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Wpl(R”)—SPACES TO ARBITRARY COMPACT SUBSETS OF R". THE

ALMOST SHARP DESCRIPTIONS OF TRACES OF SOBOLEV
CASE p € (1,n]
ALEXANDER I. TYULENEV

ABSTRACT. Let S C R" be an arbitrary nonempty compact set such that the d-Hausdorff
content H2 (S) > 0 for some d € (0,n]. For each p € (max{1,n — d},n], an almost sharp
intrinsic description of the trace space W, (R™)|s of the Sobolev space W, (R™) to the set S is
obtained. Furthermore, for each p € (max{1,n—d},n]and ¢ € (0, min{p—(n—d),p—1}), new
bounded linear extension operators from the trace space W, (R™)|s into the space W, __(R™)
are constructed.
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2 ALEXANDER I. TYULENEV

1. INTRODUCTION

The trace problem, i.e., the problem of the sharp intrinsic description of traces of the
first-order Sobolev space VV;,,1 (R™), p € [1,00], to different subsets S C R" is a classical long-
standing problem in the function space theory. There is an extensive literature devoted to the
subject. However, without any additional regularity assumptions on S the problem becomes
extremely complicated and remains open in the case p € [1,n]. The purpose of the present
paper is to pose correctly and solve a weakened version of this trace problem. Namely, we
obtain almost sharp descriptions of the traces to compact sets S C R™ of functions in the
first-order Sobolev spaces WI}(R") in the case p € (1,n] without any additional regularity
assumptions on S. The case p = 1 is special and will not be considered in this paper. To
precisely pose the above problems we recall some terminology concerning Sobolev spaces.

As usual, for each p € [1,00], we let WI}(}R") denote the corresponding Sobolev space
of all equivalence classes of real valued functions F' € L,(R"™) whose distributional partial
derivatives D7F on R" of order |y| = 1 belong to L,(R™). This space is normed by

[F[Wy (R™)|| == | F|LyR™)|| + Y | D"F|Ly(R™)].
lv|=1

We assume that the reader is familiar with the (Bessel) C p-capacities (see e.g., Section 2.2
in [1]), the d-Hausdorff measures H% and the d-Hausdorff contents HZ (see e.g., [1], Section
5.1). Recall (see e.g., [1], Section 6.2) that given p € (1,n], for every element ' € W, (R")
there is a representative I’ of F' such that F' has Lebesgue points C1 ,-quasi everywhere, i.e.,
everywhere on R" except a set Er with C ,(Er) = 0. Furthermore, according to the Sobolev
imbedding theorem (see e.g., Theorem 1.2.4 in [1]), if p > n, then for every F' € W, (R") there
is a unique representative F' of F' which is locally (1 — %)-H(’)’lder continuous. In the sequel,
given a parameter p € (1,00), for each element F € WI}(R") we will call F an (1, p)-good
representative of F.

Clearly, if p € (1,n], then, for each element F' € I/Vp1 (R™), there are infinitely many (1, p)-
good representatives F' of F. However, any two (1,p)-good representatives Fy, Fy of F
coincide everywhere except a set of p-capacity zero. As a result, given p € (1,n] and a set
S C R"™ with C1,(S) > 0, we define the p-sharp trace F|g of each element F' € W} (R™) as
the equivalence class (modulo coincidence everywhere on S except a set of p-capacity zero)
of the pointwise restriction of any (1,p)-good representative F' of F to the set S. Since
C1p(S) > 0, the p-sharp trace F|g of F is well defined in this case. If p > n and S is an
arbitrary nonempty set in R"™ we define the p-sharp trace F|s of each element F' € Wpl(}R")
as the pointwise restriction of a unique continuous representative F' of F to the set S. Given
p € (1,00) and a set S C R™, we define the p-sharp trace space by letting

Wy (R")|s := {Fls : F € Wy(R")}

and equip this space with the usual quotient-space norm. By Tr|g we denote the correspond-
ing p-sharp trace operator which takes F' € WI} (R™) and returns F|g.
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Now the problem of the sharp intrinsic description of traces of first-order Sobolev VV;,,1 (R™)-
spaces can be formulated as the following three intimately related questions.

Problem A. Let p € (1,00] and let S C R™ be a closed nonempty set with Cy ,(S) > 0.

(Q1) Given a Borel function f : S — R, find necessary and sufficient conditions for the
ezistence of a Sobolev extension F of f, i.e., F € WI}(R") and F|s = f.

(Q2) Using only geometry of the set S and values of the function f, compute the trace
norm ||f|WI}(R")|S|| up to some universal constants.

(Q3) Does there exist a bounded linear operator Extg, : W) (R")|s — W} (R") such that
Tr|g o Extgy = Id on Wy (R™)|s?

Typically, if one can answer some of the above questions, then one has a key to the other
questions. Informally speaking, the essence of questions (Q1)—(Q3) can be formulated as
follows: find an equivalent intrinsically defined norm in the sharp trace space I/Vp1 (R™)|s and
find a linear procedure of an almost optimal extension. As we have already mentioned, if S is
not assumed to have any additional regularity properties, Problem A is very difficult and still
unsolved in the range p € (1,n]. Below we present a brief historical overview of the results
related to Problem A.

(HO) In the case p = oo, the Sobolev space WL (R™) can be identified with the space
LIP(R™) of Lipschitz functions on R™. Moreover, it is known (see the McShane-Whitney
extension lemma in Section 4.1 of [15]) that for any closed set S C R" the restriction LIP(R")|g
coincides with the space LIP(SS) of Lipschitz functions on S and that, furthermore, the classical
Whitney extension operator linearly and continuously maps the space LIP(S) into the space
LIP(R™) (see e.g., [26], Chapter 6).

(H1) In the case p € (1,00) the pioneering investigations go back to Gagliardo [11], where
for each p € (1,00), the trace problem was solved when S is a graph of a Lipschitz function.
Note that this work extended the earlier results by Aronszajn [2] and Slobodetskii and Babich
[5] concerning the case p = 2. It should be mentioned that the case S = R? with d €
[1,n — 1] NN was covered by Besov in the fundamental paper [(]. Furthermore, the trace
problems for higher-order Sobolev spaces were firstly considered in [6].

(H2) Recall [17] (see Chapter 2 therein) that, given a parameter d € (0,n|, a closed set
S C R™ is said to be d-set if there are constants cg1,cg2 > 0 such that

csl? < HUQu(x) N S) < cgal? forall ze€S andall 1e(0,1], (1.1)

where Qi(z) := [[;-, |z — é,xi + %] is a closed cube centered in x = (z1,...,x,) with side

length [. In the literature d-sets are also known as Ahlfors—David d-regular sets (see, e.g.,
[16]); condition (1.1) is often called the Ahlfors-David d-regularity condition. The problems of
characterization of traces of the Besov spaces By ,(R™) [16, 17, 24], the Bessel potential spaces
L;(R™) [17], and the Lizorkin-Triebel spaces F}; ,(R") [16, 24] on d-sets were considered. The
detailed analysis of these results is beyond the scope of our paper. Recall that L},(R”) =
Fp1’2(R") = W, (R") for any p € (1,00). Hence, given a closed d-set S C R" with d € (0,n]
and p € (max{1,n — d}, ), the results obtained in [16, 17, 24] give sharp descriptions of the
traces to the set S of functions F' € WI}(R").
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(H3) In the case p € (n,00), Shvartsman [25] completely solved Problem A. More precisely,
for each p € (n,00) he found several equivalent intrinsic descriptions of the sharp trace space
W} (R™)|g to arbitrary closed sets S C R™. It is interesting to note that in that case the
classical Whitney extension operator gives an almost optimal Sobolev extension. Furthermore,
the criteria presented in Theorems 1.2 and 1.4 in [25] do not use (explicitly) any geometrical
properties of S.

(H4) Recall [21] that given a parameter d € [0,n], a set S C R" is said to be d-thick if
there is a constant cg 3 > 0 such that

csald <HL(Qi(x)NS) forall ze€S andall [€(0,1].

Recently some interesting geometric properties of d-thick sets were studied in the papers [3],
[4], where they were called d-lower content reqular sets. It should be noted that the class of
all d-sets is strictly contained in the class of all d-thick sets, but the latter is much wider.
One can find several interesting examples [29] demonstrating the huge difference between
the concepts of d-sets and d-thick sets, respectively. For example, one can show [29] that
every path-connected set in R™ containing more than one point is 1-thick. Recently [29],
given a number d € [0,n] and a closed d-thick set S C R"™, Problem A was solved for each
p € (max{l,n — d},00). Furthermore, a new linear extension operator was constructed.
Very recently [30] the criterion obtained in [29] was essentially simplified and clarified for
the case when S = I' € R? is a planar rectifiable curve of positive length and without self-
intersections. It should be noted that V. Rychkov considered in [21] trace problems for the
Besov B,  (R")-spaces and the Lizorkin—Triebel F; (R")-spaces on d-thick sets. However,
some extra restrictions on parameters n,d, s, p,q were imposed. In particular, for s € N it
was assumed additionally that d € (n —1,n]. Hence, even the results described in [30] do not
fall into the scope of [21]. Note that using the same technics as in [29] one can obtain solutions
to similar problems for the case of weighted Sobolev spaces with Muckenhoupt weights [28].

(H5) We should mention recent investigations concerned with problems of exact descrip-
tions of traces of Sobolev I/Vp1 (X)-spaces to closed subsets S of general metric measure spaces
X [7, 18, 22]. However, some extra regularity constraints on S were imposed.

As a result, Problem A was completely solved in the case p € (n,o0] only. The case
p € (1,n] is much more difficult, the elegant machinery developed in [25] does not work.
Indeed, in this case the geometry of a given closed set S C R"™ plays a crucial role and has
an influence not only on the corresponding trace criterion but also to the constructions of
the corresponding extension operators. In particular, the classical extension method of H.
Whitney does not work. As far as we know, in the case p € (1,n]| the most general results
available so far were obtained in [29)].

In the present paper we make a next relatively big step towards the solution of Problem
A by solving a weakened version of this problem. First of all, we introduce a little bit more
rough definition of the trace of a given Sobolev function. For this purpose, we recall that if
p € (1,n] and d € (n — p,n| then for any given set S C R" the condition C; ,(S) = 0 implies
H?(S) = 0. On the other hand, given p € (1,n] and S C R”, the condition H"P(S) < +oo
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implies C ,(S) = 0. As aresult, if p € (1,n], d € (n —p,n] and S C R" is an arbitrary set
with HZ (S) > 0 we define the d-trace of any element F € W} (R") to the set S as the class
of all Borel functions f : S — R that coincide H%a.e. on S with the pointwise restriction to
S of any (1, p)-good representative F of F; we denote it by F|flq By VV;,,1 (R™) é we denote the
corresponding d-trace space, i.e., the linear space consisting of d-traces F |§ of all elements F' €
WI}(R") equipped with the usual quotient-space norm. Finally, Tr|% : I/Vp1 (R™) — WI}(R")WS
denotes the corresponding d-trace operator.

In the present paper we obtain a solution to the following problem of an almost sharp
intrinsic description of traces of I/Vp1 (R™)-spaces to arbitrary compact sets. In analogy with
Problem A, we formulate it as the following three closely related questions.

Problem B. Let p € (1,n], d* € (n —p,n| and €* := min{p — (n —d*),p—1}. Let S C R"
be an arbitrary compact set with HL (S) > 0.

(ql) Given ¢ € (0,e*), find a Banach space X (S) = X(S,p,d*,e) of Borel functions
f 8 — R equipped with an intrinsically defined norm such that

W, (RM[E € Xc(S) € W, (R")[§ (1.2)
and for some constant C = C(p,n,d*, &) > 0, the following inequalities
1 n * n *

EHf!W;}_E(R NG < IFIX(S)I < ClLFWyRY)IE (1.3)

hold for all f € W}(R™)|& .
(a2) Given e € (0,e*), does there exist a bounded linear operator

Ext = Ext(S,d*, ) : X.(5) = W,_.(R") (1.4)

such that Tr|% o Ext = Id on X.(S)?

We should make several important remarks concerning the statement of the problem.

(R0O) Using methods introduced in this paper one could attack an analog of Problem B
posed for arbitrary unbounded closed sets S C R™. It would be ideologically similar but much
more technical;

(R1) By an intrinsically defined norm in the space X, (.S) we mean a norm whose expression
contains a computationally explicit procedure exploiting only values of a given function f :
S — R™ and geometric properties of the set .S,

(R2) Since the set S is compact it is easy to show that W (R™) 4 C WZ}_E(R")\‘?. Hence,
(ql) makes sense;

(R3) Since 0 < & < e* < p we get p —e > n — d*. Hence, the operator Tr fg is well defined
on the space W,__(R") and the composition Tr |4" o Ext(S, d*, €) makes sense;

(R4) By (1.2) and (1.3) the trace space WI}(R")WS* is continuously imbedded in the space
X<(S5). Hence, any bounded linear operator Ext(S, d*, ) : X-(S) — W,__(R") maps WI}(R")WS*
to W,__(R™) linearly and continuously.

Note that the term “almost sharp” in the title of our paper can be informally justified as
follows. There exists an arbitrary small e-gap between the d*-trace space WI}(R")WS* and the
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space X.(S). If we could formally put € = 0 in Problem B, then we would obtain in fact
Problem A up to a slightly rougher definition of the trace.

To the best of our knowledge, the results of the present paper are the first to have been
obtained for the range p € (1,n] in such a high generality. In [14] a similar problem was
considered under the additional assumption that the set S C R™ is Ahlfors—David d*-regular.

In this paper we introduce several methods and techniques which were never used before.
Despite the fact that our machinery does not allow to solve Problem A, we strongly believe
that our new ideas and tools will provide a fundament for further investigations. Moreover,
they could be useful in solving similar extension problems in the context of other spaces of
smooth functions.

Structure of the paper. The paper is organized as follows.

Section 2 contains the necessary preliminaries concerning Hasudorff measures, Sobolev
spaces, and Frostman-type measures.

In Section 3 we recall basic results of our recent paper [31]. In particular, for any given set
S with HZ (S) > 0, those results allow one to built a specially ordered sequence of families
of dyadic cubes. Every such a family consists of “thick with respect to S” noneoverlapping
dyadic cubes and covers the set S up to a set of H% -zero content. The sequence of families
of cubes will play a role of a skeleton for an extension operator constructed in Section 5.
Furthermore, in Section 3 we introduce several new combinatorial concepts that can be of
independent interest. Namely, we introduce (d, A, ¢)-covering cubes, (d, A, c)-shadows, and
(d, A, ¢)-icebergs. Furthermore, we introduce hollow cubes which will be natural substitutions
for porous cubes. Those concepts will be keystone tools in proving a direct trace theorem in
Section 7.

In Section 4 we introduce far-reaching generalizations of the Calderén-type maximal func-
tions and establish some elementary properties of them. They will be keystone tools in deriva-
tion of estimates for the gradients of extensions of functions from S to R"™. Furthermore, we
introduce some function spaces needed in solving Problem B.

In Section 5 we built a new extension operator. We think that our construction is the
most interesting part of the present paper. It provides a far-reaching generalization of the
classical extension operator introduced by H. Whitney. Roughly speaking, in contrast to the
previously used extension methods, the new operator exploits only those values of the trace
function which are concentrated on the “thick with respect to S” dyadic cubes. Namely, the
cubes from the families constructed in Section 3 do the job.

Section 6 contains the so-called reverse trace theorem. The proof depends heavily on
estimates of Section 5 and the reflexivity of the classical Sobolev spaces VV;,,1 (R™) for p € (1, 00).

Section 7 is devoted to the so-called direct trace theorem with a detailed proof. The proof
is based on the tools introduced in Section 3. Furthermore, the section contains some lemmas
of independent interest.

Finally, in Section 8 we present a complete solution to Problem B.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout the paper, C,C1,Cs,... will be generic positive constants. These constants
can change even in a single string of estimates. The dependence of a constant on certain
parameters is expressed, for example, by the notation C' = C(n,p,k). We write A =~ B if
there is a constant C' > 1 such that A/C < B < CA. For any ¢ € R we denote by [c] the
integer part of ¢, i.e.,

[c] :=max{k € Z:k <c}.

We use notation Ny := N U {0}. By R"™ we denote the linear space of all strings x =
(x1,...,x5) of real numbers equipped with the uniform norm | - | = || - ||co, 1€, ||2] :=
|z|loo := max{|xi],...,|zn|}. Given a set E C R", we denote by clE, int E and E° the
closure, the interior, and the complement (in R™) of E, respectively. Given a set F C R", we
denote by xg the characteristic function of £ and by #FE we denote the cardinality of E.

Given a family G of subsets of R™, by M(G) we denote its covering multiplicity, i.e., the
minimal M’ € Ny such that every point x € R™ belongs to at most M’ sets from G. Let
G = {Gq4}aez be a family of subsets of R and let U C R"™ be a set. We define the restriction
of the family G to the set U by letting

Glv={GegG:GcCU}. (2.1)

We say that a family G of subsets of R™ is nonoverlapping if different sets in G have disjoint
interiors.

