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Abstract

Given a compact manifol@&", an integek € N, and an exponent < p < oo,
we prove that the class> (Q™"; N™) of smooth maps on the cube with values into
N™ is dense with respect to the strong topology in the Sobolageijy ?(Q™; N™)
when the homotopy group, ,,,| (N™) of order | kp| is trivial. We also prove the den-
sity of maps that are smooth except for a set of dimensioen | kp| — 1, without any
restriction on the homotopy group of™.
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1 Introduction

There are two natural approaches to define Sobolev maps alitesin a compact man-
ifold. More precisely, letN™ be a compact connected smooth manifold of dimension
imbedded inR” for somer > 1 [42/43],k € N, andl < p < 4+00. One can first define

Wkp(Q™; N™) as the set

{ue WFP(Q™R") :ue N"ae},
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whereQ™ C R™ is the open unit cube. The other possibility is to deflier(Q™; N™)
as the completion of the class of smooth maps(Q""; N™) with respect to the Sobolev

metric
k

dk_,p(u, 1)) = ||u — UHLp(Qm) + Z”Dlu — DZUHLP(QWL)'
=1

These spaces are the natural framework for the study of hacmmaps([23,34,38,49],
biharmonic maps [15,39,47,51/52] and polyharmonic maj#&l[P4, 25, 33] with values
into manifolds. They also arise in some physical models3g, Bor instance, maps into
the sphere, the projective space and other manifolds ajpéquid cristal models/[Z.,19,
40/41].

In contrast with the real-valued case [16, 36], these spawgsbe different. For in-
stance H P (Q?%;St) = WP(Q? St) if and only if p > 2 [4, Theorem 3]. The goal of
this paper is to determine wheh*»?(Q™; N") = WkP(Q™; N™).

This always happens whetp > m [48, Section 4, Proposition], a8 *»?(R™) N
L*°(R™) isimbedded into the space of functions with vanishing meszillation VMO (R")
[13, Example 1, Eq. (7)]. The main result of this paper conghjesolves the problem in
the casép < m. Itis remarkable that such an analytical question has dytmgological
answer:

Theorem 1. If kp < m, thenH*?(Q™; N™) = WhP(Q™; N™) ifand only i, (N™) =~
{0}.

We denote by kp] the integral part ofp and byn |, (N™) the [kp|th homotopy
group of N™; the topological conditionr|;,,| (N") ~ {0} means that every continuous
map f : S*) — N™ on the|kp| dimensional sphere is homotopic to a constant map.
The necessity of this assumption has been known for some [dm€&heorem 2] [1F7,
Theorem 3][[48, Section 4, Example] [37, Theorem 4.4].

The case: = 1 of Theorentl is the main result of Bethuel's seminal wotk [Bed-
rem 1] (see alsa [2[7,28]). The case> 2 cannot be handled by merely adapting Bethuel's
tools due to the rigidity of/’*? and requires new ideas. A typical issue one faces when
dealing with two maps if/*? is that they cannot be glued together under the sole as-
sumption that their traces coincide. Results concernirapgtdensity of smooth maps
in higher order Sobolev maps have been known in some casesigits whereV"” is a
spherel[3F7, Theorem 5][11, Theorem4]][17, Theorem 2].

In the caser |, | (N™) % {0}, we prove thaiV**(Q™; N™) is the completion of
a set of maps that are smooth outside a small singular sethiSopurpose, given €
{0,...,m — 1} we denote byR,;(Q™; N") the set of map : Q" — N™ which are
smooth onQ"™" \ T, whereT is a finite union ofi dimensional planes, and such that for
everyj e N, andz € Q"' \ T,

|Diu(z) € ————
dist (z, T)’
for some constant’ > 0 depending o, andj.

Theorem 2. If kp < m andm |y, (N™) % {0}, thenW " ?(Q™; N™) is the completion of
R;(Q™; N™) with respect to the Sobolev mettig , if and only ifi = m — |kp| — 1.
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This result was known for an arbitrary manifal® only in the casé& = 1 [3| The-
orem 2] (see alsa [28, Theorem 1.3]). It is a fundamental iimdhe study of the weak
density of smooth maps in Sobolev spaces and in the studypofdgical singularities
of Sobolev maps 5,22, 23,129,131]45]. Counterparts of Témsrl and]2 for fractional
Sobolev spaced/ *P(Q™; N™) such that) < s < 1 have been investigated by Brezis
and Mironescu[12].

We explain the strategy of the proofs of Theordrhs 1[dnd 2 utdeadditional as-
sumptionkp > m — 1. Given a decomposition @)™ in cubes of size; > 0, we dis-
tinguish them betweegood cubesndbad cubes— a notion reminiscent from [3] — as
follows: for a mapu € W*?(Q™; N") and a cuber;™ in Q™ of radiusy > 0, o, is @

good cubef
1
kp /|Du|kp S 17
nm-

m
n

which means that does not oscillate too much i*; otherwiseo;" is abad cubeThe

main steps in the proof of Theorémh 2 are the following:

Opening We construct a map;® which is continuous on a neighborhood of the— 1
dimensional faces of the bad cubes, and equal &lsewhere. This map, which
takes its values intdV™, is close tou with respect to théV*? distance because
there are not too many bad cubes. Sikpe> m — 1, WP maps are continuous
on faces of dimensiom — 1.

Adaptive smoothing By convolution with a smooth kernel, we then construct a simoo
mapu;™ € Wkr(Q™; N™). The scale of convolution is chosen to be of the order
of  on the good cubes, and close to zero in a neighborhood of tles fzf the bad
cubes. On the union of these sets, we are thus ensuringjhaakes its values in
a small neigborhood oW ™.

Thickening We propagate diffeomorphically the valuesigf* near the faces of the bad
cubes to the interior of these cubes. The resulting utﬁp:oincides withu3™ on
the good cubes and near the faces of the bad cubes, is claswith respect to
the W*» distance and takes its values in a neighborhoadl ®f This construction
creates at most one singularity at the center of each bad cube

The map obtained by projectingﬁ1 from a neighborhood oN™ into N™ itself be-
longs to the clas®,(Q™; N™) and converges strongly towith respect to the Sobolev
distanced;, , asn — 0. This argument works regardless of thep |th homotopy group
of N"; see Theorenl 3 in Sectiéh 5 below.

The sketch of the proof we have announced in a previous wdriof6k = 2 and

2p > m — 1 is based on the strategy above but was organized differfmilibyving [46]

(see alsd [20]). The opening technique was introduced bgi8eand Li [10] in their study

of homotopy classes ot/17(Q™; N™).

The proof of Theoreml1 in the cagp > m — 1 relies on the fact thak, (Q™; N™)
is strongly dense iW*?(Q™; N™) with respect to the Sobolev distandg,,. The ap-
proximation of a map. € Ry(Q™; N™) by a map inC>(Q""; N™) in this case goes as
follows:
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Continuous extension property By the assumption on the homotopy groupof, for
anyu < 1there exists a smooth mafi with values intoN™ which coincides with
u outside a neighborhood of radipg of the singular set ofi. As a drawbackuy

may be far fromu with respect to théy*» distance.

Shrinking We propagate diffeomorphically the values:gf in the neighborhood of ra-
dius un of each singularity of. into a smaller neighborhood of radiugn for
7 < 1. Sincekp < m, we obtain a mamiﬁ‘# which is still smooth but now close to
u with respect to thé/’*» distance. This construction is reminiscent of thickening
but does not create singularities.

The smooth mapxif‘# converges strongly ta with respect to théV’*? distance as

7 — 0 andu — 0. The role of this continuous extension property in the cds@’é?
approximation of maps with higher dimensional singularities has been clarifiediang
and Lin [28].
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2 Opening

Fora € R™ andr > 0, we denote by)?"(a) the cube of radius with centera; by radius
of the cube we mean half of the length of one of its edges. When0, we abbreviate
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Q" = Q7(0).

Definition 2.1. A family of closed cubes$™ is a cubication ofA C R™ if all cubes have

the same radius, if |J o™ = A and if for everyo(*, o4* € S™ which are not disjoint,
omesS™
o N of* is a common face of dimensiare {0, ..., m}.

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

Definition 2.2. Given a cubicatios™ of A ¢ R™ and/ € {0, ..., m}, the skeleton of
dimensior? is the setS? of all ¢ dimensional faces of all cubes &i™. A subskeleton of
dimensior? of 8™ is a subset o8*.

Given a skeletos’, we denote bys* the union of all elements @?,

St = U ot

oteSt

For a given map, € WHP(U™;R¥) on some subskeletad™ and for any/ €
{0,...,m—1}, we are going to constructamap® € W*»(U™; R") which is constant
along the normals t&’¢ in a neighborhood of/*. In this region, the map o ® will thus
be essentially &% map of¢ variables. Hence, ip > ¢, thenu o ® will be continuous
there, whereas in the critical caée= kp, the mapu o & need not be continuous but will
still have vanishing mean oscillation. In this constructibe map® depends om and is
never injective. This idea of opening a map has been inspiyedsimilar construction of
Brezis and Li[[10].

