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TRACE AND EXTENSION THEOREMS RELATING BESOV
SPACES TO WEIGHTED AVERAGED SOBOLEV SPACES

ARIEL BARTON

ABSTRACT. There are known trace and extension theorems relating functions
in a weighted Sobolev space in a domain 2 to functions in a Besov space on the
boundary 992. We extend these theorems to the case where the Sobolev expo-
nent p is less than one by modifying our Sobolev spaces to consider averages
of functions in Whitney balls. Averaged Sobolev spaces are also of interest in
the applications in the case where p > 1, and so we also provide trace and
extension results in that case. Finally, we provide some comparable results for
Neumann traces and extensions.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Suppose that u is a function defined in some domain 2. We are interested in the
boundary values of u. Specifically, we wish to identify a space X such that if u lies
in X, then the boundary traces Tr V™ !u of the derivatives of order m — 1 lie in
the Besov space BEP(99).

We would like our result to be sharp in the sense that, if f is an array of functions
in BE?(9Q), and if f = Tr V™ 1o for some function ¢, then f = Tr V" 1F for
some F € X. (Recall that the partial derivatives of a function must satisfy some
compatibility conditions; thus, the requirement that f = Tr V™ 1y for some ¢ is
a nontrivial restriction if m > 2.)

Such trace and extension theorems bear a deep connection to the theory of
Dirichlet boundary value problems. For example, consider the harmonic Dirichlet
problem

(11) Au=0inQ, u=pond [ulx < Clel o
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or more generally the higher-order boundary value problem
(12) Lu=0inQ, V™ lu=V"loondQ, |ulx<C|Tr vm—thBg,p(m)

for some differential operator L of the form Lu = Zla\ZIﬂ\:m 0%(Anp0Pu). If we
have an extension theorem as indicated above, then there is some F € X with
VT IF = V™ ly on 0Q. If L : X — Q) is bounded, then we may reduce the
problem (2)) to the problem

(1.3) Lv=hinQ, V™ l'v=00n09Q, |vl|x<C|hly

with zero boundary data by letting h = —LF" and then letting u = v + F. In some
cases we may reverse the argument, going from well-posedness of the problem (L2))
to well-posedness of the problem (L3]). See the papers [JK95. [AP98| IMMO04., [Agr07,
MMST10, MMW11, MM13al, MM13b, BM16b] for examples of such arguments with
various choices of L; the trace and extension theorems of the present paper will be
used in [Barl6b] for this purpose.

In this paper we will introduce the weighted averaged Lebesgue spaces L?;%4(Q)
and Sobolev spaces W2%4(Q), where W2%4(Q) is defined to be the space of func-

m,av m,av
tions w with ||u||Wp,e,q(Q) = HVmuHLp,e,q(Q) < 0o and where the L,%9(Q)-norm is
given by

p/q _— 1/p
(L4) [ H] ppe) = </ (7[ | |H|‘1) dist(z, 9P~ 1P dx) .
Q B(z,dist(z,00)/2)

The main result of this paper for Dirichlet boundary data is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.5. Let Q C RY be a Lipschitz domain with connected boundary. Let
1<g<oo,let0<f<1andlet (d—1)/(d—14+0) <p< 0.

Ifue Wﬁ{%g(Q), then Tr du € BEP(9Q) for any multiindex v with |y| = m—1,
and

| Tx mU||f3:g’?(aﬂ) < CHUHW@%g(Q)

for some constant C' depending only on p, 0, the Lipschitz character of Q0 and the
ambient dimension d.

Conversely, let F' be a function such that TrOVF € Bg’p(BQ) for any |v| =m—1.
Then there is some u € W2%9(Q) with

m,av

lullyipoa iy < ClITx vm*1F|\Bg,p(m) and TrV™ ly=Te V™ 'F

Also of great importance in the theory of boundary value problems is the second-
order Neumann problem

(1.6) divAVu=0in Q, v-AVu =g on o}

where v is the unit outward normal vector to 2 and where A is a coefficient matrix.
We are interested in the Neumann problem for higher order equations; the second
main result of this paper (Theorem below) is an analogue of Theorem for
Neumann boundary data.

The appropriate generalization of Neumann boundary values to the higher order
case is a complicated issue. We are interested in the following generalization of
Neumann boundary values; this is the formulation used in [Barl7, [BHM], and is
related to but subtly different from that of [CG85| [Ver05l [Agr07, Ver10, MMI13b].
We refer the reader to [BHM| BM16a] for a discussion of various formulations of
Neumann boundary data.
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If G is a smooth vector field on Q, then v - G may be regarded as its Neumann
boundary values. If G is divergence free (in particular, if G = AVu for some
solution u to the problem (@), then v - G satisfies

d
(1.7) / Trga(u-é)dU:/V<p~é:Z/8j<pGj for all p € C°(RY).
o0 Q =179

This formula may be used to define the Neumann boundary values of G even if G
is not smooth. Furthermore, this formula generalizes to the higher order case: if G
is an array of locally integrable functions indexed by multiindices a of length m,
then the analogue of formula (L1 is

8 > / Trd'p (M, G)ydo= > | 0% G, forall p € C3°(RY)
1 o0 Q

[y[=m— la|=m

where the array of distributions M% G represents the Neumann boundary values
of G.

We remark on two subtleties of formula (L8] in the case m > 2.

First, the left-hand side of formula (L&) depends only on the boundary values
Tr V™ Ly of p on 90 and not on the values of ¢ in Q; in this way Mf}1 G may
indeed be said to be Neumann boundary values of G. For this equation to be
meaningful, we must have that the right-hand side depends only on the boundary
values of ¢ as well; thus, Mffl G is defined only for arrays G that satisfy

(1.9) 0% Gy =0 forall p € C5°(Q).
Q

An array G that satisfies formula (IZ9) is said to satisfy div,, G = 0 in Q in the weak
sense; this condition is analogous to the requirement that div G = 0in formula @=0.
We remark that if G is smooth then div,, G = 0 if and only if Z|a\:m 0°G, = 0.

Second, if G is divergence-free in the sense of formula (I9), then formula (L)
does define Mf! G as an operator on the space {Tr V" 1y : ¢ € C3°(R%)}. This
space is a proper subspace of the space of arrays of smooth, compactly supported
functions. Thus, Mff1 G is not an array of well-defined distributions; instead it is an
equivalence class of such arrays, defined only up to adding arrays of distributions
g for which (Tr V™ 1y, g)aq = 0 for all ¢ € C§°(R?). Thus, Neumann boundary
data naturally lies in quotient spaces of distribution spaces, as will be seen in the
following theorem. (This theorem is the second main result of this paper.)

Theorem 1.10. Let Q C R? be a Lipschitz domain with connected boundary. Let
1<g<oo,let0O<f<landlet(d—1)/(d—1+0)<p<c0.

Suppose that g is an array of functions lying in Bgf)l (09Q). Then there is some
G € L209(Q), with div,, G =0 in Q, such that MSL G = g in the sense that

Z /{mTra'Hpg,yda— Z 0%p Gy,
1

Q
lyl=m— || =m

for all smooth, compactly supported functions p. Furthermore,

HG”Lgvaqm) < C”Q”Bg’jl(an)
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for some constant C' depending only on p, 0, the Lipschitz character of ) and the
ambient dimension d.

Conversely, let G € LP:09(Q) with div,, G = 0. Suppose that either p > 1, or
that Q = R is a half-space, or that m = 1 and Q@ = {(2/,t) : 2’ € R ¢ >
Y(x")} for some Lipschitz function v : R?=! s R. Then the equivalence class of
distributions MSL G contains a representative in Bgf)l (09), and furthermore

inf{[1gll 5y, o0y 9 € My G} < ClIGl (-

We now review the history of trace and extension theorems for boundary data
in Besov spaces. To simplify our notation, we will introduce some terminology.
Loosely, let

WAﬁlilyg(ﬁQ) ={p € BEP(IN) : ¢ = Tr V™ Ly for some p}.
(We will provide precise definitions in Section [22]) WAﬁlilyg(aQ) is thus the space
of all arrays of functions in a Besov space that may reasonably be expected to arise
as boundary traces. Many of the results in the literature concern the “inhomoge-
neous” spaces WA?, | ,(99); these are defined analogously to WA, | ,(9Q) but
in addition have some estimates on the lower order derivatives. )

If Q ¢ R? is a sufficiently smooth domain, it is well known that the operator

Trvmt. BYP i1y, = WAD . (09)

is bounded and has a right inverse (an extension operator defined on WAy _, ,(09))
provided m > 1,60 > 0and p > (d—1)/(d—1+46). (If Q is a Lipschitz domain
then we need the additional restriction # < 1.) In the case of the half-space Q =
Ri, see [Tri83, Section 2.7.2] for the full result, and the earlier works [Pee70,
Appendix A], [Nik77] and [Tri78, Section 2.9.3], and [Jaw7§| for the result under
various restrictions. In the case where € is smooth, see [Tri83| Section 3.3.3]. In
the case where Q is a Lipschitz domain, see [JW84] in the case p > 1, [MM04] in
the case m = 1, and [MM13bl Theorem 3.9] for the general case.

Another well known family of extensions of Besov functions are the weighted
Sobolev spaces. Define the W2 (Q2)-norm by

1/p
[ullypo) = llulle@) + (/ V™ u(z)[P dist(x, 9Q)P P dw) :
Q

Notice that this is similar to the Wﬁ{%g(ﬂ)-norm of Theorem [[H] but is somewhat
simpler in that we do not take local L? averages. (The ||u||pr(q) term is an “inho-
mogeneous” term as mentioned above.) We consider averaged spaces both because
they are somewhat better suited to the setting of differential equations with rough
coeflicients, and also because taking averages allows us to establish trace results in
the case p < 1; this issue is discussed further below.

If Q is sufficiently smooth, then we have that the trace operator
Te V™t WE(Q) » WAD | ,(09)

is bounded and has a bounded right inverse provided 0 < # < 1 and 1 < p < 0.
In the case where Q@ = R is a half-space, see [Liz60, [Usp61] (a shorter proof of
Uspenskii’s results with some generalization may be found in [MR15]) or [Tri78,
Section 2.9.2]. In the case where ) is a domain with a reasonably smooth boundary
(for example, a C* domain for some k-+§ > ), see [Nik77, [Sha85, [NLMS88, Kim07].
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In a Lipschitz domain, see [BM13] (the case m = 1) and [MMSI0, Section 7] (for
m > 1). A few results are known in the cases p = 1 and p = oo; in particular,
[MRI5] considers trace and extension results (in the half-space and with m > 1)
for boundary data in the Besov space Big’T(aRi) forl<p<oocand 1l <7r < o0.
(In particular, these results are valid for boundary data in Bé’l(Z)Ri) but not in
B (0R1).)

The spaces WPY(Q) and Bﬁ;’il+0+l/p(9) in some circumstances are related;
for example, by [JK95 Theorem 4.1], if 1 < p < oo and u is harmonic, then
u € WPP(Q) if and only if u € Bﬁl’ﬁHeH/Z)(Q).

We now discuss the history of Neumann trace and extension theorems. Recall
that Neumann boundary values are in some sense dual to Dirichlet boundary val-
ues; thus, if p > 1, then by duality between Bj”*, (9€2) and Bf,_’g (09), with some
careful attention to the definitions, Neumann trace and extension theorems (such
as our Theorem [[LI0) follow from the corresponding Dirichlet extension and trace
theorems. See Section [6.1] and Theorem [I.I] below. This is essentially the approach
taken in [FMMO98| [Zan00, MM13al and in the p > 1 theory of [MM13b, [BM16b].

If p < 1, then By* (99) is not a dual space, and so another approach is needed.
In [MMO4], the authors established a result similar to the m = 1 case of The-
orem with Besov spaces instead of weighted Sobolev spaces. Specifically, if
Au = f for some f supported in a Lipschitz domain €2, they formulated a notion
of normal derivative dfu, coinciding with v - Vu if u and Q are sufficiently smooth,

such that if v € Bgfl/p(Q) for some 0 < 6 < 1 and some p > (d —1)/(d— 1+ 9),

then 87w € BY'P (99). They also showed that this Neumann trace operator had a
bounded right inverse.

The author’s paper [BM16b] with Svitlana Mayboroda introduced the weighted
averaged Sobolev spaces Wlp ’ff(Ri) in the half-space and in the case m = 1.
Therein Dirichlet and Neumann trace results were established for p > (d —1)/
(d — 1+ 6), rather than p > 1.

The present paper extends the results of [BM16b| concerning weighted averaged
Sobolev spaces to the case m > 2, the case of arbitrary Lipschitz domains with
connected boundary, and also provides extension theorems. As compared with
known results for m > 2, the major innovation of this paper is to consider the case
p < 1 in the weighted Sobolev space (rather than the Besov space) setting, and also
to provide some new results in the case p = co.

The case p < 1 has been the subject of much recent study in the theory of
elliptic boundary value problems. Specifically, in [MMO04], the authors considered
the harmonic Dirichlet problem (L) with boundary data in B5?(9Q), p < 1,
0 < 8 < 1, and the corresponding harmonic Neumann problem with boundary data
in BYP (9Q). In [BMI6DH], the authors considered the Neumann problem (LB) and
the corresponding Dirichlet problem (([[2]) with m = 1) for more general second
order operators, again with boundary data in Besov spaces B5?(9Q) or BE?,(99)
with p < 1. (The case p < 1 has also been of interest in the integer smoothness
case, that is, in the case of boundary data in a Hardy space H?(99) for p < 1;
see [AM14 [HMM15al [HMM15b].) In [Barl6b] we intend to generalize some of the
results of [MMO04, BM16b| to the higher order case (that is, to boundary value
problems such as (LZ), m > 2, and the corresponding Neumann problem) and to
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extend to even more general second-order equations; the trace and extension results
of this paper will be very useful in that context.

Weighted Sobolev spaces are more appropriate to rough boundary value problems
than Besov spaces. Recall from the theory of partial differential equations that u is
defined to be a weak solution to Lu = 3_,, _ /=y, 0 (Appdu) = 0 in Q provided
2 lal=|8|=m Jo 0% Aap 8%u = 0 for all ¢ € C§°(2). This definition is meaningful
even for rough coefficients A if V™ is merely locally integrable. Some regularity
results exist; however, for general coefficients, the most that may be said is that
V™ is locally square-integrable, or at best (2 + ¢)th-power integrable for some
possibly small € > 0. (In the second-order case, this is the well known Caccioppoli
inequality and Meyers’s reverse Holder inequality [Mey63]. Both may be generalized
to the higher order case; see [Cam80l [AQOC, Barl6al.)

