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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
{9 :]j| < k} whose elements are functions ) : 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(z,¥) where z varies in a closed
set F C R™, and, for each z € F, the function u(z) = u(z,-) : ¥ — u(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]7™) as |9 — oo, ete.; moreover, u is differentiable ¢ la Whitney with respect to x on F', but
every time we differentiate u with respect to x, the regularity (or the decay, etc.) of u with respect
to U 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*7°(R?), the second derivatives 0y, 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 23)), 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 = (21,...,2,) € R", n > 1, we denote

Jt=gitgal - gnl, @’ =

Gl =i+ A dn, L= 0RO -0

1,02 . dn
) T’

(1.1)

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 {f9) : j € N*, 0 < |j| < k} of real functions
f@ . F — R belongs to Lip(p, F') if there exists a constant M > 0 such that the functions 9 and
the remainders R; defined by Taylor’s formula

fO@)= Y W)@ ) + R(.y) (1.2)
LeNt
li+£1<k
satisfy ‘ ‘
[fP @) <M, |B(w,y)| < Mz —y|P™V - Va,y € F |j| < k. (1.3)
The norm of an element f = {fY) : 0 < |j| < k} of the space Lip(p, F) is defined as
I ILip(p,Fy := inf{M > 0: (L3) holds }. (1.4)

On a closed set F, in general, the functions fU), 1 < |j| < 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[I1l. There
exists a linear continuous extension map

&+ 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(orm) < Cllf lLip(o,F)
where C' is independent of F'.



As pointed out in [23], Theorem [[2 also holds for more general modulus of continuity w(|z —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 ' 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. [I3], [14], [I6], [I7]), 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 [T

Definition 1.3. (The space Lip(p, F,Y)). Let F CR™ be a closed set, k > 0 an integer, k < p <
k+1, and let Y be a (real or complezx, 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 [L2) satisfy

1F D@y <M, ||Rj(z,y)lly < Mle—y[P~V, Vae,yeF, |j| <k (1.5)
The norm of an element f = {fU) .0 < |j| <k} of the space Lip(p, F,Y) is defined as

||f||Lip(p,F,Y) = mf{M Z 0 . (m) hOldS} (16)

As observed in Appendix B of [4], the proof of Theorem [[L2in Stein’s book [23] holds with no
change for the space Lip(p, F,Y), and the extension operator & satisfies

1€k fllLip(orn,v) < CllfllLip(p,7,v) (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 (7)) 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(x) 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 2 € 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 = ||ullcc = 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 [[3]to describe the regularity with respect to the parameter x. 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

[f@)lly <M, [Ro(z,y)lly < M|z —y|, Va,yekF, (1.8)
namely, denoting f(x,9) := f(x)(¥),

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

hz) = f(z)og(x), h(x)W)= f(z)(g(x)(©)), ie h(z,d)=f(z,g(z,9)), (1.9)
does not belong to Lip(1,R,Y): consider, for example,

VI for0<9 <1, r for0<z<1,
flz,9): =<0  ford <0, g(x,9):=¢0 forxz <0,
1 for ¥ > 1, 1 forax>1.

Both f and g belong to Lip(1,R,Y), but h(z,?9) = f(z, g(x,1)) does not, because h(x,9) = \/z for
all z € [0,1]. Thus Y is closed for composition, namely uowv € Y for all u,v € Y, while Lip(1,R,Y)
is not 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 [[.4] the
amount of derivatives (or incremental ratios) with respect to x is not larger than the one with
respect to 1. The next example shows this.

Example 1.5. Let Y = C} (R, R) be the set of C' functions v : R — R with finite norm

||ully :=||ul]|cr := max sup |05 u(d)| < oco.
m=0,1 yer

For all u,v € Y, the composition u o v belongs to Y. As in Example[[4] 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 (L8]) for some
M > 0, namely, denoting f(z,9) := f(x)(0),

[f(z,9)] < M, |f (2, 0) = [y, D) < Mz —y],
|09 f (2, )] < M, |09 f(2,0) = Do f(y, V)| < M|z —y],

for all ,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 2,9 € R, let

Flx,9) = |92 g(z,9) = (x4 N)Y(z + ).
!

( 3
Thus f,g € Lip(1,R,Y). Let h(z) := f(x)og(x), like in (LT)). For a,4 in the strip | + 9| < 1 one
has h(z,9) = |z + 9[*? and dyh(z,V¥) = 3|z + 9|/ ?sign(z + ). In particular, dyh(z,0) = 3/z
for all z € [0,1]. Hence the ratio |0gh(x, ) — dgh(y,V)|/|x —y| with 9 =0, y = 0, « € (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[[4] Y is closed for composition, but Lip(1,R,Y") is not. |

The issue with the composition operation is even more evident if we replace the Whitney
regularity with respect to = of Definition with the standard C* regularity of continuously
differentiable functions; this means that the Lipschitz continuity in 2 of Examples[L4{T5lis 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*°(R2,R), for k,m € N, define
HfHC;“C;" ‘= sup {}aiaf;f(l',ﬂ” j < kv 14 < m, (56719) € RQ}
For f,g € C*(R?,R), the function h(xz,9) := f(x,g(x,9)) has partial derivative

Oph(w,0) = (02 f)(x, g(x,0)) + (Os (2, g(,9)) g (x, D),

and one has the natural bound

Inloses < I loros + Ifllcoesllgllescs (1.10)

If we are constrained to use the same regularity in 9 both for f and for 0, f, then we have to bound
both || f{cicg and || fllcocs with [|f[cics, so that (LIO) is deteriorated to

[hllerye < fllezyv (T + llgllczys) (1.11)

where, to emphasize the similarity with the norms in Definition [L3, we have denoted || |c1y, =
| llczeg and || loiyy == || llorcy. Bound (LI contains an artificial “loss of regularity” in
estimating h in terms of f, g, which is merely due to considering the same fixed regularity in o
both for f and for J,f. O

There is an obvious way of eliminating the artificial “loss of regularity” of Example [[LG] which
simply consists in not limiting ourselves to use only norms corresponding to Definition [[L3] but
allowing the use of more natural norms. The following example shows this.

Example 1.7. Consider Example [L.G and define || f||1 := max{||f[|coc1, [ fllczcg}. Then, from

(CI0), we obtain
1Rfly < (111 (T +llgll),

which is a composition estimate similar to (ILII)) 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 || [|crcm, where
each x-derivative more is compensated by a 1-derivative less:

Iflcxem = max {[Iflcocy s Iflcacm-1s- - I lerem—r},  m >k (1.12)

In fact, this is similar to consider the joint regularity C™ in the pair (z,9).

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

“Decreasing regularity” norms are very natural, and commonly used, for solutions of evolution
PDEs: for example, the solution u(¢,z) of the Schrodinger equation d;u + iAu = 0 on R? with
initial datum u(0,z) = ug(x) in the Sobolev space H = H*(R4) is CYHS N C}HS=2, where (t,z)
correspond to (x,d) above; here one derivative in ¢ counts like 2 derivatives in x.

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 [[.2] which are
adapted to “decreasing regularity” norms like (LI2]), and which work not only for functions of C™
regularity in ¢, 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 2]), 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 ([LI2): 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 = {fU) : |j| < k}
defined on a closed set F' C R™, its extension at any point 2 €  := R™ \ F is defined in [23] as a
sum of the form
0 0, x
> 5w —p) i) (1.13)

i |e|<k

where (¢}) is a partition of unity related to Whitney’s decomposition (see Proposition BH 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
¥. Then at x € Q the sum (LI3) is a C™ ¥ function of ¥ (like the less regular of its terms), while
the required regularity in ¥ for the extension (LI3) 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 |z —y| where z, 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 [21], 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 [BIH]). 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] we define the scales of Banach spaces with smoothing operators. In subsection
2.2 we state our extension result (Theorem 2.3]). In subsection 23] we give an application if it.

2.1 Scales of Banach spaces with smoothing operators

Let ag € R, and let Z C [ag, 00) be a set of real numbers with agp = minZ. Let (Eq,|||a), a € Z,
be a decreasing family of (real or complex) Banach spaces with continuous inclusions

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

Set

By = ﬂ E,.

acl

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



We assume that the scale (E,) is equipped with smoothing opertors, namely we assume that
there exists a family (Sp) with continuous parameter 6 € [1,00) of linear operators

So : Eqy = Eoo (2.2)

satisfying for all # > 1 the following two basic smoothing properties:
1Soulls < Aap 0" ||ulla ifa<b, abel, (2.3)
u— Soulla < Bap 0~V ully ifa<b, abel, (2.4)

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

[Soulla < Adallulla, (I = So)ulla < Baallulla-

From (Z3)-(24) one obtains the logarithmic convexity of the norms, namely the interpolation
inequality

c—=b b—a

eb  b-a e=b  b-a
lullp < Cllulls™ lulle™  VYa,bceZ, a<b<e¢, C=2A;"B.". (2.5)

To prove [2.3), split v = Spu + (u — Spu), use (Z3) to estimate ||Spull, and [Z4) to estimate
|l — Spul|p, then optimize the choice of 6. From ([2.3])-([24) we also obtain

1(S6, — Seu)ully < Cmax{677%, 657} [lula  Va,b€Z, 61,6 € [1,00), (2.6)
with
C = max{Bpqmax{App, Ay}, Apg max{Byp, Bgg}}, p:=min{a,b}, ¢:=max{a,b}.

To prove (26), split (Sp, — Se,)u = Sp, (I — Sp,)u + (Sp, — I)Se,u, consider separately the two
cases a < b and a > b, and apply (Z3)-(Z4) 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 (LI2), based
on the norms of the scale (E,).

Definition 2.1. (The space Lip(p, F,0,7,0)). Let ap € R, T C [ag,x), ag € I, and let
(Ea, || la)acz be a scale of Banach spaces equipped with smoothing operators as described in sub-
section 2] Let

0<k<p<k+1l, ~>0, &>0, (2.7)

with k integer, p,7,0 real. Let F' be a closed subset of R™, n > 1. Let 0 = o0y9,...,0%,0, be real
numbers, all belonging to I, with

Omi=0c—mé Ym=0,...,k, 0,:=0—pd. (2.8)

For every multi-index j € N™ of length |j| < k, denote o := 0| = 0 — [j|0. Consider a collection
f=1{f9:j€eN" |j| <k} of functions

fOF - E,.
Forallj e N", |j| <k, allz,y € F, let
1 .. .
Pi(wy) = Y W@ -y Ri(wy) =P (0) - Pia,y). (2.9)
LeN™
7+ <k

We say that the collection f belongs to Lip(p, F,0,v,0) if there exists a constant M > 0 such that
PWNFD@)oy < M, AR (@, 9)lo, < Mlz =yl V], Va,ye F, [j] <k (2.10)

The norm of f is defined as
I f ILip(p, F.oy,6) = inf{M >0 : @IQ) holds}. (2.11)



Before stating the main result of the paper (which is Theorem 23] below), in the next proposition
we observe that the family of spaces Lip(p, F,0,v,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, 0,7,0)).

(1) Each space Lip(p, F,0,7v,9) defined in Definition[21] is a Banach space.

(17) Let (Eq)aez be a scale of Banach spaces with smoothing operators (Sg)e>1 as described in
subsection [2. Let k,p,d be like in Definition [21, and let T' C T be the set of the “admissible
indices”, namely the set of all 0 € I such that oy = o,...,0,0, (defined in Definition [21) all
belong to I, so that Lip(p, F,0,7,0) is well defined for all o € T'. For o € T', denote X, :=
Lip(p, F,0,7,6), and Xoo := Nger:Xo. Foro € I', 0 > 1, f = {fU) : |j| < k} € X,, define the
collection Spf = {(Saf)9) : |j| < k} by setting (Sof)9) () := Sg[fY)(x)] for all x € F. Fiz a
number by € T', and define Tj := T' N [bo,00). Then (Xy)oez; with (S¢)e>1 is a scale of Banach
spaces with smoothing operators satisfying the properties described in subsection [2]]

Proof. The proof of (7) 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) (|7l <k} Forallz,y € F, |j| <k,
all 4,4, the collection f; — f;» satisfies

(fi = f)D () = [P @) = 1P (@),  Rj(w,y; fi — fir) = Rj(,y; fi) — Rj(,y; fr),

where R;(z,y; f;) is the Taylor remainder of the function fi(j ) as defined in 23), and similarly for
Rj(x,y; fir). Hence for all z,y € F, |j| <k, all 4,7, one has

AN D (@) — 19 @)oy < Wi = firllxas (2.12)
Y\ R (z,y; fi) — R (@, y; fi)llo, < |Ifi = follx, |z — ylP~Hh (2.13)

From ([212), for every x € F, |j| < k, the sequence (fi(J)(z))i:L___ is Cauchy in E,, therefore it
converges to some limit in F,,, which we denote by f (j)(x). Let € > 0, and take 79 € N such that
lfi — firllx, < e forall i,s’ > ig. For any i > ig, passing to the limit as ¢/ — oo in (ZI2) and in
@13), we find that

AN @) = D @)y <& VIR (s ys i) — Ry, s llo, < elz —ylP

for all x,y € F, |j| <k, all ¢ > ip. This implies that f € X, with ||f; — f||x, < e for i > iy, and
this proves that f; — f in X, as i — oo.

