A Whitney extension theorem for functions
taking values in scales of Banach spaces

Pietro Baldi

Abstract. We introduce a modified version of the Whitney extension operators for collections of functions
from a closed subset of R" into scales of Banach spaces with smoothing operators. We prove an extension
theorem for collections whose elements take values in different spaces of the scale. A motivation for
considering this kind of collections comes from very basic observations on the composition of functions of
more than one real variable. The idea at the base of the proof is rather natural in the context of scales of
Banach spaces, and consists in introducing smoothing operators in the construction of the extension, with
smoothing parameters related to the diameter of each Whitney dyadic cube. Classical examples of scales
of Banach spaces with smoothing operators are also given, and some new related observations are proved.
MSC2020: 41A10, 46E15.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we show how the construction of the standard Whitney extension operators can be
modified in order to deal with scales (E,), of Banach spaces, and, in particular, with collections
{f9 :]j] < k} whose elements are functions f\) : F — E,;, defined on a closed subset F' of R,
taking values into different spaces F,; of the scale.

The concrete example we have in mind regards functions u(x,d) where x varies in a closed
set ' C R™, and, for each = € F, the function u(z) = u(z,-) : 9 — wu(x,9) belongs to some
function space, which is, e.g., the Sobolev space H*(R? C), or the space C™(T¢, C) of periodic,
continuously differentiable functions of the variable ¥ € R%, or the space of functions with decay
O(|9]~™) as || — oo, etc.; moreover, u is differentiable ¢ la Whitney with respect to « on F, but
every time we differentiate u with respect to x, the regularity (or the decay, etc.) of u with respect
to ¥ deteriorates of a fixed amount § > 0, so that, if, say, u(x) = u(z,-) € H*(R?), then the first
(Whitney) partial derivatives d,,u(z,-) belong to H*~°(R?), the second derivatives 8,5, u(z, ")
belong to H*~2(R%), and so on. We will observe below how similar situations emerge naturally
from the analysis of the composition of functions.

Although motivated by these concrete examples, our construction is entirely abstract, in the
sense that it applies to any scale of Banach spaces equipped with smoothing operators.

Before introducing our main result (which is Theorem , explaining in more details its
motivation and what happens when trying to adapt directly the classical proof to our case, we
make a step back and start with recalling the classical Whitney extension theorem, following
Stein’s book [23].

1.1 Classical Whitney extension theorem

Let N := {0,1,...} denote the set of non-negative integers. Recall the standard multi-index
notation: for j = (j1,...,Jn) € N* and x = (z1,...,2,) € R", n > 1, we denote

jl=gilgel - gnl, 2l =a]

=g+ a0, =070% 05
Definition 1.1. (The space Lip(p, F), from [23]). Let F C R™ be a closed set, k > 0 an integer,
and k < p < k+ 1. We say that a collection {f) : j € N*, 0 < |j| < k} of real functions

fU): F — R belongs to Lip(p, F) if there exists a constant M > 0 such that the functions f9) and
the remainders R; defined by Taylor’s formula

1x%2 ...x-z_:l7

(1.1)

fP)= > @f(]“)(y)(x—y)“er(%y) (1.2)
eNm
[7+L1<k
satisfy _ _
fP @) <M, |Rj(x,y)| < Mlz -yl Va,yeF, |j| <k (1.3)
The norm of an element f = {fU) : 0 < |j| <k} of the space Lip(p, F) is defined as
| fllLip(p, )y = inf{M > 0: (L.3|) holds }. (1.4)

On a closed set F, in general, the functions f), 1 < |7] < k, are not uniquely determined by
f©): on the other hand, if F = R", then f(©) determines f) as its partial derivatives.

Theorem 1.2. (Whitney extension theorem, from [23]). Let F\, k, p be like in Definition[1.1, There
exists a linear continuous extension map

&k » Lip(p, F) — Lip(p,R")
which to every f € Lip(p, F') gives an extension & f to all of R™, with bound

1€k flILip(ormy < Cllf lLip(p, )
where C is independent of F.



As pointed out in [23], Theorem [1.2|also holds for more general modulus of continuity w(|x —y|)
in place of |z — y|P~F.

1.2 Whitney extension theorem for a fixed Banach space

Whitney’s extension problems go back to the 1934 works [24], [25] of Whitney. Since then, they
have been studied by several authors and generalized to any set F C R™ (not only a closed
one), to extensions that are C"(R™,R), or C™“(R™,R) (i.e. functions whose mth derivative has
modulus of continuity w), or Sobolev W"P(R™ R), also with accurate quantitative estimates for
polynomial approximations: the reference literature certainly includes the recent series of works of
Fefferman, also with Klartag (see e.g. [13], [14], [16], [17]), Bierstone, Milman, Pawtucki (e.g. [§],
[9]), Shvartsman (e.g. [22]); see the expository paper [15] for a richer list of references and for an
overview of some recent results on the topic.

In this paper, as said above, we are interested to generalizing Whitney’s results in another
direction, which is the one of extending functions defined on F' C R™ taking values on scales of
Banach spaces.

If, instead of a scale, we consider one Banach space Y, then the validity of Whitney extension
theorem is well-known: see e.g. Federer [12], page 225. In particular, consider the following, obvious
adaptation of Definition

Definition 1.3. (The space Lip(p, F,Y)). Let F C R™ be a closed set, k > 0 an integer, k < p <
kE+1, and let Y be a (real or complex, finite or infinite-dimensional) Banach space. We say that
a collection {f9) : j € N*, 0 < |j| <k} of functions f9) : F — Y belongs to Lip(p, F,Y) if there
exists a constant M > 0 such that the functions f9) and the remainders R; defined by Taylor’s

formula satisfy
1FP@) Ny <M, |[Rj(@,y)lly < Mlz—ylP~5, Va,ye F, |j| <k (1.5)
The norm of an element f = {f9) : 0 < |j| < k} of the space Lip(p, F,Y) is defined as

1 f |Lip(p.ryy = inf{M > 0: (T.3) holds}. (1.6)

As observed in Appendix B of [4], the proof of Theorem [1.2]in Stein’s book [23] holds with no
change for the space Lip(p, F,Y’), and the extension operator &, satisfies

1€k fILip(o,re vy < CllflLip(o,F,y) (1.7)

with C independent on the closed set F' and on the Banach space Y.

1.3 What is the point with the composition of functions

The extension theorem for functions f) : F — Y taking values in a fixed Banach space Y (see
Definition and ) holds, in particular, when Y is a function space, which could be, for
example, a Sobolev space, a C™ space, a Holder space, etc.

Suppose that a function space Y contains not only the sum u + v, but also the pointwise
product uv and the composition u o v of any two functions u,v € Y. The composition operation
then behaves differently from the operations of sum and product when introducing the dependence
on a “parameter” x € F C R”, namely when passing from considering elements u,v of Y to
considering functions F' — Y, i.e. elements u(z),v(z) of Y depending on x € F C R™. The central
point is that the norm of Lip(p, F,Y") is not the most adapt one when dealing with the composition
of functions. To show it, we are going to consider some elementary examples. These observations
come before the question about the possibility of extending an element of Lip(p, F,Y") to one in
Lip(p,R™,Y); they rather involve the passage from elements of Y to functions of x € F taking
values in Y. To not mix these two aspects, we consider F' = R in the following examples.



Example 1.4. Let Y = C,(R, R) be the set of bounded, continuous functions u : R — R, equipped
with the sup-norm |ully = ||u|lcc = sup{|u(?)| : ¥ € R}. The sum u + v, the product uv and the
composition u o v all belong to Y for all u,v € Y.

Now we introduce the dependence on a real variable x in the role of a parameter, and we use
Definition [I.3] to describe the regularity with respect to the parameter z. Let k =0, p =1, F = R.
Hence Lip(p, F,Y) = Lip(1,R,Y) is the space of functions f : R — Y such that

Hf(x)”Y < M, ||R0($,Q)HY SM‘JJ—ZA, Va,y € F, (18)
namely, denoting f(x,d) := f(z)(9),
[f(@ ) <M, [f(x,9) = f(y,9)] < M|z —y|, Vu,y,d €R,

for some constant M > 0. The sum f + g and the product fg are in Lip(1,R,Y) for all f,g €
Lip(1,R,Y), but, in general, the composition

h(z) = f(z)og(x), h()(W)=f()(9(=)(¥)), ie h(z,9)=f(z g(z,9)), (1.9)

does not belong to Lip(1,R,Y): consider, for example,

VI for0<9<1, r for0<ax <1,
flx,9):=<0 for ¥ < 0, g(z,9):=<¢0 forax<0,
1 for ¥ > 1, 1 forx>1.

Both f and g belong to Lip(1,R,Y"), but h(z,¥) = f(z, g(x,?)) does not, because h(x,d) = \/z for
all z € [0,1]. Thus Y is closed for composition, namely vov € Y for all u,v € Y, while Lip(1,R,Y)
is mot closed for the operation of composition of elements of Y. O

The same issue with the composition operation is also present if, unlike in Example [T.4] the
amount of derivatives (or incremental ratios) with respect to = is not larger than the one with
respect to ¥. The next example shows this.

Example 1.5. Let Y = C} (R, R) be the set of C'! functions u : R — R with finite norm
ully := llul|cr := max sup |95 u()] < oo.
m=0,1 yer
For all u,v € Y, the composition u o v belongs to Y. As in Example let k=0,p=1, F=R.

Hence Lip(p, F,Y) = Lip(1,R,Y) is the space of functions f : R — Y satisfying (1.8]) for some
M > 0, namely, denoting f(x,9) := f(z)(9),

|f($719)| §M7 ‘f(x"l?)_f<yv19)‘ §M|x—y|,
Oy f (2, 0)| < M, |09 f(x,9) = 0o f(y, V)| < M|z —yl,

for all z,y,9 € R. Now fix a C*° function ¢ : R — R such that ¢(¢) = 1 for all || <1 and ¢(t) =0
for all |t| > 2. For all z,¢ € R, let

@, 0) = 010(9),  g(x,9) = (2 + )z +0).
Thus f,g € Lip(1,R,Y). Let h(z) := f(z) o g(x), like in ([1.9). For x, ¥ in the strip | + 9| < 1 one

has h(z,9) = |z 4+ 9>/? and Oyh(z,9) = 2|z + 9|/ 2sign(z + ¥). In particular, dyh(z,0) = 3/z
for all z € [0,1]. Hence the ratio |0gh(z,¥) — dph(y,¥)|/|z — y| with & =0, y = 0, x € (0, 1] has
no finite upper bound; as a consequence, h does not belong to Lip(1,R,Y"). This shows that, like
in Example Y is closed for composition, but Lip(1,R,Y") is not. O

The issue with the composition operation is even more evident if we replace the Whitney
regularity with respect to x of Definition with the standard C* regularity of continuously
differentiable functions; this means that the Lipschitz continuity in x of Examples[T.4}[I.5]is replaced
by the C! regularity with respect to x. Moreover the question can also be formulated in terms of
bounds for norms and seminorms of C*° functions. Slightly informally, the next example shows
this.



Example 1.6. For functions f € C°°(R?,R), for k,m € N, define
[ fllcxep = sup {|0205 f (x,9)| : j <k, €<m, (z,9) € R*}.
For f,g € C*(R?,R), the function h(x,d) := f(x, g(x,9)) has partial derivative

Oph(w,9) = (0o f) (2, g(x,9)) + (9o f) (2, g(x, D)) Oug(, D),

and one has the natural bound

Ihllcrcs < I flleiey + [1fllcoclgllcres - (1.10)

If we are constrained to use the same regularity in ¥ both for f and for 0, f, then we have to bound
both || fllcrog and || fllcocy with [[fllcios, so that (1.10) is deteriorated to

1hllcrvy < [fllcivi (T+llgllcry,) (1.11)

where, to emphasize the similarity with the norms in Definition we have denoted || [c1y, =
I ”0;03 and.H leiy, = |l ||C;C.}9~ .Bound (1.11) contair}s an artificial “loss of regula.rityi’ in
estimating h in terms of f, g, which is merely due to considering the same fixed regularity in
both for f and for 0, f. O

There is an obvious way of eliminating the artificial “loss of regularity” of Example which
simply consists in not limiting ourselves to use only norms corresponding to Definition but
allowing the use of more natural norms. The following example shows this.

Example 1.7. Consider Example and define [|f|[1 := max{|[fllcocs, [fllcico}. Then, from

(1.10), we obtain
Al < AT+ llgll),

which is a composition estimate similar to (1.11]) but without artificial losses. O

The elementary examples above show that, to avoid artificial losses in the composition esti-
mates, it is natural to introduce a “decreasing regularity” version of the norms || Hckcgl, where
x
each z-derivative more is compensated by a ¥-derivative less:

Illcsep = max{fllcecy - I floiom—s - I Flosep-s}, m =k (112)

In fact, this is similar to consider the joint regularity C™ in the pair (x,d).

This kind of “decreasing regularity” norms can be generalized by considering higher dimension
x € R™, 9 € R other kind of regularities (Holder, Sobolev, etc.) in ¥ and/or in x instead of C™,
a more general balance between regularity in « and in ¥ (where one derivative in x counts like ¢
derivatives in 4), and so on.

“Decreasing regularity” norms are very natural, and commonly used, for solutions of evolution
PDEs: for example, the solution u(t,z) of the Schrédinger equation dyu + iAu = 0 on R? with
initial datum (0, ) = ug(x) in the Sobolev space H: = H*(R?) is CYH: N CLH:™2, where (t,z)
correspond to (z,1) above; here one derivative in ¢ counts like 2 derivatives in z.

Arising from different problems, “decreasing regularity” norms have been recently introduced in
the context of KAM theory in [3] for Sobolev periodic functions H*(T%, R3), where the parameter
x is a frequency vector that varies in R™ and has its significance only when it is restricted to a
“Cantor-like” closed subset of R™ of “nonresonant frequencies” (as is typical in KAM results).

Motivated by the basic observations above about the composition of functions, the goal of this
paper is to construct Whitney extension operators, similar to those in Theorem which are
adapted to “decreasing regularity” norms like , and which work not only for functions of C™
regularity in 1, but also for those of Holder or Sobolev regularity.

Instead of proceeding by cases, we consider more general scales of Banach spaces equipped
with smoothing operators (see subsection , which constitute an abstract setting applicable to
a variety of concrete cases.



1.4 Why the classical proof does not work here

The extension operators & constructed in Stein’s book [23] do not preserve “decreasing regularity”
norms like those in ((1.12)): trying to follow the proof in [23], almost immediately one finds terms
having less regularity in ¢ than what is needed. In fact, given a collection f = {f) : |j| < k}
defined on a closed set F' C R™, its extension at any point z € Q := R" \ F' is defined in [23] as a
sum of the form
L o 0
Z Z ﬁf (pi)(x — pi) i (2) (1.13)

i |e<k

where (¢F) is a partition of unity related to Whitney’s decomposition (see Proposition below),
the sum ), is over cubes close to F', and p; are points in F. Now consider “decreasing regularity”
norms: let m > k, and suppose, for example, that, for every z € F, fU)(z) is a C™~ ! function of
Y. Then at z € Q) the sum is a C™~* function of ¥ (like the less regular of its terms), while
the required regularity in ¢ for the extension would be the same as f(©), namely C™.

Also, trying to change naively the proof of [23], one encounters terms having less regularity in ¢
and more smallness in  (namely higher powers of |« —y| where x, y are two values of the parameter
x), and other terms that, vice versa, are more regular than necessary but are not sufficiently small.

A classical, effective tool to “convert regularity into size factors” and vice versa is given by
smoothing operators, which we insert in the construction of the extension. In concrete function
spaces, smoothing operators are usually obtained by convolution with mollifiers or other Fourier
cut-offs (see section; they have been used to deal with “loss of regularity” problems at least since
the work of Nash [2I], and are a key ingredient in implicit function theorems for scales of Banach
spaces, namely theorems of Nash-Moser type (see e.g. [21], [26], [19], [1], the recent versions in [6],
[11], and the sharp one in [2]).