Given a mapd : R™ — R™, we denote bySupp ® the geometric support ob,
namely the closure of the sét € R™ : ®(x) # x}. This should not be confused with
the analytic supportupp ¢ of a functiony : R™ — R which is the closure of the set

{z e R™ : p(z) # 0}.

Proposition 2.1. Let? € {0,...,m — 1},7 > 0,0 < p < 3, andi/* be a subskeleton
of R™ of radiusy. Then, for every. € W*?(U* 4 Q3. ;R¥), there exists a smooth map
® : R™ — R™ such that

(i) for everyi € {0,...,¢} and for every® € U?, ® is constant on then — i dimen-
sional cubes of radiugn which are orthogonal ta?,

(ii) Supp® C U’ + Q3 and®(U* + Q3 ) C U* + Q%

(i4i) uwo ® € WEP(U* + Q3 ;R¥), and for everyj € {1,...,k},

2pm)

J
|17 (u o (I))HLP(UE—#Q;’;”) < CZUZHDZUHLP(UE-f—Q%n)v
i=1

for some constant’ > 0 depending omn, k, p andp,
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(iv) for everyo’ € U* and for everyj € {1,...,k},

J
WD (wo®)|Lresop,) < C' D 01D Ul Lo soyp, )

2pn
=1

for some constant”’ > 0 depending omn, k, p andp.

In the case of/%? maps, the quantityD(u o ®)|.» can be estimated in terms of
[|Du||»; hence there is no explicit dependencenoHowever, concerning the second-
order term, estimate if¥zz) reads

C
[D?(uo @) owesqy, ) < ClID*ullrwerop,) + gHDUHLp(U“rQ’"

2pn 2pn

The factor% which comes naturally from a scaling argument is one of tlfierdinces
with respect to the opening 61 maps. In the proof of Theoref 1, we shall use the
Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequality to deallwiibis extra term.

Since the map in the statement is defined almost everywhere, the ma@® need
not be well-defined by standard composition of maps.By®, we mean a map in
WkP such that there exists a sequence of smooth faps,cy converging tow in W#-»
such tha(u,, o ®),cy converges ta in W, By pointwise convergence, this map
inherits several properties & and ofu. For instance, ifb is constant in a neighborhood
of some point:, then so is: o ®. One can show that under some assumption® arich
are satisfied in all the cases that we consider® does not depend on the sequence
(un)nen, but we shall not make use of this fact. The only property walsteed from
u o @ is that its essential range is contained in the essentiglerafu; this is actually
the case in view of Lemnia 2 @) below. In particularif v is a map with values into the
manifold N, thenu o ® is also a map with values int&y™.

The following proposition is the main tool in the proof of Pasition2.1.

Proposition 2.2. Let/ € {0,...,m —1},7 > 0,0 < p < pandA C R’ be an open set,

For everyu € WkP(A x Q;};Z; R¥), there exists a smooth mgp R™~* — R™~¢ such
that

(i) ¢ is constantinQ;.~,

(id) Supp¢ C Qp“ and¢(Qp, ) € Q"
(iii) if ® : R™ — R™ is defined for every = (2/,2") € R x R™~¢ by
O(x) = (2',¢("))
thenu o & € WhP(A x Q2% R”), and for everyj € {1,...,k},

J
|| D7 (u o (I))HLP(AXQ%*L’) < CZUZHDZU”LP(AXQ%T@)v
i=1

for some constant’ > 0 depending omn, &, p, p andp.
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The proof of Proposition 212 is based on a Fubini type argunvemich gives some
flexibility on the choice of . In particular, given finitely many measurable subshts. . ., A, C
A, the map¢ can be chosen such that we have in addition, for evegy{1, ..., s} and
foreveryj € {1,...,k},

J
| D7 (uo (I))HLP(ATXQ%HH*E) < Can||Dzu||Lp(ATXQ%4).
i=1

We will temporarily accept this proposition and the obs#orathat follows it, and
we prove the main result of the section:
Proof of Propositiofi Z]1.We first take a finite sequen¢g; )o<i<¢ such that
p=pe<...<p;i<...<po<2p.
We construct by induction one {0, ..., ¢} amapd’ : R™ — R™ such that

(a) foreveryr € {0,...,i} and every™ € U", ®' is constant on the: — r dimensional
cubes of radiug;n which are orthogonal te”,

(b) Supp @' C U’ + Q3 and® (U + Q3 ) C U + Q3

(€) uo ® € WHP(U* + Q3 ;RY),

(d) for everyo® € U' and for everyj € {1,...,k},

J
77J||D-7(u o (I)l)HLp(Ui“‘Qg;m) < C Zna|‘DauHL’7(‘7i+Q3}an)’
a=1

for some constant’ > 0 depending omn, k, p andp.

The mapd’ will satisfy the conclusion of the proposition.

If i = 0, then/° consists of all vertices of cubes#i™. To constructb’, we apply
Propositio Z.P to the maparound each® € ¢/° with parameterg, < 2p and/ = 0:in
this case, the set x Q%’jfe in Propositio 2.2 is simplg)3" . This gives a mag@" such that
foreverys” € U°, @° is constantom+Q7!, and®’ = 1d outsidel/°+Q%?, . Moreover,

uo® e Whr(U* 4+ Q3 ;R”) and for everys” € 1/° and for everyj € {1,...,k},

J
WD (w0 )| oiorsay, ) < C S0 1D ullrioosay, -

a=1

Assume that the mapg®, ..., ®'~! have been constructed. To defi®&, we first
apply Proposition 212, for eaett € U/¢, to the map.o '~ with A = % and parameters
pi < pi—1 . This gives a smooth map,: : R™ — R™ such thatb,: is constant on the
m — i dimensional cubes of radiysn which are orthogonal te’.
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Let®’ : R™ — R™ be defined for: € R™ by
Bi(z) = <I>f:1(<1>ai (r)) ifze a.i + Q- Wheres’ € U,
o 1() otherwise.
We first explain whyd? is well-defined. For this purpose, let
v € (01 + Q) N (02 + Q)

for somes? € U ando} € U' such that # o4. In particularg? ando? are not disjoint,
and there exists a smallest dimensioa {0, ...,i — 1} such that

ret +Qp and 7" C o} Nol
for somer” € U". By the formula of®,. given in Proposition 212, the poinis @ ()

J

andtbgé- (x) belong to the same: — r dimensional cube of radiys_» which is orthogo-
naltor”. Since by induction hypothesis—! is constant on the: — r dimensional cubes
of radiusp;_1n which are orthogonal te”, we have

' (2) = BTN,y (1) = TPy ().

1n

This implies tha®? is well-defined. Moreove®? is smooth and satisfies properties (a)—

@.

We prove the estimates given By (d).€Hf, ..., e,, is an orthonormal basis d&™
compatible with the skeletai’, then by abuse of notation we denoteddyx Quy i the
parallelepiped given by

m—i
{er Z teer, sz € o' and|t,| < om},
s=1
wheree,., ... e, _, are orthogonal to’. Note that for every? € U/%,

wheredo® denotes theé — 1 dimensional skeleton of'. By property (i) of Proposi-
tion[2.2,

/ 7P| DI (uo ® 1o

i m—i i m—i
o' XQpi_1n o’ XQp:_in

S [ pweep

and then, sinc@®’ = ®~ 1o ®_ . on (o’ x QQm7 YN\ (9o + @3,,,) and since the geometric

supportSupp @, is contained inr’ x Qu” fn, we have

[ wpiweanp

(0 xQ3,, I\ (90 +Q3;,,

<o) [ aprueer. @y

a=1
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We claim that the map®,,: can be chosen such that the additional property holds: for
everyj € {1,...,k},

/ 7P| DY (u o ®)|P < CQZ / n°P|D* (w0 B 1)|P. (2.2)
doi+Q5r Logi +Q3,,

Indeed, by the remark following PropositibnP.2, for evefye 1/ we may further re-
quire that®,. satisfies for every — 1 dimensional cube~! c ¢ and for every

jed{l,.... k},

/ WD (w0 @ 0 @)

(T 14Q3,, )Ne?IxQp:

p

j
<o} / 7P |D% (w0 @)
Tl e, nexen
Next, givenri~! C 9o, denote by, ..., o} thei dimensional cubes i’ contain-
ing 7i~1 in their boundaries. In this case,
6

QL C ( U (' + Q3 ) Nap] x Q;;;m) U{z eR™: @' (z) = " '(2)}.
B=1

Since forevery3 € {1,...,0},®' = ®"1o 0, on (7=t + Q%) Nagl x Q. by
the previous estimate on each cu@eand by additivity of the integral, we get

/ ”ID](uo@WN@Z / 0P [D% (uo &P

i—1 m =L i-1
T +Q2pn T +Q2pn

Adding both sides of this inequality over thie- 1 dimensional cubes’~! C do?, we
deduce estimaté (2.2) as we claimed.
By additivity of the integral and by estimatés (2.1) ahd)2w& then obtain

/ JP|DJ(UO(I)1)|P<C5Z / ap|Da(uoq)z 1>|
a=1

UiJng;n ZJFQZP’W

Since by induction hypothesis—! coincides with the identity map outsid&—! + Q%
for everya € {1,...,5} we have

[ wrprwen
U+Q2pn
= [ wrpteeps [ e

6Ui+Q72ﬂbn (Ul""szn)\(ao'l""szn)
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By induction hypothesis, for every— 1 dimensional face’~* of do?,
(07
/ nap|Doz(u ° (I)z—l)|10 S 06 Z / 77510|Dﬂu|17
Ti—1+Q;n/,m 5217_1'71_”9;7”]

Since the number of overlaps of the sets! + Q3,,, is bounded from above by a constant
only depending om:, we have by additivity of the integral,

/ nap|Doz(u ° (I)i—l)|10 S 07 Z / nﬂP|D5u|P

6o-i+Qg;Tl BZlaUIJFQg;W

Therefore,

J
[ wpweaiprse> [t

. =1 .
o' +Q5, “TleitQy,,

The mapd* satisfies propertie@)—(). The estimate of propertfiii) is a conse-
guence offzz]) and the additivity of the integral. O

We proceed to prove Propositibn 2.2 by making precise thenmgafu o @ in the
statement.