The proof of (i) is straightforward, as each property 210, ..., 4) for (X,) is deduced from
the corresponding property for (E,), using the linearity of the smoothing operators Sy and, in
particular, the identity

Rj(x,y: Sof) = So[R; (. y; f)].
Properties (Z3)) (interpolation) and (Z0)) follow from (2Z3]), (Z4)), as explained in subsection 21l O

The following theorem is the main result of this paper.

Theorem 2.3. (Extension theorem for spaces Lip(p, F, 0,v,0)). Assume the hypotheses of Defi-
nition 20). There exists a linear operator

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

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

gV ()= fD(z) VxeF, [jl|<k,

with norm
19llLip(o.rm 07.6) < Cllf lILip(o,Fr07.6) (2.14)



where C = C' KK,

Ko := max{l, Agq, Baa : a € {00,...,0%,0,}}, (2.15)
K :=max{1, Ag, Bap : a,b € {00,...,0%,0,}, a < b}, '
Aab, Bap are the constants in (Z3)-@24), and C' is a constant depending only on k,n; in particular,
C" is independent of f,p, F,0,7,0.
The function ¢\© : R™ — E,, is differentiable k times in every point of R™, with partial
derwatives _ _
g9 (z) = gV (z) € E,, CE,, VxeR", |j|<Ek.

In addition, on the open set Q :=R™\ F one has
g9 (z) e B VzeQ, |j| <k,

and for every a € T the function g(®) (more precisely, its restriction to Q) is of class C® (S, E,).
The operator &, depends on k, F,~,d and on the family (Sg)e>1 of smoothing operators, and it
1s 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 oy, := o —md, oy, == o' —md, and 0 > o'. Let f €
Lip(p, F,0,7,6). Then, by 2I)), f also belongs to Lip(p, F,o’,v,9). Thus, in principle, f has
an extension g := Eéa)f because f € Lip(p, F,0,7,9), and also an extension ¢’ := 5,&0 )f because
f € Lip(p, F,0’,v,0). The last sentence of Theorem 23] says that g(z) = ¢'(z) for all z e R*. O

Remark 2.5. (Constants Ko, K). When (E,) is given by L2-based Sobolev spaces H*(R¢) or
H*(T9), the constants in ([2I5) are Ko = K = 1: see Examples [5.1] O

Remark 2.6. (Fized Banach space Y as a special case). Tt is natural to expect that Theorem 23]
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 ([27)), 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), (Fq, || [la) = (Y,] |ly) for all @ > 0, and

Sp = I (the identity map) for all § > 1. The properties 2.1)), ..., ([Z4) are then trivially satisfied,
and Theorem 23] applies with, say, 6 = 1. O

Theorem is proved in section

2.3 Some consequence

In this subsection we discuss some direct consequence of Theorem 23] 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
27 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 [ZT]).

We begin with the elementary observation (Lemma [28) that the spaces Lip(p, F,0,7,0) of
Definition 2] are contained, with continuous inclusion, in the spaces Lip(p, F,Y") of Definition [[.3]
or, more precisely, in their version Lip(p, F, Y, ~) with the weight 7, which we now define (the only
difference between Definitions 2.7 and is the presence of 7).

Definition 2.7. (The space Lip(p, F,Y,v)). 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) :



J €N 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 (L2)) satisfy

WD @)y <M, AR, y)lly < Mz —ylP7, Va,ye F, |j| <k (2.16)
The norm of an element f = {fU) : 0 < |j| < k} of the space Lip(p, F,Y,~) is defined as

I flLip(p,F,y,) = inf{M >0 : ZI8) 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 21, and let Y := E,,. Then

Llp(pa Fa g,7, 5) C Llp(pa Fa Ya ’y)a HfHLip(p,F,Y,'y) S ||f||Lip(p,F,a,'y,§) (218)

and, more precisely,

1 [Lipto,For.0) = max { || f | Lip(p. Py » Slelgv‘j‘llf(j)(w)l\aw 1 <k} (2.19)

for all f ={fY9 :|j| <k} € Lip(p, F,0,7,9).
Proof. 1t follows directly from Definitions 2T} B because, by @), |9 (2)|ly = [|[f9(2),, <

1f9 ()|, for all z € F, all |j| < k. -

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,7), then, for all
1 <|j| <k and all z € R?, fU)(z) is the partial derivative 97 f(©)(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 |j| = k are Lipschitz functions of R™ into Y. Suppose, in addition, that Y
is a Hilbert space (or, more generally, that Y 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 92, |j| = k + 1,
defined almost everywhere in R”, belong to L>(R",Y), with bound

7k+1||3if(0)||Loo(Rn,y) <[ fllLipkr1,rn,vy)s il =k + 1.

Thus to each element f = {f) : |j| < k} of Lip(k + 1,R™,Y,~) corresponds a function, which is
f©in the Sobolev space W#+1.2¢(R” Y, with bound

1O lwrseqmn, v = max 3L Ol @ny) < I luipsszn va)- (2.20)

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(©) € W¥+Lo°(R" Y), together with its partial
derivatives fU) := 97 f(O) of order |j| < k, gives a collection in Lip(k + 1,R",Y, ), which satisfies

I flLip(kt1,R7,v,7) < C”f(O)HWHLw(Rn,Y,y)a (2.21)

for some C' > 1 depending on n, k. Thus, identifying a collection f = {f() : |j| < k} with its O-th
function f(9), we can conclude that || - lwet1.00mn v,y (defined in @20)) and [ - [|Lip(k+1,87,v,)
(defined in (ZI7)) are equivalent norms on the space Lip(k + 1, R™, Y, ~).

Now consider a scale (E,)q.cz of Banach spaces with smoothing operators, as described in
subsection 1] and assume, in addition, that each FE, is a Hilbert space (or, more generally,
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that F, has the Radon-Nikodym property). Let f = {fU) : |j| < k} be an element of the space
Lip(k+1,R"™, 0,7,0) defined in Definition 2l By Lemma[2g f also belongs to Lip(k+1,R",Y,~)
where Y := E, , p:= k + 1, and therefore, as observed above, f(©) € Wk+1L.(R" V). Moreover,
by Definition 211 fU)(z) € E,, for all z € R™, all |j| < k, with

sup YWD @Noy < 1 lLiprr1,80 07,08, 1] S F. (2.22)
TER™

Define _ _
£ = max {[| £l yprs1.00 () 77|J|||f(J)||L°°(]R",E,,j)a i < k}, (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 ([Z20), ZI]) (in which p =k + 1 and F = R") and ([Z22) we deduce that

£l A < N FlLiph1.Rm 00,6 (2.24)
By (ZI9) (in which p =k + 1 and F = R"), (Z2]I) and (Z23]) we obtain
I f lLip(kt1,R7 ,0,y,6) < C'||f(0)||A- (2.25)

Thus we have the following equivalence.

Lemma 2.9. (Equivalent norm on Lip(k + 1,R",0,v,0)). Let p =k + 1, F = R", and consider
the space Lip(k + 1,R™ 0,7, 0) defined in Definition 2. For f = {fW : |j| < k} in that space,
define

172 2010 00 = g, AP0 e 5, (226)

(the existence almost everywhere of the partial derivatives 93 f©) of order |j| = k + 1 and the fact
that they belong to L™ are discussed above). Then

() 1f O z(k+1.87 04,5) defined in @28) and || £ a defined in @Z3) coincide;

(i) ||f(0)||Z(k+17]Rn,a-7,y,5) defined in (Z28) and || f||Lip(k+1,87,0,+.5) defined in Definition [Z1] are
equivalent norms.
Proof. (i) follows from the definitions Z20) and Z20), because |0 £ (z)||y = |02 (2)]|5, <
102 fO ()|, (ii) follows from (i), 224, Z2H). O

The advantage given by Lemma[Z0is in the fact that working with the norms ([2:20]) is simpler

than with those in Definition [ZI] because in ([220]) 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 [23] any element of Lip(k+1, F, 0,7, d) has an extension in Lip(k+1,R"™, 0,7, d);

e using the norms (226, 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, 9).

This path is rather general, in the sense that it applies to Lip(k + 1, F, 0,7, 0) provided that
the spaces of the scale (E,)qecz are Hilbert spaces, or have the Radon-Nikodym property. Clearly
the last step of the path relies on the trivial inequality

sup || £ (@)[lo, < sup | f9(@)]lo,, (2.27)
zeF zER™

which holds just because F' C R™, on one side, and on ([ZI4) on the other side. This is essentially
how norms ([2.I7) with fixed codomain Y are treated in [4].
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As an example, in Proposition 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(¥1,...,94), periodic with period 27 in
each argument 1;, with finite Sobolev norm

lullae = (3 laeP @), (&) = +1eP)E,

cezd

where 4 is the Fourier coefficient of u of frequency £ = (&,...,&4) € Z4, and [¢]? = & +... + &2
Let
E, = HYTYE), |juls:=|ullgs, ZT:=][0,00), apo:=0. (2.28)

The family (Ey)aez = (H*(T%,E))s>0 is a scale of Banach spaces equipped with smoothing opera-
tors as described in subsection 2] (see subsection [5.1I); 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,7,1) defined in Definition [ZT} here p := k + 1,
8 := 1. Tts elements are then collections f = { ) : j € N*, |j| < k} of functions fU) : F — E,
where E H*=lI(T? E). For s € [0,00), to shorten the notation, we denote

=il

s—lil =
Xop=Lip(k +1,F,5,71), |lulx, » = [lullLip+1,75,9,1): (2.29)

For elements u = {u®) : |j| < k} of X, r we use the notation (like in subsection [[J)

w9 (z,9) == uD(z)(¥) VeeFCR" 9eR

Proposition 2.10. Consider the scale of Sobolev spaces defined in [228)). Let n > 1, k > 0 be
integers, F' C R™ a closed set, v > 0. For any real s > 0, let Xy, || - || x, » e defined in (Z29).
Let &, be the extension operator given by Theorem[Z3 For any u € X, p, let

i = (Epu)® (2.30)

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

(1) (Product). Let s > so>k+1+ g. For u,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 ud,
namely (uv)© (x,9) = @(x,9)o(x,9) for all x € F, all 9 € R, and (uv)Y) is the restriction to
x € F of the j-th partial derivative 02(ud) of uv. Then uv belongs to Xs r and satisfies

[uvllx. r» < Csllullx, o llvllx., r + Coollullx., r vl x, -

where Cs,Cy, are positive constants, with Cs depending on n,k,s, Cs, depending on n,k, so, and
both independent of v, .

