Homogeneous Distributions and The Fourier Transform

Ethan Y. Jaffe

1. INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this note is to interpret radial, homogeneous functions on R? (d > 2), viz.
|z|* (s € C) as tempered distributions, and compute their Fourier transform. This note
serves as a generalization to another note, where the simpler case s € R and —d < s < 0 is
examined. We will also examine analogues in the case d = 1 in this note. We first have a
proposition about existence, uniqueness, and structure of homogeneous radial distributions.

Proposition 0.1. Let d > 2 and s € C.

(i) Existence/Uniqueness. Suppose s # —d — 2k for k € N>o. Then there exists a unique
u € 8'(RY) which is radial and homogeneous, such that, when interpreted as an element
in D'(RY\ {0}), u = |z|*.t Furthermore, u is homogeneous of order s and radial. If

s = —d — 2k, then there still exists an extension u. However it is only unique up
to an appropriate linear combination of § functions and its derivatives, and it is not
homogeneous.

(i) Structure. In the case s # —d — 2k, any radial distribution, homogeneous of order
s, 18, up to a constant multiple, of the above form, i.e. a multiple of u. In the case
s = —d—2k, then there are no radial distributions homogeneous of order s which extend
|z|*, and any distribution extending |x|® is unique up to & functions.

Furthermore, for s # —d — 2k, |x|® is a meromorphic family of distributions with poles at
s =—d — 2k, k € N>q. The residues are

(_1)]6217167_‘_(1/2 1 Z 82046
['(k+d/2) ol
|a|=k
Tf o € R, a > 0, then a® is defined by a® = elo8(a)s = gRe(s)gilm(s)log(a) where we choose the usual
branch of log.




By “meromorphic” we mean that (|x|*, ¢) is a meromorphic function for each test func-
tion ¢ € S'R). We will identify |z|° with the extension constructed by the Proposition.
Ocassionally |z|* will be used to refer to both the extension, and to the distribution in
D'(R4\ {0}). Context will provide for which is meant. The Proposition will follow from its
one-dimensional analogue:

Proposition 2.1. Let s € C.

(i) Existence/Uniqueness. Lets # —1—k, k € Nx>o. Then there exists a unique u € S'(R)
such that u is homogeneous, suppu C [0,00), and when interpreted as an element in
D'(R\{0}), u = a%.% Furthermore, u is homogeneous of order s. If s = —1 —k, then
there still a u; however it is only unique up to delta functions and it is not homogeneous.
However it is quasi-homogeneous in a sense which will be made precise during the proof.

(i) Structure. In the case s # —1 — k, any distribution supported in [0,00), homogeneous
of order s, is, up to a constant multiple, of the above form, i.e. a multiple of u in
the case. In the case s = —1 — k, then there are no distributions, supported in [0, 00)
homogeneous of order s which extend x%, and any distribution extending x5 is unique
up to & functions.

Furthermore, x7. 1s a meromorphic family of distributions with simple poles at s = —1—k,
k € N. The residue at —1 — k 1s _(_kl!)kcﬁj_kké-

We will identify x% with the extension constructed by the Proposition.

Remark 2.1. For Proposition 0.1, in the case s = —d — 2k, use of the term |z|® is a bit of an
abuse of notation, since it is not unique. Similarly for Proposition 2.1, in the case s = —1—k,
use of the term x7 is an aubse of notation.

Theorem 2.2. Let d > 2, and suppose s € C. Then if s # —d— 2k, k € N>g and if s # 2k,
k € N>,

s = fa(s)lE] ",

where fq(s) is the meromorphic function

fa(s) = (2m)22° 4T (#) (F (—f)>l

with poles at —d — 2k, k € N>.
If s = 2k, then

—_

|z|s = Z(—w(z)a?aa.

la|=k
If s = —d — 2k then?
= _

C1\k
o = I o2 + )€l (2108(2) — 26(-d/2 1K) — 2log €] + Hi 7).

2z, is defined by z, = max(0, z).
3There is a chance there is a computation error in this formula. Use with caution.



where ¥(z) = 1;((5)) is the digamma function, and Hy = 1+1/2+---1/k is the kth Harmonic

number.
We also have its one dimensional analogue. We will define z* by
(27, 0(x)) = (2%, p(—1)).
Theorem 2.3. Suppose s € C. Then
25 = —il(s + 1)e /257178 4T (s + 1)e™/ 22t

ifs#0,1,2...,—=1,=2,..., and
/\ -1 k+1 ) : -1 ko ;
x5 = %ie”/2 (Hk —y— % — log(:m)) xi%—%ie”/z (Hk -7+ % - log(x)> z*
ifs=—-1,-2,....
Computing ﬁ for s = 0,1,... would require introducing other distributions, so we will

not attempt it in this note.

