and —1.

s\0 | 0.08 0.04 0.02 0.0l 0.005 | Rate ()
—1 | 933E-3 3.02E-3 1.14E-3 43554 1.97E-4 | 127
N; | 025 | 215E2 6.29E-3 1.92E-3 6.54E-4 248E-4 | 147
0.75 | 5.97E-2 1.63E-2 4.44E-3 127E-3 3.95E-4 | 1.75
—1 | 271E-3 133E3 6.63E4 32764 16064 | 1.02
N;o | 025 | 265E-3 1.32E-3 6.60E-4 3.26E-4 1.60E-4 | 1.01
0.75 | 2.62E-3 1.31E-3 6.57E-4 3.26E-4 1.60E-4 | 1.01
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0.25 0.1
—e—local —e—local
02 —a:ons/—/ ——5<0.16
- 4=0.08 50,08
— =004 — =004
0.15 0.05
0.1
0.05 0
o /
-0.05 -0.05
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
0.04 0.04 0.04
—e—local —e—local —e—local
—§=0.16 -~ §=0.16 ———4=0.16
0.02 520.08 0.02 52008
—§=0.04 —4=0.04
0 0
-0.02 -0.02
-0.04 -0.04

-0.06 -0.06
0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

s=0.75 s=0.25 s=-—1

F1c. 5.1. Ezample 1. Solutions to the nonlocal diffusion problem with inhomogeneous Neumann
type boundary conditions, with operators N (upper) and N6 s (lower).

0.2 0.02
0.15 0
0.1 -0.02
0.05 -0.04
0 -0.06
-0.05 -0.08
-0.1 -0.1
0.5 0 0.5 1 -0.5 0 0.5 1
-0.02 -0.02
-0.03 -0.03
-0.04 -0.04
-0.05 -0.05
-0.06 -0.06
-0.07 -0.07 -0.07
-0.5 0 0.5 1 -0.5 0 0.5 1 -0.5 0 0.5 1

5 =0.75 s =0.25 s=-—1

FiG. 5.2. Ezample 1. Profiles of us(dy), y € (—1/2,1), with various horizon parameters 6 and
fractional powers s, with operators Ns (upper) and N& s (lower).

Example 2. Local limit: mixed boundary conditions. In this example, we
consider zero source term, i.e. f(x) = 0, and the following two types of boundary
conditions:

Nsu(z) = —3% for z € (—0,—60/2), wu(x)=1 for x€[-§/2,0),

u(z) =1 for z € (1,1+9), Example 2(a),
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and

uwx) =1 for x € (=6,-6/2), Nsu(z)= —% for z €[-0/2,0),

w(z)=1 for z € (1,1+4), Example 2(b).

Noting that the main difference between Examples 2(a) and 2(b) is the order of
Neumann and Dirichlet boundary conditions in the interval (—§,0). This leads to
the case that a part of the data (Neumann data for the former, and Dirichlet data
for the latter respectively) is defined in the interval disconnected from (0,1). It is
interesting to observe that, in Figure both solutions converge to the same local
limit, i.e., the solution to the steady diffusion problem: —u”(z) =0 in Q = (0,1) with
Dirichlet boundary conditions ©(0) = u(1) = 1. The solution profiles near x = 0, i.e.
us(dy) with y € (—1,2), are plotted in Figure We observe the discontinuity at
x = —0§/2, which might be due to the incompatibility between the nonlocal Neumann
and Dirichlet boundary conditions. In Table [5.2] we present the difference between
us and ug in the L? sense. Our numerical experiments show that the convergence
of Example 2 (b) is slower than that of Example 2 (a). These observations deserve
further theoretical analysis in the future.

1.01 1.015 1.03
—e—local —o—local —e—local
——5=0.16 ——5=0.16 1.025 ——4=0.16
1.008 5=0.08 5=0.08 5=0.08
—6=0.04 1.01 ——6=0.04 1.02 ——6=0.04
1.006 ——§=0.02 ——6=0.02 520.02
52001 5=0.01 1.015 §=0.01
1.004
1.005 - 1.01
1.002 \ 1.005
1 1 1%
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 [ 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
1.12 112 1.12
—e—local —e—local —e—local
1.1 ——§=0.16 1.1 ——§=0.16 1.1 ——5=0.16
5=0.08 5=0.08 5=0.08
1.08 ——§=0.04 1.08 ——6=0.04 1.08 ——6=0.04
——5=0.02 ——5=0.02 ——6=0.02
1.06 5=0.01 1.06 52001 1.06 520.01
1.04 1.04 1.04
1.02 1.02 1.02
1 1 1 o=
0.98 0.98 0.98
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
s =0.75 s =0.25 s=-—1

Fic. 5.3. Ezample 2 (a) (upper) and 2 (b) (lower). Solutions to the nonlocal diffusion problem
with various horizon parameters § and fractional powers s.

Example 3. Fractional limit. In this example, we shall numerically check the
limit of nonlocal diffusion models as 6 — co. To this end, we consider the boundary
value problem of steady fractional diffusion model

(5.6)

_‘Cgouoo(x)'i_uoo :f(l‘), Vo e Qa
N us () = g(z), Ve Qg

where the fractional operator £5, and the Neumann operator N2 are defined in (2.6))
and (2.10]), respectively. Since the closed form of the fractional model is unavailable,
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——5=0.16 —— =016

420,08 5=0.08
1.025 — 004 1.025 ——5e004
—— =002 —— =002 1.06
1.02 6=0.01 1.02 5=0.01

——5=0.16
§=0.08

§20.01

1.08 ——6=0.04
- 6=0.02

1.06

von A_\

R

s=0.75 s =0.25 s=-—1

F1G. 5.4. Ezample 2(a)(upper) and 2(b)(lower). Profiles of us(dy), y € (—1,2), with various
horizon parameters § and fractional powers s.