(1) (Inverse diffeomorphism close to the identity). Let s > so > d + k + 3. There exists a
constant §y € (0,1), depending on n, k, so, with the following property. Let o = (au, ..., aq), with
a; € Xgo. 1, oi(x,0) real, and

lallx,, r = igﬁfdﬂaiﬂxso,p < do-

For each x € F, let

flx):RY = RY, 9 f(2)(9) = f(z,0) =9+ afz,?).
For x € R", let f(:z:,ﬂ) = 9 + a(x, ), where & := (Qy,...,0q) is defined as in (2Z30). Then
f(x) is a diffeomorphism ofle and also a diffeomorphism of T, Jor all x € R™. For all z € R,
the inverse diffeomorphism f(x)~1 has the form f(z)~1(9) =9+ B(x,9), where 8 := (B1,...,Ba)

has the same periodicity as a as a function of ¥ (we write §, and not 8, because “tilde” has the
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meaning defined in (Z30)). For each i = 1,...,d, consider the collection B; = {ij) 7l < K}
where ﬁi(o) is the restriction to x € F of the function B;, namely BZ-(O) (z,9) = Bi(x,9) for allx € F,
all ¥ € R, and ij) is the restriction to x € F of the j-th partial derivative 0253; of B;. Then each
Bi is real, it belongs to Xy r, and B := (S1,...,Ba) satisfies

1Bl xg.r < 2Mlellx.0r <200, [IBllx.r < Csllallx, v

where Cy depends on n,k,s. Clearly for all x € F the map R* — R, 9 — 9 + 50 (x,19) is the
inverse diffeomorphism of the map R* — R?, 9 — 9 + a0 (x,99).

(7i7) (Composition). Let s > sg > d+ k+ 3. Let o, f.a, f be like in (79), and let v € X p.
Define the composition map w o f as the collection {(uo f)9) : |j| < k} where (uo £)©) is the
restriction to x € F' of the map

(@o f)(z,9) := a(x)(f(2)(9)) = alx, f(z,9)),

namely (uo f)©(z,9) = (o f)(z,9) for allz € F, all ) € R?, and (uo f)V) is the restriction to
x € F of the j-th partial derivative 33 (o f) of (io f). Thenuo f € X, p, with bounds

lwo fllx,r < Cs(llullx, » + lallx, rllullx,r),

luo f—ullx,r < Cs([lullx, i pllallx., .+ lu

|ng+1,F||a||Xs,F)ﬂ
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 (226]). 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 210} one
can easily pass from estimates regarding differentiable functions defined on R™ with finite norms
([ZZ0) to the same estimates (up to some constant, depending only on n, k, given by the application
of Theorem 2.3) for Whitney differentiable functions defined on a closed set ' C R™ with finite
norms ([ZIT]), following the same path: first extend, then work with standard derivatives and norms
[226]), then restrict. O

3 Proof of Theorem

In this section we prove Theorem[Z3l The proof is split into many lemmas, gathered in subsections.

In subsection B.] we fix the notations.

In subsection B2l we 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 [l

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 3.4l 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 [3.0] we estimate g at points z € R™ at distance > 1/2 from F.

In subsection B.7 we give a formula for the difference of Taylor’s polynomial centered at two
different points.

In subsection we introduce some further identities involving the smoothing operators Sy,
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 we patch together the estimates proved in subsections and

In subsection BTl 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 (LI, we say that two multi-indices m = (my,...,my,),
J= (1, Jn) € N" satisfy “m < j7 (or “5 >m”) if m; < j; for alli =1,...,n; we say that
“m<j” (or “j>m”)if m<jand m # j.

The notation “a < b” (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 11
dogi<w X fll---en!(z

)€1+---+5n,
)<k 01500l >0

S 4k+1€n/4,

which we just write as Z\ZKk %4”“” <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 [I§], 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 Ml

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

We denote diam(Q) the diameter of Q, which is max{|x —y| : =,y € Q}, and dist(Q, F) the
distance of Q from a closed set F, which is min{|x —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+ M :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
qi := diam(Q;). (3.1)

For each Q;, let Q} be its expanded cube (Definition[33). Then Q = J;-, QF, and for every point
x € Q) there exists an open neighborhood B, of x, with x € B, C ), intersecting at most 12" cubes
Q. For everyi=1,2,... one has ¢; > 0,

¢; < diam(Q}) < 2g;, (3.2)
qi < dist(Qs, F') < 4q;, (3.3)
1
1
5% < dist(z, F') < 6q; Vo € Q7. (3.5)
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For each i, let p; be a point of F that attains the distance between Q; and F', namely

Pi S F, dlSt(QZ, F) = dlSt(QZ,pz) (36)

Then 1
54 <|e—pi| <6¢ VreQ;. (3.7)

Moreover !
§q¢§|xfy| Vo € QF, y€F. (3.8)

Remark 3.4. (Diameters q; as reference distances). In all the estimates of Proposition B3] ¢;
is chosen as the only “reference distance” with which all the other distances are compared. The
various factors %, 4,6 in those bounds, as well as the value of ¢ in Definition B.2] could be improved
(but this is not relevant in the present paper, as having sharp constants in Proposition B3 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, ¢ be as in Proposition [T3. For each
cube Q; € F there exists a function ¢ € C°(R™,R) such that

0<@i(z)<1 Vo eR™  ¢i(x)=0 Vo ¢ Q) Y ¢i(z)=1 VreQ (3.9)
1=1

where the series is, in fact, a finite sum in a neighbourhoof of any x € 2. Moreover, for all nonzero
multi-indices £,

g

X2

Z@ﬁap;‘ () =0 Vz e, |08t ()] < Ce YV € Q, (3.10)
i=1

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

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

where ¢; is defined in BJ). The cubes @Q; with index ¢ € A/, namely those with diameter ¢; < 1,
have bounded distance from F', because, by B3), 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(x) =0
for alli ¢ N, and therefore
1= ¢gi@)=> i), 0= 0gi(x) WEN", (+£0. (3.12)
i=1

ieEN ieN

3.3 Definition of the extension g

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

g={9V 5 eN", |jl <k}
in the following way. On F', we define
g (z) = fU(z) VzeF, j|<k (3.13)

(BI3) is the only possible choice on F', since we want g to be an extension of f). On Q := F° =
R™\ F, we define

9O =Y %Sei [F O] (x —pi) g (x) VoeQ (3.14)
i€EN LenNm
[¢]<k
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where A is defined in (BI1), p; are the points of F defined in ([B.6), ¢} are defined in Proposition
B3 Sp, are the smoothing operators Sp in (Z2]) with parameters 6 = 6,, and

O;:=q; 7, T:=

(3.15)

where ¢; is defined in (B.1]).

By Proposition B3], for every z € Q) there exists an open neighborhood B, of x, with B, C €,
such that B, intersects at most 12" of the expanded cubes @}; hence there exists a finite set
Nz C N of indices 7 € N such that B, N Q7 is empty for all i ¢ AN,. Therefore, on By,

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

0O =3 3 2SO wl - p) ei) VyeBe (3.17)
PENL [0|<k

For each i, ¢, the map y +— (y —p;)‘@ (y) is C®(R"™,R), while Sg,[f*) (p;)] is a vector of E,, which
does not depend on . Thus ¢g(® (y) is a C* function of y from the open set B, to E,, (in fact,
to F, for all s € T). Hence the derivative 87¢(%) (z) is well-defined in every point € Q, for every
multi-index j7 € N™. We define the remaining elements of the collection g as

gV (@) =039 (x) VeeQ, 1<[j| <k (3.18)

Thus BI13), BI4), BIR) define ¢V (x) for all 0 < |j| < k and all 2 € R™.

3.4 Assumptions

In all lemmas of subsections B3 ..., B.I1] the following assumptions are always understood:
Z,a0,Eq, || |la;Se are as in subsection 21} k, «v, p,7, 8, F,n,0,05,0, are as in Definition 21} the
collection f = {f : |j| < k} belongs to Lip(p, F, 0,7, ) as described in Definition ZZI} moreover
we assume that v = 1, and that f satisfies (Z.10) for some constant M > 0, namely

17D (@)o, < M Vz e F, |j| <k, (3.19)

1R (@, 9)lo, < Mz —y|*~F Va,y e o |j] <k (3.20)

Also, we assume that Q, Q;, ¢;, QF, pi, ¢, N are as in subsection B2, g = {gV) : [j| < k},0;, 7 as
in subsection B3 and Ky, K are defined in (2.I7]).

3.5 Equivalent formula for ¢© and its derivatives in Q

In 23) the function Pj(x,y) has been defined for z,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, x € R", we define

1. .
Pi(w,y):= Y, W @—y)" YreR", yeF [j <k (3.21)
li+el<k

For each y € F, fU*9(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

A Po(x,y) = Pj(z,y) VreR", yekF, |jl<k

(of course fUT9(y) is not obtained by differentiating with respect to 3 — 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

0l(ab) = Y < :n ) (0™a) (827™b) (3.22)

0<m<j

for the partial derivatives of the product of any two functions a(x), b(z) (the case j = 0 is trivially
included). By the definitions (814), (318), and recalling that the sum is locally finite (see (B10)-
@BID), for all = € Q, |j| < k we calculate

@) =020 = ¥ (1Y S sty (L) e, )
0<m<j PEN 0|<k ’

By induction, one has

l—m

Ym e N, m </,

x—p;)t T — i
8?(( ap))(@_p?ly

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 ([B:21l), one has

. T — ¢ )
0= (1) 5 sl et o
0<m<j '

iEN  LEN™
|m+¢|<k

- Z (;) Z So, [P (z,p:)]0 ™0k (x) VreQ, |j| <k (3.24)

0<m<j ieN

In the same way we also obtain a formula for the partial derivatives of ¢(®) (x) of order k + 1:
given any multi-index j of length [j| = k + 1, by [B22) the derivative 82¢(?)(z) is given by the
r.hs. of BZ3); for m = j one has 9™ ((z — p;)*) = 0 because m is not < £ (|m| = [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

5190 () = J | ]9 o | =k+1. .

19O @)= 3 () D So[Puleplod i (@) VreQ, |j=k+1 (3.25)
0<m<j ieN

Note that all multi-indices m in [3.28) have length |m| < k, therefore all the polynomials P, (x, p;)

in (B.20) 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(x, F') > 6). One has
gD (@) =0 V|j|<k, xeQ, dist(z,F)>6.

Proof. Suppose that dist(x, F) > 6 and z € Q7 for some i € N. Then ¢; < 1 and, by 3], 6 <
dist(z, F') < 6¢; < 6, a contradiction. This implies that on the open set {x €  : dist(z, F') > 6}
one has ¢} (x) = 0 for all i € N. Hence, by definition [BI4), ¢*)(z) = 0 for all x in that open set.
As a consequence, all the derivatives g(j)(:zz) are also zero on that set. |

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

gD @)lo, SKM  V|j| <k, z€Q, 1/2<dist(z,F)<6.
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Proof. By B2,
199@a £ 0 S 3 186 0] o, 2 — pil B0 (@)

O<m<] 1EN |m+L|<k
By (3), 215), and then 21I), one has
156,170 (0] llo, < KIS (0i)llo, < KL 0i)l0,se

because 0, < ope, see (Z8). By @I9), ||f(m+€)(pi)||gm+g < M. If =™ (x) # 0, then = € Q7
and |z — p;| < ¢; by BZ). Moreover, by @XI0), [92-™¢: (z)| < ¢/™ V!, Hence

||g(j)( lo, S KM Z Z Z \Z\HM\ il

0<m<j €N |m+L|<k
z€Q]

7

The exponent |£] 4+ |m| — |j| can be positive, negative or zero; however, ¢; < 1 because ¢ € N and
q; > 1/12 because, by assumption, 1/2 < dist(z, F'), and, by B3], dist(z, F') < 6¢;. Hence

qz\!Hlm\—\j\ <1
for all ¢,m,j in the sum. Finally, the number of indices ¢ such that x € @} is bounded by 12" by
Proposition O
Lemma 3.9. (Bound for ||\ (2)||,, at 1/2 < dist(z, F) < 6). One has

||g(j)(:r)||aj SKM Vjl <k, xze€Q, 1/2<dist(z,F)<6.
Proof. By (3.24)),
9@ e, £ S S S 1S O @ oyl — il @) (3.26)

0<m<j 1EN |m+L| <k

e Case |m| + |€| < |j|. For indices m, ¢ such that |m|+ |¢| < |j| one has 0; < opye (see (ZF),
therefore we proceed similarly as in the proof of Lemma B & by [23), 2I3), then @21]), and then

(I19), one has
150 [F "+ )] lloy < KIS0y < KNS i)y < K M.

