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SMOOTH CONVEX EXTENSIONS OF CONVEX FUNCTIONS

DANIEL AZAGRA AND CARLOS MUDARRA

ABSTRACT. Let C' be a compact convex subset of R", f : C — R be a convex function, and m €
{1,2,...,00}. Assume that, along with f, we are given a family of polynomials satisfying Whitney’s
extension condition for C™, and thus that there exists FF € C™(R"™) such that ' = f on C. It is
natural to ask for further (necessary and sufficient) conditions on this family of polynomials which
ensure that F' can be taken to be convex as well. We give a satisfactory solution to this problem in
the case m = oo, and make some remarks about the case of finite m > 2. For a solution to a similar
problem in the case m =1 (even for C not necessarily convex), see [11 2, [3].

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Let C be a closed subset of R"”, and m € N. The famous Whitney Extension Theorem [29] provides
a necessary and sufficient condition (W™) for a function f : C — R and a family of polynomials
P, :R" — R, of degree(P,) < m and such P,(y) = f(y) for every y € C, to admit a C" extension F
to all of R™ such that J;'F' = P, for each y € C, where J;"F' denotes the Taylor polynomial of order
m of F at y. Whitney’s condition (WW™) can be reformulated by saying that

(1.1) 5lim+ pm (K, 6) = 0 for each compact subset K of C,
—0
where we denote
D/P,(z) — D' P.
p16.8) =sup { I DO oz e 0 <y -2l <

If this condition is met, then Whitney’s theorem provides us with a function F' € C™(R"™) such that
DIF(y) = DIP,(y) for every j = 0,...,m and y € C; see [L1, Theorem 3.1.14, p. 225] for instance.
The converse is trivially true.

In the case m = oo, Whitney’s theorem states that if we are given a family of polynomials
{P,)"}yecmenuqoy such that Py(y) = f(y) and for every k > j the polynomial Pj is the Taylor
polynomial of order j at y of the polynomial P; (let us call such a family a compatible family of poly-
nomials for C* extension of a function f defined on C'), and if for each m € N the subfamily {P;” tyec
satisfies Whitney’s condition (LI]), then there is a function F' € C*°(R") such that PJ* = J'F, for
every y € C and m € N. Again, the converse is obviously true.

In recent years there has been great interest in solving Whitney-type extension problems for
functions rather than jets, in constructing continuous linear extension operators with nearly opti-
mal norms, and in extending these results to other spaces of functions such as Sobolev spaces, see
[19, @, (5, 12] T3] 6, 14} 24] 211, 15, 25| 8] and the references therein.

Returning to Whitney’s theorem, it is natural to wonder what further conditions (if any) on those
families of polynomials would be necessary and sufficient to ensure that F' can be taken to be convex
whenever f is convex. Besides its basic character, one should expect that a solution to this problem
would find interesting applications in problems of differential geometry (see [16] and the references
therein, and also [I, Theorem 1.8]), and of partial differential equations (such as the Monge-Ampere
equations).
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Let us begin by making a couple of general observations concerning solvability of our extension
problem.

Firstly, if C' is not assumed to be compact, it is known that our problem has a negative solution.
Indeed, there exists an unbounded closed convex subset C of R? and a C* convex function f : C' — R
which has no continuous convex extension to all of R?, see [26, Example 4]. A modification of this
example, which we will present in Section [ below, shows that the obstruction persists even if we require
that f have a strictly positive Hessian on a neighbourhood of C' (such strongly convex functions f have
smooth convex extensions to small open neighborhoods of C, but no convex extensions to R™). See
also [7, 28], which show that there are infinite-dimensional Banach spaces X, closed subspaces E C X
and continuous convex functions f : F — R which have no continuous convex extensions to X.

Secondly, if we do not require that C' be convex, then the problem gets geometrically complicated,
for the following reason. There are several possible, nonequivalent, definitions of convex functions
defined on non-convex domains (see [30] for a study of three of them) but, no matter how one defines
convexity of such functions, the problem cannot be solved just by adding further analytical conditions
on the putative Taylor polynomials of f and disregarding the global geometry of the graph of f.

To see why this is so, let us consider the following example: take any four numbers a,b,c,d € R
with a < b < 0 < ¢ < d, and define C' = {a,b,0,c¢,d} and f(z) = |x| for z € C. Since C is a five-point
set it is clear that, no matter what polynomials of degree up to k > 1 are chosen to be the differential
data of f on C, the function f will satisfy Whitney’s extension condition (W*) for every k € N. Hence
there are many C' (even infinitely many C°°) functions F with F' = f on C. But none of these F' can
be convex on R, because, as is easily checked, any convex extension g of f to R must satisfy g(z) = ||
for every = € [a,d], and therefore g cannot be differentiable at 0. This example also shows that the
most general forms of the extension problem for smooth convex functions are different in nature from
the classical Whitney extension theorem [29] (for jets) and from the Whitney extension problems (for
functions) dealt with in the mentioned papers [19, O, [5, 12} 13} 6, 14] 24 21 15, 25], which are all
of a local character (meaning that if one can obtain local solutions to the problem in question, with
a uniform control of the modulus of continuity of the derivatives, then one can also obtain global
solutions).

Fortunately, there is evidence that the geometrical obstructions present in these examples no longer
exist when C' is assumed to be compact and convex. In particular, it is clear that if f is convex on a
compact convex set C' and is C'' on a neighbourhood of C' then

(1.2) m(f)(z) :== I;leag{f(y) +(Vf(y),r —y)}

defines a Lipschitz, convex function on all of R™ which coincides with f on C' (and that, in the case
when C' has nonempty interior, m(f) happens to be the minimal convex extension of f to R™).

Therefore, at least in a first approach to the problem, it seems reasonable to assume that C' is
convex and compact, which we will do in the rest of this papeIEL and ask ourselves if our extension
problem can always be solved in this relatively simple case. Extension problems related to the one we
are dealing with have been considered by M. Ghomi [I7] and by M. Yan [30]. A consequence of their
results is that, under the assumptions that m > 2 and that f has a strictly positive Hessian on the
boundary 0C, there always exists an F' € C™(R"™) such that F' is convex and F' = f on C. See also
[16, [18], [10] for related problems.

Of course, strict positiveness of the Hessian is a very strong condition which is far from being
necessary, and it would be desirable to get rid of this requirement altogether, if possible. However,
some other assumptions must be made in its place, at least when m > 3, as already in one dimension
there are examples of C® convex functions ¢ defined on compact intervals I which cannot be extended
to C3(J) convex functions for any open interval J containing I. Such an example is g(z) = 2% — 23
defined for z € I := [0, %] This example obviously generalizes to arbitrary dimension n by considering

1Nonetheless7 in the special case m = 1, even for not necessarily convex and compact C, we have found in [I], 3]
global geometrical conditions which, along with (WW*), are necessary and sufficient for the existence of convex functions
F € C'(R") such that F' = f on C.
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for instance
(1.3) flxy,...,zp) =23+ 422 — 23, (z1,...,2,) € B(0,1/3).

In particular these examples show that the condition D2f > 0 on C is not sufficient to ensure the
existence of a convex function F' € C™(R"™) such that F' = f on C for any m > 3. Therefore, we
should look for conditions on the derivatives of f on C' (beyond D2f > 0 on C) that are necessary
and sufficient to guarantee that f has a C™ convex extension F' to all of R™.

Now, observe that any such function F will satisfy that D?F(x)(v?) > 0 for every x € R", v € S,
and therefore, if m > 2 is finite, the Taylor polynomial of the second derivative D?F at points y € C
will also satisfy

0 <D?*F(y + tw)(v?) =

75m—2
D?F(y)(v*) +t D*F(y)(w,v®) + -+ + mDmF(y)(wm_2a v*) + R (t,y, v, 0),
where B
lim M =0 uniformly on ye& C,w,veS* L
t—0+ tm—

Then we will also have

1
lim inf o <D2F(y)(1)2) 44

t—0t

tm—2

— —D"F(y)(w™ 2,0?) ) >0

A D) ) ) >

uniformly on y € C,w,v € S*'. This of course means that for every ¢ > 0 there exists . > 0 such
that

m—2

D?*F(y)(v*) +t D*F(y)(w,v*) + -+ + ﬁDmF@)(wm‘z, v?) > —et™ 2

for all y € C, v,w € S"™1, 0 < t < t.. We will abbreviate this by saying that
F satisfies condition (CW™) on C.

