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QUANTITATIVE CHARACTERIZATION OF TRACES OF SOBOLEV
MAPS

KATARZYNA MAZOWIECKA AND JEAN VAN SCHAFTINGEN

ABSTRACT. We give a quantitative characterization of traces on the boundary of Sobolev
maps in WHP(M,N), where M and N are compact Riemannian manifolds, OM # §: the
Borel-measurable maps u: 9M — N that are the trace of a map U € W'P(M,N) are
characterized as the maps for which there exists an extension energy density w: OM — [0, o0]
that controls the Sobolev energy of extensions from |p — 1]-dimensional subsets of OM to
| p|-dimensional subsets of M.

1. INTRODUCTION

Given M a compact Riemannian manifold with non-empty boundary M, we consider the
homogeneous Sobolev space defined as

WhP(M,R) == {U: M — R: U is weakly differentiable and DU € Lp(/\/l)}.

The classical trace theorem of E. Gagliardo [12] states that for p > 1 there is a well-defined
continuous and surjective trace operator

tron: WHP(M,R) — WI—VPP(OM,R),
such that for functions U that are additionally continuous we have trgpU = U ] o Here,
for0 < s <landp > 1, Ws’p(a./\/l,IR{) is the homogeneous Sobolev—Slobodeckij space, or
fractional Sobolev space, defined as

- . —u(y)P
(1.1) WeP(OM,R) == {u M = R: /(W /BM da./\/l wgym T 4 dy < oo},

where m := dim M = dim OM + 1 and dyp, is the geodesic distance on OM.

If V' is a compact Riemannian manifold, that by J. Nash’s embedding theorem [21] can be
assumed without loss of generality to be isometrically embedded into some Euclidean space
RY D N, then the homogeneous spaces of Sobolev mappings can be defined for p > 1 as

WEP(M,N) = {U € WHP(M,R”): U(z) € N for almost every = € M}
and for0<s<landp>1
WEP(OM,N) = {u € W*P(OM,R"): u(z) € N for almost every = € OM};

these nonlinear Sobolev spaces arise naturally, for example, as domains of functionals in the
calculus of variations and of partial differential equations in geometric analysis and physical
models.

As a consequence of the straightforward vector version of Gagliardo’s trace theorem, the
trace operator tryp is well-defined and continuous from W'?(M,N) to W'=1/PP(9M,N).
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The question of surjectivity of the trace operator is however much more delicate: given a
map u € W'-1/pp (OM,N), the classical linear extension construction gives a function U €
Wl’p(BM,R” ) such that tropq U = u with no guarantee whatsoever about the range of the
extension U.

Indeed, the surjectivity of the trace operator can first fail because of global topological
obstructions: For instance if p > m, by the Morrey—Sobolev embedding, mappings in the spaces
WIP(M,N) and WI=1/PP(OM,N) are almost everywhere equal to continuous maps, and
classical topological obstructions for the extension of continuous maps results in obstructions
for the extension of Sobolev mappings. When 1 < p < m, a Lipschitz—continuous map u €
Lip (OM, N) is known to be a trace of a map in W1HP(M,N) if and only if u has a continuous
extension to OM N M) where MLP) is a |p|-dimensional skeleton of M [24, Section 4];
here and in the sequel |¢| denotes the integer part of the real number ¢, so that |¢] € Z and
lt] <t<|t]+1.

Local topological obstructions can prevent locally the surjectivity of the trace operator: If
p < m and if the homotopy group m,_] (N) is not trivial, by definition there exists a map
fe COO(SU’*IJ ,N') which is not homotopic to a constant; define the mapping u: B! — N for
z=(2/,2") e B"1 ¢ R} x R™=1p+ by w(z) == f(2'/|2’|); we have u € WI=1/PP(OM,N),
whereas there is no U € W'P(B™ ! x (0,1),N) such that trgm-1 U = u [3, Theorem 4;
14, Section 6.3].

Analytical obstructions finally arise locally for the extension problem: There exist maps
in W1-1/Pr(B™=1 A) that are strong limits of smooth maps from B™~! to A/ but are not
traces of maps in WP (B™~! x (0,1),NV). This is known to happen when either the homotopy
group m¢(N) is infinite for some ¢ € N with ¢ < max{m,p} — 1 [1] (see also [3, Theorem 6])
and when p € N\ {0,1} and the homotopy group m,_1(/N) is nontrivial [19]. These analytical
obstructions can be seen in view of a nonlinear uniform boundedness principle as a consequence
of the failure of linear estimates on extensions for smooth maps [20]; when 2 < p < 3, these
analytical obstructions are connected to similar analytical obstructions for the lifting problem
in fractional Sobolev spaces [2,18].

On the other hand, the trace is known to be surjective from W'?(B™ ! x (0,1),A) onto
W1=1/p2(B™=1 N in the following cases: when p > m [3, Theorem 1 & 2|, for p > m it is
a consequence of the Morrey—Sobolev embedding whereas for p = m it is a consequence of
the embedding into maps of vanishing mean oscillation (VMO) [8,9]; when 1 < p <2 < m
or 2 < p <3< m with m(WN) ~ {0} [14, Theorem 6.2]; when 3 < p < m, m(N) is finite,
and m(N) ~ --- >~ 7,_1|(N) =~ {0} [14, Theorem 6.2; 19]. The case when 4 < p < m,
TI(N), .. T p_g)(N) are finite, and 7,1 (N) = {0} remains open.

We are interested in the question of characterizing in general the range of the trace operator.
T. Isobe [15] has provided characterization of the maps u: IM — N that are the traces of
maps in WHP(M, N) as the maps satisfying the two conditions:

(04) The mapping u satisfies

t—0e—0

— i p .
lim lim inf /|DU|p + M: U cWP([0,t) x OM,R”) and tropU =u p = 0.
5
[0,6)xOM

(o) The restriction of the mapping u to a generic triangulation MP~1 NJM is homotopic
in VMO(MP~ nagM, N) to the restriction of a continuous function from M to N,
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where M? with ¢ € {0,...,m} stands for the /~dimensional skeleton of a triangulation

of M.

Isobe’s first obstruction (04) is equivalent to u belonging to the image of the trace operator
on lep(aM x [0,1],NV), implying in particular through classical linear trace theory that
u e WI=1/PP(9M, N); this condition (04) can be seen as an asymptotic condition on a family
of Ginzburg—Landau functionals; according to Isobe the problem of characterizing in general
maps satisfying (0,4) remains open [15, p. 367]. In (0p), the notion of generic skeleton has to be
understood in the sense of holding for almost every value of the parameter for a parametrized
family of triangulations (see [13, Section 3; 23, Section 3; 24, Section 3]); the homotopy in
VMO(MUP=1 ndM, N) is understood in the sense of [8] (see also Section 2.4). When p ¢ N,
(0p) can be simplified into requiring that restrictions of the mapping u to generic triangulations
M= N OM are equal almost everywhere to restrictions of continuous mappings from M)

to V.

The goal of the present work is to characterize the image of the trace by the properties
of mappings on lower-dimensional subsets. This approach is motivated by the fact that
in the Gagliardo energy appearing in the definition (1.1) of the fractional Sobolev space
WI=1/PP(GM, N), the quotient

u(x) — u(y)|
d@M (CE, y)p—l

can be interpreted as the minimal energy in W'([0,dpr¢(,y)],R) to connect u(z) to u(y).
Because of the quantitative nature of the phenomenon of analytical obstructions, we expect any
characterization of the trace space to have some quantitative character. Finally, a workable
characterization should be based on a robust definition of generic lower-dimensional set, as
developed as topological screening by P. Bousquet, A. Ponce, and J. Van Schaftingen [4].