If 93-mk (x) # 0, then z € QF, and therefore |z — p;| < ¢; by B); also, |83-™ ! ()| < g™~V
by (B:IIII) Hence

|z — p 107 ok ()] < q\lHIM\ Il
The exponent [£] + |m| — |j] is < 0; but ¢; > 1/12 because, by assumption, 1/2 < dist(z, F'), and,
by B3, dist(z, F) < 6¢;. Hence qylﬂml_ljl < 1, and therefore
m-+4 L j—m %
150,170 (pi)] llo, 12 — pil 1103707 ()| S K M.

e Case |j] < |m|—+|¢|. In this case one has 0; > g,,4¢ (see (28)). Therefore, by 23), (ZI5),

then (B19), and then (1), BI3),
m 0j—Om+e m 5T Tm+L |=lml-l¢
10,7 O@ oy < KOP 74O )|, < KMOPT"H = K Mgl

As above,
e I A O T

whence we directly obtain
150 [F O (0)] Nl [ = il 0] ()] S K M.

In both cases, the general term in the sum [320]) is < KM, and the number of indices ¢ such
that z € QF is bounded by 12™ by Proposition B3l O

18



Lemma 3.10. (Bound for ||Pj(x,y)|,, at dist(x, F') > 1/2). One has

I1Pj(z,y)||lo, S Mz —ylP7ll V|j|<k, yeF, zeQ dist(z,F)>1/2.

~

Proof. By B.2T), @1), B.19),

1P (2, y)llo, S MY |yl
G+eI<k

Now |z — y| > dist(z, F') by definition of distance, and dist(z, F') > 1/2 by assumption. Hence
(2|lz — y|)P~VI=14 > 1 because p — |j| — [¢| > 0, whence |z — y|ll < |& —y|P~19l. O

Lemma 3.11. (Bound for [|g\)(z) — P;(z,y)|., at dist(z, F) > 1/2). One has
9 (x) = Py(,y)llo, S KMz —y|*~V
Vj| <k, yeF, x€Q, dist(z,F)>1/2.
Proof. By the estimates in Lemmas 3.7 B.8] B.10]
199@) = Pi(e,5)lo, < 199 @), + 1 PiCe ), S KM+ |z = ),
Moreover 1 < (2|z — y|)?~ ! because p — [j| > 0 and 2|z — y| > 2dist(z, F) > 1. O

Lemma 3.12. (Bound for [|02g(%)(z)||,, of order |j| =k + 1 at 1/2 < dist(z, F') < 6). One has
1020 ()|, S KM V]j|=k+1, x€Q, 1/2<dist(z,F) <6.
Proof. For 1/2 < dist(x, F') < 6, for |j| =k + 1, by (B25) one has
10290 @)llo, S >0 D0 D ISalf O @ o, |z — pil 0I5 ().
0<m<j ieN |m+L|<k
Then we follow word-by-word the proof of Lemma B.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 ([B.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 allx € R", y,z € F, |j| <k, one has
1

Pj(z,y) — Pj(z,2) = Z ERj+l(y5 2)(x —y)-. (3.27)
|5+ <k
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Proof. Splitting (z — z) = (x —y) + (y — 2), one has
1

Pi(w2)= 3 HfUE)@—2)"
L5+ <k
1 (j+2) ¢ m l—m

= > Y@ Y ()T -2)

Llj+e<k 0<m<e
1 ,

— (]+e) _ m _ L—m h =
D RO CR I URE) [change ¢ = m + ]
£,meN
[7+€| <k
m</t

1 .

_ (j+m+h) _om _ _\h

= hmZGNn — Y (2)(z —y)™(y - 2)
|j+m+h|<k

1 1 .

= Y -y X e -2

m:|j+m|<k h:|j+m+h|<k
1 m
= Z ! i (Y, 2) (@ —y)™.
milj+m|<k
Hence
1 . 1
Pi(wy) = Pi(w,2) = Y —fU@)a—9)" = D —Piim(y,2)(@ - )"
li4+m|<k lj+m|<k

Now Pj1m(y, 2) is the Taylor polynomial of ™) centered at z, hence the difference f+™)(y) —
Pjim(y, z) is (by its definition) the remainder R, (y, 2). O

3.8 Decomposition by smoothing operators at points close to F'

Our aim now is to prove bounds like the ones in Lemmas B.1T] also for = close to F'. We need
first to decompose both the difference (¢\)(z) — P;(x,y)) and the function g¥/)(z) by means of the
smoothing operators Sy. We have to introduce two different decompositions in Lemmas B.14] and
B.I5 the reason is discussed in Remark

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

gV (@) = Pi(z,y) = Y (731) (me(w,y) — 2zl (x, y))
0<m<j

Vj| <k, yeF, xeQ dist(r,F)<1/2,

where
Zh(@,y) =Y So, [P (@,pi) — Prn(,y)]05 "} (@), (3.28)
iEN
ZJ (x,y) = > (I = Sp,)[Prn(,9)10) ™05 (). (3.29)
ieEN

Proof. Let x,y,j be like in the statement. Then, by Lemma 3.0

Pia,y) = Pila,y) (D @i (@) = 3 Pl y)ei @)
ieN ieN
and, if 7 is nonzero and 0 < m < 7,

0= Pz, p)( D006 (@)) = 3 Pualw, )0 "¢} ().

iEN iEN
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Hence

Pj<x,y>0§;<j( )X Palentl i o). (3.30)

1eEN
Formula (30) holds also for j = 0. Splitting I = Sg, + (I — Sp,), we get

Pj(:c,y)();;j< >ZS(9 "o ()

ieEN

+ D ( )Z (I = So,)[Pra (,)]05 ™05 (). (3.31)

0<m<j ieEN

We use identity (324 for ¢V)(x) and @B31) for P;(z,y), and subtract. O

Lemma 3.15. (Decomposition of gV (z) at dist(z, F) < 1/2). One has

; J
10 =6+ ¥ (1) (2t + Wihe)
0<m<y
Vijl <k, yeF, zeQ, dist(z,F)<1/2,
where Z]-Lm(:c,y) is defined in Lemma[3.17)

=3 S0, [P (,pi)]g; (), (3.32)

€N
Wi (@, y) =Y (So, = So,) [P, y)]03 "0} (), (3.33)
ieN
6 T

and T is defined in ([BI3).
Proof. Let x,y,j be like in the statement. Separating m = j from m < j in formula [3.24), one

has
0D @) =G+ 3 < )250 (2, )00 (). (3.35)

0<m<yj iEN
For 0 < m < j, by Lemma [B.G]

0=Sp,[P, (Zafm ) 3" S, [P, )02 "5 ().

ieN ieEN

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

0= ¥ () S sulpateaor i

0<m<y ieN
+ 2 ( )Z (S, — S0,) [P (. y)]02 ™5 (). (3.36)
0<m<y ieN
The difference of (3.33]) and (3.36) gives the lemma. m

Remark 3.16. (Why two different decompositions in Lemmas [Z73). We discuss why we
need both the decompositions introduced in the last two lemmas.

The decomposition of Lemma [B14] 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

21



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 g (x), which corresponds to our Lemma
3200 However, trying to prove Lemma in the same way (namely [|g\7)(z)|,, < [lg¥)(z) —
Pj(z,y)llo, + | Pj(x,y)|ls,, and using the decomposition of Lemma .14 to estimate the difference
199 (x) — P;(2,y)|l,), we encounter the following “regularity trouble”: for multi-indices [m +£| >
7| one has s,,+¢ < 0, and the corresponding terms (I — Sp,) f("+9 (y) in Zj%(x, y) do not belong,
in general, to E,; (the smoothing inequality (2.4]) 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(z,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
=il+Im]
4q;

coming from 93~ ¥ (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 B.I5, 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 Sp, ).

Note that this troubles are not present in [23] nor in the case of Definition [[3] where the norm
I [y is only one.

At this point one could wonder why not using such a useful smoothing Sp, from the beginning,
already in the definition of g. The reason is that 0, in (834) is defined in terms of dist(z, F),
and, in general, the map = — 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 [314] we give a decomposition of any partial derivative of g(9) ()
of order k + 1.

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

00w = 3 () (Zhaton) - Zito)

0<m<j
Vijl=k+1, yeF, ze€Q, dist(z,F)<1/2,

where Z]-Lm(:c,y), Zﬁl(x,y) are defined by formulas (323)-(B29).

Proof. [Similar to the proof of Lemma[314] Let x,y, j be like in the statement, and let 0 < m < j
(therefore |m| < k). Since j — m is nonzero, by Lemma B.6 one has

0= Pz, y)( D006 (@) = 3 Pulw,9)d] "¢} ().

iEN iEN
Hence ,
J ] — *
0= = o .
> (1) X Pulenor e (3.37)
0<m<yj 1EN

and, splitting I = Sy, + (I — Se, ),

0= ¥ () S satpateaor i

0<m<yj ieEN

> (Zl) > = S0 [Pz, )04 "0} (2). (3.38)

0<m<j ieEN
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We use identity (28] for 9299 (x) and B38), 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
| — y| < 2dist(x, F).

Lemma 3.18. (Bound for ¢\ (z) — Pj(2,y)||,, at dist(z, F) < 1/2, |z — y| < 2dist(z, F)). One
has

lg9 (@) = Pj(z,9)llo, S KEMlz —y|~V

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

Proof. With the notation of Lemma [3.14] we begin with estimating ZJ-Lm (,y). By Lemma BI3
one has

Pulpi) = Puley) = Y2 i Bmsslpin)(z — )’ (3.40)
|m+4|<k

Therefore

1ZE )llo, <3030 IS0, [Runse (0i )] llo, [z — 919105707 ().
1€EN Im+L|<k

By @3), @I39), ||Se;[Rm+eis¥)] lo, < K||Rm+e(pi,y)|ls,. Since p;,y are both in F', one has, by
B2, —[m|—1e|
| Ron-te(pi, )l o, < M|p; —y|P~ ™14,

while §7-™ 7 (z) is estimated by [BI0), and it is nonzero only if z € Q;. Hence
125 ) o, SEM DS D7 Ipi =yl =y gV (3.41)

1EN |m+L|<k
zeQ;

i

By assumption, |z —y| < dist(x, F), and, by B3, dist(z, F) < ¢;. Therefore |2 — y| < ¢; and
g1l < (g b=l (3.42)

because |m| — |j] < 0 (recall that m < j by Lemma BI4). By B2, |p; — «| < ¢, and, by B.8),
¢i < |z —y|. Therefore |p; — x| < |z —y| and, by triangular inequality, |p; —y| < |p; — x|+ |z —y| <
| — y|. Hence

lpi — P11 S o — g1 (3.43)
because p — |m| — [¢| > 0. By @22), BZ3), the general term in the sum @) is < |z — y|?~ 1.
Moreover the sum ([B.47]) has at most 12" terms because, by Proposition B3] there are at most 12"
indices ¢ such that € Q7. Therefore

12 (@, 9)llo, S KMo —y|o~ V. (3.44)

Now we estimate ZJ, (z,y). By B2I), then @4), 2I5), and then ), BI5), BIJ), one

has

(= So) [Pl oy S D I = S0)[f ()] o |2 — "

[m+4-£| <k
SK ST 07Tt fmt O )|, e — gl
Im+L| <k
—|m|—|€
SEM Yo g e — g,
|m+¢|<k
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If 93—™pr(z) 75 0, then z € QF, and, by BI0), |0. "¢} (z)] < qi_‘jHlm‘. Thus, recalling the
deﬁmtlon of Z (T, y), we get

125 @ )llo, SEM Y ST 7 g g,

PEN Im4-L|<k

rel);

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

125 @ 9)lo, S KM]a —y|?7 b, (3.45)
By Lemma B.14] and bounds ([B.44), (8.45) we get the thesis. O

Lemma 3.19. (Bound for ||¢\9(z) — Pj(z,y)|ls, with y € F, dist(z,F) < 1/2, [z — y| >
2dist(x, F)). One has

19 (z) = Py(z,y)llo, S KMz —y|*~V (3.46)
Vijl <k, yeF, xe€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 z, z, and it gives the inequality

99 (2) = Py, 2) o, S KMz — 2177 H. (3.47)