In our construction we relate the smoothing parameter 6 to the distance of points from the
closed set F' using the diameter of each Whitney dyadic cube, see subsection [3.3]and, in particular,
definition . This is the key ingredient for adapting almost completely the proof of [23] to the
present case.

There is, in addition, a point of the proof where another smoothing parameter has to be
introduced; since the explanation requires more technical details, we postpone it to Remark

Acknowledgments. We thanks L. Asselle, G. Benedetti, M. Berti, L. Franzoi, F. Giuliani, C.
Guillarmou, E. Haus, I. Marcut, R. Montalto, F. Murgante, P. Ventura for interesting discussions
related to the topics of this paper. Supported by INAAM-GNAMPA Project 2019.

2 An extension theorem for scales of Banach spaces

In subsection [2.1I] we define the scales of Banach spaces with smoothing operators. In subsection
we state our extension result (Theorem . In subsection we give an application if it.

2.1 Scales of Banach spaces with smoothing operators

Let ap € R, and let Z C [ag,o0) be a set of real numbers with ag = minZ. Let (Eq, || |lo), @ € Z,
be a decreasing family of (real or complex) Banach spaces with continuous inclusions

Ey = E,, Julle <|ullp fora,beZ, a<b. (2.1)

Set

Eo = ﬂ E,.

ac€l

Since E, is the usual notation for the intersection of the spaces of the scale, we write E, even in
the case in which supZ < oo.



We assume that the scale (F,) is equipped with smoothing opertors, namely we assume that
there exists a family (Sp) with continuous parameter € [1,00) of linear operators

So : Eay = Eoo (2.2)

satisfying for all # > 1 the following two basic smoothing properties:
I1Soulls < Aap 0°|ul|a ifa<b, a,bel, (2.3
lu— Soulla < Bap 0O ully ifa<b, abel, (2.4)

for some constants Ay, Bap that are bounded for a, b in bounded subsets of Z. In particular,

[Soulla < Adallulla, (I — Seo)ulla < Baallula-

From (2.3)-(2.4) one obtains the logarithmic convexity of the norms, namely the interpolation
inequality

c=b b—a

lully < Cluli ull&  Vabe€T, a<b<e C=245°Bi-. (2.5)
To prove (2.8), split u = Spu + (u — Spu), use (2.3) to estimate ||Spull, and to estimate
|lu — Spullp, then optimize the choice of §. From 1) we also obtain
(S, — So,)ullp < Cmax{0]~% 65} ulla Va,beZ, 01,05 € [1,00), (2.6)
with
C = max{Bp, max{Apy,, Ay}, Apg max{Bpp, Bgq}}, p:=min{a, b}, ¢:=max{a,b}.

To prove ([2.6]), split (Sp, — Se,)u = Sp, (I — Sp,)u + (Sp, — I)Sp,u, consider separately the two

cases a < b and a > b, and apply (2.3)-(2.4]) to each term.
Some examples of scales (E,) with smoothings (Sp) are given in Section

2.2 Main result

We begin with defining a more general version of the “decreasing regularity” norms (|1.12)), based
on the norms of the scale (E,).

Definition 2.1. (The space Lip(p, F,0,v,0)). Let ag € R, T C [ag,0), a9 € Z, and let
(Eas || la)acz be a scale of Banach spaces equipped with smoothing operators as described in sub-
section [2.1l. Let

0<k<p<k+1, >0, §>0, (2.7)

with k integer, p,7,0 real. Let F' be a closed subset of R™, n > 1. Let 0 = o0g,...,0k,0, be real
numbers, all belonging to L, with

Om:=0-—mé VYm=0,...,k,  0,:=0—pd. (2.8)

For every multi-index j € N of length |j| < k, denote 0 := 0|;) = 0 — |j|d. Consider a collection
f={f9:jeN" [j| <k} of functions

f9:F = E,.
Forallj e N", |j| <k, allz,y € F, let
1 . 4
Pj(mvy) = Z Ef(J+€)(y)(x - y)Z’ RJ(xvy) = f(J)(x) - P](1'7y) (29)
LenNt
l7+L1<k

We say that the collection f belongs to Lip(p, F, 0,7, 9) if there exists a constant M > 0 such that

NP @)y <M, ARy, y)llo, < Mlz—y|?~V, Va,ye F, il <k (2.10)
The norm of f is defined as
1 f|Lip(p. 0.0 = inf{M > 0: (2-10) holds}. (2.11)



Before stating the main result of the paper (which is Theorembelow), in the next proposition
we observe that the family of spaces Lip(p, F,o0,7,d) (where o is the only varying parameter)
inherits the structure of scale of Banach spaces with smoothing operators from the scale (E,). The
proof is elementary.

Proposition 2.2. (Inherited structure of the spaces Lip(p, F, 0,7, 9)).

(i) Each space Lip(p, F,0,v,0) defined in Deﬁnition is a Banach space.

(i7) Let (Eq)qez be a scale of Banach spaces with smoothing operators (Sp)g>1 as described in
subsection [2.1 Let k,p,d be like in Definition and let T' C T be the set of the “admissible
indices”, namely the set of all 0 € T such that oy = o,...,0%,0, (defined in Definition all
belong to I, so that Lip(p, F,0,7,0) is well defined for all ¢ € I'. For o € I, denote X, :=
Lip(p, F,0,7,6), and Xoo := Nger: Xo. Foro € T', 0 > 1, f = {fU) : |j| < k} € X,, define the
collection Spf = {(Sef)VU) : || < Kk} by setting (Sof)9)(z) := Sp[fVU) ()] for all x € F. Fiz a
number by € T', and define T}, :== I’ N [bg,00). Then (XO')UEI(’] with (Sp)e>1 s a scale of Banach
spaces with smoothing operators satisfying the properties described in subsection [2-1]

Proof. The proof of (4) is the standard pointwise/uniform limit argument: let f1, fa, ... be a Cauchy

sequence of elements of X, := Lip(p, F,0,v,0), with f; = {fi(j) :|j| < k}. Forallz,y € F, |j| <k,
all 7,4, the collection f; — f;» satisfies

(fi = fi) D (@) = 1O @) = (), Ry(x,y; fi — for) = Rj(a, 5 fi) — Ry, y; fr),

where R;(z,y; f;) is the Taylor remainder of the function fi(j ) as defined in (2.9), and similarly for
R;(z,y; fir). Hence for all z,y € F, |j| <k, all 4,7, one has

AN D @) — 19 @)loy < i — firllx, (2.12)
VR (2, ys fi) — Ry(x,ys fi)llo, < |1fi — furllx, Jo — y|P 710 (2.13)

From , for every © € F, |j| < k, the sequence (fi(])(x))izl,‘_, is Cauchy in E,,, therefore it
converges to some limit in E,, which we denote by f(j)(x). Let € > 0, and take ¢y € N such that
Ilfi = firllx, < e for all i,i > ig. For any i > i, passing to the limit as i’ — oo in and in
ED, we find that

AN @) = fD@)oy <o, AR (s fi) — Ri(a,y; Pllo, < elz —ylp~ !

for all z,y € F, |j| <k, all i > ig. This implies that f € X, with ||f; — f|lx, < e for i > i, and
this proves that f; — f in X, as i — oc.

The proof of (ii) is straightforward, as each property (2.1)), ..., for (X,) is deduced from
the corresponding property for (E,), using the linearity of the smoothing operators Sy and, in
particular, the identity

Rj(z,y; Sof) = So[R;(z, y; f)]-
Properties (2.5) (interpolation) and (2.6) follow from (2.3), (2.4)), as explained in subsection[2.1} [
The following theorem is the main result of this paper.

Theorem 2.3. (Extension theorem for spaces Lip(p, F, 0,7,0)). Assume the hypotheses of Defi-
nition (2.1). There exists a linear operator

& : Lip(p, F,0,7,0) — Lip(p,R", 0,7, d)

such that, given f = {fY) : |j| <k} € Lip(p, F,0,7,6), the collection g := &E.f = {g) : |j| <k} €
Lip(p,R™, 0,v,0) is an extension of f, namely

gV (@)= fV () VaeF, |j|<k,

with norm
HgHLip(p,R"ﬂﬁﬁ) < CHfHLip(p,l“ivmﬁ)7 (2'14)



where C = C'KyK,

Ko :=max{1, Aga, Baa : a € {00,...,0%,0,}}, (2.15)
K :=max{1, Aep, Bap : a,b € {00, ...,0k,0,}, a <b}, '
Aap, Bap are the constants in (2.3)-(2.4), and C’ is a constant depending only on k, n; in particular,
C' is independent of f,p, F,0,7,4d.
The function ¢g(© : R" — E,, is differentiable k times in every point of R™, with partial
derivatives A _
39 V(x) =gV (z) € E,, CE,, VzeR", |j| <k

In addition, on the open set Q :=R™\ F' one has
gV (z) € B Yz e, |j| <k,

and for every a € T the function g\®) (more precisely, its restriction to Q) is of class C=(Q, E,).
The operator &, depends on k, F,~,d and on the family (Sg)o>1 of smoothing operators, and it
is independent of p,o.

Remark 2.4. (The extension operator & is independent of o). Let o = oy, ...,0k,0, and ¢’ =
04,0y, 0, all belong to Z, with o, := 0 —md, oy, := o' —md, and 0 > o'. Let f €
Lip(p, F,0,7,0). Then, by (2.1), f also belongs to Lip(p, F,c’,v,d). Thus, in principle, f has
an extension g := Slga)f because f € Lip(p, F,0,7,9), and also an extension ¢’ := 5,2” )f because
f € Lip(p, F,0’,7,6). The last sentence of Theorem says that g(z) = ¢/(z) for all z e R™. O

Remark 2.5. (Constants Ko, K). When (E,) is given by L?-based Sobolev spaces H*(R?) or
H*(T%), the constants in (2.15) are Ky = K = 1: see Examples O

Remark 2.6. (Fized Banach space Y as a special case). Tt is natural to expect that Theorem
includes the case of a fixed Banach space Y described in subsection as a special case. On the
other hand, 6 = 0 is not allowed by the assumption , and this, at a first glance, could seem to
be an obstacle. However, the obstruction is fictitious: given Y, we define a trivial scale of Banach
spaces with smoothing operators by setting Z = [0,00), (Eq, || o) = (Y, |ly) for all @ > 0, and

Sg = I (the identity map) for all § > 1. The properties (2.1)), ..., (2.4]) are then trivially satisfied,
and Theorem applies with, say, § = 1. O

Theorem [2.3]is proved in section

2.3 Some consequence

In this subsection we discuss some direct consequence of Theorem [2.3] along the line of the ob-
servations in Appendix B of [4]: using the extension operator, one proves that some properties
of differentiable functions defined on R™ also hold for collections of functions defined on a closed
subset F' C R™. With respect to [4], where the spaces are those of Definition (and Definition
below) with a fixed Banach space Y as a codomain, the novelty of the present discussion is the
use of “decreasing regularity” norms. With respect to [3], where “decreasing regularity” norms are
used for differentiable functions defined on R™, the novelty of the present discussion is that we also
deal with functions defined on a closed set F' C R", differentiable in the sense of Whitney (i.e., in
the sense of Definition .

We begin with the elementary observation (Lemma that the spaces Lip(p, F,0,7,9) of
Deﬁnition are contained, with continuous inclusion, in the spaces Lip(p, F,Y) of Deﬁnition
or, more precisely, in their version Lip(p, F,Y,~) with the weight v, which we now define (the only
difference between Definitions and is the presence of ).

Definition 2.7. (The space Lip(p, F,Y,7)). Let F C R™ be a closed set, k > 0 an integer,
kE<p<k+1, and let Y be a (real or complex) Banach space. We say that a collection {f(j) :



jEN” 0<|j| <k} of functions fU) : F =Y belongs to Lip(p, F,Y,~) if there exists a constant
M > 0 such that the functions f\9) and the remainders R; defined by Taylor’s formula (1.2)) satisfy

7‘j|||f(])(w)||Y <M, ’7p||Rj('T7y)HY < M‘LL‘ - y|p—|j\7 Va,y € F), |.7| <k. (216)
The norm of an element f = {f9) : 0 < |j| < k} of the space Lip(p, F,Y,~) is defined as

| fllLip(p.r.v.) = inf{M > 0: [@.16) holds}. (2.17)

Clearly Lip(p, F,Y') and Lip(p, F,Y, ) coincide as sets; the difference is only in the definition
of the norms (with or without ~).

Lemma 2.8. (Lip(p, F,0,7,9) is a subspace of Lip(p, F,Y,v)). Let (Ey)acz, F,p,k,0,7,0 be as
in Definition[2.1}, and let Y := E,,. Then

Llp(pa F7 g,7, 6) C Llp(pa F7 Y7 ’Y)v Hf||Lip(p,F7Y7'y) S ||f||Lip(p,F,o','y,6) (218)

and, more precisely,

||f||Lip(p,F,a,’y,6) = maX{||f||Lip(p,F,Y,~/) ; Sgg’}/lj‘ ||f(j)(m)||0'j7 |.]| < k;} (2'19)

for all f = {f9 :|j| <k} € Lip(p, F, 0,7, ).

Proof. Tt follows directly from Definitions because, by 1), |9 (2)[ly = [f9 ()], <
£ ()|, for all z € F, all |j| < k. y

Now consider the case F' = R™ (here we follow the discussion on page 176 of [23]). Let Y
be a Banach space. If a collection f = {fU) : |j| < k} belongs to Lip(p,R™,Y,~), then, for all
1 < |j| €k and all x € R*, fU)(x) is the partial derivative 97 () (x), therefore the function
f© alone determines the entire collection f. If, moreover, p = k + 1, then the partial derivatives
9 of fO of order |7 = k are Lipschitz functions of R™ into Y. Suppose, in addition, that ¥’
is a Hilbert space (or, more generally, that ¥ has the Radon-Nikodym property). Then, as is
observed in [4] (referring to Chapter 5 of [5] to adapt the argument of page 176 of [23]), one applies
a generalized version of Rademacher’s Theorem about the almost everywhere differentiability of
Lipschitz functions, and obtains that, at almost every point of R”, the function f(© : R* — Y
admits partial derivatives of order k + 1; moreover such partial derivatives 97 f O 1] = k+1,
defined almost everywhere in R™, belong to L>=(R"™,Y"), with bound

VHNOLF Ol Lo e vy < 1 flipGeti R viys il =K+ 1.

Thus to each element f = {fW) : |j| < k} of Lip(k 4+ 1,R™,Y,~) corresponds a function, which is
f© in the Sobolev space W#+12°(R" Y, with bound

1O lwrsrs ey i= e AN Ol y) < I lipenzn v (220)

It is also observed in [4], following the discussion on page 176 of [23], that the opposite corre-
spondence also holds, namely that any function f(©) € Wh+Loo(R™ V), together with its partial
derivatives f\4) := 9 (O of order |j| < k, gives a collection in Lip(k + 1,R™,Y, ), which satisfies

I FllLiptrtt.zn vy < ClUFO wrstioo@nyq)s (2.21)

for some C' > 1 depending on n, k. Thus, identifying a collection f = {fU) : |j| < k} with its O-th
function (%), we can conclude that || - [k +1.00mn v,y (defined in (2.20)) and || - ||Lip(k+1,87,v,7)
(defined in (2.17))) are equivalent norms on the space Lip(k + 1,R™, Y, 7).