Given a continuous functiol : U xV — W andz € V,wedenotebW, : U - W
the map defined for every € U by

U, (z) = U(x,2).

For every measurable functign: W — R, the compositiory o ¥, is well-defined and
gives a measurable function definedlénfor everyz.

Lemma 2.3. LetU, W c R™ andV C R! be measurable sets and \t: U x V — W
be a continuous map such that for every measurable fungtid’ — R,

Jllge .l dz < Clgllsan.
\%4

If w e LP(W;R") and if (u, )nen iS @ sequence of measurable functions converging to
in LP(W;R"), then there exists a subsequefeg, );cn such that for almost everyc V,

(1) the sequencéu,,, o ¥,),cn converges ir.?(U; R”) to a function which we denote
byu o \I]ZI

(i4) the essential range afo U, is contained in the essential rangewnf

Proof. Let (u,)neny be a sequence of measurable functiondlinconverging tou in
LP(W;R"). Given a sequencé, )nen Of positive numbers, letu,,);cn be a subse-
guence such that for everye N,

Huni+1 — Un; ||LP(W) < &;.
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By the assumption o,

K2

/Humﬂ oW, —up, o \IIZHZZ;?(U) dz < CHumﬂ — Unp, iP(W) < Ce?.
1%

Given a sequenc@y,, ),y Of positive numbers, let

Y, = {z €V i |tun,, 0V —up, 0 Ve[ Loy > ai}.

If the series) . «; converges, then for evetye N and for every: ¢ ] Y;, the sequence
1=0 1=t
(un, o ¥,);en is a Cauchy sequence Ir? (U; RY).
By the Chebyshev inequality,

QA< [t 0 0. =, 0 [ ds < CF.
Y;

Hence, for every € N,

UY:
i=t

< Ci (Z—)p

Taking the sequences,, ),.cn and(a., )nen such that both serie€s. «; and> " (;/a;)?P
=0 =0

converge, thenthe sét = (| | Y; is negligible and for every € V' \ E, (un, oV, )ien
t=01i=t

is a Cauchy sequence itf (U; R”). This proves assertiof).

It suffices to prove assertiofi) when W has finite Lebesgue measure. For every
z € V'\ E, we denote by o ¥, the limitin LP(U; R") of the sequenc@uy,, o ¥,)cn.

Letd : R” — R be a continuous function such thit!(0) is equal to the essential
range ofu and0 < 6 < 1in R”. For everyi € N,

160 (un, 0 W )lurn dz < €l wn sy,
\4
By Fatou’s lemma,
/HG o(uo \I/Z)HLl(U) dz < 1iirgi§f/||9 0 (Up, © \IIZ)||L1(U) dz.
14 14
SincelV has finite Lebesgue measure a&hid bounded, astends to infinity we get

/HG e} (’LL e} \IIZ)”Ll(U) dz S CHG o} ’U,”LI(W) =0.
Vv

Therefore, for almost every € V, [0 o (u o V.|| 1) = 0, whence the essential range
of u o U, is contained in the essential rangeuof [l
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From the previous lemma, we can prove the following propfetynaps iniv/*7:

Lemma 2.4. LetU, W c R™ andV C R! be opensetsandld@t : U x V — W be a
smooth map such that for every measurable fungjiol” — R,

/ 190 9.2y d= < Cllgllzan.
1%

If w € WEP(W;RY) and if (u,,)nen iS @ sequence of smooth functions converging to
u in WkP(IW;RY), then there exists a subsequerieg, );cr such that for aimost every
z € V the sequencéu,,, o ¥, );en converges ta, o ¥, in W*?(U;RY), and for every

jed{l,.... k},

i=1

J
J107 e )l dz < WIS YD ullo,
14

for some constant’ > 0 depending omn, p, k, C' and max sup |\Dj\IfZ|\Loo(U).
1<j<k zev

Proof. Let (u,)nen be a sequence of smooth functionsiiff? (T/; R”) converging to
u in WEP(W;RY). By the previous lemma, there exists a subsequéngg) ey such
that for almost every € V, (u,, o ¥, );en coOnverges ta: o ¥, in L? and for every
je{l,....k}, (Diuy,) o U, );en converges tgDiu) o W, in LP.

For everyv € C>°(W;RY), foreveryz € V and foreacly € {1,...,k},

J
IDiwow.) (@) <C1 Y. D [Dw(W.(x)||D L (x)] - |DH D ()]
=1 1<t;<...<t;
titetti=j

< Ca ) ID'(w. (@)

whence

J
ID7 (v o W )|[f, ¢y < Cs S D WP o Vel iy
=1

This implies that for almost every € V, (u,, o ¥.);cn IS a Cauchy sequence in
WkP(U;RY), thus (u,, o ¥, );en converges ta: o ¥, in W (U;R"). Moreover, in-
tegrating with respect to the above estimate and using the assumptio ove get

J
/”DJ (vo \IIZ)HiP(U) dz < Cj Z/”|Dl1}|p o \I/Z”Ll(U) dz
v =y

J J
< Cy Z|||DZU|pHL1(W) =Cy ZHDWHZ(W)-
i=1

i=1
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Thus, by Hoélder’s inequality,
‘ L J , 0
J1D2 00 )y @z < WP (1 3D ID )
e =1

J
< Gs|VI'Te ZHDZU”LP(W)-

=1

We obtain the desired estimate by taking- u,,, and lettingn; tend to infinity. O

We now show that the functional estimate in Lenima 2.3[and<2s4tisfied for maps
¥ of the form

U(x,2) =((z+2) — =

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

Lemma 2.5. Let U, V,W C R! be measurable sets and l¢t: U + V — R! be a

continuous map such that for everye U and forevery: € V, {(x + z) — z € W. Then,
for every measurable function: W — R,

J(ficte =2l )a < w-4v1 flg(e)a
Vv U o

Proof. Let¢ : (U + V) x V — R! be the function defined by

(x,2) =((x +2) — 2.
By Fubini's theorem,

/(/Kgof)(“”’z)'dx) dZ:/(/Ig(C(:c+z)—z)|dz) dz.

v U u v

Applying the change of variablegs= = + z in the variablez and Fubini’'s theorem,

J(J1aeowanas)as= [( [ 1o +o-21az) as

v U U z+V

/< / |g(§(2)+x2)|d:p>d§.

U+V  (2=V)nU

We now apply the change of variablés= ((Z) + = — Z in the variabler, and use the
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assumption oV’ to conclude

/(/|go xz)|dx)dz— /( / |(37;|dac)

U+V ¢(5)-(VN(z-1))
/ (/ lg(z |dx> dz
U+v
— U+ V| [ l9(@)]dz
w
This gives the desired estimate. O

Proof of Propositiof ZJ2 By scaling, it suffices to establish the result whea 1. We fix
psuchthap <p—p.
Let¢ : R™—* — R™~* be the smooth map defined by
{(y) = (1= W)y,

wherep : R™~* — [0, 1] is a smooth function such that

- foryEQp+p,ga( ) =1,

— fory e R™\ Q1" o(y) = 0.

For anyz € Q;”*Z, the function¢ : R ¢ — R™~¢ defined forz” € R™¢ by
g(l‘”) — 6(1}” + Z) _

satisfies propertie@l)—(z).

We claim that for some € Q7'~, the function® : R™ — R™ defined forz =
(:r/7:r//) c RY x Rm—¢ by

P(z) = (2/,¢(2"))

satisfies propert{izil).

For this purpose, lefr : R™ x Q;”*Z — R™ be the function defined for
(z',2") € R* x R™~* andz € Q;n*e by

U(z,z) = (¢, C(z" + 2) — 2).