2. DEFINITIONS

We recall the definitions and lemmas given in my other note. Proofs can be found there.

Definition 2.4. We will call a distribution u € D'(R?\ {0}) (resp. u € §'(R?))) homoge-
neous of order s if for all ¢ € C®°(R?\ {0}) (resp. ¢ € S(R?))

= td+s <U, Spt>7

(u, )

where ¢ (z) = p(tx).
We recall the Euler homogeneity relation
ro.u = su, (2.1)

where r0, = x - V is the radial vector field.
Definition 2.5. We will call a distribution v € D'(R%\ {0}) radial if

(u, ) = (u,poT),
whenever 7' € SO(d) is a rotation.

Lemma 2.6. If u € D'(R?\ {0}) is radial then Lu = 0 for every vector field L such that L,
is tangent the sphere of radius |x|.

Proposition 2.7. Suppose u € §'(R?) is homogeneous of order s, then . homogeneous of
order —d — s. Similarly, if u, considered as a distsribution in D'(R%\ {0}) is radial, then so
is u.

We also recall how the Fourier transform interacts with homogeneity and being radial:
Proposition 2.8. Suppose u € S'(R?) is homogeneous of order a, then U. homogeneous of

order —d — a. Similarly, if u, considered as a distsribution in D'(R%\ {0}) is radial, then so
is u.



3. CONSTRUCTION OF EXTENSIONS
In this section we will prove Propositions 0.1 and Proposition 2.1.

Proof of Proposition 2.1. We will first prove the uniqueness statement and the structure
statement about homogeneous distributions supported in [0,00). Suppose s # —1 — k,
k € Nso. Let u € §'(R) be supported in [0,00) and homogeneous of order s. Consider
u as belonging to D'(R \ {0}). Then z *u € D'(R \ {0}) is well-defined, homogeneous of
order 0, and supported in (0, 00). Since it is homogeneous of order 0, (2.1) implies that its
derivatives are 0. Thus x}*u is constant on each connected component of R\ {0}. Since it
is 0 to the left of the origin, we deduce that u = Cz% on R\ {0}. Assume for the moment
that the extension of 2% to S’(R) has been found. Then

suppu — Cx?, C {0},

and so u— Cx?_ is a linear combination of ¢ functions and their derivatives. Since ¢ functions
and their derivatives are homogeneous of order —1 — %, and u— Cz?, is homogeneous of order
s, there are no 0 functions. Thus u = Cx?, if s # —1 — k. The same arguments shows that
there is a unique v extending z? , up to ¢ functions if s = —1 — k.

Now for existence. First suppose s # —1 — k. We follow [1, §3.2]. Observe that if
Re(s) > —1, then 25 € L (R), and so is already a tempered distribution. If Re(s) > 0,
then in fact

as distributions, i.e.
—/ z° (x) do = s/ 2* () d.
0 0
This allows us to consistently define 2% for s € C\ {—1,-2,-3,...} by
1 dn

s s+n

T GG tn—1) (st dan
provided Re(s +n) > —1 i.e.
s = S dz.
<$+,4p> (s+n)(s+n—1)-~-(s+1) 0 s drm ($> €z
The support condition is obvious. Homogeneity follows from the above formula and the
chain rule.
To check meromorphicity, it we observe that
d s (_1)n
%<x+7§0> - (s+n)(3+n— 1

mn

o d
1 s+n
) . (8 ¥+ 1) /(; Og(er)x—‘,- dq:”gp(x) dl’,

is is well-defined provided Re(s 4+ n) > 0. Thus % is holomorphic away from s = —1 — k.
However, from the definition (for s > —1 — k)

dk+1

(s+k+ 1)z, ) = (s+k (__11)). + (s+1) /OOO xi_k_ldxkﬂ p(z) dx

4



1 00 dk+1
— _H/o —dxkﬂgo(:p) dx
1 d*
=

This shows that the singularities are in fact poles with the desired residue.
Next suppose s = —1 — k. For p € S(R) set

" xd

Plp)(z) =

Observe that
We define 25 by

(@17, 0) = /Oy 7 M (p(x) — Polp)(x)) dx + /OO v o (x) de + L[e)(y)

for any y > 0. Both integrals are well-defined; the second clearly and the first since p(z) —
Py[¢)(x) = O(z*+1). Defining 3 like this certainly extends 7' ™* and is supported in [0, 00).
We now check that the definition does not depend on the choice of y. Suppose we used ' > y
instead of y in the definition. Substracting the results from the two definitions yields

/y T (p(x) — Pily)(x)) do — /y (@) dz + Iele](y') — Tele] ()

!