Now consider a scale (E,)q.ez of Banach spaces with smoothing operators, as described in
subsection and assume, in addition, that each FE, is a Hilbert space (or, more generally,
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that E, has the Radon-Nikodym property). Let f = {f¥) : |j| < k} be an element of the space
Lip(k+1,R™, 0,7,9) defined in Deﬁnition By Lemma f also belongs to Lip(k+1,R™,Y,~)
where Y := E, , p:=k + 1, and therefore, as observed above, fO e Wk“‘l’oo(]R”,Y). Moreover,
by Definition [2.1, f)(z) € E,, for all z € R", all |j| < k, with

sup YWD @ oy < N Liper18n0m0), 7] < k. (2.22)
TER™
Define 4 4
17O = max {17 oo vy s VIO e o 0 1] S B (2.23)

where Y := E, , p:= k+ 1 (the letter A in the index has no special meaning, it is just a short
name). From (2.20)), (2.18) (in which p =k + 1 and F' = R") and (2.22) we deduce that

17N < 1 lip(es 1,8 0,7,0)- (2.24)
By (2.19) (in which p =k + 1 and F = R"), (2.21)) and (2.23)) we obtain

£ |Lip(er 1,87 00,6 < CIFO L4 (2.25)

Thus we have the following equivalence.

Lemma 2.9. (Equivalent norm on Lip(k + 1,R",0,7,9)). Let p =k + 1, F = R", and consider
the space Lip(k + 1,R™, 0,7,6) defined in Definition |2.1, For f = {fU) : |j| < k} in that space,
define

1FON 24120 0m8) = s YL O e w5, ) (2:26)

(the existence almost everywhere of the partial derivatives Bif(o) of order |j| = k+ 1 and the fact
that they belong to L™ are discussed above). Then

(1) [|F Ol 2(k1,870,,6) defined in [226) and |4 defined in [2:23) coincide;
(i%) ||f(0)||Z(k+17Rn7a-7775) defined in (2.26) and || f||Lip(k+1,R",0,4,6) defined in Deﬁm’tion are

equivalent norms.

Proof. (i) follows from the definitions (2.26)) and (2.20)), because [|02 f©)(z)||y = ||0%f© (7)o, <
1831 ()|, (i) follows from (i), ([2:24), ([2.25). O

The advantage given by Lemma is in the fact that working with the norms (2.26]) is simpler
than with those in Definition because in (2.26]) there are only derivatives, and no Taylor’s

remainders to estimate.

Finally we come to functions defined on a closed set F' C R™. A natural way of using our
extension theorem is this:

e by Theorem any element of Lip(k+1, F, 0,7, ¢) has an extension in Lip(k+1,R", 0,7, d);

e using the norms ([2.26), where only the derivatives are involved, we prove estimates and
properties for the extended functions;

e then we consider the restriction to F' of the extended functions, so as to obtain similar
estimates and properties for elements of Lip(k + 1, F, 0,7, d).

This path is rather general, in the sense that it applies to Lip(k + 1, F, 0,~,d) provided that
the spaces of the scale (E,)qcz are Hilbert spaces, or have the Radon-Nikodym property. Clearly
the last step of the path relies on the trivial inequality

sup [|f9 (@)llo, < sup | £ (@), (2.27)
zeF TER™

which holds just because F' C R™, on one side, and on (2.14]) on the other side. This is essentially
how norms (2.17)) with fixed codomain Y are treated in [4].

11



As an example, in Proposition [2.10] below we state precisely some of the basic estimates for
Sobolev functions in the periodic setting.

For any integer d > 1, for any real s, let H*(T¢,E), E = R or C, be the Sobolev space of
functions u : R? — E of d real variables, ¥ +— u(9) = u(d,...,94), periodic with period 27 in
each argument 1J;, with finite Sobolev norm

[N

e == (3 acP©)", (€)= A+,

ez

where {i¢ is the Fourier coefficient of u of frequency & = (&1,...,&) € Z4, and [£]2 = &2 + ... + &2
Let

E,:= HYTLE), |ulla:=|ulge, Z:=1[0,00), ag:=0. (2.28)
The family (F,)aezr = (H*(T%,E))s>0 is a scale of Banach spaces equipped with smoothing opera-
tors as described in subsection (see subsection; moreover each E, = H*(T% E) is a Hilbert
space. Let n, k be integers, with n > 1, kK > 0. Let F' be a closed subset of R”, and let v > 0. For
s € [0,00), we consider the space Lip(k + 1, F, s,,1) defined in Definition here p := k + 1,
§ := 1. Tts elements are then collections f = { ) : j € N*, |j| < k} of functions fU) : F — E,_j,

where E,_|; = H*~lI|(T4,E). For s € [0,00), to shorten the notation, we denote

Xs,F = Llp(k + 1, F}s, v 1)7 Hu”XsF = ||u||Lip(k+1,F,s,’y,1)' (229)
For elements u = {u?) : |j| < k} of X, p we use the notation (like in subsection
w9 (z,9) == uP(z)(¥) VeeFCR", 9eR

Proposition 2.10. Consider the scale of Sobolev spaces defined in (2.28). Letn > 1, k > 0 be
integers, ' C R™ a closed set, v > 0. For any real s > 0, let Xy p, || - ||x, » be defined in (2.29).
Let &, be the extension operator given by Theorem . For anyu € X, p, let

i = (Epu)® (2.30)

denote the 0-th element of the collection Eyu = {(Epu)9) : 5] < kY.

(i) (Product). Let s > so > k+ 1+ %. Foru,v € X, p, define the pointwise product uv as the
collection {(uv)Y) : |j| < k} where (uv)(®) is the restriction to x € F of the pointwise product v,
namely (uv)© (x,9) = @(x,9)0(x,9) for all x € F, all ¥ € R, and (uv)Y) is the restriction to
x € F of the j-th partial derivative 8 (uv) of uv. Then uv belongs to Xs p and satisfies

luvlx. » < Csllullx, r 10l x..r + Csollullx., - Ivlx.
where Cy,Cy, are positive constants, with Cs depending on n,k,s, Cs, depending on n,k,sq, and
both independent of ~y, F.

(74) (Inverse diffeomorphism close to the identity). Let s > sqg > d + k + 3. There exists a
constant oy € (0,1), depending on n, k, sq, with the following property. Let o = (auq,...,aq), with
a; € Xy 7, ai(x,9) real, and

ol = max faillx,, . <.

For each x € F, let

fx):RT =R 9 f(2)(0) = fa,9) =9+ a(z,9).
For x € R", let f(x,9) == 0+ a(x,9), where & = (ay,...,aq) is defined as in ([2.30). Then
f(z) is a diffeomorphism of R? and also a diffeomorphism of T¢, for all x € R™. For all x € R,

the inverse diffeomorphism f(x)*l has the form f(x)*l(ﬁ) =9+ B(x,ﬂ)J where B := (B1,...,Ba)
has the same periodicity as o as a function of 9 (we write 8, and not B, because “tilde” has the
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meaning defined in (2.30)). For each i = 1,...,d, consider the collection 5; = {B(J) l7] < k}
where BZ(O) is the restriction to x € F' of the functzon B, namely 5’50) (z,9) = Bi(x,9) for allx € F,

all ¥ € R, and 51-“) is the restriction to x € F of the j-th partial derivative 3%6, of Bi. Then each
B; is real, it belongs to Xs, r, and B := (B1,...,La4) satisfies

1Bl %00 < 2llllx.0r <200, IBllx. » < Csllallx. r

where Cy depends on n,k,s. Clearly for all z € F the map R? — R, 9 — 9 + 3O (x,9) is the
inverse diffeomorphism of the map R — R4, 9 — 0 + (0 (z,9).

(#17) (Composition). Let s > so > d+k +3. Let o, f, &, f be like in (ii), and let u € X, p.
Define the composition map u o f as the collection {(uo f)U) : |j| < k} where (uo f)© is the
restriction to x € F of the map

(@o f)(z,9) = a(x)(f(x)(9)) = alz, f(z,9)),

namely (uo f)©(z,9) = (@o f)(x,9) for allz € F, all ¥ € R%, and (uo f)9) is the restriction to
x € F of the j-th partial derivative 87 (i o ) of (o f) Then uo f € X, p, with bounds

[wo flix.r < Cslllullx, r + llallx, rllullx., -

”u of— ’U’HXS F = (HuHXbJA F||aHXb0 F T HUHXéOJrl F HaHX@ F)
where Cy depends on n, k, s.

Proof. By the path described above, the proof is reduced to prove the corresponding estimates for
functions defined on R™ working with norms (2.26)). As is observed in subsection 2.1 of [3], where
norms ([2.26]) are used, such estimates can be obtained, e.g., by adapting the proofs in [7]. O]

Remark 2.11. (Other estimates can be proved similarly). As is done in Proposition one
can easily pass from estimates regarding differentiable functions defined on R™ with finite norms
to the same estimates (up to some constant, depending only on n, k, given by the application
of Theorem for Whitney differentiable functions defined on a closed set F' C R™ with finite
norms , following the same path: first extend, then work with standard derivatives and norms

(2.26)), then restrict. O

3 Proof of Theorem 2.3

In this section we prove Theorem[2.3] The proof is split into many lemmas, gathered in subsections.

In subsection B.1] we fix the notations.

In subsectionwe recall Whitney’s decomposition in [23] of open sets of R™ into dyadic cubes,
stating only the properties that are used in the proof of Theorem [2:3} precise references or direct
proofs of such properties are postponed to section

In subsection we define the collection g, extension of f to R™, which is our candidate to
prove the theorem in the case v = 1.

In subsection [3.4) we state the hypotheses that are tacitly assumed in all lemmas of subsections
to 3111

In subsection we give equivalent expressions for ¢(® and its derivatives of order < k + 1,
involving Taylor’s polynomials.

In subsection we estimate g at points z € R™ at distance > 1/2 from F.

In subsection we give a formula for the difference of Taylor’s polynomial centered at two
different points.

In subsection [3.§ we introduce some further identities involving the smoothing operators S,
and we discuss why using only one of such decompositions is not enough.

In subsection we use such identities to prove estimates for g in the vicinity of F', namely at
points x € R™ at dist(x, F') < 1/2.
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In subsection [3.10] we patch together the estimates proved in subsections [3.6] and [3.9]

In subsection we extend the estimates of Taylor’s remainders to include the case of two
points both outside F'.

In subsection we complete the proof of Theorem for v = 1, and then we deduce the
general case by rescaling.

3.1 Notation

To complete the multi-index notation (L.1), we say that two multi-indices m = (mq,...,m,),
Jj= (1, .,Jn) € N"satisty “m < j” (or “j >m?”) if m; < j; for all i = 1,...,n; we say that
“m<j” (or “3>m”)if m<jand m#j.

The notation “a < b7 (where a,b are real numbers) means “there exists a constant C' > 0,
depending only on k,n, such that a < Cb”. For example, a typical inequality is

1 L}
2549 < Y m<1

>51+--~+€n
le|<k 01,010, >0

S 4]@-‘1—161’7,/4’

which we just write as 3, <4 F4r=ll <1,

3.2 Dyadic cubes

We recall the Whitney decomposition of open sets of R™ into dyadic cubes as given in Stein’s book
[23] (and also in Grafakos’ one [I8], Appendix J). Here we only state the properties we need along
the proof of Theorem Detailed references or direct proofs of all these properties are given in
section [4l

Definition 3.1. (Cubes). By a cube we mean a closed cube in R™, i.e. a set of the form Q =
{p+v:ve[-rr|"} withp € R" and r > 0.

We denote diam(Q) the diameter of Q, which is max{|z — y| : =,y € Q}, and dist(Q, F) the
distance of @ from a closed set F', which is min{|z —y| : x € Q, y € F'} (this minimum is attained
because F' is closed and @Q is compact).

Definition 3.2. (Expanded cubes). For any cube Q = {p+v:v € [—r,r]"}, we define Q* as the
cube that has the same center p as Q and it is expanded by the factor A =1+ ¢, where € := ﬁ;

that is, Q* = {p+ v :v € [-r,r]"}.

Proposition 3.3. (Decomposition into cubes). Let F' C R™ be a closed set, and let Q := R"\ F
be its complement. Then there exists a collection of cubes

‘F:{Q17Q27"'7Qi7"'}

with the following properties. Denote
g; := diam(Q;). (3.1)

For each Q;, let QF be its expanded cube (Definition . Then Q = J;2, Q;, and for every point
x € Q) there exists an open neighborhood B, of x, with x € B, C €, intersecting at most 12" cubes
Qr. For everyi=1,2,... one has ¢; > 0,

q; < diam(Q7) < 2¢;, (3.2)
1
S0 < dist(@) F) < da (3.4
1
54 < dist(z, F) < 6q; VaeQ;. (3.5)
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For each i, let p; be a point of F that attains the distance between @QQ; and F', namely

p; € F, dist(Q;, F) = dist(Q;, p;)- (3.6)

Then 1
5%‘ <l|lx—pi| <6¢ VzeQ;. (3.7)

Moreover )
§Qi§|x—y| VreQ;, yeF. (3.8)

Remark 3.4. (Diameters q; as reference distances). In all the estimates of Proposition q
is chosen as the only “reference distance” with which all the other distances are compared. The
various factors %7 4,6 in those bounds, as well as the value of ¢ in Definition could be improved
(but this is not relevant in the present paper, as having sharp constants in Proposition would
lead to the same kind of result in Theorem [2.3)). O

Proposition 3.5. (Partition of unity). Let F,Q,F,Q;, QF, q; be as in Proposition . For each
cube Q; € F there exists a function ¢f € C°(R™ R) such that

0<yi(x) <1 VreRY pi(x) =0 Vo & Qr; Z(pf(ac)zl Vz € Q) (3.9)
i=1

where the series is, in fact, a finite sum in a neighbourhoof of any x € Q. Moreover, for all nonzero

multi-indices £,
o0

S oleia) =0 aeq  |olyi)| < St weeq, (3.10)
1=1 1

where the constant Cy > 0 depends only on n,t, and not on Q;,z, F.

We define
N:={i:q <1} CN, (3.11)

where ¢; is defined in (3.1)). The cubes @; with index i € A/, namely those with diameter ¢; < 1,
have bounded distance from F, because, by (3.3)), dist(Q;, F) < 4 for all i € N.

Lemma 3.6. (Partition of unity close to F'). Let x € Q with dist(x, F') < 1/2. Then ¢f(z) =0
for alli ¢ N, and therefore

1= ¢gi@)=> ¢i(x), 0=)Y dei(x) VeN', (#£0. (3.12)
i=1 iEN ieEN

3.3 Definition of the extension ¢

Let F C R” be a closed set, let & > 0 be an integer, and let f = {f) : j € N*, |j| < k} be a
collection of functions, with fU) : F — E,,. Let § > 0. We define the collection

g={g" :jeN", [jl <k}
in the following way. On F', we define
gD (@) = fP(2) VeeF |j| <k (3.13)

((3.13) is the only possible choice on F', since we want g to be an extension of f). On Q := F¢ =
R™\ F, we define

CEPIPY 5 SO (- p) pi(a) Ve (3.14)
ieN LeN"
[e|<k
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where NV is defined in (3.11)), p; are the points of F defined in (3.6), ¢} are defined in Proposition
Sp, are the smoothing operators Sy in (2.2)) with parameters § = 6;, and
477'

0;:=q;", T:= (3.15)

1
6 )
where ¢; is defined in (3.1)).