For every measurable functigh: A x Qg‘_é — R, we have by Fubini’'s theorem,

/Hfo\IJZHLl(AXQgH)dz

LS ([ i ora-anac) o

Q;né Qv_nl
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Givenz’ € A, we apply Lemm&z2l5 with’ = Q*~*, vV = Q7*~, W = Q2'~*, and(.
We deduce that

/</\f(x’,§(z”+z)z>|dx“)dz§01 / f(2 )| da".

Qrt Q- Q"
Thus,

[ 170 ¥lisianap- 92 < Cull s axs
Qy*

By Lemm& 2.4, for aimost everye Q7' uo ¥, € WHP(A x Q2% R) and for
everyj € {1,...,k},

J
/ |D? (uo \I/Z)HLP(AXQ%""[) dz < Cy ZHDZuHLP(AXQ%nJ,).
i=1
Q"

We may thus find some € Q7'~“ such thatu o ¥, € W"P(A x Q2% R") and for
everyj € {1,...,k},

J
1D (u o \pz)HLP(AXQgH) < Cs ZHDzuHLP(AXQ?,Z).
=1

The function¢ defined in terms of this point satisfies the required properties. O

Addendum 1 to Proposition[Z.1. Let K™ be a cubication containingy™ and letq > 1.
If u € WHi(K™ + Q3,,; R”), then the mapb : R™ — R™ can be chosen with the
additional property thatio ® € Whe(K™ + Q5,,; R”) and for everyy™ € K™,

[D(uo ®)||Lam+ag,,) < CI1DullLsomrap, ),

2pn
for some constan®” > 0 depending omn, ¢ and p.

Proof. Sinceu € WhH4(U* + Q3,,,; R¥), we may apply Propositidn 2.1 with = 1 and
p = ¢ in order to obtain a ma@ : R™ — R™ such thatuo ® € Wh(U* 4 Q3 ; R¥)
and for every’ € U*,

[D(uo @) Laorsqr y < CllDullLaor+q

2pn g;n)-
Since the choice of the pointin the proof of Propositiof 212 can be done in a set of
positive measure, we may do so by keeping the propertiesreadyl have foit/*-?.
For everyo™ < K™, if o™ denotes the skeleton of dimensiémf o™, then by
additivity of the integral,
[D(uwo @) La(omenve)+ep,) < CllDullLaomnve)+op

2pn
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Since® coincides with the identity map itv™ + Q%) \ ((e™*NU*) + Q52,),
||D(’LL @] (I))HLq(o.m_’_Q;nbn) S CHDUHLQ(UWL"QQLT;)'
This concludes the proof. O

Addendum 2 to Proposition2.1.Let ™ be a cubication containing™. If u € W1k (K™ 4
Q7 ;RY), then the ma@ : R™ — R™ given by Proposition2]1 and Addenduin 1 above

2pm L
with ¢ = kp satisfies
sl

/ / |uo®(z) —uo®(y)|drdy =0

Qr(a) Q1 (a)

lim sup —
=0 Qm(a)cU+Qm, Q7 ?

and for everyy™ € Y™ and for every: € o™ such thalQ™ (a) C U* + Qpn»

1 C///Tl—k%
|Qm|2 |’lL © q)(:L') —uo (I)(y)| dz dy S ?HDU”LIW(UWL_’_Q%TI),
r n
Qr(a) Q1 (a)

for some constan®””” > 0 depending onn, kp andp.

If kp > ¢, then the limit above implies thato ® belongs to the space of functions of
vanishing mean oscillation VM@* + Q},; R”) and the estimate yields an estimate on
the BMO seminorm on the domali’ + @}, as defined by Jones [32]. kip > ¢ > 0,

then the estimate implies thato ¢ € cOl-%r (U* + @7, R¥) with an upper bound on

theC®'~ % seminorm ofuo ® [14]. The estimates of this addendum are not really useful
whenkp < ¢ since in this caséim =% = foo.

r—
Proof of Addenduifil 2Fix Q7™ (a) C U*+Q7. Thena € U*+Q7, .. Hence there exists
an/ dimensional face” € U such thaQ;"(a) C 7° + Q7. Without loss of generality,
we may assume that' = Q! x {0™~‘} c R x R™~*. From Proposition 21, the
map® is constant on the: — ¢ dimensional cubes of radiys) which are orthogonal to
Qf14 pyy * 0™} Writing Q7 (a) = Q(a’) x Q;*~“(a”), thenu o @ only depends on
the first¢ dimensional variables i@ (a). Letv : Qpr)n — R” be the function defined
by

v(z') = (uo ®)(a',a").

By Addendunil above with = kp, uo ® € W (Qf,, . x Qp~ " RY), whence

v E Wl’kp(Qfler)n; R").

Note that
1
PR / / |uo®(x) —uod(y)|dady
" oraer
1
= o lv(z") —v(y')|dz’ dy'.

Qf(a”) Qt(a’)
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By the Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality,

1 _ L
QL2 / / (') = v(y) da’ dy’ < Cor' || Dol ao g ar)-
" Q) @)
Thus,
_1 _ L
Q2 / / o @(z) —uo &(y)|dedy < Crr'™ % || Dul| Lregea))

Qy(a) Q7 (a)

and this implies the first part of the conclusion.
In order to get the estimate of the oscillatioruaf ® in terms of|| D(u o ®)|| . »», NOte
that

m—£
HD(U o q))||Lkp(Q£(a/)XQ%—e(a,,)) = (2p77) kp HD’UHLkp(Qi(a/)).
This implies for anyy™ € U™ such thatr’ C o™

1
1Dl Lrn(qe) = WHD(UO )| Lo e xamt)
1
< WHD(UO D)L (ot +qm)
1
< WHD(UO D)l Lir (omt+@m )-

Thus,

1 CQT kp
PR [uo ®(z) —uo@(y)|dedy < ——=[|D(uwo ®)|Lrromiqm)-
r Q;”(a) QZ]L(U,) (Pn) kp

By Addendunil above,
[D(uo @) piw(omqmy < Csl|Dul| pw(om iy -

This proves the estimate that we claimed. O

3 Adaptive smoothing

Givenu € W*»(Q;R"), we would like to consider a convolution afwith a parameter
which may depend on the point where we compute the convalitielf. The main reason
is that we want to choose the convolution parameter by takitgaccount the mean
oscillation ofu: we choose a large parameter wherdoes not oscillate too much and a
small parameter elsewhere.

For this purpose, consider a functione L!(2;R¥). Let ¢ be amollifier, in other
words,

peCX(B"), ¢>0inB* and /50:1_

Bm
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For everys > 0 and for everyx € Q such thatd(z,9?) > s, we may consider the
convolution
(por @) = [ eleule +52)d
B

We may keep in mind that with this definition,

(0 u)(z) = / o(2) dz () = u(z).

m
Bl

This way of writing the convolution has the advantage thatwes treat the cases= 0
ands > 0 using the same formula.

We now introduce a nonconstant parameter in the convolgii@n by a nonnegative
functiony € C'*°(£2). The convolution

oy xu: {z e Q:dist (x,00) > ¢(x)} - R”

is well-defined and if)(a) > 0 and|Dv(a)| < 1 at some point € €2, then by a change
of variable in the integral the map, * « is smooth in a neighborhood af

Proposition 3.1. Lety € C2°(B{") be a mollifier and let) € C*°(2) be a nonnegative
function such thall Dy|| ) < 1. Then, for every, € LP(Q; R”) and for every open
setw C {x € O : dist (z,0Q) > ¥(2)}, py xu € LP(w;RY),

1
oy * ullLrw) < T~ l|ull e (0,
(L= DYl oo (w))?

and
oy *u —ullLrw) < sup [|Typou — ullLr(w),
veEB™

wherery,u(z) = u(z + (z)v).

Forp > 1, itis possible to obtain an estimate fop,, * u|.» (., Without any depen-
dence ony by the theory of the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function [5@his approach
fails forp = 1.

In the context of the proposition above, one can prove inradstad way the following
statement: givem € LP(};R”), 0 < g < 1 ande > 0, there exist®$ > 0 such that for
any nonnegative function € C°°(Q) satisfying||y| ) < ¢ and|| DL~y < B,
and for every open set C {z € Q : dist (z,09) > ¢(z)},

sup ||yt — ul|Lr(w) <€
veEB™

We may pursue these estimates for mapd/ih? (Q; R¥):

Proposition 3.2. Lety € C2°(B{") be a mollifier and let) € C*°(2) be a nonnegative
function such thali D1 || 1) < 1. For everyk € N,, for everyu € W*?(Q; R”) and
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for every open seb C {z € Q : dist (z,0Q) > ¢(z)}, py * u € WHP(w;R¥) and for
everyj € {1,...,k},

C i
= Y 0 lID"ul|Lr(e),

17| D (py * w)|| L (w) <
(1 - ||D7/)||Loo(w))” i=1

and

(| D (@y * u) — D7ul| 1o ()

. . _ c’ i
< sup ||y (D?u) — D?ul|po(w) + = ) _ ' D'ullzea),
veBT" (1- ||D¢||L°°(w))p i=1

for some constants' > 0 andC’ > 0 depending omz, k andp, where

xE€wNsupp Dy
andn > 0is such that for every € {2,...,k},
0| D7 oo () < .