Thus, we wish to study functions v with at most m degrees of smoothness; we
do not wish to consider u € B£;€1+0+1/p(9)7 for if 6 + 1/p > 1 then w is required
to be too smooth. See [BM16bl Chapter 10] for further discussion. Thus, weighted
Sobolev spaces are more appropriate to our applications than Besov spaces. (If
p > 2, then weighted averaged Sobolev spaces with ¢ = 2 are even more appropriate,
as the gradient of a solution V™u is known a priori to be locally square-integrable
but not locally pth-power integrable.)

We introduce the averages in the spaces Wﬁfdg(Q) both because of the applica-
tions to partial differential equations mentioned above, and also in order to establish
trace theorems for p < 1. Observe that if u € W2?(Q), then V™u is only locally
in LP; if p < 1 then V™u need not be locally integrable and it is not clear that the
trace operator can be extended to WP (). In Lemma [3.7] below, we will see that
ifue W}%%g(Q) for some ¢ > 1, then V™ is locally integrable up to the boundary
provided p > (d—1)/(d — 1 + ), and so the trace operator is well-defined. We
remark that the existing theorems for p < 1 and u € B£{10—1+9+1/p(9) also require
p> (d—1)/(d—1+40), and for precisely this reason: by standard embedding the-
orems (see, for example, [RS906]), the condition p > (d — 1)/(d — 1 + ) is precisely
the range of p such that gradients of Bgfl /p(Q)—functions are locally integrable up
to the boundary.

We have included results in the case p > 1. In the Neumann case these results
follow by duality as usual. In the Dirichlet case, our results are not quite the same
as but do owe a great deal to those of [MMS10]. To allow for a better treatment of
unbounded domains such as the half-space, we have chosen to work with boundary
data in homogeneous Besov spaces rather than inhomogeneous spaces, that is, to
bound only Tr V™~ 14 and not the lower order derivatives Tr V’“u, 0<k<m-—2
this requires some additional careful estimates. See in particular the bound (@3H);
in the case of inhomogeneous data the earlier bound ([2) (the bound (7.48) in

[MMS10]) suffices. We also work with weighted, averaged Sobolev spaces W»:%:4(Q)

m,av
rather than weighted Sobolev spaces W2 (Q); this presents no additional difficulties
in the case of extension theorems but does require some care in the case of trace
theorems.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Section [2] we will define our terminol-
ogy and the function spaces under consideration, in particular boundary spaces of
Whitney arrays. In Section[Blwe will establish some basic properties of the weighted
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averaged spaces L?;%9. We will prove Theorem in Sections M and [ and finally
will prove Theorem [[.10 in Sections [6] and [7]

2. DEFINITIONS

Throughout this paper, we will work in domains contained in R<.

We will generally use lowercase Greek letters to denote multiindices in N¢, where
N denotes the nonnegative integers. If v is a multiindex, then we define ||, 97
and ! in the usual ways, via |y| = y1 + 72 + -+ + yq, 07 = 0J19)2---97¢, and
Y=yly!l gl Iy = (y,...,74) and 6 = (d1,...,d4) are two multiindices,
then we say that § < v if §; < v; for all 1 < i < d, and we say that § < ~ if in
addition the strict inequality d; < 7; holds for at least one such i.

We will routinely deal with arrays F = (F'y) indexed by multiindices v with
|v| = m for some m. In particular, if ¢ is a function with weak derivatives of order
up to m, then we view V™ as such an array, with

(VTp)y = 7.

The inner product of two such arrays of numbers F and G is given by

= > F,G,.

[v[=m

If F and G are two arrays of functions defined in an open set €2 or on its boundary,
then the inner product of F' and G is given by

Z/FG or (F.G), Z/FGdo

= Ivl=
where o denotes surface measure. (In this paper we will consider only domains
with rectifiable boundary.)

Recall from formula (L3) that, if G is an array of functions defined in an open
set Q ¢ R? and indexed by multiindices a with || = m, then div,, G = 0 in Q
in the weak sense if and only if (V™ ¢, G> = 0 for all smooth test functions ¢
supported in 2.

If F is a set, we let 15 denote the characteristic function of E. If p is a measure
and E is a y-measurable set, with u(E) < oo, we let

][fu ! /fdu-

We let LP(U) and L*°(U) denote the standard Lebesgue spaces with respect to
either Lebesgue measure (if U is a domain) or surface measure (if U is a subset of
the boundary of a domain). We let C§°(U) denote the space of functions that are
smooth and compactly supported in U.

If U is a connected open set, then we let the homogeneous Sobolev space W (U)
be the space of equivalence classes of functions u that are locally integrable in Q2 and
have weak derivatives in €2 of order up to m in the distributional sense, and whose
mth gradient V™"u lies in LP(U). Two functions are equivalent if their difference is
a polynomial of order m — 1. We impose the norm

lullviz oy = IV™ullLe)-

Then wu is equal to a polynomial of order m — 1 (and thus equivalent to zero) if and
only if its W2 (U)-norm is zero.
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We say that u € L} (U) or u € W;?L,loc(U) if u e LP(V) or u € WP (V) for
every bounded set V with V C U. In particular, if U is a set and U is its clo-
sure, then functions in L7 (U) are required to be locally integrable even near the
boundary OU; if U is open this is not true of LY (U).

If Q C R%! is a cube, then we let £(Q) denote its side-length.

Recall that a Banach space is a complete normed vector space. We define quasi-

Banach spaces as follows.

Definition 2.1. We say that a vector space B is a quasi-Banach space if it possesses

a quasi-norm | - || and is complete with respect to the topology induced by that
quasi-norm.
We say that || - || is a quasi-norm on the vector space B if

e ||b|| =0 if and only if b =0,

e if b€ Band c € C, then ||cb|| = |||,

e there is some constant Cgp > 1 such that, if by € B and by € B, then
b1 + ba|| < Cpllb1]| + Crlb2-

If Cg =1 then B is a Banach space and its quasi-norm is a norm.
In this paper, rather than the quasi-norm inequality ||b1 + ba] < Cgpllb1]| +
Cp||b2]|, we will usually use the p-norm inequality

161+ b2 |7 < (|62 |7 + (|62}

for some 0 < p < 1. We remark that if 0 < p < 1 then the p-norm inequality
implies the quasi-norm inequality with Cg = 2%/P~1, (The converse result, that is,
that any quasi-norm is equivalent to a p-norm for p satisfying 21/7~! = C, is also
true; see [Aok42l [Rol57].)

If B is a quasi-Banach space we will let B* denote its dual space. If 1 < p < oo
then we will let p’ be the extended real number that satisfies 1/p+1/p’ = 1. Thus,
if 1 <p < oo, then (LP(U))* = L¥' (U).

In this paper we will work in Lipschitz domains, defined as follows.

Definition 2.2. We say that the domain V C R? is a Lipschitz graph domain if
there is some Lipschitz function ¢ : R?~! + R and some coordinate system such
that

V={(t): 2 e R ¢t > p(a’)}.
We refer to M = ||V oo (ra-1) as the Lipschitz constant of V.

We say that the domain €2 is a Lipschitz domain if either ) is a Lipschitz graph
domain, or if there is some positive scale r = rq, some constants M > 0 and
co > 1, and some finite set {x;}7_; of points with z; € 92, such that the following
conditions hold. First,

n
1
00 C U B(xj,r;) for some r; with —r < r; < cor.
i=1 o
Second, for each z;, there is some Lipschitz graph domain V; with z; € 0V} and
with Lipschitz constant at most M, such that

ZjﬁQZij‘/j

where Z; is a cylinder of height (8 + 8 M)r;, radius 2r;, and with axis parallel to
the t-axis (in the coordinates associated with V}).
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If Q is a Lipschitz graph domain let n = ¢y = 1; otherwise let M, n, ¢y be as
above. We refer to the triple (M, n,co) as the Lipschitz character of Q. We will
occasionally refer to rq as the natural length scale of Q; if € is a Lipschitz graph
domain then rq = co.

Notice that if € is a Lipschitz domain, then either €2 is a Lipschitz graph domain
or 0F is bounded. If 012 is bounded and connected, then the natural length scale
rq is comparable to diam 9.

Throughout we will let C' denote a constant whose value may change from line
to line, but that depends only on the ambient dimension, the number m in the
operators Trm ; and M > and the Lipschitz character of any relevant domains;
any other dependencies will be indicated explicitly. We say that A~ B if A < CB
and B < CA for some such C.

2.1. Function spaces in domains and their traces. The spaces L2/ 9(Q) and
we, £:4(€2) were defined in the introduction; for completeness, we include their def-

initions here.

Definition 2.3. Let £ be a connected Lipschitz domain and let 0 < p < oo,
1<g¢g<ooand —oc0 < 0 < 0.

We let LE:99(€2) be the space of locally integrable functions H such that the
LP:%:4(Q)-norm given by formula (T4)

P/q l/p
10000y = (/ (][ IH(y)quy) dist(a, 0Q)P 1~ d;v)
“ Q \J B(z,dist(z,09)/2)

is finite.

If m is a positive integer, we let Wf,’; %:4()) be the space of equivalence classes
(given by adding polynomials of degree m — 1) of functions u that are locally
integrable in €2 and have weak derivatives in §2 of order up to m in the distributional

sense, and for which V™u € LE;%9(Q).

Observe that if p > 1 then L2%9(Q) (and W£%9(Q)) is a Banach space. If

m,av

0 < p < 1 then L2,99(Q) is a quasi-Banach space with a p-norm, that is,

||F+G|‘Lp9q(ﬂ — HF”Lpﬂq () + HG”Lpﬂq Q)

The main results of this paper concern the Dirichlet and Neumann trace oper-
ators acting on W}fl’ %.9(Q) and L2;%9(Q), respectively. Thus we must define these
trace operators. We will see (Section B) that if 0 < 6 < 1 and p > (d—1)/
(d—1+0), then L2:%9(Q) C Lloc(ﬁ). It thus suffices to define the Dirichlet and
(Q) and L}, .(Q), respectively.

Neumann traces of functions in Wm loc

Definition 2.4. If u € Wﬁhloc(Q) then the Dirichlet boundary values of u are the

traces of the m — 1th derivatives; for ease of notation we define TrS! | u as the
array given by

(2.5) (T, u)v =Trd"u forall |y|=m — 1.

If G € L},.(Q) satisfies div,, G = 0 in Q in the sense of formula (LJ), then the
Neumann boundary values MQ G of G are given by formula (L8); as discussed in
the 1ntr0duct10n 1\/[ G is an equ1valence class of distributions under the relation
g=hif (g, TS | gp>ag = (h, Tr | p)aq for all ¢ € C3°(R?).
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2.2. Function spaces on the boundary. In this section, we will define Besov
spaces and Whitney-Besov spaces; in Sections @H7l we will show that these spaces
are, in fact, the Dirichlet and Neumann trace spaces of weighted averaged spaces.

The homogeneous Besov spaces Bg’T(Rdfl) on a Euclidean space, for —oco <
0 < 00,0 < p < oo, and 0 < r < oo, have traditionally been defined using
the Fourier transform (the classic Littlewood-Paley definition); this definition may
be found in many standard references, including [Tri83| Section 5.1.3] or [RS96,
Section 2.6]. There are many equivalent characterizations, valid for different ranges
of the parameters p, r and 6. Because we wish to consider boundary values of
functions in domains, we must generalize some of these characterizations from R4~!
to 0N for more general Lipschitz domains 2; the Littlewood-Paley characterization
does not generalize easily to such regimes.

In this paper, we will be concerned only with the space BS”,(9Q) (for Neumann
boundary values) or BY*(99) (for Dirichlet boundary values), with 0 < < 1 and
(d—1)/(d—1+0) < p < co. It will be convenient to use different definitions in the
cases p > 1 and p < 1, and in the case of positive and negative smoothness spaces;
the four characterizations we use are as follows.

Definition 2.6. Let 0 < # < 1, and let @ C R? be a Lipschitz domain with
connected boundary.

If (d—1)/(d —1+6) < p < oo, then we say that a is a B5?(0Q)-atom if there
is some zo € 02 and some r > 0 such that

e suppa C B(zg,r) NI,
o |lal|p=(a0) < rf-@-D/p,
o |Va| p=(an) < rf-1-d=D/p,
where the L* norm is taken with respect to surface measure do and where the

gradient denotes the tangential gradient of a along 0€2. We say that a is a Bg P (09)-
atom if there is some zg € 9 and some r > 0 such that

e suppa C B(xzg,r) N O,
o |lal|p=an) < rfi-d=D/p,

o [oq a(zx)do(x) =0.
If p < 1 then we let BY” (9Q) be the space of distributions

BYP (09) = {Z Ajaj i \j € C, a; a BYP -atom, Z|)\j|p < oo}
j=1 j=1
with the norm
. 0\ (p) /P = op
||f||f3§f1(asz) = 1nf{ (Z|)\J| ) cf = Z Ajaj, aj a Bp'-atom, \; € (C}.
j=1 j=1

If p < 1 then we let Bg’p (09) be the space of equivalence classes of locally
integral functions modulo constants

B57(00) = { (co + Y- hay e €€, Ay €€, 0y a B -atom, YA < o0)

j=1 j=1
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and impose the norm

. > 1/p
”f”Blg’P(aQ) = 1nf{ (Z|AJ|P) .
J=1 00 .
f=co+ Z)\jaj, co € C, aj a BYP-atom, \; € (C}.

j=1
If the a;s are atoms and the A;s are complex numbers with 7 [A;|P < oo, then
the sums >, \ja; converge to distributions or functions; see Remark 2.8
If1 <p<ooand0 <6 <1, then we let BY?(9Q) be the set of all equivalence

classes modulo constants of locally integrable functions f defined on 92 for which
the By*(0Q)-norm given by

) — P 1/p
(27) lsgom = ([ [ LI do(w)dot)

is finite. If p = oo we modify the definition appropriately by taking the L norm;
then BY'?(08) = C?(09), the space of Holder continuous functions with exponent 6.
Finally, if 1 < p < oo and —1 < # — 1 < 0, then we let Bgfl(aﬂ) be the dual

space (B (992))", where 1/p+1/p/ = 1.

Remark 2.8. The sums of atoms E;’il Aja; are meaningful as locally integrable
functions (if the a;s are BY-atoms) or as distributions (if the a;s are BS” -atoms).