By Proposition for every = € ) there exists an open neighborhood B, of z, with B, C Q,

such that B, intersects at most 12" of the expanded cubes Q}; hence there exists a finite set
N, C N of indices i € N such that B, N Q; is empty for all i ¢ N,. Therefore, on B,,

¢i(y)=0 Vye By, i ¢ N, (3.16)

and ¢(® on B, is given by the finite sum

0O =Y Y SOl -p) eil) ye B (3.17)

iENL €<k

For each i, ¢, the map y — (y —p;) @ (y) is C=(R™,R), while Sy, [f*) (p;)] is a vector of E,, which
does not depend on y. Thus g(O)(y) is a C* function of y from the open set B, to E,, (in fact,
to E, for all s € ). Hence the derivative 8299 (z) is well-defined in every point z € Q, for every
multi-index j € N™. We define the remaining elements of the collection g as

gD (x) :=digV(x) VreQ, 1<|j| <k (3.18)

Thus (3.13)), (3.14), (3.18) define ¢¥)(z) for all 0 < |j| < k and all z € R",

3.4 Assumptions

In all lemmas of subsections 3.5 ..., BI1] the following assumptions are always understood:
Z,a0,Eq, || ||a,Se are as in subsection k,a,p,7,6,F,n,0,0,0, are as in Definition the
collection f = {fU) : |j| < k} belongs to Lip(p, F, 0,7, 6) as described in Definition [2.1} moreover
we assume that v = 1, and that f satisfies for some constant M > 0, namely

1F9(@)]lo, < M Vo e F, |j <k, (3.19)
IR (z,y)llo, < M|z —y[P" 0l Vo,yeF, |j| <k (3.20)

Also, we assume that Q, Q;,q;, QF,pi, i, N are as in subsection g={99 : 5| < k},0;,7 as
in subsection and Ky, K are defined in (2.15).

3.5 Equivalent formula for ¢(” and its derivatives in Q

In (2.9) the function Pj(z,y) has been defined for x,y € F; however, the same formula is well
defined for all x € R™, because P;(x,y) is a polynomial in . Thus, for y € F, z € R™, we define

1, ,
Pi(wy)= Y ;9@ @-y)" veeR", yeF |j|<k (3.21)
li+el<k

For each y € F, fUt9(y) is a vector of E,, independent of x, therefore the map x Pj(x,y) is
C>(R"™, E,,), and, by induction, one proves that

I Py(z,y) = Pj(z,y) VxeR", yeF, [j|<k

(of course f (g H)(y) is not obtained by differentiating with respect to y — it would not be allowed
at this stage — but by renaming the summation index after differentiating with respect to z).
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Recall the formula

oa) = 3 (7 )@ray@m (322)

0<m<j

for the partial derivatives of the product of any two functions a(z), b(x) (the case j = 0 is trivially
included). By the definitions (3.14)), (3.18)), and recalling that the sum is locally finite (see -
(3.17)), for all = € Q, |j| < k we calculate

x—p;)°
gV (2) = 0ig V()= > < )Z S S lf O ((T“) ImpN(z).  (3.23)
0<m<j ZE./\/.M|<k: :

By induction, one has

l—m

vm e N", m < ¢,

z—p;)t T —p;
8;”(( evp)):((epgl)!

while 07 ((x — p;)¥) = 0 for all multi-indices m that are not < ¢. Hence, after changing the
summation index £ —m = ¢ and then renaming ¢’ — ¢, and recalling definition (3.21)), one has

MOEEDY (;;)Z > Sl 0o Pl prme

0<m<j ieN  (¢eN™
|m+£|<k

Z ( > ZS@ (z,p:)]0i""pi(z) VYreQ, |j| <k (3.24)
0<m<y

iEN

In the same way we also obtain a formula for the partial derivatives of ¢(°)(z) of order k + 1:
given any multi-index j of length |j| = k£ + 1, by the derivative 879 (z) is given by the
r.hs. of (3.23); for m = j one has 97" ((x — pi)*) = 0 because m is not < £ (jm| = [j| = k + 1,
while |¢| < k). Hence the term with m = j can be removed from the sum, and, after changing the
summation index £ —m = ¢ and renaming ¢’ — ¢, we obtain

0190 (@)= Y ( ) > S0, [Pl p)]0) el () Ve e, il =k+ L. (3.25)
0<m<y iEN
Note that all multi-indices m in (3.25)) have length |m| < k, therefore all the polynomials P, (z, p;)
in (3.25)) are well defined.

3.6 Estimates at points far from F

We prove some estimates for g and for polynomials at points z not close to F.
Lemma 3.7. (g =0 at dist(z, F') > 6). One has
g D(x)=0 V|j|<k, ze€Q, dist(z,F)>6

Proof. Suppose that dist(xz, F) > 6 and « € Q for some i € N. Then ¢; < 1 and, by , 6 <
dist(z, F') < 6¢; < 6, a contradiction. This implies that on the open set {z € Q : dist(z, F) > 6}
one has ¢} (z) = 0 for all i € N. Hence, by definition (3.14), g°)(z) = 0 for all z in that open set.
As a consequence, all the derivatives g(j)(x) are also zero on that set. O

Lemma 3.8. (Bound for ||¢9)(z)||,, at 1/2 < dist(z, F) < 6). One has

199 @)ls, SKM  V|j| <k, €9, 1/2<dist(z,F) <6.
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Proof. By ,
9P @)e, < D D0 D ISalF T o, 2 = pil 0L 55 ().

0<m<jieN |m+e|<k
By , , and then , one has
156, [F " 0 o, < KIS 0i)llo, < KIF 0i)lloya
because 0, < e, see ([2:8). By B19), £ 0i)l|o,,, < M. If 9I" ™! (x) # 0, then z € Q,
and |z — p;| < ¢; by (B.7). Moreover, by (B.10), |92~ ¢}(z)| < qimHjl. Hence

l99 @), SEM 37 30 3 gL
0<m<j €N |m+L|<k
z€Q]

i

The exponent |[¢| + |m| — |j| can be positive, negative or zero; however, ¢; < 1 because i € N and
gi > 1/12 because, by assumption, 1/2 < dist(z, F'), and, by (3.5), dist(x, F') < 6¢;. Hence

qylﬂmlf\jl <1
for all ¢, m, j in the sum. Finally, the number of indices 7 such that = € @)} is bounded by 12" by
Proposition [3:3} O
Lemma 3.9. (Bound for ||g\%)(z)||,, at 1/2 < dist(z, F) < 6). One has
199 @)]lo, S KM V|j| <k, €9, 1/2<dist(z, F) <6.

Proof. By (3:29),

gD @oy S Y D0 D MSalF W] Nyl — il 055 ()] (3.26)

0<m<j ieN |m+e|<k

e Case |m| + [¢| < |j|. For indices m, ¢ such that |m|+ [¢| < |j| one has 0; < opyie (see (2.8)),

therefore we proceed similarly as in the proof of Lemma by (2.3), (2.15]), then (2.1]), and then
(13.19), one has

156, L7+ (0a)] lloy < KIS0 0i)lloy < KIS (i)l oye < KM

If 9J~™f(z) # 0, then x € QF, and therefore |z — p;| < ¢; by (B.7); also, |02-™¢? (z)| < qlm|_|j|
by (3.10]). Hence
ol ) I

The exponent |¢| + |m| — |j]| is < 0; but ¢; > 1/12 because, by assumption, 1/2 < dist(x, F'), and,
by (3.5), dist(z, F') < 6¢;. Hence qu—Im\—IJ\ < 1, and therefore
156, L™ ()] o | = il 105~ 07 ()] S K M.
e Case |j| < |m|+|£|. In this case one has g; > g,,4¢ (see (2.8)). Therefore, by (2.3), (2.15),
then (3.19)), and then (2.8]), (3.15),
186, L™ i)l oy < KO F 40 (pi)la,, 0 < KMOT ™74 = K Mg ™17,

As above,
¢ i iy
|z —Pz‘|lé| S ql‘ | 07 "ol (@) S (I"m| m,

v ) 7

whence we directly obtain
156, [f O 0] 1o |2 — pil 1040} ()| S K M.

In both cases, the general term in the sum (3.26]) is < KM, and the number of indices ¢ such
that z € QF is bounded by 12" by Proposition O
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Lemma 3.10. (Bound for ||Pj(x,y)|l,, at dist(z, F') > 1/2). One has
1P (@ 9)llo, S Mz —yl?™H1 VIj| <k, yeF, zeQ dist(s,F)>1/2
Proof. By (321), (1), (B-19),

¢
1Pz y)llo, SM D -yl
l7+L1<k

Now |z — y| > dist(z, F') by definition of distance, and dist(z, F') > 1/2 by assumption. Hence
2|z — y|)P~ V1= > 1 because p — || — |¢| > 0, whence |z — y|I*l < |z — y|?~ 9L O

Lemma 3.11. (Bound for [|g¥)(z) — P;(z,y)|., at dist(z, F) > 1/2). One has
lg'9 (@) = Pj(,y)llo, S KMz —y|? V!
Vij| <k, yeF, xe€Q, dist(z,F)>1/2.
Proof. By the estimates in Lemmas [3.7] [3-8] [3.10]
199) = Pi(@ )l < 169 @)la, + 1P )ll, € KM+ o=yl
Moreover 1 < (2|z — y|)?~ V! because p — |j| > 0 and 2|z — y| > 2dist(x, F) > 1. O
Lemma 3.12. (Bound for |02 (z)||,, of order |j| = k+1 at 1/2 < dist(z, F) < 6). One has
1029 (@)|l,, SKM  V]j|=k+1, z€Q, 1/2<dist(z,F) <6.
Proof. For 1/2 < dist(x, F') <6, for |j| = k+ 1, by one has
1029 @)e, £ D0 D D M9l W] llo, lz = pil 0™ ().
0<m<j ieN |m+0|<k
Then we follow word-by-word the proof of Lemma [3.8] with the only difference that now m < j
(instead of m < j) and |j| = k + 1 (instead of |j| < k). O
3.7 Formula for the difference of Taylor’s polynomials

In the next subsections we will repeatedly make use of formula (3.27) for the difference of two
Taylor’s polynomials. Such a formula is given by the Lemma on page 177 of [23]. For the sake of
completeness, we give here a (slightly different, and more explicit) proof.

Lemma 3.13. (Formula for P;(x,y) — Pj(x,2)). For allz € R", y,z € F, |j| <k, one has
1

Pilay) = Pile2) = > pRisely ) —v)" (327)
i+ <k
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Proof. Splitting (z — z) = (x —y) + (y — 2), one has
Bl)= Y ) -2

elj+e|<k

Z %f(j-&-l)(z) Z (i) (CC . y)m(y . Z)é—m

Lo <k 0<m<t

= Z ﬁf@m(z)(x —y)(y — 2)m (change £ = m + h]

Pyt (£ —m)!
|7+ <k
m</t

= Z Lf(j-s-m-&-h)(z)(x — )™y — 2)h

o mlh!
|j+m+h| <k
1 m 1 i+m
= Y Se-wr( X U EE-2")
m:|j+m|<k hi|j4+m—+h|<k
1 m
= Y Pam @ -y™
m:lj+m|<k

Hence
1

Piey) - B = Y gy~ Y P )

l7+m|<k l7+m|<k

Now Pjym(y, 2) is the Taylor polynomial of f+™) centered at z, hence the difference £+ (y)—

Pjim(y, z) is (by its definition) the remainder Ry, (y, 2).

3.8 Decomposition by smoothing operators at points close to F

O

Our aim now is to prove bounds like the ones in Lemmas also for = close to F'. We need
first to decompose both the difference (¢\)(x) — P;j(z,y)) and the function ¢\)(x) by means of the
smoothing operators Sy. We have to introduce two different decompositions in Lemmas [3.14] and

[B:15} the reason is discussed in Remark [3.16]

Lemma 3.14. (Decomposition of the difference (¢V/)(z) — P;(x,y)) at dist(x, F) < 1/2). One has

0@ P = 5 (1) (2t - Ziton)

Vj| <k, yeF xze€Q dist(z,F)<1/2,
where
Zh(2,y) = S0, [Pn(@pi) = P, )04 ™0} (),
ieN

Zf(@,y) = > (I = S6,) [P, 9)]0) "0} ().
€N

Proof. Let x,y, j be like in the statement. Then, by Lemma [3.6]
Pi(,y) = Pz, p)( Y 01 @) = 3 Pilw,y)ei (@)
ieN ieN

and, if j is nonzero and 0 < m < 7,

0= Pue,y)( 3 8701 (@) = 3 Pul(@. )00} (@),

ieEN ieEN
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Hence

Plan = 3 (1) 3 Puleaol eita) (3.30)

0<m<j ieEN

Formula (3.30)) holds also for j = 0. Splitting I = Sy, + (I — Sp,), we get

Plan = ¥ ()3 salpae ol vie)

0<m<yj i€EN
+ > ( ) > I = Sp,) [P (,9)]05 ™0} (). (3.31)
0<m<j iEN
We use identity (3.24)) for g¥)(x) and (3:31)) for Pj(z,y), and subtract. O

Lemma 3.15. (Decomposition of g\/) () at dist(x, F) < 1/2). One has

gV () = G(x)+ > (7;) (Z}m(:c,y)JrWﬁn(x,y))

0<m<yj
Vij| <k, yeF, x€Q, dist(z,F)<1/2,

where Zij(x, y) is defined in Lemma

=Y 8o, [Pj(x, pi)le; (), (3.32)
ieN
Wi (@.y) ==Y (Se, = So,) [P, )0} "0 (), (3.33)
ieN
6 T
Os := (dist(x,F)) ' (3:34)

and 7 is defined in (3.15)).

Proof. Let x,y,j be like in the statement. Separating m = j from m < j in formula (3.24)), one

has
0 @) =Gy + 3 ( )Zse ()| (2. (3.35)

0<m<yj iEN
For 0 < m < j, by Lemma |3.6]

0= So. [P, 9)] (D2 05701 (@) = 3 So, [Pl )05 (),

iEN 1EN

Thus, splitting Sg, = Sp, + (Sp, — Se,) and taking the sum over 0 < m < j, one has

0= Z()ng (2, )05 ()

0<m<j ieN
£ X (1) S0 SR o)l ) (3.36)
0<m<y 1EN
The difference of (3.35)) and (3.36)) gives the lemma. O

Remark 3.16. (Why two different decompositions in Lemmas . We discuss why we
need both the decompositions introduced in the last two lemmas.

The decomposition of Lemma [3:14] is the natural one, as it is the combination of the corre-
sponding formula in [23] with the splitting Sy, + (I —Sp,) given by the smoothing operators adapted
to the partition of unity, and it is obtained by the same ingredients used to define g in subsection
We use this decomposition in the proof of Lemma [3.18
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In [23] the estimate for the difference g\)(z) — Pj(z,y) is used, with triangular inequality,
to obtain directly (and almost trivially) a bound for ¢\/)(z), which corresponds to our Lemma
However, trying to prove Lemma in the same way (namely [|g)(z)|,, < [lg¥)(z) —
Pi(z,y)|lo; + |Pj(z,y)|ls,, and using the decomposition of Lemma to estimate the difference
199 (z) — Pj(z,y)|l,), We encounter the following “regularity trouble”: for multi-indices [m +¢| >
|j| one has s,,4¢ < 0;, and the corresponding terms (I — Sp,) f("™+%) (y) in Zﬁn(m, y) do not belong,
in general, to E,, (the smoothing inequality does not help here, as it goes in the “wrong”
direction).

As a second natural attempt, then, we try to estimate g\)(x) as it is (i.e., without adding
and subtracting Pj(x,y)), but we encounter a “power trouble”: for |m + ¢| < |j| we have terms

with small factors |z — piw| that are not sufficiently small to compensate the small denominators

—|j[+Im|
q;

coming from 92 ~™*(x).

In other words, we face a problem of “lack of regularity” on the one side, and a problem of
“lack of smallness” on the other side.

We overcome this difficulty by introducing the decomposition in Lemma which gives all
the necessary smallness to compensate the small denominators (thanks to the fact that essentially
we are still considering the difference between ¢/) and its Taylor polynomial P;) and also has all
the sufficient regularity to complete the estimate in the required norm (thanks to the smoothing
operator Sy, ).

Note that this troubles are not present in [23] nor in the case of Definition where the norm
Il lly is only one.