=—/yf“Wﬂﬂ@MM+hWMN—hWMD=0

Y

by the fundamental theorem of calculus and the definition of I;[y].
Lastly we check (and define) the quasi-homogeneity of this distribution. By chain rule,

Piled](x) = Pl (tz) = (Pile]) ().

Thus

and



We conclude that

(s, o) — (25, 0) = 7@ T o) — (2 o) = TRl (y) — Ll (ty).

A rudimentary computation yields that this is

d* log(y) — log(ty) d*log(t)
7ox?(0) el = gt

SO

t1+s<xj—7 (Pt> - <3§'j_, 90> = _@90(0) k!

Finally, we show that there is no homogeneous extension of a:jrl’k , k € N>¢. Indeed by
the structure result, it would differ from the extension a:f’k we constructed above by delta

functions. Thus N
=2+ Z 09 (0)
£=0

is homogeneous. Examining the homogeneity of the ¢ functions and the quasi-homogeneity
of #7'7% shows that this is impossible. Indeed, if ¢ € S(R), then

_ 4k _ (1K d" log ko
<U, §0> =1 <u7 @t> - <I+ ) §0> drk §0(0) +1 Z

In particular, choosing a ¢ whose derivatives of order k and order ¢ = 0,1..., N do not
vanish, we see that the left-hand side is constant, bu the right-hand side is certainly not
since all terms have different orders of growth. m

1-k

We have an alternative construction of z¢ similiar in spirit to 7 which we now

provide.

Lemma 2.9. Fors € C, and k € N> with Re(s+k+1) >0 (s+k+1#0) and ¢ € S(R)

set
dk ys+k+1

L yi =k
@mem®+1+m

dy? 2 0)5 JIJ+s+1)

F‘ﬁk

I s[@l(y) = +,

Then
(@, ) = / #(o(x) — Pulg)(x) do + / 2 o(2) dz + I [g)(y).

Proof. One easily checks as in the proof of Proposition 2.1 that the right-hand side is well-
defined, extends z?% , and is homogeneous rather than quasi-homogeneous. Uniqueness then
proves the lemma. O

We are now in a position to prove Proposition 0.1.



Proof of Proposition 0.1. The proof of uniqueness and structure statement are similar to the
proof of 2.1. Suppose s # —d — 2k, k € N>¢. If u is radial and homogeneous of order s,
then |z|~*u, considered as a distribution in D’(R¢\ {0}), is radial and homogeneous of order
0. Thus O,|z|*u = 0. If L is a vector field with L, tangent to the sphere of radius |z|
then, being radial, L(|z|"*u) = 0. Thus V(]z|*u) = 0, and so v = C|z|* as elements of
D'(R4\ {0}). Assume we have defined a radial extension |z|*. This means that u — C|z|* is
a linear combination of ¢ functions. If s # —d — k, then there are no ¢ functions since the
extension is homogeneous of order s # —d — k.

If s = —d—k, and k is odd, we need to show that there are also no delta functions. This
will follow from the following easy lemma:

Lemma 2.10. Suppose I is a set of multi-indices and

v=Y (=i)%cad”s.

ael

Then v s radial and homogeneous of order s if and only if s = —d — 2k, k € N>, and
I = {28: B € J} where J contains all multi-indices of length k, and c, = C(a%) 15 the
multinomial coefficient, and C' is a fized constant not depending on «.

Proof. Taking the Fourier transform, we know that v is on the one hand a polynomial p(x)
and on the other hand is homogeneous and radial. This means that p(z) = C|z|~%* for
some constant C'. For p to be a polynomial means that s = —d — 2k for kK € N>o. The other
direction follows from the reverse argument. O

This proves the structure statement. The uniqueness statement follows from the same
argument.