In what follows, by a measure we will mean only a nonnegative Borel regular (outer)
measure on R”. By L™ we denote the classical n-dimensional Lebesgue measure in R™.
We say that a set £ C R" is measurable if it is L™-measurable. Given a measurable set
E C R", by Lo(F) we denote the linear space of all equivalence classes of measurable functions
[+ E — [—00,+00]. Given a Borel set E C R", by B(F) we denote the set of all Borel
functions f : E — [—00, +00]. If m is a measure and f € B(suppm), then by the symbol [f]n
we will denote the m-equivalence class of f. Given a measure m and a nonempty Borel set
S C R"™, the restriction of m to S is the measure defined by

m|s(G) :=m(GNS) for any Borel set G C R".

Given a measure m and p € [1,00), there is a natural isomorphism between the spaces
L,(R",m) and L,(suppm, m) respectively. Keeping in mind this fact we will use the symbol
L,(m) to denote any of that spaces. Similarly, we identify LLOC(R",m) and Lfn"c(m).

Given f € L¢(m) and a Borel set G C R" with m(G) < +o0, we put

ﬁgf(az) dm(z) if m(G)>0;

0 if m(G)=0.

fom = ][f(x) dm(zx) := (2.2)
G

Let {my} := {my}ren, be a sequence of Borel measures. We say that {m} is an admissible
sequence of measures if for each k € Ny the measure my, is absolutely continuous with respect



8 ALEXANDER I. TYULENEV

to m; for any j € Ny. Given p € [1,00) and an admissible sequence of measures {my}, we put

Lp({my}) : m Lp(my,). (2.3)

Furthermore, given a set S O N2 suppmy, by ’B(S ) N Ly({m}) we mean a linear subspace
of B(S) composed of all Borel functions whose mg-equivalence classes belong to Ly, ({my}).
As a result, given f € B(S) N L,({my}), we have [f]m, € Lp({my}).

Throughout this paper, the word “cube” will always mean a closed cube in R"™ whose sides
are parallel to the coordinate axes. We let Q;(x) denote the cube in R™ centered at x with
side length [, i.e., Qi(z) =[]/, [xi — %,xi + é] Given ¢ > 0 and a cube @, we let ¢ denote
the dilation of @ with respect to its center by a factor of ¢, i.e., cQ;(x) := Qy(x). Given a
cube @ we will denote by [(Q) the diameter of () computed in the || - ||o-norm, i.e., its side

length.

By a dyadic cube we mean an arbitrary closed cube Q. = [[i1[5¢, méjl] with k € Z

and m = (my,...,my) € Z". For each k € Z, by Dy we denote the family of all closed dyadic
cubes of side lengths 27%. We set

D_UDk, Dy = UDk

keZ keNg
For each ¢ > 1 and k € Z, we set
Dy, = {cQpm : m € Z"}.
Given k € Z and m € Z", we define the set of k-neighboring indices for m by letting
ng(m) :={m' € Z" : Qp C 3Qpm}-
Furthermore, given a cube @ € Dy, the family of all neighboring cubes for ) is defined as
n(Q) = {Q" € Di|Q N Q # 0}.

We will also need the following simple facts. We omit the elementary proofs.

Proposition 2.1. Let ¢ > 1 and k € Z. Let cubes Q,Q" € Dy, be such that cQ N Q" # 0.
Then [c]Q N Q" # 0.

Proposition 2.2. Let ¢ > 1 and k € Z. Then M(cDy) < ([c] + 2)".

Given parameters o € [1,00), s € [0,n] and a scale R € (0,+oc], for any function f €
L°¢(R™) we define the restricted fractional Hardy-Littlewood maximal function of f by the
formula

Mfs[f](x) = sup ls ][ |f(y \Udy , x€R" (2.4)
le(0,R)
Qi(x)
In the case s = 0 we write MZ[f] instead Of./\/lmo[f]. Furthermore, we put M, [f] := MI>[f].

We recall the classical fact, which is an immediate consequence of Theorem 1 from Chapter
1 in [26].
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Proposition 2.3. Let 1 < 0 < p < oo. Then there is a constant C = C(n,o,p) > 0 such
that, for any R € (0, +00],

/(Mf[f](a:))pda; < c/ \f(@)Pdz for all f € Ly(R"). (2.5)
Rn Rn
Sometimes it will be convenient to use maximal functions to estimate from above the

average values of functions.

Proposition 2.4. Let p,o € [1,00). Let Q = Q(z) be a cube with I > 0 and Q C Q be a
Borel set. Then

L7(82) (7[ |f(z)|” dm <2 op/ a: " dx for all  f € LI°(R™). (2.6)
Q Q

Ql'U

Proof. Note that Q C Qo (y) for every y € Q. This and (2.4) gives

(f1rwras)” <25 (1wl ar)” <Ml foran yeo
Q Qu(y)

Hence, using this observation we obtain the required estimate
p
Q) (][\f(x)\odx>” <27 £7(Q) inS%(MU[ f/ dz.
ye
Q Q

O

In proving the main results of this paper we will use a quite delicate fact, which in turn is
a particular case of a remarkable result by Sawyer [23].

Theorem 2.A. Let d € [0,n], s € [0,n), R € (0,4+00] and q € (1,00). Let m be a Radon
measure on R™ such that, for some (universal) positive constant C(m, R) > 0,

m(Qi(x)) < Cm)? for all zeR™ e (0,R).

If gs > n — d, then the operator M{%’s is bounded from Lq(R™) into Ly(R™, m). Furthermore,
the operator norm depends only on n,d,q,s and C(m, R).

The following fact is elementary. We omit the proof.

Proposition 2.5. Let m be a measure on R™ and f € Li(m). Let {Eq}aer be an at most
countable family of subsets of R™ such that M({Eq}acz) < +00. Then

Z/f Ydm(z) < M({Eu}act) /f ) dm(z: (2.7)

aEIE

where we set = UgezEy .
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2.1. Coverings. In what follows, we will use the following notation. Given a family of cubes
{Qa}acz in R™, we put
lo :=diam Q, = 1(Qn), « €.

Given two nonoverlapping families Q := {Q,}aecz and Q' := {Qu }aez of dyadic cubes
(with Z,7" C Z x Z™) we write Q = Q' provided that for every o/ € Z’ there exists a unique
a € T such that Q. D Q.. If, in addition, I, > [, for all such o and o/, we write Q = Q.
We say that two families of dyadic nonoverlapping cubes Q := {Q4 }aez and Q' := {Qu }ore
are comparable provided that

either Q> Q9 or Q » Q.

Otherwise we call the corresponding families incomparable.

Given a set £ C R", by a covering of E we mean any family {Ug}ges of subsets of R”
such that £ C Uges7Ug. Any nonoverlapping family @ C D that covers E will be called a
dyadic nonoverlapping covering of E.

2.2. Hausdorff contents and Hausdorff measures. In this paper instead of the clas-
sical Hausdorff measures and Hausdorff contents, it will be convenient to work with their
corresponding dyadic analogs.
Given a nonempty set £ C R™ and d € [0, n], we set, for any ¢ € (0, o],
HA(E) = inf 3 ()", 28)
acl

where the infimum is taken over all dyadic nonoverlapping coverings {Qq}acz of the set E
such that I, < ¢ for all & € Z. The value HE (E) is called the d-Hausdorff content of the set
E. We define the d-Hausdorff measure of E by the formula H%(E) := lims_,o ”Hf;l(E).

Remark 2.6. [t is easy to show that the d-Hausdorff contents and the d-Hausdorff measures
defined above coincide, up to some universal constants, with their classical predecessors.

Combining this observation with Lemma 4.6 in [19] we get HY(E) = 0 <= H(E) = 0 for
every 0 € (0,400].

In the sequel, we will deal not only with coverings but also with some families which, for

a given set E, cover E with some small error. More precisely, we introduce the following
concept.

Definition 2.7. Let E C R™ be an arbitrary set. Given d € [0,n], we say that a family
{Us}ges is a d-almost covering of E if there exists a set E' C E with He (E') = 0 such that
{Us}pes is a covering of E\ E'.

Recall a simple fact (for an elementary proof see [10], Section 2.4.3).

Proposition 2.8. Letd € [0,n) and F € L'*“(R"). Then there ezists a set Ep with H(Er) =
0 such that

1014
Qi(x)

1
lim — / |F(y)|dy =0, for every ze€R"\ Ep.
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Given p € (1,00), recall the notion of C p-capacity (see e.g., [1], Section 2.1). In what
follows, we say that some property holds (1, p)-quasieverywhere ((1, p)-q.e. for short) if it holds
everywhere except a set £ C R™ with C; ,(E) = 0. The following proposition summarizes
some connections between the C ,-capacities and the d-Hausdorff measures (see Theorems
5.1.9, 5.1.13 of [1] for details).

Proposition 2.9. Let p € (1,n| and let E C R™. If H" P(E) < 400 then Cy,(E) = 0. If
C1,(E) =0, then HY(E) =0 for every d > n — p.

2.3. Thick sets and Frostman-type measures. As we briefly mentioned in the introduc-
tion, cubes whose intersections with a given closed set S C R™ are “massive” enough will be
important for the construction of our extension operator in Section 5. We formalize this as
follows.

Given a nonempty set £ C R™ and numbers d € (0,n], A € (0, 1], we say that a cube Q
with 1(Q) € (0,1] is (d, \)-thick with respect to the set E if

HIL(QNE) > AUQ))". (2.9)
We say that a cube Q with [(Q) € (0,1] is (d, \)-thin with respect to the set E if
HIL(QNE) < AUQ))™. (2.10)
We also define the family
Fe(d, ) ={Q : Q is (d, \)-thick w.r.t. E}. (2.11)

For the construction of the extension operator we will need a very special sequence of
measures.

Definition 2.10. Let d € (0,n] and let S C R™ be a closed set with HZ (S) > 0. We say
that a sequence of measures {my} = {my }ren, is d-Frostman on S if the following conditions
hold:
(M1) for every k € Ny,
suppmyg = S; (2.12)
(M2) there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that, for each k € Ny,
my(Qi(x)) < C11e  for every x € R™ and every 1€ (0,27"]; (2.13)
(M3) there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that, for each k € Ny,
my(Qrm NS) > C’Q’Hf’fo(th NS) for every m e Z" (2.14)

(M4) my, = wpmg with wi € Loo(mg) for every k € Ny and there exists a constant C3 > 0
such that, for all k € Ng and j € N,

1 .
52(d_")3wk+]~(az) <wi(zr) < Cswpyj(x) for mo—ae x€S. (2.15)
3

The class of sequences of measures, which are d-Frostman on S will be denoted by IM%(S).
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Remark 2.11. It is easy to see that there exist smallest constants C1 > 0 and Cs > 0 for
which (2.13) and (2.15) hold. We denote them by Cyy, 31 and Cyy, ) 3, Tespectively. Similarly,
there exists largest constant Ca > 0 for which (2.14) holds, we denote it by Cy,y 2

O

Example 2.12. Let d* € (0,n] and let S C R™ be a closed Ahlfors—David d*-regular set. It is
easy to see that, given d € (0,d*), letting my, := ok(d™ —d)gd” ls, k € Ng we obtain a sequence
of measures {my} € M4(S).

The following obvious observation will be currently used in the sequel.

Remark 2.13. Let S C R" be a closed set with HL (S) > 0 for some d € (0,n]. Let
{m} € M4(S). By (2.15) it is easy to see that, given p € [1,00), f € Ly(my,) for some
fized ko € Ny if and only if f € Ly(my) for all k € Nyg. Hence, L,({my}) = L,y(my,) for each
ko € Np.

If S C R™ is a compact set, then an application Holder’s inequality gives for any 1 < q <
p <00,

P—gq

I1Lg(mo)ll < (mo($))  IF1Lp(mo)l|l for all f € Ly({my}). (2.16)

Now we recall a variant of the classical Frostman-type theorem formulated in the form
adapted for our purposes (compare with Theorem 5.1.12 in [1]). We will often use it in the
sequel. One can find the detailed proof in Section 3.4 of [29)].

Theorem 2.B. Let d € (0,n] and let S C R™ be a closed set with H (S) > 0. Then
MA(S) £ 0.

2.4. Sobolev spaces. Recall that, given parameters p € [1,00], n € N and an open set
G C R", the Sobolev space Wpl(G) is the linear space of all (equivalence classes of) real-
valued functions F' € L,(G) whose distributional partial derivatives DVF, |y| = 1 on G
belong to L,(G). This space is equipped with the norm

IEW, (@)l = I FILy(G)| + D IDVFILy(G)]. (2.17)

lv|=1

Given p € [1,00|, by I/Vp1 ’IOC(G) we denote the linear space of all (equivalence classes of)
real-valued functions F' € L},,OC(G) whose distributional partial derivatives D7F, |y| =1 on G
belong to L;,OC(G).

We will use the following notation. Given an element F € W}(G), we will denote by VF
its distributional gradient on G and we put

IVE ()| := [[VF ()]l := Igllfg{lD”F(l?)l}, z€G.

Definition 2.14. Let p € (1,n]. Given F € LY°¢(R™), we say that a Borel function F is a
(1,p)-good representative of F if the function F has Lebesgue points everywhere except a set
Er C R™ with Cl,p(EF) =0.



ALMOST SHARP DESCRIPTIONS OF TRACES 13
The following property is a very particular case of Theorem 6.2.1 of [1].

Proposition 2.15. Given p € (1,n], for each F € Wpl(]R”) there exists a (1,p)-good repre-
sentative F of F.

As we have already mentioned in the present paper, we consider almost sharp intrinsic
descriptions of traces of Wpl(R")-spaceS. This motivates us to introduce the following concept.

Definition 2.16. Letp € (1,n], d € (n—p,n] and let S C R™ be a Borel set with H(S) > 0.
Given F € Wpl(R"), we define the d-trace F|% of the element F to the set S as the equivalence
class [Fg of the pointwise restriction to S of any (1,p)-good representative F' of F modulo
coincideness H%-a.e., i.e.,

F| .= {f€B(S): f(z) = F(z) for H'-a.e. z € S}.
We define the d-trace space VVp1 (R™) é as the linear space of d-traces f = F|dS of all elements
Fe WI}(R") to the set S equipped with the quotient-space norm, i.e., for each f € W;(R")\ds,
[ FIWp (R[S = inf{{|F|W, (RY)|| : F € W (R") and f = P[5}, (2.18)
We also define the corresponding d-trace operator Tr|& : WHR™) — WLHR™)|% by letting
Tr|4[F] == F|4  for every F € Wpl(R"). (2.19)

Remark 2.17. Note that Definition 2.16 is correct. Indeed, by Proposition 2.9 if p € (1,n],
d € (n —p,n] and HL(S) > 0, then C1,(S) > 0. Hence, given a Sobolev element F €
WI}(R"), the restriction F|s of any (1, p)-good representative of F to the set S is well defined.
Furthermore, it follows from Proposition 2.9 that the d-trace F\dS does not depend on the
choice of a (1, p)-good representative F of F.

Clearly, the d-trace operator Tt |4 is a linear and bounded mapping from W (R") to WI}(R")\‘;.

Remark 2.18. By the Hélder’s inequality WI}’IOC(R") C W(}’IOC(R") foralll < g <p< oo.
Hence, given parameters p € (1,n], d € (n—p,n], and a compact set S C R™ with HE (S) > 0,
it is easy to show using smooth cut-off functions that, for each e € (0, min{p— (n—d),p—1}),
W, (R™)[& € W, (R™)[
and the operator Tr |% is well defined on W,__(R™).
Remarks 2.17, 2.18 justify the following definition.

Definition 2.19. Let p € (1,n|, d € (n — p,n], and £ € [0,min{p — (n — d),p — 1}). Let
S C R™ be a compact set with He (S) > 0. By €(S,p,d,e) we denote the linear space of all
mappings Ext : W} (R")| — W _(R™) such that:

(€1) Ext is linear and bounded;

(€2) Ext is the right inverse of the d-trace operator, i.e., Tr|% o Ext = 1d on w) (R™)|4.

Now we make a simple but nontrivial observation.
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Proposition 2.20. Let p € (1,n], d € (n — p,n]. Let S C R™ be a compact set with
HE(S) > 0. Then the space W;(R”)WS is a Banach space.

Proof. It is sufficient to show that the space WI}(R")\‘; is complete. Due to the standard facts
from the Banach-space theory it is sufficient to show that N := {F € W}(R") : F|$ = 0} is
a closed linear subspace of W (R™). Indeed, we fix F € W, (R") and a sequence {Fj,} C N¢
such that || F— Fi[W) (R")[| — 0, k — oo. Combing Proposition 7.3.1 and Theorem 7.4.5 from
[15] we conclude that there is a (1, p)-good representative F' of F' and there exist (1, p)-good
representatives Fj, of F},, k € N such that for some strictly increasing sequence {k} C N, for
some set Fy with Cy ,(F;) = 0 we have Fy_(z) — F(x), s — oo for each z € S\ E;. On the
other hand, there is a set By C S such that H%(E3) = 0 and Fj(z) = 0 for each 2 € S\ Ey for
all k € N. As a result, taking into account Proposition 2.9 we deduce that H(E; U Fy) = 0
and F(z) = limg_yo0 Fg,(x) = 0 for all z € S\ (Fy U Fy). This gives F € N¢ The proof is
complete. O

The following proposition is a minor modification of the classical Poincaré-type inequality.