Therefore we obtain the following necessary condition for the solution of the convex C™ extension
problem.

Definition 1.1. Let m € N, m > 2. We will say that f, together with a family of polynomials
{P) }yec of degree up to m such that P (y) = f(y), satisfy the condition (CW™) provided that for
every € > 0 there exists t- > 0 such that

75m—2

D2P;”(y)(vz) +1 D?’P;”(y)(w,vz) +- 4 m =2

D™ P (y)(w™ ™, v?) > —et™
forallye C,v,weS" 1 0<t<t,.

We will also say that f and { P} }yec satisfy (CW™) with a strict inequality if there are some n > 0
and tog > 0 such that
tm—2

DAPP () ) + ¢ DR () wyo?) -

m pm m—2 2 m—2
D" P (y)(w™ %, v%) 2 nt

forallye C,v,we S 0<t<t.

In the case that C' has nonempty interior, the polynomials P are uniquely determined (even at
the boundary points of C') by the values of f on C, and the above condition may be reformulated as

follows
m—2

1
lim inf -5 <D2f(y)(v2) +o ﬁDmf(y)(wm‘z,vzo >0 cwm)
uniformly on y € C,w,v € S* !, understanding that D’ f denotes the derivative of order j at y of any
C™ extension of f to R™.
One might then think that for our convex extension problem, by considering the relative interior
of the convex compact set C', there would be no loss of generality in assuming that C' has nonempty

interior (and therefore considering that (CTW™) holds only for v, w in the linear span of the directions
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y —y' with y,y" € C'). However, since we are looking for convex analogues of the classical Whitney’s
extension theorem (which deals with prescribing differential data as well as extending functions) such
an approach would make us lose some valuable insight about the question as to what extent one can
prescribe values and derivatives of convex functions on a given compact convex set with empty interior.
Indeed, for a convex compact set C' with empty interior and a convex function f : C — R, there are
infinitely many convex functions F': C' — R with very different derivatives on C' and such that F = f
on C.

Let us look, for instance, at the extreme situation in which C is a singleton, say C' = {0}. One of our
main results in this paper (see Theorem below) implies that, for any given family of polynomials
P™ of degree up to m, m € N, such that Jé“Pm = P¥ whenever k < m and, for each m > 2,

tm72

D2P™(0)(v?) + -+ + L D P (0) (w2, v?)

lim inf 2 >0
t—07t tm—2
uniformly on |v| = |w| = 1, there exists a convex function F' of class C* such that the Taylor

polynomial of F' at 0 is P™. Consequently, there are infinitely many degrees of freedom in prescribing
derivatives of convex functions at a given point.

On the other hand, if C' is a convex compact set with nonempty interior (what is usually called a
convex body) and f: C' — R is a convex function which has a (not necessarily convex) C™ extension
to an open neighbourhood of C, then it is clear that f automatically satisfies D?f(x) > 0 for every
x € int(C). Conversely, if f satisfies D?f(x) > 0 for all  in the open convex set int(C), then f is
convex on int(C'), and by continuity we infer that f is also convex on C. These observations show
that if C'is a convex compact subset of R™ with nonempty interior, m € N,m > 2, and {P}" },ec is
a family of polynomials of degree up to m, then a necessary condition for the existence of a convex
function F' of class C™(R") with J;"F' = P;" for every y € C' is that

{ P, }yec satisties (W™) on C' and (CW™) on 9C, and D2P;”(y)(v2) >0 for all y € int(C),v € S" ™}
or equivalently that
{P]" }yec satisfies (W™) on C and (CW™) on 9C, and the function C' > y + P;"(y) is convex.

It is also easy to show the following.

Remark 1.2. Let f and {P;""'} cc satisfy (W) and (CW™*!) for some m > 2. Then f and
{P"}yec satisfy (CW™) too, where each P, is obtained from P;"*! by discarding its (m + 1)-
homogeneous terms.

Our first main result is as follows.

Theorem 1.3. Let C be a compact convex subset of R". Let f : C — R be a function, and let
{P]'}yec,men be a compatible family of polynomials for C> extension of f. Then f has a conver,
C° extension F' to all of R™, with J'F' = PJ* for every y € C and m € N, if and only if {Py’”}yec
satisfies (W™) and (CW™) on C, for every m € N, m > 2.

Moreover, if C has nonempty interior and f : C' — R is convex, then f has a convexr, C*° extension
F to all of R", with JJ'F = P* for everyy € C and m € N, if and only if {P}"}yec satisfies (W™)
on C, and (CW™) on OC, for every m € N, m > 2.

If m > 2 finite and n > 2, if C' has empty interior then conditions (CW™) and (W™) are not
sufficient for a convex function f : C' — R to have a C™ convex extension to R"; see Example [4.2] in
Section 4] below. However, it is conceivable that these conditions might be sufficient in the case that
C has nonempty interior. As of now, we only know that in dimension n = 1 this is indeed so, and
moreover, since in this case the boundary of C' has only two points and there are only two directions
in which to differentiate, the condition (CW™) can be very much simplified.

Proposition 1.4. Let I be a closed interval in R, and m € N with m > 2. Let f : I — R be
a convex function of class C™ in the interior of I, and assume that f has one-sided derivatives of
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order up to m, denoted by f(k)(aJr) or f(k)(b_), at the extreme points of I. Then f has a con-
vex extension of class C™(R) if and only if the first (if any) non-zero derivative which occurs in
the finite sequence {fP (b)), fE (), ..., f™(b7)} is positive and of even order, and similarly for
{f®(a®), f@(a®), ..., f™(ah)}.

The easy proof is left to the reader’s care.

In the special case that condition (C wk ) is satisfied with a strict inequality for some k, the problem
also becomes much easier to solve, because in this situation f must be convex on a neighbourhood of
C, and then we may use the following by-product of our proof of Theorem [L.3]

Proposition 1.5. Let m € N. If C C R™ is compact, and if there exists an open convex neighbourhood
U of C such that f : U — R is C™ and convex, then there exists a convex function F € C™(R"™) such
that F' = f on C.

See Section 2.9 below for more information. Let us also note that in this case f automatically
satisfies (CWP) for all the rest of p’s.

Proposition 1.6. Let m € NU {oc}, m > 2. If f € C™(R") satisfies (CW*) with a strict inequality
on OC' for some k > 2, then f satisfies (CWP) on OC for every p € {2,...,m}, if m is finite, and for
every p € N with p > 2, if m = oo.

We leave the easy verification to the reader’s care. As a straightforward consequence of Proposition
we will obtain the following.

Corollary 1.7. Let m € NU{oc}, m > 2. Let C be a convex compact subset of R"™, and let f : C' — R
be a convex function having a (not necessarily conver) C™ extension to an open neighbourhood of C.
If f and its derivatives satisfy (CWPF) with a strict inequality on C for some 2 < k < m, then there
exists a convex function F € C™(R"™) such that F = f on C.

The easiest instance of application of this corollary is of course when f has a strictly positive Hessian
on 0C, in which case we recover the aforementioned consequence of the results of M. Ghomi’s [17] and
M. Yan’s [30].

In the case m > 2 with m finite, the method of proof of Theorem [[.3] does not allow us to obtain
sufficiency of the conditions (W) and (CW™) for a function f to have a convex C™ extension. The
best we can obtain with this method is the following.