Specifically, observe that if (d —1)/(d—14+6) <p <1 and 0 < 6 < 1, then
any BYP(0S)-atom is in LP(9£2) with uniformly bounded norm (depending on the
Lipschitz constants of ), where p = p(d —1)/(d — 1 — ph); observe p > 1. If p < 1
and 377 [Aj [P < oo, then 3772 |\ < co. Thus, if aj is a BY?-atom for each j,
then the infinite sum Zj’;l Aja; converges in the LP-norm; thus, that sum denotes

a unique locally L' function.
If a is a By*, (09Q)-atom for some (d—1)/(d—1+60) <p<landf—1<0,
then for any smooth function ¢, we have that by the Poincaré inequality

/ pado
a0

where again p = p(d—1)/(d—1 — pf) and where 1/p + 1/p’ = 1. Thus, such
atoms may be viewed as distributions. If 37°° |\;| < oo, and if a; is an atom for
each j, then the infinite sum Zj’;l Aja; converges to a distribution (that is, the

< CIVell Lo (Bzo.rnon)

sum Y721 Aj(p, a;)aq converges absolutely for any smooth function ).

Remark 2.9. If 0 < 6 < 1 and (d —1)/(d — 1+ 6) < p < oo, then BY?(9Q) and
BYP (99) are quasi-Banach spaces; if p > 1 they are Banach spaces.

Remark 2.10. The duality characterization of the negative smoothness spaces for
p > 1 is well known; see, for example, [Tri83l Sections 2.11 and 5.2.5]. Recall that
in some sense Neumann boundary data is dual to Dirichlet boundary data, and
so a duality characterization is appropriate. However, the space Bgfl (R4=1), for
p < 1, is not the dual of a naturally arising space; thus we need an alternative char-
acterization. The atomic characterization comes from the atomic decomposition
of Frazier and Jawerth in [FJ85]. If p < 1, then atomic characterizations are very
convenient, and so we use them to define BY?(9Q) as well as BY”, (9Q). Atoms are
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less convenient in the case p > 1, and so in this case we use another characteriza-
tion. The norm (2.7 comes from the definition of Slobodekij spaces, one of many
function spaces that may be realized as a special case of Besov or Triebel-Lizorkin
spaces; see [Tri83l Section 5.2.3].

Remark 2.11. If p =1 and 0 < € < 1, then we shall see that the atomic norm
and the norm (27) are equivalent. Specifically, in Remark 214 we shall see that
BYP(09Q) = WAgﬁe(aQ), where the Whitney space WAﬁlilye(aQ) will be defined
in Definition The m = 1, p = 1 case of Theorem [£]] will imply that if
Y E WA}J)G(@Q) then ¢ = Tr ® for some ® € VVl1 9:4(Q) that satisfies both of the
inequalities

lp(z) — e(y)]
<I>W19qﬂ <C / ——"2 do(z)do(y),
Il @ a0 Jon |$—y|d_1+9 () do (@)

”q)”ij(ff(Q) < Cinf{Z|)\j| tp=co+ Z)\j aj, co constant, a; atoms}.
J J
The m = 1, p = 1 case of Theorem [5.]] will establish the converses, that is, that if
e Wit ‘I(Q) then

1l,av
T b(x) — Tr” B(y)|
do(x)do(y) < C||®|] 10,00
/asz /asz |x — y|d 1+6 Wilao' ()

inf{2|/\j| ST D = ¢ + Z/\j a;, co constant, a; atoms} < C’||<I)||W111,&q(ﬂ).
J J

Combining these results yields the equivalence of norms

le() — e(y)] ~
[ e oot ~ 190000
R inf{Z|)\j| o =co+ Z Aj aj, co constant, a; atoms}

J J
for any ¢ such that either side is finite.

Although we shall not use this fact, we mention that it is possible to establish
this equivalence in other ways: controlling the norm (ZX) by the atomic norm
is straightforward if p < 1, and the reverse implication in the case where 2 is a
half-space and so 9Q = R?~! denotes Euclidean space is a main result of [FJ85)].

Now, recall that we seek spaces of Dirichlet traces {TrS:_ u : u € W,f; 9.9(0)};
in particular, we seek spaces of boundary data that may be extended to such func-
tions. But if m > 2, then Tr?, , u is not a function; it is an array of functions
that must satisfy certain compatibility conditions. Thus, if r is the number of mul-
tiindices ~ of length m — 1, we do not expect to be able to extend an arbitrary
element of (BEP(9Q))" to a W,f; 9.4(Q))-function; extension will only be possible in
a distinguished subspace, called a Whitney-Besov space.

Definition 2.12. Suppose that  C R? is a Lipschitz domain, and consider arrays
of functions f = (f’Y)M:m—l’ where f, : 0Q — C.

fo<@<land (d—1)/(d—1+0) < p < oo, then we let the homogeneous
Whitney-Besov space WAﬁlilyg(aQ) be the closure of the set of arrays

(2.13) {¢p=Tr;) | ¥: V™ € L>®(R?), ¥ compactly supported }
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in BYP(09), under the (quasi)-norm

H¢||WA5,171’9(6£2): Z 31l 27 (502 -

ly|[=m—1

Notice that WAfn_lﬂ(aQ) is a subspace of (BE”(9Q))", where r is the number of
multiindices 7 of length m — 1. . .
If 0 <6 <1and p= oo, then we let WA} | ,(9Q) = WA, ,(9Q) be the set
of arrays
{ =Tr), , ¥: V" Ve C?(Q)}
equipped with the norm

|"/’v(x) - ¢7(9)| '

1%l yirace = |[9ll goore oy = sup  sup
WAz 5 (69) G R 0 N P
z,ye0N

When no ambiguity arises we will omit the m — 1 subscript.

Remark 2.14. We remark that if m = 1 then V'VAfn_l)@(aQ) = WASO((?Q) =
BYP(09).

The relation WAg,e(‘?Q) C BYP(99) is clear from the definition. Thus we need
only show the reverse inclusion.

If p = oo, the reverse inclusion is merely the statement that any Holder contin-
uous function defined on A€ has a Holder continuous extension to R?. If p < 1
and 0 < @ < 1, then all atoms lie in the space given in formula (ZI3) and so this
space is dense in B5?(9Q) as well as WASO((?Q). Finally, if 1 < p < oo then the
argument that functions with bounded derivative (and in fact smooth functions)
are dense in BYP(09) is similar to the argument that they are dense in LP(99).

We are also interested in the spaces of Neumann traces of (divergence-free) arrays
G € L2%9(Q). Recall that in this case, the main complication is that M. G is
only defined up to adding arrays g that satisfy <’_[.‘rf,2171 ©,g)oa = 0. This may be
dealt with by simply defining NAg_l((?Q) as a quotient space.

Definition 2.15. Let Q € R? be a Lipschitz domain with connected boundary, let
0<@<1,andlet (d—1)/(d—1+0) < p < oo. Let r be the number of multiindices
of length m — 1. . .

Then NAj_,(0Q) = NA, | , ,(9Q) is the quotient space of (By'*, (9Q2))" under
the equivalence relation

g = h if and only if (Tr | ¢, §)aa = (Tr_| ¢, h)aq for all p € C°(RY).

Observe that by the duality or atomic characterization of Bgfl (09), if ¢ is
smooth and compactly supported then |(Trf)_; ¢, §)aa| < oo for all g € BS?, (09);
thus, this equivalence relation is meaningful in (BY”, (9Q))".

Remark 2.16. We have an alternative characterization of NAgil(aﬂ) in the case
p > 1. In this case, 1 < p’ < oo, and by the definitions of Bgfl(agz) and of

WAIID,_G([)Q), we have that NAL | (9Q) is the dual space to WAIID,_G([)Q).
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3. PROPERTIES OF FUNCTION SPACES

In this section we will establish a few properties of the spaces LE;%4(€2); we will
need these results to establish the trace and extension results of Sections dH7

Let € be a Lipschitz domain, and let W be a grid of dyadic Whitney cubes; then
Q = Ugew@, the cubes in W have pairwise-disjoint interiors, and if Q € W then
the side-length ¢(Q) satisfies ¢(Q) ~ dist(Q, 9).

If H e L2 9(Q) for 0 < p < oo, § € Rand 1 < ¢ < oo, then

. i p/q 4 . 1/p
(3.1) HHHLg%e,q(Q) ~ (Z <]2|H|q> 0(Q)dttr—p )

Qew

where the comparability constants depend on 2, p, ¢, 6, and the comparability
constants for Whitney cubes in the relation 4(Q) ~ dist(Q,02). (This equiva-
lence is still valid in the case p = oo if we replace the sum over cubes by an
appropriate supremum.) Notice that this implies that we may replace the balls
B(z,dist(z,09Q)/2) in the definition (L) of L29(Q) by balls B(z,adist(x, 9))
for any 0 < a < 1, and produce an equivalent norm.

This gives us a number of results. First, if p = ¢ then LP,Y:P(€) is the weighted
but not averaged Sobolev space given by

. . 1/p
(3.2) [ H | p.00 ) = (/|H(x)|p dist (z, 0Q)P~1-P? d;v) .
av Q

In particular, if # = 1 — 1/p then Lﬁ;}*”p*”(Q) = LP(Q).
Second, if 1 < ¢ < oo and 1 < p < oo, then we have the duality relation

(3:3) (LE2(Q)" = LY 0 (@)

where 1/p+1/p' =1/qg+1/¢ = 1.
The final result we will prove in this section generalizes a result of [BM16b], in
which the spaces Lg;f’q(Ri), where Ri is the upper half-space, were investigated.
To state this result, we establish some notation. Suppose that V' = {(2/,¢) : ¢ >
(")} is a Lipschitz graph domain. For each cube Q C R4~1, define

(3.4) T(Q)={(a,t) 12" € Q. v(a’) <t < (') +8L(Q)},
(3.5) W(Q) ={(a',t) : 2" € Q,¥(a") + 4(Q) < t < (z) +8U(Q)}.

The regions W(Q) and T'(Q) are shown in Figure Bl

If j is an integer, let H; be the set of all open cubes in R?~! of side-length 27
whose vertices are integer multiples of 27. Then the cubes in H; are pairwise-disjoint
and Ugey, @ = R Let H = U5 M-

We claim that {W(Q) : Q € H} has many of the useful properties of a decompo-
sition of V' into Whitney cubes (as in the norm [B.1])). It is clear that the diameter
of W(Q) is comparable to the distance from W(Q) to V. We claim that if @,
R € H with Q # R then W(Q) and W (R) are disjoint, and that V' = Ugen W (Q).

To see this, observe that if @) € #H; for some integer j then W(Q) = {(z,t) € V :
r€Q, Y(x)+ 27T <t <y(x)+ 273} If Q € H; and R € Hy, for some integers
j # k, then W(Q) and W(R) are clearly disjoint; otherwise, Q) € H; and R € H,;
and so @ and R are disjoint, and thus W (Q), W(R) are disjoint.

Furthermore, Ugey, W(Q) = {(z,t) € V : ¢p(z) + 2772 <t < ¢(x) + 2713}, and
soV = U?’;_OO UQeHj W(Q) = UQGHW(Q).
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J\/vm

Q

D
-

FIGURE 3.1. The regions W(Q) C T(Q) and T(Q). (The vertical
axis has been compressed.)

Thus, the set {W(Q) : Q € H} has many of the useful properties of a decomposi-
tion into Whitney cubes. In particular, we have a result similar to the estimate (3-1))
in terms of such regions: if H € LE;%9((2), then

r/q
(36) 1y~ 3 (V) ey,
o Qen VW@

The following result states essentially that we may replace the sets W(Q) by
the sets T'(Q) in the norm ([B.6). In particular, this implies that the integral over
a tent T(Q) is finite, and so L29(V)-functions are locally integrable up to the
boundary; this second result extends from Lipschitz graph domains V to general
Lipschitz domains ).

Lemma 3.7. Let V be a Lipschitz graph domain and let H, T(Q), and W(Q) be
as above.

Let 0 € R. Then, if 0 <p<gqandl/qg>(d—14+p—pb)/dp, or if 0 < q<p
and 1/¢>1—0, then

.\ P/a .
ae () e g,

QeEH
In particular, if 6 >0, (d—1)/(d—1+0) <p <oo, and ¢ > 1, then

P
(3.9 QX;L( [ JE) QD S U
S

More generally, suppose that Q@ C R? is a Lipschitz domain, and that 6 > 0,
q>1,and (d—1)/(d—14+0) <p < oco. If H € L2)9(Q), if zg € 99, and if
R >0, then

(310) HHHLI(B(I[),R)QQ) S CHHHLE{,Q’Q(Q) Rd—l-‘r@—(d—l)/p'

Proof. If @ = RY is a half-space, then the bound (B.8) is [BMI16b, Theorem 6.1],
and the bound BI0) follows immediately. Let ¢ be a Lipschitz function; by making
the change of variables (2/,t) — (2/,t — ¢(2)), we see that the lemma is still true
in the domain Q = {(2/,¢) : t > ¥(2')}, that is, in any Lipschitz graph domain.
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There remains the case where Q is a domain with compact boundary. (In this
case we prove only the estimate [B.I0), and not the estimates (B:8) or (39).) We
may control the L' norm of H near 9 using the bound for Lipschitz graph do-
mains. If R is sufficiently small (compared with the natural length scale r = rq of
Definition 222)), this completes the proof.

If R > rq/C, then we may control the L! norm of H far from 9Q by using
the norm (B.I) and the observation that there are at most C(1 + ro/27)? dyadic
Whitney cubes of side-length 27. O

We have shown that if 0 < 6 < 1 and (d —1)/(d — 14 ) < p, then WP%4(Q)-

m,av

functions are necessarily Wﬁl 1o (Q)-functions, and so TrS} _; uw and M. G are mean-
ingful if u € W2%4(Q) and G € LE71(Q).

m,av

If0 <0orp<(d—1)/(d— 1+80), then this is not true and so trace theorems are
not meaningful. Conversely, if > 1, then TrS! | @ is constant for all 7 € W,’,Q%g (),
and so we do not expect an interesting theory of traces of functions @ € W£%4(1).

m,av

Thus, for the remainder of this paper, we will only consider § € (0,1) and
p>(d—1)/(d—1+9).

3.1. Density of smooth functions in weighted averaged spaces. The main
result of this section is Theorem [B.T5] the density of smooth functions in the spaces
WE54(2). We will first prove the following Poincaré-style inequality; it will allow

us to control the lower-order derivatives of a function in W,%)(’dg (Q) by its Wﬁfdg(ﬂ)—
norm.

