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Strong density for higher order Sobolev spaces into
compact manifolds
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Abstract

Given a compact manifoldNn, an integerk ∈ N∗ and an exponent1 ≤ p < ∞,
we prove that the classC∞(Q

m
;Nn) of smooth maps on the cube with values into

Nn is dense with respect to the strong topology in the Sobolev spaceW k,p(Qm;Nn)
when the homotopy groupπ⌊kp⌋(N

n) of order⌊kp⌋ is trivial. We also prove the den-
sity of maps that are smooth except for a set of dimensionm−⌊kp⌋− 1, without any
restriction on the homotopy group ofNn.
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1 Introduction

There are two natural approaches to define Sobolev maps with values in a compact man-
ifold. More precisely, letNn be a compact connected smooth manifold of dimensionn
imbedded inRν for someν ≥ 1 [42,43],k ∈ N∗ and1 ≤ p < +∞. One can first define
W k,p(Qm;Nn) as the set

{

u ∈ W k,p(Qm;Rν) : u ∈ Nn a.e.
}

,
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whereQm ⊂ Rm is the open unit cube. The other possibility is to defineHk,p(Qm;Nn)
as the completion of the class of smooth mapsC∞(Q

m
;Nn) with respect to the Sobolev

metric

dk,p(u, v) = ‖u− v‖Lp(Qm) +

k
∑

i=1

‖Diu−Div‖Lp(Qm).

These spaces are the natural framework for the study of harmonic maps [23,34,38,49],
biharmonic maps [15,39,47,51,52] and polyharmonic maps [1,21,24,25,33] with values
into manifolds. They also arise in some physical models [8, 35]. For instance, maps into
the sphere, the projective space and other manifolds appearin liquid cristal models [2, 9,
40,41].

In contrast with the real-valued case [16, 36], these spacesmay be different. For in-
stance,H1,p(Q2; S1) = W 1,p(Q2; S1) if and only if p ≥ 2 [4, Theorem 3]. The goal of
this paper is to determine whenHk,p(Qm;Nn) =W k,p(Qm;Nn).

This always happens whenkp ≥ m [48, Section 4, Proposition], asW k,p(Rm) ∩
L∞(Rm) is imbedded into the space of functions with vanishing mean oscillationVMO(Rm)
[13, Example 1, Eq. (7)]. The main result of this paper completely solves the problem in
the casekp < m. It is remarkable that such an analytical question has a purely topological
answer:

Theorem 1. If kp < m, thenHk,p(Qm;Nn) =W k,p(Qm;Nn) if and only ifπ⌊kp⌋(Nn) ≃
{0}.

We denote by⌊kp⌋ the integral part ofkp and byπ⌊kp⌋(Nn) the ⌊kp⌋th homotopy
group ofNn; the topological conditionπ⌊kp⌋(Nn) ≃ {0} means that every continuous
mapf : S⌊kp⌋ → Nn on the⌊kp⌋ dimensional sphere is homotopic to a constant map.
The necessity of this assumption has been known for some time[4, Theorem 2] [17,
Theorem 3] [48, Section 4, Example] [37, Theorem 4.4].

The casek = 1 of Theorem 1 is the main result of Bethuel’s seminal work [3, Theo-
rem 1] (see also [27,28]). The casek ≥ 2 cannot be handled by merely adapting Bethuel’s
tools due to the rigidity ofW k,p and requires new ideas. A typical issue one faces when
dealing with two maps inW k,p is that they cannot be glued together under the sole as-
sumption that their traces coincide. Results concerning strong density of smooth maps
in higher order Sobolev maps have been known in some cases situations whereNn is a
sphere [37, Theorem 5] [11, Theorem 4] [17, Theorem 2].

In the caseπ⌊kp⌋(Nn) 6≃ {0}, we prove thatW k,p(Qm;Nn) is the completion of
a set of maps that are smooth outside a small singular set. Forthis purpose, giveni ∈
{0, . . . ,m − 1} we denote byRi(Qm;Nn) the set of mapsu : Q

m → Nn which are
smooth onQ

m \ T , whereT is a finite union ofi dimensional planes, and such that for
everyj ∈ N∗ andx ∈ Q

m \ T ,

|Dju(x)| ≤ C

dist (x, T )
j

for some constantC ≥ 0 depending onu andj.

Theorem 2. If kp < m andπ⌊kp⌋(Nn) 6≃ {0}, thenW k,p(Qm;Nn) is the completion of
Ri(Q

m;Nn) with respect to the Sobolev metricdk,p if and only ifi = m− ⌊kp⌋ − 1.
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This result was known for an arbitrary manifoldNn only in the casek = 1 [3, The-
orem 2] (see also [28, Theorem 1.3]). It is a fundamental toolin the study of the weak
density of smooth maps in Sobolev spaces and in the study of topological singularities
of Sobolev maps [5, 22, 23, 29, 31, 45]. Counterparts of Theorems 1 and 2 for fractional
Sobolev spacesW s,p(Qm;Nn) such that0 < s < 1 have been investigated by Brezis
and Mironescu [12].

We explain the strategy of the proofs of Theorems 1 and 2 underthe additional as-
sumptionkp > m − 1. Given a decomposition ofQm in cubes of sizeη > 0, we dis-
tinguish them betweengood cubesandbad cubes— a notion reminiscent from [3] — as
follows: for a mapu ∈ W k,p(Qm;Nn) and a cubeσmη in Qm of radiusη > 0, σmη is a
good cubeif

1

ηm−kp

∫

σmη

|Du|kp . 1,

which means thatu does not oscillate too much inσmη ; otherwiseσmη is abad cube. The
main steps in the proof of Theorem 2 are the following:
Opening We construct a mapuopη which is continuous on a neighborhood of them − 1

dimensional faces of the bad cubes, and equal tou elsewhere. This map, which
takes its values intoNn, is close tou with respect to theW k,p distance because
there are not too many bad cubes. Sincekp > m − 1, W k,p maps are continuous
on faces of dimensionm− 1.

Adaptive smoothing By convolution with a smooth kernel, we then construct a smooth
mapusmη ∈ W k,p(Qm;Nn). The scale of convolution is chosen to be of the order
of η on the good cubes, and close to zero in a neighborhood of the faces of the bad
cubes. On the union of these sets, we are thus ensuring thatusmη takes its values in
a small neigborhood ofNn.

Thickening We propagate diffeomorphically the values ofusmη near the faces of the bad
cubes to the interior of these cubes. The resulting maputhη coincides withusmη on
the good cubes and near the faces of the bad cubes, is close tou with respect to
theW k,p distance and takes its values in a neighborhood ofNn. This construction
creates at most one singularity at the center of each bad cube.

The map obtained by projectinguthη from a neighborhood ofNn into Nn itself be-
longs to the classR0(Q

m;Nn) and converges strongly tou with respect to the Sobolev
distancedk,p asη → 0. This argument works regardless of the⌊kp⌋th homotopy group
of Nn; see Theorem 3 in Section 5 below.

The sketch of the proof we have announced in a previous work [6] for k = 2 and
2p > m − 1 is based on the strategy above but was organized differentlyfollowing [46]
(see also [20]). The opening technique was introduced by Brezis and Li [10] in their study
of homotopy classes ofW 1,p(Qm;Nn).

The proof of Theorem 1 in the casekp ≥ m − 1 relies on the fact thatR0(Q
m;Nn)

is strongly dense inW k,p(Qm;Nn) with respect to the Sobolev distancedk,p. The ap-
proximation of a mapu ∈ R0(Q

m;Nn) by a map inC∞(Q
m
;Nn) in this case goes as

follows:
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Continuous extension property By the assumption on the homotopy group ofNn, for
anyµ < 1 there exists a smooth mapuex

µ with values intoNn which coincides with
u outside a neighborhood of radiusµη of the singular set ofu. As a drawback,uex

µ

may be far fromu with respect to theW k,p distance.
Shrinking We propagate diffeomorphically the values ofuex

µ in the neighborhood of ra-
dius µη of each singularity ofu into a smaller neighborhood of radiusτµη for
τ < 1. Sincekp < m, we obtain a mapush

τ,µ which is still smooth but now close to
u with respect to theW k,p distance. This construction is reminiscent of thickening
but does not create singularities.

The smooth mapush
τ,µ converges strongly tou with respect to theW k,p distance as

τ → 0 andµ → 0. The role of this continuous extension property in the case of W 1,p

approximation of mapsuwith higher dimensional singularities has been clarified byHang
and Lin [28].
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2 Opening

Fora ∈ Rm andr > 0, we denote byQmr (a) the cube of radiusr with centera; by radius
of the cube we mean half of the length of one of its edges. Whena = 0, we abbreviate



Density for higher order Sobolev spaces into compact manifolds 5

Qmr = Qmr (0).

Definition 2.1. A family of closed cubesSm is a cubication ofA ⊂ Rm if all cubes have
the same radius, if

⋃

σm∈Sm
σm = A and if for everyσm1 , σ

m
2 ∈ Sm which are not disjoint,

σm1 ∩ σm2 is a common face of dimensioni ∈ {0, . . . ,m}.

The radius of a cubication is the radius of any of its cubes.

Definition 2.2. Given a cubicationSm of A ⊂ Rm andℓ ∈ {0, . . . ,m}, the skeleton of
dimensionℓ is the setSℓ of all ℓ dimensional faces of all cubes inSm. A subskeleton of
dimensionℓ of Sm is a subset ofSℓ.

Given a skeletonSℓ, we denote bySℓ the union of all elements ofSℓ,

Sℓ =
⋃

σℓ∈Sℓ
σℓ.

For a given mapu ∈ W k,p(Um;Rν) on some subskeletonUm and for anyℓ ∈
{0, . . . ,m−1}, we are going to construct a mapu◦Φ ∈W k,p(Um;Rν) which is constant
along the normals toU ℓ in a neighborhood ofU ℓ. In this region, the mapu ◦ Φ will thus
be essentially aW k,p map ofℓ variables. Hence, ifkp > ℓ, thenu ◦Φ will be continuous
there, whereas in the critical caseℓ = kp, the mapu ◦ Φ need not be continuous but will
still have vanishing mean oscillation. In this construction the mapΦ depends onu and is
never injective. This idea of opening a map has been inspiredby a similar construction of
Brezis and Li [10].

Given a mapΦ : Rm → Rm, we denote bySuppΦ the geometric support ofΦ,
namely the closure of the set{x ∈ Rm : Φ(x) 6= x}. This should not be confused with
the analytic supportsuppϕ of a functionϕ : Rm → R which is the closure of the set
{x ∈ Rm : ϕ(x) 6= 0}.

Proposition 2.1. Let ℓ ∈ {0, . . . ,m − 1}, η > 0, 0 < ρ < 1
2 , andUℓ be a subskeleton

ofRm of radiusη. Then, for everyu ∈ W k,p(U ℓ +Qm2ρη;R
ν), there exists a smooth map

Φ : Rm → Rm such that

(i) for everyi ∈ {0, . . . , ℓ} and for everyσi ∈ U i, Φ is constant on them− i dimen-
sional cubes of radiusρη which are orthogonal toσi,

(ii) SuppΦ ⊂ U ℓ +Qm2ρη andΦ(U ℓ +Qm2ρη) ⊂ U ℓ +Qm2ρη,

(iii) u ◦ Φ ∈ W k,p(U ℓ +Qm2ρη;R
ν), and for everyj ∈ {1, . . . , k},

ηj‖Dj(u ◦ Φ)‖Lp(Uℓ+Qm2ρη) ≤ C

j
∑

i=1

ηi‖Diu‖Lp(Uℓ+Qm2ρη),

for some constantC > 0 depending onm, k, p andρ,
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(iv) for everyσℓ ∈ Uℓ and for everyj ∈ {1, . . . , k},

ηj‖Dj(u ◦ Φ)‖Lp(σℓ+Qm2ρη) ≤ C′
j

∑

i=1

ηi‖Diu‖Lp(σℓ+Qm2ρη),

for some constantC′ > 0 depending onm, k, p andρ.

In the case ofW 2,p maps, the quantity‖D(u ◦ Φ)‖Lp can be estimated in terms of
‖Du‖Lp; hence there is no explicit dependence ofη. However, concerning the second-
order term, estimate in(iii) reads

‖D2(u ◦ Φ)‖Lp(Uℓ+Qm2ρη) ≤ C‖D2u‖Lp(Uℓ+Qm2ρη) +
C

η
‖Du‖Lp(Uℓ+Qm2ρη).

The factor 1η which comes naturally from a scaling argument is one of the differences

with respect to the opening ofW 1,p maps. In the proof of Theorem 1, we shall use the
Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequality to deal with this extra term.

Since the mapu in the statement is defined almost everywhere, the mapu ◦ Φ need
not be well-defined by standard composition of maps. Byu ◦ Φ, we mean a mapv in
W k,p such that there exists a sequence of smooth maps(un)n∈N converging tou in W k,p

such that(un ◦Φ)n∈N converges tov in W k,p. By pointwise convergence, this mapu ◦Φ
inherits several properties ofΦ and ofu. For instance, ifΦ is constant in a neighborhood
of some pointa, then so isu ◦Φ. One can show that under some assumptions onΦ which
are satisfied in all the cases that we consideru ◦ Φ does not depend on the sequence
(un)n∈N, but we shall not make use of this fact. The only property we shall need from
u ◦ Φ is that its essential range is contained in the essential range ofu; this is actually
the case in view of Lemma 2.3(ii) below. In particular,if u is a map with values into the
manifoldNn, thenu ◦ Φ is also a map with values intoNn.

The following proposition is the main tool in the proof of Proposition 2.1.

Proposition 2.2. Let ℓ ∈ {0, . . . ,m− 1}, η > 0, 0 < ρ < ρ andA ⊂ Rℓ be an open set.

For everyu ∈ W k,p(A×Qm−ℓ
ρη ;Rν), there exists a smooth mapζ : Rm−ℓ → Rm−ℓ such

that

(i) ζ is constant inQm−ℓ
ρη ,

(ii) Supp ζ ⊂ Qm−ℓ
ρη andζ(Qm−ℓ

ρη ) ⊂ Qm−ℓ
ρη ,

(iii) if Φ : Rm → Rm is defined for everyx = (x′, x′′) ∈ Rℓ × Rm−ℓ by

Φ(x) = (x′, ζ(x′′))

thenu ◦ Φ ∈W k,p(A×Qm−ℓ
ρη ;Rν), and for everyj ∈ {1, . . . , k},

ηj‖Dj(u ◦ Φ)‖Lp(A×Qm−ℓ
ρη ) ≤ C

j
∑

i=1

ηi‖Diu‖Lp(A×Qm−ℓ
ρη ),

for some constantC > 0 depending onm, k, p, ρ andρ.
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The proof of Proposition 2.2 is based on a Fubini type argument, which gives some
flexibility on the choice ofζ. In particular, given finitely many measurable subsetsA1, . . . , As ⊂
A, the mapζ can be chosen such that we have in addition, for everyr ∈ {1, . . . , s} and
for everyj ∈ {1, . . . , k},

ηj‖Dj(u ◦ Φ)‖Lp(Ar×Qm−ℓ
ρη ) ≤ C

j
∑

i=1

ηi‖Diu‖Lp(Ar×Qm−ℓ
ρη ).

We will temporarily accept this proposition and the observation that follows it, and
we prove the main result of the section:

Proof of Proposition 2.1.We first take a finite sequence(ρi)0≤i≤ℓ such that

ρ = ρℓ < . . . < ρi < . . . < ρ0 < 2ρ.

We construct by induction oni ∈ {0, . . . , ℓ} a mapΦi : Rm → Rm such that

(a) for everyr ∈ {0, . . . , i} and everyσr ∈ Ur, Φi is constant on them− r dimensional
cubes of radiusρiη which are orthogonal toσr,

(b) SuppΦi ⊂ U i +Qm2ρη andΦi(U i +Qm2ρη) ⊂ U i +Qm2ρη,

(c) u ◦ Φi ∈W k,p(U ℓ +Qm2ρη;R
ν),

(d) for everyσi ∈ U i and for everyj ∈ {1, . . . , k},

ηj‖Dj(u ◦ Φi)‖Lp(σi+Qm2ρη) ≤ C

j
∑

α=1

ηα‖Dαu‖Lp(σi+Qm2ρη),

for some constantC > 0 depending onm, k, p andρ.

The mapΦℓ will satisfy the conclusion of the proposition.

If i = 0, thenU0 consists of all vertices of cubes inUm. To constructΦ0, we apply
Proposition 2.2 to the mapu around eachσ0 ∈ U0 with parametersρ0 < 2ρ andℓ = 0: in
this case, the setA×Qm−ℓ

ρη in Proposition 2.2 is simplyQm2ρ. This gives a mapΦ0 such that
for everyσ0 ∈ U0,Φ0 is constant onσ0+Qmρ0η andΦ0 = Id outsideU0+Qm2ρη. Moreover,
u ◦ Φ0 ∈ W k,p(U ℓ +Qm2ρη;R

ν) and for everyσ0 ∈ U0 and for everyj ∈ {1, . . . , k},

ηj‖Dj(u ◦ Φi)‖Lp(σ0+Qm2ρη)
≤ C

j
∑

α=1

ηα‖Dαu‖Lp(σ0+Qm2ρη)
,

Assume that the mapsΦ0, . . . ,Φi−1 have been constructed. To defineΦi, we first
apply Proposition 2.2, for eachσi ∈ U i, to the mapu ◦Φi−1 with A = σi and parameters
ρi < ρi−1 . This gives a smooth mapΦσi : Rm → Rm such thatΦσi is constant on the
m− i dimensional cubes of radiusρiη which are orthogonal toσi.
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LetΦi : Rm → Rm be defined forx ∈ Rm by

Φi(x) =

{

Φi−1(Φσi(x)) if x ∈ σi +Qmρi−1η whereσi ∈ U i,
Φi−1(x) otherwise.

We first explain whyΦi is well-defined. For this purpose, let

x ∈ (σi1 +Qmρi−1η) ∩ (σi2 +Qmρi−1η)

for someσi1 ∈ U i andσi2 ∈ U i such thatσi1 6= σi2. In particular,σi1 andσi2 are not disjoint,
and there exists a smallest dimensionr ∈ {0, . . . , i− 1} such that

x ∈ τr +Qmρi−1η and τr ⊂ σi1 ∩ σi2
for someτr ∈ Ur. By the formula ofΦσij given in Proposition 2.2, the pointsx, Φσi1(x)

andΦσi2(x) belong to the samem−r dimensional cube of radiusρi−1η which is orthogo-
nal toτr. Since by induction hypothesisΦi−1 is constant on them− r dimensional cubes
of radiusρi−1η which are orthogonal toτr, we have

Φi−1(x) = Φi−1(Φσi1 (x)) = Φi−1(Φσi2 (x)).

This implies thatΦi is well-defined. Moreover,Φi is smooth and satisfies properties (a)–
(c).