Theorem 1.8. Let C be a compact convex subset of R™. Let f : C — R be a function, m € N with
m >n+3, and let {Py’”}yec be a family of polynomials of degree less than or equal to m and such
that P"(y) = f(y) for every y € C. Assume that {P}"}yecc satisfies (W™) and (CW™). Then f has
a convex extension F € C™ ""YR™) such that JZ”_”_IF = PJ”_”_I for every y € C.

The above result is probably not optimal, at least in the case when C' has nonempty interior.
However, Example below will show that if C' has empty interior then one cannot expect to find
smooth convex extensions of jets satisfying (W) and (CW™) on C without losing at least two orders
of smoothness. On the positive side, there is a class of relatively nice convex bodies for which Theorem
[ can be very much improved.

Definition 1.9 (FIO bodies of class m). Given an integer m > 2, we will say that a subset C' of R™
is an ovaloid of class C™ if there exist M > 0 and a function ¥ : R™ — R such that
(i) ¢ is of class C™(R™).
(ii) D%*¢Y(z)(v?) > M for all x € R™ and for all v € S* 1.
(iii) C = ¢~ (—o0,1].
We will also say that a set C is (FIO™), or an FIO body of class C™, if C' is the intersection of a
finite family of ovaloids of class C™.

By restricting our attention to the class of FIO bodies, we can find convex extensions of functions
satisfying (W) and (CW™) with a loss of just one order of smoothness.
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Theorem 1.10. Let C be a convex subset of R"™. Let f : C'— R be a function, m € N with m > 3, and
let {P;”}ye(; be a family of polynomials of degree less than or equal to m and such that P;”(y) = f(y)
Jor every y € C. Assume that {P,"},cc satisfies (W™) and (CW™), and that C is (FIO™™1). Then
f has a convex extension F € C™ 1 (R"™) such that J;”_lF = Pym_1 for everyy € C.

Let us conclude this introduction with an important remark: one might wonder whether the con-
ditions (CW™) could be deduced from the condition D?f > 0 on C, at least in the case that C has
nonempty interior. The answer is negative: in view of Theorem [[LT0]and the example given in equation
(L3) above, the condition D?f > 0 on a convex body C does not imply condition (CW™) on C for
any m > 4. Furthermore, by making some straightforward calculations on can show that the function
f defined in (I3)) does not satisfy condition (CTW?3) either.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2lwe will prove Theorem [[.3] and Corollary
[L7 In Section [l we will prove Theorem [[.8 and Theorem [[L.I0l Finally, in Section @ we will make
some remarks and present some counterexamples related to extension problems for convex functions.

2. C° CONVEX EXTENSIONS

In this section we will prove Theorem [[L3l By using Whitney’s extension theorem we may and do
assume that f € C*°(R"), with Jy'f = P for all m € N and all y € C, and that f satisfies condition
(CW™) on C for every m € N. We may also assume that f has a compact support contained in
C + B(0,2).

2.1. Idea of the proof. Let us give a rough sketch of the proof so as to guide the reader through
the inevitable technicalities. We warn the reader, however, that what we now say we are going to do
is not exactly what we will actually do. Our proof could be rewritten to match this sketch exactly,
but at the cost of adding further technicalities, which we do not feel would be pertinent.

This proof has two main parts. In the first part we will estimate the possible lack of convexity of
f outside C: by using the conditions (CW"™), a Whitney partition of unity, and some ideas from the
proof of the Whitney extension theorem in the C* case, we will construct a function n € C*°(R) such
that n > 0, n71(0) = (—o0, 0], and miny,—; D*f(x)(v?) > —n (d(x,C)) for every = € R™.

In the second part of the proof we will compensate the lack of convexity of f outside C with the
construction of a function ¢ € C*°(R™) such that ¢ > 0, ¢»~1(0) = C, and minj,—; D*¢(z)(v?) >
2n (d(xz,C)). Then, by setting F' := f + 1 we will conclude the proof of Theorem .3l

There are many ways to construct such a function . The essential point is to write C' as an
intersection of a family of half-spaces, and then to make a weighted sum, or an integral, of suitable
convex functions composed with the linear forms that provide those half-spaces. If the sequence of
linear forms is equi-distributed, in the weighted sum approach, or if one uses a measure equivalent to
the standard measure on S™ !, in the integral approach, then the different functions ¢ produced by
these methods will have equivalent convexity properties. See [4] for an instance of the weighted sum
approach, and [18] Proposition 2.1] for the integral approach.

Of course our situation is more complicated than that of these references, as we need to find
quantitative estimations of the convexity of ¥ outside C' which are strong enough to outweigh our
previous estimations of the lack of convexity of f outside C. It turns out that, in the present C*° case,
this goal can be achieved with either method of construction of 1. Here we will follow the integral
approach of Ghomi’s in [I8, Proposition 2.1], as it will lead us to easier calculations.

2.2. First lower estimates for the Hessian of f: the numbers {r,,},,. We next show how the
assumption of conditions (CW™) for every m > 2 implies a lower bound for the Hessian of f in terms
of the distance to C.

Lemma 2.1. For every m € N, with m > 2, there exists a number r,, > 0 such that, whenever
d(z,C) < rp, we have

D?f(x)(v?) > —d(z,C)™ 2  for every v e S"L
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Proof. Fix m € N, with m > 2, z € R*\ C and v € S*"!. Let y be the unique point of C' with the
property that d(z,C) = |z — y|. Set ¢t := d(z,C) and w = (x — y)/|x — y|. By Taylor’s Theorem, we
can write

75m—2

Df(@)(4?) =DP10)(6?) + ¢ D)0, 02) -+ + e D (1) (02 07)
m—2
b (D7 + s ™) = D) ™).

for some s € [0,t]. Since f satisfies the condition (CW™), there exists a positive number 7,,, indepen-
dent of y,v and w, such that

m—2

_ D2 f(y)(v?) + rD*f(y)(w, v?) + - + (=g D" f () (W™ 2, v?) 1
inf — > —c
0<r<rm rm 2
Thus, if 0 < t < r,y,, then
2 2 tm? tm? m m-2 2 m m-2 2
D f(x)(v%) = = + [D™ f(y + sw)(w™ ™=, v?) = D™ f(y) (W™=, v7)] .
2 (m—2)!
On the other hand, if s € [0, ], we can write
D™ f(y + sw)(w™?,v?) = D™ f(y)(w™ ™ v?) < D™ f(z + sw) — D" f(y)];
where we denote || Al := sup,, cgn-1 |A(u1,...,un)|, for every m-linear form A on R". Moreover, the
above term is smaller than or equal to
em(t) = sup D™ f(z) = D™ f()]I-
{zeR",2'€dC, |z—2'|<t}
Since D™ f is uniformly continuous, there exists 7/, > 0 such that, if 0 < 7 < 7/, then &,,(r) < % (in
fact we have lim,_,o+ £, (r) = 0). Therefore, assuming 0 < ¢t < min{r,,7,,}, we obtain
5 5 tm—2 Z€m—2 5
D > - () > —tm2,
F@0) 2 =55 = menlt) =
O

2.3. A Whitney partition of unity on (0,+oc0). For all k € Z, we define the closed intervals

3.1 9
Ik — [2k’2]€+1], I;; — |:Z2k7 §2k+1:| .

Obviously (0,400) = Uyey Ix- Notice that I, and I} have the same midpoint and ((I}) = 3€(Iy),
where £(I}) = 2% denotes the length of I;. In other words, the interval I & is I, expanded by the factor
3/2.

Proposition 2.2. The intervals Iy, I} satisfy the following.
1. Ift € I}, then

3 9
— <t< - .
1 k) <t = (L)
2. If I, and I} are not disjoint, then
1
5 k) < €I;) < 26(1k).

3. Given any t > 0, there exists an open neighbourhood Uy C (0,+00) of t such that Uy intersects
at most 2 intervals of the collection {I}}iez.-
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This is a special case of the decomposition of an open set in Whitney’s cubes, see [27, Chapter
VI for instance. In the one dimensional case things are much simpler and, for instance, it is easy to
see that one may replace the number N = 12 in [27, Proposition VI.1.2, p. 169] with the number 2.
Anyhow, dealing with the number 12 instead of 2 would have no harmful effect in our proof.