We first consider the case where the domain manifold M is the m-dimensional half-space
R == R™ ! x (0,00) with boundary R = R™~! x {0} and closure R := R™~! x [0, 00).
In order to formulate our results we settle some terminology and notation.

We assume that simplexes of a simplicial complex inherit the metric and the measure from
their canonical realization as an equilateral simplex of side-length 1; on the full complex ¥, a
measure is defined by additivity and a distance d>. Given simplicial complexes ¥ and ¥y and
A > 0, we define the quantity

Bys(2)]
1.2 Q&= sup 1B ,
( ) 720,2 25620 5‘20 N B?(Z)’
>0

with the measure in the numerator being taken relatively to ¥ and in the denominator rela-
tively to Yo; we note that 7%0,2 < oo for every A > 0 whenever X is a finite homogeneous
simplicial complex and if ¥y C ¥ is a homogeneous simplicial complex of codimension 1; (1.2)
is reminiscent of an Alhfors upper codimension-1 bound (see [16,17,22], where a doubling
condition is made separately). The quantity |o|ri, denotes the Lipschitz constant of the map
o: Y — R

o(z) —o(y)|
olLip == sup ————+.
‘ ‘ P T,YyeX dE (x, y)
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We define the canonical cubication of the half-space R of size  as follows. For £ € {0,...,m}

and k > 0, we write
m
(1.3) ot = {Q C R™: Q is a closed /—dimensional face of [—g, g} + kk with k € Zm}

and we let then
(1.4) Qtf = {QNRY: Qe 0™}, Q! = {QNORT: Q € Q&)

(with ¢ € {0,...,m — 1} in the definition of QS’K; since the faces of cubes of Q% all intersect
transversally OR’?, the cubes in Q'g £ are (—dimensional) and

(1.5) eyt =Jar, et =1Jos"

We will state our results for a mapping u from ORT defined everywhere following [13, p.
66; 24, p. 5]. In other words, we do not consider equivalence classes of functions equal almost
everywhere. (Otherwise, given any o or any h, there exists a map equal almost everywhere

that satisfies (ii) or (iii) in Theorem 1.1 by being constant on the set o(2¢) or on Cg"’“"” +h.)

We obtain the following characterization of traces.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that 2 < m € N, the map u: OR] — N is Borel-measurable, and
A> 1. If 1 < p < m, then the following statements are equivalent:

(i) There exists U € W'P(RT,N) such that u = trory U.

(it) There exists a summable Borel-measurable function w: OR}' — [0,00] such that for
every finite homogeneous simplicial complex X of dimension |p| and every subcomplex
Yo C X of dimension |p — 1|, and every Lipschitz—continuous map o: ¥ — RI* which
satisfies o(Xg) C ORT and for which w o o is summable, there exists a mapping
V e WhP(2,N) such that trs, V = u o olg, and

by —1
/WDWPSwhﬂﬂap/'woa
» >o

(iii) There exist a constant 6 > 0, a sequence (k;)ien in (0,00) converging to 0, and sets
H; C [0, k)™, such that

o | Hi
| f
mint > 0

and if h € H; x {0}, then there exists a map V € VVI’J”(C_T’MDJ + h,N') such that
trV = | w;.1p-1) , and
critr=tyy

kP /|DV|p <.

el
cy +h

The function w appearing in (ii) can be interpreted as an extension energy density; the
mappings o can be interpreted as generalized paths going through R’".

In the paths condition (ii), we emphasize the facts that, as in singular homology, we do not
assume anything about the local or global injectivity of ¢ — the map ¢ could even take a
constant value where w is finite, in which case u o O"EO is of course trivially extended by a
constant — and that there is no Jacobian appearing in on w o ¢: we are integrating w o o
on Yo rather than integrating w on the set o(Xy).
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Assertion (iii) is very rigid because of the presence of a cubication, whereas assertion (ii)
is very robust — it is invariant under diffeomorphisms whose derivative and its inverse are
controlled uniformly — and is thus a natural candidate for a geometrical characterization of
the image of the trace operator.

In broad terms, the proof of Theorem 1.1 consists in deducing (ii) from (i) by a Fubini
type argument (the proof is given in Section 2.1), (iii) from (ii) by the particularization to
families of translations of canonical cubical complexes (the proof is given in Section 2.2), and
(i) from (iii) by defining homogeneous extensions on cubical skeletons (the proof is given in
Section 2.3).

We next have a geometric statement of Theorem 1.1 on manifolds.

Theorem 1.2. Let M be an m—dimensional compact Riemannian manifold with boundary
OM and 1 < p <m. There exists a § >0 and a A > 1 such that the following conditions are
equivalent:

(i) For any Borel-measurable map u: OM — N, there exists a map U € Wl’p(./\/(,./\/)
with trop U = u.

(ii) There exists a summable Borel-measurable function w: OM — [0,00] such that for
every homogeneous simplicial complex 3 of dimension |p|, for every subcomplex ¥y C X
of dimension |p — 1], and for every Lipschitz—continuous map o: ¥ — M satisfying

o(Xg) € oM, lo|Lip supdp < 6, and / w o o < 00,
= Yo
there exists a mapping V € WYP(2,N') such that trg, V = u o O"EO and

—1
(1.6) /|DV|p < ’7%0,2 |a|€ip / w o o.
b} Yo

Here we have defined dp: ¥ — R to be the distance to ¥y in X by
(1.7) do(y) = inf{d”(y,2): z € So};
the quantity supsy, dyp quantifies how far points in ¥ can be from .

In comparison with Theorem 1.1, the map o is assumed to satisfy the nonlinear conditions
that o(X) € M and o(Xy9) € dM. The proof of Theorem 1.2 is based on the proof of
Theorem 1.1 through suitable localization arguments.

Finally, as in Isobe’s characterization by (04) and (op), the obstruction to the extension
can be decoupled into a quantitative obstruction to the extension to a neighborhood of the
boundary and a qualitative obstruction to the extension to the whole manifold.

Theorem 1.3. Let M be an m—dimensional compact Riemannian manifold with boundary
OM and let 1 < p < m. There exists a 6 > 0 and a X\ > 1 such that for each u: OM — N
the existence of an extension U € WEP(M,N) with trop U = u is equivalent to the following
property:

There exists a summable function w: OM — [0,00] such that for every finite homogeneous
sitmplicial complex & of dimension |p|, every subcomplex X9 C X of codimension 1, and every
Lipschitz—continuous mapping o: X — M satisfying on w o g < oo, one has:
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(a) If o(X) € OM and |o|Lip sups do < §, then there exists a mapping V € W'P(X, N)
such that trs, V =u o ol and

-1
/]DV‘P < ’)’%0,2 ‘U‘]Eip / w o o.
5 o

(b) If 0(X0) C OM, then u o 0]20 is homotopic in VMO(Xy,N) to V’EO for some V €
C(Z,N).

The assertion (a) differs from the condition of Theorem 1.2, by the fact that in (a) we assume
the stronger condition that o(X) C dM instead of the weaker condition that o(3¢) C M and
o(X) C M, resulting in a weaker condition; in order to keep the equivalence we supplement
(a) with (b), which is a reformulation of Isobe’s condition (0p) as a condition on paths, as
it appears in topological screening for the approximation of Sobolev mappings [4]. In the
particular case where p ¢ N, assertion (b) is equivalent to the fact that u o O'|ZO is almost

everywhere equal to the restriction to Xg of some V € C(X,N). In contrast with Theorem 1.2,
Theorem 1.3 does not give a quantitative estimate; such an estimate is precluded by the
qualitative character of assertion (b).