Lemma 3.11. Let Q = {(2/,t) : t > ¥ (a’)} be a Lipschitz graph domain. Let
Q C R be a cube, and let T(Q), W(Q) be as in formulas B.4) and B5).
Suppose that 17g)V™u € LE:99(Q)). Let ug be the polynomial of order m — 1 that
satisfies

][ VF(u—ug) =0 for all integers k with 0 < k <m — 1.
w(Q)

If1<g<o0and0<p<oo, then
(3.12) ||1T(Q)Vk (u— uQ)HLﬁf"Z(Q) < Cf(Q)m_k||1T(Q)Vmu||Lgbe,q(Q).

Ifp>(d—1)/(d—1+86) and Tri!u =0 along IQXNIT(Q) for all 0 < k < m —1,
then we have that

(3.13) 117@) VEull poaiq) < CURQ)™ 111 V™ ull o0 -

Proof. We begin with the bound ([312)). Without loss of generality we assume ug =
0. Choose some multiindex v with |y| = k < m — 1, and for any cube R C R¢™1,
let uy. g = fW(R) 0"u; notice that v, g = 0. The k = m case is immediate; we will
use induction to generalize to k < m.

Let Go = {Q}, and for each j > 0, let G; be the set of open dyadic subcubes of
Q of side-length 277/(Q); then |G;| = 274~ and Ureg,R=Q. Let G = U2 0G;-
In particular, if H is as in Lemma B and Q € H, then G ={R € H: R C Q}.

By formula (3.0]),

. . r/q
(3.14) 11 H|P g & (7[ |H|q> ((R)4 PPl
T(Q) LEUG Q(Q) Rzeg W(R)
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We want to bound 17(g)07u. Because ¢ > 1, we have that the triangle inequality
in LY(W(R)) is valid, and so if r =d — 1 4+ p — pf, then

3 <][W(R)|mu|q)p/qz<R>r <y ((fW(R) 107 - umw) v |uv,R|>pz<R>r.

Reg Reg
By the Poincaré inequality, if £(R) < ¢(Q) then

][ 107 — gl < cz(R)q][ VOl < CE(Q)‘?][ Vo
W(R) W(R) W(R)

and so

S (f, ) awr < S (@, wetar) o)

Reg Reg

If p > 1, then we may apply the triangle inequality in a sequence space to see
that

(S(f, ) o)
<UQ) (Z <][Wm>lvk+1u|q>p/q“3)r> i (Z '“*RW(RY)

Reg Reg

1/p

If 0 < p < 1, then the triangle inequality is not valid; however, by Minkowski’s
inequality for sums, we have that (a 4+ b)? < aP + bP for any positive numbers a
and b, and so

p/q
Rze;;<][W<R>|mu|q) w v/
0@ Y (f, I9E )R Y )

ReG ReG
Applying the equivalence of norms (B.14]), we have that if p > 1 then

1/p
1000l 0y < CHQLr@ V" ul gy + € ( ()
Reg

and if p <1 then
@0l iy < CHQ ey Tl +C i (R
Reg
We are working by induction and so may assume Z(Q)||1T(Q)Vk+lu|\Lgbe,q(Q) <
Cﬁ(Q)m‘k||1T(Q)Vmu||L€,Ue,q(Q). We consider the second term. If R € G; and
0 <i<j,let P(R) be the unique cube in G; with R C P;(R). Then
j

Uy,R = Uy,R — Uy,Q = E U, Py(R) — Un,P;_1(R)-
1=1

If p <1 then

J
|uq,rl” < Z|“%H(R) — Uy, Py (R)|”
i=1
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while if p > 1, then by Holder’s inequality in sequence spaces,

g, ml? <5770 Juy b r) = b ()P

i=1
Therefore,
oo J
D lusmlPUR) S CY D D [y pim) =t p (P OUR)
Reg j=1i=1 ReG;

If R € G;, then /(R) =277¢(Q), and so

> lurrlU(R)" < CUQ)Y ZZ D Py = Py P72

Reg j=1i=1 Reg,
Notice that if R € G;, then P;(R) € G;. We now wish to sum over S = P;(R) € G;
rather than over R € G;. Each such S satisfies S = P;(R) for 2(4=DU~9 cubes
R € Gj; thus,

oo

Sl PR S CHQY ST 3 sty 2001050 st 103

Reg j=11i=1 Seg;

where P(S) is the dyadic parent of S. Recalling that r = d — 1+ p — pf, we see
that

>~ J -max(p—1,0)

T s -7
> luy mPUR)” < CUQ)™ S DT> fuys — uy prsy P27 UW

Reg Jj=11=15€g;
Interchanging the order of summation, we see that

0 max(p 1,0)

S fu,/PER) < CHQ Z 27D N My s — 1wy pis) P Z =TI

Reg Seg;

Let e = (p — ph)/2, s0 0 < & < p/2. There is some constant C' = C(p, d) such that
gmax(0.p=1) < ('27¢ for all integers j, and so

Z|u%R|p€( yeri(e Z Z Uy, s — Uy, P(S)|p2 i(d—14¢)

Reg i=1 S€g;
o0
:CZQZEZWWS—U s)[PL(S)".
i=1  SeG

Again by the Poincaré inequality,

.5 =t p(s)| < ce<s>][ Ly
W(S)UW (P(S))
and so
o P
Sl ptry <Y 2 S sy (vl
REG i=1 S€G; W (S)
But 2€¢(S)P < 2P¢(S)P = £(Q)P, and so

||1T(Q)vk (u - UQ)HLg;f"?(Q) < Oé( )HlT karl(u - UQ)HLg;f"?(Q)-
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By induction, the proof of the bound ([BI2) is complete. (In the case p = oo, the
above argument must be modified slightly, by using suprema over the cubes R € G
rather than sums.)

Now suppose that Trg u =0 for all 0 < k <m — 1. Observe that

][ VFu| < ‘][ VFu — fT(Q) VEy ][ VFu
w(Q) w(Q) 7(Q)

If Tr VFu = 0 on QN IT(Q), then we may use some form of the standard Poincaré
inequality to control each of the terms on the right-hand side; thus,

][ vkugce(cg)][ |VEFLy.
w(Q) 7(Q)

Applying the Poincaré inequality iteratively in T/(Q), if Tr V/u = 0 for all k < j <
<cu@mtf vl

m — 1, then
'][ VFu
w(Q) T(Q)

Now, recall that uqg is the polynomial that satisfies fW(Q) VkuQ = fW(Q) VFu

_|_

for all 0 < k < m — 1. We may write ug as a polynomial in (z — zg) for some
fixed zg € W(Q). A straightforward induction argument allows us to control the
coefficients of ug by the averages of V*u, and thereby to show that

m—1—k

sup [Vhugl < C 3 £(Q) ][ S
(@) = W@

Thus,

sup [Vhuo| < CU@Q™* f 7™
7(Q) 7(Q)
and by Lemma 3.7

;?QP)WICUQ' = Cg(Q)m_k_He_(d_l)/pH1T(Q)Vmu||L€’v9,q

Because p — pf > 0, we may easily show that
1) V¥ uQ o000y < CUQ) VPV Fug|| Lo (1(m))

(DN

and so

HlT(Q)VkUQHLg;ﬁwQ(Q) < Cf(Q)m_kHlT(Q)VmuHL&e,q(Q).
Combining this estimate with the bound (B.12]), we see that v = (v — ug) + ug
must satisfy the bound (BI3), as desired. O

We now use this result to establish density of smooth, compactly supported
functions in weighted, averaged Sobolev spaces in Lipschitz domains.

Theorem 3.15. Suppose that 0 < 8 < 1, that 1 < g < oo, and that Q) is a Lipschitz
domain.

If 0 < p < o0, then {<I)|Q 1 ® € C°(RY)} is dense in Wg;"ag(Q)

If p = 00 and u € W,?ﬁ;lelgq(Q), then there is some sequence of smooth, com-
pactly supported functions ¢, such that (G,V™pn)a — (G,V™u)q for all G €
Ly =07 (9).

Furthermore, suppose that u € W,’,’{%g(Q) with ’I‘ri2 u=0 forany0 <k <m-1,
and that p > (d —1)/(d — 1+60). If Q is bounded or a Lipschitz graph domain, then
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w(Q)
T'(Ry) T(R2)
of
R1 R2
Q

FIGURE 3.2. The region A(Q) as a union of the regions W(Q),
T(R) and W(R).

there is a sequence of functions ., smooth and compactly supported in 1, such
that @, — u as Wﬁ;%g(ﬂ)-functions (if p < 00) or weakly (if p = o). If R4\ Q
is bounded, then there is a sequence of compactly supported functions o, — u such
that V™, = 0 in a neighborhood of R%\ €.

Proof. Let u € W%%g(Q) for some 0 <p<oo,1 <g<ooand0<6d<1. Wewil
produce smooth, compactly supported functions that approximate u. The proof
will require several steps.

Step 1. First, we show that v may be approximated by functions defined in Q2
that are nonzero only inside some bounded set.

If 2 is bounded then wu itself is such a function, and so there is nothing to prove.

Suppose that 9 is compact and €2 is unbounded. Let pr = 1 in B(0, R) and
¢r = 0 outside B(0,2R), with |[V*¥pr| < CR™* for all 0 < k < m. We consider only
R large enough that R?\ Q c B(0, R/2). Let A be the annulus B(0,2R) \ B(0, R),
and let up be the polynomial of degree m — 1 so that [, V¥(u — ug) = 0 for all
0 <k <m-—1 Then (v — ur)pr is zero outside B(0,2R). By the Poincaré
inequality in A and the norm (I4), (u — ug)pr lies in W;,yﬁ;g(Q). Furthermore,
(u — ur)pr — u in Wﬁl(’ag(Q) as R — oo if p < oo; if p = oo then (G, V™ ((u —
ur)er))a — (G,V™u)q whenever G € LL17%9(Q). Notice however that the
lower order derivatives of (u — ur)pr need not approach the derivatives of u; in
particular, if Try v = 0, then Tri((u — ur)pr) = Tri ug, not zero.

If Q is a Lipschitz graph domain, let Q C R9~! be a cube and adopt the notation
of Lemma BTl In particular, recall the regions 7'(Q) and W (Q) and the polyno-
mial ug. Let ¢g be supported in T(Q) and identically equal to 1 in T'((1/2)Q),
where (1/2)Q is the cube (in R4~1) concentric to @ with half the side-length. Let

AQ)=T(Q)\T((1/2)Q). Notice that
AQ) =W uUJT®R) UW(R)
R
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where the union is over the 49=1 — 24-1 dyadic subcubes R C Q \ (1/2)Q with
(R) = £(Q)/4, and where W(R) is a region congruent to T'(R) and translated
upwards. See Figure
We now bound the lower-order derivatives of u — ug in A(Q); this will allow
us to control V™ (pg(u —ug)) — V™u. We consider the regions W (@), T'(R) and
W(R) separately By the Poincaré inequality in W(Q),
IV*(u = uQ)l[ Laqwiay < CUVFH (u —uq) |l Law(a))

for any integer k such that V¥+1u € LI(W(Q)), and so by induction, if 0 < k <m
then

IV*(u = uq) |l Laew(@)) < CURQ)™ V™ ull La(w (@))-
Recall that W(Q) C T(Q), and so by formula (B.I4) we may express
||1W(Q)vk(u - UQ)”Lgf’q(Q)

in terms of integrals over W(R) for cubes R € G. But if R € G and R # @, then
W(Q) and W (R) are disjoint, and so the only nonzero term on the right-hand side
of formula ([BI4]) is the one involving an integral over W (Q). Thus,

1w V* (1 — 1)l gy = 95 — 1)l o £(@) /1414097,
By the previous inequality
1w V*(t = Q)| o0y < CUQ)™ IV ul| La(w () (Q) ¥ s+ 1HP=r0
and a final application of formula [B.I4]) yields that
||1W(Q)Vk(u - UQ)”L&JS’Q(Q) < CK(Q)m_k||1W(Q)Vmu||Lg;f’q(Q)
< CHQ™ HLaiy V" ull (e

Let R be one of the dyadic subcubes mentioned above, and let V' = W(Q) U

W(R) Let 0 < kK <m —1and let w = u — ug. Then by elementary arguments
and the Poincaré inequality in V,

][ VFw| = ’][ VFuw —][ VFw| = ’][ (VFw — fvvkw)‘
\4 w(Q) \4 w(Q)
V|
< VFiw — f,VFw| < |7][ VFiw — f VFw
T V0~ F70 < g £, 7w = vl

< c][ VFw — f, VPl < CE(Q)][ VE ],
1% 1%

Now, ||ka||Lq(W(R)) < IV*w]|a(vy, and by the Poincaré inequality and Hélder’s
inequality,

IV Wl Loy < IVEw = £, VFwl gy + VIV f, Vol
< CUQIVH w gy, + [VIICUQ) f |71
g

< CUQ)VF M wl| paqvry.
By induction, and recalling the definitions of w and V,if 0 < k < m — 1 then

||Vk(u - UQ)”Lq(W(R)UW(Q)) < CE(Q)m_kHVm(u - UQ)”Lq(W(R)UW(Q))'
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Let P(R) be the dyadic parent of R. Then P(R) € G and W(R) C W(P(R)). By
formula B14)), if r = —d/q+d— 1+ p — pb, then

1257y V" (1 = 1) ) = EPCEN Ly V(1 = ) o ey
= 2"0(R)"||V*(u — UQ)HLq(W(R))'

Applying the previous inequality and the fact that £(Q) = 2¢(P(R)) = 4¢(R), we
have that

”1W(R)Vk(u - UQ)HLg;ﬁ’Q(Q) < CK(Q)m_k-H”Vm(U - UQ)”Lq(W(R)UW(Q))
< CUPR)™ M 14 V™ (u = u@) | Laqw (p(ry)
+ OZ(Q)m_HTHlA(Q)Vm(U —uQ) |l Law (@)
and a final application of formula [B.I4]) yields that
||117V’(R)vk (u — UQ)HLQ;JM(Q) < Oé(Q)mik||1A(Q)Vmu||[,g;ﬁ~‘1(g)-
Finally, by Lemma [3.11]
117y V* (1 = ur)ll 0.y < CURQ)™ * (1L (m) V™ ull 1.0y

We thus must bound ug —ug. Let V = W (Q)U W (R)UW (R). Arguing as before,
we have that
||ka||Lq(\7) = V*(u— UQ)”Lq(f/) < CE(Q)m_k”vmuHLq(f/)

and similarly
IV 1 =)l oy < CUQ™ IV ™l i

By definition of XN/, and letting P(R) be the dyadic parent of R as before, we have
that

IVTull Loy < IV ullLagw@) + 11a@) V" ull Laqwpiry) + IV ull Laqw(r))-
As usual, by formula (314) and because ¢(Q) = 2¢(P(R)) = 4¢(R), we have that

V™ ull Laqw @)y + 1La@) V" ullLaqw p(ry)) + IV ull Laqw (r))
< CUQYY DTN ) V| iy
Thus, if 0 < k < m — 1, then
IV (ur = Q)| pogiry < CHQY™ M/ E=DPTIRO Y1y () V™ ul| p0.0 -

But observe that ug and ug are polynomials of degree at most m — 1. Thus, as in
the proof of formula (B.I3)), we may bound the coefficients of ug — ug, and so we
have a pointwise inequality

IV*(ur = uQ) |l e (r@)) < CUQ)™ Q)™ /P14 ) V™ ull 1po.a (-
Again as in the proof of formula (3I3)), this yields the bound
L2(m) V* (ur = u@)ll 100y < CUQ)™ *ILa@) V™l .00 -
Combining these estimates, we see that if 0 < k < m, then
124t (V¥ = VFuQ)ll () < CUQN™ L) V" ull (.