In what follows we will not invoke the explicit definition of the intervals Iy, I}, as we will only need
the properties mentioned in Proposition Thus we may relabel the families {I;}; and {I}},
k € Z, as sequences indexed by k € N, writing {I};>1 and {I}}r>1. For every k > 1, we will
denote by t; and £ the midpoint and the length of Iy, respectively.

Next we recall how to define a Whitney partition of unity subordinated to the intervals I;. Let us
take a bump function g € C*°(R) with 0 <y <1, fp =1 on [-1/2,1/2]; and g =0 on R\ (-3, 3).
For every k, we define the function 0 by

Qk(t)zeo <t_tk>, teR.
Oy,

It is clear that 6, € C*°(R), that 0 < 65, < 1, that 6, =1 on I}, and that 6, = 0 outside int(I}).

Now we consider the function ® = 3", ., 6y defined on (0, +00). Using Proposition [2.2] every point
t > 0 has an open neighbourhood which is contained in (0, +00) and intersects at most two of the
intervals {I} }1. Since supp(fy) C I}, the sum defining ® has only two terms and therefore ® is of class
C°. For the same reason, ®(t) = ZI;at 0r(t) < 2, for t > 0. On the other hand, every ¢t > 0 must be
contained in some I, where the function 6;, takes the constant value 1, so we have 1 < & < 2. These
properties allow us to define, on (0, +00), the functions 0} = %. These are C*° functions satisfying
Yebr=1,0<6; <1, and supp(f;) C I;. Less elementary, but crucial, is the following property; see
[29, 27] for a proof.

Proposition 2.3. For every j € NU {0}, there is a positive constant A; such that
(67) D (t)] < Aﬂ;j for every t >0, k€ N.

2.4. The sequence {0,}, and the function e. Let us consider the numbers r,, of Lemma 21 We
can easily construct a sequence {d,}, of positive numbers satisfying

i 1
0p <min ¢ rp40, W for p > 1,

Op—
6;,,<pT1 for p > 2.

Of course the sequence {d,}, is decreasing to 0. Now, for every k we define a positive integer 7 as
follows. In the case that £ > §;, we set 7, = 1. In the opposite case, £} < 1, we take -, as the unique
positive integer for which
5»%4_1 </t < 5»%.

Finally let us define

() = { D1 tROL(E) if >0,

' 0 if £ <0.

In the following lemma we show that ¢ is of class C°° on R and satisfies an additional technical property
which will be important in Section 2.7

Lemma 2.4. The function € satisfies the following properties.
(1) € is of class C®(R) and satisfies €9)(0) = 0 for every j € NU{0}.
(2) If 0 <t <44 and g € N are such that 5441 <t < o4 and % < s <t, then £(2s) > 1at2,

Proof. For the first statement, we immediately see that e=1(0) = (—oc,0], that € > 0 on (0, +00) and
that ¢ € C*°(R \ {0}). In order to prove the differentiability of € at ¢ = 0 and that all the derivatives
of ¢ at t = 0 are 0, it is sufficient to show that for all j € NU {0},
) (¢
R il O

t—0t+ t
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To check this, fix j € NU {0} and > 0 and take

~ . n .
t] = min {m,5]+5} s Where B] = maX{Al : 0 é l é j}

Recall that the numbers A; are those given by Proposition 23l Let 0 < t < 5 Since {d,}p is
decreasing, we can find a unique positive integer ¢ such that 6,41 <t < ;. Because t < ;15 < 41, we
must have ¢ > j 4+ 4. Now, if % is such that ¢ € I}/, Proposition tells us that

4
b < gt <2t < 25j+5 < (51,
and using the definition of %, we have
4
Oppi1 <4 < §t <2t <204 < Og—1-

The above inequalities imply that v + 1 > ¢ — 1, that is 4 > ¢ — 1. In particular v > j + 3. On the
other hand, using Proposition again, we obtain

4t t Og+
5'Yk>€k>§>_ T>5q+3,

S

and hence v < g + 2.
If we use Leibniz’s Rule, we obtain

J . I
s(j)(t) - Z Z (;) %(m)(el’;)(j—l)(z&)j

E>11=0
and since v, > j + 3 if t € I}, we can write

SR Oty

I;>t 1=0

< ZZJ A

I3t 1=0

Now, by Proposition 2.2lwe know that £ > %t > 14 Moreover, because v, < g+2, we have ;! < (g+2)!
and the last sum is smaller than or equal to

l=j

J
t
, —1-1
> Y (g +2) e Ajt =

I3t 1=0

Writing ¢ ——1 = 247 =1=3 < ¢ g t%~1=3  this sum is smaller than or equal to

ZZ] (q+2)1to, 134, z—< 47§\ B; qu+2|5 pe=i=3 | 4.

I;>t 1=0 I;>t 1=0

Bearing in mind that ¢ < 645 < 1 and vy, > j + 3, we must have t7%—3=3 < 1. By construction of the
sequence {d,}, we have that (¢ + 2)! §, < 1, and using that the sum ) L5t has at most 2 terms, we
obtain '
9 (@)
t
This completes the proof of (1).
Let us now prove (2). First of all, observe that d,41 <t < 2s < 2t < 2§, < d4—1, and in particular
q > 3. Let us suppose that 2s € I;. Using Proposition 2.2]

<Y (j+1)j12B;t <4 (j+ 1) 2B;t; <.

4
5»%4_1 </, < 5(28) < 2(28) < 25,1_1 < 5q_2,

that is 7 > g — 2. If we use Proposition again,

4(2s) > (2s) < Og+1

(5-yk>€k2 1 = 1

> 5q+37

and then v, < ¢+ 2.
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Finally, notice that 2s < 2t < §,_1 < 1 < 1, and due to the fact that v, < ¢+ 2 if 2s € I}/, we have
that (2s)9t2 < (2s)7. Therefore we obtain the desired inequality,

12 < (2)7F2 = D 7 (25)71205(25) < > (25)%65(25) = £(25).
I;:>2s I>2s
O
2.5. The function . Next we will modify the function constructed by Ghomi in [I8, Proposition

2.1] so that we can obtain fine quantitative estimates for its Hessian which compensate the lack of
convexity of f off of C (see Lemma 2.7 below). We begin by defining

e(2t) .
é(t): t"+3 1ft>0
0 if t <O0.

Since e € C™(R), with €U)(0) = 0 for all j € NU {0}, we have that £ € C*®(R) and ) (0) = 0 for all
j € NU{0} as well. Now, let us consider the function
_ fg Jo é(r)drds ift>0
9(t) = 0 if £ < 0.
It is clear that g € C*®°(R) and ¢ (0) = 0 for all j € NU {0}. In addition, g~'(0) = (—o0,0] and
g"(t) = &(t) > 0 for all ¢ > 0. In particular, g is convex on R and positive, with a strictly positive
second derivative, on (0, +00). We may assume that 0 € C.
Now, for every vector w € S"7!, define h(w) = max.cc(z,w), the support function of C (for
information about support functions of convex sets, see [23] for instance). We also define the function
b: S"IxR" — R

It is easy to see that, for every w = (wy,...,w,) € S* ! and every multi-index o, we have
8&
——ow,) = 1D (. w) — h(w)w®, where W =wf - wi

Also observe that (z,w) < h(w) for every x € C, w € S"~!. Therefore, the properties of g and its
derivatives imply that ¢(w, ) is a function of class C°°(R™) whose derivatives of every order and itself
vanish on C, for every w € S"~1. It is also easy to check that the function ¢(w, -), being a composition
of a convex function with a non-decreasing convex function, is convex as well.