We prove the estimates given by (d). Ife1, . . . , em is an orthonormal basis ofRm

compatible with the skeletonUℓ, then by abuse of notation we denote byσi ×Qm−i
αη the

parallelepiped given by

{

x+
m−i
∑

s=1

tsers : x ∈ σi and|ts| ≤ αη
}

,

whereer1 , . . . , erm−i are orthogonal toσi. Note that for everyσi ∈ U i,
σi +Qm2ρη = (σi ×Qm−i

2ρη ) ∪ (∂σi +Qm2ρη),

where∂σi denotes thei − 1 dimensional skeleton ofσi. By property(iii) of Proposi-
tion 2.2,

∫

σi×Qm−i
ρi−1η

ηjp|Dj(u ◦ Φi−1 ◦ Φσi)|p ≤ C1

j
∑

α=1

∫

σi×Qm−i
ρi−1η

ηαp|Dα(u ◦ Φi−1)|p,

and then, sinceΦi = Φi−1 ◦Φσi on(σi×Qm−i
2ρη )\ (∂σi+Qm2ρη) and since the geometric

supportSuppΦσi is contained inσi ×Qm−i
ρi−1η, we have

∫

(σi×Qm−i
2ρη )\(∂σi+Qm2ρη)

ηjp|Dj(u ◦ Φi)|p

≤ C1

j
∑

α=1

∫

σi×Qm−i
2ρη

ηαp|Dα(u ◦ Φi−1)|p. (2.1)
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We claim that the mapsΦσi can be chosen such that the additional property holds: for
everyj ∈ {1, . . . , k},

∫

∂σi+Qm2ρη

ηjp|Dj(u ◦ Φi)|p ≤ C2

j
∑

α=1

∫

∂σi+Qm2ρη

ηαp|Dα(u ◦ Φi−1)|p. (2.2)

Indeed, by the remark following Proposition 2.2, for everyσi ∈ U i we may further re-
quire thatΦσi satisfies for everyi − 1 dimensional cubeτ i−1 ⊂ ∂σi and for every
j ∈ {1, . . . , k},

∫

[(τ i−1+Qm2ρη)∩σi]×Qmρi−1η

ηjp|Dj(u ◦ Φi−1 ◦ Φσi)|p

≤ C3

j
∑

α=1

∫

[(τ i−1+Qm2ρη)∩σi]×Qmρi−1η

ηαp|Dα(u ◦ Φi−1)|p.

Next, givenτ i−1 ⊂ ∂σi, denote byσi1, . . . , σ
i
θ thei dimensional cubes inU i contain-

ing τ i−1 in their boundaries. In this case,

τ i−1+Qm2ρη ⊂
( θ

⋃

β=1

[(τ i−1+Qm2ρη)∩σiβ ]×Qmρi−1η

)

∪
{

x ∈ R
m : Φi(x) = Φi−1(x)

}

.

Since for everyβ ∈ {1, . . . , θ}, Φi = Φi−1 ◦Φσi
β

on [(τ i−1 +Qm2ρη)∩ σiβ ]×Qmρi−1η, by

the previous estimate on each cubeσiβ and by additivity of the integral, we get

∫

τ i−1+Qm2ρη

ηjp|Dj(u ◦ Φi)|p ≤ C4

j
∑

α=1

∫

τ i−1+Qm2ρη

ηαp|Dα(u ◦ Φi−1)|p.

Adding both sides of this inequality over thei − 1 dimensional cubesτ i−1 ⊂ ∂σi, we
deduce estimate (2.2) as we claimed.

By additivity of the integral and by estimates (2.1) and (2.2), we then obtain

∫

σi+Qm2ρη

ηjp|Dj(u ◦ Φi)|p ≤ C5

j
∑

α=1

∫

σi+Qm2ρη

ηαp|Dα(u ◦ Φi−1)|p.

Since by induction hypothesisΦi−1 coincides with the identity map outsideU i−1+Qm2ρη,
for everyα ∈ {1, . . . , j} we have

∫

σi+Qm2ρη

ηαp|Dα(u ◦ Φi−1)|p

=

∫

∂σi+Qm2ρη

ηαp|Dα(u ◦ Φi−1)|p +
∫

(σi+Qm2ρη)\(∂σi+Qm2ρη)

ηαp|Dαu|p.
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By induction hypothesis, for everyi− 1 dimensional faceτ i−1 of ∂σi,

∫

τ i−1+Qm2ρη

ηαp|Dα(u ◦ Φi−1)|p ≤ C6

α
∑

β=1

∫

τ i−1+Qm2ρη

ηβp|Dβu|p.

Since the number of overlaps of the setsτ i−1+Qm2ρη is bounded from above by a constant
only depending onm, we have by additivity of the integral,

∫

∂σi+Qm2ρη

ηαp|Dα(u ◦ Φi−1)|p ≤ C7

α
∑

β=1

∫

∂σi+Qm2ρη

ηβp|Dβu|p.

Therefore,
∫

σi+Qm2ρη

ηjp|Dj(u ◦ Φi)|p ≤ C8

j
∑

α=1

∫

σi+Qm2ρη

ηαp|Dαu|p.

The mapΦℓ satisfies properties(i)–(iv). The estimate of property(iii) is a conse-
quence of(iv) and the additivity of the integral.

We proceed to prove Proposition 2.2 by making precise the meaning ofu ◦ Φ in the
statement.

Given a continuous functionΨ : U×V →W andz ∈ V , we denote byΨz : U →W
the map defined for everyx ∈ U by

Ψz(x) = Ψ(x, z).

For every measurable functiong : W → R, the compositiong ◦ Ψz is well-defined and
gives a measurable function defined onW for everyz.

Lemma 2.3. LetU,W ⊂ Rm andV ⊂ Rl be measurable sets and letΨ : U × V → W
be a continuous map such that for every measurable functiong :W → R,

∫

V

‖g ◦Ψz‖L1(U) dz ≤ C‖g‖L1(W ).

If u ∈ Lp(W ;Rν) and if (un)n∈N is a sequence of measurable functions converging tou
in Lp(W ;Rν), then there exists a subsequence(uni)i∈N such that for almost everyz ∈ V ,

(i) the sequence(uni ◦Ψz)i∈N converges inLp(U ;Rν) to a function which we denote
byu ◦Ψz,

(ii) the essential range ofu ◦Ψz is contained in the essential range ofu.

Proof. Let (un)n∈N be a sequence of measurable functions inW converging tou in
Lp(W ;Rν). Given a sequence(εn)n∈N of positive numbers, let(uni)i∈N be a subse-
quence such that for everyi ∈ N,

‖uni+1 − uni‖Lp(W ) ≤ εi.
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By the assumption onΨ,
∫

V

‖uni+1 ◦Ψz − uni ◦Ψz‖pLp(U) dz ≤ C‖uni+1 − uni‖pLp(W ) ≤ Cεpi .

Given a sequence(αn)n∈N of positive numbers, let

Yi =
{

z ∈ V : ‖uni+1 ◦Ψz − uni ◦Ψz‖Lp(U) > αi

}

.

If the series
∞
∑

i=0

αi converges, then for everyt ∈ N and for everyz 6∈
∞
⋃

i=t

Yi, the sequence

(uni ◦Ψz)i∈N is a Cauchy sequence inLp(U ;Rν).
By the Chebyshev inequality,

αpi |Yi| ≤
∫

Yi

‖uni+1 ◦Ψz − uni ◦Ψz‖pLp(U) dz ≤ Cεpi .

Hence, for everyt ∈ N,
∣

∣

∣

∞
⋃

i=t

Yi

∣

∣

∣
≤ C

∞
∑

i=t

( εi
αi

)p

.

Taking the sequences(εn)n∈N and(αn)n∈N such that both series
∞
∑

i=0

αi and
∞
∑

i=0

(εi/αi)
p

converge, then the setE =
∞
⋂

t=0

∞
⋃

i=t

Yi is negligible and for everyz ∈ V \E, (uni ◦Ψz)i∈N

is a Cauchy sequence inLp(U ;Rν). This proves assertion(i).

It suffices to prove assertion(ii) whenW has finite Lebesgue measure. For every
z ∈ V \ E, we denote byu ◦Ψz the limit inLp(U ;Rν) of the sequence(uni ◦Ψz)i∈N.

Let θ : Rν → R be a continuous function such thatθ−1(0) is equal to the essential
range ofu and0 ≤ θ ≤ 1 in R

ν . For everyi ∈ N,
∫

V

‖θ ◦ (uni ◦Ψz)‖L1(U) dz ≤ C‖θ ◦ uni‖L1(W ).

By Fatou’s lemma,
∫

V

‖θ ◦ (u ◦Ψz)‖L1(U) dz ≤ lim inf
i→∞

∫

V

‖θ ◦ (uni ◦Ψz)‖L1(U) dz.

SinceW has finite Lebesgue measure andθ is bounded, asi tends to infinity we get
∫

V

‖θ ◦ (u ◦Ψz)‖L1(U) dz ≤ C‖θ ◦ u‖L1(W ) = 0.

Therefore, for almost everyz ∈ V , ‖θ ◦ (u ◦Ψz)‖L1(U) = 0, whence the essential range
of u ◦Ψz is contained in the essential range ofu.
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From the previous lemma, we can prove the following propertyfor maps inW k,p:

Lemma 2.4. LetU,W ⊂ Rm andV ⊂ Rl be open sets and letΨ : U × V → W be a
smooth map such that for every measurable functiong :W → R,

∫

V

‖g ◦Ψz‖L1(U) dz ≤ C‖g‖L1(W ).

If u ∈ W k,p(W ;Rν) and if (un)n∈N is a sequence of smooth functions converging to
u in W k,p(W ;Rν), then there exists a subsequence(uni)i∈N such that for almost every
z ∈ V the sequence(uni ◦ Ψz)i∈N converges tou ◦ Ψz in W k,p(U ;Rν), and for every
j ∈ {1, . . . , k},

∫

V

‖Dj(u ◦Ψz)‖Lp(U) dz ≤ C′|V |1− 1
p

j
∑

i=1

‖Diu‖Lp(W ),

for some constantC′ > 0 depending onm, p, k, C and max
1≤j≤k

sup
z∈V

‖DjΨz‖L∞(U).

Proof. Let (un)n∈N be a sequence of smooth functions inW k,p(W ;Rν) converging to
u in W k,p(W ;Rν). By the previous lemma, there exists a subsequence(uni)i∈N such
that for almost everyz ∈ V , (uni ◦ Ψz)i∈N converges tou ◦ Ψz in Lp and for every
j ∈ {1, . . . , k}, ((Djuni) ◦Ψz)i∈N converges to(Dju) ◦Ψz in Lp.

For everyv ∈ C∞(W ;Rν), for everyz ∈ V and for eachj ∈ {1, . . . , k},

|Dj(v ◦Ψz)(x)| ≤ C1

j
∑

i=1

∑

1≤t1≤...≤ti
t1+···+ti=j

|Div(Ψz(x))||Dt1Ψz(x)| · · · |DtiΨz(x)|

≤ C2

j
∑

i=1

|Div(Ψz(x))|,

whence

‖Dj(v ◦Ψz)‖pLp(U) ≤ C3

j
∑

i=1

‖|Div|p ◦Ψz‖L1(U).

This implies that for almost everyz ∈ V , (uni ◦ Ψz)i∈N is a Cauchy sequence in
W k,p(U ;Rν), thus(uni ◦ Ψz)i∈N converges tou ◦ Ψz in W k,p(U ;Rν). Moreover, in-
tegrating with respect toz the above estimate and using the assumption onΨ we get

∫

V

‖Dj(v ◦Ψz)‖pLp(U) dz ≤ C3

j
∑

i=1

∫

V

‖|Div|p ◦Ψz‖L1(U) dz

≤ C4

j
∑

i=1

‖|Div|p‖L1(W ) = C4

j
∑

i=1

‖Div‖pLp(W ).
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Thus, by Hölder’s inequality,

∫

V

‖Dj(v ◦Ψz)‖Lp(U) dz ≤ |V |1− 1
p

(

C4

j
∑

i=1

‖Div‖pLp(W )

)
1
p

≤ C5|V |1− 1
p

j
∑

i=1

‖Div‖Lp(W ).

We obtain the desired estimate by takingv = uni and lettingni tend to infinity.

We now show that the functional estimate in Lemma 2.3 and 2.4 is satisfied for maps
Ψ of the form

Ψ(x, z) = ζ(x + z)− z.

The strategy is based on an averaging device due to Federer and Fleming [18] and adapted
by Hardt, Kinderlehrer and Lin [30] in the context of Sobolevmaps. It relies on the fol-
lowing lemma:

Lemma 2.5. Let U, V,W ⊂ Rl be measurable sets and letζ : U + V → Rl be a
continuous map such that for everyx ∈ U and for everyz ∈ V , ζ(x+ z)− z ∈W . Then,
for every measurable functiong :W → R,

∫

V

(
∫

U

|g(ζ(x + z)− z)| dx
)

dz ≤ |U + V |
∫

W

|g(x)| dx.

Proof. Let ξ : (U + V )× V → Rl be the function defined by

ξ(x, z) = ζ(x+ z)− z.

By Fubini’s theorem,

∫

V

(
∫

U

|(g ◦ ξ)(x, z)| dx
)

dz =

∫

U

(
∫

V

|g(ζ(x + z)− z)| dz
)

dx.

Applying the change of variables̃z = x+ z in the variablez and Fubini’s theorem,

∫

V

(
∫

U

|(g ◦ ξ)(x, z)| dx
)

dz =

∫

U

(
∫

x+V

|g(ζ(z̃) + x− z̃)| dz̃
)

dx

=

∫

U+V

(
∫

(z̃−V )∩U

|g(ζ(z̃) + x− z̃)| dx
)

dz̃.

We now apply the change of variablesx̃ = ζ(z̃) + x − z̃ in the variablex, and use the
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assumption onW to conclude
∫

V

(
∫

U

|(g ◦ ξ)(x, z)| dx
)

dz =

∫

U+V

(
∫

ζ(z̃)−(V ∩(z̃−U))

|g(x̃)| dx̃
)

dz̃

≤
∫

U+V

(
∫

W

|g(x̃)| dx̃
)

dz̃

= |U + V |
∫

W

|g(x̃)| dx̃.

This gives the desired estimate.

Proof of Proposition 2.2.By scaling, it suffices to establish the result whenη = 1. We fix
ρ̂ such that2ρ̂ < ρ− ρ.

Let ζ̃ : Rm−ℓ → Rm−ℓ be the smooth map defined by

ζ̃(y) = (1− ϕ(y))y,

whereϕ : Rm−ℓ → [0, 1] is a smooth function such that

− for y ∈ Qm−ℓ
ρ+ρ̂ , ϕ(y) = 1,

− for y ∈ Rm−ℓ \Qm−ℓ
ρ−ρ̂ , ϕ(y) = 0.

For anyz ∈ Qm−ℓ
ρ̂ , the functionζ : Rm−ℓ → Rm−ℓ defined forx′′ ∈ Rm−ℓ by

ζ(x′′) = ζ̃(x′′ + z)− z

satisfies properties(i)–(ii).
We claim that for somez ∈ Qm−ℓ

ρ̂ , the functionΦ : Rm → Rm defined forx =

(x′, x′′) ∈ Rℓ × Rm−ℓ by
Φ(x) = (x′, ζ(x′′))

satisfies property(iii).
For this purpose, letΨ : Rm × Qm−ℓ

ρ̂ → Rm be the function defined forx =

(x′, x′′) ∈ Rℓ × Rm−ℓ andz ∈ Qm−ℓ
ρ̂ by

Ψ(x, z) = (x′, ζ̃(x′′ + z)− z).

For every measurable functionf : A×Qm−ℓ
ρ → R, we have by Fubini’s theorem,

∫

Qm−ℓ
ρ̂

‖f ◦Ψz‖L1(A×Qm−ℓ
ρ ) dz

=

∫

A

[
∫

Qm−ℓ
ρ̂

(
∫

Qm−ℓ
ρ

∣

∣f(x′, ζ̃(x′′ + z)− z)
∣

∣dx′′
)

dz

]

dx′.
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Givenx′ ∈ A, we apply Lemma 2.5 withU = Qm−ℓ
ρ , V = Qm−ℓ

ρ̂ , W = Qm−ℓ
ρ , andζ̃ .

We deduce that
∫

Qm−ℓ
ρ̂

(
∫

Qm−ℓ
ρ

∣

∣f(x′, ζ̃(x′′ + z)− z)
∣

∣dx′′
)

dz ≤ C1

∫

Qm−ℓ
ρ

|f(x′, x′′)| dx′′.

Thus,
∫

Qm−ℓ
ρ̂

‖f ◦Ψz‖L1(A×Qm−ℓ
ρ

) dz ≤ C1‖f‖L1(A×Qm−ℓ
ρ

).

By Lemma 2.4, for almost everyz ∈ Qm−ℓ
ρ̂ , u ◦Ψz ∈ W k,p(A×Qm−ℓ

ρ ;Rν) and for
everyj ∈ {1, . . . , k},

∫

Qm−ℓ
ρ̂

‖Dj(u ◦Ψz)‖Lp(A×Qm−ℓ
ρ ) dz ≤ C2

j
∑

i=1

‖Diu‖Lp(A×Qm−ℓ
ρ ).

We may thus find somez ∈ Qm−ℓ
ρ̂ such thatu ◦ Ψz ∈ W k,p(A × Qm−ℓ

ρ ;Rν) and for
everyj ∈ {1, . . . , k},

‖Dj(u ◦Ψz)‖Lp(A×Qm−ℓ
ρ ) ≤ C3

j
∑

i=1

‖Diu‖Lp(A×Qm−ℓ
ρ ).

The functionζ defined in terms of this pointz satisfies the required properties.

Addendum 1 to Proposition 2.1. LetKm be a cubication containingUm and letq ≥ 1.
If u ∈ W 1,q(Km + Qm2ρη;R

ν), then the mapΦ : Rm → R
m can be chosen with the

additional property thatu ◦ Φ ∈W 1,q(Km +Qm2ρη;R
ν) and for everyσm ∈ Km,

‖D(u ◦ Φ)‖Lq(σm+Qm2ρη)
≤ C′′‖Du‖Lq(σm+Qm2ρη)

,

for some constantC′′ > 0 depending onm, q andρ.

Proof. Sinceu ∈ W 1,q(U ℓ +Qm2ρη;R
ν), we may apply Proposition 2.1 withk = 1 and

p = q in order to obtain a mapΦ : Rm → Rm such thatu ◦ Φ ∈ W 1,q(U ℓ +Qm2ρη;R
ν)

and for everyσℓ ∈ Uℓ,

‖D(u ◦ Φ)‖Lq(σℓ+Qm2ρη) ≤ C‖Du‖Lq(σℓ+Qm2ρη).

Since the choice of the pointz in the proof of Proposition 2.2 can be done in a set of
positive measure, we may do so by keeping the properties we already have forW k,p.