Acknowledgments. K.M. was supported by FSR Incoming postdoc. K.M. and J.V.S. were
both supported by the Mandat d’Impulsion Scientifique F.4523.17, “Topological singularities
of Sobolev maps” of the Fonds de la Recherche Scientifique-FNRS.

2. THE CASE OF HALF-SPACES

2.1. From the extension to the paths condition. We prove that (i) implies (ii) in Theo-
rem 1.1.

Proposition 2.1. Let2<m eN, A>1, andp € [1,00). There exists a constant C' such that
given any U € WHP(RT, N) there exists a Borel-measurable function w: OR™ — [0, 00] with

/ w<c [ |pUp
8RT RT

with the following property:

Suppose that ¥ is a finite homogeneous simplicial complex, X9 C X is a subcomplex of
codimension 1, that the map o: ¥ — R is Lipschitz—continuous and satisfies o(X9) C ORT,

and that
/ w o o < 00.
o

Then there exists a map V € W'P(S,N) with trs, V = U o O"EO almost everywhere on X
and

A -1
(21) [1vE <, sioltit [woo
Py Yo
where ’ygmz is defined as in (1.2).

The conclusion of Theorem 1.1 where the complex ¥ has arbitrary -dimension is slightly
stronger than (ii) in Theorem 1.1 where the dimension of ¥ is |p].
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Here and in the sequel, for 0 < n < 1 and p > 0 we define the solid spherical cap
(2.2) O = A{x = (2, 2,) € R™: |z < p and z,, > np} = B, N R™ L x (np, p))
and note that

Col = p™|CY|.
The main ingredient of the proof is the following integration lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Let 0 <n <1, A > %, and p > 0. Assume that F': R — [0,00] is a Borel-
measurable function, ¥ is a finite simplicial complex, and ¥ C X is a homogeneous subcomplex

of codimension one. Assume moreover that o: ¥ — R is a Lipschitz—continuous map with
o(20) C ORY and |o|Lip < (nA — 1)p. Then we have

[([7e0+d)a

ey 77
. (,'7)\_ 1)m(,0‘|‘ |U|Lip)2m 7)\ //dedz
30,2 |£C _ U(Z)|m .
Zo R

(X = Dp — |o]Lip) ™

We recall that the quantity 7%072 was defined in (1.2); here and in the sequel we write
(2, 2m) = @ € RT = R x (0,00).

Proof of Lemma 2.2. By a change of variables = = o(y) + do(y)&, with do having been defined
in (1.7), and in view of (2.2) and of the non-negativity of the last component o,, of o: ¥ — R?,

we have
/Cg</ZFo(J+d0£)>d£:/< /dﬂglbdx>dy

z |z—o(y)|<pdo(y)
T 2> pndo (y)+0m (y)

o <[( [agmes)o

Y z—o(y)|<pdo(y)
Tm 2npdo (y)

- S

% YoNBr, (@) le—o@)|<pdo(y)
0 @m >1npdo (y)

where 7 > 1 is to be chosen later (see (2.10) below).
Noting that for every x € R’ satisfying |z —o(y)| < pdo(y) and z € EOOBTZdO(y) (y) we have
[z —o(2)| <[z —a(y)| +|o(y) — ()|
< |z —a(y)| + lolLipd™(2,4) < (p+ lo|LipT)do(y),
and since, by assumption, o,,(y) > 0 and o(¥y) C IR we also have

Ty, < ‘xm - O'm(y)’ + Um(y) < (P + ‘U‘Lip)dO(y)'
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Thus, we estimate by (2.4)

/Cg(/EFo<a+dos>)ds

(2.5) v )
<+l [ [ B2 [ ] asa,
A:Um EoﬂBTd()(y)’
3o |{L'*0'(Z)‘<p+‘o‘LlpT:B T,z oty

with the set S, . C ¥ being defined as
> Tm Tm
Sy =13y €X:d”(y,z) < 1dp(y) and N <dy(y) < —
and

(2.6) K = p+|o|Lip, K = np.

We estimate now the innermost integral of the right-hand side of (2.5). Since the set ¥ is
compact, for every y € ¥, there exists a point yg € X such that do(y) = d>(y,yo). Thus, if
do(y) > xm /K, we have

(2.7) %o N BTEdO(y) ()] > [Zo N B(ET_1)dO(y) (yo)] > %o N B(ET_1)$m/K(y0)‘-
Moreover,
(28) Sm,z - B(qu—gjm)//{(z)
It follows thus from (2.7) and (2.8) that for every x € R and z € ¥
dy (1 —1Dam, |B(me)/ﬁ(y0)|
> < SUD s 5
So . ’EO N BTdo(y) (y))’ K Yo€Xo Tm|20 N B(Tfl)mm/[((y()”
(2.9) ’
(Do B o)l
< sup s .
K YoE€Xo 5’20 N B5 (yO)’
6>0

Recalling that by assumption (nA — 1)p — |o|Lip > 0, we set

nAp

2.10 = :
(2.10) A —Dp— ol

so that one can directly check that in view of (2.6)

T 5:)\ 7_1: 1 P‘HU’UPTZ (p+ lofLip) (nA — 1)
T—1lk K (nA=1)p—lolup’ K (A = 1)p — |o|Lip)
: . pHloluipT _ (A1) (p+|olLip)
Moreover, setting 6 = F—=Hb- = n((n/\—l)p—\U\LL?p) we get
F F
(211) [ I [ IO,
Tm ry |z —o(z)[™
reR™

|lz—0(2)|<0zm

Combining (2.5) with (2.9) and (2.11) we conclude. O
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Proof of Proposition 2.1. Without loss of generality, we assume that

/ |DUP > 0.
m

We consider a sequence (U;)jey in C®° (R, RY) such that for each j € N

(2.12) / |DU; — DU <
R 2’
+
1
(2.13) / U —Up < =,
By (0) %
1
(2.14) / Uj —ulP < =
B (0) 27
where u := trgrm U. Defining the function W: R — [0, oc] by
(2.15) W = ‘DU’p + (Z’DUJ — DU’p + ZXRTQB;”(O)‘U]‘ — U’p> /m’DU‘p,
jEN jJEN +

we have by (2.15), (2.12), and (2.13)

/ /|DU|p(1+Z/ DU} — DUP + X 0)|Us U|p))
+

(2.16) Jen
/ |DU|P (1 +2 Z ) / |DUP.
+ ]EN RT
We define the function w: OR" — [0, o0c] for each y € OR by
w
(2.17) w(y) ::/ Wiz)2m = dx —|—ZXBm 1 )|U —ulP / |DUIP.
R ‘.%' - y‘ jEN

We have by (2.16) and (2. 17)

/ / :/ W(m)/ xidydx
ory Jrp \90 - y!m R orm |z —y|™

+

1
[ wea [ o
orm (Jy[* +1)72 R R

+

(2.18)

We also have by (2.14)

(2.19) Z/ ij —ulf < oo,

1
JEN Bm

so that in view of (2.17), (2.18), and (2.19)

/ wgCg/ |DUP < 0.
ORY T

We assume now that o: ¥ — H_QT is Lipschitz—continuous, that o(Xp) C OR"", and that

/’LUOO'<OO.
Yo
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For each § € C], we define the map
(2.20) ¢ =0+ dp§: ¥ — ]I_QT
We claim that the map V := U o o¢ satisfies the conclusion for a suitable § € CJ).