By Lemma 313

1
Pj(z,z) — Pj(z,y) = Z ERjJrf(Z,y)(:C —2)
li+eI<k

Both y, z € F, therefore, by ([B3.20),

I1Pj(2,2) = Pi(z,9)llo, SM D |z =yl — 14,
[7+L<k

Since |z — z| = dist(z, F) < |x — yl, one has |z — y| < |z — z| + | — y| < |& — y|, whence
1Py (2, 2) = Py, 9)lo, S Mz — g1 (3.43)
By (B47), 348) and triangular inequality we obtain (B.46]). O
Lemma 3.20. (Bound for ||g(j)(x)||gj at dist(x, F') < 1/2). One has
199 @), S KoKM  V|j| <k, z€Q, dist(x,F)<1/2. (3.49)
Proof. Let x,j be like in the statement. Fix a point y € F' such that
|x — y| = dist(x, F), (3.50)

and consider the decomposition of gt )(x) given in Lemma B.T5 We estimate each term of such a
decomposition separately.
Estimate of G;(x). [Similar to “case |j| < |m|+ |¢|” in the proof of Lemma [30] By (332,

B.21),
1Gi @oy S D D SaLf9" @l o |z — pil Y1} (2).

iEN |j+£0|<k

Since 0j > 740, by @3), @IT), then 3), B.I5), B.19),

156, [F9+0 (p)] ||, < K677 f9+D (p)) |5, < K Mg; .

||Uj+l
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If pf(x) # 0, then = € QF, and therefore |z — p; |l < qyl by B1). Since ), @i (z) =1, we
obtain
1G(2)]lo; S KM. (3.51)

Estimate of Z},, (x,y). [Similar to estimate of ||Z];, (x,y)l|s, in the proof of Lemma BI8] By
Lemma B.13]

125 @ )llo, S D 180, [Ronre(is )] llo, |z =yl 1030 ()],
PEN |m+0|<k

Since o; > 0, by 23), 210,
16, Rune (i )] lloy < K07 ™7 | Runse (0, 9) o, = K0 | Rinee (i 9) |,
Since p;, y are both in F', one has, by ([3.20),
| Rinse(pis )0, < Mlp; —yle=ImI=14,

while &J=™*(z) is estimated by @I0), and it is nonzero only if z € QF. Thus

1ZE @), SEM > ST g Pl — gl — g1,
€N |m+L|<k
z€Q]
By @30), B3), |r —y| < ¢;- By B2, |pi — 2| $ ¢ Hence |p; —y| < |pi — x|+ |z —y| S ¢, and
_ _ — —1|¢ 4
|pi — gl < oI I= g gl < gl

By Proposition B3] there are at most 12" indices ¢ such that x € Q. Therefore

1Z ()l S M. (3.52)
Estimate of W/I (x,y). By B33), B2,
Wi @ wle, >0 D 1(Se, = Se)lF " W) lloy e — 10505 ().

PEN |m+0|<k

By B50), B3), |z —y[ < ¢; by BI0), we get
m ll+Im|—|7
Wi w)lo, £ D0 30 1S0 = S )/ @) loyal ™7
€N |m+L|<k
zeQ;
By (Z4), (2I5), one has
(S0, = Sa ™+ @]l < Kok max{67 7", gzi=omse | 0],
(no matter whether o; is larger, smaller or equal to o,,,+¢). By BI5), (334), (35), one has
00 <05 <126
Hence, recalling ([2.3),
max {077 7" g7 Tmre} = max{eé(\mlﬂé\—\j\) 95(|m\+|€|f|j|)} < g®Uml+1€1=130)

[7]=Im|—[€]
S q; .

i € N such that € Q] is at most 12". Thus we obtain

Moreover, since y € F', by ([3.19), ||f(m+e)(y)||gm+[ < M. By Proposition[3.3] the number of indices

||ngz(xay)||dj 5 KOKM (353)
The sum of B.51), B52), BE3) gives (3.49). 0
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Lemma 3.21. (Bound for [|02g(%)(z)||,, of order |j| =k + 1 at dist(z, F) < 1/2). One has
10199 (2)||,, S KM(dist(z, F))*""1  V|j|=k+1, z€Q, dist(z,F)<1/2.

Proof. [Similar to the proof of Lemma[3.I8] Let x, j be like in the statement, and fix a point y € F
such that |x — y| = dist(z, F). We consider the decomposition in Lemma BI7 and we estimate
each term Zij(:I:, y), ZH (x,y) separately. Following word-by-word the proof of Lemma [B.I8] we

jm
obtain the bounds [344), (343]) also in the present case. Here |j| = k+ 1 and |z — y| = dist(z, F),
therefore |z — y|P~Vl = (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 [|¢\)(2) — P;(z,y)|,, withy € F, z € R"). One has
199 (@) = Pi(@.y)llo, S KMz —ylP~ P V|jl <k, yeF zeR"

Proof. Let y € F. If z € F, the inequality holds by B13)), (320). If = € Q, with dist(z, F') > 1/2,
the inequality holds by Lemma BTl If z € Q, with dist(x, F') < 1/2 and |z — y| < 2dist(x, F),
it holds by Lemma BI8 If z € Q, with dist(z, F) < 1/2 and |z — y| > 2dist(z, F'), it holds by
Lemma 319 O

Lemma 3.23. (Bound for [|¢\)(2)||,, with « € R"). One has
gV @)llo, S KoKM  Vj| <k, =€R", (3.54)

where Ko, K are defined in (Z13)).

Proof. For z € F one has ||g")(z)|,, < M by @I9), BI3). For z € Q with dist(z, F') > 1/2 one
has ||g¥)(2)||», S KM by Lemmas B For z € Q with dist(z, F') < 1/2, the inequality holds
by Lemma 3201 O

Lemma 3.24. (Bound for |029(%)(2)||», of order |j| = k + 1 with z € Q). One has
10290 (2)|lo, S KM (dist(x, F))P* 1 V]jl=k+1, z€Q.

Proof. For x € Q with dist(z, F) < 1/2 the estimate is given by Lemma B2Il For 1/2 <
dist(x, F') < 6 one has

1039 (@), S KM < KM(dist(z, F))P~*",

where the first inequality holds by Lemma[B.I2] and the second one holds because —1 < p—k—1 <0
and therefore
671 < 6° R < (dist(z, F))P~F L

Finally, in the open set {z € Q : dist(x, F) > 6} the function ¢(*) is identically zero by Lemma BT,
therefore 97 g(®) vanishes on that set. O
3.11 Estimates of Taylor remainders in R"
Our goal is to prove that, for some constant C,
199 (@)[lo, < CM Vjj| <k, x€R", (3.55)
1R (2, y:9)llo, < M|z —yl?~H1 W]j| <k, z,y €R", (3.56)

26



where R;(z,y;g) is the Taylor remainder of ¢\, namely
, 1 .
Rj(z,y:9) = g9 (x) = Pj(w,y9),  Pi(w.yig) = D 79" W)@ —y)" (3.57)
li+el<k

Bounds [B.53)-[B56) correspond to conditions B.I9)-(B20) with f, F replaced by g, R™.
Inequality (B55) is given by Lemma [323] Inequality (B:56) restricted to the case y € F is given

by Lemma 22 because, for y € F, one has ¢ (y) = ) (y) and therefore Pj(z,y;9) = Pj(z,y).
Thus it remains to prove the inequality in (Z56) for y € €.

Lemma 3.25. (Bound for ||R;(z,y; )|, with y € Q, dist(L, F') < |z — y|). One has
IR (2,9:9)llo, S KM|z—y[P~1 V]jl<k, yeQ zeR" dist(L,F)< |z -yl
where L :={y+ XNz —y) : X € [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
ze€L, pekF, dist(L,F)=|z—np|

Since z € L one has |z — z| < |z —y| and |y — z| < |z — y|; also, |z — p| = dist(L, F') < |x — y| by
assumption. Therefore
z—p| <|lr—2z|+|z—p <2l —y,
o= pl < o~ 2| +1z —pl < 22—l .
ly—pl <ly—z[+ [z —pl < 2[z -yl
Recalling the definition (851) of R;(x,y;g), adding and subtracting P;(x,p), one has
IR (2,55 9)llo, < 199 () = P (@, D)llo, + I1P(2,p) = Pi (2,55 9)llo,- (3.59)

We estimate these terms separately.
Estimate of ||g¥) (z) — Pj(2,p)||s,. Since p € F, by Lemma [F22 one has

19 () = Pj(w,p)lo, S KMz —p|r~ V.
Also, |z — p|P~1 < |& — y|P~ VI because |z — p| < |z — y| (see B5F)) and p — |5| > 0. Hence
19 () = Pi(a,p) o, S KMz —y|7H. (3.60)
Estimate of || Pj(xz,p) — P;j(x,y;9)|ls,. Since p € F, one has Pj(x,p) = Pj(x,p;g). Lemma 313
(applied to (g, R™) instead of (f), F)) gives
1
Pi(x,y;9) — Pi(z,p;9) = ) o1 By, v 9)(z — y)". (3.61)
li+e<k
Since p € F, one has
Rive(y,pi9) = 9V (y) = Prye(y,pi9) = 999 (y) = Piye(y, p),
and therefore, by Lemma [3.22]
1Rj+e(y, 23 D Nlo, = 19940 (y) = Pise(y, p)llo, S KMly —plP~7+4. (3.62)
From ([B.61), (362) we deduce that

1Pz, y:9) = Pi(,p;9)llo, S KM > |y —pl~ |z —y|ll.
l7+€1<k

Now ‘ ‘
|y _p|p—|J|—|€| <z — y|p—|J|—|€|

because |y—p| < |z—y| (see B5T)) and p—|j|—|¢| > 0. Hence, recalling that P;(z, p; g) = P;(z,p),
we obtain ‘
1P; (2, p) = Pi (2, y: 9)llo, S K M|z —y|?~ VL, (3.63)

By (319), 360), 363), the proof is complete. O
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To extend the bound of Lemma B25 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
O (Pi(w,zg) = Y, ZOIHO@) (@ - 2)f

|j+mtel=k+1
Vij| <k, Im|=1 2€, zecR"

Proof. Let x,z, j,m be like in the statement. By definition (857,
1 .
Pi(z,zi9)= Y Eg(”e) (2)(x - 2),
l7+£1<k

and its first derivative is

CE—ZZ
B zg)= Y @ e - Y g e ) e
li+el<k |+ <k ’

By definition (I8), one has 97" gU+9 (z) = 97+m+ g0 (2) for all £ such that |j + £ < k, and also
Itm+Lg0) (1) = gU+tm+0 (2) for all £ such that |j 4+ m + ¢| < k. Thus

Y I — ) = Y ) o)

li+el<k li+m+el<k

1 .
Y p@OE) @ -2 (3.65)
lj+m+e=k+1

Recalling that |m| = 1, one has

o (2

14

l—m

if £ > m,

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

)éfm

x_zl : xr—Zz
2 g(jﬁ)(z)(a?( i )):_ 2 g(ﬁe)(z)((zm)!

l7+eI<k [+ <k
L—m>0

14
, T —2
= — E g(JerJré)(Z)(T)7 (3.66)
|j+m+L|<k ’

where in the last identity we have made the change of summation variable £ = m + ¢’ and renamed
¢ — ¢. Inserting (3.63)), (B.60) into ([B.64) we get the thesis. O

Lemma 3.27. (Bound for ||R;(x,y;9)|ls, with y € Q, dist(L, F') > |z —y|). One has
1R (2,9 9)llo, S KM |z —yP~1 V|j| <k, dist(L, F) > [« - y],
where L is the segment in R™ of endpoints x,y.

Proof. Let x,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') > | — y| > 0, namely dist(z, F') > 0,

therefore z € 2. Moreover for = y the lemma trivially holds, hence we assume that |z — y| > 0.
For all z € Q, let

he) =Pz = Y 7o)~ ) (367)
|5+ <k
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As observed in subsection B3, ¢(©) is C<(Q, E,) for all @ € Z. Hence gUtY) = 9i44(0) is
C>*(Q, E,), and the function h is also C*°(Q), E,). Moreover

h(z) = Pj(z,259) = g9 (x),  h(y) = Pj(z,y39), Rj(z,y:9) = h(z) — h(y).