Proposition 2.21. For every ¢,d > 1 there exists a constant C = C(n,c,c) > 0 such that,
for any cubes Q1 := Qi(x1), Q2 := Qu(x2) with 1 > 0 and ||z1 — z2|| < 1,

][][\F 2)|dzdy < Cl ][ IVE(y)||dy for all Fe W °(R™).  (2.20)
Q1 Q2 (2¢/+¢)Q1
Proof. Fix cubes @)1, (2 satisfying the assumptions of the lemma. Recall the classical

Poincaré-type inequality (see (7.45) in [12]). More precisely, there exists a constant C' =
C’(n) > 0 such that, for any cube @, the following inequality

Hlrw - f Feaz]ay < ot f 19w dy (2.21)
Q Q Q

holds for all F € W,"'°°(R™).
Now we fix an arbitrary F € W;"'°°(R
Q2. Hence by (2.21),

][][\F )\ dy dz

R™). Since ||x1 —x2|| < ¢l we clearly have (2¢+¢)@Q1 D

Q1 Q2
(2¢ + ¢)? ][ ][ ][ F(z)dz + ][ F(z)dr — F(z)|dydz
(2c/+¢)Q1 (2¢/+¢)Qn (2¢/+¢)Q1 (2¢/+¢)Q1
< 2(2¢ + )" ][ ‘F(y) - ][ F(z) dm‘ dy
(2¢/+¢)Q1 (2¢'+¢)Q1
<20l vt f o IVEG)]dy
(2¢/+0)Q1

(2.22)
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This gives (2.20) with C(n) = 2C’(n)(2¢ + ¢)*". O

Now we recall the key analytical feature of Frostman-type measures. Namely, given a
parameter d € (0,n], for each cube @ and any F € W;’IOC(R"), for any large enough o we
can control effectively how close are the average value of F' over () calculated with respect to
a d-Frostman measure m and the average value of F' over () calculated with respect to the
classical Lebesgue measures L. More precisely, the following result was established in [29].
Given | > 0 we set k(I) := [logy(1)]-

Theorem 2.C. Let d € (0,n], A € (0,1], 0 € (max{1l,n —d},n]. Let S C R™ be a closed
set with HL (S) > 0 and {my} € MA(S). Then there exists a constant C > 0 depending only
on Cim,1i, @ = 1,2,3 and parameters n, d, \, o (but independent of a construction of the
sequence {my}) such that the following inequality

ql=

F [Piw - f e | dmi ) < (£ X D F) dr) (2.23)
Q

Qns qQ M=t
holds for each cube Q = Q;(x) € Fs(d, \) with [ € (0,1] and any F € WL'*°(R").

Remark 2.22. We should note that Theorem 2.C is in fact an easy consequence of the
corresponding beautiful trace theorem for the Riesz potentials [9].

0

Proposition 2.23. Let d € (0,n] and p € (max{1,n —d},00). Let S C Qo be a compact set
with HL (S) > 0 and {my,} € M(S). If F € W;’lOC(R") then f = F|4 € Ly({my}). Further-
more, there exists a constant C' > 0 depending only on n,d,p and Cy, ;, i = 1,2,3 such that
the following inequality

1£1Lp(mo)|| < C|IF W, (3Qo,0) (2.24)
holds for all F € Wy (R") with f = F|%.

Proof. We fix a parameter p € (max{1,n — d},o0) and an element F € W}(R"). By Remark
2.17, the d-trace f := F |§ is well defined. Furthermore, the measure mg is absolutely con-
tinuous with respect to H%|s. Hence, using classical estimates (see, for example, Section 2
in [13]) and telescoping arguments it is easy to see that, for each 6 € (0, 1), there is C > 0
(independent on F') such that

VF
‘f(a:) - ][ F(y) dy‘ <C / % dy < C./\/lil_(;[HVFH](a:) for mpg—a.e. z€S.
Qo,0 Qo,0
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Now we fix § € (0,1) so small that p(1 —J) > n — d and recall that S C Q. An application
of Theorem 2.A with m = mg and s = 1 — § in combination with Holder’s inequality gives

[1s@Pan@ < [|#@) - § F@d| dwow)+ | f P a|
S S Qo,0 Qo,0

» 1 1
<o [ (MLIPFIN@) dmo@)” + ([ 1FGPdy)” < ClEW a0 < +x.
Qo,0 Q0,0
The proposition is proved. ]

3. COMBINATORIAL AND MEASURE-THEORETIC TOOLS

In this section we built combinatorial and geometric measure theory foundations needed for
our purposes. Based on the machinery developed in this section we introduce new Calderén-
type maximal functions in Section 4 and present a new construction of the extension operator
in Section 5. Throughout the whole section, we fix d* € (0,n] and a closed set S C Qoo with
HE(S) > 0.

3.1. Admissible sequences of coverings. Most of the definitions and results of this sub-
section are borrowed from our recent paper [31], where the reader can find all necessary
details.

In the construction of the extension operator we will need to work with the family of all
(d, M)-dyadically thick dyadic cubes. Such family gives a “skeleton” for the construction. This

motivates us to introduce the following concept (recall notation Fg(d, A) given in (2.11)).

Definition 3.1. Let A € (0,1] and let d € (0,n] be such that He (S) > 0. We define the
(d, \)-keystone (for S) family by letting

DF(d,\) == DFs(d,\) := Dy [ | Fs(d, \). (3.1)

The corresponding index set A(d, \) := Ag(d,\) C No x Z" is called the (d, \)-keystone (for
S) index set, i.e.,

D‘F(dv A) = {Qa}aGA(d,)\)'

Clearly, it is difficult to work with the whole family DF(d,\). Given d € (0,n] and
A € (0, 1], we need a natural decomposition of the (d, \)-keystone family DF(d, A) in analogy
with a natural decomposition of the family D, into subfamilies Dy, k € Ny. Based on
Netrusov’s ideas [20] such a decomposition was recently obtained in [31] and is given by the
following theorem.

Theorem 3.2. Let A € (0,1) and d € (0,n] be such that HZ (S) > 0. Then there exists
a unique sequence of families {Q7(d,\)}jen, called the canonical decomposition of DF(d, \),
satisfying the following conditions:

(F1) DF(d,\) = UjenQ (d, \);
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(F2) for each j € N, the family Q7(d,\) is a dyadic nonoverlapping d-almost covering of
S;
(F3) Qi(d,\) = QT(d, \) for every j € N.
Remark 3.3. It follows immediately from conditions (F1)-(F3) that if, for some cubes
Qe Q(d,\) and Qe QIF(d, \), there is a dyadic cube Q € Dy such that
QcQcQ@ and Q) e (UQ),UQ)),
then Q ¢ DF(d,\).
O
The following result reflects the fundamental combinatorial property of the families Q7 (d, \),

j € N. Informally speaking, each family Q7(d,\) satisfies a some sort of Carleson packing
condition. We recall notation (2.1).

Theorem 3.4. Let A, A2 € (0,1) and letd € (0,n] be such that HE (S) > 0. Let {Q7(d, A1)} jen
and {Q7(d, X\2)}jen be the canonical decompositions of DF(d, A1) and DF(d, \2), respectively.
Given a cube QQ € Dy, let

jo == j(Q) :=min{j € No: {Q} = &/ (d, \1)|g}-

Then the following inequality

on—d (1HQ)* Qe ’D./?(d 1)
l n\d . / ., Ao s L)y .
2@ @ec s { U Q ¢ DF(d,1), 2

holds for any family C C DF(d, \2) such that:

(1) int Q" Nint Q' = 0 for any Q',Q" € C with Q' # Q";

(2) {Q} = C = Q@ (d, M)lo-

Sometimes it will be convenient to work with projections of (d, A)-keystone families to kth
“dyadic levels”. Hence, we introduce the following concept.

Definition 3.5. Let A € (0,1] and let d € (0,n] be such that H (S) > 0. For each k € Ny
we define the families
'D]:k(d, )\) = 'D}—&k(d, /\) = 'D]:(d, )\) N Dy;

DF(d,\) := DFsi(d, \) :={Q € Dy : there is Q' € n(Q) N DFp(d, \)}. (3:3)

The corresponding index sets will be denoted by Ap(d,\) = Agi(d,\) and .Zk(d, A) =
As k(d, \), respectively, i.e.,

DFp(d,\) := {Qrm|m € Ax(d, N},  DFi(d,A) == {Qp.mlim € Ap(d, \)}.

Definition 3.6. Let A € (0,1) and let d € (0,n] be such that Ho (S) > 0. Let {Q7(d,\)}jen
be the canonical decomposition of the family DF(d,\). We define the (d, \)-essential part of
S by

S(d,N) = () H@: Qe (N} (3.4)

jEN
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Sometimes it will be important to collect all dyadic cubes which are (d, A)-thick with respect
to a given set S C R™ and whose dilations contain a given cube (). From the intuitive point
of view, such a family looks like a “tower” of cubes.

Definition 3.7. Let d € (0,n] be such that He.(S) > 0. Let A € (0,1] and ¢ > 1. Given a
cube @ C R™, we define the (d, \, ¢)-tower of Q by

Tino(Q) == {Q : Q' € DF(d,\) and Q C cQ'}.

In the case ¢ = 1, we write Ty \(Q) instead of Ty x1(Q), and we call the family Ty \(Q) simply
the (d, \)-tower of Q.

Remark 3.8. Note that Definition 3.7 admits the case when a cube Q) has side length [(Q) =
0, i.e., Q@ = {x} for some x € R™. Hence, one can consider the (d, \, ¢)-tower of x, which will
be denoted by Ty xc(x).

Proposition 3.9. Let d € (0,n] be such that HL (S) > 0. Let A € (0,1) and ¢ > 1. Then the
following properties hold true:

(1) S(d,A) € 5;

(2) HL(S\ S(d, X)) =0;

(3) #Td,A,c(x) = +00 fOT any x € ﬁ(d’ >‘)

Proof. To prove (1), we note that the following inclusion (given § > 0, by Us(S) we denote
the d-neighborhood of \S)

Q@ e Q(d,N)} c Upsui(9)

holds for any j € N and take into account that the set S is closed.

To prove (2) we combine the assertion (F2) of Theorem 3.2 with (3.4).

By (3.4) for each z € S(d, \) for every j € N there is a cube Q7 € Q]é(d, A) containing z.
Combining this with assertion (F3) of Theorem 3.2 we get (3). O

3.2. Covering cubes. As far as we know, the concepts introduced in this section have been
never explicitly used in the literature. Recall that the set S was fixed at the beginning of the
section. Recall Definition 3.1 and the notation DF(d, \).

Definition 3.10. Let d € (0,n] be such that H (S) > 0. Let A € (0,1], ¢ > 1. Given a cube
Q € D, we say that a cube Q € Dy is a (d, \, c)-covering for Q if the following conditions
hold:

(C1) Q) > Q) and Q C cQ;

(C2) Q € DF(d, \);

(C3) if @ €D+, Q C Q' and Q') € (U(Q),UQ)) then Q' ¢ DF(d, ).

Given a cube Q € Dy, we denote by Ky (Q) the family (perhaps empty) of all (d,\, c)-
covering for Q cubes. By Kgx. we also mean a set-valued mapping which with each cube
Q € Dy associates the set (perhaps empty) Kgx(Q).

We will also need some special selections of set-valued mappings Kg » c.
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Definition 3.11. Let d € (0,n] be such that HZ (S) > 0. Let A € (0,1], ¢ > 1. A selection
of Ka e with a domain © C D is a mapping kg : D — DF(d,\) such that:

(Sell) Kg»o(Q) #0 for allQ € D;

(Se12) ape(Q) € Karo(Q) for all Q €D,

Definition 3.12. Let d € (0,n] be such that X\ = HL (S) > 0. Let A € (0,1], ¢ > 1. Given
a dyadic cube Q C Qoo with [(Q) < 1, we say that K(Q) € D4 is a strongly (d, \)-covering
cube for Q if it is (d, \,1)-covering and [(K(Q)) > 1(Q).

Remark 3.13. Note that in the sequel Definition 3.12 will be used in the range A € (0, ]
because in this case we have Qoo € DF(d,\) and hence, Kgx1(Q) # 0 for any Q € D such
that Q C Qo,0- The requirement 1(Q) < 1 allows one to find a unique cube K(Q) € Kgx1(Q)
with 1(K(Q)) > 1(Q).

O

Remark 3.14. Let d, A\, ¢ be the same as in Definition 3.10. Given a cube Q) € D4, it is
clear that there can exist several (d, X, c)-covering dyadic cubes for Q. However, it is easy to
see that there is a constant C' = C(n,c) > 0 such that

#axc(Q)NDy <C  for every k € N.
O

Definition 3.15. Let d € (0,n] be such that H (S) > 0. Let A € (0,1] and ¢ > 1. Given a
cube Q € DF(d,\), we define the (d, )\, c)-shadow family of Q by letting

SHape(@) :={Q € DF(d,\) : (Q) < Q) and Q € Kgx(Q)}.

The following proposition collects elementary properties of (d, A, c)-shadow families of
cubes. We recall notation (2.1).

Proposition 3.16. Let d € (0,n] be such that He (S) > 0. Let A € (0,1) and ¢ > 1. Then,
for each cube Q € DF(d, \), the following properties hold:

(1) SHax(Q) # 0;
(2) the family SHax..(Q) is nonoverlapping.

Proof. To prove the first claim we fix a cube Q € DF(d,)\). Note that there is a number
j € Np such that Q € Q7(d, \). Since HL (Q) > A(1(Q))? > 0 and the family Q7+1(d, \) is a
dyadic nonoverlapping d-almost covering of the set S, we deduce that Q/*!(d, )\)\Q # (. By
property (F3) of Theorem 3.2 we have Q711 (d, Mg < Q. Combining these observations with
Definitions 3.10, 3.15 and Remark 3.3 we obtain Q/+!(d, Mg C SHac(Q) which proves (1).

To prove the second claim we fix a cube Q € DF(d, \) and two different cubes Ql, Q2 €
SHac(Q). Since the cubes Ql and Q2 are dyadic, there are only two possible cases. In the
first case, the cubes have disjoint interiors, in the second case one of them is contained in
the other one. We claim that the second case is never realised. Indeed, assume the contrary.

Without loss of generality we may assume that Ql C Qz‘ Since Ql #+ Qz we have Z(Ql) <
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%l(gz). Furthermore, by Definition 3.15 it follows that ((Q,) < $1(Q). Hence, UQ,) €
(U(Q,),U(Q)). According to condition (3) of Definition 3.10 this implies that @, ¢ DF(d, \).
On the other hand, by Definition 3.15 the cubes @, @, € DF(d,A). This contradiction
proves the claim. The proof is complete. ]

Given a cube Q) € Dy, with k € Ny, we set
Te(Q) :=1{Q €Dy : Q' NecQ # 0}. (3.5)

Remark 3.17. By Proposition 2.1, if Q' € T.(Q), then [c]QNQ" # (. Hence, Q" C ([c]+2)Q.
Since different cubes in T'.(Q) have disjoint interiors and equal side lengths, we get

L £ +2Q)

#:(Q) < Ty < (d + 2

O
The following concept will be extremely useful in proving the direct trace theorem in Section
7.

Definition 3.18. Let d € (0,7n] be such that He (S) > 0. Let A € (0,1) and ¢ > 1. Given
a cube Q € DF(d,\), we define the (d, ), c)-iceberg ICy x..(Q) of the cube Q as the family of
all dyadic cubes Q' € Dy satisfying the following conditions:

(I1) Q" ¢ SHax(Q);

(I2) (Q") < UQ);
(I3) there exists Q" € SHa(Q) such that Q' C Q'.

Remark 3.19. It follows immediately from Definition 5.18 that if Q € ICy (@) and Q' D Q

is such that 1(Q') < UI(Q), then Q" € ZCyx.(Q). Roughly speaking, in order to imagine

ICaxc(Q), given Q € SHyxc(Q), one should built a tower composed of nested cubes whose

side lengths grow up to the length [(Q). The term “iceberg” was chosen due to the following

reasons. On the one hand, we will see below that the “top of a given iceberg” ICd)\,c(@), i.e.,
the cube Q, contains useful information about the behavior of a given function f : S — R. On

the other hand, cubes from the “invisible part” of ZCyxc(Q), i.e., all cubes from ICy (Q)

whose side lengths are smaller than 1(Q)) do not contain some useful information for the
extension of a given function.

O
The following proposition reflects basic geometric properties of (d, A, ¢)-icebergs.

Proposition 3.20. Let d € (0,7n] be such that He (S) > 0. Let A € (0,1) and ¢ > 1. Given
a cube Q € DF(d,\), the following properties hold:

(1) if Q € ICapo(Q) and I(Q) < 1(Q), then Q ¢ DF(d, \);
(2) if Q" € Dy and 1(Q") = 1(Q), then Q" € To(Q)NZCyx.(Q) if and only if SHax(Q)|q" #
0.

Proof. To prove the first claim, note that by conditions (I1), (I3) of Definition 3.18, given a

cube Q € ZCyx(Q), there is a cube Q € SHax(Q) such that Q C Q and I(Q) < I(Q). On
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the other hand, by Definition 3.15 we have Q € Kg, Ac(@). Hence, condition (C3) of Definition
3.10 gives the claim.