For everyσm ∈ Km, if σm,ℓ denotes the skeleton of dimensionℓ of σm, then by
additivity of the integral,

‖D(u ◦ Φ)‖Lq((σm,ℓ∩Uℓ)+Qm2ρη) ≤ C‖Du‖Lq((σm,ℓ∩Uℓ)+Qm2ρη).
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SinceΦ coincides with the identity map in(σm +Qm2ρη) \ ((σm,ℓ ∩ U ℓ) +Qm2ρη),

‖D(u ◦ Φ)‖Lq(σm+Qm2ρη)
≤ C‖Du‖Lq(σm+Qm2ρη)

.

This concludes the proof.

Addendum 2 to Proposition 2.1.LetKm be a cubication containingUm. If u ∈W 1,kp(Km+
Qm2ρη;R

ν), then the mapΦ : Rm → Rm given by Proposition 2.1 and Addendum 1 above
with q = kp satisfies

lim
r→0

sup
Qmr (a)⊂Uℓ+Qmρη

r
ℓ
kp

−1

|Qmr |2
∫

Qmr (a)

∫

Qmr (a)

|u ◦Φ(x) − u ◦ Φ(y)| dxdy = 0

and for everyσm ∈ Um and for everya ∈ σm such thatQmr (a) ⊂ U ℓ +Qmρη,

1

|Qmr |2
∫

Qmr (a)

∫

Qmr (a)

|u ◦ Φ(x)− u ◦ Φ(y)| dxdy ≤ C′′′r1−
ℓ
kp

η
m−ℓ
kp

‖Du‖Lkp(σm+Qm2ρη)
,

for some constantC′′′ > 0 depending onm, kp andρ.

If kp ≥ ℓ, then the limit above implies thatu ◦Φ belongs to the space of functions of
vanishing mean oscillation VMO(U ℓ + Qmρη;R

ν) and the estimate yields an estimate on
the BMO seminorm on the domainU ℓ + Qmρη as defined by Jones [32]. Ifkp > ℓ > 0,

then the estimate implies thatu ◦ Φ ∈ C0,1− ℓ
kp (U ℓ +Qmρη;R

ν) with an upper bound on

theC0,1− ℓ
kp seminorm ofu◦Φ [14]. The estimates of this addendum are not really useful

whenkp < ℓ since in this caselim
r→0

r1−
ℓ
kp = +∞.

Proof of Addendum 2.FixQmr (a) ⊂ U ℓ+Qmρη. Thena ∈ U ℓ+Qmρη−r. Hence there exists
anℓ dimensional faceτ ℓ ∈ Uℓ such thatQmr (a) ⊂ τ ℓ +Qmρη. Without loss of generality,
we may assume thatτ ℓ = Qℓη × {0m−ℓ} ⊂ Rℓ × Rm−ℓ. From Proposition 2.1(i), the
mapΦ is constant on them − ℓ dimensional cubes of radiusρη which are orthogonal to
Qℓ(1+ρ)η × {0m−ℓ}. WritingQmr (a) = Qℓr(a

′)×Qm−ℓ
r (a′′), thenu ◦Φ only depends on

the firstℓ dimensional variables inQmr (a). Letv : Qℓ(1+ρ)η → Rν be the function defined
by

v(x′) = (u ◦ Φ)(x′, a′′).
By Addendum 1 above withq = kp, u ◦ Φ ∈ W 1,kp(Qℓ(1+ρ)η ×Qm−ℓ

ρη ;Rν), whence

v ∈ W 1,kp(Qℓ(1+ρ)η;R
ν).

Note that

1

|Qmr |2
∫

Qmr (a)

∫

Qmr (a)

|u ◦ Φ(x) − u ◦ Φ(y)| dxdy

=
1

|Qℓr|2
∫

Qℓr(a
′)

∫

Qℓr(a
′)

|v(x′)− v(y′)| dx′ dy′.
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By the Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality,

1

|Qℓr|2
∫

Qℓr(a
′)

∫

Qℓr(a
′)

|v(x′)− v(y′)| dx′ dy′ ≤ C1r
1− ℓ

kp ‖Dv‖Lkp(Qℓr(a′)).

Thus,

1

|Qmr |2
∫

Qmr (a)

∫

Qmr (a)

|u ◦ Φ(x)− u ◦ Φ(y)| dxdy ≤ C1r
1− ℓ

kp ‖Dv‖Lkp(Qℓr(a′))

and this implies the first part of the conclusion.
In order to get the estimate of the oscillation ofu ◦Φ in terms of‖D(u ◦Φ)‖Lkp, note

that
‖D(u ◦ Φ)‖Lkp(Qℓr(a′)×Qm−ℓ

ρη (a′′)) = (2ρη)
m−ℓ
kp ‖Dv‖Lkp(Qℓr(a′)).

This implies for anyσm ∈ Um such thatτ ℓ ⊂ σm

‖Dv‖Lkp(Qℓr) =
1

(2ρη)
m−ℓ
kp

‖D(u ◦ Φ)‖Lkp(Qℓr×Qm−ℓ
ρη )

≤ 1

(2ρη)
m−ℓ
kp

‖D(u ◦ Φ)‖Lkp(σℓ+Qmρη)

≤ 1

(2ρη)
m−ℓ
kp

‖D(u ◦ Φ)‖Lkp(σm+Qmρη)
.

Thus,

1

|Qmr |2
∫

Qmr (a)

∫

Qmr (a)

|u ◦ Φ(x)− u ◦ Φ(y)| dxdy ≤ C2r
1− ℓ

kp

(ρη)
m−ℓ
kp

‖D(u ◦ Φ)‖Lkp(σm+Qmρη)
.

By Addendum 1 above,

‖D(u ◦ Φ)‖Lkp(σm+Qmρη)
≤ C3‖Du‖Lkp(σm+Qm2ρη)

.

This proves the estimate that we claimed.

3 Adaptive smoothing

Givenu ∈ W k,p(Ω;Rν), we would like to consider a convolution ofu with a parameter
which may depend on the point where we compute the convolution itself. The main reason
is that we want to choose the convolution parameter by takinginto account the mean
oscillation ofu: we choose a large parameter whereu does not oscillate too much and a
small parameter elsewhere.

For this purpose, consider a functionu ∈ L1(Ω;Rν). Let ϕ be amollifier, in other
words,

ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Bm1 ), ϕ ≥ 0 in Bm1 and

∫

Bm1

ϕ = 1.
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For everys ≥ 0 and for everyx ∈ Ω such thatd(x, ∂Ω) ≥ s, we may consider the
convolution

(ϕs ∗ u)(x) =
∫

Bm1

ϕ(z)u(x+ sz) dz.

We may keep in mind that with this definition,

(ϕ0 ∗ u)(x) =
∫

Bm1

ϕ(z) dz u(x) = u(x).

This way of writing the convolution has the advantage that wemay treat the casess = 0
ands > 0 using the same formula.

We now introduce a nonconstant parameter in the convolutiongiven by a nonnegative
functionψ ∈ C∞(Ω). The convolution

ϕψ ∗ u :
{

x ∈ Ω : dist (x, ∂Ω) ≥ ψ(x)
}

→ R
ν

is well-defined and ifψ(a) > 0 and|Dψ(a)| < 1 at some pointa ∈ Ω, then by a change
of variable in the integral the mapϕψ ∗ u is smooth in a neighborhood ofa.

Proposition 3.1. Letϕ ∈ C∞
c (Bm1 ) be a mollifier and letψ ∈ C∞(Ω) be a nonnegative

function such that‖Dψ‖L∞(Ω) < 1. Then, for everyu ∈ Lp(Ω;Rν) and for every open
setω ⊂

{

x ∈ Ω : dist (x, ∂Ω) ≥ ψ(x)
}

, ϕψ ∗ u ∈ Lp(ω;Rν),

‖ϕψ ∗ u‖Lp(ω) ≤
1

(1− ‖Dψ‖L∞(ω))
1
p

‖u‖Lp(Ω),

and
‖ϕψ ∗ u− u‖Lp(ω) ≤ sup

v∈Bm1
‖τψvu− u‖Lp(ω),

whereτψvu(x) = u(x+ ψ(x)v).

For p > 1, it is possible to obtain an estimate for‖ϕψ ∗ u‖Lp(ω) without any depen-
dence onψ by the theory of the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function [50]; this approach
fails for p = 1.

In the context of the proposition above, one can prove in a standard way the following
statement: givenu ∈ Lp(Ω;Rν), 0 ≤ β < 1 andε > 0, there existsδ > 0 such that for
any nonnegative functionψ ∈ C∞(Ω) satisfying‖ψ‖L∞(Ω) ≤ δ and‖Dψ‖L∞(Ω) ≤ β,
and for every open setω ⊂

{

x ∈ Ω : dist (x, ∂Ω) ≥ ψ(x)
}

,

sup
v∈Bm1

‖τψvu− u‖Lp(ω) ≤ ε.

We may pursue these estimates for maps inW k,p(Ω;Rν):

Proposition 3.2. Letϕ ∈ C∞
c (Bm1 ) be a mollifier and letψ ∈ C∞(Ω) be a nonnegative

function such that‖Dψ‖L∞(Ω) < 1. For everyk ∈ N∗, for everyu ∈ W k,p(Ω;Rν) and
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for every open setω ⊂
{

x ∈ Ω : dist (x, ∂Ω) ≥ ψ(x)
}

, ϕψ ∗ u ∈ W k,p(ω;Rν) and for
everyj ∈ {1, . . . , k},

ηj‖Dj(ϕψ ∗ u)‖Lp(ω) ≤
C

(1− ‖Dψ‖L∞(ω))
1
p

j
∑

i=1

ηi‖Diu‖Lp(Ω),

and

ηj‖Dj(ϕψ ∗ u)−Dju‖Lp(ω)

≤ sup
v∈Bm1

ηj‖τψv(Dju)−Dju‖Lp(ω) +
C′

(1− ‖Dψ‖L∞(ω))
1
p

j
∑

i=1

ηi‖Diu‖Lp(A),

for some constantsC > 0 andC′ > 0 depending onm, k andp, where

A =
⋃

x∈ω∩suppDψ

Bmψ(x)(x)

andη > 0 is such that for everyj ∈ {2, . . . , k},

ηj‖Djψ‖L∞(ω) ≤ η.

Proof. We only prove the second estimate. We assume for simplicity thatu ∈ C∞(Ω;Rν).
For everyx ∈ ω,

(ϕψ ∗ u)(x) − u(x) =

∫

Bm1

ϕ(z)
[

u(x+ ψ(x)z)− u(x)] dz.

For everyj ∈ {1, . . . , k}, we have by the chain rule for higher order derivatives,

|Dj(ϕψ ∗ u)(x)−Dju(x)|

≤
∫

Bm1

ϕ(z)
∣

∣Dju(x+ ψ(x)z) ◦ (Id +Dψ(x) ⊗ z)j −Dju(x)
∣

∣ dz

+ C1

j−1
∑

i=1

∑

α1+2α2+···+jαj=j
α1+α2+···+αj=i

(1 + |Dψ(x)|)α1 |D2ψ(x)|α2 · · · |Djψ(x)|αj×

×
∫

Bm1

ϕ(z)|Diu(x+ ψ(x)z)| dz.

Since‖Dψ‖L∞(Ω) ≤ 1, for everyz ∈ Bm1 ,

∣

∣(Id +Dψ(x)⊗ z)j − Id
∣

∣ ≤ C2|Dψ(x)|,
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and we have

|Dj(ϕψ ∗ u)(x)−Dju(x)|

≤
∫

Bm1

ϕ(z)
∣

∣Dju(x+ψ(x)z)−Dju(x)
∣

∣ dz+C2|Dψ(x)|
∫

Bm1

ϕ(z)
∣

∣Dju(x+ψ(x)z)
∣

∣dz

+ C1

j−1
∑

i=1

∑

α1+2α2+···+jαj=j
α1+α2+···+αj=i

(1 + |Dψ(x)|)α1 |D2ψ(x)|α2 · · · |Djψ(x)|αj×

×
∫

Bm1

ϕ(z)|Diu(x+ ψ(x)z)| dz.

The second and the third terms in the right hand side are supported onsuppDψ since
αs 6= 0 for somes > 1. Moreover, by the choice ofη,

(1 + |Dψ(x)|)α1 |D2ψ(x)|α2 · · · |Djψ(x)|αj ≤ (1 + 1)α1

( η

η2

)α2

· · ·
( η

ηj

)αj

= 2α1
ηα1+α2+···+αj

ηα1+2α2+···+jαj = 2α1
ηi

ηj
≤ 2j

ηi

ηj
.

Therefore,

|Dj(ϕψ ∗ u)(x)−Dju(x)| ≤
∫

Bm1

ϕ(z)
∣

∣Dju(x+ ψ(x)z)−Dju(x)
∣

∣ dz

+ C3

j
∑

i=1

ηi

ηj
χsuppDψ(x)

∫

Bm1

ϕ(z)|Diu(x+ ψ(x)z)| dz.

By the Minkowski inequality,

(
∫

ω

(
∫

Bm1

ϕ(z)|Dju(x+ ψ(x)z)−Dju(x)| dz
)p

dx

)
1
p

≤
∫

Bm1

(
∫

ω

|Dju(x+ ψ(x)z)−Dju(x)|p dx
)

1
p

ϕ(z) dz

≤ sup
v∈Bm1

‖τψv(Dju)−Dju‖Lp(ω)
∫

Bm1

ϕ(z) dz

= sup
v∈Bm1

‖τψv(Dju)−Dju‖Lp(ω),
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and for everyi ∈ {1, . . . , j}, we also have

(
∫

ω∩suppDψ

(
∫

Bm1

ϕ(z)|Diu(x+ ψ(x)z)| dz
)p

dx

)
1
p

≤
∫

Bm1

ϕ(z)

(
∫

ω∩suppDψ

|Diu(x+ ψ(x)z)|p dx
)

1
p

dz.

Using the change of variabley = x+ψ(x)z with respect to the variablex, we deduce by
definition ofA that

(
∫

ω∩suppDψ

(
∫

Bm1

ϕ(z)|Diu(x+ ψ(x)z)| dz
)p

dx

)
1
p

≤
∫

Bm1

ϕ(z)

(

1

1− ‖Dψ‖L∞(ω)

∫

A

|Diu(y)|p dy
)

1
p

dz

=
1

(1− ‖Dψ‖L∞(ω))
1
p

‖Diu‖Lp(A).

This gives the desired estimate foru ∈ C∞(Ω;Rν). The case of functions inW k,p(Ω;Rν)
follows by density.

4 Thickening

Given a mapu ∈ W k,p(Um;Rν) which behaves nicely near the skeletonU ℓ, we would
like to construct a mapu ◦ Φ that does not depend on the values ofu away from the
skeletonU ℓ. The price to pay is that the mapu ◦ Φ will be singular on the dual skeleton
T ℓ

∗

; these singularities will however be mild enough to allowu◦Φ to be inRℓ∗(Um;Rν)
and to satisfyW k,p estimates forkp < ℓ + 1. The thickening construction is related to
homogenization of functions on cubes that are used in the study of density problems for
k = 1 [3,4,28].

The precise meaning of dual skeleton we use is the following:

Definition 4.1. Given ℓ ∈ {0, . . . ,m − 1} and theℓ dimensional skeletonSℓ of a cu-
bicationSm, the dual skeletonT ℓ∗ of Sℓ is the skeleton of dimensionℓ∗ = m − ℓ − 1
composed of all cubes of the formσℓ

∗

+ x − a, whereσℓ
∗ ∈ Sℓ∗ , a is the center andx

the vertex of a cube ofSm.

The integerℓ∗ gives the greatest dimension such thatSℓ ∩ T ℓ∗ = ∅.
The proposition below provides the main properties of the mapΦ:

Proposition 4.1. Let ℓ ∈ {0, . . . ,m− 1}, η > 0, 0 < ρ < 1, Sm be a cubication ofRm

of radiusη, Um be a subskeleton ofSm andT ℓ∗ be the dual skeleton ofUℓ. There exists
a smooth mapΦ : Rm \ T ℓ∗ → R

m such that
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(i) Φ is injective,

(ii) for everyσm ∈ Sm, Φ(σm \ T ℓ∗) ⊂ σm \ T ℓ∗ ,

(iii) SuppΦ ⊂ Um +Qmρη andΦ(Um \ T ℓ∗) ⊂ U ℓ +Qmρη,

(iv) for everyj ∈ N∗ and for everyx ∈ Rm \ T ℓ∗ ,

|DjΦ(x)| ≤ Cη
(

dist(x, T ℓ∗)
)j
,

for some constantC > 0 depending onj,m andρ,

(v) for every0 < β < ℓ+ 1, for everyj ∈ N∗ and for everyx ∈ R
m \ T ℓ∗ ,

ηj−1|DjΦ(x)| ≤ C′(jacΦ(x)
)

j
β ,

for some constantC′ > 0 depending onβ, j,m andρ.

This proposition givesW k,p bounds onu ◦ Φ for everyW k,p functionu. The propo-
sition and the corollary below will be applied in the proof ofTheorem 2 withℓ = ⌊kp⌋.

Corollary 4.2. LetΦ : Rm\T ℓ∗ → Rm be the map given by Proposition 4.1. Ifℓ+1 > kp,
then for everyu ∈ W k,p(Um +Qmρη;R

ν), u ◦ Φ ∈ W k,p(Um +Qmρη;R
ν) and for every

j ∈ {1, . . . , k},

ηj‖Dj(u ◦ Φ)‖Lp(Um+Qmρη)
≤ C′′

j
∑

i=1

ηi‖Diu‖Lp(Um+Qmρη)
,

for some constantC′′ > 0 depending onm, k, p andρ.

Proof. We first establish the estimate for a mapu in C∞(Um + Qmρη;R
ν). By the chain

rule for higher-order derivatives, for everyj ∈ {1, . . . , k} and for everyx ∈ Um \ T ℓ∗ ,

|Dj(u ◦ Φ)(x)|p ≤ C1

j
∑

i=1

∑

1≤t1≤...≤ti
t1+···+ti=j

|Diu(Φ(x))|p|Dt1Φ(x)|p · · · |DtiΦ(x)|p.

Let 0 < β < ℓ + 1. If 1 ≤ t1 ≤ . . . ≤ ti andt1 + · · · + ti = j, then by property(v) of
Proposition 4.1,

|Dt1Φ(x)|p · · · |DtiΦ(x)|p ≤ C2

(

jacΦ(x)
)

t1p
β

η(t1−1)p
· · ·

(

jacΦ(x)
)

tip

β

η(ti−1)p
= C2

(

jacΦ(x)
)

jp
β

η(j−i)p
.

Sincekp < ℓ+ 1, we may takeβ = jp. Thus,

|Dt1Φ(x)|p · · · |DtiΦ(x)|p ≤ C2
jacΦ(x)

η(j−i)p
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and this implies

ηjp|Dj(u ◦ Φ)(x)|p ≤ C3

j
∑

i=1

ηip|Diu(Φ(x))|p jacΦ(x).