At this point one could wonder why not using such a useful smoothing Sy, from the beginning,
already in the definition of g. The reason is that 6, in is defined in terms of dist(z, F),
and, in general, the map x — dist(z, F') is merely Lipschitz, while our goal is to construct an
extension g of f that preserves the regularity in x; except for the case k& = 0, such regularity is
higher than just Lipschitz, therefore 6, must be avoided to define g. In fact, the decomposition
of Q in dyadic cubes and the corresponding partition of unity is introduced in [23] (and, before,
by Whitney himself [24]) precisely to replace dist(z, F') with a smooth way to approach F' coming
from . O

In the same way as in Lemma we give a decomposition of any partial derivative of (%) (x)
of order k£ + 1.

Lemma 3.17. (Decomposition of 9J¢(®)(z) or order |j| = k + 1 at dist(x, F) < 1/2). One has
j J
o) = X (1) (Zhten) - Zihio)

. \m
0<m<y

Vjl=k+1, yeF, xeQ, dist(z,F)<1/2,

where Z1, (x,y), Z}},(x,y) are defined by formulas (3.28)-(3.29).

Proof. [Similar to the proof of Lemma [3.14] Let x,y, j be like in the statement, and let 0 < m < j
(therefore |m| < k). Since j — m is nonzero, by Lemma [3.6[ one has

0= P )( Y 01 @) = Y Pul@. )0l "} (2).
iEN iEN

Hence

0= ¥ (1) Patenoiito) (3.37)

0<m<yj 1EN
and, splitting I = So, + (I — S, ),

0= ¥ (1) sulputeloi vito)

0<m<j iEN
* 2 (é) DI = 86) [P, 9)]0S"07 (). (3.38)
0<m<j iEN
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We use identity (3.25) for 82¢(%) (z) and (3.38), and subtract. O

3.9 Estimates at points close to F

We prove some estimates at points dist(z, F') < 1/2, and we begin with the additional condition
|z —y| < 2dist(z, F).

Lemma 3.18. (Bound for ||g\/)(x) — Pi(x,y)|s, at dist(x, F) < 1/2, |z — y| < 2dist(z, F)). One
has

19 (z) = Pj(z,y)llo, S KMla —y|*~V

Vij| <k, yeF, xe€Q, dist(z,F)<1/2, |x—y|<2dist(z, F). (3.39)

Proof. With the notation of Lemma , we begin with estimating Z ij(x, y). By Lemma
one has

Pm(x,pi) - Pm(xvy) = Z %Reré(piay)(x - y)é' (340)
|m+e|<k

Therefore

125 )lo, S50 S 180, [Ronse @i )] llo, |2 — w1107 05 ()]
iEN |Im+£|<k

, -, S0, [Rimte(Pi, ¥)] lo, < K||Rise(ps, )|, Since ps,y are both in F, one has, by
1D

| Rinte(pis )|, < Mlpi — y|pimi=H,
while 9J=™¢*(z) is estimated by (3.10]), and it is nonzero only if z € QF. Hence
|| L@y, S KM Z Z y|p—|m\—|él|x _y‘lélqlmlflj\_ (3.41)

€N |m+L|<k
TEQT

i

By assumption, |z — y| < dist(z, F), and, by (3.5)), dist(z, F) < ¢;. Therefore |z — y| < ¢; and

0" VS fe = gm0 (3.42)
because |m| — |j| < 0 (recall that m < j by Lemma [3.14). By (3.7), |p; — z| < ¢, and, by (3.8),

¢; S Jle —yl. Therefore |p; — 2| < |z —y| and, by triangular inequality, |pZ yl <lpi—z|+|z—y| <
|z — y|. Hence
i I S el (3.43)

because p — |m| — [¢| > 0. By (3.42)), (3.43), the general term in the sum (3.41) is < |z — y|?~1!.
Moreover the sum (3.41)) has at most 12" terms because, by Proposition [3.3] there are at most 12"
indices ¢ such that x € Q7. Therefore

IIme(fvyy)IIcrp S KMz —ylr b, (3.44)

Now we estimate Zj z,y). By (3.21)), then , , and then , , , one

has

(1= So) [P llo, S > 1T =Se)F ™)) llo, |2 — y/

[m+4-£|<k
SE Y 67 om0y, eyl
|m+0] <k
—|m|—|¢
SKEM Y g e — g,
[m+|<k
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If 93~™pf(x) # 0, then z € QF, and, by (.10), |02 "¢} (2)| < g; ~laltiml, Thus, recalling the
definition of fon(x, y), we get

/
122 @ p)le, SEM Y ST g7 -y,

€N |m+L|<k
TEQT

As observed above in this proof, we have ¢; < |z — y| and also |z — y| < ¢;. The number of i such
that = € @7 is at most 12". Hence we obtain

12 (@ 9) o, S KM —y|?71. (3.45)
By Lemma and bounds ([3.44)), (3.45)) we get the thesis. O

Lemma 3.19. (Bound for [¢¥)(2) — Pj(z,y)|ls, with y € F, dist(z,F) < 1/2, |z —y| >
2dist(z, F')). One has

19 () = Pi(a,y)llo, S KM |z —y|?~V] (3.46)
Vij| <k, yeF, ze€Q, dist(z,F)<1/2, |z—y|>2dist(z, F).

Proof. Let x,y,j be like in the statement. Consider a point z € F such that |z — z| = dist(z, F).
Then Lemma applies at the points x, z, and it gives the inequality

lg (@) = Pi(, ), < KMz — 2771, (3.47)

By Lemma|3.13

1
Pj(x,z) = Pj(z,y) = Z ERjM(Z,y)(w—z)e.
li+el<k

Both y, z € F, therefore, by (3.20)),

I1P;(2,2) = Py, y)llo, SM D |z =yl 7z — 214,
[7+LI<k

Since |z — z| = dist(z, F) < |x — yl|, one has |z —y| < |z — x| + |z — y| < |z — y|, whence

1Pj(x, 2) = Py(x,9)lo, S Mz —y|?7H. (3.48)
By (3.47), (3.48) and triangular inequality we obtain (3.46)). O

Lemma 3.20. (Bound for ||g(7)(x)||gj at dist(x, F') < 1/2). One has
19D (@)|lo, S KoKM  V|j| <k, €9, dist(z,F)<1/2. (3.49)

Proof. Let x,j be like in the statement. Fix a point y € F such that
|z — y| = dist(x, F), (3.50)

and consider the decomposition of g¥) () given in Lemma We estimate each term of such a
decomposition separately.

Estimate of G;(x). [Similar to “case |j| < |m|+ |¢|” in the proof of Lemma ] By (3.32),

E20).
G @), S Y 19, F9T )] llo, |2 — pil 0} ().

1EN |j+L|<k
Since 0j 2 Oj+¢5 by " " then " " ‘ )

156, [F90 (pi)] |0y < K677 F90 ()0, < KMg; .

||U.7‘+e
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If pi(z) # 0, then z € QF, and therefore |z — p;|lYl < qy‘ by (3.7). Since } ;95 (z) = 1, we
obtain
1Gj(2)]lo; S KM. (3.51)

Estimate of Z],, (x,y). [Similar to estimate of || Z],, (z,y)|ls, in the proof of Lemma [3.18] By

Lemma [3.13]
125, S5 IS0 Boselpi )] oy b2 — 110870 )]

PEN |m+L|<k

Since ¢; > 0, by (2.3), (2.15),
156, [Rune(pis )] lloy < K677 | Rt (01 9) o, = K0 | Rune(pi. 9) |,
Since p;,y are both in F', one has, by (3.20)),
| Ronte(is )|, < Mlpi — y|p-mI=le

while 877 (z) is estimated by (3.10), and it is nonzero only if z € Q;. Thus

HZJLm(ﬂU,y)”aJ 5 KM Z Z qlm|*P|pi _ y|p—‘Tn|_|Z‘|x _ y||é‘

iEN |m+L|<k
z€EQ}

By (3:50), B3.5), |z — y| £ - By B.7), |pi — x| < ;. Hence |p; —y| < |p; — 2| + |z — y| < @, and

— — — — | Y/
Ips — yl° [m| Iélnge Im| \I, |z — |\e| <q\|

i

By Proposition there are at most 12" indices ¢ such that x € Q7. Therefore

1Zf (2, 9) oy S KM, (3.52)
Estimate of W. ). By (3:33), (3:21),
||Wﬁz($7y)||aj S Z 1(Sa; = Se )" W] o, 2 = w0205 ()]

iEN |m+£|<k

By (3.50), (3.5), |z — y| < ¢:; by (3.10), we get
¢ m
W @l S 30 S0 16Se, = S )F O )] [, ql 70,

iEN |m4L| <k

rzel;

By (2.6). [215), one has

1(S6, = S )L/ )] lloy < KoK max{g7” """, 9;’j7"m+e}||f(m+e) ()

Hamu
(no matter whether o; is larger, smaller or equal to o,,,4¢). By (3.15)), (3.34), (3.5)), one has
09 <02 <1267,
Hence, recalling ,
{6777 g7-om e} = ma{gf A, gs(mi+1el-l)y < BmI+ie=1i)
< Jiltmi=i,

Moreover, since y € F, by (8.19), | £ (y)|0,... < M. By Proposition the number of indices
i € N such that x € Q7 is at rnost 12™. Thus we obtain

Wi (@ 9)llo; S KoK M. (3.53)

The sum of (3.51)), (3.52)), (3.53)) gives (3.49). O
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Lemma 3.21. (Bound for [029(*)()||,, of order |j| = k + 1 at dist(z, F') < 1/2). One has

gD, < KM(dist(z, )P *1  V]jl=k+1, zeQ, dist(z,F)<1/2.
x P

~

Proof. [Similar to the proof of Lemma Let x, j be like in the statement, and fix a point y € F
such that |z — y| = dist(x, F). We consider the decomposition in Lemma and we estimate
each term Zij(z, y), Z1 (z,y) separately. Following word-by-word the proof of Lemma we
obtain the bounds , also in the present case. Here |j| = k+ 1 and |z — y| = dist(z, F),
therefore |z — y|?~ T = (dist(z, F))?~*~!, and the lemma is proved. O
3.10 Estimates on R"

In the next three lemmas we patch the estimates proved in the previous subsections.

Lemma 3.22. (Bound for [|g¥)(z) — P;(z,y)|,, withy € F, z € R"). One has
g9 (z) — Pj(z,9)|lo, S KM|z —y[P~Hl V|j| <k, yeF, xzecR"

Proof. Let y € F. If x € F, the inequality holds by , . If x € Q, with dist(z, F) > 1/2,
the inequality holds by Lemma If x € Q, with dist(z, F) < 1/2 and |z — y| < 2dist(z, F),
it holds by Lemma [3.18] If z € Q, with dist(z, F) < 1/2 and |z — y| > 2dist(z, F), it holds by
Lemma O

Lemma 3.23. (Bound for ||g(j)(x)||gj with z € R™). One has
199D @)lo, S KoKM  VIjl <k, xR, (3.54)

where Ko, K are defined in (2.15)).

Proof. For 2 € F one has ||g")(2)|,, < M by (.19), (3.13). For z € Q with dist(x, F) > 1/2 one
has ||g(j)(x)||aj < KM by Lemmas For z € Q with dist(x, F') < 1/2, the inequality holds
by Lemma [3.20 O

Lemma 3.24. (Bound for [|029(%)(z)||,, of order |j| = k + 1 with z € Q). One has
10299 ()]s, < KM(dist(x, F))P™* " Vjl=k+1, zeq.

Proof. For x € Q with dist(z, F) < 1/2 the estimate is given by Lemma For 1/2 <
dist(x, F') < 6 one has

1079 ()5, S KM < KM (dist(z, F))P~*1,

where the first inequality holds by Lemma|3.12] and the second one holds because —1 < p—k—1 < 0
and therefore
6~ <6°rF 1 < (dist(x, F))PRL

Finally, in the open set {z € Q : dist(x, F) > 6} the function ¢(*) is identically zero by Lemma
therefore 87¢(?) vanishes on that set. O
3.11 Estimates of Taylor remainders in R"”
Our goal is to prove that, for some constant C,
lg” ()|, < CM il <k, zeR", (3.55)
1R, (2, y: 9)llo, < CM|z =y~ W|j| <k, x,y€R", (3.56)
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where R;(z,y;g) is the Taylor remainder of g9, namely

Rj(z,y;9) =gV (z) — Pi(2,y39), Pj(x,y59) = Y g,g“”) (y)(z —y)". (3.57)
li+e1<k
Bounds (3.55)- correspond to condltlons 3.20) with f, F replaced by g, R".
Inequalit |-| is given by Lemma 3 Inequahty 1_' restricted to the case y € F' is given
by Lemma [3.22] because, for y € F, one has g(é) ) and therefore Pj(x,y;g) = P;(z,y).

Thus it remains to prove the inequality in for Y E Q
Lemma 3.25. (Bound for ||R;(x,y;9)|ls, with y € Q, dist(L, F') < [z —y[). One has

IRj(x,y;9)|l0, S KMz -yl 171 Vj| <k, yef, zeR" dist(L,F)<|z—yl,
where L :={y + Ma —y) : A € [0,1]} is the segment in R™ of endpoints x,y.
Proof. Let x,y,j be like in the statement. Fix two points z, p such that
z€L, peF, dist(L,F)=|z—np|.

Since z € L one has |z — z| < |x —y| and |y — z| < |z —y|; also, |z — p| = dist(L, F) < |x — y| by
assumption. Therefore

r—pl <lx—z|+|z—p <2z -y,
|z —p| <| |+ |z —p| < 2]z —y| (3.58)
ly—pl <ly—z2|+ |z —p| <2lz—y|

Recalling the definition (3.57) of R;(x,y;g), adding and subtracting P;(x,p), one has

|Rj (@, 5390, < N9 (2) = Pj(2.p)llo, + 1P (2,p) = Pj(2,; 9)llo, - (3.59)
We estimate these terms separately.
Estimate of ||g¥) (x) — P; (7, p)lo,. Since p € F, by Lemmaone has
199 (z) = Pj(z,p)llo, S KMlz —p|?~b.
Also, |z — p|P~1! < | — y|?~ VI because |z — p| < |z — y| (see (B.58)) and p — |j| > 0. Hence
199 (@) = Pj(2.p)llo, S KMz —y|r~ VL. (3.60)

Estimate of || Pj(x,p) — Pj(x,y;9)|s,. Since p € F, one has Pj(x,p) = Pj(x,p;g). Lemma
(applied to (¢(),R™) instead of (f(©), F)) gives
1
Pj(w,y:9) = Piw,pig) = Y GRive(y.i9)(w —p)". (3.61)
li+el<k
Since p € F, one has
U0 U9 (y) = Pise(y, p),

Rite(y,m9) =9 y) — Pie(y,pi9) =g

and therefore, by Lemma [3.22]
IRs (0 9)llo, = 1199 (W) = Prae(y,p)llo, S KMy —p|o~ I+ (3.62)
From (3.61)), (3.62) we deduce that

IPj(x,4;9) = Pi(,p; 9)llo, S KM Y |y —pl*~ Pz —y ],
li+L1<k
Now
ly — p|P =1 < g — P bl 1

because |y —p| S |z —y| (see (3.58)) and p—|j|—|¢| > 0. Hence, recalling that P;(x,p; g) = Pj(x,p),
we obtain
1P (2, p) = Pj(w, y; 9)llo, S KM|z —yle~ . (3.63)

By (3.59), (3.60)), (3.63]), the proof is complete. O

27



To extend the bound of Lemma to the case dist(L, F) > |z — y|, we need the following
(classical) identity for the first order partial derivatives of Taylor’s polynomials with respect to
their center. From that formula we deduce a uniform bound for Taylor’s remainder.