Since the segment L is contained in 2 and since h € C*°(Q, E,,), by the mean value theorem one
has

[h(z) = h(y)lls, < sup 102" h(2) o, | = yl- (3.68)

Iml=1

By definition (3.67) and Lemma B.20]

107 () lo, = 107 (Pi(, 2500, S D N0 Hg O (@) g, — 2[1.
|j+m+l|=k+1

By Lemma [3:24] _
029 O (2) )6, S KM (dist(z, F))*

forall ze€ L, |m| =1, |j +m +£| =k + 1. One has
(dist(z, F))P 571 < o =yl mh

because dist(z, F') > dist(L, F) > |x —y| and p — k — 1 < 0. Also,
o= 21 <yl = o gl

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

sup [[0°h(2)|lo, S K M|z -yl VI,
zel
|m|=1

and by (B.68) the thesis follows. O
Patching Lemma and Lemma [3.27 we obtain property (B3.50]).
Lemma 3.28. (Bound for ||R;(z,¥;9)|ls, with 2, € R™). One has

IR;(2,y;9)lle, S KM|z -yl V|j| <k, z,yeR™

Proof. For y € I, x € R", the inequality holds by Lemma B.221 For y € Q, = € R", with
dist(L, F) < |z — y| (L being the segment of endpoints x,y), the inequality holds by Lemma B.25]
For y € Q, z € R", with dist(L, F') > |z — y/, it holds by Lemma B27 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 B4t in fact, this is Theorem Z.3]in the case v = 1.

Lemma 3.29. (Extension in the case v = 1). Given f € Lip(p, F,0,1,0), there exists g €
Lip(p,R™,0,1,6) (defined in subsection[F3) that coincides with f on F and satisfies

Hg”Lip(p,R",a,l,S) S CHfHLip(p,F,o’,l,S) (369)

with C = C'K K, where C' depends only on k,n. The function ¢g© : R* — E,, is differ-
entiable k times at every point x € R™, with partial derivatives 819(0) (x) = g(j)(:zz). Moreover
gV (z) € By for all x € Q, and g¥) € C(Q, E,) for all a € T. 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,d), and let M > 0 be a constant such that [BI9)-(B20) hold. By
Lemma and Lemma B.28 there exists a constant C' > 0 depending only on k,n such that
the collection g defined in subsection B3 satisfies (B55)-([B56) with C' = C’ Ko K. Hence, recalling
Definition 211 ¢ belongs to Lip(p,R™,0,1,4), and, taking the inf over all constants M such that
BI9)-@B20) hold, we get ([B69). The inequality in Lemma also implies that the function
g R” — E, is k times differentiable at every point x € R", with partial derivatives o7 g(O)(x) =
g (z) for all |j| < k, all z € R™.

By construction (see subsection B3)), g coincides with f on F, g¥)(z) € Ey, for all x € Q, and
g € C>=(Q, E,) for all a € T. Moreover, by construction, the mapping f + ¢ is linear. The
definition of g in subsection involves f, k, F,~,d and the family (Sp)o>1, and does not directly
involve p, 0. O

Now we complete the proof of the main theorem.

Proof of Theorem [Z.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,v,0) (here v is
any positive real number), and let M > 0 be a constant such that [2I0) holds. We define another
closed subset of R"”, }

F={zcR':qzc Fy={yy:yecF} (3.70)

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

FOD (@) = Al fD(ya)  V]j| <k, z€F. (3.71)
By (B, @0, @I0), one has
17O @), =D 0ly <M Wl <k, w e F. (372)

For z,y € F, let Rj(z,y; f) denote the Taylor remainders of f, namely

Ryey f) = FO) — 3 G FO0 ) )" (373)

lj+e<k

For all £ € N”, all ,y € R™ one has (z — )¢ = v~ (yz — 4)*; therefore, by BZ1), B13),

. L 1 . 4 ~
Rj(w,y; f) = oW fD(ya) = 3 G A0 (ry)y i (ya — )
li+e<k

=R (ya vy f) - VIl <k, wyeF (3.74)
where R;(z,y; f) := R;(z,y) is defined in (29). By (.4), (2I0), one has

IR; (2, y; Dllo, = YR (v, vys o,
<Ay Mlyz — yy| 7V = M|z -y~ i <k, z,y€F. (3.75)

By B12), B75), f belongs to Lip(p, F, 0,1, 0) and Lemma [3.29 can be applied to f.
Let g € Lip(p,R™, 0,1, ) be the extension of f given by Lemma [B:29 Thus g satisfies

19V @)lo, < CM, |[Rj(w,y:9)llo, < CMlz—y|""V1 V]j| <k, zyeR",  (3.76)
with C given by Lemma B.291 We define
gV (@) =y VgD (y 2y Vil <k, weR™ (3.77)
For all z € F one has vy~ 'z € F, and therefore

gV (2) =7 Vg0 (v a) = 47 fO (47 1g) = fO(z)  V|j| <k, z€F (3.78)
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by BZ7), BTI) and because § = f on F by Lemma B29 Thus g is an extension of f to R™.
Moreover _ _ _
YD (@)o, =139 (@) loy <CM V|j| <k, z€R" (3.79)

by B11), B16). By B.71) one has

Riwy9) = 99) — 3 090w — )’

li+e<k
il ta B 1 s _ _ _
= Mgy ey = 30 Gy g (T (e — 7y
li+el<k
=y VR;(v ',y ysg) VIl <k my €R™ (3.80)

Hence, by (380), (370,

VIR, 55 9) o, = 2R (v vy ) o,
< ,ypfleCthlz _ ,y*ly|pfljl
=CM|z—y|P~ P Vj| <k, z,yeR™ (3.81)

From (3.79), (B:R81)) and Definition 2ZT1it follows that g € Lip(p, R", 0,7, d) and, taking the inf over
all M such that (ZI0) holds,

||9HLip(p,R"7omt5) < CHfHLip(mRmvﬁ)' (3.82)

By B8), g is an extension of f to R™. The regularity properties of g on €, namely ¢¥)(z) € E.,
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 subsection and the linearity of the rescaling
operator f — f in BTI) and its inverse § — ¢ in (377 we deduce that the extension map f — g
is a linear operator, with bounded operator norm < C' (see (8:82)). 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 Definition [31])
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 Q = R™ \ F.
There exists a collection F = {Q1,Qa,...,Qy,...} of mutually disjoint cubes such that

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

From Theorem [£2] one has directly property (B3) of Proposition B3l
By the construction in [23], every cube in the collection F is the product of n intervals of the
form
Q=Lx..xIL, IL=72%2"%ae+1)], j=1,...,n aj,k € Z. (4.1)

The length of every edge of the cube @ in (@) is 2%, and its diameter is 27%/n. This implies
that ¢; > 0 for all 4, as stated in Proposition [3.3]
The expanded cubes Q; are defined in Definition [5.2] with expansion factor A = 1+¢, € := 1~

8/n”
Thus diam(Q}) = Adiam(Q;), and [B.2) in Proposition B3] follows immediately.
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The other properties in Proposition 33 are stated slightly differently than in [23], because, both
for simplicity and by the special role played by ¢; in this paper (see (BIH)), we have chosen ¢; as a
unique reference in the estimates of Proposition B3l Hence now we prove the rest of Proposition
B3l and we start with the following observation.

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

Proof. Let Q; be the cube {p+wv : v € [—r,r]"}. Then the expanded cube Q; is the set {p+(1+¢e)v:
v e [—rr]"}. Let y € QF. Hence y = p+ (1 + ¢)v for some v € [—r,r]". Let x := p +v. Then
xr € Q;, and |y — x| = €|v| < ey/nr = (¢/2)q; because ¢; = diam(Q;) = 2r+/n. O

Proof of [B4). Since Q; C QF, one has dist(Q;, F') < dist(Q;, F) by definition of distance. Also,
dist(Qs, F) < 4¢; by (B3), therefore dist(Q?, F') < 4¢;, which is the second inequality in (34)).
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 3 For all z € F one has |z — z| < |z —y| + |y — 2|, and
therefore, taking the infimum over all z € F, dist(x, F') < |z — y| + dist(y, F'). From the properties
of z,y we deduce that dist(z, F) < (¢/2)g; + dist(Q;, F). Next, dist(Q;, F) < dist(z, F') because
x € @; (definition of distance), and ¢; < dist(Q;, F) by B3). Therefore ¢; < (¢/2)¢; + dist(QF, F),
whence the first inequality in ([3.4) follows because 1/2 <1 — (¢/2). O

Proof of the covering identity Q = U2, QF. One has Q; C Q; by definition of expanded cubes, and
Q = U;Q; by Theorem 2l Hence Q = U;Q; C U; Q7.

On the other hand, by ([34)), one has dist(Q}, F') > %qi > 0, whence it follows that @)} and F
have no common point, namely Q7 C Q for all 7; therefore U;Q; C Q. O

Proof of BX). Let x € QF. One has dist(Q},F) < dist(z, F) because x € Qf, and %qi <
dist(QF, F') by B4), whence we get the first inequality in (B.5).

For all z € QF one has |z — z| < diam(Q?) because z,z € QF, and diam(Q}) < 2¢; by B2).
Hence for all y € F one has |z —y| < |z — z| + |z — y| < 2¢; + |z — y|. Taking the infimum over all
z € QF, y € F, we obtain dist(x, F') < 2¢; + dist(Q7, F'). By B4), dist(Q}, F) < 4¢;, and we get
the second inequality in (B.3]). O

Proof of B). Let p; be as in (3.0), and let x € QF. By Lemma 3] there exists y € @; such that
|x—y| < (£/2)q. Let z € Q; be a point that realizes dist(Q;, p;) = |z—p;|. By triangular inequality,
|z —pil < |z —yl+[y—z|+]2—pi Now |z —y| < (/2)q; < g;; next, |y — 2| < dlam(Q;) = ¢;
because both y, z € Q;; next, |z —p;| = dist(Q;, p;) = dist(Q;, F) by B6), and dist(Q;, F') < 4¢; by
B3). The sum of the three terms then gives |z — p;| < ¢; + ¢; + 4q;, which is the second inequality
in B710).

One has 1¢; < dist(Q;,F) by @), and dist(Q;, F) < |z — p;| because z € Q, p; € F
(definition of distance). This immediately implies the first inequality in (B.7). O

Proof of B8). Let x € QF, y € F. Then dist(Q}, F) < |z — y| by definition of distance, and
%Qi < dist(Q?, F') by [B4). Hence %qi < |z -yl O

To complete the proof of Proposition [3.3] it remains to prove that every point z €  admits
a neighborhood B, C () intersecting at most 12" expanded cubes 7. 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;) > % min{g;, g; }-

n

Proof. Since Q;,Q; € F, they are of the form [@I)), namely Q; =11 X ... x I,, Q; = J1 X ... X Jp,
with
I =127%am, 27 %(am + 1), Jm=02""0p,27"(bn+1)], m=1,...,n,
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for some an,, by, k,h € Z; we suppose that k > h. A vector x = (x1,...,2,) € R™ belongs to
Qi N Qj if and only if z,, € I, N J,, for all m = 1,...,n. This means that Q;,Q; intersect iff
Iy, Jm intersect for all m. By assumption, Q;, Q; do not intersect: hence I,, N J,, is empty for
some m. Since I,,, ., are intervals of the real line, this implies that max I,,, < minJ,, or vice
versa. Therefore, multiplying by 2*,

2y — (@ +1) >0 or  ay, — 287 "(b,, +1) > 0. (4.2)

NOW @y, by, 287" are all integers (because k& > h). Then the quantities in (ZZ) are positive
integers, and hence “> 0” in ([@Z) can be replaced by “> 1. Dividing by 2*, this gives 27"b,,, >

27k (ay, +1)+27% or 27%a,, > 27"(b,, + 1) +27F, namely
min(Jy,,) > max(l,,) + 2% or min(7,,) > max(J,,) + 27k,

Then |t — s| > 27F for all t € I,,, s € Jp,. Given any = € Q;, y € Q;, their m-th coordinates
satisfy 2., € I, Ym € Jim, and therefore |x — y| > |2, — ym| > 27%. Passing to the infimum over
allz € Q;, y € Q;, 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 q¢; < ¢;. Let x; € Q;, x; € Q;, with |v; — x| < eq;. Then the
cubes Q;,Q; touch.