Proof. We only prove the second estimate. We assume for simpltgtyte C>°(Q; R").
For everyzr € w,

(py xu)(z) —u(z) = / (2) [u(z + 1 (2)2) — u(@)] dz.

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

D7 (py * u)(x) — D u(x)l

< / @(2)| Dz + ¥ (x)z) o (Id + Dp(x) @ ) — DIu(z)|dz

m
Bl

Jj—1
+C1Y. Y (L De(@)) DP()[ - [ DIp(a)|
i=1 a1 4+2a2++jo;=j
o1 toagt-ta;=1

x / ()| D + ()2 d.

B
Since|| Dy || L~y < 1, foreveryz € BY",

|(Id + Dy(z) ® z) —1d| < Co| Dy(x)],
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and we have

D (py * u)(x) — D u(x)l

< /go(z)’Dju(x—H/J(x)z)—Dju(x)’dz+Cg|D1/1(x)|/go(z)’Dju(x—i-w(x)z)‘dz

By B

j—1
ey, Y A IDE@) D@ - [D()| x
i=1 a1 +2as+--+ja;=j
altag+-to; =1

x / ()| Dol + (x)7)| d=.

Bm

The second and the third terms in the right hand side are stgghonsupp D since
as # 0 for somes > 1. Moreover, by the choice of,

(DU D@ - D@ < (017 ()70 (2)”
o na1+a2+~~~+aj 7 ) 7

77041+2042+"'+ij - 77_] - 77_]

Therefore,

|Dj(<pw xu)(z) — Dju(a:)| < / @(z)‘Dju(ac +P(x)z) — Dju(x)‘ dz

+Cs Z %Xsupp py() / ©0(2)|D'u(x + ¢(z)2)| dz.
i=1

Bm

By the Minkowski inequality,

(/ ( / o(2)|DIu(x + (z)2) —Dju(x)|dz)pdx)

m
w BY

3 =

1
< / (/|Dju(x+1/1(x)z)—Dju(x)|pdac) o(z)dz
BT w
< sup [rn(D70) ~ Doy [ ol
veBT
B

= sup |[[7yo(Du) — DVul| po(w),
veEB]
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and foreveryi € {1,...,j}, we also have

/ ( / PN u(z +(2)2)] dZ)p d:c) %

wNsupp Dy B

< / gp(z)( / | D u(z + 1p(x)2) [P dz> " az.
B wNsupp D

Using the change of variable= z + ¢(x)z with respect to the variable, we deduce by
definition of A that

( / o(2)| Dz + ()2)] dz>p d:p> '

wnsupp Dy B

</ ¢<z>(m /'|Diu(y>|pdy)$dz

Bm A

1 i
= | D"ul| Lo (a)-
(1 = IDY| oo () ®

This gives the desired estimate foe C>°(Q; R”). The case of functions i/ *:? (Q; R¥)
follows by density. O

4  Thickening

Given a map: € W*»?(U™;R”) which behaves nicely near the skeleféfh, we would
like to construct a map o ® that does not depend on the valuesuodway from the
skeletonU*. The price to pay is that the mapo ® will be singular on the dual skeleton
T*"; these singularities will however be mild enough to allew® to be inR,- (U™; R")
and to satisfylW*:? estimates fokp < ¢ + 1. The thickening construction is related to
homogenization of functions on cubes that are used in thdy sifidensity problems for
k =1[3/4/28].

The precise meaning of dual skeleton we use is the following:
Definition 4.1. Given/ € {0,...,m — 1} and the/ dimensional skeletos* of a cu-
bicationS™, the dual skeletofi*" of S’ is the skeleton of dimensioft = m — ¢ — 1

composed of all cubes of the forad™ + 2 — a, wheres!” € S, a is the center and
the vertex of a cube af™.

The integer* gives the greatest dimension such than 7¢" = (.
The proposition below provides the main properties of the a

Proposition 4.1. Let¢ € {0,...,m — 1},7 > 0,0 < p < 1, S™ be a cubication oR™
of radiusn, U™ be a subskeleton & and7*" be the dual skeleton &f‘. There exists
a smooth mag@ : R” \ T*" — R™ such that
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(i) @ isinjective,
(i3) foreveryo™ € 8™, ®(c™ \T") C o™\ T,
(ii) Supp® C U™ + Qm and®(U™\ T*) Cc U* + Q1
(iv) for everyj € N, and for everyr € R™\ T*",
Cn

|D?®(z)] < (st(e, 7))

for some constant’ > 0 depending ory, m andp,

(v) foreveryd < B < ¢+ 1, for everyj € N, and for everyr € R™ \ T*",

wl-

W DI®(x)| < C'(jac @(m)) ,
for some constant” > 0 depending o, 7, m andp.

This proposition give$V’*? bounds on: o ® for everyW*:» functionu. The propo-
sition and the corollary below will be applied in the proofidfeoreni®2 with? = |kp)|.

Corollary 4.2. Let® : R™\T*" — R™ be the map given by Propositibn#.1¢41 > kp,
then for everyu € Wk» (U™ + QpiRY),uo® € whkep(U™ + @7, R¥) and for every
jed{l,....k},

J
W |D? (wo @)l powmrqm) < C” Y0 | D"l Lowmtam)»
=1

for some constan®” > 0 depending omn, k, p and p.

Proof. We first establish the estimate for a majm C> (U™ + @y, ; R”). By the chain

rule for higher-order derivatives, for evejye {1,...,k} and for every: € U™ \ T,

J
Di(uod) (@) <C1Y Y |D'u(®(@)P| D" ()P | D' O(x)[.
i=1 1<t <...<t;
titotti=j

Let0 < < l+1.1f1 <t <...<t;andt; +---+t; = j, then by propertym) of
Proposition 4.11,

tp tip ip
, jac ®(z)) *° jac®(z)) ° jac ®(x)) °
D" ®(2)[P--- | D" ®(2) P < 02( n(tll)l ( 77(&-1)39 - CQ( )

n(j*i)P
Sincekp < £ + 1, we may takes = jp. Thus,

jac ®(x)

t P, .. ti P
|DY®(z)[P - - DL D(z)|P < Cy G
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and this implies

WP | DI (wo @) ()P < C3 ) 0P| D'u(@())|” jac &(z).

i=1

Since ® is injective andSupp® C U™ + Q7, we haved (U™ + Q7) \ T) C

U™ + @}, Thus, by the change of variable formula,

j
/ PP|DI(uo @)P < C ) / n|(D'u) o [P jac ®
(Um QT Slumegpnte
j
<cay [ Dt
i=lymiqm
anduo ® € WrkP((U™ 4+ Q) \ T ;R¥). Sincel > 0, the dimension of the skeleton

T is strictly less tham: — 1. Thusuo ® € W’“’p(Um+QZ;7; R”). By density of smooth

maps inW*» (U™ + Q. R”), we deduce that for everye Wh» (U™ + Q7; R”), the

functionu o @ also belongs to this space and satisfies the estimate above. O

We describe the construction of the mé@pgiven by Proposition 411 in the case of
only one/ dimensional cube:

Proposition4.3. Letl € {1,...,m},n > 0,0 < p < p <p < landT = {0°} x Qm~".
There exists a smooth function: R™ \ T' — [1, 00) such that if® : R™ \ T — R™ is
defined forr = (2/,2”) € (RY x R™~%)\ T by

d(z) = (Mx)2', "),
then
(1) ®isinjective,
(1) Supp ® C Qfl—p)n x Qut,
(i) ((Q1—pyy X Qi INT) < (Qupyy \ Q) X i
(iv) for everyj € N, and for everyr = (2, 2") € (Q(,_,), X @ I\ T,

Cn

J —
Do) < 1

for some constar@ > 0 depending on, m, p, p andp,
(v) forevery0 < 8 < ¢, for everyj € N, and for everyr € (kaW7 X QZ}]—/&) \T,
7 DI0()| < C'(jac (),

for some constant” > 0 depending o, j, m, p, p andp.
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We temporarily admit Propositidn 4.3 and we prove Propmsif.].

Proof of Propositiofi 4]1.We first introduce finite sequencés;);<i<m and(7;)e<i<m
such that
0<pm < Tme1 < Pm—1 < ... < pog1 <Te < pg = p.

Fori = m, we take®,, = Id. Using down_yvard induction, we shall define for every
i€ {l,...,m—1} smoothmap®, : R\ T* — R™ such that

(a) ®; is injective,

(b) for everyo™ € 8™ and for every- € {i*,...,m — 1}, ®;(c™ \T") C o™\ T",

(c) Supp®; CU™ + Q)
(d) ®(U™\T") Cc U +Qm,,

(e) foreveryz € R™\ T and for every- € {i*,...,m — 2},

dist(®;(z), T") dist(x, T" ) = dist(®;(x), T" ) dist(z, T7),

(f) for everyj € N, and for everyr € R™ \ T*",

Cn

Tory ) p— —
(dist(z, 7))

for some constant’ > 0 depending ory, m andp,

(9) forevery0 < 8 < i+ 1, foreveryj € N, and for everyr € R™\ T,

W

D ®;(z)| < C' (jac ®i(2)) 7,
for some constan®”’ > 0 depending o8, j, m andp.