Indeed, by Lemma 2.2 with

(2.21) p=2loluip /(nA = 1),
we first obtain
A+
/ /Woagdudg_%‘ ‘Llp 'YZOE/U)OU'
Yo
Since |C]l| = p™|CY|, there exists a § € O} such that
1 2m A
(2.22) / W oo oedp < (2777:_; én 720’.2 /w o 0;
b ™ CY olLip K
0

we fix such a ¢ for the remainder of the proof. Since we have assumed that [p..|DU|P > 0,
+
(2.22) implies in view of (2.15) that

223) X [1DU(oe) = DUl dy

JeN
+ / xapnzn 0 (7e0)|U (0c(w)) — Uloew)IP dy < o.
>

By Lipschitz—continuity of o¢ and smoothness of U;, we have D(U; o o¢) = DUj(0¢) - Dog
almost everywhere (here, by - we mean the composition of differential as linear mappings, or
equivalently, the multiplication of the Jacobian matrices) and thus by (2.23)

(2.24) Z/\D Uj o 0¢) — DU(0¢) - Do¢|P dy
jEN

< Z/|DU o¢(y)) — DU(0¢(y))P|Doc P dy < oo,
jJEN
Thus, by (2.23) and (2.24), we have

lim /|Uj oco¢—Uo O'§|p+/|D(Uj o 0¢) — DU (0¢) - Do¢|? =0,
2

this implies that U o o € W'P(X,N) and D(U o o¢) = DU(0¢) - Dog. Finally, since by
definition of w we have

Z/ Xpr-1() © 0)|Uj 0 g¢ —u o o¢l’ < o0,

jeN

and hence U;j o 0¢ — u o o¢ in LY (30). By continuity of the trace, trs,, U o 0¢ =uo Uﬁ’zo'
In order to conclude, we note that since p = 2|o|Lip /(1A — 1) and § € C}, we have

2|0|L110

[Dog| < Dol +1¢ and €< oyt
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Thus,

+
/ID(U o o¢)[P < loelfs, / |DU o o¢|” < M/ |DU o o¢f”,
= b (77)\

which gives, by (2.22),

(A + 1)>m+?
/Z’D(U 2 09" < grmton — iy e R [ w0 o

Yo

We take n := >‘+1 and multiply w by a suitable constant, so that (2.1) holds. O

2.2. From paths to cubical meshes. The implication (ii) == (iii) in Theorem 1.1 will
follow from the next proposition.

Proposition 2.3. Let2 <m e N, A>1,pe[l,00), L€ {1,...,m} and let u: IR — N be a
Borel-measurable map. Assume further that w: ORT — [0, 00] is a Borel-measurable function,
such that for every finite homogeneous simplicial complex ¥ of dimension £, any subcomplex
Yo C X of dimension £ — 1, and every Lipschitz—continuous map o: ¥ — OR'! satisfying

/ w o o< 00,
Yo

there exists a map W € WhP(2, N') with trg, W = u o O"ZO almost everywhere on ¥g with the
estimate

(2.25) /\DWV’ < 7202 \U\Llp /Eow o o,
where the quantity 7%072 is defined in (1.2).
Then, there exists a constant C > 0, such that for given h € OR!' and k > 0 for which
w < 00,
()

there exists a map V € I/Vl’p((fi’z + h,N') satisfying trose-1,, V= u’cn,f—l with the estimate
0 0

+h +h
/]DV]p < C/w

Coith ()

The cubications Ci’e and Cj =1 were defined in (1.3)—(1.5).

It follows from Proposition 2.3 that (ii) implies (iii) in Theorem 1.1, since by Fubini’s

theorem
/ / dx dh =™~ Z/ w.
0 H m 1 K, l— 1 Rm—1

Proof of Proposition 2.3. We define for j € N the sets
P ={Qe Qi Qc A" and  B={Qe Q" :Qc[-5"}
where Qi’z and Qé’zfl are defined in (1.3)—(1.4).
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By a classical realization of cubes as simplicial complexes, we can assume that Y is a
simplicial complex of dimension ¢ and ¥} is a simplicial subcomplex of ¥J of codimension 1.
Moreover, we observe that for every A > 1,

C1 :=sup~y
JEN
For kK > 0 and h € [0,k]™ !, we define the Lipschitz maps O'i,ht Y- ORT ~ R™ 1 by

o’ . (y) == Ky + h, where for y € %7 we write y = (v, ym) C R™"! x R. By assumption, we

have

A
Eg,Ej < 0.

; 1
b TR eyt +h

J

0
By assumption, there exists a map W/ € Wl’p(Ej,N) such that trz{') Wi =uo O"];’h‘zg) and
(2.27) .’DWj’p < C1I€p_1 / w o Uf]';v,h'

xi b

J
0

In view of (2.26) and (2.27), we have

. A 1 .
[, owie () = o [ pwp
o3 (£9) ’ KP™F Jxi

SCl,«;él/_woai,hSCl/ w.
p) cEt n

J
0

(2.28)

In view of (2.28) and by weak compactness in Sobolev spaces, up to a subsequence, we
have W7 o (o) )71 — V almost everywhere on Ci’g + h, where V € Wl’p(Ci’g + h,N),

V = u]cg,eﬂ and
l/WVPng/w. 0

tl‘cg,Z—l +h
crivh cit n

+h

2.3. From cubical meshes to the half-space. We now prove the implication (iii) = (i)
in Theorem 1.1.

Proposition 2.4. Assume that 2 < m € N and 1 < p < m. There exists a constant C > 0
such that for every Borel-measurable map u: R™™ 1 x {0} — N, every 0 > 0, every sequence
(Ki)ien in (0,00) converging to 0, and every sequence of sets H; C [0, r;]™L, if
.
(2.29) lim inf |—1|1 >0
Jmoo K3

and if for each h € H; x {0}, there exists V € I/Vl’p((ff’uoJ + h,N) such that £ s L1 h V=
0

u) wplp=1l, and

c, h
2.30 T [ pyp < g,
J
¢ty

then there exists a mapping U € Wl’p(RT,N) such that trgm-15 10y U = u and

(2.31) /|DUW§C&
R

m
+
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Ky

Ky

ORY

FIGURE 1. The mapping Pt
icati Kj,|p] Ky, [p—1] . -
where the cubications C and C, are defined in (1.3)—(1.5).

Proof. STEP 1. CONSTRUCTION OF U}{ BY HOMOGENEOUS EXTENSION. For each j € N
and every h € Hj, we define the map U : R — N by a homogeneous extension. In order

to define the extension we begin by introducing a retraction of R \ £%i m=1P] onto C_T_j L 71J,
where the dual skeleton £%¢ is defined for ¢ € {0,...,m} and k > 0 by

gt = U{Q: @ is an {—dimensional face of [0, k|"™ + kk, for k € Z™}.

For ¢ € {1,...,m}, we define the mapping P o: Ci’g — Ci’g_l to be the homogeneous retrac-
tion defined on each cube Q € Q% in the following way: Let xq be the center of the cube @Q,
so that @ N E™* = {zo} (note that when @ NIRT # () then @ N RT is a half-cube and
rg € ORT'). On this cube the map P, p: Q \ {zg} — 0Q (with the boundary taken in the
¢—dimensional affine plane containing Q) is given by the formula

T — 1
2.32 Pio(x) =20+ h———.