SinceΦ is injective andSuppΦ ⊂ Um + Qmρη, we haveΦ
(

(Um + Qmρη) \ T ℓ
∗) ⊂

Um +Qmρη. Thus, by the change of variable formula,

∫

(Um+Qmρη)\T ℓ
∗

ηjp|Dj(u ◦ Φ)|p ≤ C3

j
∑

i=1

∫

(Um+Qmρη)\T ℓ
∗

ηip|(Diu) ◦ Φ|p jacΦ

≤ C3

j
∑

i=1

∫

Um+Qmρη

ηip|Diu|p

andu ◦ Φ ∈ W k,p((Um + Qmρη) \ T ℓ
∗

;Rν). Sinceℓ > 0, the dimension of the skeleton
T ℓ

∗

is strictly less thanm−1. Thus,u◦Φ ∈W k,p(Um+Qmρη;R
ν). By density of smooth

maps inW k,p(Um +Qmρη;R
ν), we deduce that for everyu ∈W k,p(Um +Qmρη;R

ν), the
functionu ◦ Φ also belongs to this space and satisfies the estimate above.

We describe the construction of the mapΦ given by Proposition 4.1 in the case of
only oneℓ dimensional cube:

Proposition 4.3. Letℓ ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, η > 0, 0 < ρ < ρ < ρ < 1 andT = {0ℓ}×Qm−ℓ
ρη .

There exists a smooth functionλ : Rm \ T → [1,∞) such that ifΦ : Rm \ T → Rm is
defined forx = (x′, x′′) ∈ (Rℓ × Rm−ℓ) \ T by

Φ(x) = (λ(x)x′, x′′),

then

(i) Φ is injective,

(ii) SuppΦ ⊂ Qℓ(1−ρ)η ×Qm−ℓ
ρη ,

(iii) Φ
(

(Qℓ(1−ρ)η ×Qm−ℓ
ρη ) \ T

)

⊂ (Qℓ(1−ρ)η \Qℓ(1−ρ)η)×Qm−ℓ
ρη ,

(iv) for everyj ∈ N∗ and for everyx = (x′, x′′) ∈ (Qℓ(1−ρ)η ×Qm−ℓ
ρη ) \ T ,

|DjΦ(x)| ≤ Cη

|x′|j ,

for some constantC > 0 depending onj,m, ρ, ρ andρ,

(v) for every0 < β < ℓ, for everyj ∈ N∗ and for everyx ∈ (Qℓ(1−ρ)η ×Qm−ℓ
ρη ) \ T ,

ηj−1|DjΦ(x)| ≤ C′(jacΦ(x)
)

j
β ,

for some constantC′ > 0 depending onβ, j,m, ρ, ρ andρ.
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We temporarily admit Proposition 4.3 and we prove Proposition 4.1.

Proof of Proposition 4.1.We first introduce finite sequences(ρi)ℓ≤i≤m and (τi)ℓ≤i≤m
such that

0 < ρm < τm−1 < ρm−1 < . . . < ρℓ+1 < τℓ < ρℓ = ρ.

For i = m, we takeΦm = Id. Using downward induction, we shall define for every
i ∈ {ℓ, . . . ,m− 1} smooth mapsΦi : Rm \ T i∗ → Rm such that

(a) Φi is injective,

(b) for everyσm ∈ Sm and for everyr ∈ {i∗, . . . ,m− 1}, Φi(σm \ T r) ⊂ σm \ T r,

(c) SuppΦi ⊂ Um +Qmρiη,

(d) Φi(U
m \ T i∗) ⊂ U i +Qmρiη,

(e) for everyx ∈ Rm \ T i∗ and for everyr ∈ {i∗, . . . ,m− 2},

dist(Φi(x), T
r) dist(x, T r+1) = dist(Φi(x), T

r+1) dist(x, T r),

(f) for everyj ∈ N∗ and for everyx ∈ R
m \ T i∗ ,

|DjΦi(x)| ≤
Cη

(

dist(x, T i∗)
)j ,

for some constantC > 0 depending onj,m andρ,

(g) for every0 < β < i+ 1, for everyj ∈ N∗ and for everyx ∈ R
m \ T i∗ ,

ηj−1|DjΦi(x)| ≤ C′(jacΦi(x)
)

j
β ,

for some constantC′ > 0 depending onβ, j,m andρ.

The mapΦℓ will satisfy the conclusion of the proposition.

Let i ∈ {ℓ + 1, . . . ,m} and letΘi be the map obtained from Proposition 4.3 with
parametersρ = ρi, ρ = τi−1, ρ = ρi−1 andℓ = i. Givenσi ∈ U i, we may identifyσi

withQiη×{0m−i} andT (i−1)∗ ∩ (σi+Qmτi−1η) with {0i}×Qm−i
τi−1η. The mapΘi induces

by isometry a map which we shall denote byΘσi .
LetΨi : Rm \ T (i−1)∗ → Rm be defined for everyx ∈ Rm \ T (i−1)∗ by

Ψi(x) :=

{

Θσi(x) if x ∈ σi +Qmτi−1η for someσi ∈ U i,
x otherwise.

We first explain whyΨi is well-defined. SinceΘσi coincides with the identity map on
∂σi + Qmτi−1η, then for everyσi1, σ

i
2 ∈ U i, if x ∈ (σi1 + Qmτi−1η) ∩ (σi2 + Qmτi−1η) and

σi1 6= σi2, then
Θσi1(x) = x = Θσi2(x).
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One also verifies directly thatΨi is smooth onRm \ T (i−1)∗ .
Assuming thatΦi has been defined satisfying properties (a)–(g), we let

Φi−1 = Ψi ◦ Φi.

The mapΦi−1 is well-defined onRm \T (i−1)∗ sinceΦi(Rm \T (i−1)∗) ⊂ Rm \T (i−1)∗ .
We now check thatΦi−1 satisfies all required properties.

Proof of Property(a). The mapΦi−1 is injective sinceΨi andΦi are injective.

Proof of Property(b). For everyr ∈ {(i− 1)∗, . . . ,m− 1} and for everyσm ∈ Sm, we
have by induction hypothesisΦi(σm \ T r) ⊂ σm \ T r. Moreover, for anyσm ∈ Sm and
anyσ̃i ∈ U i, the formula ofΘi implies thatΘσ̃i(σm \ T r) ⊂ σm \ T r.

Proof of Property(c). By induction hypothesisΦi coincides with the identity map outside
Um+Qmρiη. By construction,Ψi coincides with the identity map outsideUm+Qmτi−1η (see
Proposition 4.3, property(ii)). Sinceρi < τi−1 < ρi−1, we deduce thatSuppΦi−1 ⊂
Um +Qmρi−1η.

Proof of Property(d). By induction hypothesis (property (d))

Φi(U
m \ T i∗) ⊂ U i +Qmρiη

and (property (b))
Φi(R

m \ T (i−1)∗) ⊂ R
m \ T (i−1)∗ .

SinceT (i−1)∗ ⊃ T i
∗

, we have

Φi(U
m \ T (i−1)∗) ⊂ (U i +Qmρiη) \ T (i−1)∗ .

By construction ofΘi (see Proposition 4.3, property(iii)), for everyσi ∈ U i,

Θσi
(

(σi +Qmρiη) \ T (i−1)∗
)

⊂ ∂σi +Qmρi−1η.

Taking the union over all facesσi ∈ U i, we get

Ψi
(

(U i +Qmρiη) \ T (i−1)∗
)

⊂ U i−1 +Qmρi−1η.

Combining the information forΦi andΨi, we obtain

Φi−1(U
m \ T (i−1)∗) ⊂ U i−1 +Qmρi−1η.

Proof of Property(e). Let r ∈ {(i−1)∗, . . . ,m−2} andx ∈ Rm\T (i−1)∗ . If Φi−1(x) =
Φi(x), then the conclusion follows by induction. IfΦi−1(x) 6= Φi(x), then there exists
σi ∈ U i such thatΦi(x) ∈ σi + Qmτi−1η andΦi−1(x) = Θσi(Φi(x)). SinceΦi(x) ∈
SuppΨi,

Φi(x) ∈ (σi +Qmτi−1η) \ (∂σi +Qmτi−1η).
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Up to an isometry, we may assume thatσi = Qiη×{0m−i}. For every0 < λ < 1 and
for everyy = (y′, y′′) ∈ Qi(1−λ)η ×Qm−i

λη ,

dist(y, T r) = dist
(

(y′, 0), T r ∩ (Qi(1−λ)η × {0m−i})
)

.

In view of the formula ofΘi, we deduce that for everyy ∈ (σi+Qmτi−1η)\(∂σi×Qmτi−1η),

dist(Θσi(y), T
r) dist(y, T r+1) = dist

(

Θσi(y), T
r+1) dist(y, T r

)

;

this identity is reminiscent of Thales’ intercept theorem from Euclidean geometry. By
induction hypothesis, we then get

dist(Φi−1(x), T
r) dist(x, T r+1) = dist(Θσi(Φi(x)), T

r) dist(x, T r+1)

= dist(Θσi(Φi(x)), T
r+1) dist(x, T r)

= dist(Φi−1(x)), T
r+1) dist(x, T r).

This gives the conclusion.

Proof of Property(f). Let x ∈ Rm \ T (i−1)∗ . If Ψi coincides with the identity map in a
neighborhood ofΦi(x), thenDjΦi−1(x) = DjΦi(x) and the conclusion follows from
the induction hypothesis and the fact thatT (i−1)∗ ⊃ T i

∗

.
If Ψi does not coincide with the identity map in a neighborhood ofΦi(x), then there

existsσi ∈ U i such that

Φi(x) ∈ (σi +Qmτi−1η) \ (∂σi +Qmτi−1η)

andΦi−1(x) = Θσi(Φi(x)). By the chain rule for higher order derivatives,

|DjΦi−1(x)| ≤ C1

j
∑

r=1

∑

1≤t1≤...≤tr
t1+···+tr=j

|DrΘσi(Φi(x))| |Dt1Φi(x)| · · · |DtrΦi(x)|.

By construction ofΘi (see Proposition 4.3, property(iv)), we have for anyy = (y′, y′′) ∈
(Qi(1−τi−1)η

×Qm−i
τi−1η) \ ({0i} ×Qm−i

τi−1η),

|DrΘi(y)| ≤
C2η

|y′|r .

This implies

|DrΘσi(Φi(x))| ≤
C2η

(dist
(

Φi(x), T (i−1)∗)
)r .

By the induction hypothesis, for every1 ≤ t1 ≤ . . . ≤ tr such thatt1 + · · ·+ tr = j,

|Dt1Φi(x)| · · · |DtrΦi(x)|

≤ C3
η

(

dist(x, T i∗)
)t1

· · · η
(

dist(x, T i∗)
)tr

= C3
ηr

(

dist(x, T i∗)
)j .
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Thus,

|DjΦi−1(x)| ≤ C4

j
∑

r=1

ηr+1

(

dist(Φi(x), T (i−1)∗)
)r(

dist(x, T i∗)
)j .

We recall that by property (f),

dist(Φi(x), T
(i−1)∗) dist(x, T i

∗

) = dist(x, T (i−1)∗) dist(Φi(x), T
i∗).

SinceΦi(x) ∈ (σi +Qmτi−1η) \ (∂σi +Qmτi−1η),

dist(Φi(x), T
i∗) ≥ (1− τi−1)η ≥ (1 − ρ)η.

Thus,

(

dist(Φi(x), T
(i−1)∗)

)r(
dist(x, T i

∗

)
)j

=
(

dist(x, T (i−1)∗) dist(Φi(x), T
i∗)

)r(
dist(x, T i

∗

)
)j−r

≥
(

dist (x, T (i−1)∗)
)r(

(1− ρ)η)r
(

dist(x, T i
∗

)
)j−r

.

SinceT i
∗ ⊂ T (i−1)∗ , we conclude that

|DjΦi−1(x)| ≤ C5
η

(

dist(x, T (i−1)∗)
)j
.

Proof of Property(g). Let j ∈ N∗ and letx ∈ Rm \ T (i−1)∗ . If Ψi coincides with
the identity map in a in a neighborhood ofΦi(x), thenDjΦi−1(x) = DjΦi(x) and
jacΦi−1(x) = jacΦi(x). The conclusion then follows from the induction hypothesis.

Assume thatΨi does not coincides with the identity map in a neighborhood ofΦi(x).
Let 0 < β < i andr ∈ {0, . . . , j}. By induction hypothesis, if1 ≤ t1 ≤ . . . ≤ tr and
t1 + · · ·+ tr = j, then

|Dt1Φi(x)| · · · |DtrΦi(x)| ≤ C1
(jacΦi(x))

t1
β

ηt1−1
· · · (jacΦi(x))

tr
β

ηtr−1
= C1

(jacΦi(x))
j
β

ηj−r
.

Let σi ∈ U i be such that

Φi(x) ∈ (σi +Qmτi−1η) \ (∂σi +Qmτi−1η)

andΦi−1(x) = Θσi ◦ Φi(x). By construction ofΘi (see Proposition 4.3, property(v)),
we have for anyy ∈ (Qi(1−τi−1)η

×Qm−i
τi−1η) \ ({0i} ×Qm−i

τi−1η),

ηr−1|DrΘi(y)| ≤ C2(jacΘi(y))
r
β r
j = C2(jacΘi(y))

j
β .

Thus,

|DrΘσi(Φi(x))| |Dt1Φi(x)| · · · |DtrΦi(x)| ≤ C3
(jacΘσi(Φi(x)))

j
β

ηr−1

(jacΦi(x))
j
β

ηj−r

=
C3

ηj−1

(

jacΦi−1(x)
)

j
β .
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Therefore, by the chain rule for higher order derivatives,

|DjΦi−1(x)| ≤
C4

ηj−1

(

jacΦi−1(x)
)

j
β .

This gives the conclusion.

By downward induction, we conclude that properties (a)–(g)hold for everyi ∈
{ℓ, . . . ,m}. In particular,Φℓ satisfies properties(i)–(v) of Proposition 4.1.

We establish a couple of lemmas in order to prove Proposition4.3:

Lemma 4.4. Let ℓ ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, let η > 0, let 0 < ρ < ρ < ρ < 1 and0 < κ < 1 − ρ.
There exists a smooth functionλ : Rm → [1,∞) such that ifΦ : Rm → Rm is defined
for x = (x′, x′′) ∈ Rℓ × Rm−ℓ by

Φ(x) = (λ(x)x′, x′′),

then

(i) Φ is a diffeomorphism,

(ii) SuppΦ ⊂ Qℓ(1−ρ)η ×Qm−ℓ
ρη ,

(iii) Φ
(

(Qℓη \Qℓκη)×Qm−ℓ
ρη

)

⊂ (Qℓη \Qℓ(1−ρ)η)×Qm−ℓ
ρη ,

(iv) for everyj ∈ N∗ and for everyx ∈ Rm,

ηj−1|DjΦ(x)| ≤ C,

for some constantC > 0 depending onj,m, ρ, ρ, ρ andκ,

(v) for everyj ∈ N∗ and for everyx ∈ Rm,

C′ ≤ jacΦ(x) ≤ C′′,

for some constantsC′, C′′ > 0 depending onm, ρ, ρ, ρ andκ.

Proof. By scaling, we may assume thatη = 1. Letψ : R → [0, 1] be a smooth function
such that

− ψ is nonincreasing onR+ and nondecreasing onR−,

− for |t| ≤ 1− ρ, ψ(t) = 1,

− for |t| ≥ 1− ρ, ψ(t) = 0.

Let θ : R → [0, 1] be a smooth function such that

− for |t| ≤ ρ, θ(t) = 1,

− for |t| ≥ ρ, θ(t) = 0.
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Letϕ : Rm → R be the function defined forx = (x1, . . . , xm) ∈ Rm by

ϕ(x) =
ℓ
∏

i=1

ψ(xi)
m
∏

i=ℓ+1

θ(xi).

Thus,

− for everyx ∈ Rm \ (Qℓ1−ρ ×Qm−ℓ
ρ ), ϕ(x) = 0,

− for everyx ∈ Qℓ1−ρ ×Qm−ℓ
ρ , ϕ(x) = 1.

We shall define the mapΦ in terms of its inverseΨ: letΨ : Rm → Rm be the function
defined forx = (x′, x′′) ∈ Rℓ × Rm−ℓ by

Ψ(x) =
(

(1− αϕ(x))x′, x′′
)

,

whereα ∈ R. In particular,

− for everyx ∈ Rm \ (Qℓ1−ρ ×Qm−ℓ
ρ ), Ψ(x) = x,

− for everyx = (x′, x′′) ∈ Qℓ1−ρ ×Qm−ℓ
ρ , Ψ(x) = ((1− α)x′, x′′).

In view of this second property, takingα = 1 − κ
1−ρ , we deduce thatΨ is a bijection

betweenQℓ1−ρ ×Qm−ℓ
ρ andQℓκ ×Qm−ℓ

ρ .

We now prove thatΨ is injective. Ifx, y ∈ Rℓ × Rm−ℓ satisfyΨ(x) = Ψ(y), then
y′′ = x′′ andy′ = tx′ for somet > 0. Sinceα ∈ (0, 1), the function

g : s ∈ [0,∞) 7−→ s(1− αϕ(sx′, x′′))

is the product of an increasing function with a nondecreasing positive function. Thus,g
is increasing, whenceΨ is injective. Sinceg(0) = 0 and lim

t→+∞
g(t) = +∞, by the

Intermediate value theorem,g([0,∞)) = [0,∞). Thus,Ψ is surjective. Therefore, the
mapΨ is a bijection.

We claim that for everyx ∈ Rm,DΨ(x) is invertible. Indeed, for everyx = (x′, x′′) ∈
Rℓ × Rm−ℓ and for everyv = (v′, v′′) ∈ Rℓ × Rm−ℓ,

DΨ(x)[v] =
(

(1− αϕ(x))v′ − αDϕ(x)[v]x′, v′′
)

.

The Jacobian ofΨ can be computed as the determinant of a nilpotent perturbation of a
diagonal linear map to be

jacΨ(x) = (1− αϕ(x))ℓ−1
(

1− αϕ(x) − αDϕ(x)[(x′, 0)]
)

.

Sinceψ is nonincreasing onR+ and nondecreasing onR−,Dϕ(x)[(x′, 0)] ≤ 0. Thus,

jacΨ(x) ≥ (1− αϕ(x))ℓ ≥ (1− α)ℓ > 0.

The mapΦ = Ψ−1 satisfies all the desired properties.
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Lemma 4.5. Let ℓ ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, η > 0, 0 < ρ < ρ < ρ < 1 andT = {0ℓ} × Qm−ℓ
ρη .

There exists a smooth functionλ : Rm \ T → [1,∞) such that ifΦ : Rm \ T → Rm is
defined forx = (x′, x′′) ∈ (Rℓ × Rm−ℓ) \ T by

Φ(x) = (λ(x)x′, x′′),

then

(i) Φ is injective,

(ii) SuppΦ ⊂ Bℓ(1−ρ)η ×Qm−ℓ
ρη ,

(iii) Φ
(

(Bℓ(1−ρ)η ×Qm−ℓ
ρη ) \ T

)

⊂ (Bℓ(1−ρ)η \Bℓ(1−ρ)η)×Qm−ℓ
ρη ,

(iv) for everyj ∈ N∗ and for everyx = (x′, x′′) ∈ (Bℓ(1−ρ)η ×Qm−ℓ
ρη ) \ T ,

|DjΦ(x)| ≤ Cη

|x′|j ,

for some constantC > 0 depending onj,m, ρ, ρ andρ,

(v) for every0 < β < ℓ, for everyj ∈ N∗ and for everyx ∈ Rm \ T ,

ηj−1|DjΦ(x)| ≤ C′(jacΦ(x)
)

j
β ,

for some constantC′ > 0 depending onβ, j,m, ρ, ρ andρ.