The mapd, will satisfy the conclusion of the proposition.

Leti € {{+1,...,m} and let®, be the map obtained from Proposition]4.3 with
parameterg = p;, p = 7i_1, p = pi—1 and? = i. Giveng® € U?, we may identifyo’
with Qf x {0™ ="} andT=D" N (0" + Q™ _ ) with {0°} x Q~/, . The mapo; induces
by isometry a map which we shall denote®y: .

Letw, : R™\ T(G-1D" — R™ be defined for every € R™ \ T(=1)" by

i) = {@Ui (v) ifze qi +Q , forsomeo’ € U,
x otherwise
We first explain why¥; is well-defined. Sinc®,.: coincides with the identity map on
do' + Q7. then for everyi, b € U, if x € (of + Q7 ) N (o + Q) and
ot # o4, then
O,i(z) =2 =0, (2).

g1
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One also verifies directly that; is smooth orR™ \ 7(—1)",
Assuming thatb; has been defined satisfying propert@s (@)—(g), we let

(I)i—l = \Ifi e} (I)i-

The map®,_; is well-defined orR™ \ T0~1" sinced; (R™ \ T¢-D7) c R™\ T¢-1",
We now check tha®,_; satisfies all required properties.

Proof of Property@). The map®,_; is injective sincel; and®; are injective. O

Proof of Property(@). For everyr € {(i — 1)*,...,m — 1} and for every™ € S™, we
have by induction hypothesis; (™ \ T") C ¢™ \ T". Moreover, for any™ € S™ and
anyg’ € U*, the formula of®; implies that9s: (c™ \ T") C a™ \ T". O

Proof of Property(©). By induction hypothesi®; coincides with the identity map outside
Um+Qy.,. By constructioni; coincides with the identity map outside” +Q7" |, (see

Ti—17M

Propositio 4B, propertfid)). Sincep; < 7,—1 < pi—1, we deduce thaSupp ®;_; C
Um+Qm . O
Proof of Property(d). By induction hypothesis (propertyl(d))

O (U™\T)CcU +Q™

pPimn

and (propertyl{b))
P (R™\ 70Dy c R™\ 7017,

SinceT "=V 5 T we have

pin
By construction of; (see Proposition 4.3, proper(i)), for everyo® € U°,
O, (0" + QU )\TUD) cao’ +Qm_ ..
Taking the union over all faces’ < U/¢, we get

U (U +QUN\NT V) cui=t + @

pPi—1M"

Combining the information fo®; and¥;, we obtain

O (UT\TED)y cUu=t+Qm . O
Proof of Property@). Letr € {(i—1)*,...,m—2}andz € R™\TE-D" [f &, _,(z) =
®,(x), then the conclusion follows by induction. df;,_; (x) # ®;(z), then there exists
o' € U’ such thatdb;(z) € o' + Q7 , and®;_i(x) = O,:(P;(z)). Sinced;(z) €
Supp ¥,

i(z) € (0" + QI )\ (B0 + Q).
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Up to an isometry, we may assume that= Q; x {0™~%}. Forevery0 < A < 1 and
foreveryy = (v/,y") € Q(l M X @ "

dist(y, T") = dist ((¢',0), 7" N (Q(1_x), X {0™7})).
In view of the formula 0®;, we deduce that for everye (o' +Q7 )\ (90" x Q7" ),
dist(0,:(y), T") dist(y, ") = dist (O (y), T"") dist(y, T");

this identity is reminiscent of Thales’ intercept theoremonfi Euclidean geometry. By
induction hypothesis, we then get
dist(®;_1 (), T") dist (2, T") = dist(Q 4 (®;(x)), T") dist(x, T" 1)
= dist(0,: (®4(z)), T" ) dist(z, T")
= dist(®;_1(z)), 77 T1) dist (x, T").

(P
(®

This gives the conclusion. O

Proof of Property@. Letz € R™ \ 7¢=D"_If ¥, coincides with the identity map in a
neighborhood ofb;(x), thenD/®;_;(x) = D®;(x) and the conclusion follows from
the induction hypothesis and the fact tAdt—"" > 7.

If ¥, does not coincide with the identity map in a neighborhoo@®df:), then there
existso? € U* such that

(I)Z(:E) (U + QT 17]) \ (80 + QT 17))

and®,_;(z) = O,,(®;(x)). By the chain rule for higher order derivatives,

J
DI04 (@)[ <Y D D76, (@:(x))] |D" ()| | D Dy(2)].
r=11<t;<...<t,
tit bt =)

By construction otE) (see Propositidn 4l 3, propei(t])), we have for any = (v/,y") €

(Qfy 1y X Qi) \ ({07 x Q)
C.
D7)l < ; ?l”

This implies
Can

DO, (P, : -
| (@:i(@)] < (dist (®;(z), T-D"))
By the induction hypothesis, for evety< ¢t; < ... < t,. suchthat; +--- +t,. = j,

D" ®;(x)| - |D" i()]

r

U N — (4 "

S 03 X th K t _ g
(dist(z, T%")) (dist(z, 7)) (dist(z, T%7))
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Thus,
r+1

J
n
|DI®; - —
1 g dlSt T(z 1)* )) (diSt(l’,T”))J
We recall that by property](f),
dist(®; (2), 7017 ) dist (2, T ) = dist(z, T0D7) dist(®; (), T ).
Since®;(z) € (o' + Q7 )\ (90" + Q7 ),

dist(®;(z), T ) > (1 — 1i—1)n > (1 — p)1.

(dlst(q)z(z),T(zfl)*))r(dlst(vaﬁ))J
= (dist(x, 707D dist (B (), 7)) (dist(a, 7))
> (dist (=, T D))" (1 = p)n)” (dist(z, T7))" ™"

SinceT? c T(=1" we conclude that

i n
|DJ(I)i_1(.Z‘)| < 05 - - O
(dist(z, T(=D"))’

Proof of Property(g). Let j € N, and letz € R™ \ TG=D"_If ¥, coincides with
the identity map in a in a neighborhood @f (), then D/ ®; ;(x) = D’®;(x) and
jac ®;_1(x) = jac ®;(x). The conclusion then follows from the induction hypothesis

Assume that'; does not coincides with the identity map in a neighborhood ¢f).
Let0 < 8 < ¢andr € {0,...,7}. By induction hypothesis, if <t <... <t,and
ty +---+t. =7, then

(jac®i(@)?  (acd,(x)F (jac B, (2)) 7
-1 tr—1 =0y i—r :
n nr Ui

| D" ®;(x)| -+ | D' @i(x)| < C

Leto® € U’ be such that
®i(z) € (0" + Q7 )\ (00" + Q7 _,)
and®;_1(z) = ©,, o ®;(z). By construction o, (see Proposition 4.3, property)),
we have forany € (Q(,_,, ), x Q77,) \ ({0°} x @17,
7 HD",(y)| < Caljac®(y)™F = Caljac O(y))?.
Thus,

(jac O,: (®4(x))) ¥ (jac B;(z)) *
777“71 n],T

Cs .
= njfl (J&C q)z,l($))

D" 05: (®i(2))| |D" ®i(x)| - [ D' @i(x)] < Cs

Tl
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Therefore, by the chain rule for higher order derivatives,

. C
1DI®; 4 (2)] < —
n-

(jac (I)ifl (IL‘)) % .

This gives the conclusion. O

By downward induction, we conclude that properties (g)-Hald for every: <
{¢,...,m}. In particular,®, satisfies propertieg)—(v) of Propositioi 4.11. O

We establish a couple of lemmas in order to prove Propo#ién

Lemma4.4. Letl c {1,...,m},letn >0,let0<p<p<p<landd <k <1l-7p.
There exists a smooth function: R™ — [1, c0) such that if® : R™ — R™ is defined
forz = (2/,2") € R® x R™~* by

then
(i) @ is adiffeomorphism,
(1) Supp® C Qfl—p)n X Q;f;]_‘},
(i) D((Q) \ Qry) X Qp™*) C(QU\Qf_p),) x Q"
(iv) foreveryj € N, and for everyr € R™,
P DI ()| < C,
for some constant’ > 0 depending ory, m, p, p, p andx,
(v) for everyj € N, and for everyr € R™,
C' <jac®(x) < C”,
for some constants’, C”" > 0 depending omn, p, p, p andk.

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

— 1) is nonincreasing o, and nondecreasing d&._,
— for|t| <1-7p9(t) =1,

— for|t| >1—p,¢(t) =0.

Letd : R — [0, 1] be a smooth function such that

— for|t| < p,0(t) =1,

— for |t| > p, 0(t) = 0.