We define now Prt: R7\ grm—{=1 _ ¢t by

(2.33) Pt i= Pegsr 0 -+ 0 Pame

(The map P** is illustrated in Figure 1.) For any h € H i, we define U Bk R™ — N for almost
every x € R by

(2.34) Ui (z) = vIrprslPl(z — p) + n),

where V7P € I/Vl”’(C_?’LpJ +h,N) is a map given by assumptions, such that trcnj,tpfu T Vih =

0
ul and (2.30) holds.

cng_P—U +h

STEP 2. UNIFORM BOUNDEDNESS IN L” OF THE GRADIENTS. We prove that when h € Hj,
the sequence (U7");en remains bounded in WHP(RT'). We begin with a well-known lemma.
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Lemma 2.5. I[ff €N, p</{andV € Wl’p(Ci’Z_l,N), then we have V o Py € Wl’p(Ci’g,./\/)
with the estimate

20p/?
(2.35) / IDV o PP < n/ IDV|P.
et p—L Jert

Lemma 2.5 follows by the application of the next Lemma 2.6 on a suitable decomposition of
cubes in pyramids (with a factor 2 coming from the fact that by definition of W 1» (Ci’g_l,./\/' )
traces coincide on common faces).

Lemma 2.6. Let £ € N and for k > 0 we let
I, ={x=(2,2) € [k, /{]Z: 0<zy <k and ;= |r|0}
If 0 >p, f € W' ([—k, k] N), and if g: Ty — N is defined by
g(a',xe) = f(ka' [20),

12y
[ b <SP
K p_ [7"{7/{}6_1

Dy(a!, ) = K(Df(m'/ﬂ?e) ~ Df(ka'/xy) '33')’

then g € WHP(T'y, N) and

Proof. We have

Zy ’ z?

so that
(!Df(m'/w)\ |Df (k' /W)

Dyl ) = : LR < g o)
¢ l

and thus, by Fubini’s theorem and the change of variable ¢y = /-m’/:cg, since p < £,

D ! p
/ |Dg|p<€p/2/ / | f("{x /x€)| dx/dxg
xp,ae]f=1 xé

/2 , xﬁ p1 /p/2 / /
— /P D p _ D Pay O
¢ /0 /[_m]“! TP i Ay dee = vy /M“y FHIP dy

We pursue the proof of Proposition 2.4. Iterating Lemma 2.5, in view of (2.34), (2.33), and
(2.30), we obtain that for every h € H;, we have U%" € WLP(RT, N) with the estimate

(2.36)
/ |DUj7h|p:/ |DVIh o (ProPl(C— b)) 4+ h)P < C3r™™ LPJ/ b, |DVj’h|p§C49,
m m Rj»
+

the constants in the estimates depend only on m and p.

STEP 3. CONVERGENCE OF THE BOUNDARY DATA. We follow Brezis and Mironescu’s proof,
see [7, Lemma 4.1 (Step 1)].

By the definition of the map U7" in (2.34) and since U7 € WIP(RT, N) (see (2.36)), for
every h € H; we have
trgm—1 U = trgm—1 VIR(PRoPI(C— p) 4 b)) = i,
thus,

W= o (PP —h) 4 h) g1, g
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We are going to show that for a suitable choice of h; € H; ,ub = in .

(R1),

We start with the observation that if k € Z™~1 x {0}, then P%i: [P} (2 — kk) = P[P (2) — Kk,
and thus the map ORT > x + z — PFPl(z) € IR is periodic.

Lemma 2.7. Let f: R® — N be a Borel-measurable function and let ¥ € L>(R"). Assume
that for every k € 7', U(x + kk) = W¥(x). Then, we have for every Borel-measurable set

ACR!
p
/o,i /’f e —MP dwdh < o \h|<||\1/||Loo /’

Lemma 2.7 is reminiscent to the opening of maps [6, Section 1.1] and the related estimates

[5]-

Proof. Since the function W is periodic, we have by Fubini’s theorem and the change of variable
z2=x—

/[M]L’/' (x — W(z —h))Pdedh = // [(m]f flz — U(2)Pdede
://oﬁ |f(z) = f(z — ¥(2))]Pdzdz

< Kt /| . O
‘Z‘<”\I]”LOO(R€)

Continuing, the proof of Proposition 2.4, we set ¥(z) = z — P%[P!(z), so that for every
z,h € ORT, PlPl(x — h) + h =2 — ¥(z — h). By Lemma 2.7 with £ = m — 1, f = u, and
A = Bp we obtain

1
—— / </ \u—u(P“j’LpJ(-—h)—i—h)\p) dh <  sup Hu—u(-—h)Hip(B )-
K. [0,k ;]m—1 Br |h|< /0—1 k; R
J J J

Since u € L (R™1), there exists a sequence (R;);en diverging to oo such that

lim ml 1/ / &'y — u(Prr Pl (2" — h) + B)P da’ dh = 0.
[OR]]m 1 BR

— 00
J KZ]

By our assumption (2.29), for j € N large enough, we can choose an h; € H; ~ H; x {0} such
that

(2.37) lim lu — u(Pr I — ) + hy) P =
We set
(2.38) U, = UM,

CONCLUSION. By (2.36), the sequence (Uj);en that we defined in (2.38) is bounded in
Wit (R, N). Therefore, up to a subsequence it converges weakly in Wit (R7*,R¥) to a map
U € Wl’p(RT,R” ). Since N is compact, by Rellich-Kondrachov’s compactness theorem we
have strong convergence in LP(Bp) for every R > 0, which implies, up to a subsequence,
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convergence almost everywhere; hence U also takes values in the manifold N and thus U €
WLP(R™ N). Finally, on the boundary we have

trgm—1 Uj = trgm—1 U in L

(OR",N) as j — oo,
and thus in view of (2.37), we conclude by continuity of the trace that trgm-1 U = w. U

2.4. A qualitative necessary condition. Isobe’s characterization of the obstruction to the
extension of Sobolev mappings [15] consisted of an analytical obstruction (04) and a topolog-
ical obstruction (op). On the other hand, the characterization of Theorem 1.1 is essentially
quantitative. As a complement to the proof of Theorem 1.1 and in preparation of the proof of
Theorem 1.3, we state and prove the next qualitative necessary condition for the extension.

Proposition 2.8. Let 2 <m € N, p € (1,00). Ifu = trogm U for some U € lep(RT,./\/'),
then there exists a Borel-measurable function w: ORT" — [0, oo with faRm w < 0o such that if ¥
+

is a finite simplicial complex of dimension at most |p|, Yo C X is a subcomplex of codimension
1, the map o: ¥ — R is Lipschitz—continuous, o(Xg) C ORY', and

/ w o o < 00,
Yo

then u o 0]20 is homotopic in VMO(Xg, N) to V’EO for some V€ C(X,N); if moreover
dim ¥ < p, then u o O"EO is equal almost everywhere to V]ZO for some V € C(X,N).

We recall following [8] that a mapping V: ¥ — R” belongs to the space VMO(X,RY)
whenever V is Borel-measurable and

hmsup ][ ][ |V (x (y)| dxdy = 0;
P=04exn

B3 (a) B3 (a

the space VMO(3,R") endowed with bounded mean oscillation semi-norm

(2.39) IVllnio = sup F o V@ - veldedy <o
aEZ BZ(a) B3 (a)
and the distance of convergence in measure is complete. We finally set
VMO(X,N) = {V € VMO(X,R"): V(x) € N for almost every z € ¥}.
In particular, the maps Vp, Vi € VMO(X, ) are homotopic in VMO(X, N') whenever there
exists a map H € C([0,1], VMO(X2,N)) such that Vy = H(0) and Vi = H(1); the continuity

is understood with respect to convergence in measure and convergence with respect to the
bounded mean oscillation semi-norm (2.39).