Proof. Suppose that @Q;, Q; do not touch. Then, by Lemma H dist(Q;, Q;) > \/Lﬁqj. Moreover
dist(Qi, Q;) < |x; — x| because z; € Q;, z; € Q;. Hence

1 :
— Qj S dlSt(Qi,Qj> S |.CCZ — ZL']'| S £q;. (43)

vn
For all z € F one has |z; — z| > |z; — 2| — |v; — x| > |z; — 2| — e¢;, and, taking the infimum over
all z e F,
diSt(SCj, F) Z diSt(SCi, F) — &q;.
Now dist(x;, F) > dist(Q;, F)) because z; € @y, and dist(Q;, F) > ¢ by B3). Also, 6¢; >
dist(z;, I') by ([B.5), because r; € Q; C Q. Thus

6g; > (1 —€)q;- (4.4)

Since ¢; > 0, @3), @Z) imply that 1 — ¢ < 6ey/n, namely 1 + 6,/n > 1. By Definition B2
1 = 8\/n, which gives a contradiction. O

Lemma 4.7. If Q7 intersects QF, then Q; touches Q;.

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

lws — x| < |oi —yl+ |y — 2;] < (e/2) (@i + ¢5) < £qi-
Thus z; € Q;, ©; € Qj, and |z; — ;| < £g;. Then, by Lemma .6, Q; and @, touch. O

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

Proof. Let x € Q. Then z € Q; for some Q; € F, because, by Theorem 2] Q@ = U;@Q;. Consider
the open ball B, := B(z,d) of center z and radius § sufficiently small to have B, C Qj: since
z € Qj, a radius equal to € times the half-length of the edge of @; is enough, so we choose
6 = gqjﬁ. If B, intersects some @7, then Q7 intersects ()] (because B, C Q;‘) Hence, by
Lemma L7 Q; touches ;. The number of cubes of F that touch @, is at most 12" by Proposition
g4 O
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By Lemma [£8 the proof of Proposition is now complete.

Proof of Proposition [322. The partition of unity satisfying (B3] is constructed on page 170 of [23].
The identity in (3I0) is obtained by differentiating the identity > ¢f(x) = 1, taking into account
that the series is locally finite: by Lemma [£8 around every point = there is an open set B, such
that x € B, C 2 and only IV expanded cubes @}, 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 ([BI0) is equation (13) on page 174 of [23]. O

Proof of LemmalZ 8. Suppose that z € QF for some i ¢ N. By B1), ¢; < 2dist(x, F), and, by
assumption, 2dist(z, F') < 1. Hence ¢; < 1, namely ¢« € N, a contradiction. This proves that
x ¢ Qf for all i ¢ N. Therefore, by (B9), ¢} (z) = 0 for all i ¢ N/. Thus only the terms with i € A/
remain in the sum.

To make the partial derivative of the sum, consider that {z € Q : dist(z, F') < 1/2} is an open
set, and that the sum is locally finite (Proposition B3]). 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 [5.1] we consider L2-based Sobolev spaces H*, on R? and on T¢, where the scale
is parametrized by the continuous (real) parameter s; properties 1), ..., (24) are immediate.

In subsection 5.2 we deal with classes C’f 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 (Z1), ..., (Z4) (this is classical material).

Holder spaces are treated more briefly in subsection 53] following Hérmander [I9] and Zehnder
[26]. Few other interesting examples are mentioned in subsection .4

In subsection we consider Lebesgue spaces of sequences ¢P and of functions LP((2), where
Q has finite measure. They are scales of Banach spaces satistying (2.1) and also (2.3]), for which
the families (Sp) of linear operators that could seem to be natural candidates to be smoothing
operators satisfy ([22)), (23), but not ([24]). 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 [5.14] we prove that there does not exist
any family of linear operators satisfying all the properties [2.2)), (23), (Z4). To the best of our
knowledge, Theorem [5.14] is new.

5.1 Sobolev spaces H*

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

H*(RY,C) := {u ‘R C: ]l s (re,cy < oo},
ey = ([ @R )", (0= 1+ 1P, (5.1)
where @ is the Fourier transform of w. For any real number a¢ € R, let

I:=lap,0), FE,:=H*R%C), |lulla:= |ullsagac):
Then the family (E,, || ||«)acz satisfies Z)). For every real 0 > 1, let

1 .
S =— 7 & e
(Sou)e) = gy [ @ dg
In other words, Sy is the Fourier multiplier @(§) — xo(§)@(€) where xo(§) = (

H \/
— INA
’_h >

zero otherwise. It is immediate to check that (Z3)-(24]) are satisfied with Aab =
a,beZl, a<b.

o B
O=a
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Example 5.2. (H*(R%,C) with Fourier truncation |¢| < ). With E,, || ||, like in Example 511
define Sy as the Fourier multiplier 4(§) — xo(£)@(£) where xo(§) = 11if [€] < 0 and 7 zero otherwise.
Then || Spul|? < (14 62)"=¢|ul|2 < (26)~ for a < b, and (Z3)) holds with Ay, = ; (Z34) holds
with B, = 1. O

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

H*(T?,C) := {u: T™ - C: lull grs(racy < o0}, T :=R/2wZ,

e O RO

kezd

where 4y, are the Fourier coefficients of u, and ( ) is defined in (5.1]). For any ag € R, let Z := [ag, c0),
Eq = H*(T%,C), |[ulla := ||ullgre(ra,c)- Then the family (Ea, | [la)acz satisfies @I). For every

real 0 > 1, let
(Sou)(x Z e’

kezd
(k)<6

Then 23)-(24) hold with A,y = Bay = 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 ([23)-(2.4). O

Example 5.4. (H*(T%, C) with Fourier truncation |k| < ). With E,, || ||, like in Example (3]
define Sy as the Fourier truncatlon |k| < 6. Then ||Soul|? < (1 +62)*=%||lu|? < (26)* for a < b,

; 24) holds with B, = 1. O

5.2 Spaces C*

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

[ullerra,cy = max  sup [07u(x)|.
aeN? r€ER4
lo| <k
Let
ao :07 1= {051725} :Nv Ea :Cg(Rda(C)? ||u||a = HUHC‘I(Rd,C)'

Then the family (Eq, || ||o)aez satisfies (ZT)).

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 o = 1 in the ball || < 1/2. Define 9 as the Fourier anti-transform of o, namely

x .:L o eiﬁ»z n — e_if‘y — - d
0 = g [ 0@ e b= [ oy =o(e), Rt

Thus 1 is real, even, and belongs to the Schwartz class S(R?, R) (because o € S(R%,R)). For every
real 8 > 1 we define

nla) == 040(00). (Spu)(@) = (wvo)e) = | it = 9)dy (5.2
With standard calculations one has
Do(&) =h(071€) = a(07€),  (Sou)() = w(€)n (&) = WU(E)a(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

y o(x)dx =1, /Rd z%Pp(z)dr =0 Va € N¢ a#0, (5.4)
[ 1oa(a)lde = 011051 ey Vo €N, (55)
[ JaPlio@lde =07C,. Gy o= [ aPl@lde, vpeR pz0. (56)

To prove (5.4)), first consider 6 = 1: for every a € N? the function h(z) := 2%¢(z) is in L'(R)
(because 1 € S(R%)), and one has h(¢) = i‘o‘|8§‘1/;(§) = i‘o‘|8§‘o(§). Therefore 1 satisfies (5.4
because 0(0) = 1 and 9go(0) = 0 for all a # 0. For § > 1, (54) is obtained by the change of
variable fz = y in the integral. With the same change of variable one also gets (5.0)), (5.0).

For all multi-indices o, 8 € N%, one has 0917 (u x1bg) = (0%u) * (024)4), and therefore, by (5.5)),

0570 Sgu(a)| < ( sup |07 u(y)]) /d 0700 (2)] dz < [Jullgror@a 01070 Lr ey (5.7)
yeR R

Given a,b € Z, a < b, for all multi-indices ¢ such that a < |¢| < b we take o, 3 € N? such that
la] = a, a+ B = ¢, and use [B1); for [¢| < a use (1) with o = ¢, § = 0. Thus we obtain (23]
with Agp = max{||8£w||L1(Rd) : |£| <b-— a}.

To get (24, we use (B4)), (26) and Taylor’s expansion. Let a,b € Z, a < b. If a = b, then (24
follows from (Z3) by triangular inequality. Thus assume that a < b. Let o € N%, |a| = m < a. We
expand 0%u(y) around z,

(63 1 (63
ovu(y) = Z E&I ou(x)(y — )" 4+ Raly, z), (5.8)
[a+£|<b—1
where the remainder satisfies
|Ra(y, )| < Capllullos@eyle —y"~™ (5.9)

for some constant Cyp depending only on d, b. Estimate (59) can be obtained by the mean value
theorem, for example imitating the proof of Lemma By X)), &4),

95 Sou(x) = (05 u) * o (x) = O u(x) + /Rd Ra(y,z)ve(x — y) dy.

By .9), ©G.6),

/Rd |R(y, )[|ve(x — y)|dy < Capllullcomay /Rd |z — y|" " g (x — y)| dy
< Capllullov@ay™ "™ Ch Vo € R
Moreover 0~ (=) < §==9) for all multi-index « of length o] = m < a, all @ > 1. Hence
U — Soul|ga(ray < C|lu|cvray®~ P~ for some C' depending on d, b, a, namely . O
(R?) (R)

Example 5.6. (C*(T9,C), k integer). Let C*(T¢,C) be the set of functions u € C*(R?,C) that
are 27-periodic in each variable. If u : R? — C is periodic, then the function Spu defined in (5.2)
is also periodic, because

(ws o)+ 2mm) = [

Rd

w(z + 2mm — y)e(y) dy = / u( — y)o(y) dy = (ux ¥o) ()

Rd

for all z € R?, m € Z?. Hence Example 5.5 includes the periodic setting.
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Note that Sy acts on periodic functions as the Fourier coefficients multiplier of symbol o(671k),
namely
= Z et (Sou)(x Z tro (07 k)e ik (5.10)

kezd kezd

as it can be easily deduced from the definition (52) of Spu(z), replacing u(xz — y) in the integral
with its Fourier series, and recalling that [, 1e(y)e™*¥ dy = o(07 k), see ([E3).

The same holds for functions having period L; in the variable x;, with possibly different periods
L; # Lj 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
[T9)). Let B C R 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 © is some open neighborhood of B), let

|0z u(x) — 05 u(y)|
fulpesy = > sup » s sy = lulygs () + sup [u(@)], (5.11)
e loo|=k x,y;éeB |$ _y|a He(B) HB) zEB
T#yY

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|3e (). For a = 0 we set H°(B) := C(B) and ||ul|3o(p) := sup |ul.

Let Z := [0,00), By := HY(B), || lla := || [l%a(p). Then (Theorem A.5 in [19]) (Ea,| |la)acz
satisfies (2.10).

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
>oxj =1with x; € C"O( ;). A function u on M is then said to be in H*(M) if x;u for every j is
in H* as a function of the 1oca1 coordinates, and [|u[|3ge(ps) is defined as ) || x;jul[#« 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 € C5°(R?) such that x = 1 in a neighborhood
of K. Define a,, 1y like in Example 5.5, and set (Spu)(z) := x(x)(u *1g)(z) for functions u with
support in K. Then (see Theorem A.10 of [19]) the smoothing inequalities (23)-(Z4) hold for u
supported in K. Moreover (Remark on page 44 of [I9]) for the spaces H*(M), with M compact
manifold, one decomposes u by the partition of unity and defines Spu(z) := x;(x)(u * ¢g)(x) 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 For a ¢ N, define
(Ea, | lla) as in Example 57 namely by (EI1) with R in place of B. Let Sy be the convolution
operator of Example 5.6 (which is the one of Example B35 applied to periodic functions). Then

(Lemma 6.2.4 of [26]) [23)-(24) hold. O

On T4, the difference between Examples 5.7 and is in the definition of E, for a > 1 integer:
in Example the derivatives of order a — 1 of the functions in E, are of class C!, while in
Example 5.7 they are just Lipschitz (like in Definition [[Tlwhen p = k+1). Except for a =1,2,...,
the Banach spaces in Examples 5.7 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 57 and
agree, and this gives another scale with smoothing. O
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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;ﬁq(Rd,(C), and Triebel-Lizorkin
spaces F q(]Rd, 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 = > Aju is a Littlewood-Paley decomposition
of a function w, then one defines Spu as the partial sum over all j such that 27 < . As observed
in Example (3] the fact that j is a discrete parameter (j is an integer) and 6 is a continuous one
(0 > 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 5.5l and especially Theorem (.14 |

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

ulla := sup (1 + [=])*|lu(z)]ly,
z€R4

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

One immediately verifies that (1)), ..., (24) hold, with A, = By = 1.