If Q" € Dy, (Q") = I(Q) and Q" € T'(Q) NZICyxc(Q), then SHyx(Q)lgr # 0 by

condition (I3) in Definition 3.18. Conversely, suppose that SHgx.(Q)|lgr # 0 for some
Q" € Dy such that 1(Q") = I(Q). Clearly, conditions (I2) and (I3) of Definition 3.18 are hold
true with @’ replaced by @Q”. On the other hand, by Definition 3.15, I(Q’) < I(Q") for all
Q' € SHarc(Q)|gr and hence condition (I1) holds true with @’ replaced by @”. This shows
that Q" € ZCy(Q). Finally, by (C1) of Definition 3.10 and Definition 3.15,the condition

SHaxe(Q)|lgr # 0 implies the existence of a cube Q € DF(d,\) such that @ C Q" and
Q C cQ, Hence, by (3.5) it follows that Q" € I'c(Q). This proves the second claim. O

Now we show that any (d, A, ¢)-shadow family satisfies a certain Carleson packing condition.
This will be a key tool in proving the main results of Section 7.

Proposition 3.21. Let d € (0,n] be such that He,(S) > 0. Let A € (0,1) and ¢ > 1. Then,
for each Q € DF(d,\) and any Q € ZCy(Q),

n—d .

SHUQNT: Q € SHan@la} = Q)T forall deldn) (9

Furthermore,

- n—d -

S U@ Q' € SHar(Q)} < ([d] +2) 3 U@)* forall de [d,n)]. (3.7)
Proof. We fix arbitrary cubes @ € DF(d,\) and Q € ZCy (Q), and define
jo :=min{j € No : {Q} = Q7 (d, N)|q}-
By Remark 3.19, the first assertion of Proposition 3.20, and (C3) of Definition 3.10, if Q' €
SHare(Q)lg and Q" € Kgx1(Q'), then Q' D Q, and, furthermore, 1(Q’) > (Q). Hence, by

Definition 3.15 we conclude that Q' € Q7°(d, A)|g- As a result, an application of Theorem 3.4
with Ay = Ao = X gives

S {UQ@)Q € SHar[@)la)

n—d ~

— Q)"

< SUHT QY@ € @ (d Vo) < 2

This proves the first claim.
Now we prove (3.7). In view of the second assertion of Proposition 3.20 it is sufficient to

sum estimate (3.6) over all cubes @ € I'.(Q) NZCy ) (Q). Taking into account Remark 3.17
we get, for any d € [d, n], the required inequality

@) @ et @)= Y SHUQ): @ € 5Hu @)
QETe(Q)NICa,x,(Q)
< #Le(Q)——UQ)" < ([d +2)" ——(UQ))"
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3.3. Whitney-type cavities and hollow cubes. Due to the great importance of this sub-
section in our further analysis, we would like to describe informally the main ideas underlying
in the core of the concepts introduced below. Recall that the set .S was fixed at the beginning
of the section. In addition, we fix in this subsection a number d € (0,n) such that HZ (S) > 0
and a parameter A € (0, 1].

Recall that, given 7 € (0,1], a cube @Q;(z) is said to be (S, 7)-porous if there is a point
y(x) € Qi(x) such that

Qr(y(z)) C Qu(z) \ S.

Recall also [26], Ch.6 that (since S is closed, nonempty and S # R™) there is a nonempty
nonoverlapping family Wg C D (called the Whitney decomposition, or, sometimes Whitney
covering) such that R"\ S = U{Q : Q € Wg} and

dist(Q, S) < 1(Q) < 4dist(Q, S).

Cubes @ from the family Wg are called Whitney cubes.

It should be noted that (S, 7)-porous cubes and Whitney cubes are indispensable tools in
different topics dealing with extensions of functions [16, 25, 27, 29]. These two concepts are
intimately related to each other. Indeed, given a cube Q = @Q;(x) € Ws one can find a cube
@ = @l(f) whose center I is the metric projection of z to S such that QQ C c@ for some
universal constant ¢ > 1. This proves that the cube c@ is (5, %)—porous. Conversely, given an
(S, 7)-porous cube @, one can find a Whitney cube ) such that Q C E@ for some universal
constant ¢ > 1 and 1(Q) ~ I(Q).

Let us informally describe why the notions of Whitney cubes and porous cubes are so
useful. If either p € (1,n] and S is regular enough or p > n and S is arbitrary, one can
effectively absorb the information about the behavior of a given function f : S — R from any
porous with respect to S cube @ and then, in some sense, transfer this information to the
corresponding Whitney cube () with comparable side length. This gives the rough idea of
the classical Whitney extension operator. Unfortunately, in the case 1 < p < n and without
any additional regularity assumptions on the set S, only few cubes @ with @ NS # () can be
effectively used for gathering information about a given function f : S — R. One cannot hope
that these cubes are porous in general. Instead of Whitney cubes and (S, 7)-porous cubes,
we introduce the special cavities.

Definition 3.22. Let ¢ > 1 and » € N. Given a cube QQ € Dy, we define the special cavity
Qer(Q) = Qe (Q) = cQ\ | J{cQ' : Q' € DF(d, N) and I(Q') < 2771(Q)}. (3.8)

Recall that at the beginning of this subsection we fixed S, d € (0,n) and A € (0,1). The
following result was established in [31] (see Theorem 4.2 therein).

Theorem 3.A. For each ¢ > 1, there exist constants T = 7(n,d) > 0 and » = x(n,d, \,c) €
N such that

L™ (Qe(Q)) = 7(UQ))" (3.9)
for each cube Q € Dy \ DF(d,\) and any » > .
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The first nice property of special cavities is that they do not intersect “too much”.

Proposition 3.23. Let ¢ > 1 and s € N. Then there is a constant C = C(n, ¢, ) > 0 such
that

MH{Q:(Q) : Q e DF(d,\)}) <C. (3.10)
Proof. Fix dyadic cubes Q1 = Qi .m, € DFy,(d,N) and Q2 = Qpymye € DFy,(d,\) with
k1, ke € Ng. By (3.8) we have
Qe,e(Qrm) C Qi (3.11)
Hence,
Qe o(Qrymy) N Qese(Qrgmy) # 0 implies  eQpy my N CQhymy # 0.

By (3.8) this gives |k; — k2| < 5 provided that Qe ,.(Qky my) N Qe (Qkymy) # 0. Hence, if for
some point € R" there are k(z) € Ng and m(z) € Z" such that € Q¢ (Qp(z),m(z)), then
we get

{7 € Ny : there is m € Z" s.t. Q¢ (Qjm) 2 x} C [k(x) — 5, k(z) + »] N No. (3.12)

We use (3.11), (3.12), and apply Proposition 2.2. This gives

k(z)+s
Z XQC’%(Q)(.Z') < Z Z Xch,m(x) < 25([c] +2)" forall xe€R™
QeDy k=k(z)— 5 meLn
The proof is complete. O

Fix ¢ > 1 and let » be the same as in Theorem 3.A. Consider the family
P(C) = PS(dv A) C)

(@) (3.13)
i

We will see below that in the case of essentially irregular sets S C R" the role of the family

- {Q € DF(d,N) : cQ > Q' for some Q' € Dy \ DF(d, \) with [(Q') >

of cubes P(c) for the extension of functions is essentially the same as that of the family of all
(S, 7)-porous cubes in the case of sufficiently regular sets S C R™.

4. CALDERON-TYPE MAXIMAL FUNCTIONS AND NEW FUNCTION SPACES

In this section we introduce a far-reaching generalization of the Calderén-type maximal
function introduced in [29]. The latter generalizes the classical Calderén maximal function

Let {my} be an admissible sequence of measures on R™ and f € Li({m}). Given dyadic
cubes Q1 € Dy, Q2 € Dy, with ki, ke € Ny, we recall (2.2) and put

Dt} (Q1,Q2) = P 1,1 (Q2, Q1)
- ! 2 — ; (4.1)
T min{l(Q1),(Q2)} ][][’f( ) — f(y)| dmg, () dmy, (y).

Q1 Q2
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By (2.2) and (4.1) it is easy to see that

f(f ][f ), ()| dm, () < min{U(@), (@)} (@1, Q). (42)

Proposition 4.1. Let {my} be an admissible sequence of measures on R™ and f € Li({mg}).
Then, the following inequality

min{l(Q1), 1(Q3)} P f (m,} (Q1,Q3)
< min{l(Q1), 1(Q2)} P f {m,} (Q1, Q2) + min{l(Q2), [(Q3)} P (m,} (Q2, Q3)
holds for any cubes Q; € Dy with my, (Q;) #0, i =1,2,3.

(4.3)

Proof. Let Q; € Dy, i = 1,2,3 with ki, ko, ks € Ng. Hence, by (4.1) and (4.2) we have
min{l(Q1),1(Q3) }q)f,{mk}(Ql,Q?,

][ ][‘f ][f 2) dmye, (2 ][ F(z) dmy, (2 f(y)(d%(y)dmkl(x)

Q1 Q2

< s ][f 2) i (2)| i, ﬂf — f 1) dimey ()] i (1)
Q1 Q2

< min{l(Ql)y (Q2)}(I)f,{mk}(Qly Q2) + mln{l(Q2)7Z(Q3)}(I)f,{mk}(Q27 Q3).
The proof is complete. O

(4.4)

Now we define the dyadic generalized Calderén-type maximal function. It will be an
indispensable tool in our further analysis. We recall Definitions 2.10 and 3.10.

Definition 4.2. Let d € (0,n] and let S C Qoo be a compact set with HE (S) > 0. Let
A€ (0,1] and ¢ > 1. Let {m} € M4(S) and f € L1({my}). Given a point v € R", we define
Fimpyne(®) = sup @1 0 (Q.Q), (4.5)

where the supremum is taken over all pairs of cubes Q,@ satisfying the following conditions:

(f1) z € cQ and Q,Q € DFs(d, \);

(f2) 0 < 1(Q) <1(Q) < 1;

(f3) Q c ]Cd,)\7C(Q).

If there are mo pairs Q,@ satisfying conditions (f1)—-(f3), we put f?mk})\c(x) = 0. The
mapping T — ffmk} 1 o(®) is called the dyadic generalized Calderén-type mazimal function.

The dyadic generalized Calderén-type maximal functions have some straightforward mono-

tonicity properties, which follow immediately from Definition 4.2. We omit an elementary
proof.

Proposition 4.3. Let d € (0,n] and let S C Qoo be a compact set with HE (S) > 0. Let
{mp} € M4(S) and f € L1({my}). Then, given a parameter X € (0,1] and a point v € R™,

f*?mk},&q () < ffmk},&cz () forany 1<c <o <o0.
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Definition 4.4. Let d € (0,n] and let S C Qoo be a compact set with H (S) > 0. Given
f € B(S) N Lc({my}), we say that x € S is a d-regular point of f and write x € Sy¢(d) if,
for each sequence {m;} € MA(S),
lim max - ][]f y)|dmg(y) =0 for any ¢ > 1 and any A € (0,1).  (4.6)
)N Dy,

k—00 QETd A, c

If, for some k € Ny, the set Ty (x) N Dy = 0, the corresponding mazimum is defined to be
zero. By Sy(d) we denote the set of all d-regular points of f.

Now we are ready to introduce the function spaces, which will play the role of intermediate
spaces between trace spaces of Sobolev spaces.

Definition 4.5. Let d* € (0,n] and let S C Qoo be a compact set with \* := HZL (S) > 0.
Let XA € (0,1] and ¢ > 1 be some fized constants. Let de (0,d*] and let {my} € MA(S). Given

€ (1,00), we say that f € Li({my}) belongs to Xpd{mk}( ) if the following conditions are
satz’sﬁed:
(1) HT(S\ Sp(d)) =0 for all d' € [d,d*];
(2) ./\N/'p)\,{mk},c(f) < +o0, where we put

Np g re(f) = Hf{umk}xvcle(R")ll, Nogmie(F) = 1 ITp(mo) |l + N gmeyre( ) (4.7)

We define the space Xpd {ms }(S) as the quotient space, i.e.,

* - * Nd* -~
XZ,d,{mk}(S) = Xp,d,{mk}(s)/{f € Xy, {mp} ()t Ny fmpyae(f) = 0}

We equip the space XZTd,{mk}(S) with the norm given by the functional Np,{mk},A,C) i.e., given
a class of equivalent functions [f] € Xpd (g} (5), we put

1A X oy ] = Ny e F)- (48)

Remark 4.6. In what follows, we will identify the class of equivalent functions [f] € ngd7{mk}(5)
with its arbitrary representative f. It should be remarked that the structure of the class [f] is
not so straightforward.

Indeed, let S = S1 U Sy and S; N Sy = 0. Assume that d € (0,d*), Sy is a closed Ahlfors—
David d-regular set, and Ss is a closed Ahlfors—David d*-reqular set. Then, keeping in mind
Example 2.12, it is easy to see that changing a given f : S — R on an H* -null set we can
violate condition (2) of Definition 4.5.

On the other hand, keeping in mind Example 2.12, it is easy to see that if S is an Ahlfors—
David n-regular set and d* € (0,n), then changing a given f : S — R on an mg-null set
we can violate condition (1) of the definition (because in this case my coincides, up to some
constant, with the measure L™|g ).

In fact, the above definition of the space XZTd7{mk}(S) depends on the choice of parame-
ters N, c¢. Typically, these parameters are always fived and hence, we omit them from the
corresponding notation.
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0

Remark 4.7. Let us verify that Definition 4.5 is correct, i.e., that Xg*d {mk}(S) s a normed
linear space. First of all, we note that, for each d' € [d,d*],

Sf1+f2(d/) ) Sfl (d/) N sz(d/)’
Hence, it remains to verify the triangle inequality. To this end, it suffices to verify that

/\N/p,{mk},,\,c(fl + fa) < /\N/p,{mk},A,c(fl) +/\~/p,{mk},A,c(f2)- (4.9)

holds for any fi1, fo € L1({my}). Indeed, by (4.1) and the triangle inequality, it is easy to see
that, for any cubes Q1,Q2 € D4 and any f1, fo € L1({my}),

Dy fm} (Q1,Q2) < @y 1, 1(Q1, Q2) + P, (1 (Q1, Q2).

Using this inequality we get by Definition 4.2

(14 )y ane® < (Pl ac® + ()i yac@), @ €R™ (4.10)

Combining (4.10) with the triangle inequalities for the L,(R™)-norm and for the L,(mg)-norm,
respectively, we obtain (4.9) and complete the proof.

Remark 4.8. We prove in Section 8 that the spaces XZTd,{mk}(S) are complete provided that
€ (1,00), d* >n—p, de (n—p,d] and {my} € MLS).

5. EXTENSION OPERATORS

The extension operator which will be constructed in this section is the most challenging part
of the present paper. In all previously known studies concerned with extension problems for
the first-order Sobolev-spaces WI} (R™) [24], [25], [29] the authors basically used the classical
Whitney extension operator with minor modifications. Surprisingly, it perfectly worked.
However, in our case we should introduce completely new extension operators.

Throughout the section we fix the following data:

(D.5.1) a parameter d € (0,n] and a compact set S C Qoo with X := HZ (S) > 0;

(D.5.2) an arbitrary parameter A € (0, ) ;

(D.5.3) an arbitrary sequence of measures {m;} € M%(S).

Since the parameters d, A\ and the set S are fixed, we will use the following simplified
notation. We set DF := DFg(d,\), and for each k € Ny, we set DFy = DFgy(d,\),
DFy = ﬁs,k(d, ), A = Agi(d, \), Ay = js7k(d, A). Furthermore, we recall Definition
3.6 and set S := S(d, \) for brevity. Note that in accordance with our notation if a function
g : R™ — R is differentiable at some point y € R™, then

Vo)l = [Vl o= max{ | 220 .| 52}
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5.1. Construction of the extension operator. First of all, we present a formal construc-
tion of the new extension operator and then informally describe the driving ideas of our
construction.

Let a function 1 € C3°(R) be such that:

(1) X2, 2() < Uo() < X_,1() and ¥o(-) > 0 on the interval (—1/10,11/10);

(i) 3 Yo(-—m)=1onR.

meZ
We set B
Cy = max %(t)\

We define a function ¢y € C§°(R™) by

n

Yo(x) == H?Zg(:nl) for every x = (z1,...,2,) € R"
i=1

and set Y. (+) := Yo (28 (- —m)) for every (k,m) € Ny x Z". Clearly, the following properties
hold:
(i) for each k € Ny and any m € Z",

X100, () < Ukn() < Xog, () and () > Oon mt(3Qen):  (51)
(ii) for each k € Ny,
Z Yrm(-)=1 on R™. (5.2)
mezn
(iii) for each k € Ny,
Y IVekm@)l < C(n)Cy 2" forall yeR™ (5.3)

mezm

Recall notation ng(m) (see Section 2) and define
Chom = F#(ng(m) N Ag), (k,m) € Ng x Z". (5.4)
Remark 5.1. By Definition 3.5 and (5.4), it readily follows that ¢y, m # 0, for all m € A

Given f € Ly({my}), we set

o 2 f f@)dmp(z),  cpm # 0;

fk7m = . mlenk(m)ﬂ’Ak Qk,m’ (55)
0, Chom = 0.

Now we are going to define inductively the special sequence of functions which play the role
of an approximating sequence for the extension. Note that since S C Qg and HE(S) >0
we have

foo = ][ f(@) dmo(z).
Qo,0
This observation justifies the following definition.
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Definition 5.2. Given f € Li({my}), we define the special approximating sequence {fi} :=
{fi}({mg}) for f inductively. At the zero step we set (note that by (D.5.1) we have fo,, =
foo for any cube Qo C 3Q00)

fol@) = Y tom(@)foo, zeR™

Qo,mC3Q0,0
Assume that, for some k € N, we have already constructed functions fo, ..., fr_1. We set
fel@) == fior (@) + > brm(@) (fom — feo1(x)), 2 €R™ (5.6)
mE.Ak

Remark 5.3. Clearly, the sequence {fr} := {fr}({mg}) is well defined, i.e., does not depend
on the choice of representatives f of f. Hence, in what follows, if f € B(S) is such that the
equivalence class f of f belongs to Li({my}), then by the special approximating sequence for
f we always mean the special approzimating sequence {fi} := {fr}({mp}) for f.