It is now straightforward to establish that ¢g(u — ug) — u in W2%(Q) as Q

m,av

expands to all of R
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Notice that if Tr? u =0 forall 0 <k <m —1, then we have that pou — u as
Q expands to all of R4, and so in this case we need not renormalize u.

Step 2. We now show that smooth functions are dense.

Let v € Wg%g(ﬂ) be an approximant to u as produced in Step 1, i.e., let v be
zero outside of a bounded set. Let v. = v * 7)., where 7. = ¢~9n(z/e) and where 7
is smooth, nonnegative, supported in B(0,1), and satisfies f77 = 1. Observe that
ve is smooth in €., where

Q. = {z € Q: dist(z,09) > 2¢}.

Because {n:}e>0 Is a smooth approximate identity, we have that for any fixed ¢,
10, V™0, — 1o, V™ as ¢ — 01 in L2;9:9(Q), either weakly or strongly. Further-
more, if ¢ < §, then 1o \o,V™v. is controlled by 1g\q,,V™v, and this second
quantity approaches zero in L2:9(Q) as § — 0T, weakly or strongly; thus, we have
that 1o, V™ve — V™ as e — 01 in L2,99(Q).

Now, we must extend v, from 2. to all of Q. For ease of visualization, suppose
that Q is a Lipschitz graph domain, and let G be a grid of cubes @ C R?~! of
side-length Ce. For each such @, observe that in W(Q), we have that |[V™uv.| <
CfW,(Q)|va|, where W/(Q) is a slightly enlarged version of W(Q). We may

extend v to a smooth function in such a way that |[V™v,.| < C fw,(Q)|V’”v| in all
of T(Q). Then

p/q v
[ (f, 1vmed) dsoaras <o £ wm) st
T(Q) B(z,Q) Q)

where B(x,Q) = B(x, dist(x,08)/2), as in the definition of L2;%-9(2). We may sum
to see that

HIQ\stmUEHLg;ﬁ"?(Q) < ||1‘llsvmv||[‘g;ﬂ’q(gz)

where ¥, is a small region near the boundary, which shrinks away as ¢ — 0. A
similar argument is valid in Lipschitz domains with compact boundary. Thus we
may extend v. to a smooth function in such a way that v. — 0 in L2:99(Q), either
weakly or strongly, as € — 0.

Step 3. We now prove the second part of the theorem, that is, the special results
in the case where Tr 97w = 0 on 0f2 for all v < m — 1.

If Q is bounded let v = u. If  is a Lipschitz graph domain let v = upg for
some large cube Q. In both cases v is compactly supported. If R?\  is bounded,
let v = (u — uR)¢r + ur, where R > 0 and where ug is the polynomial of degree
m — 1 introduced in Step 1. Notice that v is not compactly supported but that v
equals a polynomial outside of some large ball.

Let v. = v * 1. as before. Notice that V™ (ug *n.) = (V™ugr) *n. = 0, and so if
R?\  is bounded then v is equal to a polynomial of degree m — 1 outside of some
ball. Let ¢. be smooth, supported in Q. and identically equal to 1 in Qsx., with
|VFp.| < Ce™F for all 1 < k < m, where K is a large constant depending on the
Lipschitz character of ().

We wish to show that v, p. — v.

Recall that 1o V™0, — V™, and so we need only bound 1q_ V™0, —V™(v: @, ).
Arguing as above, we may see that 1. V"v. — V™0, ¢, = 0 in L%?&%(Q) or weakly

as e — 0, and so we need only bound terms of the form VFv. V™ * ¢, for m—k > 1.



24 ARIEL BARTON

If  is a Lipschitz graph domain then by formula (3I4)

p/q
||vkvavm_k@€||ip,9,Q(Q) ~ Z (][ |vkvavm_k¥7a|q) K(Q)d_lﬂj_pe
- Qeg @

where G is a grid of dyadic cubes in R4™'. But V™ *p_ is supported only in
Qe \ Q2ke, 50

IR R (][
Lay (Q) (QZGQ W(Q)
(K/C)e<l(Q)<CKe

p/a
|Vkv€vmk¢€|q> é(Q)dflerpr.

Using our bounds on ¢., we see that

p/q

||Vkvavm_k@a||ig;e,q(m <C Z (fw |Vkv€|q) ((Q)4- 1 pmpl—pmtpk

Qeg Q)
(K/C)e<t(Q)<CKe

If K is large enough, then as before we may control V. in W(Q) by VFv in

W'(Q), and because Trilv = 0 for all 0 < k < m — 1, we may control V¥v in

W'(Q) using Lemma 31T} thus

IV 0V e o) SC D ey V™ol o -
(K/C)Egle(%)SCKs
If p < oo then the right-hand side approaches zero as ¢ — 0, and if p = oo
it is bounded for all £ (after replacing sums with appropriate suprema). Thus,
Ve P — v in Wﬁfa’g(Q), weakly or strongly, as desired. If 02 is compact, notice
that 1o V™. —V™(ve ¢c) = 0 except for a small region near the boundary; working
in Lipschitz cylinders and Lipschitz graph domains, as in Definition 222 we may
show that v.p. — v, as desired. (If R?\ € is bounded then v.¢. is not compactly
supported; however, vep: = Vee — UR * 7. as Wﬁ{%g—functions, and vepe — UR * e
is compactly supported and equal to a polynomial in a neighborhood of 0f2, as
desired.) O

4. EXTENSIONS: DIRICHLET BOUNDARY DATA

In this section we will prove the following extension theorem; this will show, in
effect, that WAL (9Q) C {Trsh_;u:u € WELI(Q)}. In Section [ we will prove the

m,av

opposite inclusion, showing that these two spaces are equal.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that 0 < 6 < 1 and that (d—1)/(d—1+60) <p < oco. Let
Q be a Lipschitz domain with connected boundary. .
Suppose that ¢ € WAL(9S). Then there is some ® € WE%>(Q) such that

Y= Tr%_l ® and such that
[@llyz.0.00 ) < Cliellaron)-

In the case p = 1 this is true whether we use atoms or the norm (Z1) to char-
acterize Bé’l(ﬁﬂ); that is, if ¢ lies in the set in formula 2I3) then there is an
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extension ® such that both of the bounds

@l < [ [ B2 aota o),
0 JoQ |17 - |
1|1y 0.0.q) < Cinf{Z|)\j| e =¢o+ Z)\j a;, ¢y constant, a; atoms}
J

m,av
J

are valid.

As mentioned in Remark 2111 the m = 1 cases of this theorem and of Theo-
rem [0l imply that the atomic characterization and the norm (27) are equivalent
in the case p = 1.

The remainder of Section [ will be devoted to a proof of this theorem.

Our goal is to show that if ¢ € WAL(0Q), then ¢ = Tr | & for some & €
WE ().

Recall the definition of WAD(9Q). If p = oo then ¢ = Tri._;  for some ¢
with V™1 € C?(Q), while if p < oo then {TrS} | v : V™o € L®(RY), ¢ com-
pactly supported} is dense in WAP (09Q). In either case, we may consider only arrays
¢ that satisfy ¢ = Trm 1 for some ¢ such that V™~ 1y is Holder continuous up
to the boundary.

Fix such an extension . We claim that there is a function ® € W f:22(€) with

TrS! | & = TrSl | o that satisfies

121l m0.0 @) < ClTEm-1 ¢l gy = Cll@llyirar an)-

This suffices to prove the theorem.

We will follow closely the proof of [MMS10, Proposition 7.3]. The main differ-
ences in our case are, first, that [MMS10, Proposition 7.3] does not discuss the case
p < 1, and second, that we have chosen to work with homogeneous spaces.

Let ¢ (y) = 07p(y) for any multiindex v with |y| < m — 1. Define

1
Py (z,y) = ———c(y) (x— )
<>%%;m (=)

and let P(x,y) = Pg(z,y). Notice that p(x) = P,(z,y) is a Taylor expansion of
97p(x) around the point z = y; in particular, p(z) is a polynomial in z, and if
|v| = m — 1 then P,(x,y) = ¢,(y). Furthermore, 9P, (z,y) = Py15(x,y).

Define

Ep(z) = /8 K(r.y) P(r.y) doy)

for all z € Q, where K (x,y) : Qx 9Q — R is a kernel that satisfies the requirements

/ K(z,y)do(y) =1 for all z € Q,
G19)

C
NK < <
02K 0| < G, et

K(z,y) =0 whenever |z — y| > 2 dist(z, 09).

for all x € Q, all y € 912, and all v > 0,

We wish, first, to bound V"™ E@(z), and, second, to show that Trffl_l Ep=¢p.
Let x € Q. We assume first that dist(z,0Q) < ro/C, where rq is the natural
length scale of Definition (If Q is a Lipschitz graph domain then this is true
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for all z € Q.) Then for any multiindex «,
“ a—0 S
rEpla Z 3l — /89‘9 K(z,y) 03 P(z,y) do(y).

Observe that if |§| > m — 1 then 93 P(x,y) = 0, and so we may disregard terms
of higher order. Furthermore, recall that [ K(z,y)do(y) =1 is independent of z,
and so [ 02 9K (z,y) do(y) = 0 whenever § < a. Applying these facts, we see that
for every z € 09,

repmy = Y /8 0K ) (OEP(a.y) — 03P 0,2) doy)

(o — 6)!
|5|gm—1,5<a5'(a 9)!

+ [ K(z,y) 0y P(z,y) do(y).
o

From [Ste70, p. 177] we have the formula

OPy) P = Y o) = R e - )

(24, |¢|<m—1 (¢

This formula may also be verified by observing, first, that it is valid if |6] = m — 1,
and, second, that it is valid if z = y for all § and that differentiating both sides
with respect to x yields the same formula with |4| increased.

So

(-4

1€ =23 sy fy % DD (el Pely2) do)

o0

+ [ K(z,y)0; P(z,y) do(y)
o

where the sums are over all § with § < o and |6] < m — 1, and over all ¢ with ( > §
and |[¢| < m — 1. Notice that if @] > m then the second term vanishes.

Let A(x) = 9Q N B(z,2dist(z,09)). Recall that by assumption, if K (z,y) # 0
then y € A(x). Furthermore, we assumed dist(z, 9§) < rq/C, and so we have that
o(A(z)) ~ dist(z, 002)4 1.

If z € A(x), then we have the bound

veep <03 Y / VI K )l — y< e () — Pely, =)l doy)

J=0 |¢|<m—1

<C Z dist(x,aQ)l’d’mﬂd/ loc(y) — Pe(y, 2)| do(y).

I¢|<m—1 A=)

We may average over all z € A(x) to see that

m lec(y) — Pely, 2)|
vres@i<e 5[ [ e g o) do(2),

[¢|I<m—1
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If 1 < g < oo, then by Holder’s inequality

. C
(4.2) |VMEP(x)|? < Z dist(x,(?Q)‘(iq_)H‘mq_‘JC

[¢|<m—1
/ / |<p<cilst (z 8?2() 2 do(y) do(z).

We now must bound the quantity |¢¢(y) — Pe(y, 2)|.

If |{| = m—1 then P(y, z) = @c(z). If |¢| < m—1, recall that p(y) = P¢(y, 2) is
the Taylor polynomial for ¢ expanded around the base point y = z. We may thus
use standard error estimates for Taylor polynomials to bound ¢¢(y) — P (y, 2).

Recall that dist(xz,d2) < rq/C. Then A(x) C 9V; for some Lipschitz graph
domain, as in Definition Let V; = {(2/,t) : t > 9¥(2’)} for some Lipschitz
function . Let z = (2, 9(2)).

Now, let A(z/,r) be the ball in R%~! centered at 2’ of radius r. Let 5 be
a Lipschitz function defined on A(z’,7) with n(z') = 0, so that we may bound
n(y’) = n(y’) —n(z’) by an appropriate integral of V7. It is an elementary exercise
in multivariable calculus to establish that

’ /
/ /|77(y/)(|171 dy' < T/ |/v77(%d)|71 dy'.
A(z',r) |y -z | A(z!,2r) |y -z |

Let ¢ > 1 and let 6 be a Lipschitz function defined on A(2/,r) with 6(2') = 0.
Applying the previous inequality to the function n(y’) = |0(y’)|? and using Holder’s
inequality, we see that

0(y")|? 0(v')|2
[ g [T,
&(z’.,r) |yl - Z/|d_1 &(z’,r) |y/ - Zl|d_1

We now choose 8(y') = ¢c (v, v(y')) — Pe((y', ¢ (y')), 2); 6 is then a Lipschitz func-
tion, albeit is not smooth. We then have that

loe(y) = Bely. )| v lpe(y) — Pely, 2)I*
/A(”) W 4oy) < (o) Z/A(m W 45(y)

— yld—1 _ |d—1
Iy =21 fel=Icl+1 Iy =l

for any |¢| < m — 1, where A(z,7) = {(s',1(s")) : &' € A(z,r)}. We may choose

some r = dist(z, Q) such that A(z) C A(z,7) for all z € A(x); if dist(z, Q) is

small enough then we may also choose r small enough that A(z,7) C 9NN IV.
By induction, we have that

Clq)
dlst(x oN)d-1+a

loc(y) — Pe(y, 2)|4 .
g /A(z) /A(z,r) ly — z|d-1 do(y) do(z).