Finally, we define the function ¢ : R®™ — R as follows:

o(z) = ¢(w,x) dw for every x € R™.
Snfl
Again it is easy to check that p~1(0) = C and ¢ is convex. Because ¢(w, ) is of class C°(R"), the
derivatives (w,x) — %qﬁ(w, ) are continuous for every multi-index o, and because S"~! is compact,
it follows from standard results on differentiation under the integral sign that the function ¢ is of
class C*°(R™) as well and that 0%p(y) = 0 for every y € C and every multi-index . In other words,
Jy'p = 0 for all m € NU {0} and all y € C. One can also check easily that

D?p(x)(v?) = / g"((z,w) — h(w))(w,v)? dw for every =z € R", ve S L
Sn—1

2.6. Selection of angles and directions. Given x € R"\ C and v € S"~! we will now find a region
W = W (x,v) of S"~! of sufficient volume (depending only, and conveniently, on d(z,C)) on which we
have good lower estimates for ¢”({z,w) — h(w))(w,v)?. This will involve a careful selection of angles
and directions.

Fix a point € R™\ C, let x¢ be the metric projection of x onto the compact convex C, and define

1 d(z,0)

2.1 z = —(T — = - .
(2.1) “ |z — z¢ (z-wc) and a d(z,C) 4 diam(C)
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Lemma 2.5. We have that d(z,C) = (x,uy) — h(ug) and
(2, C) > (2, w) — h(w) > %d(x,C)
for all w € S"™! such that wu, € [%, % ].

Here w u; denotes the length of the shortest geodesic (or angle) between w and u, in S"~1.

Proof. The fact that (z,uz) — h(uy) = d(z,C) is a straightforward consequence of the definition of h
and u,. For the second part, given w € S~ ! with w u, € [Oé—”, O‘—z’”], let us denote § = w u,. Since C
is compact, we can find z € C such that h(w) = (z,w). Using that (x,u;) — h(u;) = |x — z¢| and

|lw — u,| < 6, we have
(z,w) — h(w) = (2,0 — ug) + |z — zo| + h(uz) — h(w)

(x, w—um>+|x—$c|+<z Uy — W)

v

=(r—z,w—uy) + |z — 20|

> — (diam(C) + |z — z¢|) 0 + |z — 2|
> — (diam(C) + |z — z¢|) % + |z — ¢
= Sle -0
= 5 r—xc|.
The other inequality, d(x,C) > (x,w) — h(w), follows immediately from the definition of h. O

Next we find the region W we need.

Lemma 2.6. Given any v € S"~ ! with (ug,v) > 0, there exists a vector wg = wo(z,v) € S*~! such
that the set
W={weS" ' : wwp € [0,%]}
satisfies the following.
(1) For every w € W we have ug w € [%, %] .
(2) For every w € W we have (w,v) > sin(%).
(3) volgn—1 (W) >V (n)a?L, where V(n) > 0 is a constant depending only on the dimension n.

Proof. We prove (1) and (2) at the same time by studying two cases separately.

Case 1. u; # v. Take an wq in the unit circle of the plane spanned by the vectors u, and v, in such a
way that wo uy = 51—2, and that the arc in that circle joining u, with wy has the same orientation as
the arc joining u, with v. Set W = {w € S"™ : wwp € [0, 4]} and let w € W. Bearing in mind that
the angles shorter than 7 give the usual intrinsic distance in S”~!, we may use the triangle inequality

for this distance in order to estimate

— _— _—_ b« o

Uy W < Uy Wo + Wo W < — B +ﬁ =5

W T - wew > o 0= %
that is, u; w € [%, %] . It only remains to see that (w,v) > sin(%) for all w € W. It is easy to verify
vwy < 5 — 5{3‘21 and, then, for every w € W, we have

wo<wwy+wov < — +7T_5ozx:z_%.

- 12 2 12 2 3
Therefore (w,v) = cos(wv) > cos(§ — %) = sin(%).
Case 2. u, = v. Pick wy € S*! such that wy uy = 5{’2”” With the same estimations as in Case 1 we
obtain u, w € [%, %], and hence (w,v) = (w, u,) > cos (%) > sin (%) for every w € W.

Let us now prove (3). The set W is a hyperspherical cap, and its volume is given by

g /12
volgn-1 (W) = VOI(S"_2)/ sin"~%(B3)dB,
0
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where vol(S"~2) = 2 in the special case n = 2. For those angles 3 such that 0 < 3 < % <3, itis
clear that sin 8 > % B, and therefore

g /12
volgn-1(W) > vol(S"_Q)/ (38)"72dB =V (n)a2™"; where
0

vol(S"2)
12(n — 1)(24)"2

V(n) =

for every n > 2.
O

2.7. Convexity of f + 1 on a neighbourhood of C. Now, using the constant V' (n) obtained in
Lemma 2.6 (3), define

- V(n)
€)= 350 T dam(C)) T

Lemma 2.7. With the notation of Section [2.]), let us define r := d4 and consider the function H =
[+ %gﬁ defined on R™. Then, for every x € R™\ C such that t := d(x,C) < r, and for every
v € S" L we have

D?H (z)(v?) > 9,
where q is the unique positive integer such that dg41 <t < dy.

Proof. Fix z,t,v,q as in the statement. Since D?H (z)(v?) = D?H(x)((—v)?), we may suppose that
(v,ug) > 0, where u, is that of (2.). Consider the set W = W(x,v) as in Lemma By the
construction of ¢, we have

(2.2) D2p(z)(v?) = /Sn1 E({x, w) — h(w)){w,v)? dw > /W E({z, w) — h(w)){w,v)* dw > 0.

For every w € W, Lemma 28] (1) says that wu, € [%, %] ; where a is that of (ZI). According to
Lemma [25], we have

% <A{z,w) — h(w) <t <
Thus we obtain from Lemma 2.4 (2) that
N 2({x,w) — h(w tat2 tat2 t4
@Y ellaw =) = LI > o > o =

On the other hand, (w,v) > sin(%) for every w € W, by virtue of Lemma (2). By combining the
inequalities (2.2]) and (2.3]), we get
e o
2 2 .92 T
(2.4) Dp(x)(v°) > TSI <?) volgn—1(W).
Since o, < 1, we obviously we have sin(%) > 9. Also, bearing in mind that t < r = §, < 1, it is
clear that

t t
= > .
t +diam(C) ~ 1+ diam(C)
In addition, Lemma (3) gives us volgn—1(W) > V(n)a”~!. Combining these inequalities with (2.4])
we obtain

(2.5) D?p()(v?)

Qg

t4 tn+1
>
— 71 36(1 + diam(C))nH+L

Finally, by the construction of the sequence {d,},, (see Section 2.4) we have d(z,C) =t < §; < re4o.
According to Lemma 2.0] we obtain the inequality

D? f(z)(v?) > —t5;

V(n) = C(n)td.

which, in combination with (2.5]), yields

Dmum%=D%mw%+§%D%ww%24uuﬂ:ﬂ
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O

Since J;'¢ = 0 for y € C and each m € NU {0}, we have proved that H is of class C**(R"), H = f
on C, J'H = J'f = PJ" for every y € C' and every m € N, and H has a strictly positive Hessian on
the set {x e R": 0 < d(x,C) <r}.

2.8. Conclusion of the proof: convexity of f + 1 on R". In order to complete the proof of
Theorem [[3] we only have to change the function H slightly.

Lemma 2.8. There exists a number a > 0 such that the function F := f + ap is of class C*°(R™),
concides with f on C, satisfies J'F = B for every y € C, m € N, is conver on R", and has a
strictly positive Hessian on R™\ C'.