Definition 5.4. For each y € R", we define the lower and the upper supporting index sets,
respectively, by letting

K(y) := K4,(y) :== {k € Ng : there exists m € A, such that y € %ka};
K(y) := Kgx(y) :={k € Ny : there exists m € Ay, such that i m(y) # 0}
Remark 5.5. By Proposition 3.9 we have
#K(y) = #K(y) = +oo  forall yeS. (5.7)
Furthermore, by (5.1) and Definition 5.4 we clearly have
K@) =0 < y¢ Qo and Ky)=0 = y¢ 3 mntQop

The following proposition collects the basic properties of the lower and the upper supporting
index sets.

Proposition 5.6. The lower and the upper supporting index sets have the following proper-

ties:
(1) 0 € K(y) for each y € 14Q0,0 \ S;
(2) 0 € K(y) for each y € 156620,0 \ S;
(3) K(y) C K(y) for each y € R™;
(4) #K(y) < #K(y) < 400 for each y € LQuo \ S.

Proof. Note that Qoo € DFy because S C (oo and ’Hgo(S) = X > \ according to our
assumptions. Hence, by (5.1) and Definition 5.4 we get properties (1) and (2).

Property (3) follows directly from (5.1) and Definitions 3.5, 5.4.

To prove property (4) it is sufficient to show that #K (y) < +oo for every y € £Qqo \ S
because the inequality #K (y) < #K(y) follows directly from property (3) just proved. By
(3.4) it follows that, for each y € 1—56Q070 \ S, there exists j(y) € N such that

y¢ | J{Q: Qe @W(d N}
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Combining this fact with property (F3) of Theorem 3.2 we deduce that in fact
v¢ U UlQ:Qe @@ ).
32i(y)

This gives the required claim. O
Proposition 5.6 justifies the following concept.

Definition 5.7. We define the lower supporting index k(y) and the upper supporting index
k(y), respectively, by letting

k(y) :==max{k: k€ K(y)} foreach y¢€ %Qo,o \ S;
(5.8)
k(y) :=max{k : k € K(y)} for each y¢€ ?Qo,o \ S.

Proposition 5.8. Let f € Li(my) and let {fi} be the special approximating sequence for f.
Then, for each point y € 1—51Q070 \ S, the following properties hold true:
(1) for every k € K(y),

m 70 if Y€ Qrms (5.9)
(2) for every k € K(y),
> emly) =1 (5.10)
7716.»1)@

Fe@) = fyy () for any k> k(y). (5.11)

Proof. By Definition 5.4 if k € K(y), theny € %Qk,m for some m € Aj. Hence, if in addition
Y € Qk,m, then m € jkﬂnk(m). Consequently, Definition 3.5 and (5.4) implies that ¢ 7 # 0.

To prove (5.10) it is sufficient to combine Definitions 3.5, 5.4 with (5.1) and (5.2).

The inequality k(y) < k(y) is an immediate consequence of property (3) of Proposition 5.6.
The inequality k(y) < 4-oo follows from property (4) of Proposition 5.6. Finally, by Definition
5.7 we have vy, 5 (y) = 0 for each k > k(y) and any m € A. Now property (3) follows from
(5.6). O

Now having at our disposal Proposition 5.8 and property (1) of Proposition 3.9 we can
built the desirable extension operator.

Definition 5.9. Given f € B(S) N Li({mg}), let {fx} be the special approximating for f.
We define
f(z), xe€S;

kli_)m fe(z), xeR™\S. (5.12)

Extg fmpa()(2) = Ext(f)(z) :=

The following obvious observation is an immediate consequence of Definition 5.9.

Proposition 5.10. The operator Ext defined by (5.12) is a linear mapping from B(S) N
Li({mg}) into B(R™).
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Since the construction of our extension operator is quite tricky, we would like to describe
the driving ideas informally.

The first idea consists in using only cubes from the family DF to extract some useful
information about the behavior of a given function f € Li({m}). Informally speaking, the
family DF gives some sort of a skeleton for the extension operator. Indeed, Theorem 2.C
allows us to hope that averaging over these cubes with respect to measures my, k£ € Ny is
necessary in constructions of almost optimal Sobolev extensions.

The second idea looks a little bit technical. Nevertheless, it is quite important. Recall (see
Subsection 3.3) that by Ws we denote the Whitney decomposition of R™\ S. In the majority
of the available investigations the family Wg plays a crucial role in constructions of extension
operators. It allowed one in some sense to transfer the information about a given function
f:S9 — R from S into R” \ S. In contrast, our approach uses the family UkeNOﬁ/}"k \ DF
. In the case when either S is regular enough or p > n, then this innovation gives nothing
new in comparison with the classical approach of H. Whitney. If S is highly irregular and
p € (1,n], the modification becomes essential. It helps to avoid the study of the complicated
combinatorial structure of the family Ws. Informally speaking, it is difficult to built a “nice
tree” associated with the family Wg.

The third idea involves an additional averaging over neighboring cubes in (5.5). This
simple trick together with the use of families DF}, k € Ny helps one to avoid large derivatives.
Roughly speaking, given f € Lj({my}), pointwise estimates of Ext(f) from above will contain
only terms like

| f 1w~ f s )]

Qk,m Ql,m’

where Q. € g c(Qrm) for some ¢ > 1. This is crucial in proving the optimality of the
extension.

We should note that the roots of the above ideas go back to the paper of V. Rychkov [21].
However, in this paper only d-thick sets were considered. In the case when S is d-thick, the
analysis of the pointwise behavior of special approximating sequences is much more simple
and transparent.

5.2. Fine properties of the special approximating sequence. In this subsection, given
[ € Li({my}), we investigate a pointwise behavior of Extg 4 (f).
We start with a technical observation, which will be commonly used.

Proposition 5.11. Let f € Li({m}}) and ¢ € R. Then, for each k € Ny and any mF € jk,

ok —cl < max ][ () — cldmy (). (5.13)

mkEnk(ﬁzk)ﬂAk
k:,mk
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Furthermore, for each k,j € Ng and any mF € .Zk, ml € .Zj,
|fk ;mk T f] m3| < max ][ ][ |dm]( )dmk(x) (514)
Qk,mk Q],m]
where the mazimum is taken over all m* € ng(m*) N Ay and all m? € nj(m?) N A;.

Proof. To prove (5.13) we fix k € Ny and m* € Aj,. By Remark 5.1, we have ¢k > 0.
Hence,

I > 1. (5.15)

mk €ny (mk )ﬂAk

ck‘,mk

Using this observation and (5.5), we deduce the required estimate

1
’fk Jmk T C‘ - ‘C Z ][ f(a;)dmk(x) B Cr ik Z c‘
,m¥ mben (PN, T mkeny, (MF)NAg
(5.16)
< Ydmy(x) — — c|dm .
T mk Enf?(ljl}’% ﬁAk ][ f k C‘ N mkenf?(l%}lg)ﬂflk ][ |f(x) C| k($)

k:,mk

Now we fix arbitrary k,j € Ny and mF € jk, ml e .,Zj. We firstly apply (5.13) with
¢ = f;mi and then, for mp-a.e. y € S, we apply (5.13) with ¢ = f(y). This gives

o= il <, _max 1) = Fldmeto)

mbeng (mk
k,mk
< e BB f (W@?}%M 1w - r@lin@) an
km j,mj
<uwax f A 150) 1@l dmy@)im(y)

Qk,mk Qj,m]

where the maximum is taken over all m* € ng(m*) N Ay and all m/ € nj(m’) N A;.
The proof is complete. O

Now we introduce the keystone tool of this section. More precisely, given f € Lq({my}), the
inductive definition of the sequence { fx}ren,, as given in (5.6), is not so useful for practical
computations. In view of this, we present an explicit formula for functions fi, k € Ny.

Lemma 5.12. Let f € Li(my) and let {fi} be the special approximating sequence for f.
Then, for every i,k € Ng with k > 1,

k

fel@) = filz)+ Y S,(x), zeR" (5.18)

j=it1
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where, for each j € {i+1,....k} and every x € R™, we set

S G @( I (S @) G — Fil@). G € li+ 1ok~ 1)

ST (z) := { MEA r=itl Ymrezn\ A,
7‘7

> Uk (@) (frme — filz), J=k
mkeAy

(5.19)

The corresponding product in (5.19) disappears for k < i+ 2.

Proof. Given a fixed i € Ny, we prove (5.18) by induction.

The base. For k =i+ 1, the statement is obvious in view of our construction.

The induction step. Suppose that (5.18) is proved for some k =1 € N, [ > i. We show that
(5.18) holds true with k =1+ 1.

Indeed, first of all, we note that by (5.19), for each j =i+ 1,...,1, we have

(1— > ¢z+1,ml+1(x)>sg,z(x)

e d;

. . (5.20)
= Y g @S (@) =8,,,(), zeR™
ﬁzl“EZ”\fEH
On the other hand, by (5.19)
Sf:}__il_l(x) = Z IbH_Lmlﬂ (w)(fl_,_lﬁlﬂ — filx)), zeR"™ (5.21)

mitled; 1

Now we plug (5.18) with k£ = [ into (5.6) and use (5.20), (5.21). This gives the required
identity

l l
frr (@) = fi(z) + Z Sg,l(x) + Z ¢l+1,ﬁzl+1($)<fz+1,ml+1 — filz) — Z Sz-j,z(l’))

j=i+1 ml+1ejl+1 Jj=i+1
l

= fix)+ (1— > ¢z+1,ml+1(33))sg,z(x)+

Jj=i+1 ﬁlﬂejHl
41
+ Z Vi1 it () (fron e — fi(z)) = fi(x) + Z Sf,m(x)a r e R"™
mitled J=i+l
(5.22)
The lemma is proved.
U
Remark 5.13. By Lemma 5.12 applied with i =0 and (5.10) we have
14

W) = Y UkaW)fim forach ye Qoo forevery kK@) (5.23)

7716./2(19
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This nice reproducing formula will simplify some intermediate computations in the proof of
the forthcoming assertions.

O

By Proposition 5.6, we can pass to the limit in f(x) for every € R™\ S. This is not the

case for an arbitrary = € S. However, if a given function f : S — R is sufficiently regular we
can extract convergent subsequences { fx,(x)} for appropriate points € R™.

Lemma 5.14. Given f € B(S) N Li({my}), for every point x € SN S¢(d), there exists an
increasing sequence {ks} = {ks(x)}sen, C No such that

lim fi, (z) = f(z).

5§—00

Proof. Fix a point x € SN S¢(d). By Remark 5.5, the set K (x) is infinite and can be written
as a strictly increasing sequence {ks} = {ks(z)}sen, C No. Hence, by (5.5), (5.23) and (4.6),

we get

f@ - @l > ) - )l m)

mEAkS Qk m
IEG%QkS,m . (5 24)
<C o 1@ )l ) 0 5o,
MEAL
Z‘E%kamLka,m

The lemma, is proved. U

The following technical assertion will be important in proving the main results of this

section.

Proposition 5.15. Let s € N and {k;};_; C Ny be such that ky < .... < ks. Then

s—1 s
1= Y voaw@ I (Y van@)- X b @
=L mki E.ij r=j+1 T?LkT'EZ"\.ZkT mks E.st

(5.25)

= ﬁ( Z zpkjﬁkj (a;)) forall z € R",

=1 mki eZn\,ij
where the first sum in the left-hand side of (5.25) is zero in the case s = 1.

Proof. We prove (5.25) by induction.

The base. For s = 1, this is obvious because the second term in the left-hand side of (5.25)
is zero by definition.

The induction step. Suppose that we have proved (5.25) for some sy € N and arbitrary
nonnegative integer numbers ki < ... <k} (in place of {k;};_;). To make the induction step,
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we take an arbitrary k) < ... < ks,41 and apply (5.25) with k] = k; 41, i =1, ..., so. This gives

S0 so+1
=3 Y @ I (X ea@) = X 0 ke @
J=1 ﬁkje.zkj r=j+1 kaEZ”\.ZkT. 77Lk80+1€jk30+1
so+1 so+1
110 Y von@)= X van@II( X v m@)
I=2 @hienm\ Ay, k1 e Ay, I=2 @hierm\ Ay,
so+1 so+1
(1= Y v @) I X va@)=T1( X @)
mk1eA, j=2 mkjezn\ﬂkj J=1 m’%ezn\ﬂkj
(5.26)
U

Remark 5.16. By (5.1) and Proposition 5.15, for each s € NN [2,+00), we have

Oész_:l Z %j,m’fj(x) f[ ( Z %mmkr(iﬂ)) <1 (5.27)

J=1 77ij G.ij r=j+1 T%kTGZ”\VZkT
for any {k;};_y C No with k1 < .... < ks.
O
Now we formulate the main result of this section. This result contains an important

computation, which will be an indispensable tool in proving some pointwise estimates in
Section 6. We recall Definition 5.4.

Theorem 5.17. There exists a constant C > 0 depending only on CIZO and n such that, for
cach f € Li({my}), for cvery y € Qoo \ S and k* € K(y),

IVl < CMy(y) forall k>k" andall ceR, (5.28)
where
My c(y) = 2% max ][ |f(x) — c| dm;(x), (5.29)
Qj,m

the mazimum in (5.29) is taken over all j € {k*,...,k} and all m € A; with X180, (y)#0.

Proof. We fix arbitrary k > k* and ¢ € R. An application of Lemma 5.12 with i = k* gives
(below we assume that the corresponding sum is zero if k = k™)

k
Vi) = V@) + > VSL ). (5.30)
j=k*+1

Without loss of generality we will assume that & > k* because the case £ = k* is much
simpler. We split the proof into several steps.
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Step 1. Since k* € K(y) by (5.10) and Remark 5.13 we have
VieW) = Y. Véreafm= Y, Vi) (fim— o) (5.31)
mEAk* mEAk*
Hence, by (5.1)—(5.3) we get
V@)l <C2 S oo - @)lfirm —cl. (5.32)
me A«
Consequently, by (5.13) and (5.32) we obtain
VAWl €2 5 xsq, ), max o 1f(@) el dmee (o)
= 5 ) mengx (m e
meEAx Qr*m (533)
<O<Z X6 Qr*.m >Mkc( )<0Mk,c(y)'

mezZm

Step 2. By (5.19) we get, for each 7 € {k* + 1,...,k — 1} (the corresponding product
disappears when k < k* + 2),

VSl = S V(4 f[( > e ®)) Uy — et e fre W)

mieA; r=j+1 mrezn\ A,
-, = (5.34)
= > v [] ( Yo U (y)>ka* (¥)-
mJ E./Zj r=j+1 mr eZn\j(T
We also have
vsk* Z qu[)kmk fk‘mk _C+C_fk* Z ¢k‘mk ka*( ) (535)
mkGAk mkE.Ak

Step 3. For each j € {k* +1,...,k — 1} we use the Leibniz rule. Using (5.1) — (5.3), we
obtain (the corresponding product in the last string disappears if £ < k* + 2)

= 5 [t TL( 5 seme))]

mieA; r=j+1 mrezn\ A,

k
<Y Vel IT (Y dow®)

mi EAVJ_ r=j+1 771"“62”\./1,«

+ 3 ||V 11 (X vww))]

mieA; r=j+1 mrezn\ A,

(5.36)

k

§C’2j—|—< Z %,ma‘(y)) Zk: c2” H < Z Tp“mr(y)»'

e Py iy _ ~
miEA,; r'=j+1 T’T—;:;l mreZn\ A,
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We use, for each ' € {k* + 2,...,k}, Remark 5.16 with s = k — k* — 1 and with
ki =k*+1,. kv =7 —1 and ky_p:=7"+1,.. ks :=k.

This gives (we assume that £ > k* + 2) the crucial estimate

Z (> v H (Y )

J=k 1 mic A T 714'1 mrezZr\ A,

k—1

> (X b >1f[< S )<t

j?];*jl mieA; reZr\ Ay

Hence, using (5.36) and changing the order of summing, we get (the corresponding product
below disappears if k = k* + 2)

k—1 '
PR A

j=k*+1
r'—1 k (537)
( Z 2" Ny ( > T/Jj,mj(y)> 11 ( > %,W(y))) < 2k,
r=k*+2 =kl mied; r:71‘+1 mrezm\ A,
Furthermore, by (5.3) we have
Siw) = Y IV @)l < 02" (5.38)
ﬁkejk
Step 4. Now we plug (5.31), (5.34), (5.35) into (5.30). This gives
7
IV )l <D Riy). (5:39)
i=1
In the right-hand side of (5.39) we put
Ri(y) == Vi), = Y ar IV A=)
mkE.Ak
k—1 k
Bw= 3> X 4w [1( X ow®)IViewl
j=k*+1 7 E.A r=j+1 mrezn\jr
k=1
Riy) = > TWle—fir@l, Bw) = Y IVram®lle— fi- )],
J=k*+1 ﬁqkeﬂk
k—1
Riw):= D S >, xsq . Wlfimw —c B = Y [Vorm @)l fmn —cl
Jj=k*+1 mie Al mke Ay,

(5.40)
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Step 5. By (5.2) and (5.33) we have
Ri(y) < Ri(y) < C My (y). (5.41)
Step 6. By Remark 5.16 and (5.33) we obtain
Rii(y) < IV fir @)l = Ri(y) < CMye(y)- (5.42)
Step 7. By (5.37) and (5.38) we clearly get
Ri(y) < C2%|e — fir(y)l,  RR(y) < O2¥[e— fi- ().
Hence, using arguments similar to those used in step 1, we deduce
Ri(y) + Ri(y) < CMpe(y)- (5.43)

Step 8. Finally, we use Proposition 5.11 and take into account (5.29), (5.37), (5.38). This
leads us to the estimates

Ri(y) < CMpely), Ri(y) < CMye(y). (5.44)

Step 9. Collecting (5.39)—(5.44), we deduce (5.28) and complete the proof.
U

6. THE REVERSE TRACE THEOREM

In this section we prove the so-called reverse trace theorem. More precisely, given a
nonempty compact set S C Qoo and a function f € B(S), we find conditions sufficient
for the existence of a Sobolev extension F of f.