Lemma 3.26. (Formula for the gradient of P;(z, z; g) with respect to z in ). One has
NPy zg) = Y F@FTO@) @ -2

lj+mte=k+1
Vij| <k, Im|=1 2z€8, zeR"™

Proof. Let x, z,j, m be like in the statement. By definition (3.57)),
Pj(x,z;9) = Z ag(ﬁ-f)( 2)(z — Z)Z,
li+£<k
and its first derivative is

JJ—ZZ
Bz = Y @M - Y g0 (or ) ey

lj+e<k lj+el<k

By definition (3.18)), one has 97 gU+0 (z) = 9i+m+g(0) (%) for all £ such that |j + £| < k, and also
g

01+m+g0) () = gUtm+ (%) for all £ such that |j +m + ¢| < k. Thus
1 o 1 it
> 110 g e—2) = Y SgUTI ) (@ - 2)f
li+el<k lj+m+e <k
1 .
+ > E(ag+m+fg<0> (2)) (z — 2). (3.65)
|j+m+Ll=k+1

Recalling that |m| = 1, one has

if £ > m,

x—2) x — z)tm
a;n(( 0 : )Z_((f—in)!

while 0™ ((z — 2)*) = 0 if £ is not > m. Hence

; — (x—z)t—™
> () = ¥ ey
l7+2<k li+20<k
£—m>0
4
. r—z
= Y g(]+m+€)(z)7< i )7 (3.66)
|j-+mL| <k '

where in the last identity we have made the change of summation variable £ = m + ¢’ and renamed

¢ — L. Inserting (3.65)), (3.66) into (3.64) we get the thesis. O

Lemma 3.27. (Bound for ||R;(x,y;9)|l,, with y € Q, dist(L, F') > [z —y[). One has
IR (2, y:9)llo, S KMz —yP~91 W|j| <k, dist(L, F) > [« —yl,
where L is the segment in R™ of endpoints x,y.

Proof. Let z,y, j be like in the statement. The assumption dist(L, F) > |z —y| implies that L C €,

because every point z € L satisfies dist(z, F) > dist(L, F') > |x — y| > 0, namely dist(z, F) > 0,

therefore z € Q. Moreover for x = y the lemma trivially holds, hence we assume that |« — y| > 0.
For all z € Q, let

h(z) = Pj(w,2.9) = > g,g(””( 2)(x — 2)". (3.67)
li+e<k
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As observed in subsection g is C=(Q, E,) for all @ € Z. Hence gUTH) = 9it64(0) ig
C>(Q, E,), and the function h is also C* (£, E,). Moreover

hz) = Pj(z,2;59) = g9 (x),  h(y) = Pj(z,y39), Rj(z,y:9) = h(z) — h(y).

Since the segment L is contained in € and since h € C*°(Q, E,, ), by the mean value theorem one
has

[7(2) = h(y)llo, < Sup 102~ (2) |, |2 =yl (3.68)

mi=1

By definition (3.67) and Lemma

10702, = 107 (P, 259 loy S Y. 11027 gD @) |g, |2 — 2.
lj+m+£)=k+1

By Lemma [3.24]

029D (2) 4, S KM (dist(z, F))**
forall ze€ L, Im| =1, |j+ m+ ¢ =k + 1. One has
(dist(z, F))P~F=1 < |o —y|p=h1
because dist(z, F) > dist(L, F) > |r —y| and p —k — 1 < 0. Also,
o — 211 < fo— 11 = [~ Y]

because |v —z| < |[x —y| for all z € L, and || = k — |j| for |j +m +£| = k+1 (recall that |m| = 1).
As a consequence we obtain

sup [|07°h(2)]lo, S KM|x—y|p_‘j|_17

~

z€L
|m|=1
and by (3.68) the thesis follows. O

Patching Lemma and Lemma |3.27] we obtain property (3.56]).

Lemma 3.28. (Bound for ||R;(z,y; )|, with z,y € R™). One has
1R (@95 9)lo, S KMz —ylP~ Pl Vljl <k, wyeR"

Proof. For y € F, x € R", the inequality holds by Lemma [3.22 For y € Q, z € R", with
dist(L, F) < |x — y| (L being the segment of endpoints x,y), the inequality holds by Lemma
For y € Q, z € R", with dist(L, F') > |z — y|, it holds by Lemma O

3.12 Conclusion of the proof

In the next lemma we summarize what we have proved so far under the assumptions listed in
subsection [3.4} in fact, this is Theorem [2.3]in the case v = 1.

Lemma 3.29. (Extension in the case v = 1). Given f € Lip(p, F,0,1,6), there exists g €
Lip(p,R™,0,1,9) (defined in subsectz’on that coincides with f on F and satisfies

l9llLip(p,&",0,1,6) < Cllf lLip(o,r0,1,8) (3.69)

with C = C'KoK, where C' depends only on k,n. The function ¢®© : R* — E,, is differ-
entiable k times at every point x € R™, with partial derivatives 8399 (x) = ¢\ (x). Moreover
g (z) € Ey for all x € Q, and g¥) € C®(Q, E,) for all a € Z. The mapping Lip(p, F,0,1,5) —
Lip(p,R™,0,1,9), f — g is a bounded linear operator of norm < C, depending on k, F,~,0 and the
family (Sg)o>1, and independent of p,o.
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Proof. Let f € Lip(p, F,0,1,9), and let M > 0 be a constant such that - - hold. By
Lemma [3.23| and Lemma [3.28] -, there exists a constant C > 0 depending only on k,n such that
the collectlon g defined in subsectlon satisfies (3.55)-(3.56) with C = C' Ky K. Hence, recalling
Deﬁmtlon | g belongs to Llp(p,R ,0,1,0), and taklng the 1nf over all constants M such that
old we get 69. The inequality in Lemma also implies that the function
n Ea is k times dlﬁerentlable at every point € R”, W1th partial derivatives 97¢(*) (z) =
g(J)( ) for all |]| <k, all z € R™.

By construction (see subsection , g coincides with f on F, gU)(z) € Ey for all z € ©, and
g¥) € C>*(Q, E,) for all a € . Moreover, by construction, the mapping f +— ¢ is linear. The
definition of g in subsection involves f,k, F,~,d and the family (Sp)s>1, and does not directly
involve p, 0. O

Now we complete the proof of the main theorem.

Proof of Theorem [2.3] [The proof follows from Lemma by an elementary rescaling argu-
ment.] Assume the hypotheses of Theorem In particular, let f € Lip(p, F,0,7,d) (here v is
any positive real number), and let M > 0 be a constant such that holds. We define another
closed subset of R, 5

F={zcR':qzcF}={yly:ycF}, (3.70)

and another collection f := {f@) : |j| < k} of functions,

) =W fD(ya)  V|j| <k, zeF. (3.71)
By (3.71)), (3.70)), (2.10]), one has
1FD @) o, = AN (va)llo, <M VjI <k, x€F. (3.72)

For z,y € F, let Rj(z,y; f) denote the Taylor remainders of f, namely
_ L 1 .
Rj(w,y; f) = fP (@) = D ZF7 W)@ —w)" (3.73)
li+el<k

For all £ € N”, all 2,y € R™ one has (z — y)* = v~ |4(ya — vy)*; therefore, by (3.71), (3.73),

Rj(x,y; f) = A f D (ya) = %W‘“e'f(j“)(w)v"e‘ (vz —y)*

li+el<k
= v'j‘Rj(w,vy; f) Vil <k, wyeF (3.74)

where R;(z,y; f) := R;(z,y) is defined in . By (3.74), (2:10), one has
1R (3 P, = '7|j|||Rj(7$77y§f)”Up

<Ay =P Myz — yylP=lil = M|z — y|P=bl Vi <k, z,y€F. (3.75)

By -, - f belongs to Lip(p, F,0,1,8) and Lemmacan be apphed to f.
Let § € Lip(p, R™, 0,1, 8) be the extension of f given by Lemma Thus § satisfies

159 (2)llo, < OM,  ||R; (2,43 )lo, < CM |z —y[?~0 V|| <k, 2,y R, (3.76)
with C given by Lemma We define
gD (@) =y gP (1) VIjl <k, zeR™ (3.77)

-1

For all z € F one has vy~ 'z € F, and therefore

gD () =y gl (v a) = 47 fD (4 l2) = fO(z)  V|j|<k, z€F (3.78)
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by (B.77), (3.71) and because § = f on F by Lemma Thus g is an extension of f to R™.
Moreover

VgD (@), = 1139 (v 2)||o, <CM - V|j| <k, z€R" (3.79)

by (377), (3.76). By (3.77) one has

Riwy:9) = 99@) — 3 a0 ) — )"

lj+e<k
e T s
=~7llgWD (1) — Z a7 =1 GG+ (4 =L )yl (y 7 — 4 1gy)
l7+€1<k
=7 VIR (y ey yg) VGl <k, zy eR™ (3.80)

Hence, by (550). (57%).

VIR (@, v 9)lo, = v NR; (v ey s ),
< 'yp_lj‘CMh_lx _ ,y—ly|p—|j|

=CM|z—y|P Y v|jl <k, z,yeR" (3.81)

From ([3.79 , and Definition 2 1|it follows that g € Lip(p, R™, 0,7, d) and, taking the inf over
all M buch that l 2.10]) holds,

||g||Lip(p,]Rn,a,’y,§) < CHfHLip(p,F,a,fy,ﬁ)- (382)

By - g is an extension of f to R™. The regularity properties of g on €, namely ¢g)(z) € E4,
for all z € Q, and g € C®(Q, E,) for all a € Z, follow from the corresponding properties of §
given by Lemma @ From the construction in subsectlon [3:3] and the linearity of the rescaling
operator f +— f in and its inverse § — ¢ in we deduce that the extension map f +— g
is a linear operator, Wlth bounded operator norm § C’ (see (3.82))). The proof of Theorem is
complete. O

4 Proofs about the dyadic cubes decomposition

Following Chapter VI, section 1 of [23], in this appendix we provide detailed references or direct
proofs for the results stated in subsection

Definition 4.1. (Disjoint cubes, cubes that touch). We say that two cubes (see Deﬁm'tion
are disjoint if their interiors are disjoint. We say that two disjoint cubes touch if their boundaries
have a common point.

Theorem 4.2. ([23], Theorem 1 on page 167). Let F' C R™ be a closed set, and let ) = R™ \ F.
There ezists a collection F = {Q1,Qa,...,Qy, ...} of mutually disjoint cubes such that

Uei=9  diam(Q:) <dist(Q;, F) < 4diam(Q;) Vi=1,2,...

From Theorem one has directly property (3.3]) of Proposition
By the construction in [23], every cube in the collection F is the product of n intervals of the

form
Q=L x...x1I,, I=[2"%a2"a+1)], j=1,...,n aj, k € Z. (4.1)

The length of every edge of the cube @ in (4.1)) is 27%, and its diameter is 27%/n. This implies
that ¢; > 0 for all i, as stated in Proposition
The expanded cubes Q7 are defined in Definition with expansion factor A = 14¢, € := 1

8/
Thus diam(Q}) = Adiam(Q;), and (3.2) in Proposition [3.3| follows immediately.
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The other properties in Proposition are stated slightly differently than in [23], because, both
for simplicity and by the special role played by ¢; in this paper (see (3.15])), we have chosen ¢; as a
unique reference in the estimates of Proposition Hence now we prove the rest of Proposition
and we start with the following observation.

Lemma 4.3. For every y € Q; there exists x € (Q; such that |x —y| < (¢/2)g;.

Proof. Let Q; be the cube {p+v : v € [—r,r]"}. Then the expanded cube Q7 is the set {p+(1+¢)v
v € [-r,r]"}. Let y € QF. Hence y = p+ (14 ¢)v for some v € [—r,r]". Let z := p+v. Then
z € Q;, and |y — z| = e|v| < ey/nr = (/2)¢; because ¢; = diam(Q;) = 27‘f O

Proof of (3.4). Since Q; C @}, one has dist(Q;, F) < dist(Q;, F) by definition of distance. Also,
dist(Q;, F') < 4q; by , therefore dist(Q}, F') < 4¢;, which is the second inequality in .
Now take y € QF that realizes dist(Q}, F') = dist(y, F'), and let x € Q); be the point such that
|z — y| < (¢/2)¢; given by Lemma [I.3] For all z € F one has |z — z| < |z — y| + |y — 2|, and
therefore, taking the infimum over all z € F, dist(z, F) < |x —y| + dist(y, F). From the properties
of z,y we deduce that dist(z, F) < (¢/2)q; + dist(Q7F, F). Next, dist(Q;, F) < dist(z, F') because
x € Q; (definition of distance), and ¢; < dist(Q;, F) by . Therefore q; < (¢/2)q; +dist(Q}, F),
whence the first inequality in follows because 1/2 <1 — (¢/2). O

Proof of the covering zdentzty Q =U2,Q7. Onehas Q; C QF by definition of expanded cubes, and
Q = U;Q; by Theorem [£.2] Hence Q = U;Q; C U;Q;.

On the other hand, by , one has dist(Q}, F) > %qi > 0, whence it follows that Q} and F
have no common point, namely Q7 C €2 for all ¢; therefore U;Q; C . O

Proof of . Let z € Qf. One has dist(QF, F) < dist(x, F) because z € QF, and %qi <
dist(Q;, F) by (3.4), whence we get the first inequality in (3.5).

For all z € @F one has |z — z| < diam(Q}) because z,z € QF, and diam(Q}) < 2¢; by .
Hence for all y € F one has |z —y| < |z — 2| + |z — y| < 2q1 + 1z —yl Taking the infimum over all
z € Qf, y € F, we obtain dlSt(CL‘ F) < 2q; + dist( . By { . dist( ) < 4q;, and we get
the second inequality in O

Proof of . Let p; be as in , and let x € Q. By Lemma there exists y € @); such that
|lx—y| < (¢/2)g;. Let z € Q; be a point that realizes dist(Q;,p;) = |z—p;|. By triangular inequality,
@ =il < o —yl +ly— 2| + |2 — pil. Now |z — y| < (5/2)ar < a5 next, |y — 2| < diam(Qs) = g;
because both y, z € Q;; next, |z —p;| = dist(Q;, p;) = dist(Q;, F') by , and dist(Q;, F') < 4q; by
he sum of the three terms then gives |z — p;| < ¢; + ¢; + 4¢;, which is the second inequality
in (37

One has 1¢; < dist(Q},F) by (3.4), and dist(Q;, F) < |z — p;| because x € Q}, p; € F
(definition of distance). This immediately implies the first inequality in (3.7). O

Proof of . Let T EQHyE F Then dist(Q?, F) < |z — y| by definition of distance, and
2qZ < dist(QF, F) by (3.4 . Hence 7ql <lz -yl O

To complete the proof of Proposition it remains to prove that every point z € 2 admits
a neighborhood B, C () intersecting at most 12" expanded cubes Q7. This is the content of
Proposition 3 on page 169 of [23] and of its short proof; we give here a slightly different, more
detailed proof. Let us begin with another result from [23].

Proposition 4.4. ([23], Proposition 2 on page 169). Suppose Q € F. Then there are at most 12"
cubes in F which touch Q.