But if |(| = m — 1 then P¢(y, z) = ¢¢(z), and so

VT Ep(z)|* <
[¢|=m—

e C) B() = $()1
43) Ve < et [ [ R dow) ot

for all x € Q with dist(x, 0Q) < rq/Co.
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If 092 is compact then we must consider x with dist(z, 9Q) > ro/Cp. Notice that
if TQ/2OO < diSt(:E, 89) < T’Q/Co, then

mgoiay < C@ ) =N
) el s ity [ [ IR o) aota).

The right-hand side is independent of x.
Let n be a smooth cutoff function such that n(z) = 1 when dist(z, Q) < rq/2C)

and n(z) = 0 when dist(x, 0Q) > rq/Cy. Let 16¢ be the polynomial of degree m —1
that satisfies

/ (07Ep(x) — 67ﬁ¢($)) dx =0
TQ/QCo<diSt(z,8Q)<T‘Q/CQ
for all |y] <m — 1.

Let £ = n(€p — Pp) + P,. We claim that £¢ satisfies the bound (4.3)) for all
x € Q.

There are three cases to consider. If dist(z,9Q) < rq/2C), then V"EP(x) =
VT E@(x). I dist(z, 0Q) > ra/2Cy, then V" EP(x) = 0. If rq/2C, < dist(x, 00Q) <
ra/Co, then

V" Ep(a)| < O IV In(@)||VV (Ep(x) — Py(a))].
7=0

Let Q = {z : rq/2Cy < dist(x,8Q) < rq/Co}. If Cy is large enough, then € is
connected. If |y| = 7, then

07 (Ep(w) = Po(x))| = |07 (Ep(w) — Pplw) — . 07(Ep — Py)

< Cro|[VO(Ep = Po)ll e

)
An induction argument yields the bound

VI (Ep(x) — Pp(@))| < Criy 7 [V EQ| oy

Applying the bound ([#4)) and imposing the bound |[V™ Ip| < Crg;m, we have
that

) Ply) — N,
Vree@) < rd-ita /asz/asz ly — 2|41 doly) do(z)

for all z € Q.
Thus, we have that

(15) IV"ep@)l” < dist(x,aﬂ)d”q/'u)//(z)Wda(y)do(z)

for all z € Q. Here A'(z) = {y € 09 : |z —y| < C;dist(z,00)} for some
C, sufficiently large; in particular, we require C; to be large enough that, if
dist(z, 9Q) > ro/2CH, then 9Q = A'(z).
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By letting A”(z) = {y € 9Q : |[x — y| < Cadist(x,0Q)} for some Cy > C; large
enough, we may establish the bound

Clq)
sup VEY
B(m,dist(m,aﬂ)/2)| ol < dist(z, 0Q2)4—1+a

/u(x)/,, () |y_z|d(21)| do(y)do(z).

If p = oo, take ¢ = 1. Then ¢ lies in the space C?(0Q) = Bg>™°(0Q) of Hélder
continuous functlons Thus

~ Cllell goe== a0 y—="
mEy do(y)d
V" EG(0)| < qe T | . / o o)

Clloll goe - a0
— dist(x, 0Q)1-?

for all x € Q, and so ||vmg¢”L2%,9,00(Q) < C||¢||Bgo,oo(am.
If 1 <p < oo, then we let ¢ = p and see that

/Q IV ERI 30y dist(, 92727 d

le(y) — p(2)]P o o(2) dist(z —pb—d .
<) [ [ B doly) do ) disi(a,00) 7

Interchanging the order of integration we see that

/Q IV EGN e 0.2y ist(, 0P dav

N
(») / / M / dist(z, 09) P~ dx do(y) do(z)
o0 Joo |y — 2" A(y,2)
where A(y,z) ={z € Q:y e A'(x), z € A”(x)}. Notice that if x € A(y, z) then

dist(z,00Q) ~ |z — y| = |z — z|;
thus, it may be readily seen that the inner integral is at most Cly — z|7?%, and so
mg, . : —1—pb
/QHV &P||Z£°°(B(z,ﬂ)) dist(z, 0Q)P~ 7P dx
l(y) — p(2)[”
<co) [ [ U B oty doe)
o0 Joo |y — z|d-1HP0
as desired.

Finally, suppose that (d —1)/(d — 1+ 6) < p < 1. Again take ¢ = 1. Recall that
p = Zj Aja;, where each a; is an atom supported in B(z;,7;) N 09, and where

/ IV EN w52 dist(x,aQ)P—l-p" dx

< c/ (/ ) 1)/“(@ |y_z|d (f” do(y) da(z))pdist(x,GQ)p_l_pe_pddaz.
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But if p < 1, then

(Lo o, Bt rwio)’
(/ " /,,(m) 250t |ya]_(2)|d 1 (Z))lda(y) da(z)>p
<Z|A |p(/~ /”(m) |ajly—ZId S o (y>da(z>>p'

Now, if a; is not identically zero in A”(x), then r; + Cy dist(x,0Q) > |z — z;],
so either |z —x;| < 2r; or |z —z;| ~ dist(z,0Q). If |x —z;| < 2r;, then by
Definition 2.6]

(Lo L, i aoe) )
T o (/N(m)/”(w) Wda(y) da(z))p

< Crg-’e*p*(dfl) dist(z, 9Q)P4

In the other case, if 2r; < |z — z;| ~ dist(z, 0S2), then because a; is supported in
B(z;,2r;) N OQ we have that

(/ " /A”(x) |a]|y — [ S 2 do(y) d0(2)>p. |
B (/B(mj,zr])maﬂ/(mj,zrj)maﬂ Wdo(y) dU(Z)>

.. P
+2(/ / L?Lda(y) da(z)> .
B(z,2r;)NdQ J A (z)\B(z;,2r;) ly — 2|

We bound the first integral as before. To bound the second integral, we observe
that
K

AN(LL') \B(l‘j,QTj) C U B(l‘j,2k+17°j)\B(;[;j72krj)
k=0

where K = CIn(dist(x, 9)/r;). Furthermore,

1
—do(y)do(z) < Crét
/B(zj,zrj)masz /amB(xj,2k+1rj)\3(mj,2krj) ly — z[4-1 ’

and so by Definiton 2.6]

(Lo L, e aoe) )

< Cr§d71)(p71)+9p (ln(dist(év, aQ)/rj))p.
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Thus,

/Q|\vm§<p||”oo(3(mym) dist(z, 9Q)P 177! dz

< OZIAJ-IP/I 5 7P st (o, Q)P 1 da
- T—x;|<2r;
(ln(|x—x-|/r-))p L
+CZ|)‘j|p/2 < | T(d—l)(1jp)j9p |x_$j|p 1ol g,
j ’I‘j I—Ij ]

The first integral converges because p > 0 and 6 < 1, while the second integral
converges because p > (d —1)/(d — 1+ 0). Thus

/||vm§¢||1’m(3(m o) dist (@, 007177 dz < C S|P
Q ' ,
J
as desired. .
We now need to show that Tr,,—1 £¢ = . Recall that if |[y| = m — 1, then for
all z € 02 and all x € Q suﬂiciently close to 052, we have that

z—y)so
oEp(a ZZM i [ K S ) = Pel ) doty)

+ [ K(z,y) py(y) do(y)
o0

where the sums are over all 6 with ¢ < v and |[§] <m — 1, and over all ¢ with § < ¢
and |[¢] < m — 1. Observe that because P, (y, z) = ¢(2), we have that

/nym ) doly /ny r(y) = Py, 2)) do(y)
+ /6 K(@.9)¢(2) doty)

and so we may write

7ep) = S gy D ED " i) - Pely ) o)
M 5)! (GG

+ [ K(z,y) ¢, (2)do(y)
o0

where the sums are now over all § with § < . Recall that by assumption on K the
second integral is equal to ¢~ (z); we need only show that as  — z in some sense
the first term vanishes.

Fix some z € 0€2. Recall that

— )¢
Py.2)= > %5%&2)-
[g]<m—1—|¢|
Let f(r) = ¢c(z+r(y — 2)). Then
m—1-I[C]
1

pcly) = Pely,2) = F(1) = D <f9(0).

=0 7
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By induction, we may establish that

f(l)— / / / — f™(0)) dry, ... dry dry.

Notice that this is not quite the standard form of the Taylor remainder of single-
variable calculus. Then

11O () = )] < CO) 1 f ™l oo,y < CO Py — 2" IV 0cll o gay-

Let n =m —1—|¢|. If p = co then by assumption |\Vm_1g0||C9(Rd) < 00, while if
p < oo then by assumption ¢ is smooth and compactly supported. In either case,
we have that

loc(y) = Pe(y, 2)] < Cly — 2™ 1)V 1| o gy
and the right-hand side is finite.
Recall that if j > 0, then |V K (z,y)| < C; dist(x, 9Q)'~9~J. Furthermore, recall
that K (x,y) = 0 unless |z — y| < 2dist(z,0). Finally, observe that dist(z,9Q) <
|z — z|. Thus,

|10 K @)@ = 0 ects) = Pe(w.2)] o) < CI9™ lenguaylo = =1
and so 07E¢(z) — ¢, (2) as | — z| — 0. This completes the proof.

5. TRACES: DIRICHLET BOUNDARY DATA

In this section we complete the proof of Theorem by proving the following
theorem.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that 0 < 0 < 1, that (d—1)/(d—1+0) < p < oo, and
that 1 < q < oco. Let Q be a Lipschitz domam with connected boundary.

Then the trace operator T,y is bounded W,% 0.9(Q) s WA (09).

If p = 1, this is true whether we use atoms or the norm (Z1) to characterize

BYP(09); that is,

Ty ®(x) — Trl,  2(y)]
/E)Q /é)Q |z — y|d-1+0 do(x) do(y) < Cll®| 1040

m,av

inf{Z|)\j| ST D =¢é+ Zx\ a;, ¢y constant, a; atoms} < OH(I)HW%BQZ(Q)
J

for all ® € WL0:49(Q).

m,av

As mentioned in Remark 211l the m = 1 cases of this theorem and of Theo-
rem [5.0] imply that the atomic characterization and the norm (27) are equivalent
in the case p = 1.

The remainder of Section [l will be devoted to a proof of this theorem.

5.1. The case p = oco. In this section we will prove Theorem.IB:[I in the case p = oo.
We must show that if ¢ € W2%,99(Q), then Tr: | ¢ € WA (0Q) with WAZ-

m,av

norm controlled by the Wﬁflﬁ;q(Q) -norm of . Recall from the definition that

WAP(9Q) = {Tx$! | &: V™ 1o e C'(0)},
Ty 80||WA30(@Q) = | Tr} ‘PHC@(aQ)-
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Thus, to prove Theorem 5.1 in the case p = co, we must show both that Trffl_l %)
is Holder continuous, and that there is a function ® = T in C™~1¢(Q) such that
T‘rﬁfl ¥ = Trgmq Top.

Furthermore, recall that we are using the Sobolev space definition of the trace
map. That is, by Lemma B1] if ¢ € Wrif;fq;q(ﬁ), then ¢ € WL (V) for any V C
Q bounded, and so we may define TrS: | on Wﬁjfl}q(Q) using its definition on
W#m,loc(ﬁ)'

Let §(z) be the adapted distance function introduced in the proof of [Dah86,
Theorem 7]. Specifically, if V' is a Lipschitz graph domain V = {(2';t) : 2’ €
RI1 ¢ > ah(x)}, let p(a’,t) = ct+0x1)(x), where 0 is smooth, compactly supported,
and integrates to 1, and where 6;(y) = t~(¢=1(y/t). Tt is possible to choose ¢ large
enough that d;p(2’,t) > 1 for all 2/ € R¥"! and all t > 0. We let §(2/,t) satisfy
p(x’,6(a',t)) = (2, t). Then ¢ satisfies

(5.2) §(z) =~ dist(z,09) and |VFé(x)| < C dist(z, 00Q) "

for all 0 < k < m + 1. Using a partition of unity argument, we may construct a
function §(z) that satisfies the conditions ([&.2]) if 2 is a bounded Lipschitz domain
as well.

Suppose that ¢ € Wﬁhloc(ﬁ). As in Section [ let p(z) = P(x,y) be the Taylor
polynomial of ¢ about the point y of order m — 1,

Py = Y ga%(y) (x — )",
I¢|<m—1""

Let 1 be smooth, radial and compactly supported, with chﬂ? = 1. We will
impose further conditions on 7 momentarily. Let K (z,y) = 6(z)~n(6(z) " (y—=)),
so that [, K(z,y)dy =1 for each z € Q. (We will use this kernel K on Q x €; this
differs from the kernel of Section [l inasmuch as that kernel was used on Q x 99.)

Define

To(z) = /Q K () P, y) dy.

Then T'¢ is locally C™*+! in Q. We will show that, if V C Q is a bounded set,
then T is a bounded operator W\ (U) — WL (V) for some bounded set U with
V CU C Q. We will also show that if ¢ is smooth, then V™ ~1T¢ is continuous up
to the boundary and satisfies V" 1¢ = V™ 1T¢ on 0€; by the definition of the
trace map, this implies that Tr, | ¢ = Tr', | T'¢ for any ¢ € W,}%loc(ﬁ). Finally,
we will show that if ¢ € Wﬁl‘fﬁ;q(ﬂ) then V™~ 1T is Holder continuous in €2, as
desired.

Suppose that v is a multiindex with |y| =m — 1 or |y| = m. Then

7o) = Y gy [ 95K ) 02 P

&<y
By definition of P(z,y), we have that
O Tola) = 3 Crec [ 05K (2,)000) (2 = )7 dy

£<y
[(I<m—1,(>v—¢

for some constants Cy ¢ .
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Let a > 0 be a number such that K(x,y) (regarded as a function of y) is sup-
ported in B(z, adist(x, d)); by choosing 1 appropriately we may make a as small
as we like. Let P, (y) be the polynomial of degree m — 1 such that

/ (86(y) — O Po(y)) dy = 0
B(z,adist(z,0))

for any multiindex ¢ with 0 < |¢| <m — 1.

Then
PTh@)= > Chee /Q DK (x,9) 05 ((y) — Puly)) (w — )7 dy
[¢|<m—1
Y—(<E<y
* Z C%C,ﬁ/ K (z,y) 8§ﬁw(y) (z —y)STE 7 dy
[(I<m—1 Q
y—(<E<y

=I(x) + 1I(z).
By definition of K,

|I(£L‘)| < Z C%< diSt(;L‘7 69)‘4\—W|—d/ |a§(¢(y) _ ﬁm(y)” dy
[¢|<m—1 B(z,adist(z,00Q))
v—(<E<y

We may control the integral by the Poincaré inequality, and so

|1@N550dgux¢xnmfwﬁf V™.
B(z,adist(x,00))
In particular, notice that if |y| = m — 1 and ¢ is smooth then I(z) — 0 as z — 01,
and so 9"T'¢ = I on 0f.