Proof. By scaling, we may assume thatη = 1. Givenb > 0, letϕ : (0,∞) → [1,∞) be
a smooth function such that

− for 0 < s ≤ 1− ρ, ϕ(s) =
1− ρ

s

(

1 + b
ln 1
s

)

,

− for s ≥ 1− ρ, ϕ(s) = 1,

− the functions ∈ (0,∞) 7→ sϕ(s) is increasing.

This is possible for anyb > 0 such that

(1− ρ)
(

1 +
b

ln 1
1−ρ

)

< 1− ρ.

Let θ : Rm−ℓ → [0, 1] be a smooth function such that

− for y ∈ Qm−ℓ
ρ , θ(y) = 0,

− for y ∈ R
m−ℓ \Qm−ℓ

ρ , θ(y) = 1.
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We now introduce forx = (x′, x′′) ∈ Rℓ × Rm−ℓ,

ζ(x) =

√

|x′|2 + θ
(

x′′
)2
.

Let λ : Rm \ T → R be the function defined forx = (x′, x′′) ∈ Rm \ T by

λ(x) = ϕ(ζ(x)).

Sinceζ 6= 0 in Rm \ T , the functionλ is well-defined and smooth. In addition,λ ≥ 1.
We now check that the mapΦ defined in the statement satisfies all the required prop-

erties.

Proof of Property(i). In order to check thatΦ is injective, we first observe that ifx =
(x′, x′′), y = (y′, y′′) ∈ Bℓ1 × Qm−ℓ

ρ andΦ(x) = Φ(y), thenx′′ = y′′, and there exists
t > 0 such thaty′ = tx′. The conclusion follows from the fact that the function

h : s ∈ [0,∞) 7−→ sϕ
(
√

s2 + θ(x′′)2
)

is increasing.

Proof of Property(ii). For everyx = (x′, x′′) ∈ (Rℓ × Rm−ℓ) \ T , if x′ 6∈ Bℓ1−ρ or if
x′′ 6∈ Qm−ℓ

ρ , thenζ(x) ≥ 1−ρ. Thus,λ(x) = ϕ(ζ(x)) = 1 andΦ(x) = x. We then have
SuppΦ ⊂ Bℓ1−ρ ×Qm−ℓ

ρ .

Proof of Property(iii). We first observe that since the functions ∈ (0,∞) 7→ sϕ(s) is
increasing andlim

s→0
sϕ(s) = 1− ρ, for everys > 0,

sϕ(s) ≥ 1− ρ.

Since for everyx = (x′, x′′) ∈ (Bℓ1−ρ×Qm−ℓ
ρ )\T , we haveζ(x) = |x′|, we deduce that

|λ(x)x′| = ϕ(|x′|)|x′| ≥ 1− ρ.

On the other hand, since the functionh defined above is increasing,

|λ(x)x′| = h(|x′|) ≤ h(1− ρ) = 1− ρ.

We conclude thatλ(x)x′ ∈ Bℓ1−ρ \Bℓ1−ρ.

Proof of Property(iv). By the chain rule,

|Djλ(x)| ≤ C1

j
∑

i=1

∑

1≤t1≤...≤ti
t1+···+ti=j

|ϕ(i)(ζ(x))| |Dt1ζ(x)| · · · |Dtiζ(x)|.

For everyi ∈ N∗ and for everys > 0,

|ϕ(i)(s)| ≤ C2

si+1
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and for everyx ∈ (Bℓ1 × Rm−ℓ) \ T ,

|Diζ(x)| ≤ C3

ζ(x)i−1
.

Thus, for every1 ≤ t1 ≤ . . . ≤ ti such thatt1 + · · ·+ ti = j,

|Dt1ζ(x)| · · · |Dtiζ(x)| ≤ C4

ζ(x)t1−1 · · · ζ(x)ti−1
=

C4

ζ(x)j−i
.

By the chain rule,

|Djλ(x)| ≤ C5

j
∑

i=1

1

ζ(x)i+1

1

ζ(x)j−i
=

C5j

ζ(x)j+1
.

Hence, by the Leibniz rule, for anyx ∈ (Bℓ1 × Rm−ℓ) \ T ,

|DjΦ(x)| ≤ C6

ζ(x)j
. (4.1)

Sinceζ(x) ≥ |x′|, the conclusion follows.

Proof of Property(v). For everyx = (x′, x′′) ∈ (Rℓ × R
m−ℓ) \ T andv = (v′, v′′) ∈

Rℓ × Rm−ℓ,

DΦ(x)[v] =
(

ϕ
(

ζ(x)
)

v′ + ϕ(1)
(

ζ(x)
)x′ · v′ + θ(x′′)Dθ(x′′)[v′′]

ζ(x)
x′, v′′

)

.

The Jacobian can be computed as the determinant of a nilpotent perturbation of a diagonal
linear map to be

jacΦ(x) = ϕ(ζ(x))ℓ−1
(

ϕ(ζ(x)) + ϕ(1)(ζ(x))
|x′|2
ζ(x)

)

= ϕ(ζ(x))ℓ−1
(

ϕ(ζ(x))
(

1− |x′|2
ζ(x)2

)

+
(

ϕ(1)(ζ(x))ζ(x) + ϕ(ζ(x))
) |x′|2
ζ(x)2

)

.

Since for everys > 0,

sϕ(1)(s) + ϕ(s) = (sϕ(s))(1) ≥ 0

and since there existsc1 > 0 such that for everys > 0,

ϕ(s) ≥ c1
s
,

we have

jacΦ(x) ≥ ϕ(ζ(x))ℓ
(

1− |x′|2
ζ(x)2

)

≥ c2
ζ(x)ℓ

(

1− |x′|2
ζ(x)2

)

.
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If |x′| ≤ θ(x′′), thenζ(x) ≥
√
2|x′| and we get

jacΦ(x) ≥ c3
ζ(x)ℓ

.

On the other hand, by direct inspection, for everyα < 1, there exists a constantc4 > 0
depending onα such that for everys > 0,

sϕ(1)(s) + ϕ(s) ≥ c4
sα
.

Thus,

jacΦ(x) ≥ ϕ(ζ(x))ℓ−1
(

ϕ(1)(ζ(x))ζ(x) + ϕ(ζ(x))
) |x′|2
ζ(x)2

≥ c5
ζ(x)ℓ−1+α

|x′|2
ζ(x)2

.

If |x′| > θ(x′′), thenζ(x) ≤
√
2|x′| and we get

jacΦ(x) ≥ c6
ζ(x)ℓ−1+α

.

In both cases, we deduce that for everyβ < ℓ and for everyx ∈ R
m \ T ,

jacΦ(x) ≥ c7
ζ(x)β

.

Thus, by estimate (4.1) in the proof of property(iv) above, whenx ∈ (Bℓ1−ρ×Qm−ℓ
ρ )\T ,

|DjΦ(x)| ≤ C5

ζ(x)j
≤ C5

(c7)
j
β

(jacΦ(x))
j
β .

The proof of Lemma 4.5 is complete.

Proof of Proposition 4.3.DefineΦ to be the composition of the mapΦ1 given by Lemma 4.4
with any parameterκ ≤ 1−ρ√

ℓ
together with the mapΦ2 given by Lemma 4.5; more pre-

cisely,Φ = Φ1 ◦ Φ2. By composition, the mapΦ is injective andSuppΦ ⊂ Qℓ(1−ρ)η ×
Qm−ℓ
ρη . Moreover, the choice ofκ implies thatQℓκη ⊂ Bℓ(1−ρ)η. Hence,

Φ
(

(Qℓ(1−ρ)η ×Qm−ℓ
ρη ) \ T

)

⊂ (Qℓ(1−ρ)η \Qℓ(1−ρ)η)×Qm−l
ρη .

By the chain rule for higher order derivatives and by the estimate of the derivatives ofΦ1

(Lemma 4.4, see property (iv)),

|DjΦ(x)| ≤ C1

j
∑

i=1

∑

1≤t1≤...≤ti
t1+···+ti=j

|DiΦ1(Φ2(x))| |Dt1Φ2(x)| · · · |DtiΦ2(x)|

≤ C2

j
∑

i=1

∑

1≤t1≤...≤ti
t1+···+ti=j

|Dt1Φ2(x)| · · · |DtiΦ2(x)|
ηi−1

.

The estimate forDjΦ is a consequence of the estimates of the derivatives ofΦ2 (see
Lemma 4.5, property (iv)). The estimate forjacΦ is a consequence of the estimate for
jacΦ2 given by property (v) of Lemma 4.5 and the lower bound forjacΦ1 given by
property (v) of Lemma 4.4.
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5 Density of the classRm−⌊kp⌋−1(Q
m;Nn)

In this section, we prove that the classRm−⌊kp⌋−1(Q
m;Nn) is dense inW k,p(Qm;Nn)

regardless of the topology of the manifoldNn.

Theorem 3. If kp < m, thenRm−⌊kp⌋−1(Q
m;Nn) is strongly dense inW k,p(Qm;Nn).

This result implies theif part of Theorem 2.

Proof of Theorem 3.First observe that ifu ∈W k,p(Qm;Nn), then the restrictions toQm

of the mapsuγ ∈ W k,p(Qm1+2γ ;N
n) defined forx ∈ Qm1+2γ by uγ(x) = u(x/(1 + 2γ))

converge strongly tou in W k,p(Qm;Nn) whenγ tends to0. We can thus assume from
the beginning thatu ∈W k,p(Qm1+2γ ;N

n). We apply successively the opening, smoothing
and thickening constructions to this mapu.

We divide the proof in four parts:

Part 1. Construction of a maputhη ∈W k,p(Qm1+γ ;R
ν) ∩C∞(Qm1+γ \ T ℓ

∗

η ;Rν) such that
for everyj ∈ {1, . . . , k},

ηj‖Djuthη −Dju‖Lp(Qm1+γ)

≤ sup
v∈Bm1

ηj‖τψηv(Dju)−Dju‖Lp(Qm1+γ) + C

j
∑

i=1

ηi‖Diu‖Lp(Umη +Qm2ρη)
,

whereUmη is a subskeleton ofQm1+γ andT ℓ∗

η is the dual skeleton ofUℓη.

Using the terminology presented in the Introduction, the subskeletonUmη will be cho-
sen to be the set of all bad cubes together with the set of good cubes which intersect some
bad cube. The precise choice ofUmη will be made in Part 2.

LetKmη be a cubication ofQm1+γ of radius0 < η ≤ γ and letUmη be a subskeleton of
Kmη . Let 0 < ρ < 1

2 ; thus,
2ρη ≤ γ.

Given ℓ ∈ {0, . . . ,m − 1}, we begin by opening the mapu in a neighborhood ofU ℓη.
More precisely, letΦop : Rm → Rm be the smooth map given by Proposition 2.1 and
consider the map

uopη = u ◦ Φop.

In particular,uopη ∈ W k,p(Qm1+2γ ;N
n) anduopη = u in the complement ofU ℓη + Qm2ρη.

For everyj ∈ {1, . . . , k},

ηj‖Djuopη −Dju‖Lp(Qm1+2γ)
= ηj‖Djuopη −Dju‖Lp(Uℓη+Qm2ρη)
≤ ηj‖Djuopη ‖Lp(Uℓη+Qm2ρη) + ηj‖Dju‖Lp(Uℓη+Qm2ρη)

≤ C1

j
∑

i=1

ηi‖Diu‖Lp(Uℓη+Qm2ρη).

(5.1)
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We next consider a smooth functionψη ∈ C∞(Qm1+2γ) such that

0 < ψη ≤ ρη.

Given a mollifierϕ ∈ C∞
c (Bm1 ), let for everyx ∈ Qm1+γ+ρη,

usmη (x) = (ϕψη(x) ∗ uopη )(x).

Since0 < ψη ≤ ρη, the mapusmη : Qm1+γ+ρη → Rν is well-defined and smooth. If

‖Dψη‖L∞(Qm1+2γ)
≤ β

for someβ < 1 and if for everyi ∈ {2, . . . , k},

ηi‖Diψη‖L∞(Qm1+2γ)
≤ η,

then by Proposition 3.2 withω = Qm1+γ , we have for everyj ∈ {1, . . . , k},

ηj‖Djusmη −Djuopη ‖Lp(Qm1+γ)

≤ sup
v∈Bm1

ηj‖τψηv(Djuopη )−Djuopη ‖Lp(Qm1+γ) + C2

j
∑

i=1

ηi‖Diuopη ‖Lp(A),

whereA =
⋃

x∈Qm1+γ∩suppDψη

Bmψη(x)(x). For everyv ∈ Bm1 ,

ηj‖τψηv(Djuopη )−Djuopη ‖Lp(Qm1+γ)
≤ ηj‖τψηv(Djuopη )− τψηv(D

ju)‖Lp(Qm1+γ )
+ ηj‖τψηv(Dju)−Dju‖Lp(Qm1+γ) + ηj‖Djuopη −Dju‖Lp(Qm1+γ )

and, by the change of variable formula,

‖τψηv(Djuopη )− τψηv(D
ju)‖Lp(Qm1+γ ) ≤ C3‖Djuopη −Dju‖Lp(Qm1+2γ)

.

If we further assume that
suppDψη ⊂ Umη ,

then sinceψη ≤ ρη, we haveA ⊂ Umη +Qmρη. By Proposition 2.1, we then have

j
∑

i=1

ηi‖Diuopη ‖Lp(A) ≤
j

∑

i=1

ηi‖Diuopη ‖Lp(Umη +Qmρη)
≤ C4

j
∑

i=1

ηi‖Diu‖Lp(Umη +Qm2ρη)
.

Thus, for everyj ∈ {1, . . . , k},

ηj‖Djusmη −Djuopη ‖Lp(Qm1+γ)

≤ sup
v∈Bm1

ηj‖τψηv(Dju)−Dju‖Lp(Qm1+γ) + C5

j
∑

i=1

ηi‖Diu‖Lp(Umη +Qm2ρη)
. (5.2)
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Given0 < ρ < ρ, we apply thickening to the mapusmη in a neighborhoodofU ℓη of size
ρη. More precisely, denote byΦth : Rm → R

m the smooth map given by Proposition 4.1
with the parameterρ and let

uthη = usmη ◦ Φth.

Then,uthη = usmη in the complement ofUmη +Qmρη. Assuming in addition that

ℓ+ 1 > kp,

then by Corollary 4.2,uthη ∈W k,p(Km
η ;Rν) and for everyj ∈ {1, . . . , k},

ηj‖Djuthη −Djusmη ‖Lp(Km
η ) ≤ ηj‖Djuthη −Djusmη ‖Lp(Umη +Qmρη)

≤ ηj‖Djuthη ‖Lp(Umη +Qmρη)
+ ηj‖Djusmη ‖Lp(Umη +Qmρη)

≤ C6

j
∑

i=1

ηi‖Diusmη ‖Lp(Umη +Qmρη)
.

Thus, by Proposition 3.2 and by Proposition 2.1,

ηj‖Djuthη −Djusmη ‖Lp(Km
η ) ≤ C7

j
∑

i=1

ηi‖Diuopη ‖Lp(Umη +Qm
(ρ+ρ)η

)

≤ C8

j
∑

i=1

ηi‖Diu‖Lp(Umη +Qm2ρη)
.

(5.3)

By the triangle inequality, we deduce from (5.1), (5.2) and (5.3) that for everyj ∈
{1, . . . , k},

ηj‖Djuthη −Dju‖Lp(Km
η )

≤ sup
v∈Bm1

ηj‖τψηv(Dju)−Dju‖Lp(Qm1+γ) + C

j
∑

i=1

ηi‖Diu‖Lp(Umη +Qm2ρη)
.

This gives the estimate we claimed sinceKm
η = Qm1+γ . We observe thatuthη is smooth ex-

cept on(Umη +Qmρη)∩T ℓ
∗

η whereT ℓ
∗

η is the dual skeleton corresponding to the cubication
Kmη .

The maputhη need not have its values on the manifoldNn, so we need to estimate the
distance between the image ofuthη andNn.

Part 2. The directed Hausdorff distance from the image of the maputhη to the manifold
Nn satisfies the estimate

DistNn (u
th
η (Km

η \ T ℓ∗η )) ≤ max

{

max
σm∈Kmη \Emη

C′

η
m
kp

−1
‖Du‖Lkp(σm+Qm2ρη)

,

sup
x∈Uℓη+Qmρη

C′′

|Qms |2
∫

Qms (x)

∫

Qms (x)

|uopη (y)− uopη (z)| dy dz
}

,
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where the directed Hausdorff distance from a setS ⊂ Rν toNn is

DistNn (S) = sup
{

dist (x,Nn) : x ∈ S
}

,

Emη is a subskeleton ofUmη , and0 < s < η.

The subskeletonEmη will be chosen at the end of Part 2 as the set of bad cubes and
Kmη \ Emη will be the set of good cubes. This estimate implies that for every η > 0

sufficiently small, the image ofuthη is contained in a small tubular neighborhood ofNn.

We first observe that by Proposition 4.1(ii), Φth(Km
η \ (T ℓ

∗ ∪ Umη )) ⊂ Km
η \ Umη

while by Proposition 4.1(iii), Φth(Umη \ T ℓ∗) ⊂ U ℓη +Qmρη. Hence,

Φth(Km
η \ T ℓ∗η ) ⊂ (Km

η \ Umη ) ∪ (U ℓη +Qmρη).

In terms of the directed Hausdorff distance we have

DistNn (u
th
η (Km

η \ T ℓ∗η )) ≤ DistNn
(

(

usmη
(

(Km
η \ Umη ) ∪ (U ℓη +Qmρη)

)

)

.

Since the image of the mapuopη obtained by openingu is contained inNn (see Lemma 2.3),
for everyx ∈ Km

η we have

dist (usmη (x), Nn) ≤ 1

|Qmψη(x)|

∫

Qm
ψη(x)

(x)

|usmη (x) − uopη (z)| dz.

On the other hand, sinceusmη is the convolution ofuopη with a mollifier,

|usmη (x)− uopη (z)| ≤ 1

ψη(x)m

∫

Bm
ψη(x)

(x)

ϕ
( x− y

ψη(x)

)

|uopη (y)− uopη (z)| dy

≤ C1

|Qmψη(x)|

∫

Qm
ψη(x)

(x)

|uopη (y)− uopη (z)| dy.