Proof. Let us denote ¢ = %90. We recall that f = 0 outside C' + B(0,2). Take r > 0 as in Lemma

27 Since C, = {x € R" : r < d(z,C) < 2} is a compact subset where 1 has a strictly positive
Hessian (cf. ([2.2])), and using again that f has compact support, we can find M > 1 such that

LS ID@ESM d et D) 2 7
Let us take A =2M? and F = f + A. If d(x,C) <7 and v € S"~! we have, by Lemma [27] that
D?F(2)(v*) = 2M*D*) () (v*) + D*f(2)(v*) > D*(x)(v*) + D f(x)(v*) > 0.
In the case when d(z,C) € [r, 2], given any |v| = 1, we easily see that
D?F(z)(v?) = 2M2D?y(x)(v?) + D*f(2)(v?*) > 2M — M = M > 0.
Finally, in the region {z : d(x,C) > 2}, we have that f = 0. Hence
D?F(z)(v*) = 2M?*D*y(x)(v*) > 0.

Therefore, in any case, by setting a = 2A4/C(n), we get that F' = f+ Ay = f+ap is of class C*°(R"),
satisfies F'(y) = f(y) and J;"F' = P, for every y € C, m € N, and has a positive Hessian on R™ \ C.
Since f is convex on C' and F' is differentiable, this is easily seen to imply that F' is convex on all of
R™. O

2.9. Proof of Corollary [I.7. An obvious variation of the proof of the above lemma shows Proposition
On the other hand Proposition can easily be used to show Corollary [[L7l Indeed, we have

k=2
D2f(y)(1)2) +1 Dgf(y)(w7v2) et (lﬁ — 2)|Dkf(y)(wk_2avz) > T,tk_2
for all y € C, w,v € S"1, 0 < t < ty and, also, by Taylor’s theorem and uniform continuity of D™ f,
Df(y + tw)(v?) =
75m—2
D*f(y)(v?) +t D*f(y)(w, v*) + -~ + mDmf(y)(wm_2,U2) + R(t,y, v, w),
where
lim M_’;’w) =0 uniformly on ye C,w,veS" L
t—0+ tm

We may assume to < 1. Then we may also find t{, € (0,ty) such that Ry, (t,y,v,w) > —Zt™2 for all
yeC,w,veS" 0<t <ty and it follows that

D2f(y + tw)(v?) > gtm—Q

for all y € C, w,o € S*1, 0 < ¢t < t). This implies that D?f(z) > 0 whenever d(z,C) < t,
and therefore that f is convex on U := {z € R" : d(z,C) < t{}. Corollary [L7 then follows from
Proposition
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3. C™ CONVEX EXTENSIONS FOR m > 2 FINITE

We start this section with the proof of Theorem [[L8 We may assume that C is a compact convex
subset of R” and f : R™ — R is of class C™(R™), m > n + 3, with support contained on C' + B(0, 2),
and such that f satisfies condition (CW™) on C. We will split the proof into several subsections.

3.1. The function w.

Lemma 3.1. There exists a non decreasing continuous function w : [0,+00) — [0, +00) with w(0) =0
and such that

D2 f(x)(v*) > —w(d(z,C))d(z,C)™ 2 for all x€R" ve S

Proof. Let us define

D2 2 . szle m—2’ 9
Qm(t,y,v,w) == Fy)@)+--+ if:;?z). f(y)(w v ),
Em(t) = sup |D™f(z) — Dmf(z’)||,

{z€R™, 2’€0C, |z—2'|<t}

for all t > 0,y € C, v,w € S*'. Condition (CW™) together with the uniform continuity of D™ f
imply that, for every positive integer p, there exists 7, > 0 such that

1

(3.1) Qult,y,v,w) > ——  and cult) < o

2p

for every y € 0C, v,w € S* 1 and 0 < t < rp. We may suppose that the sequence {rp},>1 is decreasing
to 0. Since the derivatives of f up to order m are bounded on R™ we can find a constant M > 1 such
that

3.2 em(t) — Qm(t,y,v,w) < M forall yedC, v,weS" ! t>r.
(

Now, given € R"\ C and v € S"!, we denote by y the metric projection of z onto C, w :=
(x —y)/|x —y| and t := d(x,C). By Taylor’s theorem and the definition of @,, and &,,, we have

D2f(3§‘)(212) > tm_sz(tv Y, v, U)) - tm_2€m(t) = _tm_2 (Em(t) - Qm(t7 Y, 0, w)) .
We define w : [0, +00) — [0,400) by setting

1

w(0) =0, W(Tp)zlfl p>2, w(r)=M,

w affine on each [rpi1,7p] p>1, w(t)=M t>r.

It is easy to check that w is a non-decreasing continuous function such that w(t) > % for every t > rp1q
and every p > 2, and that w(t) > 1 for every t > ro. Using inequalities ([B.I]) and (3.2 we deduce that

D?f(z)(v?) > —Mt™ 2 for t>nr

1
D?f(x)(v?) > _Etm_2 for t<r, peN.

By the properties of w we conclude

D?f(x)(v?) > —w(d(z,C))d(z,C)" % for every x€R"™ veS" L
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3.2. The function ¢. Using the function w of Lemma [3I] we introduce two new functions

() = fg OtQ e Otm’"’l w2m " 28)ds dtyy 1 -dty  if >0
9 0 if t<0,

o(x) = /Snl g({(z,w) — h(w)) dw, x€R"™

Since w is continuous, the function g is of class C™~"~1(R) with ¢g(*)(0) = 0 for every 1 < k < m—n—1.
The same arguments and calculations as in Section 2.5 allow us to deduce that ¢ is of class C™ "1 (R")
with ¢~1(0) = C and J;”_"_lgp =0 for all y € C. It is also easy to see

(3.3) D2p(z)(v?) = /S”l ¢"((z,w) — h(w))(v,w)?dw for all z € R", v e S 1

3.3. Conclusion of the proof of Theorem [I.8. Let x € R™\ C be such that t := d(z,C) < 1 and
let v € S*~!. With the same calculations as in the proof of Lemma 2.7 and bearing in mind that ¢” is
nondecreasing, we obtain from (B.3]) that

(8:4) Dip(a)(v%) 2 V:’fg ) (1 + di;m(0)>n+l 4 <%> ’

where V(n) > 0 is the constant given by Lemma (3). Let us now estimate ¢”(¢/2). By the con-
struction of g we have

t t/2 to tm—n—3
g’ <—> :/ / / w(Zm_"_zs)ds dtpy—p_3 - dts,
2 o Jo 0

where, in the special case m = n + 3, the above expression means ¢”(t/2) = w(t). Using that w is
nonnegative and nondecreasing we can write

¢ t/2 to tm—n—3
q" <—> > / / / wW(2™"28)ds dtpy—p_3 - - - dio
2 t/a Jo 0

t t/4 t2 tmfnf4
> Z/ / / W(2™ T 28)ds dtpy—p_g - - - dty
0 0 0

t t t/8 12 tm—n—5
> 1 g/ / / w(2m_"_2s)d8 dty—n—s - - - dty
0 0 0
t ot t t tm—n=3
Z Z g o om—n—3 ’ 2m—n—2w(t) = 22+3+...+(m_n_2)w(t)‘

By plugging this estimation in (8.4), we obtain
D?p(z)(v?) > k(n,m,C)t™2w(t), where

o V(n)
k(n,m, C) = 36 - 22+3+ - +(m=n=2)(1 4 diam(C))+1’

On the other hand, Lemma B.] implies that

D?f(z)(v?) > —w(t)t™ 2,
Therefore, the function ¥ = f + ch satisfies D%(z)(v?) > 0 on the neighbourhood {x € R" :
d(z,C) < 1} of C, with a strict inequality whenever 0 < d(x,C) < 1. We also have that the function
1 is of class C™ "~ 1(R"), with f = 1) on C and J;”_"_lzb = J;”_"_lf for all y € C. Finally, using the
same argument as in Section 2.8, we can construct a convex function F' € C™ "~}(R") with F = f
on C and J;”_"_lF = J;”_"_lf for all y € C. The proof of Theorem [I.8 is now complete. O

In the rest of the section we will give the proof of Theorem [0l
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3.4. Sublevel sets of strongly convex functions. Here we gather some elementary properties of
ovaloids that we will need in the proof of Theorem [[.I0.