This example is essentially the same as Example [B.1] 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(14|x|)*|| 07 u(x)|ly. O

Example 5.12. (Functions with values in a scale). Let ag € R, T C [ag, 00), with agp = minZ. Let
(Fo, |l |F,), @ € Z, be a scale of Banach spaces with smoothing operators (Sg), 6 > 1, satisfying
@I, ..., @4). Let T > 0, let E, := C([0,T], F,) be the set of continuous functions u : [0,7] —
F,, with norm

[ulla = sup |[lu(t)]r,-
te[0,7)

For u € E,,, define Spu by (Spu)(t) := Sp[u(t)] for all ¢ € [0,T]. Tt is immediate to verify that
&I, ..., (Z4) hold for the scale (E,) (without changing the constants Aqp, Bap).

Possible variants of this example can be obtained by replacing [0, 7] with other domains Q C R?,
or by replacing C([0, T, F,,) with L*°([0, T, F,), or by including one derivative, like sup, ||u(t)| r, +
sup, ||Opu(t)||F,, or more derivatives, or by including derivatives with decreasing regularity norms,
like sup, [lu(t)|| 7, + sup; [|9vu(t)]| 7, _; , ete.

This example and its many possible variants are based on the same basic observations about
the “inherited structure” in Proposition [Z2 O

5.5 Lebesgue spaces

In this subsection we consider Lebesgue spaces of sequences and of functions. They satisfy (21
and (Z3), and admit operators satisfying (2.2]), (Z3)), but not (Z4)). For the ¢P spaces we also prove
(Theorem [BI4)) the non-existence of families of smoothing operators satisfying all (22), (Z3]), (24)).
The observations about (Sp) in Examples 513, 517 and Theorem [5.14] seem to be new.

Example 5.13. (Lebesgue space of sequences 7). Let Ny := {1,2,...} be the set of positive
integers. For every p € [1,00], let ¢ = (?(Ny,C) be the set of sequences x = (x1,23,...) of
complex numbers with finite norm ||z||s», where

oo 1

loller = (D lanl?)” forpeflo0); el = sup [,
=1 keNy
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Let Z :=[0,1], ap := 0. For every a € Z, let
» 1
Eo =00 lzlla = lzller,  p:=—,
a
with the convention § := oo. Then (E,)aez is a scale of Banach spaces satisfying @I). To
prove it, let a,b € Z, with a < b, and let p = 1, ¢ = {. Let € E, = (4 with [|z[je = 1.
Then |zi| < 1 for all k, therefore |x;|? < |zx|? for all k (because |zx| < 1 and p > ¢). Hence
YlaklP < X jax]? = |jzf|fls = 1, and ||zl < 1. Now consider any = € (7, x # 0, define
y := x/||x||¢a, and apply to y the inequality already proved for vectors of unitary ¢9 norm.
From Holder’s inequality one obtains directly the interpolation property (23] (without using
E3)-@Z4)): let a,b,c € Z, with a < b < ¢, and let p, := %, Dy = %, Pe = % Let b=da+ (1 —9)c

for some ¥ € [0,1]. Then

1 9 1-9
—=— 1 : (5.12)

Multiplying by pp,

9 1-9
_Up (L= O)pe

1 Pa_ Pe
Pa Pc A

Sl

1 = ,
Ipp

(5.13)

Write |21|P as the product |z |"P? |z |1 =)Pr; by Hélder’s inequality,

e3¢} 1 o0 _1 o 1
A
el = (3 ol ol =) 75 < (3 bl ) 7 (S ol ) = el
k=1 k=1

k=1

which is 2.3]).

We prove below (Theorem [B.T4) that ¢7 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)r = wg gz with wgj ;=1 for k < 6 and wgj, :==0
for k > 6. These operators map Ey = (> into Ey = (!, so that (Z2) is satisfied. Also ([Z3) holds,
with constants A,, = 1, because, by Holder’s inequality, one has

1 1 1
: 4 L
1Sozller = (D lworltlanl®) " < (D fwaal®™) ™ (D lanl) ™ < 0" fjallen

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

However, (24) is violated. To show it, assume that (2Z4]) holds. Given 6 > 1, take an integer
k > 0, and consider the sequence x = e, with z;, = 1 and z; = 0 for all j # k. Then Sgx = 0,
|lz||» = 1 for all p € [1,00], therefore, by @4), 1 < B0~ =, This holds for all § > 1; for a < b,

this is a contradiction. O

Example [F.13] shows that the truncation operators satisfy ([2.2]), (23), but not (24]). 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 513 Then there does not exist any family (Sp) of

linear operators satisfying all (22), 23), 24).

More is true: fix any two real numbers a,b € [0,1] with a < b, and define p := %, q = %. Let
(Sp), 0 > 1, be a family of linear operators Sy : €7 — £ such that

1Sox]lee < Aapd® ||2|ler V€ 4P, VO >1, (5.14)

for some constant Aqp, > 0 independent of x,6. Then there does not exists any constant Bap > 0
such that
|z — Sox|ler < Bapd™ O~ |||l Vz e 0?, VO >1, (5.15)

By independent of x, 0.
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The second part of Theorem [(.I4] implies the first one, and it says that ¢P 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 [.14] we begin with two lemmas.

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

x = (x1,...,xN) with components x, € U. For every k,n € {1,..., N} one has
Z LpTn = 2N6kna
zeUN

where Ok, = 1 if k =n and dg, =0 if k #n.

Proof. Let k,n € {1,...,N}, with & = n. Then ) _;~ T3 = > wecun 1, which is the cardinality
of UM, namely 2. 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 xﬂ:g:(le)(ng):O

r=(x1,22)€U? €U x2€U

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

Z TpLy = Z ( Z zkzn) =0. O
zeUN 2’ eUN—2 (xp,xn)€U?

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

(3]3

k=1 n=1

0
) <R Vai,...,zye{1,-1}. (5.16)

Then

Q=

N
(Z |Ckk|q) S R
k=1

..........

Proof. Let k € {1,...,N}. By Lemma[5.159]

N N N
—N —N
Chk = E ChnOkn = E Ckn2 E TpTp =2 E Tk E CknTn.
n=1 n=1

zeUN zeUN n=1

By triangular inequality, since |zx| = 1,

N
lewe| < 27N Z ’ZCknzn

zeUN n=1

. (5.17)

If 1 < g < oo, then, by Hélder’s inequality,

> S| < (2 [Sown]) (T 1) (X [ S wn

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

-

)

Q) %2]\[(17%)

where % + % = 1. Therefore, by (517,

~ N
|Ckk| < 2_7( E ‘ g CknTn
zeUN

q)%. (5.18)

n=1
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Note that (BI8]) also holds for ¢ = 1, in which case it is the same as (5I7). Taking the ¢-th power
of (&I8), summing over k = 1,..., N, and using assumption (B.I0]) gives

Z|Ckk|q<2sz‘zcknxn <27V 3y RI=RY,

zeUN k=1 n=1 zeUN

which is the thesis. The last line of the statement follows from (BI7) by taking the sup over
k=1,...,N. O

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

Proof of Theorem[5.1) Let e; = (1,0,0,...), ea = (0,1,0,...), etc., namely (en)r = ni for all
k,n € Ny. For every 6 > 1, the operator Sy maps /P into ¢4, therefore, for every n € Ny, Spe,, is
an /9 sequence of complex numbers, say

Sopen = (c1n(0), can(0), csn(0),...), (5.19)

where ¢y, (0) is the k-th element of the sequence Spe,. Let N € N; and
x:=(r1,...,25,0,0,...) = anen, x1,...,on € U :={1,-1}. (5.20)
Since Sy is linear, by (5.19), (520) one has

N N N
Spx = Sg(Z:cnen) = Zangen =y =(y1,Y2,-..), Y = Z Ckn(0)xn,  VEk € Nj.
n=1 n=1 n=1

Then [N
(Z ‘ Z Crn(0)x
k=1 n=1
and, by (E14),

q); B (ilyqu)% = (ilyqu)% = [1So/|¢a
k=1 k=1

[1Sozlles < Aapf®||z||er = Aap0 "N

for all x1,...,2ny € U, all # > 1. By Lemma [b.16l applied with R = Aabe’“Ni we get

N 1
(Z ICkk(t?)lq) "< A ONT. (5.21)
k=1

Now assume, by contradiction, that there exists By, > 0 such that (5I5) holds. For every
k € Ny, 0 > 1, one has

11— e ()] = |(er — Spen)n (Z I(ex — Sper) |P)p = llex — Spex|er

and, by (&.13),

lex — Soerller < Bapb™ O~V |er]lea = Bapd™ =,

Since b — a > 0, there exists 6, > 1 such that Babﬁ_(b_a) < % Hence |1 — cpr(04)] < % for all
k € Ni. As a consequence, |y (6.)] > & for all k € Ny, and

XN: |ckn (0:)] ‘ XN: L) o —Nq. (5.22)
k=1 21

k=1

Q=



From (521)), (522)) it follows that
1
SN < At "N,

namely N&~ % = Nb-a < C, where C := 24,0~ does not depend on N. For N — oo this gives
a contradiction, and the theorem is proved. O

Example 5.17. (Lebesque space LP(Q,C) with || < oo). Let Q@ C R? be a measurable set
of positive, finite Lebesgue measure |Q|. For p € [1,00], let LP(Q2,C) be the Lebesgue space of
complex-valued, measurable functions with finite norm

1
l|lull ey = (/Q |u(z) P d:z:) " forpe[l1,00); ||l oo () = esssgp|u|.

Let ag :=0,Z :=[0,d]. For a € Z, let

1 d
o= /Q.0), o= 190 F @, pi= 7o
a
with p = oo for a = d. By Hélder’s inequality, one has
1 o o
fulla < 192075 ([ 1) ([ )™ =l
Q Q
for all a,b € Z, a < b, where p = d%'la, q= ﬁ, A= %, and % + i = 1. Thus (F,).cz is a scale of

Banach spaces satisfying (2.I]).

The interpolation property (2.35]) follows directly from Holder’s inequality (without using (23)-
@4)): let a,b,c € Z, with a < b < ¢, and let p, := d%‘la, Py = ﬁ, Pe 1= ﬁ. Let b =va+(1—9)c
for some ¥ € [0, 1]. Then (despite the different definition of p,, py, p. with respect to Example .13
Pas Db, De satisfy (12), EI3). Write |u[” as the product |u|?? |u|1=?)Pr; by Holder’s inequality,

1
[l = | 7> (/ [P | P dz) o
Q
1

1 1
S O R R N e R (T T
Q Q

which is [Z3]).

Like in Example B13] the difficulty is in the construction of the smoothing operators. An
attempt is the following. Given u € Ey = L'(Q), extend it trivially to R? by setting u = 0 outside
Q, then define Spu := (u * 1p)|q, namely the restriction to Q of the convolution u * 1y, with 1
defined in Example

The set Ex := Ngejo,q)Fa is the space Eq = L>(Q). Since Sp maps Ey = L'(Q) into E,, =
E; = L>(Q), property (2.2)) is satisfied.

The smoothing property (23] is also satisfied. To prove it, let a,b € Z, a < b, and let p = d%da,

q = 7%. By Young’s convolution inequality, one has |lu 1g|[Ls < ||u|s|[tho||L- where r satisfies
1,1 _ 1 : _ pd—4 1y _

EﬁL 7 = 1+ ;. By rescaling, one has [[¢[|L- = 07" |4 -, and d(1 — ) = b — a, whence 2.3)
ollows.

However, in general, (24)) does not hold. To show it, we consider the case in which Q is the
cube [0,27]¢, so that Fourier series can be used, and we mimic the argument of Example
Assume that (Z4) holds. Given 6 > 1, take an integer vector k € Z? with |k| > 6, and consider
the function u(x) = e**. Then, recalling (G.I0), one has Spu = 0, and, by direct calculation,
|lullo = 1 for all a € [0,d] (just because |u(x)| = 1 for all ). Therefore, by @4), 1 < By~ 0=,
this holds for all # > 1, and hence, for a < b, we have a contradiction. O

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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