Thus,

dist (usmη (x), Nn) ≤ C1

|Qmψη(x)|2
∫

Qm
ψη(x)

(x)

∫

Qm
ψη(x)

(x)

|uopη (y)− uopη (z)| dy dz. (5.4)

SinceNn is a compact subset ofRν , u is bounded. By the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inter-
polation inequality (see [19,44]),Du ∈ Lkp(Qm1+2γ). By the Poincaré-Wirtinger inequal-
ity,

1

|Qmψη(x)|2
∫

Qm
ψη(x)

(x)

∫

Qm
ψη(x)

(x)

|uopη (y)− uopη (z)| dy dz

≤ C2

ψη(x)
m
kp

−1
‖Duopη ‖Lkp(Qm

ψη(x)
(x)).
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Sinceψη ≤ ρη, if σm ∈ Kmη is such thatx ∈ σm, thenQmψη(x)(x) ⊂ σm +Qmρη. Hence,

dist (usmη (x), Nn) ≤ C3

ψη(x)
m
kp

−1
‖Duopη ‖Lkp(Qm

ψη(x)
(x))

≤ C3

ψη(x)
m
kp

−1
‖Duopη ‖Lkp(σm+Qmρη)

.

Thus, by Addendum 1 to Proposition 2.1,

dist (usmη (x), Nn) ≤ C4

ψη(x)
m
kp

−1
‖Du‖Lkp(σm+Qm2ρη)

.

We rewrite this estimate for everyx ∈ Km
η as

dist (usmη (x), Nn) ≤
( η

ψη(x)

)
m
kp

−1 C4

η
m
kp

−1
‖Du‖Lkp(σm+Qm2ρη)

. (5.5)

If x ∈ (U ℓη +Qmρη) ∩ Umη , thenx ∈ σm for some cubeσm ∈ Umη . If

ψη(x) ≤ (ρ− ρ)η,

thenQmψη(x)(x) ⊂ U ℓη +Qmρη. By Addendum 2 to Proposition 2.1, we have

1

|Qmψη(x)|2
∫

Qm
ψη(x)

(x)

∫

Qm
ψη(x)

(x)

|uopη (y)− uopη (z)| dy dz

≤ (ψη(x))
1− ℓ

kp
C5

η
m−ℓ
kp

‖Du‖Lkp(σm+Qm2ρη)
.

Therefore,

dist (usmη (x), Nn) ≤ (ψη(x))
1− ℓ

kp
C5

η
m−ℓ
kp

‖Du‖Lkp(σm+Qm2ρη)
.

We rewrite this estimate for everyx ∈ (U ℓη +Qmρη) ∩ Umη as

dist (usmη (x), Nn) ≤
(ψη(x)

η

)1− ℓ
kp C5

η
m
kp

−1
‖Du‖Lkp(σm+Qm2ρη)

. (5.6)

We now describe the functionψη that we shall take. Given two parameters0 < s < t
and given a functionζ ∈ C∞(Qm1+2γ), we define

ψη = tζ + s(1− ζ).

More precisely, letEmη be a subskeleton ofUmη such that

Emη ⊂ intUmη

in the relative topology ofQm1+γ . Sincedist (Emη ,K
m
η \ Umη ) ≥ η, we take a function

ζ ∈ C∞(Km
η ) such that
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(i) 0 ≤ ζ ≤ 1 in Km
η ,

(ii) ζ = 1 in Km
η \ Umη ,

(iii) ζ = 0 in Emη ,

(iv) for everyj ∈ {1, . . . , k}, ηj‖Djζ‖L∞ ≤ C̃, for some constant̃C > 0 depending
only onm.

Thus,suppDψη ⊂ Umη and

ηj‖Djψη‖L∞ ≤ C̃t.

In order to apply Proposition 3.2 and to haveψη ≤ (ρ− ρ)η, we choose

t = min
{ κ

C̃
, ρ− ρ

}

η,

for some fixed number0 < κ < 1.
Sinceψη = t in Km

η \ Umη andt ≥ cη for some constantc > 0 independent ofη, we
have from (5.5),

DistNn
(

usmη (Km
η \ Umη )

)

≤ max
σm∈Kmη \Umη

C6

η
m
kp

−1
‖Du‖Lkp(σm+Qm2ρη)

.

Sinceψη = s in Emη , we have from (5.4),

DistNn
(

usmη
(

(U ℓη +Qmρη) ∩Emη
)

)

≤ sup
x∈Uℓη+Qmρη

C1

|Qms |2
∫

Qms (x)

∫

Qms (x)

|uopη (y)− uopη (z)| dy dz.

Finally, if
ℓ ≤ kp,

then by (5.6) and by the estimateψη(x) ≤ t = C7η, we get

DistNn
(

usmη
(

(U ℓη +Qmρη) ∩ (Umη \ Emη
)

)

≤ max
σm∈Umη \Emη

C8

η
m
kp

−1
‖Du‖Lkp(σm+Qm2ρη)

.

Since we have already required thatℓ+ 1 > kp, we are thus led to take

ℓ = ⌊kp⌋.

We deduce that

DistNn (u
th
η (Km

η \ T ℓ∗η )) ≤ max

{

max
σm∈Kmη \Emη

C′

η
m
kp

−1
‖Du‖Lkp(σm+Qm2ρη)

,

sup
x∈Uℓη+Qmρη

C′′

|Qms |2
∫

Qms (x)

∫

Qms (x)

|uopη (y)− uopη (z)| dy dz
}

.
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This gives the estimate we claimed.
The nearest point projectionΠ ontoNn is well-defined and smooth on a tubular

neighborhood ofNn of radiusι > 0. We now choose the subskeletonEmη used in the
definition ofζ andψη as the set of cubesσm ∈ Kmη such that

C′

η
m
kp

−1
‖Du‖Lkp(σm+Qm2ρη)

> ι.

Thus,

max
σm∈Kmη \Emη

C′

η
m
kp

−1
‖Du‖Lkp(σm+Qm2ρη)

≤ ι.

We then take the subskeletonUmη used in the constructions of opening and thickening
as the the set of cubesσm ∈ Kmη which intersect some cube inEmη ; in particularintEmη ⊂
Umη in the relative topology ofQm1+γ .

In view of the uniform limit of Addendum 2 to Proposition 2.1,sinceℓ ≤ kp, for
everys > 0 small enough,

sup
x∈Uℓη+Qmρη

C′′

|Qms |2
∫

Qms (x)

∫

Qms (x)

|uopη (y)− uopη (z)| dy dz ≤ ι.

We conclude thatuthη (Km
η \ T ℓ∗η ) is contained in a tubular neighborhood ofNn of radius

ι.

Part 3. The mapsΠ ◦ uthη converge tou in W k,p(Qm1 ;Nn) asη tends to0.

Using the estimate from Part 1, we show that for everyj ∈ {1, . . . , k},

lim
η→0

‖Djuthη −Dju‖Lp(Qm1+γ) = 0.

By continuity of the translation operator inLp (see the remark following Proposition 3.1),

lim
η→0

sup
v∈Bm1

‖τψηv(Dju)−Dju‖Lp(Qm1+γ) = 0. (5.7)

We now need to show that

lim
η→0

j
∑

i=1

ηi−j‖Diu‖Lp(Umη +Qm2ρη)
= 0.

By the Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequality, foreveryi ∈ {1, . . . , k−1},Diu ∈
L
kp
i (Qm1+2γ). By Hölder’s inequality, for everyi ∈ {1, . . . , k} we have

ηi−j‖Diu‖Lp(Umη +Qm2ρη)
≤ ηi−j |Umη +Qm2ρη|

k−i
kp ‖Diu‖

L
kp
i (Umη +Qm2ρη)

= ηk−j
( |Umη +Qm2ρη|

ηkp

)

k−i
kp

‖Diu‖
L
kp
i (Umη +Qm2ρη)

.
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From this estimate, we need that|Umη + Qm2ρη| = O(ηkp) asη → 0. We observe that
|Umη +Qm2ρη| satisfies the following estimate in terms of the number of elements#Umη of
the subskeletonUmη ,

∣

∣Umη +Qm2ρη
∣

∣ ≤ 2m(η + 2ρη)m(#Umη ) = C1η
m(#Umη ).

Note that for every cubeσm ∈ Umη , if τm ∈ Emη intersectsσm, thenτm +Qm2ρη ⊂ σm +
Qm2(1+ρ)η. Denotingσm byQmη (a), we haveτm + Qm2ρη ⊂ Qmαη(a), whereα = 3 + 2ρ,
whence

τm +Qm2ρη ⊂ Qmαη(a) ∩Qm1+2γ .

By the definition ofEmη ,

ι <
C′

η
m
kp

−1
‖Du‖Lkp(τm+Qm2ρη)

≤ C′

η
m
kp

−1
‖Du‖Lkp(Qmαη(a)∩Qm1+2γ)

.

Thus, for everyQmη (a) ∈ Umη ,

1 <
C2

ηm−kp

∫

Qmαη(a)∩Qm1+2γ

|Du|kp.

Since the cubesQmαη(a) intersect each other finitely many times and the number of over-
laps only depend onα and on the dimensionm,

#Umη ≤ C2

ηm−kp

∑

Qmη (a)∈Umη

∫

Qmαη(a)∩Qm1+2γ

|Du|kp ≤ C3

ηm−kp

∫

Qm1+2γ

|Du|kp.

We deduce that

∣

∣Umη +Qm2ρη
∣

∣ ≤ C4η
m 1

ηm−kp

∫

Qm1+2γ

|Du|kp = C4η
kp

∫

Qm1+2γ

|Du|kp.

This means that

lim sup
η→0

∣

∣Umη +Qm2ρη
∣

∣

ηkp
<∞.

Hence, by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem,

lim
η→0

‖Diu‖
L
kp
i (Umη +Qm2ρη)

= 0.

In view of (5.7) and the estimate from Part 1, we havelim
η→0

‖Djuthη −Dju‖Lp(Qm1+γ) = 0.

Recall thatuthη = usmη in the complement ofUmη +Qmρη. Sinceusmη → u in measure

and|Umη +Qmρη| → 0 asη → 0, uthη → u in measure asη → 0. Hence,uthη converges to

u in Lp(Qm1+γ) and
lim
η→0

‖uthη − u‖Wk,p(Qm1+γ)
= 0.
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Therefore,
lim
η→0

‖Π ◦ uthη − u‖Wk,p(Qm1+γ)
= 0.

This gives the conclusion of this part.

Part 4. The mapΠ ◦ uthη belongs to the classRℓ∗(Qm;Nn).

It suffices to prove the pointwise estimates ofDj(Π ◦ uthη ). SinceΠ ◦ uthη = (Π ◦
usmη ) ◦ Φth and the mapΠ ◦ usmη is smooth inKm

η , by the chain rule for higher order
derivatives,

|Dj(Π ◦ uthη )| ≤ C5

j
∑

i=1

∑

1≤α1≤...≤αi
α1+···+αi=j

|Di(Π ◦ usmη )||Dα1Φth| · · · |DαiΦth|

≤ C6

j
∑

i=1

∑

1≤α1≤...≤αi
α1+···+αi=j

|Dα1Φth| · · · |DαiΦth|.

By Proposition 4.1(iv), we have forx ∈ Km
η \ T ℓ∗η ,

|Dj(Π ◦ uthη )(x)| ≤ C7

j
∑

i=1

∑

1≤α1≤...≤αi
α1+···+αi=j

η
(

dist (x, T ℓ∗η )
)α1

· · · η
(

dist (x, T ℓ∗η )
)αi

≤ C8
(

dist (x, T ℓ∗η )
)j .

This concludes the proof of the theorem.

6 Proof of Theorem 2

Let kp < m. It is a consequence of Theorem 3 thatRm−⌊kp⌋−1(Q
m;Nn) is dense in

W k,p(Qm;Nn). In this section, we prove that ifπ⌊kp⌋(Nn) 6≃ {0} and ifi ∈ {0, . . . ,m−
1} is such that

(a) Ri(Q
m;Nn) ⊂W k,p(Qm;Nn),

(b) Ri(Q
m;Nn) is dense inW k,p(Qm;Nn),

theni = m− ⌊kp⌋ − 1.

We first prove thati < m− ⌊kp⌋. For this purpose, letγ : R → Nn be a geodesic in

Nn. Giveni ≥ m−⌊kp⌋, the mapu : Q
m → Nn defined forx = (x′, x′′) ∈ Q

m−i×Qi
by

u(x) = γ
(

log |x′|
)

belongs toRi(Qm;Nn). Takingγ parametrized by arc-length, we have

|Du(x)| = 1

|x′| .
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Sincei ≥ m − ⌊kp⌋, it follows thatDu 6∈ L⌊kp⌋(Qm). By the Gagliardo-Nirenberg
interpolation inequality, we deduce thatRi(Qm;Nn) 6⊂W k,p(Qm;Nn).

We now prove thati > m − ⌊kp⌋ − 2. Given a smooth mapϕ : S⌊kp⌋ → Nn, we

defineu : Q
m → Nn for x = (x′, x′′) ∈ Q

⌊kp⌋+1 ×Q
m−⌊kp⌋−1

by

u(x) = ϕ
( x′

|x′|
)

.

Then,u ∈ W k,p(Qm;Nn). Giveni ∈ {0, . . . ,m − ⌊kp⌋ − 2}, assume by contradiction
that there exists a sequence(uj)j∈N in Ri(Qm;Nn) converging tou in W k,p(Qm;Nn).
Passing to a subsequence if necessary, for almost everyx′′ ∈ Qm−⌊kp⌋−1 and for al-
most everyρ ∈ (0, 1), the sequence(uj |S⌊kp⌋ρ ×{x′′})j∈N converges tou|

S
⌊kp⌋
ρ ×{x′′} in

W k,p(S
⌊kp⌋
ρ ;Nn), whence in BMO(S⌊kp⌋ρ ;Nn).

For everyj ∈ N, denote byTj a finite union ofi dimensional planes such thatuj ∈
C∞(Q

m \ Tj ;Nn). Sincei ≤ m − ⌊kp⌋ − 2, for every(x′′, ρ) ∈ Qm−⌊kp⌋−1 × (0, 1)

such thatS⌊kp⌋ρ × {x′′} ⊂ Q
m \ Tj, there exista ∈ Q

m \ Tj and a continuous map

h : [0, 1]× (S
⌊kp⌋
ρ ×{x′′}) → Q

m \Tj such that for everyy ∈ S
⌊kp⌋
ρ ×{x′′}, h(0, y) = y

andh(1, y) = a. This implies thatuj |S⌊kp⌋ρ ×{x′′} is homotopic to a constant.

We recall that homotopy classes are preserved under BMO convergence:

Claim. Let(vj)j∈N be a sequence inC0(S⌊kp⌋;Nn)which converges tov ∈ C0(S⌊kp⌋;Nn)
in BMO(S⌊kp⌋;Nn). Then, for everyj ∈ N sufficiently large,vj is homotopic tov in
C0(S⌊kp⌋;Nn).

This claim is essentially [13, Lemma A.19] but we present a proof for the convenience
of the reader.

Proof of the Claim.For everyǫ > 0, we consider the mapvǫ : S⌊kp⌋ → Nn defined for
x ∈ S⌊kp⌋ by

vǫ(x) =
1

|D⌊kp⌋
ǫ (x)|

∫

D
⌊kp⌋
ǫ (x)

v

whereD⌊kp⌋
ǫ (x) = S⌊kp⌋ ∩ Q

⌊kp⌋+1
ǫ (x). Accordingly, for everyj ∈ N we definevj,ǫ,

with v replaced byvj .
The nearest point projectionΠ is well-defined and smooth on a tubular neighborhood

of Nn of radiusι > 0. Sincevǫ converges uniformly tov asǫ tends to0, there exists
ǫ1 > 0 such that for every0 < ǫ ≤ ǫ1, Π ◦ vǫ is well-defined and is homotopic tov.

Next, for everyj ∈ N and for everyx ∈ S⌊kp⌋, sincevj(x) ∈ Nn,

dist (vj,ǫ(x), N
n) ≤ 1

|D⌊kp⌋
ǫ (x)|

∫

D
⌊kp⌋
ǫ (x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

vj(y)−
1

|D⌊kp⌋
ǫ (x)|

∫

D
⌊kp⌋
ǫ (x)

vj

∣

∣

∣

∣

dy

≤ ‖vj − v‖BMO(S⌊kp⌋) + 2 sup
y∈D⌊kp⌋

ǫ (x)

|v(y)− v(x)|.
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Since the sequence(vj)j∈N converges tov in BMO(S⌊kp⌋) andv is uniformly continuous,
there existJ ∈ N andǫ2 > 0 such that for everyj ≥ J and for every0 < ǫ ≤ ǫ2,

dist (vj,ǫ(x), N
n) ≤ ι.

In particular,Π ◦ vj,ǫ is well-defined and the continuous extension of the functiont ∈
(0, 1] 7→ Π ◦ vj,tǫ gives a homotopy betweenΠ ◦ vj,ǫ andvj .

Finally, for everyǫ > 0 the sequence(vj,ǫ)j∈N converges uniformly tovǫ. For 0 <
ǫ < min {ǫ1, ǫ2} and forj ≥ J , the functionsΠ ◦ vj,ǫ are well-defined and converge
uniformly to Π ◦ vǫ asj tends to infinity. Thus, there existsJ ≥ J such that for every
j ∈ N with j ≥ J ,Π◦vj,ǫ is homotopic toΠ◦vǫ. By transitivity of the homotopy relation,
we conclude from the above that for every suchj, vj is homotopic tov.

We deduce from the claim thatu|
S
⌊kp⌋
ρ ×{x′′} is homotopic to a constant, whenceϕ :

S⌊kp⌋ → Nn is homotopic to a constant. Sinceπ⌊kp⌋(Nn) 6≃ {0} andϕ : S⌊kp⌋ →
Nn is an arbitrary smooth function, we get a contradiction. This completes the proof of
Theorem 2.

7 Continuous extension property

From Theorem 3 we are able to approximate a map by another map which is smooth
except on a dual skeleton of dimension⌊kp⌋∗. We would like to modify our approximation
near this singular set in order to obtain a smooth map. An important tool will be the
following:

Proposition 7.1. LetKm be a skeleton of radiusη > 0, ℓ ∈ {0, . . . ,m− 1}, T ℓ∗ be the
dual skeleton ofKℓ and letu ∈ C∞(Km \ T ℓ∗ ;Nn). If there existsf ∈ C0(Km;Nn)
such thatf |Kℓ = u|Kℓ , then for every0 < µ < 1, there existsv ∈ C∞(Km;Nn) such
thatv = u onKm \ (T ℓ∗ +Qmµη).

In the proof of Proposition 7.1, we shall rely on the fact thatKℓ is a homotopy retract
of Km \ T ℓ∗ , that is, there exists a continuous retraction ofKm \ T ℓ∗ ontoKℓ which is
homotopic to the identity map inKm \ T ℓ∗ :

Fact 7.1. There exists a continuous homotopyHℓ : [0, 1] × (Km \ T ℓ∗) → Km \ T ℓ∗
such that

(i) for everyx ∈ Km \ T ℓ∗ ,Hℓ(0, x) = x,

(ii) for everyx ∈ Km \ T ℓ∗ ,Hℓ(1, x) ∈ Kℓ,

(iii) for everyx ∈ Kℓ,Hℓ(1, x) = x.