Density for higher order Sobolev spaces into compact méisfo 29

Lety : R™ — R be the function defined far = (x1,...,2,) € R™ by

Thus,
— foreveryz e R™\ (Qf_, x Q'™"), p(z) =0,
— foreveryz € Qf_,; x Q~", p(z) = 1.

We shall define the map in terms of its invers@: let U : R™ — R™ be the function
defined forz = (2/,2”) € RY x R™~* by

U(z) = ((1 - ap(z)’,2"),
wherea € R. In particular,
— foreveryz e R™\ (Qf_, x Qu'™9), ¥(z) ==,
— foreveryz = (¢/,2”) € Qf_; x Q™" ¥(z) = ((1 — a)z’,z").

In view of this second property, taking = 1 — T, we deduce thab is a bijection
betweer! ; x Qm~* andQf, x Q.

We now prove thatl is injective. If 2,y € R’ x R™~¢ satisfy ¥ (z) = ¥(y), then
y" = 2" andy’ = tz’ for somet > 0. Sincea € (0, 1), the function

g:s€[0,00) — s(1 —ap(sx’,z"))

is the product of an increasing function with a nondecreppivsitive function. Thusy
is increasing, whenc@ is injective. Sinceg(0) = 0 andtligl g(t) = +oo, by the
——+o0

Intermediate value theorem([0, 00)) = [0, 00). Thus, ¥ is surjective. Therefore, the
mapV is a bijection.

We claim that for every: € R™, DU (z) is invertible. Indeed, forevery = (2, 2") €
R* x R™~* and for every = (v',v") € R* x R™~¥,

DY (z)[v] = ((1 — ap())v" — aDe(z)[v]a’,v").

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

jac¥(z) = (1 — ap(@)) (1 - ap(z) — aDy()[(z’, 0))).
Sincey is nonincreasing ok ;. and nondecreasing @&, Dy(x)[(2’,0)] < 0. Thus,
jac¥(z) > (1 — ap(x))’ > (1 —a)f > 0.

The mapd® = ¥~! satisfies all the desired properties. O
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Lemma4.5.Letl € {1,...,m},n>0,0<p<p<p<landT = {0} x Qn "
There exists a smooth function: R™ \ T' — [1, 00) such that if® : R™ \ T — R™ is
defined forr = (2/,2”) € (RY x R™~¢)\ T by
o(x) = (M=)2’,2"),
then
(i) @ isinjective,

(i4) Supp® C Bfl_p),] X QZ%_Z:

(i) (I)((Bfl—p)n x Qgi_é) \ T) < (Bfl—/))n \ Bfl—ﬁ)n) x le_e,

(iv) for everyj € N, and for everyr = (2, 2") € (B(,_,), x Q )\ T,
‘ Cn
J _
Da@)] <

for some constant’ > 0 depending ory, m, p, p andp,

(v) forevery0 < 3 < ¢, for everyj € N, and for everyr € R™\ T,

Wwl-

W HDI®(x)| < C’(jac @(m)) ,
for some constant’ > 0 depending o, j, m, p, p andp.

Proof. By scaling, we may assume that= 1. Givenb > 0, lety : (0,00) — [1,00) be
a smooth function such that

1-5
—for0<s<1-—p,0(s) = _/)(1+ bl),
S s
— fors>1—p,p(s) =1,
— the functions € (0, 00) — s¢(s) is increasing.

This is possible for any > 0 such that

(175)(1+1nl) <1-p
-

Letd : R™~* — [0, 1] be a smooth function such that
— fory e Q:)”_é, 0(y) =0,

— fory e R™\ Q4 0(y) = 1.
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We now introduce for = (2/,2") € R x R™~¢,

C(x) = /|2 + 0 ().

Let ) : R™\ T — R be the function defined for = («/,2”") € R™ \ T by

A=) = ¢(C()).

Since¢ # 0inR™ \ T, the function) is well-defined and smooth. In additioh > 1.
We now check that the map defined in the statement satisfies all the required prop-
erties.

Proof of Property(d). In order to check tha® is injective, we first observe that if =
(2',2"),y = (v',y") € Bf x Q" and®(z) = ®(y), thenz” = y”, and there exists
t > 0 such thaty’ = ¢z’. The conclusion follows from the fact that the function

h:se[0,00) — sp(y/s? +0(z)?)
is increasing. O

Proof of Property(#). For everyz = (2/,2”) € (R® x R™“)\ T, if 2/ ¢ Bf_, or f
" ¢ Q' then((z) > 1—p. Thus,\(z) = ¢({(x)) = 1 and®(z) = =. We then have

Supp® C Bffp X Q;)”_é. O

Proof of Property(zd). We first observe that since the functiere (0, 00) — sp(s) is
increasing andiné sp(s) =1 —p, foreverys > 0,
s—

sp(s) > 1 7.

Since for every: = (2/,2") € (Bf_, x Q) \ T, we have((z) = |2/|, we deduce that
(A@)2'| = e(j'D]2| = 1 = P.
On the other hand, since the functibrefined above is increasing,
Ma)a| = h(l2"]) < h(1—p) =1-p.
We conclude thak(z)z’ € Bf_,\ Bf_,. a
Proof of Property(idl). By the chain rule,
IDIA@I<CY Y PP @)D (@) | D).

i=11<t; <. <t
tipetti=g

For everyi € N, and for every > 0,

(1)
PO6) < 4
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and for everyr € (Bf x R™~ )\ T,

C3
((z)=t

Thus, foreveryi <t¢; < ... <t;suchthat; +---+¢; = j,

|D'¢(x)] <

t1 )| - - t; T C’4 _ C4
DG 1D S e = C

By the chain rule,

|Dj)\(ac)|<Czj: ! L _ G
=L Ty @

Hence, by the Leibniz rule, for anyc (B x R™~%)\ T,

D) < 55 (4.1)

Since((x) > |2’|, the conclusion follows. O

Proof of Property(@). For everyz = (z',2”) € (R x R™~)\ T andv = (v/,v") €
RY x R4,

' v +60(z")DO(z")[v"] o v,/)
¢(w) ’

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

Do(@)l] = (2 (¢ + ¢V (¢(x))

jac®(x) = p(¢(@)" (w(¢(@)) + V(¢ W%)
) |J}/| . |J;/|2
= e(c)" (416 (1 = 1555) + (V@) + ole) T

Since for every > 0,

s (s) +¢(s) = (sp(s))) 2 0

and since there exists > 0 such that for every > 0,

we have
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If |2/] < 6(2"), then((x) > v/2|2’| and we get

. 3

acP(x) > ——.

e R0 = ay
On the other hand, by direct inspection, for evaryx 1, there exists a constaat > 0
depending omv such that for every > 0,

s (s) + ols) =

Thus,

jac®(x) = (¢(2)) 7 (e (C(@))¢ (@) + w(((2)))

s |$/|2

@) (@ L)

If |2/] > 6(2"), then(z) < v/2|2’| and we get
__ %
§($)271+a :

In both cases, we deduce that for ev8ry: ¢ and for everyr € R™ \ T,

jac®(z) >

. C
jac®(z) > ﬁ
Thus, by estimaté€(4.1) in the proof of propef) above, when: € (B{_, x Q7')\T,
. 05 05 . FA
DId(x)| < - < —(jac®(x)) 7. O
| DY@ ()| ) (07)5( (x))
The proof of Lemm&4]5 is complete. O

Proof of Propositioh 4.3 Define® to be the composition of the map given by Lemma4l4
with any parametex < 17_5 together with the ma@, given by Lemma 4]5; more pre-

cisely,® = &, o &,. By composition, the mag is injective andSupp ¢ C Q€1—p)n X

Q%J' Moreover, the choice of implies thath;,] C Bfl—ﬁ)n' Hence,

(I)((Qflfp)n X Z?TZ) \ T) C (Qflfp)n \ Qflfﬁ)n) X Zl_l'

By the chain rule for higher order derivatives and by theneste of the derivatives ab;
(Lemmd4.4#, see properfi),

J
Do) <O Y. S D'y (@a(x))] DN @a(x)| - | D by()|
i=11<t1<...<t;
i+t ti=j

<Oy i > | D" @s()| - | D" @a(a)|

ni—l

i=11<t;<...<t;
tit =)
The estimate forD’® is a consequence of the estimates of the derivativeB,ofsee
Lemmal4.b, propertyif)). The estimate fojac ® is a consequence of the estimate for
jac @5 given by propertynf) of Lemmal4.b and the lower bound fguc ®; given by
property 7)) of Lemmd4.}. O
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5 Density of the classR,,,_|1p)-1(Q™; N™)

In this section, we prove that the claBs,_ |1, —1(Q™; N") is dense if¥*?(Q™; N™)
regardless of the topology of the manifa\d®.

Theorem 3. If kp < m, thenR,,,_ |, —1(Q™; N™) is strongly dense imEP(Qm: N™).
This result implies thé part of Theoreril2.