We now consider the second term I7(z). We impose the additional requirement
that [ 1(y) y¢ dy = 0 for all ¢ with 1 < |¢| < m; this implies that [ K (z,y) p(y) dy =
p(z) for any polynomial of degree at most m. Thus,

()= Y Cycedf(9Pu(2)(x—2) )|

I¢[<m—1
y—(<E<y
&! ~ _ _
= > Cheed (05 P(2) 05w — 2) )|
al(¢ — a)!
I¢l<m—1 as§
A SSSS]

Notice that 95~ (z — z)CJrE"V‘Z:m = 0 unless @ = v — ¢, in which case it is a
constant depending only on ¢, £ and «y. Thus, there is some constant C, such that

I1(z) = C, (01 P.(2))]

If |y| = m then 82 P,(z) = 0 and so II(z) = 0. If |y| = m — 1, then
@E@:f mbaMm<MM:Qf .
B(z,adist(z,00)) B(z,adist(z,00))

We now claim that C,, = 1 whenever |y| = m — 1. This may be most easily seen by
observing that, if ¢(z) is a polynomial of degree m — 1, then P(x,y) = ¢(x) and
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so Tp(x) = ¢(x), and also that P,(y) = é(y) and so I(z) = 0. In particular, if
¢(x) = =7 then
N=0"2" =0"Tp(x) =II(x) = C',Y][ 0"y dy = Cy !
B(z,adist(x,00))
and so C, = 1.
By our above bound on I(z), if ¢ € Wéyloc(ﬁ), then

VT ()] < C]i( 197

‘vmlm(x)—][ vle gc(hst(x,agz)][ V™|

B(x) B(x)
where B(z) = B(z,adist(x,dS)). Thus, if ¢ is smooth, then V™ 1T ¢(x) is conti-
nouous up to the boundary and satisfies V™~ 1T'¢ = V™ 1¢ on 00Q. Furthermore,
using a Whitney decomposition, we see that that T is bounded on Wﬁl (), and
so by density TrS! | T¢ = Tr | ¢ for all ¢ € Wéyloc(ﬁ).
We now return to the case of functions ¢ € W,%‘?;fl;q(Q). By the definition (I)
and by Holder’s inequality, if ¢ > 1 then

Jloc

][ . V7] < ([l 0,0y st (2, 0927
B(z,dist(z,00)/2)
Thus

V" Tp(@)] < Clllliee 0,0 dist(a, 92)° .

From this we may easily show that, if (2 is a Lipschitz domain, then V1T
is Holder continuous in 2 with exponent 6 and C%-norm C’||<p||Woo,e,q(Q). Thus,

Tr ¢ =Tr | Ty lies in the space WA (9Q), as desired.

5.2. The case p < co. We now consider traces of W2%4(Q) for p < co. If Q = R4

m,av

is a half-space, then the following trace theorem was established in [BM16b].

Theorem 5.3 ([BML6D, Theorems 6.3 and 6.9]). Suppose 1 < ¢ < o0, 0< 6 <1
and (d—1)/(d —1+60) < p < co. Then the trace operator Tr extends to an operator
that is bounded . .

Tr: WPHURD) — BYP(RID).

1,av

Observe that we may extend Theorem to any Lipschitz graph domain Q =
{(z',t) : t > (')} by means of the change of variables (2’,t) — (2/,t — ¢¥(z')).
To complete the proof in the case m = 1, we need only extend Theorem to
Lipschitz domains with compact boundary.

Let €2 be such a domain, and let u € Wﬂféq(Q). Let {¢;} be a set of smooth func-
tions such that E?Zl ©; =1 in a neighborhood of df2, where each ¢; is supported
in the ball B(z;, (3/2)r;), where z; and r; are as in Definition

By Lemma [B.7) we have that Vu € LY(B(0,R) N Q) for any R > 0. Let ug =
foqudo. Let uj(x) = (u(x) — ug)e;(z). Then u(x) = uq + >_; uj(z). Notice that
constants have Bg’p (09Q)-norm zero, and so we may neglect the ug term.

We first show that u; € Wﬁféq(ﬁ). Let the tents T'(Q) be as in Lemma B.11]
Notice that ¢; is supported in a tent 7'(Q);) for some cube ). By Lemma [B.1T] we

have that o;(u — ug,;) € WrPa(Q), where uQ, = fW(Q) u. By Lemma 37 and by

1,av
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boundedness of the trace map from L'(U) N W(U) to L*(AU) for any Lipschitz

domain U, we have that |ug, — uq| < C’r?z_(d_l

P Vul p.0.0 gy This implies that
||uj||W£’f;jq(Q) < C”“”Wﬁféq(g)-
If V; is the Lipschitz graph domain associated to the point z; in Definition 2.2]

we have that u; € Wfqu(Vj) and so Tru; € BE?(9V;). We now prove the following
lemma.

Lemma 5.4. Let Q be a Lipschitz domain, V' a Lipschitz graph domain, and sup-
pose that B(xzg,2r) N Q = B(xg,2r) NV, for some xg € Q2 and some r > 0. Let
O<fO<landlet(d—1)/(d—1+0)<p<oo.

If f is supported in B(xo, (3/2)r) N0Q and f € BYP(OV), then f € BYP(9Q)
with ||f||Bpp o) < O||f||Bpp ovy- (If p =1 we may use either atomic norms or

the norm (IZH) )

Proof. Suppose first that 1 < p < co. We must bound the norm (7). We will

divide 02 into the two regions 9Q N B(xg, 2r) and 9N\ B(zg, 2r); because the norm

270 involves two integrals over 052, this leaves us with four integrals to bound.
Because 092 N B(xg,2r) = 9V N B(xo, 2r), we have that

[f(x) = Fly)?
L do(@) do(y) < CIf I,
/89F]B(10,27‘) /('9§ZF]B(10,27‘) |$ - y|d71+p0 ( ) ( ) || ”B V)’

Because f is supported in B(zo, (3/2)r) C B(xzg, 2r), we have that

— P
/ / @) = Fly)P” dj_cg?j_”e do(z)do(y) = 0.
D0\ B(z0,2r) J OO\ B(z0,2r) 1T = Y| P
By symmetry, and because f is supported in B(xo, (3/2)r), we need only bound

|f(@)[P
——— do(x)do(y).
/asz\B(mo,zr) /assz(mo,(s/z)r) |z — yl|d—1+p0

We have a bound in V, that is,

/ / I do(e) doty) < Uy
OV\B(wo,2r) J 90N B(x0,(3/2)r) 1T — Yl P (

But if y ¢ B(xo,2r) and x € B(xo, (3/2)r), then |z — y| = |zo — y|. Thus

do(y) /
- |f(@)IP do(z) < Cllf 0
/é)V\B(mo,2r) |Z0 = yl*1P0 o0 B(w,2r) By V)’

Estimating the first integral, we see that

p < OrP?| FIIP )
L e o P o) < S

Again using the relation |x — y| ~ |zo — y|, we see that

[ A dote) doty) < €U
DO\ B(z0,2r) J 00N B(w0,(3/2)r) 1T — Yl P )

Thus, f € BY?(90), as desired.

If (d—1)/(d—1+6) < p < 1, recall that we characterize B5?(9Q) using
atoms. Thus, we may write f = >, Ay ax, where ay is a B5?(9V)-atom and
where >, (Mg [P ~ ||f||f3§~?(av)- We now must write f as a sum of Bj”(99Q)-atoms.
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For any function h, let h®?" = fB(zo arynov Itdo. Let ¢ be a smooth cutoff
function, supported in B(xg,2r) and identically equal to 1 in B(zg, (3/2)r). Then

f=fe=(f- fm0’2T)QD+ fﬂco,2r(p — fmo,2r(p+ Z)\k(ak _ a£0)2r)80-
k

We claim that f%0*"¢ = \a for some atom a and some \ with |\| < CHfHBg’P(aQ)v

and that (a, — a;>* ) is a bounded multiple of an atom or sum of two atoms.

This suffices to show that f € BY?(99).

We begin with (ay — aj®*")

o. Iftrg > 7, let ap = (ax — ai“’%)cp. By the
bound on V.aj, we have that |a; — ai°’2T| < Crzflf(dfl)/pr in supp . Thus,
|V ak| < Crzflf(dfl)/p. If < 1 then the exponent is negative, and so |V ay| <
(A . Furthermore, aj; 18 supported 1n Zo,27), and so 1s a constant
Crf=1=(d=1/p " Furth ay, i ted in B(zo,2 d so i

multiple of a By (99)-atom.

If rip, < r, then |V(agp)| < Crzflf(dfl)/p and apyp is supported in supp aj N
suppyp C B(ag,rr) NI, and so arp is a multiple of an atom. Furthermore,
lay"| < CTZfHG*(d*l)/pr_(d_l), and so [V(a " ¢)| < Crzflwf(d*l)/pr_d. If
p > (d—1)/(d—1+48), then the exponent of rj is positive and so |V (a;*"¢)| <
Crf=1-(d=1)/p  Because ¢ is supported in B(xg,2r), this means that a;*"¢ is also
a bounded multiple of an atom.

We are left with the term f°:2"¢. We begin by bounding the average value of f.
Observe that

/ (f = F7o)pldo < 3] / (ak — )| dor
B(zo,2r)NoV & B(zo,2r)NoV

By the above arguments, (a; — a}°*")¢ is a multiple of an atom (or two) with
characteristic length scale at most r; thus,

/ |(ak _ aio,%")@' do < CTd_1+0_(d_l)/p.
B(zo,2r)NoV

If p <1, then

1/
/ (= 1702l do < o100 (Y, )
B(xo,2r)NoV &

and by the definition of the BE?(9V)-norm,

/ (f = f702 )| do < Cra=TH0=G= D) f) o
B(z0,2r)N0V o
Because f =0 in B(xg,2r) \ B(zo, (3/2)r), we have that

| fror / ol do < Cra= 0= @D £l s )
OVNB(xo,2r)\B(xo,(3/2)r)

and estimating the left-hand integral, we see that
, 0—(d—
|fPo2r| < Cr ( 1)/p||f||35‘p(8V)'

Observe that 7/~ (4=1/Py is a multiple of a BY?(90)-atom, and so f*?"p = \a
for some BS?(90)-atom a and some || < CHfHBg,p(av), as desired. O
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Thus, Tru; € BY?(9Q) for each j. This completes the proof of Theorem 1] in
the case m = 1. .
To extend to the case m > 1, observe that if u € W2%4(Q), then by definition

0u € Wff;q(ﬂ) for any v with |y| = m — 1; thus Tr? §7u € BY?(99).
By Theorem B3] smooth functions are dense in W}Qfdg(Q), and if ¢ is smooth

then Tri. ¢ lies in WAL (09), a closed subspace of (B5?(9Q))"; thus, this is also
true for more general u € W”"g’q(Q). This completes the proof.

m,av

6. EXTENSIONS: NEUMANN BOUNDARY DATA

We have now established that WAY(9Q) = {Tru : u € W2%49(Q)}, that is, that

m,av

the space of Whitney-Besov arrays is the space of Dirichlet traces of W2%4(Q)-

m,av

functions. We would like to similarly identify the space of Neumann traces 91 =
(M} G : G e Lr?9(Q), div,, G = 0}.

In this section we show that, if Q is any Lipschitz domain and if (d — 1)/(d — 1+
f) < p < oo, then NAL [ (9Q) C M. We will not be able to prove the reverse
inequality in general, but in Section [ we will establish that NAL | (9Q) = 9t in
some special cases.

Theorem 6.1. Suppose that 0 < 6 < 1 and that (d—1)/(d—1+60) <p < oco. Let
Q2 be a Lipschitz domain with connected boundary. .
Suppose that g € NAL [ (9Q). Then there is some G € LP5>°(Q) such that

div,, G=0inQ, g = M% G, and such that

||G||Lg;ﬁ~°°(g) < C”Q”Bgm(asz)'

The remainder of Section [ will be devoted to a proof of this theorem.

6.1. The case p > 1. Let g € NAgil(BQ). Observe that by Theorem [5.1] and by
the duality characterization of NAg_l(aQ), the operator T, given by

Tg(q)) = <ga rrrmfl (I)>BQ’

is a well-defined, bounded linear operator on Wg 1-¢1(Q). We may regard the
space W2 1-01(Q) as a closed subspace of (LE;1~%1(Q))", where r is the number
of multiindices a with |a| = m. By the Hahn-Banach theorem we may extend Ty
to a linear operator (of the same norm) on all of (L2;1~%1(Q))". Because the dual

space to LP1=01(Q) is L2:9°°(Q), there is some G with

”GHLg;f’“’(Q) ~ ”gH(WAf:g(aQ))* = ||g||NA§71(BQ)
that satisfies
(G, VN"F), =T4(F) = (g, Trp_1 F),,,

for all F' € Wﬁ;’jv_e’l(ﬂ). In particular, if Tr,,_; F = 0 then <G, V7”F>Q =0, and
$0 div,, G = 0. We then have that g= Mﬁ G, as desired.
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6.2. The case p < 1. We now turn to the case p < 1; recall that in this case
BYP (092) receives an atomic characterization. We will use the following two lem-
mas.

Lemma 6.2 (]MMO04], Theorem 3.2]). Let © be bounded C* domain. If 0 < 6 < 1
and (d—1)/(d—1+0) < p < 1, then the Neumann problem for the Laplacian
is well-posed in Q in the sense that, for every g € ByP (99), there is a unique
function u that satisfies

Au=0imQ, MPu=gondQ, |ulgrr

0+1/p

@ < Cllglsre a0)-

Notice that because A is a second-order operator, Mf,l u is a single function rather
than an array; if Vu is continuous up to the boundary then we have an explicit
formula MY u = v - Vu, where v is the unit outward normal vector.

The norm ||ul] B, (@) is different from the norms we prefer to use in this pa-
per. However, using the atomic decomposition of By, /p(Q) (see [FJ8H)), it is
straightforward to establish that if p < 1 then

IVull 01 () < Cllullszz,, @)-

Because u is harmonic, we have that ||Vu||Lp,e,OO(Q) < C’||Vu||Lp,e,1(Q), and so we
may replace the BYP, (Q)-norm in Lemma by a W,%%;’O(Q)-norm. (If w is

6+1/p
harmonic then the By, /p(§2)-norm is equivalent to the wy 020 (Q)-norm for p > 1

as well; see [JK95, Theorem 4.1].)