Proof of Proposition 7.1.Given0 < δ < δ < δ < µ, letϕ : Km → [0, 1] be a continu-
ous function such that

− for everyx ∈ Km \ (T ℓ∗ +Qm
δη
), ϕ(x) = 0,
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− for everyx ∈ ∂(T ℓ
∗

+Qmδη), ϕ(x) = 1.

− for everyx ∈ T ℓ
∗

+Qmδη, ϕ(x) = 0.

We definew : Km → Nn by

w(x) =











(u ◦Hℓ)(ϕ(x), x) if x ∈ Km \ (T ℓ∗ +Qmδη) ,

(f ◦Hℓ)(ϕ(x), x) if x ∈ (T ℓ
∗

+Qmδη) \ T ℓ
∗

,

f(x) if x ∈ T ℓ
∗

.

By properties(i) and (ii) of Fact 7.1,w is well-defined and continuous onKm, and
w = u onKm \ (T ℓ∗ +Qm

δη
). Letw : Rm → Rν be a continuous extension ofw. Given a

mollifier ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Bm1 ), there exists a nonnegative functionψ ∈ C∞(Rm) such that for

anyι > 0,

− suppψ ⊂ T ℓ
∗

+Qmµη,

− ψ > 0 in a neighborhood ofT ℓ
∗

+Qm
δη

,

− ‖ϕψ ∗ w − w‖L∞(Rm) ≤ ι.

If the nearest point projectionΠ ontoNn is well-defined and smooth on a tubular neigh-
borhood ofNn of radiusι > 0, then the mapΠ ◦ (ϕψ ∗ w) restricted toKm satisfies all
the required properties.

The natural question that arises is whether a continuous extension ofu|Kℓ to Km

exists. This property depends on the skeletonKm and on the manifoldNn.

Proposition 7.2. Let Km be a skeleton of radiusη > 0 and ℓ ∈ {0, . . . ,m − 1}. If
Km is a cube and ifπℓ(Nn) ≃ {0}, then for everyu ∈ C0(Kℓ;Nn) there existsf ∈
C0(Km;Nn) such thatf |Kℓ = u.

We will use the fact that it is always possible to find a continuous extension, regardless
of Nn, by losing one dimension. This property has been introducedas theℓ extension
property by Hang and Lin [28, Definition 2.3].

Proposition 7.3. LetKm be a skeleton of radiusη > 0 andℓ ∈ {0, . . . ,m − 1}. If Km

is a cube, then for everyu ∈ C0(Kℓ+1;Nn), there existsg ∈ C0(Km;Nn) such that
g|Kℓ = u|Kℓ .

In the proof of Proposition 7.3, we shall assume that ifKm is a cube, then the identity
map onKℓ is homotopic to a constant with respect toKℓ+1:

Fact 7.2. If Km is a cube, then there exists a continuous homotopyGℓ : [0, 1]×Kℓ →
Kℓ+1 such that

(i) for everyx ∈ Kℓ,Gℓ(0, x) = x,

(ii) there existsa ∈ Kℓ such that for everyx ∈ Kℓ,Gℓ(1, x) = a.
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Proof of Proposition 7.3.Letϕ : Km → [0, 1] be a continuous function such that

− for everyx ∈ Kℓ, ϕ(x) = 0,

− for everyx ∈ T ℓ
∗

, ϕ(x) = 1.

We defineg : Km → Nn by

g(x) =

{

u
(

Gℓ(ϕ(x), Hℓ(1, x))
)

if x ∈ Km \ T ℓ∗ ,

u(a) if x ∈ T ℓ
∗

.

whereHℓ : [0, 1] × Km \ T ℓ∗ → Km \ T ℓ∗ is the homotopy retraction of Fact 7.1.
The mapg is continuous and by property(iii) of Fact 7.1 we have for everyx ∈ Kℓ,
g(x) = u(x).

Proof of Proposition 7.2.Let u ∈ C0(Kℓ;Nn). Sinceπℓ(Nn) ≃ {0}, for everyσℓ+1 ∈
Kℓ+1, the restrictionu|∂σℓ+1 has a continuous extensionuσℓ+1 to σℓ+1. Let v : Kℓ+1 →
Nn be the map defined for everyx ∈ Kℓ+1 by v(x) = uσℓ+1(x), whereσℓ+1 ∈ Kℓ+1 is
such thatx ∈ σℓ+1. The mapv is well-defined and continuous; moreover,v|Kℓ = u. By
Proposition 7.3 applied tov, there existsf : Km → Nn such thatf |Kℓ = v|Kℓ ; hencef
is a continuous extension ofu toKm.

8 Shrinking

Given a mapu ∈ W k,p(Km;Rν) whose energy is controlled outside a neighborhood of
the dual skeletonT ℓ

∗

, we construct for everyτ > 0 a mapu ◦ Φ whose energy will be
controlled on the wholeKm whenτ is small enough. This shrinking construction is very
similar to the thickening construction. In both cases, the dimension of the dual skeleton
T ℓ

∗

must satisfyℓ∗ < m − kp, or equivalently,l + 1 > kp. The main differences are
that shrinking only acts in a neighborhood of the dual skeleton T ℓ

∗

and does not create
singularities. Shrinking can be thought of as desingularized thickening and requires more
careful estimates.

As for thickening, we begin by constructing the diffeomorphismΦ regardless ofu:

Proposition 8.1. Let ℓ ∈ {0, . . . ,m − 1}, η > 0, 0 < µ < 1
2 , 0 < τ < 1

2 , Sm be a
cubication ofRm of radiusη andT ℓ∗ be the dual skeleton ofSℓ. There exists a smooth
mapΦ : Rm → R

m such that

(i) Φ is injective,

(ii) for everyσm ∈ Sm, Φ(σm) ⊂ σm,

(iii) SuppΦ ⊂ T ℓ
∗

+Qm2µη andΦ
(

T ℓ
∗

+Qmτµη
)

⊃ T ℓ
∗

+Qmµη,

(iv) for every0 < β < ℓ+ 1, for everyj ∈ N∗ and for everyx ∈ Rm,

(µη)j−1|DjΦ(x)| ≤ C
(

jacΦ(x)
)

j
β ,

for some constantC > 0 depending onβ, j andm,
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(v) for every0 < β < ℓ+ 1, for everyj ∈ N∗ and for everyx ∈ Φ−1(T ℓ
∗

+Qmµη),

(µη)j−1|DjΦ(x)| ≤ C′τ j(
ℓ+1
β

−1)
(

jacΦ(x)
)

j
β ,

for some constantC′ > 0 depending onβ, j andm.

As a consequence of the estimates of Proposition 8.1, we havethe followingW k,p

estimates that will be applied in the proof of Theorem 1 withℓ = ⌊kp⌋.

Corollary 8.2. LetΦ : Rm → R
m be the map given by Proposition 8.1 and letKm be

a subskeleton ofSm. If ℓ + 1 > kp, then for everyu ∈ W k,p(Km ∩ (T ℓ
∗

+Qm2µη);R
ν),

u ◦ Φ ∈W k,p(Km ∩ (T ℓ
∗

+Qm2µη);R
ν) and for everyj ∈ {1, . . . , k},

(µη)j‖Dj(u ◦ Φ)‖Lp(Km∩(T ℓ∗+Qm2µη))

≤ C′′
j

∑

i=1

(µη)i‖Diu‖Lp(Km∩(T ℓ∗+Qm2µη)\(T ℓ
∗+Qmµη))

+ C′′τ
ℓ+1−kp

p

j
∑

i=1

(µη)i‖Diu‖Lp(Km∩(T ℓ∗+Qmµη))
,

for some constantC′′ > 0 depending onm, k andp.

Proof. We first establish the estimate for a mapu inC∞(Km∩(T ℓ∗+Qm2µη);Rν). By the
chain rule for higher-order derivatives, for everyj ∈ {1, . . . , k} and for everyx ∈ Km,

|Dj(u ◦ Φ)(x)|p ≤ C1

j
∑

i=1

∑

1≤t1≤...≤ti
t1+···+ti=j

|Diu(Φ(x))|p|Dt1Φ(x)|p · · · |DtiΦ(x)|p.

As in the proof of Corollary 4.2, if1 ≤ t1 ≤ . . . ≤ ti andt1 + · · ·+ ti = j, then for
everyx ∈ Km ∩ (T ℓ

∗

+Qm2µη),

|Dt1Φ(x)|p · · · |DtiΦ(x)|p ≤ C2
jacΦ(x)

η(j−i)p

and this implies

ηjp|Dj(u ◦ Φ)(x)|p ≤ C3

j
∑

i=1

ηip|Diu(Φ(x))|p jacΦ(x).
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Let σm ∈ Km. SinceΦ is injective, by the change of variable formula,

∫

Φ−1(σm∩(T ℓ∗+Qm2µη)\(T ℓ
∗+Qmµη))

(µη)jp|Dj(u ◦ Φ)|p

≤ C3

j
∑

i=1

∫

Φ−1(σm∩(T ℓ∗+Qm2µη)\(T ℓ
∗+Qmµη))

(µη)ip|(Diu) ◦ Φ|p jacΦ

≤ C3

j
∑

i=1

∫

σm∩(T ℓ∗+Qm2µη)\(T ℓ
∗+Qmµη)

(µη)ip|Diu|p.

Let 0 < β < ℓ+ 1. If 1 ≤ t1 ≤ . . . ≤ ti andt1 + · · ·+ ti = j, then by property(v)
of Proposition 8.1 we have for everyx ∈ Φ−1(Km ∩ (T ℓ

∗

+Qmµη)),

|Dt1Φ(x)|p · · · |DtiΦ(x)|p

≤ C4τ
t1p(

ℓ+1
β

−1)

(

jacΦ(x)
)

t1p
β

(µη)(t1−1)p
· · · τ tip( ℓ+1

β
−1)

(

jacΦ(x)
)

tip

β

(µη)(ti−1)p

= C4τ
jp( ℓ+1

β
−1)

(

jacΦ(x)
)

jp
β

(µη)(j−i)p
.

Takingβ = jp, we have

|Dt1Φ(x)|p · · · |DtiΦ(x)|p ≤ C4τ
ℓ+1−jp jacΦ(x)

(µη)(j−i)p

and this implies

(µη)jp|Dj(u ◦ Φ)(x)|p ≤ C5τ
ℓ+1−jp

j
∑

i=1

(µη)ip|Diu(Φ(x))|p jacΦ(x).

SinceΦ is injective, by the change of variable formula,

∫

Φ−1(σm∩(T ℓ∗+Qmµη))

(µη)jp|Dj(u ◦ Φ)|p

≤ C5τ
ℓ+1−jp

j
∑

i=1

∫

Φ−1(σm∩(T ℓ∗+Qmµη))

(µη)ip|(Diu) ◦ Φ|p jacΦ

= C5τ
ℓ+1−jp

j
∑

i=1

∫

σm∩(T ℓ∗+Qmµη)

(µη)ip|Diu|p.
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Sinceσm ∩ (T ℓ
∗

+Qm2µη) ⊂ Φ−1
(

σm ∩ (T ℓ
∗

+Qm2µη)
)

, by additivity of the integral
we then have

∫

σm∩(T ℓ∗+Qm2µη)

(µη)jp|Dj(u ◦Φ)|p

≤ C3

j
∑

i=1

∫

σm∩(T ℓ∗+Qm2µη)\(T ℓ
∗+Qmµη)

(µη)ip|Diu|p

+ C5τ
ℓ+1−jp

j
∑

i=1

∫

σm∩(T ℓ∗+Qmµη)

(µη)ip|Diu|p.

We may take the union over all facesσm ∈ Km and we deduce the estimate for smooth
maps. By density of smooth maps inW k,p(Km ∩ (T ℓ

∗

+Qm2µη);R
ν), we deduce that for

everyu in W k,p(Km ∩ (T ℓ
∗

+Qm2µη);R
ν), the functionu ◦Φ also belongs to this space

and satisfies the estimate above.

We first describe the construction of the mapΦ in the case of only oneℓ dimensional
cube.

Proposition 8.3. Let ℓ ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, η > 0, 0 < µ < µ < µ < 1 and0 < τ < µ/µ.
There exists a smooth functionλ : Rm → [1,∞) such that ifΦ : Rm → Rm is defined
for x = (x′, x′′) ∈ Rℓ × Rm−ℓ by

Φ(x) = (λ(x)x′, x′′),

then

(i) Φ is injective,

(ii) SuppΦ ⊂ Qℓµη ×Qm−ℓ
(1−µ)η,

(iii) Φ
(

Qℓτµη ×Qm−ℓ
(1−µ)η

)

⊃ Qℓµη ×Qm−ℓ
(1−µ)η,

(iv) for every0 < β < ℓ, for everyj ∈ N∗ and for everyx ∈ Rm,

(µη)j−1|DjΦ(x)| ≤ C
(

jacΦ(x)
)

j
β ,

for some constantC > 0 depending onβ, j,m, µ/µ andµ/µ,

(v) for everyβ > 0, for everyj ∈ N∗ and for everyx ∈ Qℓτµη ×Qm−ℓ
(1−µ)η,

(µη)j−1|DjΦ(x)| ≤ C′τ j(
ℓ
β
−1)

(

jacΦ(x)
)

j
β ,

for some constantC′ > 0 depending onβ, j,m, µ/µ andµ/µ.
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We postpone the proof of Proposition 8.3 and we proceed to establish Proposition 8.1.

Proof of Proposition 8.1.We first introduce finite sequences(µi)ℓ≤i≤m and(νi)ℓ≤i≤m
such that

0 < µℓ = µ < νℓ+1 < µℓ+1 < . . . < µm−1 < νm < µm ≤ 2µ.

Let Φm = Id. Using downward induction, we shall define mapsΦi : R
m → Rm for

i ∈ {ℓ, . . . ,m− 1} such thatΦi satisfies the following properties:

(a) Φi is injective,

(b) for everyσm ∈ Sm, Φi(σm) ⊂ σm,

(c) SuppΦi ⊂ T i
∗

+Qm2µη,

(d) for everyr ∈ {i∗, . . . ,m− 1}, Φi
(

T r +Qmτµη
)

⊃ T r +Qmτµη,

(e) Φi
(

T i
∗

+Qmτµη
)

⊃ T i
∗

+Qmµiη,

(f) for every0 < β < i+ 1, for everyj ∈ N∗ and for everyx ∈ Rm,

(µη)j−1|DjΦi(x)| ≤ C
(

jacΦi(x)
)

j
β ,

for some constantC > 0 depending onβ, j, andm,

(g) for every0 < β < i+ 1, for everyj ∈ N∗ and for everyx ∈ Φ−1
i (T i

∗

+Qmµiη),

(µη)j−1|DjΦi(x)| ≤ C′τ j(
i+1
β

−1)
(

jacΦi(x)
)

j
β ,

for some constantC′ > 0 depending onβ, j, andm.

The mapΦℓ will satisfy the conclusion of the proposition.

Let i ∈ {ℓ + 1, . . . ,m} and letΘi be the map obtained from Proposition 8.3 with
parametersℓ = i, µ = µi−1, µ = νi, µ = µi and τµνi . Givenσi ∈ Si, we may identifyσi

with Qiη × {0m−i} andT (i−1)∗ ∩ (σi +Qm2µη) with {0i} ×Qm−i
2µη . The mapΘi induces

by isometry a map which we shall denote byΘσi .
LetΨi : Rm → Rm be defined for everyx ∈ Rm by

Ψi(x) :=

{

Θσi(x) if x ∈ σi +Qm(1−νi)η for someσi ∈ Si,
x otherwise.

We explain whyΨi is well-defined. SinceΘσi coincides with the identity map on∂σi +
Qm(1−νi)η, then for everyσi1, σ

i
2 ∈ Si, if x ∈ (σi1 + Qm(1−νi)η) ∩ (σi2 + Qm(1−νi)η) and

σi1 6= σi2, then
Θσi1(x) = x = Θσi2(x).

One also verifies thatΨi is smooth.
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Assuming thatΦi has been defined satisfying properties (a)–(g), we let

Φi−1 = Ψi ◦ Φi.

We check thatΦi−1 satisfies all required properties. Up to an exchange of coordinates,
for everyσi ∈ Si, we may assume thatσi = Qiη × {0m−i} andΘσi can be written
asΘσi(x) = (λ(x)x′, x′′), with λ(x) ≥ 1. Hence, for every0 < s ≤ 1 and every
r ∈ {0, . . . ,m− 1},

Ψi(T
r +Qmsη) ⊃ T r +Qmsη. (8.1)

Moreover, in the new coordinates, the set

(σi ×Qm−i
η ) ∩

(

(T (i−1)∗ +Qmτµη) \ (T i
∗

+Qmµiη)
)

(8.2)

becomes
Qiτµη ×Qm−i

(1−µi)η. (8.3)

In view of properties(i) and(iii) of Proposition 8.3,

Θσi(Q
i
τµη ×Qm−i

(1−µi)η) ⊃ Qiµi−1η ×Qm−i
(1−µi)η.

Since this property holds for everyσi ∈ Si,

Ψi
(

(T (i−1)∗ +Qmτµη) \ (T i
∗

+Qmµiη)
)

⊃ (T (i−1)∗ +Qmµi−1η) \ (T i
∗

+Qmµiη). (8.4)

Proof of Property(d). Let r ∈ {(i − 1)∗, . . . ,m − 1}. By induction hypothesis and by
equation (8.1) withs = τµ,

Φi−1(T
r +Qmτµη) ⊃ Ψi(T

r +Qmτµη) ⊃ T r +Qmτµη.

Proof of Property(e). By induction hypothesis (properties (d) and (e)),

Φi(T
(i−1)∗ +Qmτµη) ⊃ (T (i−1)∗ +Qmτµη) ∪ (T i

∗

+Qmµiη).

Thus,

Φi−1(T
(i−1)∗ +Qmτµη) ⊃ Ψi(T

(i−1)∗ +Qmτµη) ∪Ψi(T
i∗ +Qmµiη).

By inclusion (8.4) and by inclusion (8.1) withr = i∗ ands = µi,

Φi−1(T
(i−1)∗ +Qmτµη) ⊃

(

(T (i−1)∗ +Qmµi−1η) \ (T i
∗

+Qmµiη)
)

∪
(

T i
∗

+Qmµiη
)

= T (i−1)∗ +Qmµi−1η.

This gives the conclusion.

Proof of Property(g). Let j ∈ N∗ and0 < β < i. By the chain rule for higher order
derivatives, we have for everyx ∈ R

m,

|DjΦi−1(x)| ≤ C1

j
∑

r=1

∑

1≤t1≤...≤tr
t1+···+tr=j

|DrΨi(Φi(x))| |Dt1Φi(x)| · · · |DtrΦi(x)|.
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Let x ∈ Φ−1
i−1(T

(i−1)∗ + Qmµi−1η). By induction hypothesis (property (f)), for everyr ∈
{1, . . . , j}, if 1 ≤ t1 ≤ . . . ≤ tr andt1 + · · ·+ tr = j, then

|Dt1Φi(x)| · · · |DtrΦi(x)| ≤ C2
(jacΦi(x))

j
β

(µη)j−r
.