Lemma 4.5. If Q;,Q; € F do not touch, then dist(Q;, Q;) > ﬁ min{g;, q;}-

Proof. Since Q;,Q; € F, they are of the form (4.1)), namely Q; =11 x ... x I, Q; = J1 X ... x Jy,
with
Ln=[2"%am, 27 (am + 1)),  Jm=[2""bp, 27" (b +1)], m=1,...,n,
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for some a,,bm, k,h € Z; we suppose that k > h. A vector x = (x1,...,2,) € R™ belongs to
Q; N Q; if and only if x,, € I,, N Jy, for all m = 1,...,n. This means that Q;,Q; intersect iff
I, Ji intersect for all m. By assumption, ();,Q; do not intersect: hence I,, N Jp, is empty for
some m. Since I,,,.J,, are intervals of the real line, this implies that max I,, < minJ,, or vice
versa. Therefore, multiplying by 2¥,

251 — (@ +1) >0 or @y —287"(b,, +1) > 0. (4.2)

NOW @y, by, 287" are all integers (because k > h). Then the quantities in (4.2) are positive
integers, and hence “> 0” in (4.2)) can be replaced by “> 17. Dividing by 2¥, this gives 27"b,,, >
2% (ay, + 1) +27% or 27%a,, > 27"(b,, + 1) +27%, namely

min(J,,) > max(L,) +27% or min(l,) > max(J,,) + 27

Then |t —s| > 27F for all t € I,,, s € Jp,. Given any = € Q;, y € @, their m-th coordinates
satisfy ., € L, Ym € Jm, and therefore |z — y| > |2, — ym| > 27F. Passing to the infimum over
all z € Q;, y € Qj, we get dist(Q;,Q;) > 27%. Note that 27% is the length of the edge of Q;, 27"
the one of @, and 27% is the minimum of the two lenghts. Finally the edge of a cube is equal to
its diameter divided by /n. O

Lemma 4.6. Let Q;,Q; € F, with ¢; < ¢;. Let x; € Q;, x; € Q;, with |z; — x| < eq;. Then the
cubes Q;,Q; touch.

Proof. Suppose that @Q;,Q; do not touch. Then, by Lemmaﬁ, dist(Qs, Q;) > ﬁqj. Moreover
dist(Q;, Q;) < |a; — x| because z; € Q;, x; € Q;. Hence

1
ﬁ g; < dist(Qi, Q;) < |z — x| < €g;. (4.3)
For all z € F one has |z; — z| > |z; — 2| — |z; — ;| > |z; — 2] — €¢;, and, taking the infimum over
all z € F,
dist(z;, F) > dist(x;, F) — €g;.
Now dist(x;, F) > dist(Q;, F)) because z; € @Q;, and dist(Q;, F) > ¢; by (3.3). Also, 6¢; >
dist(x;, F) by (3.5), because z; € Q; C Q. Thus

6g; > (1 —¢)g;. (4.4)
Since ¢; > 0, (4.3), (4.4) imply that 1 — ¢ < 6ey/n, namely 1 + 64/n > % By Definition
% = 8/n, which gives a contradiction. O

Lemma 4.7. If Q] intersects Q}, then Q; touches Q;.

Proof. Let QF N @} be nonempty. Then there exists y € Q7 N Q}. Since y € Q7, by Lemma
there exists z; € Q; such that |y —x;| < (¢/2)g;. Similarly, since y € Q7, there exists z; € Q); suc
that |y — x| < (¢/2)g;. Suppose ¢; < ¢;. Hence

lzi — | < |lzi —yl+ |y — 25| < (e/2)(q + q5) < eqs.
Thus z; € Q;, z; € Q;, and |z; — 25| < eg;. Then, by Lemma[1.6| Q; and Q; touch. O

Lemma 4.8. For each x € ) there exists a neighborhood B, of x, contained in €2, that intersects
at most 12" expanded cubes QF, with Q; € F.

Proof. Let x € Q. Then x € @); for some Q); € F, because, by Theorem Q = U;Q;. Consider
the open ball B, := B(x,d) of center z and radius ¢ sufficiently small to have B, C Qj: since
r € @, a radius equal to € times the half-length of the edge of @; is enough, so we choose
6 = 5qj21n. If B, intersects some @7, then Q7 intersects ()} (because B, C Q;) Hence, by
Lemma[4.7] @; touches ;. The number of cubes of F that touch @); is at most 12" by Proposition

O
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By Lemma [£.8] the proof of Proposition [3.3]is now complete.

Proof of Proposition[3.5 The partition of unity satisfying is constructed on page 170 of [23].
The identity in @ is obtained by differentiating the identity > ¢f(x) = 1, taking into account
that the series is locally finite: by Lemma [4.8] around every point x there is an open set B, such
that € B, C Q and only N expanded cubes Q;, with N < 12", intersect B,; therefore there are
only N functions ¢} that are not identically zero on B,. Hence there is no convergence problem
in differentiating the series. The inequality in is equation (13) on page 174 of [23]. O

Proof of Lemma[3.6l Suppose that € Q} for some i ¢ N. By 7 ¢; < 2dist(z, F'), and, by
assumption, 2dist(z, F) < 1. Hence ¢; < 1, namely i € N, a contradiction. This proves that
x ¢ Q; for all i ¢ N. Therefore, by (3.9), ¢} (x) = 0 for all i ¢ N. Thus only the terms with i € N’
remain in the sum.

To make the partial derivative of the sum, consider that {x € Q : dist(z, F') < 1/2} is an open
set, and that the sum is locally finite (Proposition . O

The proof of the results stated in subsection is complete.

5 Examples of scales of Banach spaces

In this section we give a non exhaustive list of well-known examples of scales of Banach spaces.

In subsection we consider L2-based Sobolev spaces H®, on R? and on T¢, where the scale
is parametrized by the continuous (real) parameter s; properties , ceey are immediate.

In subsection we deal with classes CF of continuously differentiable functions with bounded
derivatives, on R? and on T¢, where the scale is described by the discrete (integer) parameter k;
we give self-contained proofs of [2.1)), ..., (this is classical material).

Holder spaces are treated more briefly in subsection following Hérmander [19] and Zehnder
[26]. Few other interesting examples are mentioned in subsection

In subsection we consider Lebesgue spaces of sequences ¢P and of functions LP(f2), where
Q has finite measure. They are scales of Banach spaces satisfying and also , for which
the families (Sy) of linear operators that could seem to be natural candidates to be smoothing
operators satisfy , , but not . These observations, although elementary, seem to be
hard to find in literature, and they are maybe new.

In fact, for ¢P spaces we prove more: in Theorem we prove that there does not exist
any family of linear operators satisfying all the properties , , . To the best of our
knowledge, Theorem is new.

5.1 Sobolev spaces H*

Example 5.1. (H*(R%,C) with Fourier truncation (¢) < 6). On RY, with s € R, consider the
Sobolev space

H*(R%,C) := {u: R? — C: ]l s (ra,cy < oo},

1
N s 2 1
ey 2= ([ O )", (0= 1+ 1P, (5.1)
where 4 is the Fourier transform of u. For any real number ag € R, let
T :=lag,0), FE4:= H‘I(RCI,(C)7 ulla == llull o re,c)-
Then the family (Fq, || ||a)acz satisfies (2.1). For every real § > 1, let
1

(So)e) = g [ alg)eie s
2m)? Jig)<a
In other words, Sp is the Fourier multiplier 4(§) — Xg(f)A(f) where yg(§) = 1if (§) < 6 a
zero otherwise. It is immediate to check that . are satisfied with A,y = Bgy, = 1 for
a,beZ, a<hb. D
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Example 5.2. (H*(R%, C) with Fourier truncation |¢| < 6). With E,, || ||, like in Example
define Sy as the Fourier multiplier (&) — xo(&)4(§) where xg(§) = 1 if || < 6 and zero otherwise.
Then [|Spul|Z < (1+6%)2=%|ul|2 < (260%)*=® for a < b, and (2.3)) holds with Ay, = 23", 2.4) holds
with By, = 1. O]

Example 5.3. (H*(T9,C) with Fourier truncation (k) < @). For s € R, consider the Sobolev
space of periodic functions

H¥ (T4 C) == {u: T = C: |jul|gs(rec) < 00}, T:=R/27Z,
1
e gracy 1= (D lanl2()%)

kezad

where 4y, are the Fourier coefficients of u, and ( ) is defined in (5.1). For any ag € R, let Z := [ag, 00),
Eq := H*(T%,C), |lulla := |[ul|ge(re,c)- Then the family (Eq, | |la)acz satisfies (2.1). For every
real 0 > 1, let

Then (2.3))-(2.4) hold with Ay = Bap =1 for all a,b € Z, a < b. The fact that 6 is a “continuous
parameter” (namely 6 varies in the interval Z) and (k) is a “discrete” one (because k varies in Z?)
is not a problem in checking the validity of (2.3)-(2.4). O

Example 5.4. (H*(T?, C) with Fourier truncation |k| < 0). With E,, || ||o like in Example
define Sy as the Fourier truncation |k| < 6. Then |[Spul|? < (1 + 62)*=%||u||2 < (26?)*~@ for a < b,

b—a

and ([2.3) holds with A,, =272 ; (2.4) holds with By, = 1. O

5.2 Spaces CF

Example 5.5. (CF(R%,C), k integer). For k > 0 integer, consider the set CF(R?, C) of all
bounded, k times differentiable functions with continuous bounded derivatives, with norm

[ullcrra,c) = max sup |97 u(x)].
aeN? pcRd
la]<k
Let
ap=0, I={0,1,2,..}=N, E,=C{R%,C), |ula=ulcamac).

Then the family (Eq, || [la)qcz satisfies (2.1)).

We consider smoothing operators Sy defined as convolution operators (or smooth Fourier cut-
off) in the following, classical way. Fix a real, even function o € C>°(R%,R), vanishing for [£| > 1,
such that ¢ = 1 in the ball |{] < 1/2. Define 1) as the Fourier anti-transform of o, namely

T = a(£)ec® h(E) = Y dy = o . d
00 = o [ 0@t b= [ sy =o(e), meeRt

Thus 1 is real, even, and belongs to the Schwartz class S(R?, R) (because o € S(R%,R)). For every
real § > 1 we define

vnla) = 0 (0a), (Spu)(a) = (s b)) = [ ulyvnta =) d. (52)
With standard calculations one has
Do(€) = D071 = (67, (Seu)(€) = (&) da () = a(&)o(671€), (5.3)
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so that the smoothing operator Sy is the Fourier multiplier of symbol o (6~1&); since o(071€) = 1
for [¢] < 0/2 and o(071¢) = 0 for |£] > 6, Sp is in fact a smooth version of the crude Fourier
truncation of Example We also have

Yo(x)de =1, / %g(x)dr =0 VYa €N a#0, (5.4)

R4 Rd
[ 1oza(a)lde = 001105 s ey o € N, (55)
[ laPloalide =076, Cpi= [ aP@lde, VpeR pzo. (50

To prove (5.4)), first consider § = 1: for every a € N¢ the function h(z) := z*9(z) is in L'(R?)
(because ¢ € S(R?)), and one has h(¢) = i'“‘@?z@({) = 11920 (¢). Therefore ¢ satisfies
because o(0) = 1 and 9go(0) = 0 for all a # 0. For 6 > 1, (5.4) is obtained by the change of
variable fz = y in the integral. With the same change of variable one also gets , (15.6)).

For all multi-indices «, 3 € N, one has 0217 (ux 1) = (9%u) x (8214), and therefore, by (5.5)),

10277 Spu()| < ( sup IB;’U(y)D/ 0230 (2)| dz < |lullgioi @y 1070 | preay. — (5.7)
Rd

yER?

Given a,b € Z, a < b, for all multi-indices ¢ such that a < |¢] < b we take a, 3 € N such that
la] = a, a+ = ¢, and use - for |¢| < a use with « = ¢, 8 = 0. Thus we obtain
with A, = maX{Ha Yl L1 ra |£| <b-a}.

To get e use i and Taylor’s expansion. Let a,b € Z, a < b. If a = b, then
follows from (2.3)) by trlangular 1nequahty Thus assume that a < b. Let a € N, |a| =m < a. We
expand 0%u(y) around z,

Bu)= Y GO () - ) + Raly ), (59)

|a4-€|<b—1

where the remainder satisfies

|Ra(y, x)| < Capllullcogayle —y|*~™ (5.9)

for some constant Cyp depending only on d, b. Estimate (5.9) can be obtained by the mean value
theorem, for example imitating the proof of Lemma |3.27] “ By . .7

02 Spu() = (8%u) * vy (x) /R v, @)l — y) dy
By (.9), (5.6),

/Rd [R(y, @)l (x = y)l dy < Capllullerre) / & — y|"~" o (@ — y)| dy
< Capllullcr@ayd™ "™ Ch Vo € R

Moreover §~(0=™) < §=(=9) for all multi-index a of length |a| = m < a, all # > 1. Hence
lu — Spullcamay < C||UHCb(Rd)0 (t=a) for some C' depending on d, b, a, namely (2.4 [2:4). O

Example 5.6. (C*(T?, C), k integer). Let C*(T¢,C) be the set of functions u € C*¥(R?, C) that
are 2m-periodic in each variable. If u : R? — C is periodic, then the function Spu defined in (5.2))
is also periodic, because

(s n)o+2mm) = [ o+ 2mm = y)n()dy = [ ule = 9)oly) dy = (u i) (o)

for all 2 € R?, m € Z?. Hence Example includes the periodic setting.
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Note that Sp acts on periodic functions as the Fourier coefficients multiplier of symbol (6~ 1k),
namely
u(z) =Y ae™ ™ o (Spu)(z) = Y ko (07 k)et, (5.10)
kezd kezd
as it can be easily deduced from the definition of Spu(z), replacing u(z — y) in the integral
with its Fourier series, and recalling that [y, 1g(y)e™"*¥ dy = o(07'k), see (5.3).
The same holds for functions having period L; in the variable x;, with possibly different periods
L; # L; in different directions. O

5.3 Holder spaces H*”

Example 5.7. (Holder spaces H*(M) on a compact C* manifold with boundary, from Hérmander
[19]). Let B C RY be a fixed convex compact set with nonempty interior. For k < a < k + 1,
where k is an integer > 0, let u € C*(B,C) (namely u = v|p is the restriction to B of a function
v € C¥(Q,C) where (2 is some open neighborhood of B), let

|07 u(z) — Fguly)|

[ulpa(m) = sup v Mullye sy = [ulna(s) + sup |u(z)], (5.11)
(B) |az_k WJ;B |z — ylo (B) (B) veh
zHy

and define (Definition A.3 in Appendix A of [19]) the Holder space H(B) as the set of all u € C*(B)
with finite norm [|ul|ye (). For a = 0 we set H°(B) := C(B) and ||ul|3o(p) := sup |u].

Let 7 := [0,00), Eq := H*(B), || lla := || llse(B)- Then (Theorem A.5 in [19]) (Eq, || |la)acz
satisfies .

Moreover (page 42 of [19]) H*(M) can be defined if M is any compact C*° manifold with
boundary. To do so, one covers M by coordinate patches M; and takes a partition of unity
> x; =1 with x; € C5°(M;). A function v on M is then said to be in H*(M) if x;u for every j is
in H as a function of the local coordinates, and ||u|[3«(ar) is defined as ) || xju| 3« with the terms
defined by means of local coordinates. The definition of H%(M) does not depend on the choice of
covering, local coordinates or partition of unity, and the norm is well defined up to equivalences.

Now let K be a compact set in R? and choose x € C§°(R?) such that x = 1 in a neighborhood
of K. Define 0,1, 1y like in Example and set (Spu)(z) := x(x)(u* 1) (x) for functions u with
support in K. Then (see Theorem A.10 of [19]) the smoothing inequalities (2.3))-(2.4) hold for u
supported in K. Moreover (Remark on page 44 of [19]) for the spaces H*(M), with M compact
manifold, one decomposes u by the partition of unity and defines Spu(z) := x;(z)(u * ¥g)(z) in
each coordinate patch. O

Example 5.8. (Hélder spaces H*(T?), from Zehnder [26]). Let T = [0,00). For a > 0 integer,
define (E,, || ||o) as the space C¢(T%,C) of a times continuously differentiable functions of R¢ that
are periodic in each argument, with its usual norm defined in Examples [5.5l{5.6} For a ¢ N, define
(Ea, |l |la) as in Example namely by with R? in place of B. Let Sy be the convolution
operator of Example (which is the one of Example applied to periodic functions). Then
(Lemma 6.2.4 of [26]) (2.3)-(2.4) hold. O

On T, the difference between Examples and is in the definition of F, for a > 1 integer:
in Example the derivatives of order a — 1 of the functions in E, are of class C', while in
Example they are just Lipschitz (like in Deﬁnitionwhen p=k+1). Except fora=1,2,...,
the Banach spaces in Examples and coincide; removing the positive integer values of a one
obtains another scale.