Next for existence. Since supp x5 C [0, 00), 2% is really a distribution on those ¢ defined
on [0, 00), Schwartz at co and smooth to 0 (indeed by Borel’s lemma we may extend ¢ arbi-
trarily to S(R); the support condition means the choice of extension does not matter. That
we have the desired estimates making the functional continous is clear from the definition of
z%). Call this space S([0,00)). One checks that for ¢ € S(R?) the map

Fldln) = [ olr6) a9

is in §([0,00)) and furthermore F' : S(R?) — S([0, 00)) is continuous, where the codomain

is given the obvious topology (the topology where one-sided dervatives takes taken at 0).
The only thing to check is that F[p] is smooth down to 0. We use Taylor’s theorem to

write

rlolga

al

p(rf) = Y 0°(0) + R (r,0),

la <N

where

By(r0)= Y w /Or(r—t)Nﬁo‘go(tQ) dt.

|a|=N+1



We observe then that 32 Ry(r,0) € O(rNT177) as r — 0 uniformly in 6 for j < N. Plugging
this in shows the desired smoothnes down to 0.
Mimicing polar coordinates, we may define

(o], @) = (r{™, Fle]).

Since Fpi] = Fpl, if s # —d — k for k € N>, homogeneity is clear. Since Fp] = FlpoT]|
for T' e SO(d), |x|* is also radial. Integrating in polar coordinates shows that this distribution
extends |z|®.

Unlike in Proposition 2.1, the existence of such a distribution defined for all s does not
rule out the existence of a homogeneous extension of |z|~¢7* for k € Nxq. In fact, the
distribution defined above is homogeneous if &k is odd, but is not if k is even. By quasi-
homogeneity, the “defect” in homogeneity is proportional to %F [©](0). If k is odd, we will
show this quantity always vanishes. If k is even, we will show that there are ¢ for which it
does not.

We again use Taylor’s theorem,

lalga
=Y 07p(0)" 9 + Ry (r,0),

la|<N

where Ry (rf) = O(rV*177) as r — 0. Here « is a multi-index and we use multi-index
notation. By symmetry, | gn—1 0% df = 0 unless all components of «a are even, in which case
the integral is non-zero. Indeed, the sphere has reflective symmetry 6, — —6;, and if «; is
odd then #¢ picks up a sign under this reflection. Thus,

OFp(r,0) = Z@a (9°‘+SN(7’ 0),

|laf=Fk

where Sy(r,0) = O(r). In particular if k is odd then the leading terms all have integral 0,
and so

drk r—0 r—0

k
d —hm/akgorﬁ df =1limO(r) =
r

However, if k is even, then it is always possible to construct a ¢ with 9%¢(0) # 0, and
so a ¢ can always be chosen with the defect non-zero. This analysis rules out the possibility
of a homogeneous radial extension if k£ is even by the same argument as in Proposition 2.1.

Another way to see the non-existence is to consider the Fourier transform. If u is any
radial distribution homogeneous of order —d — 2k, then its Fourier transform, u, is radial
and homogeneous of order 2k, in particular by the structure statement, is a multiple of |z|?*.
Since |z|? is a polynomial, @ is a polynomial. Thus u is a sum of ¢ functions, which cannot
extend |z|~9472k.

Meromorphicity follows from the meromorphicity of 5. A priori there can be poles at
s = —d — k for k odd. But when we compute the residues, we will show they vanish if
k is odd. From Proposition 2.1, we know that the residue of (|z|*,p) at s = —d — k is



L4 p [¢](0). We showed above that this vanishes if k is odd. If k is even then a similar

k! drk
computation shows that it is

> 8%(0)%/ 6% dd.

s (( )/2) - T(( )/2)
o 1 T((ag +1)/2)---T'((ag +1)/2
200, el Fh ) '

|a|=k; a; even
Replacing k& with 2k and applying the duplication formula yields the form for the residue

appearing statement of the Proposition.
The appearance of I" is explained by the following lemma.

Lemma 2.11. If «; is even for all «.
[ = olllest D2 Taa 12
sa-1 I'((laf +d)/2)
Proof sketch. Let I denote the integral. Then

o
|2 1 2
/ e 1#7/2 dx:[/ plalrd=1e=r"/2 gy
Rd 0

The second factor on the right-hand side can easily be computed by making a substitution
turning it into the integrand appearing the I" function. The left-hand side may be evaluated
by Fubini’s theorem and then turning each factor into a I' integrand. n

This completes the proof. n

We now state a lemma which will allow us to relate |z|* and 2% for s a pole to the
regularized values of the corresponding meromorphic families.