Throughout the section we fiz the following data:

(D.6.1) parameters d* € (0,n], d € (0,d*] and a compact set S C Qo with X := HZL (S) >
0;

(D.6.2) an arbitrary parameter A € (0, ) ;

(D.6.3) an arbitrary sequence of measures {m;} € M%(S).

As a result, we simplify our notation. More precisely, we set DF := DFg(d,\), S :=
S(d,\), Sg := S;(d). For each k € Ny we set DFy := DFg(d,\) and DFy := DFg(d, ).
Given ¢ > 1, we put T,(Q) := Ty o(Q), Ke(Q) := Kgx(Q). We recall Definition 5.4 and, for
any given y € R, we put K(y) := K, (y) and K(y) := Kgx(y). We also use the symbol Ext
instead of Extg (,1, to denote the corresponding extension operator constructed in Section
5.1. Finally, throughout the section we put fcu = f?ka e

The following elementary combinatorial fact will be a keystone in proving the main results
of this section. We recall Remark 5.5.

Lemma 6.1. Let y € %Qo,o- Let k1,ko € Ny and j1,jo € K(y) be such that:

(1) by <1 < jo < ko
(2) (k1,k2) N K(y) = 0.
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Then Qjym, € Kr(Qjyms) for any Qj,m, € DFj,, i = 1,2 satisfying y € 1—56Qj17m1 N
16
Fszﬁnz'

Proof. Let Qj; m; € DFj,, 1 = 1,2 be such that y € %le,ml N %th?
Fix a dyadic cube @ D Qj,m, with I(Q) € (2772,2771). We claim that Q ¢ DF. Indeed,
assume the contrary. On the one hand, by the construction

— logQZ(Q) € (jl,jg) C (kl,kg). (61)

On the other hand, since Q) € D we have [(Q) > 2[(Qj, m,). Hence, taking into account that
ye 1_56Qj2,m2 it is easy to see that y € %Q. This implies that

—logy I(Q) € K(y). (6.2)

By (6.1) and (6.2) we have (ki,k2) N K(y) # 0, which contradicts the assumptions of the
lemma. This proves the claim.
Since y € LQ;, m, N2 Qjy,m, we clearly have dist(Q;, m,» Qjoims) < E2771. Since the cubes
are dyadic by Proposition 2.1 we get dist(Qj, my, Qjams) < 22771, Hence, Qjymy C TQjymy -
The proof is complete. O

Having at our disposal Lemma 6.1 we can establish an important estimate.

Lemma 6.2. For each f € Li({my}), for everyy € %QQO, the following holds. If ky, ks € Ny
and j1,jo € K(y) satisfy the assumptions of Lemma 6.1, then

| i — | < 27 mexlinizd ghy) (6.3)
for any Qj, m, € DFj,, i = 1,2 satisfying y € ngl,ﬁu N ngzﬁw_

Proof. Given f € Li({my}) and y € %QQO, we fix ki, ke € Ny anflvjl,jg € K(y) satisfying
the assumptions of Lemma 6.1. Furthermore, we fix Q;, s, € DFj, ¢ = 1,2 such that
y € thﬁn N ngz,mg- It is clear that, for any m; € nj,(m;), i = 1,2, we have

16 16
ye Ethml N EQjmmz (6.4)
We use Proposition 5.11, take into account (6.4), and apply Lemma 6.1. This gives
|fj1ﬁb1 - sz,ﬁ%2|

< max F 15 — £, @im (5) < 27 m0n) gy (6
m;€Eng, (féi)ﬂAinjl M1 Qg ,m2

The proof is complete. O
We recall Definitions 5.2 and 5.4. Given f € Li({my}), we establish a useful pointwise

estimate of the functions f, — f; for any k,I € N. This is crucial to deduce convergence
properties of the special approximating sequence { f}.
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Theorem 6.3. Let f € Li({my}) and y € %Q0,0' Let {fr} be the special approrimating
sequence for f. Then, for any k,s € Ny with s > k,

[fe(y) = f(y)] < 270RF8 ), (6.6)
where k(y, k) = max{k’ € K(y) : ¥’ < k}.
Proof. We fix k,s € Ny with s > k and split the proof into several steps.
Step 1. By Remark 5.5, we have K (y) # (). We write the set K (y) in an increasing order,

ie., K(y) = {ki} Where {k;l} = {k}¥,, N € NU 400 is an increasing sequence or a finite
family of numbers taken in an increasing order. We put

L:=max{l:k <k} and [:=max{l:k <s}. (6.7)

We clearly have (the second sum disappears in the case [ =)

[fe(y) = fs)] < [fe(y) — fu, ()] + Z e (y) = Fr )]+ 1fs(w) = Fiy (9)]- (6.8)

Step 2. Since {k;} C K(y), by Remark 5.13 we get
Ty Z Uy, ik =k, for each I (6.9)

m lEAkl

By (6.9), for each I € {l,...,] — 1}, we obtain
’sz (y) - sz+1 (y)‘ < Z Z %l,mkz (y)wle’mklﬂ (y)‘fkl,mkz - fkl+17mkl+1 ’ (6.10)

mkic A, mFl+ic A
m E-Aklm G.Akl+1

The crucial observation is that, given [ € {I,...,1—1}, we have (k;, k;11) N K (y) = 0. Hence,
an application of Lemma 6.2 with k1 = j; = k; and ko = jo = kj1q gives

‘fklvm 1 fkl+1 mkl+1‘ < 2 kl+1f ( ) (611)

for every I € {I,...,] — 1} and any indexes m* € ﬁkl, mhi1 e Zkl“ satisfying 1y, ks (y) #0

and ¢kl+1,ﬁ1kl+1 (y) # 0.
As a result, we plug (6.11) into (6.10) and take into account (5.2). We obtain

‘fkl mkl T fklﬂ ki1 ’

<27 kl“f Z Z wkl,mkl (y)llﬁkm@ml (y) < 2_kl+1f7u(y)' (6.12)

klE.Akl mli+1 EAkl+1

Step 3. We assume that k > k; because otherwise fi(y) — fk,(y) = 0. An application of
Lemma 5.12 with 7 = k; gives

| fi(y) = fr(y)] < Z Shor(y (6.13)

r= kL-i-l
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If k—kj, > 2, then by (5.10), (5.19) and (6.9), for each r € {k;+1,...,k—1} (the corresponding
product below disappears for k = kj, + 2),

k
Skl Z T/err < H ( Z ¢T ! >> Z wk ,71’@ ’frmr_ klmkl‘

mred, r'=r+1 s EZ”\AT/ NklEAkl
(6.14)
Similarly,
Skl Z /l/}k; Nk Z /l/}kl ’VkL ’fkmk - kL" (6 15)
ke Ay, mfle Ay, '

The crucial observation is that by (6.7) we have (k;, k) N K(y) = (. Hence, given r €
{ki+1,...,k}, applying Lemma 6.2 with k1 = j; = k; and ky = k, jo = 7 we obtain

[ frir = Fy ] 277 F3() (6.16)

for any indices m" € A,, m € "Z’ﬂ satisfying v, 7+ (y) # 0 and % i (y) #
As a result, collecting (6.13)—(6.16) and taking into account Remark 5.16 we obtain

k-1 k
B =@ < B Y 27 Y v ( [T (X vow®))
r=k;+1 mrcA, rl=r+1 5/ EZ"\A/ (617)

+ 27 i) < 2 Rty

Step 4. Repeating the arguments of the previous step, we get

11(y) — frel)] < 27 £ (y). (6.18)

It remains to combine (6.8), (6.12), (6.17), (6.18) and take into account that 2k < 2-k(¥.k)
for all [ € {l,...,1}. As a result, we deduce (6.6) and complete the proof.
U

Corollary 6.4. Let p € (1,00) and f € B(S) be such that /\N/p7{mk}7,\,c(f) < +4o0. Let {fr}
be the special approzimating sequence for f. Then the equivalence class [Ext(f)] of Ext(f)
belongs to L,(R™) and the sequence { fr} converges to [Ext(f)] in L,(R™)-sense.

Proof. Given y € Qoo and k € Ny, we put k(y, k) := max{k’ : ¥’ € K(y) and ¥’ < k}. By
Lemma 5.12, it is easy to see that, for any k,s € Ny with s > k,

supp(fi — fo) © |J J4Qjm : m € A3} C U4 (5).

>k

Hence, by Theorem 6.3 we have, for such k, s,

/ i) — f()Pdy < / 9EEWRDP (£ ()P dy.
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As a result, by absolute continuity of the Lebesgue integral we obtain

T / fuly) — o)l dy < Tim / 2GR f3() )P dy. (6.19)

To prove that {fi} is a Cauchy sequence, it is sufficient to show that the right-hand side of
(6.19) is zero. To show this, we proceed as follows. First of all, by (5.7), Proposition 3.9, and
the absolute continuity of the Lebesgue measure £ with respect to the Hausdorff measure
H?, we have

lim k(y,k) = 400 for L"—a.e. yeS.
k—00

Since 20EWEIP(£1(4))P < (8f5(y))P for all y € R™, an application of the Lebesgue dominated
convergence theorem proves the claim.
Since {fi} is a Cauchy sequence in the Banach space L,(R"™), we get the existence of
g € L,(R™) such that ||g — fi|Lp(R™)|| = 0, & — oo. Hence, there is a subsequence {f;,}
converging L™-a.e. to g. Combining this fact with Definition 5.9, Lemma 5.14 and Proposition
3.9, we have g(z) = f(z) = Ext(f)(z) for L"-a.e. x € S. This completes the proof.
O

The following fact is a folklore. Nevertheless, we present the proof for the completeness.

Proposition 6.5. Given p € (1,00) and ¢ > 0, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that if
F € LY(R") is such that supp F C cQo,0 and the distributional gradient VF' € L,(R",R"),
then

/\F )P da < C / IV E()|P dy. (6.20)
cQo,0
Proof. Tt is well known [13] that there is a constant C' > 0 such that, for any given F €

Li¢(R™) with ||VF| € LY(R™), there is a set Ep with £"(R™\ Er) = 0 such that
F(2) = F)l < Clla =yl (MEIVFIN@) + MEIIVEw) forall o,y € R™\ Er.

If, an addition, supp F' C c¢Qo0, then an application of Holder’s inequality gives, for any point
r € cQoo \ EF,

P
FP<( f F@-Fold)'<c f  |PE-FoPdy
2c¢Q\cQ 2¢Qo0,0\cQo,0
P P
<C(MEVEIN@) +e f  (MEIVEIW)
2¢Q0,0\cQo,0
As a result, applying Proposition 2.3 with ¢ = 1 and R = 5¢, we have

[ r@rasc [ (MenvFIw) wse [ IvE@Pa. o2
cQo,0 2¢Qo,0 cQo,0

The proof is complete. U
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The following assertion is a keystone result of this section.

Theorem 6.6. There exists a constant C' > 0 depending only on n, OJ’ Clmyy,2 and X such
that, for each f € Li({my}), for every k € Ny,

IV fi(@)ll < C((fi@) + I 1Lr(mo)ll)  for £-a.e. @€ R™ (6.22)

Proof. We fix an element f € Li({m}) and a number k£ € Ny. Consider an open set (recall
that all the cubes are assumed to be closed)

G :=R" k 10 i t16 6.23
i \(]L:J()Qg_<g@\1n =Q)). (6.23)

We fix a point y € 1—51Q070 N G and split the proof into several steps.
Step 1. By (D.6.1), (D.6.2) and Proposition 5.6, we have 0 € K (y) N K (y). We put

E =max{k € K(y): k¥ <k}, k =max{k' € K(y):k <k} (6.24)
Hence, by Definition 5.4, (6.24) and (5.1), there exists a cube
Q € DFy+ such that y € int ?Q. (6.25)
Step 2. Now we make a key observation. By (6.23), it is easy to see that, for any j €
%", k] NN and any Q' € Dj, we have (recall that all cubes are closed)
either y € int ?Q' or yeR™\ ?Q'. (6.26)

Hence, there exists a small § = §(y, k) > 0 such that & = max{k' € K(y') : ¥ < k}. This
implies that fi(y') = fz= (') for all ' € Qs(y). As a result,
Vik(y) = Vie(y). (6.27)

Step 3. Assume that k" > k* because the case k = k* is based on the same idea, but
technically simpler. Let j € [@*,E*] NNy and Q;,, € DF; be such that

16
Yy e ng,m. (6.28)

By (6.25), (6.28) we have dist(Q, Qj,,) < 2277 Since j < k" and Q,Q;m € Dy by Proposi-
tion 2.1 we get

Q C7Qjm. (6.29)
Let Q' € D, be such that Q' D Q and I(Q') € (I(Q),277) (recall that 277 > 1(Q)). Since
1(Q") > 21(Q) by (6.25) we have

14 , .
EQ/ 5y and (Q) <277 <27h,

This implies that Q' ¢ DF because otherwise we would immediately get a contradiction with
the maximality of k*. As a result, by (6.29) and Definition 3.10 we have

Qjm € K7(Q). (6.30)
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Step 4. We apply Theorem 5.17 with k* = k*, with k replaced by E*, and with ¢ =
JEQ t) dpg+(t). Then we use (6.27) and get

IV AW = IV @ < €2 max| £ (0 dmy (1) ][f ) dm (¢

Qj m

where the maximum is taken over all j € {k*, ,E*} and all m € A; such that y %Qj,m.
Hence, by (6.25), (6.30) and Definition 4.2 we obtain

IV fr ()l < CFi(y). (6.31)

Step 5. Given z € R™\ %Q0,0’ by Definition 5.2 we have fi(z) = fo(z) for all k € N. As a
result, taking into account that my(Qo,0) = mo(S) > XC{mk},g we obtain

Vi) =V ol2)ll < C ][ |/ ()] dmo ()

o (6.32)
<C / |f(x)|dmo(xz) for all ze&R™\ EQO’O and all & € Ny.

Note that all the constants C' > 0 in Steps 1-5 depend only on n, CJ? Clmy},2 and .
Furthermore, it is obvious that £"(R™\ G) = 0. Hence, combining (6.31), (6.32) and taking
into account that y € %Qo,o N Gy, was chosen arbitrarily we obtain (6.22) and complete the

proof.
O

Now we are ready to present the main result of this section.

Theorem 6.7. Let p € (1,00), ¢ > 7 and f € B(S) be such that /\N/p,{mk},Aﬁ(f) < +o00. Then
the L™-equivalence class [Ext(f)] of the function Ext(f) belongs to Wpl(R"). Furthermore,
the special approzimating sequence {fi} contains a subsequence {fi,} such that the sequence
of L™-equivalence classes {[fy,]} converges weakly in Wpl(R") to [Ext(f)] and there exists
a constant C' > 0 depending only on the parameters p,d,n,\,c and the constants Cyy,y s
1 =1,2,3 such that

NEt (AW, R < CNy gy relf) for every f € Li({mg)).  (633)

Proof. 1t is clear that f € C*°(R™) and supp fr C 4Qop for all £ € N. Hence, the class [f]
belongs to Li(R™) for all £ € N. Applying Proposition 6.5, Theorem 6.6 and using (2.13),
(2.16), (4.7), we deduce that [f;] € W}(R") for all k € N and, furthermore,

1] Wy (R™)[| < CNp gy e (F); (6.34)

where the constant C' > 0 does not depend on f and k. Hence, the sequence {[fx]} is bounded
in I/Vp1 (R™). By reflexivity of I/Vp1 (R™), this gives the existence of a subsequence {[f,]} that
converges weakly in WI}(R") to some element G € VVp1 (R™). On the other hand, by Corollary
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6.4, we clearly have G = Ext(f). Furthermore, using the standard arguments from the theory
of weakly convergent sequences in combination with (6.34) we get the required estimate

NEx (AW, R < B |F]IWy R < CAG gy ae(F)- (6.35)

0

7. THE DIRECT TRACE THEOREM

Throughout the section we fix the following data:

(D.7.1) a parameter d € (0,n) and a compact set S C Qoo with X = H (S) > 0;

(D.7.2) an arbitrary parameter A € (0, \);

(D.7.3) a sequence of measures {my} € M(S).