We recall that Proposition 2.1 gave under the same assumptions the conclusion that u o
5, = trso W for some W € WP($,N). Proposition 2.8 would follow from Proposi-
tion 2.1, embeddings of W1P(3, V) into VMO(E, ), an embedding of W1=1/PP(£y, N) into
VMO(Xy, N) together with a suitable approximation by continuous map. In order for this
approach to work, one would need our assumption dim 3 < p together with a regularity as-
sumption on the simplicial complex: for instance the embedding theorem fails for simplicial
complex composed of two simplices intersecting on a set of codimension at least p.

|

In order to avoid these technical issues, we follow [4] and give a direct proof of Proposi-
tion 2.8.
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Proof of Proposition 2.8. As in the proof of Proposition 2.1, we define for y € OR'

/]w— = 1+7d$ if hn%) lu(y) —U| =0,

p—

(2.40) RTNB,(y)

s otherwise,

where 0 < v < 1 will be chosen later. The function W: R* — [0, 00] is chosen as

(M|DU|)P(z) if hm ][\U
(2.41) W(z) = ]R OB, (z
o0 otherwise,

with M|DU|: R — [0, 00] denoting the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function, given for €
R’ by

MIDU|() = s1p s /\D
Bg(l‘)mRm
By classical properties of Lebesgue points of functions and of traces (see for example [11, Sec-

tions 1.7 and 5.3]), the first case in the definitions (2.40) and (2.41) is taken almost everywhere.
By the classical Hardy—Littlewood maximal function theorem, since p > 1,

dedy =C w
/BRm //|~"3— ™= H'y Y ! R

_ 01/ (M|DU|) < 02/ IDUP < oo.
7 By

(2.42)

Arguing as in the proof of Proposition 2.1, since v < 1, we obtain by an application of
Lemma 2.2 that given an /—dimensional simplicial complex ¥, a subcomplex ¥g C ¥ of codi-
mension 1, a Lipschitz—continuous o: 3 — R’ such that o(Xg) C IR and on w o o < 00,
there exists a § € €] such that

/Woag<oo,
b

where the map o¢: 3 — R is defined in (2.20) and the solid cone C] C R™ is defined in (2.2).

If W(x) < oo then by definition of W in (2.41), = is Lebesgue point of U and for each p > 0,
by a suitable version of the Sobolev representation formula, we have in view of the definition
of the maximal function

D
(2.43) ][|U 2)|dz < Cy /%dz«cpmz}m( )
R7AB,(x R7B, (x)
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If |z—y| < p, then Bp/z(wT”Ly) C B,(2)NB,(y). If z,y € ¥ and |[y—x| < 0, then |o¢(z)—oe(y)] <
lo|Lip 0. Thus, taking p := |o|Lip d, we obtain, in view of (2.43), the Lusin-Lipschitz inequality

U@ -Uloe)l = | V(@) - Uloelw)] dz
Bg (0¢(x)+0¢())/2)
(24 <G fIUoe@) - U= + £ Uoeln) - V()] dz )
Bp(o¢(@)) Bp(a¢(y))

< Cop(M|DU|(0¢(x)) + M|DU|(0¢(y)))-
Let a € ¥ and § > 0. Taking the mean value over x, y € ¥ N Bs(a) on both sides of (2.44)
with p = |o|Lipd and applying Holder’s inequality, we get, since dim ¥ = ¢,

ea5) o Uloea)) - Uloelw)|dody < oL [ MU e ay

BX(a) BY(a) BX(a)

1-£ z 1-£ z
< Culohand ([ MIDUIY 0 0¢)" = Caloluid F ([ W oo s
BZ (a) B (a)

8

where the constants depend on .

Similarly, if w(z) < oo, then

(2.46) ][|u 2)|dz < Cy /|’DU7)‘1 dz.

R7NB, (y RT'NB, (y)

Hence, similarly as before, for x, y € g we have

IDU(2)| | DU (z)] )
2.4 — < — .
(2.47) ’U(Ui(y)) U(Uﬁ(x))’ > 010( |z — O.g(x)‘m—l dz + |z — O.g(y)‘m—l dz
RT'NBy(o¢(x)) RYNBy(o¢ (y))

Hence, choosing p = 6|o|rip, taking the mean value over z, y € B?O (a) on both sides, and
applying Hoélder’s inequality we obtain

F W) - Uloeo))ldsdy
B;°(a) B;* (a)

D
< Cll][ / L)lnilede
50 (@) JRTNAB, (0¢ (x ) 12— oe()]
1
|DU 2)|Pz], b
(248) = Cro (][ 30 (a) /m |z — o¢(x) M1y dzdz

1—
( ][ / = 1 dz d””) p
Zm |Z — O'g(g[j)|m*1*7/(p*1)

0 (a) RTNBp (o¢(x))

1
-£ 1-1/p P
:(3'1351 ?lofi; (/ woa) ,
’ ’Lp B?O(a)

provided v < p — 1, with constants depending on .

|~
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Finally, if z € 3o, y € ¥ and |z — y| < 6 so that |o¢(x) — 0¢(y)| < p = 6|o|Lip, we have by
(2.43), (2.46), and the triangle inequality,

DU

[z — ()t
TNBy(o¢(x))

(249)  |U(og(a)) — Uloe(v) ‘<CMQQ dz+nMU%W%@»>

Taking the average with respect to = € B20 ) and y € Bf(a), we proceed as in (2.45) and
(2.48), and we obtain

(2.50)
1
P
(f(fw% Uloe(y))| dyde < Cr56™ Qmm/wm+w%/qu>
20 (@) Bz(a B&EO (a) BZ(a)

By Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we have in view of (2.45), (2.48), and (2.50),

(2.51) Ulog(x)) = Uloe(y)) dzdy =0,
620 gex 5 B (a) BE(a
(2.52) lim sup — ][ ][ x)) — Ulo¢(y))|dedy =0,
=0 ge3 5 O(a
and
2.53 lim su ][ ][ Ulo dxdy = 0.
( ) 6—>0a€2p0 st =00 /B3 () | ez Uloe(y))| Y
We define
vs(x) = ][2 uoo and Vs(x) ::][ U o og.
B0 (x) Bj (x)

By (2.51), we have lims_,q dist (Vs,N') = 0, by (2.52) lims_,o dist (vs, N') = 0, and by (2.53)
lims0[|Vs — vsllpoo(5y) = 0. Hence for § > 0 small enough, Ilxr o Vs and Il o vs are well-
defined and continuous respectively on ¥ and on Y and are close to each other on ¥,. Hence
for 6 > 0 small enough, 11y o vs is homotopic to the restriction of a continuous map. Since
Iy ovs — uo 0]20 in VMO(Xg, ), we conclude that u o O"EO is homotopic in VMO(Zg, N)
to the restriction to ¥g of a continuous map on . The case p > ¢ follows from (2.46), (2.48),
(2.50), and Campanato’s characterization of Holder continuous functions by averages [10]. O

3. THE GLOBAL CASE

In this Section we give the proof of Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3.

3.1. Embedding into the half-space. In order to reduce the situation of manifolds to an
open subset of a Euclidean half-space, we rely on the following isometrical embedding.