The second lemma we will require is well known in the theory of second-order
divergence-form elliptic equations and may be verified using elementary multivari-
able calculus.

Lemma 6.3. Let ¥ : Q — V be any bilipschitz change of variables and let Jg
be the Jacobean matriz, so V(uo W) = JL (Vu)o . Let A be a matriz-valued

function. Let A be such that
Jy AJY =|Jg| (Ao 0)

where |Jg| denotes the determinant of the matriz.
Let w e W2(V) and let p € WE(V). Then

/w-jva:/ V- AVu
Q \4

where 4 = uo ¥ and ¢ = ¢ o V. In particular, div AVu = 0 in V if and only if
div AVa = 0 in Q, and the conormal derivative v - AVu = M%ﬂ is zero on some
A C 99 if and only if v- AVu = MY u is zero on W(A) C V.

One may use Lemma [6.3] to relate the conormal derivatives of u and % even when
they are not zero.

Let a be a Bgf’l (09Q)-atom, supported in the surface ball B(xg,r) N 9N. Our
goal is to construct the Neumann extension of a. If 02 is compact, then we may
assume that r is small enough that B(xg,4r) C B(z;,2r;) for one of the points
x; of Definition Let V. = V; be the associated Lipschitz graph domain of
Definition (If 99 is not compact then (2 is itself a Lipschitz graph domain; let
V=Q)
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It suffices to show that, for all such atoms a, and for all v with |y| = m — 1,
there exists some G € L2;%9(2), with norm at most C, such that div,, G =0 in
and such that if F' € Wghloc(ﬁ),

<G7VmF>Q = (a,0"F)oq.

Now, observe that there is some Lipschitz function 1) and some coordinate system
such that V' = {(«/,t) : t > ¢(2')}. Let U be the Lipschitz cylinder given by

U={(t): |2/ —z(| <2r, (') <t <) +r}

Let A = 0V NoU. Notice that a is supported in A, and so we may extend a by
zero to a BYP, (OU)-atom.

Let B be the ball in RY of radius r centered at the origin; then there is some
bilipschitz change of variables U : B — U with ||[VU||pe + |[V(T )|z~ < C,
where C' depends only on the Lipschitz character of (2. We may choose ¥ such that
A = U~1(A) is a hemisphere.

Let @ be the function defined on OB that satisfies

/ o(¥(2)) alz) do(z) = / o(z) alz) dz
OB oU

for all smooth, compactly supported test functions ¢; notice a(¥(z)) = a(z) w(x)
for some real-valued function w that is bounded above and below. In particular,
la(z)] < Cllal|p=(an) < Crf=1/P@=Y and [,z a(z)do(z) = 0; thus @ is a (bounded
multiple of a) BY*, (8B)-atom.

By Lemmal6.2] we have that there is some harmonic function @ with v-Va = a on
dB; by the remarks following that lemma, we have that Vi € L?:%°°(B). Because
p <1 and dist(z, 5) > dist(x, 81?) for any z € E, we have that

/~ sup |ValP dist(z, AP~ 4y < O Vill ,p.0. (5, = C-
B B(z,dist(z,8B)/2) “

Now, we extend @ to a function defined on all of R? by letting @(x) = @(r?|z|~2x)
for all z ¢ B. tis straightforward to establish that @ is then harmonic away

from suppa C A. Using Lemma 3.7 and standard pointwise bounds on harmonic
functions, we may show that

/ sup (ValP dist(z, AP~ do < C.

B B(z,dist(z,A)/2)

Let u(¥(z)) = a(z). We will construct G from 1y Vu. Thus we must estimate
Vu. Notice that

/ sup |VaulP dist (z, A)P~17P do < C.
U B(z,dist(z,A)/C)

But if € U then dist(z, A) = dist(x, 90) and so

/ sup 1y |VaulP dist(z, 0Q)P 177 do < C.
Q B(z,dist(x,0Q)/C)

Thus 15 Vu € LE2°°(Q).
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We now consider the Neumann boundary values of w. By Lemma[6.3] there is a
bounded matrix A such that

/V@~AVu:/~V¢~Vﬂ
U B

for all smooth, compactly supported functions ¢. But by the definition of conormal
derivative,

and by definition of a,

/@&daz/ pado.
B au

Recall that we chose a multiindex v with |y| = m — 1. If || = m and a > 7,
then there is some coordinate vector €; with 1 < ¢ < d and with a = v + €;; let
Go =1y (AVu);. If |a| = m and a # v, let G, = 0.
Then for any smooth, compactly supported function F,
<G,VmF>Q = / 1y AVu -VO'F = / AVu-VO'F :/ ad"Fdo
Q U U
as desired.

7. TRACES: NEUMANN BOUNDARY DATA
In the previous section, we established that
NAY_(09) C {MSL G : G € L5 9(Q), div,, G = 0}.

We conclude our study of Dirichlet and Neumann boundary values by establishing
that, in certain special cases, the reverse inclusion is valid. Specifically, we will
establish the reverse inclusion in the case p > 1 (Theorem[T)), in the case Q = Ri
(Theorem [(2), and in the case where m = 1 and Q is a Lipschitz graph domain

(Corollary [T3).

We conjecture that the reverse inclusion is true even in the case m > 2, (d — 1)/
(d—146)<p<1and for Q # Ri an arbitrary Lipschitz domain with connected
boundary.

Theorem 7.1. Suppose that 0 < 0 < 1, that 1 < p < 0o, and that 1 < g < co. Let
Q be a Lipschitz domain with connected boundary. .
If G € L229(Q) and div,, G = 0 in Q, then M} G € NAY | (09).

Proof. Choose some G € L2791 (0).

Recall that NAS | (99) is the dual space to WA, (99). Let @ € WAY_,(09);
then by Theorem A.T] there is some ® € Wﬁ;ﬁ;em(Q) with TrS: | & = ¢.

We then have that

(.M}, G)oa = (V"®, G)a < V70| o0 0 |Gl 00
< C||¢||WA117:9(351)HG”LE;?’I(Q)'

Thus, MS} G € NAS_ (99) with |M G||NA571(80) < C||GHL€;J9,1(Q), as desired.
O
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Theorem 7.2. Suppose that 0 < 6 < 1, that (d—1)/(d—1+60) <p <1, and that
I <gsoo : e
If G € LE29(RY) and div,, G =0 in RY, then My G € NAL | (RI™1).

Before presenting the (somewhat involved) proof of Theorem[7.2], we will mention
an important corollary in the case m = 1.

Corollary 7.3. Let 6, p and q be as in Theorem[7.2, Let
Q={(,t): 2’ eR¥ ¢t >9(x)}
for some Lipschitz function 1. Suppose that m = 1. .
If G € L229(Q) and divG = 0 in Q, then MY G € BEP, (9Q).
Proof. We apply the change of variables W(2/,t) = (2, ¢t +v(2')); then U(R%) = Q.
Let ¢ be smooth and compactly supported. Define
P@) = p(U(x),  H(x)=|Jo(@)| Ju(z) ' G(U(x)) = Ju(2) ' G(¥(x))

where Jy () is the Jacobian matrix, so that V@(z) = Jy(2)T V(¥ (x)). An ele-
mentary argument in multivariable calculus (compare Lemma[6.3)) establishes that

(7.4) /w-é:/ Vg-H.
Q R4

i
In particular, observe that div H = 0 in R?. Also, dist(z,0R%) ~ dist(¥(z), 09Q),
and so G € L2f4(Q) if and only if H € Lr:9-1(R4). Thus, by Theorem [7:2 we have
that ME+ H € B2P (R41).

Furthermore, by formula (74)), we have that

/ () M G(z) do(z) = / (W () MEY F(2) do(z)
00 oRd

and so Mli H(z) = M? G(U(x)) s(x), where s(x) is the infinitesimal change of area
(essentially, the Jacoblan determinant of the change of variables ¥ : 9RL — 9Q).

Observe that the atomic definition 2.6 implies that MR+ He ByP (Rd 1y if and

only if M G € BE?,(99), as desired. O
Proof of Theorem[7.2. Let ¢ be smooth and compactly supported; for notational
convenience we will also take ¢ real-valued. Let ¢;(z) = 9} p(x, t)}t:O. We then
have that

m—1

. . 1 .
’I‘rm—l Y = ’I‘rm—l Z ﬁt](pj (‘T) 77(t)
j=0

where 7 is a smooth cutoff function identically equal to 1 near ¢ = 0. .
Observe that (V™¢, G>Rd+ depends only on the functions ¢; and on G, and so

there exist functions MjG such that

m—1 m— 1
(V"o Grg = D (05, M;G)g (50, M; G -
Jj=0 j=0

Notice that {M; G} 0 is not equal to our Neumann trace 1\/[ L G but is closely

related. In particular, observe that each M; G is a well-defined function but that
MR+ G is an equivalence class of functions. We will first bound M; G for each
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0 <7 <m-—1, and then use M. jG to construct a representative of MHSF G that lies
in BYP (RI1).

Fix some j with 0 < 5 < m — 1. We will use Daubechies wavelets to show that
M; G ¢ Bng (R The homogeneous Daubechies wavelets were constructed
in [Dau88| Section 4]. We will need the following properties.

Lemma 7.5. For any integer N > 0 there exist real functions 1 and ¢ defined on
R that satisfy the following properties.

o 5 (@)| < C(N), ()| < C(N) for all k< N,

e ¢ and <p are supported in the interval ( C(N),1+ C(N)),

'f]R‘P( dx # 0, fR da:—fR 2k p(z)dr =0 for all0 < k < N.
Furthermore, suppose we let 1y m(x) = 2/24p(2'x — m) and ;m(x) = 2/2p(2%x —
m). Then {;m : i,m € Z} is an orthonormal basis for L*(R), and if io is an

integer then {Yig.m :m € Z}Y U {Yim : m € Z,i > ig} is also an orthonormal basis
for L3(R).

The functions ¢ and 1) are often referred to as a scaling function and a wavelet,
or as a father wavelet and a mother wavelet.

We may produce an orthonormal basis of L2(R?~!) from these wavelets by con-
sidering the 297! —1 functions W*(z) = 1y (21) n2(x2) .. . n4—1(xa_1), where for each
i we have that either n;(x) = ¢(x) or n;(x) = ¥(x), and where ni(x) = ()
for at least one k. Let W) = 21d=1/2y (2 — m); then {wi,:1<t<
24=1 — 1,4 € Z, m € Z% '} is an orthonormal basis for L?(R?!). Notice that
we may instead index the wavelets \I/f,m by dyadic cubes @, with \I/f,m = \Ilé2 if
Q={2"(y+m):ye[0,1]9}. We then have that \I!f;) has the following proper-
ties:

. \I!f;) is supported in C'Q,
. |8ﬂ\IféQ(x)| < C(N)(Q)~@=1/2=18 whenever |3| < N,
o [ra—1 #PV5(z) dz = 0 whenever |3 < N.

Because { ¥, } is an orthonormal basis of L?(R?~"), we have that if f € L*(R*"1)

then

2d-1_1

(7.6) @)=Y > (£ U5)¥5(x).
Q (=1

By [Kyr03, Theorem 4.2], if f € BP?(R4 1) for some 0 < p < oo and some o € R,
the decomposition (Z]) is still valid. Furthermore, we have the inequality

24-1_1

(7.7) 1 W g o <CZ Z (f, W) Pe(@)d-D-p/2)-

The reverse inequality is also proven in [Kyr03, Theorem 4.2]; however, we will
only use the direction stated above. Thus, to bound M;G, we need only analyze
(M;G, \Ilé)>]Rd—1. _ .

Let o(x,t) = \Ilé(x)%tﬂn(t). Then by definition of M;G,

(UG, M;G)gar = (V"0,G)pa



44 ARIEL BARTON

We choose the smooth cutoff function 7 in the definition of ¢ so that n(t) = 1 if
t < (Q) and n(t) = 0 if ¢ > 2¢(Q), with the usual bounds on the derivatives of 7.
We then have that
m . 1 (4] 14
(V"0,G)ga = IZ i) (' n(t) ¥ () Galz, t) dx dt.

al=m +
Because n and \I!f;) are compactly supported, we have that
o 1 Q)
<v ¥, G>]Ri = Z -

S 0% (! n(t) \I/%(:E)) Go(z,t)dxdt.
JJo cQ

la|=m

Applying our bounds on the derivatives of \Ilé2 and 7, we see that

: ‘ 20(Q) ,
(V"p, GYga < CL(Q)I~(d=1)/2=m / / |G (x,1)| da dt.
* 0 cQ

Thus, by the bound ([T.7)),

/\

1M G oy < Z \IJQ,Mjc':>Rd,1|pg(Q)<d—1><1—p/2>—pa
Q (=1

(d=1)(1-p)—po-+pj @ s
C f Q - —p)—poTpij—pm (/ / G) .
> Q) ; CQI |

Q
Recalling Lemma 3.7, we set 0 = 6 + j — m, so that

20(Q) P
INGEE,, o scze@)“”“ﬁ”‘)( [ )
9+j77n( ) 0 cQ

which by Lemma B is at most C||G|”

IN

LP 0,1 Rd)

We have now bounded M; G. We wish to show that some representative of
MR+ G lies in B? (R4,

Recall from [Tri83] Section 5.2.3] that the partial derivative operator ¢ is a

bounded operator from B2P(R?~1) to BY Pl (R471) and that the Laplace operator

—A is a bounded operator B2P(R%~1) — BPP,(R?1) with a bounded inverse. Let
95 = (=AY " MG

then g; € B‘9 L o(R¥™1). For each multiindex v, let v = (v,7L), where v is a

multiindex in N9~ and where v, = 74 is an integer. For each v with |y| =m — 1,

define ( ) )
m — —YL):
g e

Then g, € BY®, (R41). Now,

<Trm 1<P98]Rd -
\

2 [ e @@ ds

.
We integrate by parts to see that

WS pdlors = Y U [ @0, @) da,

d—1
[yl=m—1 ®
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We have that

> LN

!
[y 1=k i

Applying this formula and using the definition of g, we see that

m—1
W ipdlony = X [ e l0) (AT g @) do
[yL]=0

m—1

-y / by, () M, G(x) da
lyo =0 /R
m—1 . )

=Y (25, MjG)par = (V"¢, Gz

=0

Thus, § is a representative of My, G, and g € B5? (R?~1), as desired. O
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