The aim of this section is the proof of the so-called direct trace theorem. In other words,
we establish that the trace functional /\qu,{mk}, A,c 18 bounded on the d-trace space W;(R”)\‘é
for each p € (max{1,n — d},o0) and any ¢ € (1,n — d).

For the reader’s convenience we recall again some notation introduced in the present paper
earlier. Given a cube @ C R", we set kg := [—logy [(Q)]. Recall Definitions 3.15 and 3.18.
Since the set S and the parameters d, A are fixed during the section, we set F := Fg(d, \),
DF := DFs(d,\), A := Ag(d,\). Furthermore, given a cube Q € DF and a parameter
c>1, weset K(Q) :=Kgxe(Q), SH(Q) : = SHare(Q), ICo(Q) :=LCy ) (Q) and To(Q) :=
Taxc(Q) for brevity. We recall (3.13) and put P(c) := Ps(d, A, ¢). Since the sequence {my}
was also fixed we will write ®¢(Q1, Q2) instead of @y 1, 1(Q1,Q2) for each f € Li({my}) and
any @1, Q2 € D,. Finally, we put fcu = f?mk}’A7c.

We formulate the following useful technical estimate.

Lemma 7.1. Let 0 € (max{l,n —d},n], ¢ € (1,00), ¢ > 1 and € > 0. Then there exists a
constant C = C(n,d, \,0,q,¢) > 0 such that

2501, Q:) < C(f IVFWI )" + R (f vrwr i)’
Q1 3cQ2
(7.1)

1

N
+ W(;a(@i))ﬁqf(f IVF@)]de)")",

= O

for any F € WH(R™) with f = Tr |dS[F] and any cubes Q1,Q2 € DF such that Q2 € Kc(Q1).
In (7.1) the family {Q'}Y., is uniquely determined by the following conditions:

(1) {Q'}Y, C Dy

2) Q=@ cC..cQV;

(3) 1(Q™) = 21(Q7) for everyi € {0,..., N — 1} and 1(QN) = 1(Q2).
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Proof. Clearly )1 € DFy, and Q2 € DFy, for some ki, ky € Ny with ko < k. Using the
triangle inequality several times, we obtain

Q)P 1(@1,Q2) < ][(f f ) da din, (= +\][F da;—][F )du

(7.2)
+‘][F(w)d ][ y)dy| + ][(f ][ y) dy d, (1) ZlQl
QN
Since f = F|¢, 0 € (max{1,n — d},n] and Q1,Q2 € DF by Theorem 2.C
b <o(fIvE@Iar), o< QB (fvrw ). 73)

Q1

Note that Q1 C ¢Q2 by (C1) of Definition 3.10. Hence, Using Proposition 2.21 with ¢/ = ¢
and then applying Holder’s inequality, we get

1(Q2) Q2) o :
%3%@1)&{5 IV F(x) (é IVE@)|7 dr)” (7.4)

To estimate ®o, we apply Proposition 2.21 and then use Holder’s inequality for sums. This

gives
1(Q1)®s < N_l(][F(x) dz — ][ dy‘ < CZ][][ |F(z y)| dz dy
=G Qi+ Qi gi
N N 5
<> uQ) f Ivrear= oy WO ][HVF dr)* (7.5)
i=1 i i=1

N
C
< ) q+q€
< @y (L@ (f Ivr@)ar)’)"
Q’L
Combining estimates (7.2)—(7.5) we obtain (7.1) and complete the proof. O

Given a function f € Li({my}) and a constant ¢ > 0, we define for each ¢t > 0, the superlevel
set of fcu by letting
Uet(f) == {z € R™: fiz) > t}. (7.6)

Definition 7.2. Let f € Li({my}) and ¢ > 1. For each t > 0 we define the good part UZ(f)
of the set Ue4(f) as the set of all points x € R™ for each of which there exist cubes Q(z), Q(x)
satisfying the following conditions:

(1) Q(x) € T( ) and Q(x) € DF;

(2) Q(z) € Ke(Q(#));
(3) 24(Q(2), Qx)) > t;
(4) UQ(x)) = 271(Q(2)).
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We define the bad part Z/{é”t(f) of the setUe+(f) by letting L{gt(f) = U (F)\UL(f). Finally,
we put U (f) = Upsolds,(f), UL(F) = Usoldl, (f)-

Remark 7.3. Given f € Li({my}) and ¢ > 1, it is clear that {z : fcu(x) >0} = UZ(f)UU(f).
The following characteristic property is an immediate consequence of Definition 7.2.

Proposition 7.4. Let f € Li({my}) and ¢ > 1. For each t > 0, a point x € UZ,(f) if and
only if v € Up4(f) and
1
Q) < H@)

for any pair of cubes Q(az),@(m) satisfying the following conditions:

(1) Q(z) € Te(w) and Q(z) € DF;

() Qla) € KolQ());

(3) ©(Q(x),Q(x)) > t.

Given a parameter o € [1,00) and an element ' € W2(R"), we define, for each ¢ > 0,

Voit(F) :={z € R" : M,[||VF|](z) > t}.

Lemma 7.5. Let o € (max{l,n —d},o0) and ¢ > 1. Let F € WE(R") and f := Tr|4F.
Then there exists a constant C = C(n,d, \,0,c) > 0 such that

us,(f) c VJ%(F) for every t>0. (7.7)

In particular, for each p € (0,00), there exists a constant C' = C'(n,d,\,p,0,¢) > 0 such
that

/ (i) dr < / IV F ()P da. (7.8)
U (f) R™
Proof. We fix a number ¢t > 0. To prove the first claim we recall Definition 7.2 and find cubes

Q(z) € T.(z), Q(z) € DF such that Q(z) € Ke(Q(2)), Q) > 31(Q(z)) and

0¢(Q(2), Q(x)) > t. (7.9)
By Lemma 7.1 and (2.4) it is easy to see that

1
2@ Q@) < C( { ITFWI7dy)” < CMITFI @), (7.10)
3eQ(x)
Combining (7.9) and (7.10) we get (7.7).
To prove (7.8) we use (7.7) and then apply Proposition 2.3. We have

o0 o0

[ (F@) de=p [oteraeenae<p [oiew, () a

U ’ ’ (7.11)

gc/tp LM (Vo (F)) dt = c/ AIVEN @) da SC/HVF(x)dex.
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The proof is complete. U

We introduce some notation which will be useful below. Recall Proposition 3.16. Given a
parameter ¢ > 1 and a cube Q € DF, we set

1(Q)
pe(Q)

Given a parameter ¢ > 1 and a cube @ € DF, for each j € Ny N [0,N.(Q)) we define the jth
layer of the iceberg IC.(Q) by

LI(Q) = {Q € ZC.(Q) : I(Q") = 2771(Q)}.

Furthermore, it will be convenient to put formally LCNC(Q)(Q) = 0.

pe(Q) = nf{I(Q) : Q' € SHAQ)},  No(@) 1= logy (=) € No U {+00}.

Remark 7.6. It is easy to verify that the following properties of the sets L(Q):
(1) LUQ) NLL(Q) =0 for j # 1
(2) ZC(Q) = VY Li(Q).

The following assertion is a technical heart of this section. We recall Remark 3.19.

Lemma 7.7. Suppose we are given a number ¢ > 1 and a selection k. of K. with a domain
® C DF such that:

(1) Ke(Q)NP(c) #0  forall QeD;

(2) ke(Q) € P(c) and l(k.(Q)) > 1(Q) for all Q € D.

Then, for each p > max{l,n —d}, ¢ € (1,n —d) and 7 € (1, %l), there exists a constant
C > 0 depending only on n,d, \,p, q,T,c such that the following inequality

Rpgaldli= S 0@ 3 @@ (fowde)’ < 0( [ 9@ o)

QeED Q'DOQ ’ R™
QETC(re(@Q)) @

B

(7.12)

holds for any nonnegative function g € L,(R™).

Proof. We fix parameters p,q, 7T satisfying the assumptions of the lemma. We also fix a
parameter ¢ € (¢,p) and an arbitrary nonnegative g € L,(R™). We split the proof into
several steps.

Step 1. Since I(k:(Q)) > I(Q) for all Q € © C DF by the assumption (2) of the lemma
it follows from Definitions 3.15, 3.18 that if Q@ € D, Q' € ZC.(kc(Q)) and Q' D Q then
Q € SHc(kc(Q))|q- Hence, we change the order of summation in the definition of R, 4+[g],
use Remark 7.6, and take into account that k.(Q) € P(c) for all @ € ® by the assumption
(2) of the lemma. This gives

Ne(Q) ;
Rl < Y Y Y t@)(f swds)” (713)

QEP(c) 7=0 @eli(Q) Q'
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where, for each Q € P(c), every number j € NgN[0,N.(Q)) and any cube Q' € LZ(Q), we put

@)= @) (Y @), (7.14)

Q"eSHAQ)| oy

and in the case N.(Q) < +o0o0 we formally put to(Q’) = 0 for all Q' € LCNC(Q)(Q) (recall that
LCNC(Q)(Q) = () in this case).

Step 2. Note that n — g7 > d by the assumptions of the lemma. Hence, using (3.6) with
d=n— qT we get

te(Q) < CUQ))™ (7.15)

Furthermore, using (3.7) with d = n — qr we obtain, for each Q € P(c) and every j €
No N[0, Ne(Q)),

> ot@)= > @)Y @)

Q'eLi(Q) Q'eLL(Q) QeESHA(Q)lgr

ZQ ar /N\\n—qT
<" vy e (7.16)

QeLL(Q) Q"ESHAQley
< <Z(Q)>QT Z (l(Q//))n—qT < C(@)QT(Z(Q)YL—QT < C (l(Q))n

27 27 — 2J9T
Q"ESHA(Q)
Step 8. An application of Holder’s inequality for sums with exponents % and (%)/ = UL_q
gives, for each cube @ € P(c) and every j € NgN[0,N.(Q)),
LY q
> (@) (ot do)
Q'EL(Q) Q'
oy e (7.17)
<o X w0@) " (X t0@)(fel)dn)7)".
Q'eLL(Q) Q'ELL(Q) Q
Step 4. Using (7.15) and applying Proposition 2.4 with Q = Q = @', we have
> t0@)(fowis) <0 Y 1@ (f ol ds)
Q'ELL(Q) Q' QELLQ) Q (7.18)
<c Y /(M[g](x)) da.
QELLQ)Y

Step 5. We set 6 := qrZ=2 > 0. Now we plug (7.18) and (7.16) into (7.17). This gives us,
for each @ € P(c) and any j € Ny N [0,N.(Q)),

> @) (o) < @) (f (M) @) @)

QELL(Q) Q cQ
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Let 3¢ = (n,d, \, ¢) be the same as in Theorem 3.A. We put s := » + 3. We recall (3.13)
and apply Theorem 3.A. This gives

L"(2,(Q)) > CU(Q))"  for each cube @ € P(c). (7.20)

Finally, for each @ € P(c) and every j € Ny N[0,N.(Q)) we combine (7.19), (7.20) and apply
Proposition 2.4 with Q = Q. ,.(Q), Q@ = Q. We obtain

> t0l@)(f ato) )" < @ @) (f (Miw)ds)”

QELi(Q) Q @
< 2% / (MO'[M [9]]($)>q dr  for each cube @Q € P(c) and every j € NoN[0,N.(Q)).
Qe,(Q)

(7.21)
Step 6. We plug (7.21) into (7.13) and take into account that # > 0. This gives

Rpgrlg) <C Z Z 2]9 / az))qdaz
Qe,»(Q

QeP(e) j=
<c Y / <MU[M[g]](:L")) dz.
QEP(C)QC’%(Q)

It is clear that Q. ,.(Q) C cQop for all @ € P(c). Furthermore, by Proposition 3.23 we have
MHQ:.(Q) : Q € P(c)}) < C with a constant C' > 0 depending only on n,d, \,c. Using
these observations and applying Proposition 2.5 we continue the previous estimate and get

Roaslsl <C [ (MolMigl@))" do (7.22)
cQ0,0

Step 7. Finally, we use Holder’s inequality for integrals with exponents %, p%q. Then we
apply Proposition 2.3 twice. This allows us to continue (7.22) and deduce

Roarla) < O [ (MolMigl@))”ar)?

cQo,0

sc(/ <M[g](:n))pdx)g§C’</gp(:1:)dx)z.

cQo,0 R

(7.23)

The lemma, is proved. U

Now we formulate the key lemma, which will be the cornerstone in proving the main result
of this section.

Lemma 7.8. Let p € (max{l,n —d},n|, ¢ € (1,n —d) and ¢ > 1. Let a selection k. of K.
with a domain ® C DF be such that:

(1) Ke(Q)NP(c) #0  forall QeD;

(2) ke(Q) € P(c) and l(k.(Q)) > 1(Q) for all Q € D.
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Then there exists a constant C > 0 depending only on p,q,n,d, A\, c such that

S UQ)" (24@ k(@) < (X IDTFIL,®Y)) (7.24)

QeD lyl=1
for any F € WHR™) with f = Tr|$[F).

Proof. We fix an arbitrary element F € W (R") and set f = Tr|¢[F]. Furthermore, we fix
a parameter o € (max{l,n — d},p). By the assumptions of the lemma and Definitions 3.11,
3.15, it is clear that

ko1 (Q) € SH(Q) for each Q € P(c). (7.25)
We split the proof into several steps.
Step 1. By Remark 3.19, we see that if Q € ©, Q C Q' and I(Q') € (I(Q),1(k:(Q))], then
Q' € IC.(k.(Q)). Hence, an application of Lemma 7.1 gives, for any sufficiently small ¢ > 0
to be specified later,

q

> Q)" (8@ k(@) < C - (4Q))" (f IVF (@) d)”
Q

QeED QeD
+C S Q@) (3 cj@ IV dy) 726)
ey @)Y @)t (][ IVF()ldz)" = R + R? + R,

QeD Q'0Q Q'

Q'€IC(ke(Q))

Step 2. Let s = x(n,d, A, ¢) be the same as in Theorem 3.A. We put » := » + 3. An
application of Theorem 3.A gives

L"(Qc,(Q)) > C(I(Q))"  for each cube @ € P(c). (7.27)

On the other hand, given a cube Q € P(c) with r;(Q) # (), we use (7.25), apply Proposition
3.16 and then apply Theorem 3.A. This gives

ST D> U@)" < (@) < CLQe(Q)). (7.28)

Qer: ' (@) QESH(Q)

Step 3. Now we use Holder’s inequality for sums with exponents % and UL_q. Then we

take into account (7.25), (7.27) and (7.28). We obtain (we also use the obvious inclusion
Qe(Q) C Q)
q

> a@r(fIvF@Ird) = ¥ @)t / [VF@)| dr)*
)

Qer (@) Q Qe (@
(7.29)

q
<o(c@..@)) /||VF ||0d$) < CLM ][HVF )7 )"
cQ
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Step 4. To estimate Ry from above, we use (7.29) and apply Proposition 2.4 with Q =
Qc.,.(Q). This gives

> Y @y (fIF@)” i)

9
o

QeP(c) Qer: ' (@) Q
, o a0)
<C Y Q@) (FIVFEIF ) <0 Y (M [IVFI)@))"
QEP c) CQ QGP(C)QC,%(@)

To continue (7.30), we combine Proposition 2.5 with Proposition 3.23, apply Hélder’s inequal-

ity for integrals with exponents 2 and finally use Proposition 2.3. We get

qpq’

#)i <o [ (MAvFI@)"ar)’

oo (7.31)

<¢ [ (MAvFI@) e [ IVP@|d.

cQo,0 cQ0,0

Step 5. For each Q € P(c) we apply Proposition 3.21 with d=n-— q > d, then we use
(7.27) and apply Proposition 2.4 with Q = Q. ,,(Q). This gives

(3 t@r)u@ ][ VP dy)° <0 fuw I dy)?

QES% (@) Cl C!
@ @ ) (7.32)
< L0 @)(f IVF@I dy)° “<c | (MalIvEI@)” de
3cQ Qe,(Q)
By (7.25), (7.32) and Proposition 3.23 we obtain
, - g
RS (Y w@r)u@y(f IvFe)r )
QEP(0) QeSHc(@ 360
) ) (7.33)
<c ¥ [ (MAVFIN@) dr< [ (MlIVFI@)" do.
QG’P(C)QC’%(Q) CQ0,0
The same arguments as in (7.31) allow us continue (7.33) and get
q
R < c( / HVF(x)dea:>p. (7.34)

cQo,0

Step 6. We fix an arbitrary € > 0 such that 7 := (1 +¢) € (1, ”T_d). In this case we can

apply Lemma 7.7 with g = ||VF|| and deduce

R3 < ( / IVE(z)|P dm)%. (7.35)
e
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Step 7. We combine estimates (7.26), (7.31), (7.34), (7.35) and take into account that, for
some C' > 0 depending only on p and n,

& [IvF@p s < (3 107FIL, @) < [ [VF@)P do
R™ R™

[vl=1

As a result, we get (7.24) and complete the proof. O
The following lemma is an easy consequence of the corresponding definitions.