Proposition 3.1 (Isometrical embedding into a half-space and retraction). If M is a compact
Riemannian manifold with boundary OM, then there exists an isometric embedding i: M —
RY such that i(OM) = i(M)NORY, and there exists a smooth map Mpag: U — i(M) such that
U C( I%‘fr is relatively open, TLp(U N ORY) C i(OM), and for every z € i(M), z € U, and
HM ) =x.
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Proof. By a collar neighborhood theorem, we can assume that M C M’ where M’ is a
compact Riemannian manifold without boundary and the inclusion is an isometry. We consider
a function f: M’ — R such that f71(0) = OM, f~1([0,00)) = M and 0 < |Df| < 1 on M’
with respect to the metric ¢’ of M’. In particular, gy := ¢’ — Df ® Df also defines a metric.
By Nash’s embedding theorem, there exists a € N and an embedding ig: M’ — R¥~! which
is isometric for the metric go. The mapping i': M’ — R¥ defined by ' (z) = (io(x), f(z)) is
then an isometric embedding for M’ endowed with the metric ¢’ and i := i M — RHF s
the required embedding.

I|M:

Since i'(M’) is an embedded submanifold of the Euclidean space R*, there exists an open
set U C R¥ and 1" € C®°U',i'(M’)) such that /(M’') C U" and for every x € ' (M),
Il'(z) = x. Moreover, since D f # 0 in the construction of the embedding ¢’, the submanifolds
i'(M’) and ORY are transverse; there exists thus an open set U* C R* and a § > 0 such
that /(M) N (R*! x (=6,8)) C U* and a mapping IT* € C>(U*,i(M)) such that for every
(z/,x,) € U, T*(2',2,) € R¥! x {z,} and for every x € i(M') NU*, IT*(z) = z. By taking
the set U* smaller if necessary, we can also assume that for every x € U* and every t € [0, 1],
we have (1 — t)II*(z) 4+ tz € U'. We conclude by defining the set

U= U NRY UM N R % (6/2,00))),
and the mapping Iy : U — (M) for z = (2/,x,) € U by

Mpq(2', ) o= TU((1 = 9p(2,)) I (2) + Y (2,)),

where the function ¢ € C*(R, [0, 1]) is taken to satisfy ¢(t) = 1 when ¢ < 6/2 and ¥(t) =0
when t > 4. O

3.2. Characterization of the trace space. We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.2 charac-
terizing the traces of Sobolev maps between manifolds. The idea is to first use Proposition 3.1
to replace maps with a manifold in the domain to maps defined on a subset of the Euclidean
half-space, by composing original maps with the retraction, and next to apply to those modified
maps a localized version of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Applying Proposition 3.1 we may assume, without loss of generality,
that the manifold M is identified with its isometrical embedding into the half-space H_Qi and
that Iy : U — M is the corresponding smooth retraction, where the set « C R~ x [0, 00)
is relatively open in the closed half-space I@’i. We define the sets

(3.1) Uy :=UNIRY and Uy =UNRY;
we choose the set V C I@i relatively open in I@’i such that M C V and V C U, and define the
sets

(3.2) Vo =V NoRY and Vi =VnNRYL

NECESSARY CONDITION. Fix ¢ > 0. By assumption there exists a map U € WiP(M,N)
such that trgaq U = u. We define the maps U := U o HM’M+ and 4 = u o HM’L{()’ so that in

particular U € WYP(U,, N') and try, U = .

We continue by observing that Lemma 2.2 and Proposition 2.1 with m = u admit localized
versions. First, in Lemma 2.2 under the additional assumption that for each y € 3 we have

(3.3) o(y) +do(y)Cp) C U,
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the integral in (2.3) can be taken over U instead of RY, and we thus have

J(f 7o wean)ae< g, / / FECEIL

cy

Indeed, it suffices to observe that the dimension has changed from m to p and that in view of
the condition (3.3) and of the change of variable x = o(y) + do(y)&, the integration domain of
all the integrals with respect to x can be restricted to the set U, .

Next, for the localized version of Proposition 2.1, we define the function W:U, — [0,00]
as in (2.15), with R’ replaced by U, and U by U, we define w: Vo — [0,00] by (2.17), with
the integrals restricted to U,; we have

(3.4) '/wgc |DUP.
Vo Vi

By Fubini’s theorem, there is an h € R/ such that OM +h C Vy and faM+h w < Cq fVo w <
oo. Taking h to be small enough, we have that HM‘M+h : M+ h — M is a diffeomorphism
by the implicit function theorem. We define w := w o (HM\MM)*l: OM — [0, 00].

If the mapping o: ¥ — M is Lipschitz—continuous and if we set ¢ = (HM’MJrh)_l o o,
then |o|rip < Calo|Lip. Thus, |o|Lip supy do < 0 implies for 6 = S/Cg

(3.5) || Lip supdp < 9.
b

Taking n = 3 + 55 in (2.21), we get

(3.6) p=4[0Lip /(A —1).
Thus, for any y € ¥ we have
o(y) +do(y)C}] C Vy +supdo(y)B, NRY

yeY
and combining (3.6) with (3.5) we obtain
45 ACy0
sup d <——KZ
sup WP -7

This implies, from the choice of the set V, that for a sufficiently large A > 1 we have for all
yex

o(y) +do(y)C) C Uy

and thus condition (3.3) is satisfied. Moreover, since Iy o ¢ = o, we have

/woaz/ w o o < 0.
o o

We apply now localized Lemma 2.2 and proceed exactly as in the proof of Proposition 2.1: For
the Lipschitz-continuous function o: ¥ — V. with ¢(X0) C Vo, [0|Lip <0, and [; wo o < o0

we obtain the existence of a map V € WP(X, N) such that trs, V = 4 o 0lg, =uo ol and

1
(37) Liove <ty [ woo<cradsloliy [ woo

0 3o
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Multiplying w by a suitable constant we obtain (1.6). This finishes the proof of the necessity
part.

SUFFICIENT CONDITION: — Let u: OM — N and w: OM — [0,00] with [, w < oo
be Borel-measurable maps given by assumptions. Since I (Uy) C OM, the map w =
w o ag: Uy — [0, 00] is well-defined. If the mapping o: ¥ — U is Lipschitz—continuous and
ifweset 0 :=1Ixs 0 0: ¥ — M, then

lolLip < Cslo|Lip

/woa:/ w o o,
o o

so that if 7(Xg) C Vo, then for § = 6/Cj the condition |&|pip supy, dg < & implies |o|pip sups; do <
6, and if on W o o < oo, then by assumption there exists a map V € WHP(2, ) such that
trg, V =u o J}EO and

-1
(3.5) [1ove <adsloltt [ woo
b)) 3o

and

Thus by construction of o and w, trs,, V =1u o 6‘20, where we have set again u = u o Il ‘Uo’
and

-1 X _p—1 _ _
/|DV|p <O s, slo / woo.
= %o

For small enough kg > 0, we have by construction of U, and V
Vi c Wy = J{QNR € 9"H: QNRY C Uy}
and
Vo € Wo = J{QNORY € Q"#: QNaRY C Uy},

where the cubication Q"0* is defined as in (1.3), with m replaced by p. We define for ¢ €
{1,...,u} and j € N, the sets

(3.9) Wi = JIQNRY: Q € Q% and QNRY C Wy},
(3.10) Wit = {QNORY: Q € Q! and Q N IRY € We},
and

i 0 j0—
(3.11) W= WRE U Wit

where r; == 277 ko. If j is large enough, then for every h € [0, x;]*~! x {0}, we have
M C Wi+ h CU,.