Proposition 3.2. Suppose that ¢ : R™ — R is a convex function of class C™(R™), with m > 2, such
that there exists a constant M > 0 with D*(x)(v?) > M for all z € R™ and for all v € S*~L. If we
denote C' = 1~ (—00, 1], then the following is true.
(1) C is a convexr compact set, 0C = {x € R" : ¢(x) =1} and int(C) = {x € R" : ¢(z) < 1}.
(2) If int(C) = 0, then C is a singleton.
If we further assume that int(C) # 0 then we also have:

(3) Vi does not vanish on OC and OC' is a one-codimensional manifold of class C™.

(4) If x ¢ C and xc € OC is such that |x — xc| = d(z,C), then Vi(x¢) and x — x¢ are paralell
and outwardly normal to OC at the point xc.

(5) There is a constant 5 > 0 such that

Y(x) — 1> Bd(x,C) for every z € R"™\C.

Proof. Properties (1) — (4) are well-known facts about strongly convex functions of class C™. Perhaps
only property (5) requires an explanation. The compactness of JC together with (3) implies that
infypc [Vip| > S for some B> 0. If z ¢ C, and z¢ € 9C is such that | — z¢| = d(x, C), the convexity
of ¢ yields

() — 1 =9(@) —dlzc) =2 (Vi(zc),z — ).
According to (4), the last term coincides with |V (zc)||z — z¢| > Bd(x, C). O

By using well-known properties of the Minkowski functional of a convex set, one can easily show
the following.

Proposition 3.3. If C = ﬂévzl C, where each Cy, is a convex and bounded subset of R™ with int(C') #
0 we have

R

< < — n

A, d(z,Cy) < d(z,C) < " 12}%de($,€1€) for all x e R",
C

where r, R > 0 are such that B(zg,7) € C C B(wg, R) and x¢ € int(C).

3.5. Proof of Theorem If aset C'is (FIO™), (see Definition [[.9]), then either C' has nonempty
interior or C is a single point. In the case that C is a singleton, say C' = {yo}, we can easily modify
Sections and B3] so as to construct a C™(R") convex function F' such that Jiy ' = Py, provided
that the polynomial P, satisfies condition (CW™). We may thus suppose that C' has nonempty
interior.

Fix m € N with m > 3. Suppose that C is (FIO™~!) with nonempty interior and let f € C™(R")
be a function satisfying (CW™) on C. According to Definition [[LO, we can write C' = ﬂ;vzl Cj so
that, for each 1 < j < N, there exist a number M; > 0 and a function ; : R — R of class
C™~1(R™) such that C; = 1/1]-_1(—00,1] and D?*¥;(x)(v?) > M; for all z € R and v € S" L. Let
us denote M = min{M; : 1 < j < N}. By Proposition B2, for each j € {1,...,N}, the set
C; is a convex compactum and there is a constant 3; > 0 with ¢;(x) — 1 > B;d(z,C;) whenever
z ¢ C;. Set B = min{f; : 1 < j < N}. Using Proposition B3] we obtain some L > 0 such that
d(z,C) < Lmaxi<j<n d(z,C;) for all z € R™. In conclusion, we have found positive constants L, 3, M
satisfying

< . n,
(3.5) d(z,C) < L 121%}5\/ d(z,Cj) forall zeR"
(3.6) Pi(x) —1> Bd(z,C;) forall z¢Cj, 1<j<N;

(3.7) D*j(z)(v*) > M forall z€R", vesS" ! 1<j<N.



SMOOTH CONVEX EXTENSIONS OF CONVEX FUNCTIONS 17

Let w : [0,4+00) — [0,+00) be as in Lemma 3] and define the functions

B j‘ot 0t2 e fgm—l w (2m—28) ds dtm—l . dtQ lf >0
- 0 it ¢ <0,

h(t) =g(LB7't), teR,
N
p(z) = Z h(;(z) —1), = €R™

It is clear that g € C™ 1(R) with g*)(0) = 0 for all 0 < k < m — 1. By the definition of the 1;’s and
g, we have that ¢=1(0) = C and ¢ € C™ }(R"). It is routine to check that 0%p(y) = 0 for all y € C
and |a| < m — 1, and therefore J;"’_lcp = 0 for all y € C. Now consider a point x € R” \ C' and a

direction v € S"~1. A simple calculation and the fact that h” > 0 lead us to

Dp(z)(v?) = Y B'(1hj(x) — 1)(Ve; (x +Zh’ (¥;(z) — 1)D*;(x) (v?)

We deduce from (3.7)) that
N N
Dp(z)(v?) = Y W (¥(x) — DD*¢;(x)(v?) = MY W (¢;(z) — 1).
=1 j=1
N d(z,C,

Now we consider an index j := j, such that d(z,C;) = maxi<i< ;). Observe that = ¢ C; as

x € R™\ C. This implies that ¢;(x) > 1 and therefore
(3.8) D¥p(x)(v*) = MH (v(x) = 1) = MLB™ g/ (LB~ (5 (x) = 1)).
Using the inequalities (B.6]) and (B.5]) and the choice of j, we obtain
¥i(z) — 1> Bd(z,C;) > BL™ d(z,C),
which in turn implies

gL~ (¢i(x) —1)) 2 ¢(d(z,C)) = ¢'(t), where t:=d(z,C).

Because w is nonnegative and nondecreasing, we can easily write

t t2 t'm72
gt > / / / w(2™725)ds dtyy_o - - - dts
t/2J0 0
t t/2 to tm—3
> —/ / / w(2™728)ds dty_3 - - - dts
2Jo Jo 0
t ot t t tm—2

257 g3 gm2?®) = simmr ey @)

By plugging this estimation in ([B.8]) we get

MLB™!
91+2+3++(m—2) °

D2?p(x)(v?) > MLA ¢ (t) = k(n,m,C)t"™ 2w(t), where k(n,m,C)=

On the other hand, since f : R™ — R satisfies the condition (CW™) on C, then the inequality of
Lemma [3.1] holds for f and thus

D?f(z)(v?) > —w(t)t™ 2
Therefore F := f + AR C)gp has a strictly positive Hessian on R™ \ C, is of class C"™!(R") and
coincides with f on C. Moreover, since J;”_lgp = 0 for all y € C, we have that J;”_lF = J;’l_l f for

all y € C. Because f is convex on C' and the extension F' is differentiable, we have that F' is convex
on R™. The proof of Theorem [[.TI0l is complete.
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4. REMARKS AND COUNTEREXAMPLES

The following example is a variation of [26] Example 4] and shows that our main result fails if we
drop the assumption that C' be compact, even in the presence of strictly positive Hessians.

Example 4.1. Let C = {(z,y) € R? : 2 > 0, zy > 1} and define
1 1
=_2 R T
flz,y) VIt Tt
for every (z,y) € C. The set C is convex and closed, with a nonempty interior, and it is routine to
verify that f has a strictly positive Hessian on C. We also have

_1 1 1 11 1
Vf(:n,y)z(—:n ZQQ—Wa -T2y 2—m>, (z,y) € C.

We claim that f does not have any convex extension to all of R?. In order to prove this it is sufficient
to see that, for instance, m(f)(—1,—1) = oo, where m(f) is the minimal convex extension of f defined
in (L2). Considering the curve v(t) = (¢, 1), t > 0, which parameterizes the boundary of C, we have

m(f)(_lv _1) > f(tv %) + <Vf(tv %)7 (_1 - tv —-1- %)> =2+t+ %,

so by letting either t — oo or t — 07 we obtain m(f)(—1,1) = co. As a matter of fact, it is not
difficult to see that m(f)(x,y) = oo for every (z,y) € R? such that z < 0 or y < 0.

The following example shows that if C' has empty interior then one cannot expect to find smooth
convex extensions (of functions satisfying (W™) and (CW™) on C') without experiencing a certain
loss of differentiability. The example also shows that in R? this loss amounts to at least two orders of
smoothness, and that the situation does not improve as m grows large (unless m = oo, of course).