Lemma 7.9. Let f € Li({my}), t > 0 and ¢ > 1 be such that Z/{f’t(f) # (). Then there exist
a family D.+(f) C DF and a selection kei(f) of Ke with the domain D..(f) such that:
(1) UL () © UeQ : Q € Deal)}:
2) D 4(f) is nonoverlapping;
3) /fc,t(f)(g) € P(C) fOT’ any Q € :Dc,t(f);
4) ket (F)(Q)) = 4UQ);
5) cI)f(Qa Hc,t(f)(g)) >t fOT’ any Q € :Dc,t(f)'

Proof. Given a point x € L{f’t(f), let F(x) be the family of all cubes @ € DF for each of
which there exists a cube @ € DF such that:

(i) z € cQ;

(i) 1(Q) = 4U(Q);

(iii) Q € Ke(Q);

(iv) 4@, Q) > 1.
By Proposition 7.4, the family F(z) is nonempty for each x € Z/{gt( f). We set

M(z) := max{l(Q) : Q € F(z)}, =¢€ L{gt(f).

For each z € U, (f) we fix an arbitrary cube Q(z) € F(z) with {(Q(z)) = M(x). Now we
define

o~ o~~~

Det(f) = A{Q(x) : x € Uy (f)}.
By condition (i) we conclude that property (1) of the lemma holds true.

Since the family ©.+(f) is composed of dyadic cubes there are only two possible cases:
either different cubes from ©..(f) have disjoint interiors or one of them contains another
one. Hence, in order to establish property (2) we assume on the contrary that there exist
cubes @, Q, € D(f) such that @, C Q, and I(Q,) > I(Q,). By the construction, there is
a point = € legt(f) such that @(z) = Q,. Thus, the inclusion @, C @, implies that z € c@Q,
and thus @, € F(z) because Q, € Dc(f). On the other hand, the inequality 1(Q,) > I(Q,)
is in contradiction with the maximality of the side length of Q(x).

For any Q € Dc4(f) by ret(f)(Q) we denote an arbitrary cube Q € K.(Q) for which
conditions (ii)-(iv) above hold. As a result, we built a family ©.,(f) and a selection k. (f)
of K. with the domain ©.(f) such that properties (4) and (5) hold.

Fix an arbitrary cube @Q € ®.(f). By the construction r.;(f)(Q) € Kc(Q) and I(k.(Q)) >
41(Q). This fact together with condition (C3) of Definition 3.10 implies the existence of a
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cube @ € Dy \ DF such that Q C Q C c(ke(f)(Q)) and 1(Q) = 3l(k(Q)). Coupling this

observation with (3.13) we see that property (3) of the lemma holds true.
The proof is complete. U

Lemma 7.10. Let p € (max{1,n—d},n] and q € (1,n—d). Then, for each ¢ > 1 there exists
a constant C' > 0 depending only on parameters p,q,n,d, A, c such that

S L UL (NUL o (1) < C( S ID7FIL(R)) (7.36)

VvEZL [v|=1
Jor any F € W}(R™) with f = Tr|$[F).

Proof. Fix a constant ¢ > 1. Given ¢ € (0,00), we fix a family ©.,(f) C DF and a selection
ket(f) of Kc with the domain ©.4(f) such that properties (1)—(5) of Lemma 7.9 hold.
Given v € Z, we put

Uy = Ul (F) \Usgerr (f), Dy = {Q € Dear(f) : cQ N U, # 0} (737)
By property (1) in Lemma 7.9 we have Ul,,(f) = U{cQ NUL, (f) : Q € Deav(f)}. As a
result, using (7.37) we obtain
Uy = J{cQNU,:QeDeo ()} = JeQNU,:QeD} | J{eQ:QeD}  (7.39)
We claim that
D,ND, =0 for v#£1. (7.39)

Indeed, assume that there are v,/ € Z such that v < v/ and there is a cube QeD,NDy.
Since @ € ©,, by (7.37) we can find a fix a point z € U, N cQ. On the other hand, since
QeD, CD ,(f)and z € cQ we have (we recall that our selection r_,,, satisfies condition

(5) of Lemma 7.9 with t = 2"")
fi@) 2 ®p(Q, o0 (@) > 27 2 27F,

This immediately implies that z € L{f 2V,( f) and, consequently, z ¢ U,. This contradiction
proves the claim.
Now, having at our disposal (7.39) we put

2:=J92, (7.40)
VEZ

and obtain a well defined selection k. of the set-valued mapping K. with the domain ® by
letting

ke(Q) = ke2r (f)(Q) i Q€D (7.41)
By property (3) of Lemma 7.9 and (7.41) it follows that

ke(Q) € P(c) for every Q€. (7.42)
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Combining (7.38) and (7.39) we have

S 2rarn(w,) < 32 (@) Q € D)

VEL VEZ

<3N U@ (@HQ. (@) < Y (UQ) (@ p(Q, Ke(Q))).

VEZ QED, QeD

(7.43)

By (7.37), (7.40), (7.42), the family © and the map k. satisfy all the assumptions of Lemma
7.8. Hence, we can continue estimate (7.43) and get

> 20Ln(w,) < O3 107 FIL, @) (7.44)

vez =1

The proof is complete.

The main result of this section reads as follows.

Theorem 7.11. Let p € (max{l,n —d},n], ¢ € (1,n —d) and ¢ > 1. Then there exists a
constant C > 0 depending only on parameters p,q,n, \,d,c such that

Ny gmiyae(f) < CIIF|W, (R™)| (7.45)
Jor any F € W}(R™) with f = Tr 14[F).
Proof. By Remark 7.3 it is clear that
/(fﬂ(x))qu = / (f3(x))? da + / (f2(2))" da. (7.46)
R™ ub(f) uz(f)
It is easy to see that
/ (f2(@) dw <29 " 2% LU 50 () \ UL g (f)). (7.47)
U (f) ver
Combining (7.46), (7.47) and Lemmas 7.5, 7.10 we obtain
q
[y < o X 10rFLE))" (7.48)
Rn lv|=1
By (2.13) we have mg(S) < Cyy,1,1- Hence, by Proposition 2.23 and (2.16) we get
1£1Lq(mo) || < C|IF W, (R™)]]. (7.49)

By (7.48) and (7.49) we obtain (7.45) and complete the proof. O
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8. THE MAIN RESULTS

In this section we prove the main result of the present paper. Namely, we give a complete
solution to Problem B. To this aim we recall Definitions 2.16, 2.19, 4.5.

First of all, we show that the operator Extg (i, x defined in (5.12) is an extension operator.
More precisely, the following result holds.

Theorem 8.1. Let g € (1,n], d* € (n —q,n], d € (0,n —q). Let S C Qoo be a compact set
with \* := HL(S) > 0 and {my,} € MU(S). Let ¢ > 7 and \ € (0, \*) be some fived constants.
Then

Tr \‘g o Extg fm10 =1Id  on qu {mk}(S) (8.1)

Proof. Let f € qu{m 1(5) and F = Extg (m,}A(f). Let {my} be an arbitrary sequence of
measures from the class 9% (S). We recall (3.4) and, for any given point 2 € S(d*, \), we fix
a strictly increasing sequence {kq(x)} = {ks(x)}32; C N and an arbitrary sequence of closed
cubes {Q°(z)} such that Q*(z) € DF g, () (d*, ) and x € Q*(z) for all s € N.

Step 1. By (5.12) we have F(z) = f(x) for all x € S. Hence, for each number s € N, using
the triangle inequality we obtain

f @) -l < f f F(0) g, o) (2) dy
@ (x) Q*(x)

][\f (2)| o, ) () = Bi(a) + Ri(a), = € S, A).
Q@ (x)

(8.2)

Step 2. Let {fr} = {fx}({mx}) be the special approximating sequence constructed in Sec-
tion 5 for the mg-equivalence class [f|m, of f (see Definition 5.2 and Remark 5.3). Combining
Theorem 6.7 with the Mazur lemma we deduce the existence of a strictly increasing sequence
{N;} of integer nonnegative numbers and a sequence of convex combinations

M, M,
fvo=> ANfnei with A >0 and Y A =1 (8:3)
i=1 i=1

such that the £L™-equivalence class [F| of F' (we will identify F' and [F'] below) belongs to the
space qu (R™) and, furthermore,

IF — fnWEHR™)| =0, 1 oc. (8.4)

Combining this fact with Proposition 2.23 and taking into account that ¢ > n —d*, we deduce
that {le} is a Cauchy sequence in Ly(m;) for each j € Ny. By the completeness of Lq(m;)
there is g € Ly(m;) such that the sequence {le} converges to g in Lgy(m;)-sense for every
J € No. Note that, given j € Ny, the measure m; is absolutely continuous with respect to m;.
As a result, combining this observation with Lemma 5.14 we obtain

llim | F — le’Lq(ﬁvlj)H =0 forevery j e No. (8.5)
—00
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Finally, by Corollary 6.4 we have
Jim [|[F — gl Lo(RM)] = 0. (8.6)

Step 3. Since, for each function le € C§°(R™), the d*-trace of le to S coincides (up to a
set of H? -measure zero) with its pointwise restriction. Given z € S(d*, \), an application of
Theorem 2.C gives, for each [ € N,

1
f F 1) = Fnwldig () dy < 270 (S f (07 Fuprar)”. (50
) Q*(@) =105 @)
Using (8.4)7(8.6) we can pass to the limit in (8.7). Hence, for each x € S(d*,\),

/ ][ 1)~ F@)l i)y < 020 (Y iprara)’. o9
Q@) Qe =10 @)
As a result, by Proposition 2.8, we obtain lims_, Rj(xz) = 0 for H" %-a.e. = € S(d*,\).
Since d* > n — q, this gives

lim Rj(z) =0 for HY —ae xcS(d,N). (8.9)

5—00

Step 4. Since [ € qu {mk}(S), by Definition 4.4
li}m R3(x) =0 for each x € S¢(d¥). (8.10)

Step 5. Applying Proposition 2.15 we find a (1, q)-good representative F of F. Hence, by
Definition 2.14 and Proposition 2.9

lim F(y)dy = lim ][ F(y)dy =F(z) for H¥ —ae x€S8.

1—0 =0

Qu(z) Qu(x)

Combining this fact with Proposition 3.9 and (8.2), (8.9), (8.10) we get F(x) = f(x) for
HY -a.e. x € S. As a result, taking into account Definition 2.16 we obtain (8.1) and complete
the proof. O

The following lemma is very similar in spirit to Lemma 4.3 from [29]. We present the
detailed proof for the completeness. Recall Definition 4.4.

Lemma 8.2. Let p € (1,n], d* € (n p,n] and let S C Qoo be a compact set with HL(S) >
0. Then, for each [f] € Wl(R") , there exists a Borel representative f of [f] such that
HI(S\ Sp(d')) =0 for each d' € (n — p,d*].

Proof. We set \* := HZ (S) and fix arbitrary d' € (n — p,d*], A € (0, \*), ¢ > 1. We also fix
[fl e Wp(R™|E and F e W, (R") with F|& = [f]. (8.11)

Finally, we fix {m;} € 9% (S). Using Proposition 2.15, we find and fix a (1, p)-good repre-
sentative F of F. Furthermore, we put f = F|g.
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Now let S’ C S be the intersection of the following three sets: the set S(d’, \), the set of all
Lebesgue points of the function F, and the set {m € S:limporP™ fQT(:c) > opy=1 [IDVF|(2) do =

O}. Using Propositions 2.8, 2.9, 3.9 and Definition 2.14 we obtain
HT(S\S) =HT(S\S) =0. (8.12)
Given a point z € 5" and a cube Q € Ty 5 .(z ) N Dy, by the triangle inequality we have

][!f z)| dmy (2 ][F dy‘

ons (8.13)
+ 5 ][ ) dy\ i (z) = 11(Q) + J(Q).
QNS
If x € cQ for some Q € D, with k € Ny then Q C Qz_g(x) Hence, we have
2
max J! <C ][ F(z)-F dy.
) F(w) - Fly)ldy
Q 2¢ (x)
ok
By the construction of S/, we have
kli)ngo QETd/I,I;ié)ﬂDk JHQ)=0 forevery ze€S. (8.14)
Applying Theorem 2.C with ¢ = p and d = d’ for each z € S/, we get
max J? P<C max )P / DVF(2)|Pdz
Qer/’A’C(:c)m’Dk( (Q)) QETy y (x)NDy, Q Z | |
=19

ok P
< il v P
<oy (%) / \DVE(2)P d

Ivl=1 Q 2. (2)
o
Hence, by Proposition 2.8 we deduce
lim max J* Q) =0 forevery z€S' (8.15)

k=00 QeTy  (2)NDy

As a result, combining (8.12) with (8.13)-(8.15), by Definition 2.16, we obtain H% (S \
St(d’)) = 0 and complete the proof.

O

Now present the main result of this paper. This gives a solution to Problem B.

Theorem 8.3. Letp € (1,n], d* € (n—p,n] and e* := min{p— (n—d*),p—1}. Let S C Qo
be a compact set with \* := HL (S) > 0. Let A € (0,\*) and ¢ > 7 be some fived constants.
Then, for each e € (0,&%),

Wy RIS CXJ g fmy (5) € Wy (R (8.16)
for any d € (n —p,n —p+¢) and {my} € M(S).
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Furthermore, for every e € (0,e*), d € (n —p,n —p+¢) and {m} € MH(S), there exists
a constant C > 0 depending only on p,e,n,d,\,c and Cy, ;, © = 1,2,3 such that

1 n ¢ ¢ n * n *
SV ®G N < IFIXG gy | S CUFIW, RS for all f € Wy (R[S . (8.17)

The operator Extg (m,},1 18 a bounded linear mapping from XZ*_E d {mk}(S ) to WI}_E(R”) and

Tr|¢ o Extg {m,},n = Id on Xg;’d,{mk}(S). In particular, Extg fm,) 1 € €(5,d*,p,€).

Proof. We fix arbitrary ¢ € (0,*), d € (n —p,n — p +¢) and {m;} € MY (S). Given
fe VV]D1 (R™) g*, we apply Lemma 8.2 and then use Theorem 7.11 with ¢ = p—e. We conclude
that f € Xg_& d, {mk}(S) and furthermore, there is a constant C' > 0 depending only on the
parameters n, p,€,d, A, ¢ and the constants Cyp,y,, ¢ = 1,2, 3, such that

Ny tmne(f) S CI|FIWHR™)|| for all F e WH(R") with f = F|%.

This observation in combination with (2.18) proves the first inclusion in (8.16) and the second
inequality in (8.17).

Conversely, let f € Xg*_& a {mk}(S) and F' = Extg fm,},2(f). By Theorem 6.7 we conclude
that the L™-equivalence class [F] of F' belongs to WI}_E(R"), and furthermore, there exists a
constant C' > 0 depending only on the parameters n,p,e,d, A, c and Cyp,y4, ¢ = 1,2,3 such
that

IEFNWo—e R < ClFA X g gy I (8.18)

We apply Theorem 8.1 with ¢ = p — e and then take into account Definition 2.16. As a

result, we have f € W,1__(R™)|% . This proves the second inclusion in (8.16). Finally, the first
inequality in (8.17) follows from (2.18) and (8.18).

The theorem is proved. ]

Finally, having at our disposal the above results we can establish the following result.

Lemma 8.4. Let d* € (0,n] and let S C Qoo be a compact set with \* := HL (S) > 0. Let
A € (0,1] and ¢ > 1 be some fized constants. If p € (1,00), d* >n —p, d € (n —p,d*| and
{my} € M4(S), then ngd7{mk}(5) is a Banach space.

Proof. In view of Remark 4.7, it is sufficient to show that the space ngi {mk}(S ) is complete.
We fix an arbitrary Cauchy sequence {f;} C XZTd’ (m;} (). This implies that the sequence
{[fj]mo} of mp-equivalence classes of f;, j € N is a Cauchy sequence in L,(mg). By the argu-
ments from the second part of the proof of Theorem 8.3 it follows that the sequence {[f;]4-}
of H¥ -equivalence classes of fj, 7 € Ng is a Cauchy sequence in the space VV;,,1 (R")@ Using
the completeness of Ly(mg) and W (R™)
2.20) in combination with Theorem 8.3 we deduce existence g; € Ly,(mg) and g € W (R™)|¢
such that [fjlm, — g1, J — 00 in Ly(mg)-sense and [f;]g« — g2, j — o0 in Wpl(R") 4" _sense.

4" (recall that the later follows from Proposition

The crucial observation is that using arguments from the proof of Proposition 2.20 one can
deduce that there exists a subsequence {f;} of {f;} such that fj,(x) — g1(x), | = oo for
mo-a.e. € S and f;,(v) = ga(z), | — oo for H¥ -a.e. x € S. As a result, we have g1 = [f]m,
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and go = [f]g- for some f € B(S). Furthermore, by Lemma 8.2 we have H¢ (S \ S¢(d')) = 0
for all d' € [d,d*].
Taking into account Remark 2.13, given z € R™ and @Q,Q € D, satisfying conditions

(f1)—(£3) of Definition 4.2, we can pass to the limit and deduce that
Hm @pp i 3(@Q:Q) = O p, (m,} (@ Q)-
Taking the corresponding supremum we find that, for each j € Ny,

(f — fj)?{mk},)\7c($) < lim (f; — fj)imk})\,c(x) for all z € R™

i—00

Using Fatou’s lemma and the fact that {f;} is a Cauchy sequence in XZTd, (my} (5), We obtain

17 = 5yl Lo @D < i [ = )5y LoD =0, j =00 (8.19)

1—00
Combining the above observations with Remark 4.7 we find that f € XZTd, {mk}(S )and f; — f,
J — oo in the space Xg,*d, {mk}(S ). This completes the proof. O
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