Lemma 2.12. For k € N>, the following convergence holds in the sense of S'(R):
(_1)k+1 dk ik
—i0==x .
kle  dxzk +
Proof. We use Lemma 2.9. Set s = —1 — k 4+ ¢. Then the only terms in (2%, ¢), using

the representation in Lemma 2.9, which do not converge to the corresponding terms in the
definition :Ejrl_k is the first term of I ;. The problem is that

lim :erlkarE +
e—0t

yg 7+ log(y)-

However, if we subtract ﬁ%gp(O) from (v., ), then we do obtain convergence, since
Yyt —1 d
- d—?f = log(y).
y” |0

3



Corollary 2.13. Let II denote the residue of either x5, or |z|* at a pole, s = —1 —k for the
former and s = —1 — 2k for the latter, k € N>¢. Then

11_12;1:1 —(t—s)'H=2a%

and

. t - —1 _ S

lim|al’ (¢t — )71 = [o]"
Proof. Lemma 2.12 together with the meromorphicity proves the first statement. Indeed in
Lemma 2.12 the value we are subtracting off is precisely the residue. Since the convergence
happens from one direction, the meromorphicity implies it happens for all direction. The
second statement follows from the first and the fact that the residue of |z|" as t = s is
precisely what one gets by evaltuating the residue on F[y]. O

4. FOURIER TRANSFORMS

In this section we finally compute all the Fourier transforms of the distributions we con-
structed in the previous section.

—_

Proof of Theorem 2.2. We know that |z|* is a meromorphic family of distributions with poles

when s = —d — 2k. If s = —d — 2k, then |z|~¢=2F is, by Corollary 2.13 the regularized value
of this family, i.e. the term of order 0 around s = —d — 2k. This is because |z|~47?* is the
regularized value, and the Fourier transform is linear. We will show below that if —d < s <0

then
e (S (1 () e

The last factor is holomorphic since I" has no zeroes. Uniqueness of meromorphic continuation
means that this formula is valid as long as s # —d — 2k, and s # 2k, away from where the '
factor and |z|~@7% have poles. If s = 2k, then |z|* is a polynomial, whose Fourier transform
is easy to compute. If s = —d — 2k we will need to use the regularized value.

Lemma 2.14. Suppose —d < s < 0. Then |/33F 18 given by the above formula.

Proof. Let G(z) = exp(—|z|2/2) be the standard Gaussian, with Fourier transform G(¢) =
(2m)%2G(€). We know a priori that the Fourier transform of |z|* is homogeneous and radial,
is is therefore some multiple f4(s) of [£]7¢7*. We use the definition of the Fourier transform
to determine that

Fa(s){EI7, G(&)) = 2m) (|2, G(2)).
We use polar coordinates to evaluate the distributional pairing (these are actually integrals

since —d < —d — s,5 < 0 and so both distributions are actually in L _(R¢). The left-hand
integral is

wdl/ rs e 2y = 28/21/ p e dp = wg 27T (=5 /2).
0 0

10



Similarly the right-hand integral is
wa1 28D (s 4 d) /2).
Putting it all together yields the desired formula. O]

In order to compute the Fourier transform of |2|7¢72* we need to compute a regularized
value. The first step is to compute the regularized values of I'(z).

Proposition 2.15. Let

"1
Hi=) >
j=1

denote the nth harmonic number. Then the reqularized value of I'(z) at the pole z = —k is
(—1)*

where 7y is the Fuler-Mascheroni constant.

Proof. We need to examine for k € Z

d
E(Z + k) (2)

)

z=—k

since this is the regularized value.

nln?
Set Fn(Z) = m Then

n

dizl“n(z) =Tn(z) <log(n) —

N
+ | —
3
~___—

k=0
One checks using Stirling’s formula that

I'(2)
I'(2)

uniformly on compact subsets, at least for z > 0 and Im(z) near 0. Since

n

1
lim (1 — = —
Jimy (log(r) = 3 = =
k=0
and —— — € O(n"?) uniformly for z in compact sets, one has that
r,, T =TT

respectively, uniformly on compact sets for Im(z) near 0 and z > 0. In partcular,

(1) = lim (1) (logm) > n) =

k=0

11



Using this we may compute the regularized value. One has that

(z4+k)(z+k—=1)---(2) I(z+k+1)
(z4+k—1)---(2) (z+k—1)---2

Let Ax(z) be the denominator. Then

(2 + K)D(2) =

I'(z) =

_ D A(=F) = T AL (=F)
=k Ap(=F)? '

We know that I'(1) = —y and I'(1) = 1. Clearly Ay(—k) = (—=1)*k!. One also easily checks
that

d
E(z + k)[(2)

k!
A(=k) =D "T[-0=D ()= = (=) 'kIH,.
j=1 t#k j=1 J
Putting this all together proves the lemma. O]