Example 5.9. (Hélder spaces H(T?) with noninteger exponent). Let T = [0,1) U (1,2) U ...,
namely [0, 00) without the positive integers. Then the definitions of E, in Examples and
agree, and this gives another scale with smoothing. O

37



5.4 Other scales

In the next three examples we briefly sketch few other cases of scales with smoothings.

Example 5.10. (Sobolev, Besov, Triebel-Lizorkin spaces). With tools from Fourier analysis like
Littlewood-Paley decomposition, convolution estimates, and Bernstein inequalities, one could also
deal with LP-based Sobolev spaces W*P(R¢,C), Besov spaces B;Vq(Rd,(C), and Triebel-Lizorkin
spaces FZ‘f}q(Rd7 C), where the “amount of derivatives” s is the parameter to move to obtain the scale
(E,), keeping the summability powers p, ¢ fixed. If u = >~ A u is a Littlewood-Paley decomposition
of a function wu, then one defines Syu as the partial sum over all j such that 27 < §. As observed
in Example the fact that j is a discrete parameter (j is an integer) and 6 is a continuous one
(6 > 1 is real) should have no technical consequences.

We remark that using one of the summability parameters p,q of Besov and Triebel-Lizorkin
spaces to parametrize the scale is very likely to produce a scale of Banach spaces that does not
admit any family of smoothing operators: see subsection [5.5] and especially Theorem [5.14] O

Example 5.11. (Functions with polynomial decay). Let Z = [0, 00), let Y be a Banach space. For
a € T, for any function u : R? = Y, let

ulla := sup (1 + [z|)*Ju(z)]ly,
zERY

and let E, be the space of functions with finite norm. For 6 > 1, let
(Sou)(z) :=u(z) if 14 |z| <6 (Sou)(x) :=0 if 14 |z| > 6.

One immediately verifies that , ceey hold, with A,y = Bgp = 1.

This example is essentially the same as Example but with decay in “space”, or “time”, or
another “physical variable” x instead of Fourier frequency.

Possible variants of this example can include partial derivatives like sup(1+|x|)* (|07 u(x)|y. O

Example 5.12. (Functions with values in a scale). Let ag € R, Z C [ag, 0), with ap = minZ. Let
(Fa, || llF,), @ € Z, be a scale of Banach spaces with smoothing operators (Sp), 8 > 1, satisfying
23), ..., @4). Let T >0, let E, := C([0,T], F,) be the set of continuous functions w : [0,T] —
F,, with norm
l[ulla = sup [u()| £, -

For u € E,,, define Spu by (Spu)(t) := Sp[u(t)] for all ¢ € [0,T]. It is immediate to verify that
, el hold for the scale (E,) (without changing the constants A,p, Bap)-

Possible variants of this example can be obtained by replacing [0, 7] with other domains 2 C R%,
or by replacing C([0, T, F,) with L>([0, T}, F,), or by including one derivative, like sup, ||u(t)|| s, +
sup, ||Oru(t)||F,, or more derivatives, or by including derivatives with decreasing regularity norms,
like sup, ||u(t)||F, + sup, ||O:u(t)||F,_s, ete.

This example and its many possible variants are based on the same basic observations about
the “inherited structure” in Proposition [2.2 O

5.5 Lebesgue spaces

In this subsection we consider Lebesgue spaces of sequences and of functions. They satisfy (2.1))

and (2.5)), and admit operators satisfying (2.2)), (2.3)), but not (2.4). For the ¢? spaces we also prove

(Theorem [5.14]) the non-existence of families of smoothing operators satisfying all (2.2)), (2.3)), (2.4).
The observations about (Sp) in Examples and Theorem seem to be new.

Example 5.13. (Lebesgue space of sequences €F). Let Ny := {1,2,...} be the set of positive
integers. For every p € [1,00], let # = ¢P(Ny,C) be the set of sequences x = (x1,z3,...) of
complex numbers with finite norm ||z||s», where

o0 1

Jollr = (D lanl?)” forpelo0) el = sup ax.
k=1 kEN;
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Let Z :=1[0,1], ag := 0. For every a € Z, let
» 1
Eg:=0,  lzla:=2le,  p:=—,

with the convention % := 00. Then (E,)qcz is a scale of Banach spaces satisfying (2.1). To
prove it, let a,b € Z, with a < b, and let p = %, q = % Let © € E, = (7 with [|z][@ = 1.
Then |zg| < 1 for all k, therefore |zx|P < |xg|? for all k (because |zp| < 1 and p > ¢). Hence
YolzklP < X lax]? = |jzf|l; = 1, and ||zl < 1. Now consider any = € (7, x # 0, define
y := x/||x||¢e, and apply to y the inequality already proved for vectors of unitary £ norm.

From Hoélder’s inequality one obtains directly the interpolation property (without using
[2:3)-(2-4)): let a,b,c € T, witha <b < ¢, and let p := L, pp := 1, p. := 1. Let b=da+ (1—9)c
for some ¥ € [0,1]. Then

1 ) 1-9
— = —+ . (5.12)
Do Pa Pe

Multiplying by pp,
1 a ¢

_Opy | (1=9)py _
= + + —, W= (1_?9)%.

1
1 - = ,
Pa Dec A w Ipy

(5.13)

Write |x1,|P> as the product |z |"P? |z, |1 ~?)Pr; by Holder’s inequality,

oo 1 0o 1 o 1
_ A _ % —
el = (3wl lanl =)™ (3wl ) 7 (3 bl 4 ) 7 = el
k=1 k=1 k=1

which is .

We prove below (Theorem that P spaces do not have smoothing operators; before proving
the general result, it is instructive to make an attempt to construct smoothing operators, and to see
what goes wrong. The attempt, inspired to the previous examples, is to define Sy as a truncation
operator, namely as the pointwise product (Spx), = we kxr with we  := 1 for k < 6 and wg  := 0
for k > 0. These operators map Fy = ¢> into E; = ¢!, so that is satisfied. Also holds,
with constants A,, = 1, because, by Holder’s inequality, one has

1 1 1
S0z llen = (3 lwoullznl?)” < (D hwgal™) ™ (D lanl®) ™ < 0~ alle

where a,b € [0,1],a < b, p = %, q= %, W= g (so that gu = p) and %—I—i =1 (so that q%\ =b—a).

However, is violated. To show it, assume that holds. Given 6 > 1, take an integer
k > 0, and consider the sequence z = e, with z; = 1 and x; = 0 for all j # k. Then Sgz = 0,
|2|ler =1 for all p € [1, 0c], therefore, by (2.4), 1 < Bap0~ (=) This holds for all > 1; for a < b,

this is a contradiction. O

Example shows that the truncation operators satisfy (2.2)), (2.3), but not (2.4)). Now we

prove that this is not limited to truncations, but it is a general fact.

Theorem 5.14. (The scale of Lebesgue spaces P does not admit any family of smoothing oper-
ators). Consider the scale defined in Example . Then there does not exist any family (Sp) of

linear operators satisfying all (2.2)), (2.3)), (2.4).

More is true: fix any two real numbers a,b € [0,1] with a < b, and define p := é, q:= %. Let
(Sp), 0 > 1, be a family of linear operators Sy : P — £ such that

1S0x][es < Aapd®~*||z|ler  Va €L, VO > 1, (5.14)

for some constant Agp > 0 independent of x,0. Then there does not exists any constant Bgp > 0
such that
|z — Spz|ler < Bapf~ O~V ||z|jpa Va9, VO >1, (5.15)

By independent of x, 0.
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The second part of Theorem [5.14] implies the first one, and it says that ¢ spaces have no
smoothing operators even if we consider a scale where Z is any subset of [0, 1] containing at least
two distinct elements. To prove Theorem we begin with two lemmas.

Lemma 5.15. Let U := {1,—1}, and let N > 1 be an integer. Consider the set UV of vectors

x = (x1,...,2N) with components x,, € U. For every k,n € {1,...,N} one has
Z Tpn = 2" Opn,
zeUN

where dkn, = 1 if k =n and S, =0 if k #£ n.

Proof. Let k,n € {1,...,N}, with k = n. Then > .~ 7 = > .y~ 1, which is the cardinality
of UN, namely 2V. Now let k,n € {1,..., N}, with k # n, and consider first the case N = 2: then
k=1 and n = 2 or vice versa, and

Z xlzgz(le)(Zx2>:O.

z=(z1,22)EU? 1 €U zo €U

Finally, let k,n € {1,..., N}, with k¥ # n, and N > 3. For every z € UY let 2’ € UN~2 be the
vector x without its components xy, x,,. Then

Z TpLy = Z ( Z kan) = 0. O]
zeUN 2’eUN-2 (zp,xn)EU?

Lemma 5.16. Let N > 1 be an integer, and let (ck,) be an N x N matriz with entries cg, € C,
k,n=1,...,N. Let 1 < g < oo, R>0. Assume that

(3 [3 o

k=1 n=1

1

q)5 <R Va,...,zy€{l,-1}. (5.16)

Then
N 1
(Z|Ckk|q) ‘<R
k=1
Also, if supy_q N ‘ 25:1 c;mxn’ <R forallzy,...,vN € {1,~1}, then supy_; _ y |cxr| < R.
Proof. Let k € {1,...,N}. By Lemma

N N N
-N -N
Ckk = E CknOkn = E Ckn?2 E TpTp =2 E Tk E ChnTn.-
n=1 n=1

zeUN zeUN n=1

By triangular inequality, since |zg| = 1,

N
lerr| < 27N Z ‘chnxn

zeUN n=1

. (5.17)

If 1 < g < o0, then, by Holder’s inequality,
1

3 |Sewon] < (X [Sown]) (£ )7 = (3 [Som

zeUN n=1 zeUN n=1 zeUN zeUN n=1

where % + L = 1. Therefore, by (5.17),

1=
. N
lekk| < 2_7< Z ‘ chnivn

zeUN n=1

Q> %2]\1(1_%)

q)%. (5.18)
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Note that ([5.18)) also holds for ¢ = 1, in which case it is the same as (5.17]). Taking the ¢-th power
of (5.18]), summing over k =1,..., N, and using assumption (5.16]) gives

Z‘Ckk|q<2NZZ‘ZCkn(En <2NZRQ Rq

zeUN k=1 n=1 zeUN

which is the thesis. The last line of the statement follows from (5.17) by taking the sup over
k=1,...,N. 0

Now we prove Theorem [5.14] using finite approximations of the infinite matrix representing Sp.
Recall the notation Ny = {1,2,...}.

Proof of Theorem[5.1] Let e; = (1,0,0,...), e2 = (0,1,0,...), etc., namely (e,)r = dpnx for all
k,n € Ny. For every 6 > 1, the operator Sy maps ¢? into ¢4, therefore, for every n € Ny, Spe, is
an ¢? sequence of complex numbers, say

Spen = (c1n(0), can(0), c3n(0), .. .), (5.19)

where ¢k, (0) is the k-th element of the sequence Spe,. Let N € Ny and
T = (xl,...,mN,O,O,...):anen, Z1,...,xny € U :={1,—1}. (5.20)
Since Sy is linear, by (5.19)), (5.20]) one has

N N N
Spx = SQ(anen) = an&gen =y =(y1,Y2,--.), Y 1= Z ckn @)z,  VEk € Nj.
n=1 n=1 n=1

Then

\_/
Q=

N N
(Z ‘ Z Ck (0)3:
k=1 n=1
and, by ,

(Zm\ ) < (S lwl)” = 1ol
k=1

1So|lea < Aap0® |2l = Agpf* * N

for all x1,...,zy € U, all 8 > 1. By Lemma applied with R = AabOb’“N% we get

N 1
(Z |ckk(9)|q) T < A TN (5.21)
k=1

Now assume, by contradiction, that there exists By, > 0 such that (5.15)) holds. For every
k € Ny, # > 1, one has

1

oo =
‘I—Ckk( )| —| e —Sgek k| < (Z ek—Sgek |p>p = Hek —S@@ka)

and, by (5.15),

lex — Sperller < Bapd™ =V ||eg]lea = Bapd ™=,

Since b — a > 0, there exists 0, > 1 such that Bab&:(b*a) < % Hence |1 — cpi(6:)] < % for all
k € Ni. As a consequence, |y (6.)| > 4 for all k € Ny, and

(Siwioar)' = (X 3)" = 3 o)

k=1 k=1
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From (5.21)), (5.22) it follows that
1
§N% < A0 °Nw,
namely Ni~% = Nb-a < C, where C := 2A4,460% % does not depend on N. For N — oo this gives

a contradiction, and the theorem is proved. O

Example 5.17. (Lebesgue space LP(Q,C) with |Q] < o). Let © C RY be a measurable set
of positive, finite Lebesgue measure |2|. For p € [1,00], let L?(Q,C) be the Lebesgue space of
complex-valued, measurable functions with finite norm

Julliriy = ( [ Ju@)de)” forp e Loo)  fullw oy = esssuplul

Let ap :=0,Z :=[0,d]. For a € Z, let

_1 d
Eai= Q.0 lula =10 % fullo@y,  pi= ——,

with p = oo for a = d. By Hélder’s inequality, one has

1 = o
fullo < 10475 ([ 1ul*)7 ([ 1) = fuls
Q Q

for all a,b € Z, a < b, Wherep: ﬁ, q:ﬁ, A=42 and §+
Banach spaces satisfying (2

The interpolation property . ) follows d1rectly from Holder’s 1nequahty (without using —
(2.4)): let a,b,c € Z, with a < b < ¢, and let p, := 5= a,pb ddb,pC = . Letb=Yda+(1— 19)
for some ¥ € [0, 1] Then (despite the different definition of p,, ps, p. w1th respect to Example
Pa, Db pe satisfy (5.12)), (5.13). Write |u[P* as the product [u|"Pe |u| 1 =)Pe; by Hélder’s inequality,

Julls = 12075 ([ ful?ful1=07 da )

_1
< 107855 ([ o) 7 ([ 0o ) ™ = a2l
Q Q

which is .

Like in Example the difficulty is in the construction of the smoothing operators. An
attempt is the following. Given u € Ey = L'(f2), extend it trivially to R? by setting u = 0 outside
€, then define Spu := (u * 1) o, namely the restriction to € of the convolution u * 15, with g
defined in Example

The set Eo := Ngefo,q)Pa is the space By = L*°(Q). Since Sy maps Ey = LY(Q) into By =
E; = L*°(Q), property (2.2) is satisﬁed.

The smoothing property (2.3 is also satisfied. To prove it, let a,b € Z, a < b, and let p = dda,
. By Young s convolutlon inequality, one has ||u * ¥g||re < ||u||zr||tbs]| L~ Where r satisfies

=1+ E' By rescaling, one has ||t = 04 %||¢||L-, and d(1 — 1) = b — a, whence (2.3)

= 1. Thus (E,)qez is a scale of

+
ollow

However, in general, does not hold. To show it, we consider the case in which € is the
cube [0,27]¢, so that Fourier series can be used, and we mimic the argument of Example
Assume that holds. Given 6 > 1, take an integer vector k € Z¢ with |k| > 6, and consider
the function u(z) = e***. Then, recalling , one has Sgu = 0, and, by direct calculation,
ullo = 1 for all a € [0,d] (just because |u(z)| =1 for all z). Therefore, by ([24), 1 < Ba~ =9,
this holds for all § > 1, and hence, for a < b, we have a contradiction. O

’_h”d\»—l ()
s\»—- R.‘

More on scales of Banach spaces can be found in the article [20] of Krein and Petunin, and in
the book [10] of Caps.
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