We let 37 be a sequence of homogeneous simplicial complexes, E% C ¥J be a sequence of
subcomplexes of codimension 1 and o7 : $7 — W7 [P) be a simplicial parametrization such that
ol(Z}) = Wé’Lp_lJ. We observe that for every j € N,

|07 |Lip supdo < Ci,
I

so taking 6 = Cy we get o |Lip Supy; do < 8. Moreover, we have for any A > 0

A
SUp YL o, < 00.
jeN FoX
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Thus, as in (3.8), we obtain the existence of maps V7 € Wh?(%7, N'). We then may proceed
as in the proofs of Propositions 2.3 and 2.4 to construct a map U € Wl’p(V+,J\/) such that
try, U = 4 and
yDU\pSCg,/ u‘)gcﬁ/ w.
Vi Uo oM
By Fubini’s theorem there is a set of positive measure of h € IR, such that we have M+h C V,

€ WP (M + h, N, o Ul gy, = g and

/ DO < 07/ DO
M++h Vi

For such h, we set U = U o (H/\,;]/th)*1 e W'P(M,N) and we have trgp U = u on OM
and

(3.12) / IDUP < 08/ w,
M oM

This finishes the proof of the sufficiency part for § = C5C4. U

Ulstsn

Remark 3.2. In view of (3.4) and (3.12), the infima of [, [DUP and [,,,w are comparable.

3.3. Combining a qualitative and quantitative condition. In this Section we focus on
proving Theorem 1.3. Let us first remark that if p ¢ N, then since dim> = |p] and V €
Wit (33, ') we obtain by the Morrey—Sobolev embedding and the homotopy extension property
that the condition (b) is equivalent to the existence of V € C(X,N) such that V]y, =u o o
almost everywhere on Y.

The first tool of the proof is the following proposition about the extension of boundary data
already in W1P(OM,N) which can be extended trivially to a neighborhood of the boundary.

Proposition 3.3. Let M be a compact Riemannian manifold with boundary OM and let
u € WHP(OM,N) be a Borel-measurable map.

Suppose that there exists a summable function w: M — [0, 00] with the following property:
if ¥ is a homogeneous simplicial complex of dimension |p|, 3o C X is a subcomplex of ¥ of
dimension |[p—1|, 0: ¥ — M is a Lipschitz—continuous map such that o(Xo) C OM satisfying
on w o o < oo, then u o O"EO is homotopic in VMO(3g, ') to the restriction of V‘ZO for
some V € C(X,N).

Then there exists an extension U € WIP(M,N) with tropm U = u on OM.

Proof. We use the same definitions as in the Proof of Theorem 1.2. In particular, for the
summable function w: OM — [0,00] from the assumptions, we define w = w o I\ If
0: %X — M is Lipschitz—continuous and if on w o o < oo, then, defining o := 1\ 0o 7, we
also have that o is Lipschitz—continuous and on w o o < oo. Thus, by assumption, the map
@ o 0 =wu o ¢ is homotopic in VMO(Xg, ) to the restriction of V’EO for some V € C(X,N),

where & = u o HM’MO'

Again, proceeding as in the proof of the SUFFICIENT CONDITION in Theorem 1.2, we obtain
that for some fixed large enough j € N and each h € [0,x;]*"1 ~ [0,x;]*"! x {0}, where
kj = 2"7Kkg > 0, we have

McCcWH+hcu
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and for almost every h € [0, r;]* 1 ~ [0, 1;]#~! x {0}, and for each ¢ € {0,...,u— 1}, we have

(3.13) e WP Wit + h,N)

a|w§"+h

and u] is homotopic in Vl\/[O(V\/S’uD_1J + h,N) to the restriction V| of

wytr=Hyn wptr=tyn
a continuous map V € C (V\/j’L”J + h,N). By a regularization argument and the homotopy
extension property, there exists a U} € C(W?Pl 4 b N) such that bry o1, Ulrl = q.
0
; ; 7 N : 01
Now we deﬁne}nducjclvely maps U® for £ € {[p+1],...,pu}. Given U Le whrWh™" +
h,N), we define U* € Wl’p()/\/fr’z + h,N') on each Q € Q%f by

gt { @ if Q c Wy |
LU Bl =) ) i Q C W, (but Q £ WE),
where the projection P, ¢ is defined in (2.32) and we take any h € [0, rj]#71 on which (3.13)

holds. In view of Lemma 2.6, we have U’ € Wl’p(Wig + h,N). We set U = U* and in order
to obtain U € WP (M, N) we use a Fubini argument exactly as at the end of the proof of the
SUFFICIENT CONDITION of Theorem 1.2. O

The second tool is a localized version of Proposition 2.8.

Proposition 3.4. Let 2<m € N and p € (1,00). If u = trgp U for some U € WP(M,N),
then there exists a Borel-measurable function w: OM — [0, co| with faM w < 00 such that if 2
is a finite simplicial complex of dimension at most |p|, Xo C X is a subcomplex of codimension
1, 0: ¥ — M is a Lipschitz—continuous with o(Xg) C OM, and on w o o < oo, then u o 0]20

is homotopic in VMO(Xg, ) to V‘Eo for some V € C(3,N).

We omit the proof of Proposition 3.4 which is a straightforward variant of the proof of
Proposition 3.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. NECESSARY CONDITION. The condition (a) follows immediately from
Theorem 1.2 since the condition o(X) C 9M implies o(X) C M and o(Xg) € OM; the
condition (b) follows from Proposition 3.4.

SUFFICIENT CONDITION. In view of the assumption in (a), by a variant of Theorem 1.2
applied to the manifold OM x (0,1) with boundary OM x {0}! there exists a map V €
WP(OM x [0,1],N) such that tropmmxqoy V' = u. By Fubini’s theorem, for almost every
t € (0,1], Vlgmxin = tromxqy V € WLP(OM x {t},N). Through a suitable rescaling in the
t variable we can assume without loss of generality that this is the case for t = 1.

By Proposition 3.4 applied to the manifold M x [0, 1] with boundary M x {0,1} and the
boundary map V[jrix{o,1}, there exists a summable function w: OM x {0,1} — [0, 0o such
that for every finite homogeneous simplicial complex 3 of dimension |p|, every subcomplex
Y9 C ¥ of codimension 1, every Lipschitz-continuous map : ¥ — IM x [0, 1] satisfying
5(X0) C OM x {0,1} and fio W o & < oo, themap V o 5|20 is homotopic in VMO(2g, V) to

the restriction to X of a continuous map from ¥ to N.

ITheorem 1.2, is proved for M compact; here we have M = dM x [0,1) to which the construction of the
isometric embedding and retraction in R’ also apply.
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In order to apply Proposition 3.3, we define @w: OM — [0,00] by & = w(-,0) + w(-,1) +
w, where w is the summable map given by assumptions. If ¥ is a finite |p|-dimensional
simplicial complex and ¥ is a [p— 1]-dimensional subcomplex, and if o: ¥ — M is Lipschitz—
continuous such that o(Xy) C OM, we define ¥ to be a simplicial realization of Xy x [0, 1]
and set G(y,t) = (o(y),t) € OM x [0,1]. If [;, @ o 0 < oo, then onX{O,l}w o0& < o0,
and thus since dim(X) = [p] < p, the maps V o 6[20X{0} and V o 6[20X{1} are homotopic in

VMO (g, ). Moreover, in view of (b), since onw oo < 00, the map u o O"ZO = V‘on{o}
is homotopic in VMO(Xy, V) to the restriction to Xy of a map in C(X,N). By transitivity
of homotopies, V‘on{l} is homotopic in VMO(Xg, ) to the restriction of a map in C (3, N).

By Proposition 3.3, V‘aMx{l} € WhP(OM x {1}, N) is the trace of a map in WHP(M, N) and

the conclusion follows. O
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