TABLE 5.2
Ezample 2 (a) and (b). |lus — uwollp2(q) with s =0.75, 0.25 and —1.

s\d 0.16 0.08 0.04 0.02 0.01 Rate (9)
-1 | 1.67E-2 8.04E-3 3.95E-3 1.96E-3 9.84E-4 1.02
(a) | 0.25 | 5.11E-3 2.53E-3 1.27E-3 6.40E-4 3.27E-5 0.99
0.75 | 2.32E-3 1.17E-3 5.92E-4 3.01E-4 1.55E-4 0.98
-1 | 3.33E-2 1.93E-2 1.06E-2 5.63E-3 2.96E-3 0.87
(b) | 0.25 | 3.90E-2 2.38E-2 1.35E-2 7.31E-3 3.90E-3 0.83
0.75 | 5.87E-2 4.15E-2 2.63E-2 1.54E-2 8.56E-3 0.69

we assume that the solution is a Gaussian function:
Uso(z) = exp (— (z — 1/2)?) v zeR. (5.7)

Then it is easy to compute the source term f and the Neumann boundary data g nu-
merically, since us(x) decays double exponentially as |x| — oo. In our computation,
we evaluate the numerical solution of the following boundary value problem of the
steady nonlocal diffusion problem with a finite horizon:

Nsus(z) = g(z), Ve Qg, (58)

{—,CgUg(CU) +us = f(x), Va e,
Note that, by adding lower order terms u., and us in and respectively,
we will not need to be concerned with data incompatibility for the corresponding
fractional and nonlocal problems.

In Figure we plot the numerical solutions us with various 0 and s. The
numerical results clearly show the convergence of us to us as § — oo. Besides, for
smaller s, we observe a slower convergence, which might be due to the slower decay
of the kernel function in the case of smaller s.
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Similar to Example 1, we also consider the boundary value problem with another
type of Neumann boundary condition:

_‘CZouoo(x) + Uoo = f(x)a Ve Q’
- N (5.9)
Nuoo () = g(), V€,
where the fractional Neumann operator is defined by
o u(y) — u(x)
s =—Cooe | ———"dy, v Q.. 5.10
Nu(e) = ~Cus | My, Vae (5.10)

Let the solution to (5.9) be of the form (5.7). Then we are able to compute the new
Neumann boundary data g(z) = N2 us(z). The corresponding nonlocal model reads

{—/Laua(x) tus = f(z), Vzeq, (5.11)

Nia,us(x) = g(x), Ve Qr,

Again, our numerical results indicate that the functions us converge to 1, as § — oo,
and the convergence rate deteriorates as s — 0, see Figure 5.5l For both cases, we
observe that the convergence rate is around O(5~2)(see Table , which still awaits
theoretical justification.

R

—O—fractional —O~ fractional

—O—fractional —O— fractional 1.5 —©~—fractional
—— =10 —— =10 ——5=10
5220 1.4 520
11 — s=40
—— 6=80 1.3
52160 5=160

——6=40
—— 680

)

1 Z N 1.2
. /A
0.9 1
0.9 A
0.8 0.8
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 [1] 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
s=0.75 s=0.5 s =0.25

Fic. 5.5. Exzample 3. Solutions to the nonlocal diffusion problem with inhomogeneous Neumann
type boundary conditions, with operators N (upper) and N6 s (lower).

6. Conclusion. The discussion here offers a glimpse into some of the recent
studies of nonlocal models with a finite range of interactions defined on a bounded
domain involving various types of nonlocal boundary conditions. In particular, we
provide a consistent presentation of such models to classical PDEs, seen as the local
limits, and fractional PDEs, seen as the limit with an infinite range of interactions.
Obviously, there are many more known results in the literature and more interesting
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TABLE 5.3
Ezample 3. |lus — ool f2(q) with s =0.25, 0.5 and 0.75.
s\ 4 10 20 40 80 160 Rate (0)

0.25 | 2.25E-1 1.61E-1 1.15E-1 8.12E-2 5.75E-2 0.49
Ns 0.50 | 5.55E-2 2.84E-2 144E-2 7.22E-3 3.62E-3 0.98
0.75 | 1.07E-2 3.93E-3 141E-3 5.03E-4 1.78E-4 1.48
0.25 | 440E-1 3.15E-1 2.24E-1 1.59E-1 1.12E-1 0.49
J\/:;’Q5 0.50 | 1.01E-1 5.56E-2 281E-2 1.41E-2 7.08E-3 0.99
0.75 | 2.11E-2 7.69E-3 2.76E-3 9.84E-3 3.48E-3 1.48

and open questions to be considered. For example, while the associated nonlocal
boundary conditions are illustrated for problems defined in a bounded domain, the
inhomogeneous data are only prescribed in abstract function spaces. It is interesting
to give more precise characterizations of these spaces by applying recently developed
trace and extension theorems for the nonlocal function spaces [38|, [43]. Also, while
we stress the consistent local and fractional limits, one can also further examine how
the rates of convergence depend on the model and data in these limits [41] 42, 23].
Moreover, the formulations are only presented in the context of time-independent
scalar equations, one can consider the extensions to nonlinear systems and evolution
equations, particularly those connected to peridynamics [64], [40, [36 28]. Another
interesting topic, as previously mentioned in the discussion, is on the connection of the
nonlocal problems to the stochastic process and their limits, from the local diffusion
equation and Brownian motion to fractional diffusion and Lévy jump processes [26],
39).

In addition, one may consider the numerical analysis of approximation methods
and discuss, among many practical issues, the issue of asymptotic compatible approx-
imation [72]. Further numerical experiments can also be carried out to provide more
comparisons of the nonlocal models and their various limits.
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