Example 4.2. Consider the function 6(y) = M, y € R. Clearly, § € C*°(R), with 6(0) =
0(1) =0, 6(1/2) = X and 0'(y) = sin(2my). Define h(z,y) = 0(y)z™, (z,y) € R?. Let C := {0} x [0, 1].
We have D¥h =0 on C for all k € {0,...,m — 1}, and
r—ln%
D™h(z,y) =mlf(y) e} ® --- @e] for (z,y) € C

(here e} denotes the linear function (z1,x2) +— x1). Therefore D™h(0,0) = D™h(0,1) = 0, and
D™h(0, —) = ﬂ'e’f ® --- ®e]. We claim that if m > 2 is even, then there is no convex function
F € C™(R?) such that DkF D¥h on C for k € {0,...,m}. We also claim that h satisfies conditions
(W) and (CW™*) (and in particular (CW™) too) on C.

The first claim immediately follows from the following.

Remark 4.3. If m > 2, there exists no convex function f € C™(R?) such that D¥f(0,y) = 0 for all
k€{0,...,m—1},y € [0,1], and such that D™ f(0,0) = D™ f(0,1) = 0 and D™ f(0, ) = Ae}®- - -®e,
where A > 0 is a constant.

Proof. For the sake of contradiction, suppose there is such an f. Using Taylor’s theorem we have

Flsy) = D™ F(0,30) (e y — o)™ + By p0) (2,9) € B, yo € [0,1],

R(z,y)
(2,5 — yo) ™
§ = 8(¢) > 0 such that if yo € [0,1] and (z,y) € R? satisfy (2 + (y — y0)?)"/? < § then

where — 0 as (z,y) — (0,yp), uniformly on yy € [0,1]. Fix 0 < ¢ < %, and take

m

‘f(m,y) - %Dmf(ovyO)(:Evy - yO)m| = |R($7y)| < 6(332 + (y - y0)2)5

Evaluating for y = yo = 1/2 we obtain

m
‘f(:n, - Ax—|‘ <elz|™ whenever |z| <.
m!
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For y = yo € {0,1} and |z| < § we get

max{|f(z,0)],[f(z, 1)|} <elz|™.
Fix zg > 0 with g < 0. We then have

m
f(zo,3) > A$—(]' —exy’ > 2exy —exy = exy’ > max{ f(zo,0), f(zo,1)}.
m!

This implies that [0,1] 3 ¢t — ¢(t) = f(zo,t) satisfies ¢(3) > ¢(0) + 3¢(1), and in particular f
cannot be convex. O

Let us now prove our second claim. It is obvious that h satisfies (WW*) for every k. We only have to
check that h satisfies (CW™t1) on C. We must see that, given € > 0, there exists ¢, > 0 such that
mDmh(()? y)('U2, wm—2) + (mil)! Dm+1h(07 y)(vza wm—l)

7 >
for every y € [0,1], v,w € St, 0 < ¢ < t.. It is not difficult to check that

am+1h 2. m—2 m—1
= 3oy (0,y) [(m — Dviw] “ws + 2v1vw] |
m—1

=m!6'(y) [(m - Doiw™ 2 vy + 2v1 9] ]

On the other hand D™h(0,y)(v?, w™2) = m! O(y)v?w]* 2. Let us fix t. such that

. 9
U< e = min (1’ T @m + 3)(m + Dym(m — 1)> |

Take y € [0,1], v,w € S* and 0 < t < t.. We have

Qm+1(y,t,v,W) = —&,

D™ R0, )0, 0™ )

1 m! — m! m— m—
Qmi1(y,t,v,w) = ¢ [me(y)?f%wl 2+ mw/(y) ((m — Dviw 2wy + 2002w 1)

Since m is even, we have w{”_z > 0, and it is easily seen that

m(m — 1)]vy [Jw |2

(41) Qm+1(y,t,v,w) > n

Let us now distinguish the following cases.
Case 1. Assume y € [1,3]. Then cos(2ry) < 0, which implies 6(y) > 5=. Since we always have
10/ (y)| = |sin(27y)| < 1, it follows from (AI]) that

m(m — vy |[wi|" 2 (o]
— — Dt ).
t 2 (m + )

Subcase 1.1. Assume |vi| > 27(m + 1)t. Then it is clear that Q,+1(y,t,v,w) >0 > —
Subcase 1.2. Assume 27(m + 1)t < |v1| < 27(m + 1)t. Then, since |w1|,t,1 — ¢ < 1, we obtain

Qm+l(y7 ta v, w) > m(m — 1)|:1||w1|m_2 ((m + 1)t2 - (m + 1)t)

= (m + Dm(m — D)|oy||w ™72t — 1) > —2n(m + 1)*m(m — 1)t|w, ™21 —t)
> —27nt(m + 1)2m(m — 1) > —2rt.(m +1)*m(m — 1) > —¢.

(O@)lv1] = (m +1)t]0' (y)]) -

Qm+1(y7 t,v, ?,U) >

Subcase 1.3. Assume |vi| < 27(m + 1)t2. We have

-1 m—2
Qm+1(y7 t) v, ’lU) > _m(m )‘:1Hw1’ ((m + 1)t - ‘;—1’>
s

o 2mm(m — 1)(m + D)t |uwn " (m 1 2i> > —2m(m + L)m(m —1)(m +2) ¢

- t s
> 2r(m+ 1)m(m —1)(m + 2) t. > —e.
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Case 2. Assume y € [0, 7). Then 27y € [0, 3), and we have

0y) 1 — cos(2my) _ sin2(7ry)'

2 m
On the other hand,

10/ (y)| = | sin(2my)| = sin(27y) = 2sin(7y) cos(ry).
By plugging this identity in ([@.1]), we get

m(m — Do ||w|™2 [ sin?(7y)|v
(Dol (S (1 1)y

_ m(m — 1)|vy ||w1|™ 2 sin(7y) <sin(7ry)]fu1\ B
t ™

Qm-l-l (yv t,v, ’lU) >

2(m+1) cos(wy)t)
Subcase 2.1. Assume sin(my)|vi| > 27 (m + 1) cos(my)t. Then obviously Q.41 (y,t,v,w) > 0> —e.
Subcase 2.2. Assume 27 (m + 1) cos(my)t? < sin(my)|v1| < 27(m + 1) cos(ny)t. We have
Qi1 (y, t,v,w) > m(m — 1)|vy| w2 sin(my)2(m + 1) cos(my) (t — 1),
whose absolute value is smaller than or equal to
2(m 4 1)m(m — 1)|vy | sin(7y) < 47(m + 1)*>m(m — 1) cos(my)t
< dw(m 4 1)*m(m — 1)t < 4x(m + 1)*m(m — Dt, <e.

This shows that Qp,+1(y,t,v,w) > —e.
Subcase 2.3. Assume sin(my)|vi| < 2m(m + 1) cos(my)t?. Recall that

m(m = 1)[o w2 sin(ry) (sntelen] _
t i

The modulus of the last term is less than or equal to
m(m — 1)|vy|sin(ry) (2 + 2(m + 1)) < m(m — 1)27(m + 1) cos(my)t2(1 + 2(m + 1))
t - t
<2r(m+ 1)m(m — 1)(2m + 3)t < 27(2m + 3)(m + \)m(m — 1)t. < e.

Qm+1(y,t,v,w) > 2(m+1) cos(wy)t) .

Hence Qm+1(y,t,v,w) > —e.
Case 3. Assume finally that y € (2,1]. Take z = 1 — y. Clearly cos(2mz) = cos(2my), and sin(27z) =
— sin(2my). Therefore 6(z) = 0(y) and |0'(y)| = |#’(z)], hence

m(m — 1)|v [Jwi ™2
t

mlm — m m—2
-t = DIl )y — (o + 1012

and since z € [0, %), we can apply Case 2 with z instead of y to obtain Q,+1(y,t,v,w) > —e.

Qmi1(y, t,v,w) > (O[] = (m + 1)t]0' (y)1)
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