Also recall that the residue of I'(z) at z = —k is (—1)¥/k!. This follows immediately from
the functional equation. If f(2) = fo + fi(z — 20) + O(z?) is holomorphic near z;, with and
g(z) has a simple pole at zy, with residue g_; and regularized value g, then the regularized
value of fg at zo is g_1f1 + gofo. Since (s +d)/2+ k = 1/2(s + (2k + d)), the residues of
I'((s +d)/2) and I'(z) will differ by a factor of 2. Putting this all together (and bieng very

careful), it follows that the regualized value of |z|* at s = —d — 2k is

=1*

(22T (df2 + k) E (21og(2) — 20(=d/2 + k) — 2log €] + Hy — 7).

There are more elementary expressions for I'(d/2+k) and ¢)(—d/2+ k) depending on whether

d is even or odd, but we will not go into that here. In all, we conclude that |z|~¢=2F is the
previous display. O

Proof of Theorem 2.3. The proof is similar. We establish a formula first for ﬁ valid when
—1 < s < 0 and extend this via meromorphic continuation and taking regularized values.

The Fourier transform does not taking distributions supported in [0, 00) to those sup-
ported in [0,00), so we will need to work around this. If ¢ € S(R), define o* € S(R)
by

If u € S'(R), then define u* € S'(R) by

(u*, p) = (u, ).

We observe that u* = (1)*.
We will call u € S'(R) even if u* = u, and odd if u* = —u.
The following lemma is an easy consequence of definitions and duality

Lemma 2.16. If u is even (resp. odd), then u is even (resp. odd).

12



Proof. If w is even, then u = L(u + u*). Thus @ = (4 + 4*) is even. A similar argument
holds if u is odd. [
Let us set
u(s) = x% + (a)" = 25 + a°
and

v(s) = o’ — (2)" — 2 — 2.
Then u(s), v(s) are even/odd, respectively, and extend the distributions |z|* and sgn(x)|z|*
from R\ {0} to R. If -1 < s < 0, then u,v € L%loc)(R) are actually functions, and are

—

certainly homogeneous. So, u(s),v(s) are homogeneous of order —1 — s and are even/odd,
respectively. The same proof as the uniqueness/structure proof of Proposition 2.1 shows

that u(s), considered as a distribution in D(R.\ {0}) is a multiple of 7'~ to the right of 0,
and an a priori different multiple of 2717% to the left of 0. Thus, as a tempered distribution,

N
dl
u(s) = hy(s)a7' ™+ h_(s)z='"* + Z ng(s.
=0

Homogeneity constraints mean that all ¢, vanish. Similarly,

—1-s

v(s) = g4 (s)ay' ™" + g-(s)aT 7
The upshot is that

—_ 1 —  — h h_ _
3 o +(5)‘2|’9+(3)x11—s+ (5);‘9 (S)x—1—2‘

—

So we need to find hy,gs. First, u(s) is even and v/(s\) is odd. Thus hy = h_ and
g+ = —g_. We use a similiar technique to the one used in the proof of Theorem 2.2, i.e.
testing against a Gaussian G(z) for u(s). Thus we have that

(27?')1/2/ |$|s€—x2/2 d$:hi(8)/ |l‘|_1_86_x2/2,
le.

1 . -1
ha(s) = m/22541T (%) r (73) — —2sin (%) T(s+1),

where we have used the reflection formula? and the dulplication formula.
Since v(s) is odd, testing against G(x) will not do anything. Instead, let us set H(z) =
G'(z) = —xG(x). Then H(E) = —i(2m)Y2H(E), so we may use this to compute g.(s). We

have that - -
—i(27T)1/2/ |$|Sﬂe_”2/2 dr = igi(é‘)/ |x|_se_m2/2,

[e.o] [e.o]

fe T(z)"L =T(1 — z)Snlm=)

s
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1.e.

1—s\"" 1—
gg@:¢mWer@+4>rC§ﬁ> :;%m%:2%OF@+n.
Putting it all together gives that
z% = —il(s + 1)e ™/ 2507175 44T (s + 1)e™ #2217,

As we would expect, by meromorphic continuation this formula remains valid so long
as s # —1,—2,...or s = 0,1,.... We know that for s = —1,—2,..., we must take the
regularized value. From Proposition 2.15 and the discussion around, we know how to compute
it. It is

—— (=1)k J —t .
l’_T_l_k _ ( k)' ie—m/? <Hk —y— % _ 10g(l’+)> xi+%ielw/2 <Hk — + % — log(x_)) I”j
]
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