If in additionx ∈ Φ−1
i−1

(

(T (i−1)∗+Qmµi−1η)\(T i
∗

+Qmµiη)
)

, thenΦi(x) ∈ Ψ−1
i

(

(T (i−1)∗+

Qmµi−1η)\(T i
∗

+Qmµiη)
)

. By the correspondence between the sets given by (8.2) and (8.3),
by inclusion (8.4), and by property(v) of Proposition 8.3, we have for every0 < α < i,

|DrΨi(Φi(x))| ≤ C3τ
r( i
α
−1)

(

jacΨi(Φi(x))
)
r
α

(µη)r−1
.

Takeα = β rj . Sincer ≤ j andτ ≤ 1, we get

|DrΨi(Φi(x))| ≤ C3τ
r( ij
βr

−1)

(

jacΨi(Φi(x))
)

j
β

(µη)r−1
≤ C3τ

j( i
β
−1)

(

jacΨi(Φi(x))
)

j
β

(µη)r−1
.

Thus, for everyx ∈ Φ−1
i−1

(

(T (i−1)∗ +Qmµi−1η) \ (T i
∗

+Qmµiη)
)

,

|DjΦi−1(x)| ≤ C4τ
j( i
β
−1)

(

jacΨi(Φi(x))
)

j
β

(µη)r−1

(jacΦi(x))
j
β

(µη)j−r

= C4τ
j( i
β
−1) (jacΦi−1(x))

j
β

(µη)j−1
.

On the other hand, ifx ∈ Φ−1
i−1(T

i∗ + Qmµiη), thenΦi(x) ∈ Ψ−1
i (T i

∗

+ Qmµiη). By
inclusion (8.1) withr = i∗ ands = µi, Φi(x) ∈ T i

∗

+ Qmµiη. By induction hypothesis
(property (g)), we deduce that for everyr ∈ {1, . . . , j}, if 1 ≤ t1 ≤ . . . ≤ tr and
t1 + · · ·+ tr = j, then

|Dt1Φi(x)| · · · |DtrΦi(x)| ≤ C5τ
j( i
β
−1) (jacΦi(x))

j
β

(µη)j−r
.

By property(iv) of Proposition 8.3,

|DrΨi(Φi(x))| ≤ C6
(jacΨi(Φi(x)))

j
β

(µη)r−1
.

We deduce as above that

|DjΦi−1(x)| ≤ C7τ
j( i
β
−1) (jacΦi−1(x))

j
β

(µη)j−1
.

This gives the conclusion.
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The other properties can be checked as in the proof of Proposition 4.1.
By downward induction, we conclude that properties (a)–(g)hold for everyi ∈

{ℓ, . . . ,m− 1}. In particular, we deduce properties(i)–(v) of Proposition 8.3.

We need a couple of lemmas in order to prove Proposition 8.3:

Lemma 8.4. Letη > 0, let0 < µ < µ < µ < 1 and0 < κ < µ/µ. There exists a smooth
functionλ : Rm → [1,∞) such that ifΦ : Rm → Rm is defined forx = (x′, x′′) ∈
R
ℓ × R

m−ℓ by
Φ(x) = (λ(x)x′, x′′),

then

(i) Φ is a diffeomorphism,

(ii) SuppΦ ⊂ Qℓµη ×Qm−ℓ
(1−µ)η,

(iii) Φ
(

Qℓκµη ×Qm−ℓ
(1−µ)η

)

⊃ Qℓµη ×Qm−ℓ
(1−µ)η,

(iv) for everyj ∈ N∗ and for everyx ∈ Rm,

(µη)j−1|DjΦ(x)| ≤ C,

for some constantC > 0 depending onj,m, µ/µ, µ/µ andκ,

(v) for everyj ∈ N∗ and everyx ∈ Rm,

C′ ≤ jacΦ(x) ≤ C′′,

for some constantsC′, C′′ > 0 depending onm, µ/µ, µ/µ andκ.

Proof. By scaling, we may assume thatµη = 1. Letψ : R → [0, 1] be a smooth function
such that

− the functionψ is nonincreasing onR+ and nondecreasing onR−,

− for |t| ≤ µ/µ, ψ(t) = 1,

− for |t| ≥ 1, ψ(t) = 0.

Let θ : R → [0, 1] be a smooth function such that

− for |t| ≤ 1−µ
µ , θ(t) = 1,

− for |t| ≥ 1−µ
µ , θ(t) = 0.

Since1−µ
µ − 1−µ

µ = µ/µ− 1, we may require that for everyj ∈ N∗ and for everyt ≥ 0,

|Djθ(t)| ≤ C, for some constantC > 0 depending only onj andµ/µ.
Letϕ : Rm → R be the function defined forx = (x1, . . . , xm) ∈ Rm by

ϕ(x) =
ℓ
∏

i=1

ψ(xi)
m
∏

i=ℓ+1

θ(xi).
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LetΨ : Rm → Rm be the function defined forx = (x′, x′′) ∈ Rℓ × Rm−ℓ by

Ψ(x) =
(

(1− αϕ(x))x′, x′′
)

,

whereα ∈ R. In particular, for everyx = (x′, x′′) ∈ Qℓµ/µ ×Qm−ℓ
1−µ
µ

,

Ψ(x) = ((1− α)x′, x′′).

Takingα = 1−κµ
µ , we deduce thatΨ is a bijection betweenQℓµ/µ×Qm−ℓ

1−µ
µ

andQℓκ×Qm−ℓ
1−µ
µ

.

As in Lemma 4.4 we can prove thatΦ = Ψ−1 satisfies the required properties.

Lemma 8.5. Let ℓ ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, η > 0, 0 < µ < µ < µ < 1 and0 < τ < µ/µ. There
exists a smooth functionλ : Rm → [1,∞) such that ifΦ : Rm → Rm is defined for
x = (x′, x′′) ∈ Rℓ × Rm−ℓ by

Φ(x) = (λ(x)x′, x′′),

then

(i) Φ is injective,

(ii) SuppΦ ⊂ Qℓµη ×Qm−ℓ
(1−µ)η,

(iii) Φ(Bℓτµη ×Qm−ℓ
(1−µ)η) ⊃ Bℓµη ×Qm−ℓ

(1−µ)η,

(iv) for every0 < β < ℓ, for everyj ∈ N∗ and for everyx ∈ Rm,

(µη)j−1|DjΦ(x)| ≤ C
(

jacΦ(x)
)

j
β ,

for some constantC > 0 depending onβ, j,m, µ/µ andµ/µ,

(v) for everyβ > 0, for everyj ∈ N∗ and for everyx ∈ Bℓτµη ×Qm−ℓ
(1−µ)η,

(µη)j−1|DjΦ(x)| ≤ C′τ j(
ℓ
β
−1)

(

jacΦ(x)
)

j
β ,

for some constantC′ > 0 depending onβ, j,m, µ/µ andµ/µ.

Proof. By scaling, we may assume thatµη = 1. Givenε > 0 andb > 0, letϕ : (0,∞) →
[1,∞) be a smooth function such that

− for 0 < s ≤ τ
√
1 + ε, ϕ(s) =

µ/µ

s

√
1 + ε

(

1 + b
ln 1
s

)

,

− for s ≥ 1, ϕ(s) = 1,

− the functions ∈ (0,∞) 7→ sϕ(s) is increasing.
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Note that such functionϕ exists if we takeε > 0 such that

(µ/µ)
√
1 + ε < 1

and thusτ
√
1 + ε < 1 and if we takeb > 0 such that

(µ/µ)
√
1 + ε

(

1 +
b

ln 1
(µ/µ)

√
1+ε

)

< 1.

Let θ : Rm−ℓ → [0, 1] be a smooth function such that

− for y ∈ Qm−ℓ
1−µ
µ

, θ(y) = 0,

− for y ∈ Rm−ℓ \Qm−ℓ
1−µ
µ

, θ(y) = 1.

We now introduce forx = (x′, x′′) ∈ Rℓ × Rm−ℓ,

ζ(x) =

√

|x′|2 + θ
(

x′′
)2

+ ετ2.

Let λ : Rm → R be the function defined forx ∈ Rm by

λ(x) = ϕ(ζ(x)).

As in the proof of Lemma 4.5, one may check that the mapΦ defined in the statement
satisfies all the required properties:

Proof of statement(iii). Let x ∈ Bℓµ/µ ×Qm−ℓ
1−µ
µ

. For everys ≥ 0,

Φ(sx′, x′′) =
(

sϕ(
√

s2|x′|2 + ετ2)x′, x′′
)

.

Consider the functionh : [0,∞) → R defined by

h(s) = sϕ(
√

s2 + ετ2).

Then, assuming thatx′ 6= 0,

Φ(sx′, x′′) =
(

h(s|x′|) x
′

|x′| , x
′′
)

.

We haveh(0) = 0 andh(τ) > µ/µ ≥ |x′|. By the Intermediate value theorem, there

existst ∈ (0, τ) such thath(t) = |x′|. Thus,t x
′

|x′| ∈ Bℓτ andΦ(t x
′

|x′| , x
′′) = x.

Proof of statement(v). Proceeding as in the proof of Lemma 4.5, one gets for everyx ∈
Bℓ1 × Rm−ℓ,

|DjΦ(x)| ≤ C1

ζ(x)j
.



56 Pierre Bousquet, Augusto C. Ponce, Jean Van Schaftingen

Sinceζ(x) ≥ τ
√
ε, we deduce that

|DjΦ(x)| ≤ C1

(τ
√
ε)j

≤ C2

τ j
.

On the other hand,

jacΦ(x) = ϕ(ζ(x))ℓ−1
(

ϕ(ζ(x))
(

1− |x′|2
ζ(x)2

)

+
(

ϕ(1)(ζ(x))ζ(x) + ϕ(ζ(x))
) |x′|2
ζ(x)2

)

.

Since for everys > 0, ϕ(1)(s)s+ ϕ(s) ≥ 0, we have

jacΦ(x) ≥ ϕ(ζ(x))ℓ
(

1− |x′|2
ζ(x)2

)

≥ C3

ζ(x)ℓ

(

1− |x′|2
ζ(x)2

)

.

If x ∈ Bℓτ ×Qm−ℓ
1−µ
µ

, thenζ(x) ≤ τ
√
1 + ε andζ(x)2 ≥ (1 + ε)|x′|2. Thus,

jacΦ(x) ≥ C3

(τ
√
1 + ε)ℓ

ε

1 + ε
=
C4

τ ℓ
.

Combining the estimates of|DjΦ| andjacΦ, we have the conclusion.

In order to establish the remaining properties stated in Lemma 8.5, we only need to
repeat the proof of Lemma 4.5 with obvious modifications.

Proof of Proposition 8.3.DefineΦ to be the composition of the mapΦ1 given by Lemma 8.4
with κ =

µ

µ
√
ℓ

together with the mapΦ2 given by Lemma 8.5; more precisely,Φ =

Φ1 ◦ Φ2. The propeties ofΦ can be established as in the case of thickening.

9 Proof of Theorem 1

Let Km be a cubication ofQm1 of radiusη > 0 and letT ℓ∗ be the dual skeleton with
respect toKℓ for someℓ ∈ {0, . . . ,m− 1}.

Claim. Let v ∈ C∞(Km \ T ℓ∗ ;Nn) ∩W k,p(Km;Nn). If πℓ(Nn) ≃ {0} and if ℓ∗ <
m− kp, then there exists a family of smooth mapsvshτµ,µ : Km → Nn such that

lim
µ→0

‖vshτµ,µ − v‖Wk,p(Km) = 0.

This claim is a removable singularity property of topological nature forW k,p maps.
Theorem 1 follows from Theorem 3 and this claim. Indeed, by Theorem 3 the class
of mapsv in the claim is dense inW k,p(Km;Nn) when ℓ = ⌊kp⌋. Since the maps
vshτµ,µ are smooth and converge tov in W k,p, we deduce that smooth maps are dense in

W k,p(Km;Nn).
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Proof of the Claim.Assuming thatπℓ(Nn) ≃ {0}, we can modifyv in a neighborhood
of T ℓ

∗

in order to obtain a smooth mapvexµ : Km → Nn. More precisely, for every
0 < µ < 1, by Proposition 7.1 and Proposition 7.2, there existsvexµ ∈ C∞(Km;Nn)

such thatvexµ = v in Km \ (T ℓ∗ +Qmµη).
Althoughv andvexµ coincide in a large set,‖vexµ ‖Wk,p(Km) can be much larger than

‖v‖Wk,p(Km) since the extension is of topological nature and does not take into account
the values ofv in a neighborhood ofT ℓ

∗

. In order to get a better extension ofv, we have
to shrinkT ℓ

∗

+Qmµη into a smaller neighborhood ofT ℓ
∗

.
Assume thatµ < 1

2 and take0 < τ < 1
2 . Let Φsh

τ,µ : Rm → R
m be the smooth

diffeomorphism given by Proposition 8.1. Define

vshτ,µ = (vexµ ◦ Φsh
τ,µ).

In particularvshτ,µ ∈ C∞(Km;Nn).
Sincevshτ,µ = v in the complement ofT ℓ

∗

+Qm2µη, for everyj ∈ N∗,

‖Djvshτ,µ −Djv‖Lp(Km) = ‖Djvshτ,µ −Djv‖Lp(Km∩(T ℓ∗+Qm2µη))

≤ ‖Djvshτ,µ‖Lp(Km∩(T ℓ∗+Qm2µη))
+ ‖Djv‖Lp(Km∩(T ℓ∗+Qm2µη))

.

If ℓ∗ < m − kp, or equivalently ifℓ + 1 > kp, then by Corollary 8.2 we have for every
j ∈ {1, . . . , k},

(µη)j‖Djvshτ,µ‖Lp(Km∩(T ℓ∗+Qm2µη))

≤ C1

j
∑

i=1

(µη)i‖Divexµ ‖Lp(Km∩(T ℓ∗+Qm2µη)\(T ℓ
∗+Qmµη))

+ C1τ
ℓ+1−kp

p

j
∑

i=1

(µη)i‖Divexµ ‖Lp(Km∩(T ℓ∗+Qmµη))
.

Sincevexµ = v in the complement ofT ℓ
∗

+Qmµη, we deduce that

(µη)j‖Djvshτ,µ −Djv‖Lp(Km) ≤ C2

j
∑

i=1

(µη)i‖Div‖Lp(Km∩(T ℓ∗+Qm2µη))

+ C1τ
ℓ+1−kp

p

j
∑

i=1

(µη)i‖Divexµ ‖Lp(Km∩(T ℓ∗+Qmµη))
.

We show that

lim
µ→0

j
∑

i=1

(µη)i−j‖Div‖Lp(Km∩(T ℓ∗+Qm2µη))
= 0. (9.1)

SinceNn is a compact subset ofRν , v is bounded. By the Gagliardo-Nirenberg in-
terpolation inequality, for everyi ∈ {1, . . . , k − 1}, Div ∈ L

kp
i (Km). By Hölder’s
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inequality, for everyi ∈ {1, . . . , k} we then have

(µη)i−j‖Div‖Lp(Km∩(T ℓ∗+Qm2µη))

≤ (µη)i−j
∣

∣Km ∩ (T ℓ
∗

+Qm2µη)
∣

∣

k−i
kp ‖Div‖

L
kp
i (Km∩(T ℓ∗+Qm2µη))

= ηi−jµk−j+(ℓ+1−kp) k−i
kp

(

∣

∣Km ∩ (T ℓ
∗

+Qm2µη)
∣

∣

µℓ+1

)
k−i
kp

×

× ‖Div‖
L
kp
i (Km∩(T ℓ∗+Qm2µη))

.

Since
∣

∣Km ∩ (T ℓ
∗

+Qm2µη)
∣

∣ ≤ C3µ
ℓ+1, the limit follows.

For every0 < µ < 1
2 , take0 < τµ <

1
2 such that

lim
µ→0

τ
ℓ+1−kp

p
µ

j
∑

i=1

(µη)i−j‖Divexµ ‖Lp(Km∩(T ℓ∗+Qmµη))
= 0. (9.2)

From (9.1) and (9.2), we deduce that for everyj ∈ {1, . . . , k},

lim
µ→0

‖Djvshτµ,µ −Djv‖Lp(Km) = 0.

Sincevshτµ,µ converges in measure tov asµ tends to0, we then have

lim
µ→0

‖vshτµ,µ − v‖Wk,p(Km) = 0.

This establishes the claim.

10 Concluding remarks

10.1 Other domains

The proof of Theorem 1 can be adapted to more general domainsΩ ⊂ Rm. In order to
apply the extension argument at the beginning of the proof ofTheorem 3, it suffices that
Ω be starshaped.

Concerning Theorem 1, the crucial tool is the extension property of Proposition 7.3.
This can be enforced by assuming that for everyℓ ∈ {0, . . . , ⌊kp⌋ − 1},

πℓ(Ω) ≃ {0}.

This contains in particular the case whereΩ is starshaped. Another option is to require
that for some CW-complex structure,Ω has the⌊kp⌋ − 1 extension property with respect

to Nn. More precisely, for everyu ∈ C0(Ω
⌊kp⌋

;Nn), the restrictionu|
Ω

⌊kp⌋−1 of u to

the skeleton ofΩ of dimension⌊kp⌋ − 1 has a continuous extension toΩ. It can be
showed that this property does not depend on the CW-complex structure ofΩ (see remark
following [28, Definition 2.3]).
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10.2 Complete manifolds

The proofs of Theorems 1 and 3 still apply for complete manifoldsNn that are embedded
in Rν and for which there exists a projectionΠ defined on a uniform neighborhood of
sizeι aroundNn. The compactness ofNn ensures the Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation
inequality that for everyi ∈ {1, . . . , k − 1},Diu ∈ L

kp
i (Qm1 ). This inequality still holds

if the assumptionu ∈ L∞ is replaced byu ∈ W 1,kp. In this case, one proves that if
π⌊kp⌋(Nn) ≃ {0}, then for everyu ∈ W k,p(Qm;Nn) ∩W 1,kp(Qm;Nn) there exists a
family of mapsuη ∈ C∞(Qm;Nn) such that for everyi ∈ {1, . . . , k},

lim
η→0

‖Diuη −Diu‖
L
kp
i (Qm)

= 0

anduη converges tou in measure asη tends to0. Hence,

lim
η→0

‖uη − u‖Wk,p(Qm)∩W 1,kp(Qm) = 0.

10.3 ⌊kp⌋ simply connected manifolds

Under the additional assumption that for everyℓ ∈ {0, . . . , ⌊kp⌋},

πℓ(N
n) ≃ {0},

it is possible to give a simpler proof ofHk,p(Qm;Nn) =W k,p(Qm;Nn) without relying
on the density of maps inRm−⌊kp⌋−1(Q

m;Nn). This approach is inspired by previous
works of Escobedo [17] and Hajłasz [26]; see [7] for details.
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