Proof of Theorerl3First observe thatif. € W*?(Q™; N™), then the restrictions Q™
of the maps, € Wr2(QT",,.; N™) defined forz € QT »., by u,(z) = u(z/(1 + 27))
converge strongly ta in W*»?(Q™; N™) when~ tends to0. We can thus assume from
the beginning that € W»( T 0,5 N™). We apply successively the opening, smoothing
and thickening constructions to this map

We divide the proof in four parts:
Part 1. Construction of a map!? € Wk (Qr_;RY) N C=(QT., \ T}; ;R”) such that
foreveryj € {1,...,k},

W |D7u — DYl ooy, )

J
< sup UJH'er,U(Dju) — DJuHLp(Qm )Jr CanHDzuHLP(UZ]"-l-QZm)v

m 14+~
veby i=1

wherel(]" is a subskeleton a7’ and7,’" is the dual skeleton ..

Using the terminology presented in the Introduction, theskeletori(," will be cho-
sen to be the set of all bad cubes together with the set of gaoesavhich intersect some
bad cube. The precise choiceldf* will be made in Part 2.

Let K" be a cubication o®7",., of radius0 < n < v and let/;* be a subskeleton of
K. Let0 < p < §; thus,
2pm <.
Given? € {0,...,m — 1}, we begin by opening the mapin a neighborhood on;.
More precisely, le®°P : R™ — R™ be the smooth map given by Propositlon/2.1 and
consider the map

u;’]p = u o P°P,

In particular,us? € W*?(QT",.; N") andugP = u in the complement OUf; + Q%
Foreveryj € {1,...,k},

77J‘||Dju21D - DjU”LP( o) T 77jHDj“$7p - DjUHLp(UngQg;n)

< ID" P llrwirag,,) + 1D Ul ws ez,
J
<O Y 0Dl we ey,
i=1

(5.1)
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We next consider a smooth functigny € C>°(QT,,.,) such that

0 <9y < pn.

Given a mollifierp € C2°(BY"), let for everyzr € QT4 ..,

sSm

Uy () = (P, (2) * Up? ) ().

Sincel < ¢y, < pn, the mapu;™ : Q74,4 ,, — R” is well-defined and smooth. If

| DYl oo @,y < B

142+

for somes < 1 and if forevery: € {2,...,k},

11Dl L~ @,y < 1

then by Proposition 312 witlh = QT, ., we have for every € {1,...,k},

77j HDﬂ'u;m _ Djugp||LP(Q§"+‘y)

J
< sup 7 [|7y,0 (D ugP) — DIl oggr ) + CzZUZIIDZuZPIILp(A),

m 1+
vE BY K i=1
whered = U B;?n(m)(z). For everyv € BT,
TEQT, ,Nsupp Dy

1P [17,0 (D7U5P) — DPus® | Loy, )

<0 17,0 (D7 UP) = 7,0 (D7) | Loy )
+ 77jHTwnv(Dju) — DjuHLp( moyt njHDjuff’ — DjuHLp(Qm )

Ty

and, by the change of variable formula,

||T¢nv(Dju%p) — TwnU(D‘ju)”Lp(Q’{Tl’y) < Cg”Dju%p _ Dju||Lp(Q y

T+27)'

If we further assume that

‘suppr77 cuy, ‘

then since), < pn, we haveA C U™ + Q};. By Proposition 2.1, we then have

J J J
> D Pl ecay < >0 ID Pl Loy tap) < Ca >0 1D ] oy 4o

on/’
i=1 =1 =1

Thus, foreveryj € {1,...,k},

nj HDJu%m _ Dju%p||Lp(Q§n+‘y)

J
< Squ 77JH7-1/JW(DJU) - DJuHLp(QﬁW) + C5an||D7‘u||Lp(U;7n+Q’g;n). (5.2)
veB" i=1
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Given0 < p < p, we apply thickening to the magj™ in a neighborhood dfff; of size

pn. More precisely, denote by : R™ — R™ the smooth map given by Propositioni4.1
with the parametep and let
%h = u%m o P,

Then,uf! = u5™ in the complement o/, + Q7. Assuming in addition that

then by Corollary 42y:" € W*?(K]"; R”) and for everyj € {1,...,k},

u

UjHDjU:;h - DjufymHLp(KgL) < UjHDjU%h - DjufymHLP(U]]"'-i-ng,)

<D ey e + 7 107w e e+

i
< Co ) 0 ID"u™ Lo rap,)-
=1

Thus, by Proposition 312 and by Proposition| 2.1,

J
nJHDJ“f,h — DI Lo sy < O Z771I\Dz“3p||LP(U%”+Q@+p>n>
=1

; (5.3)
<Cs ZniHDiuHLP(U:,”-l-Q;"M)'
1=1
By the triangle inequality, we deduce frofm (5.1}, {5.2) abd3] that for every; <
{1,...,k},

o
0 |1 D7uy" — D7ul| o)

J
< USEHBI?" 0 {|7,,0 (D7 u) — D]U”LP(Q;"H) +C ;nZHDZuHLP(U;"-l-Q;"M)'
This gives the estimate we claimed sin€g' = Q7 . We observe tha!zgh is smooth ex-
cepton(U,;" + Q) ﬂTf* WhereTf* is the dual skeleton corresponding to the cubication
IC,]’”. O
The mapu;;h need not have its values on the manifdlé#, so we need to estimate the
distance between the imageujf1 andN™.

Part 2. The directed Hausdorff distance from the image of the m%rto the manifold
N™ satisfies the estimate

!

. C
. th ¢
Distnn (u,, (K" \ T} ) < max{amélllc%?x\g%n F”DUHLkp(am-l-Qg;n)v

C// /
sup o [upP(y) — uy”(2)[ dydz o,
sevt+Qp, |@F1? ! !

QY (z) QY ()
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where the directed Hausdorff distance from a$et R” to N" is
Distyn (S) = sup { dist (z, N*) : & € S},

&' is a subskeleton @f;", and0 < s < .

The subskeletos;* will be chosen at the end of Part 2 as the set of bad cubes and
Kr\ & will be the set of good cubes. This estimate implies that fa@regn > 0
sufficiently small, the image aﬁf‘ is contained in a small tubular neighborhood\bf.

1 it h m 0" m m m
We first observe that by Prop05|t|ﬁ]f(lm), ON(E;\ (T uU) C K\ U,
while by Propositiof 411zid), ®™(U;" \ T*) c U}, + Q™. Hence,
h m 0* m m 4 m
PH(KN\T, ) C(KP\U) U (U, +an)-
In terms of the directed Hausdorff distance we have
Distn (uff (K \ T ")) < Distn (u (K3 \ Uy) U (U5 + Q) )

Since the image of the may® obtained by opening is contained inV" (see LemmB@2]3),
for everyz € K" we have

1
dist (up™(z), N") < —— / [up™ (@) — upP(2)] dz.
Q@

o () ()

On the other hand, sinaéf’ is the convolution ougp with a mollifier,

. 1 T —y
sm _ ,,0pP < op __ 40P
) —up @l < g [ (S - el
By, (@)
Cl (o) [0)
<o [ e - e
¥y () m z
¥ (2)
Thus,
dist (1 (), N™) < — 1 op °P()|dyd 5.4
18 (un ($), )— |Q$( )|2 |u77 (y)iun (Z)| ydz. ( . )

QZLW(I) (z) Qan(m)(z)

SinceN™ is a compact subset &, u is bounded. By the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inter-
polation inequality (seé [19,44]pu € L*?( T ».). By the Poincaré-Wirtinger inequal-
ity,

1

[
wn(Z) Q:/?n(m)(m) len(m)(z)

lupP(y) — uyP(2)] dy dz

Cy
< = op m -)) -
< =1 | D’y @)

V()
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Sincey,, < pn, if o™ € K} is such thatr € o™, thenQ%(m)(m) C o™+ @y, . Hence,

C3

dist (uflm(x),N") < W
n

1D llr @y o) @)

3 o
< W”DUUPHL’“P(O"I-FQ%)'
n
Thus, by Addendurn]1 to PropositibnP.1,
1 sSm n 04
dist (uy™ (), N") < W”DUHL’“P(U’"JrQQ}W)'
i

We rewrite this estimate for everye K as

n
n(

If 2 € (US+ Q) NU™, thenz € o™ for some cube™ < U If

. o n [ &)
dist (uS™(2), N )g( x)) | Dull prnom s - (5.5)

nke

Yy(z) < (p = p)n,

thenQ7! ) (z) C UL+ Q. By Addenduni® to Propositidn 2.1, we have

1
or | ] el
¥y () m m
) (@) an(x)(m)
_ L 05
< (@)% 2 I Dulliniom sy,
n kP

Therefore,
: sm n 1— 4 C'5
dist (uy" (), N™) < (¢y(2)) ’“p@HDUHLkv(w%Qg’;W)-
nr
We rewrite this estimate for evenye (U} + Q1) N U™ as
Yn(2) ) -1 Cs
Ui et
We now describe the functiap, that we shall take. Given two parametérs. s < t
and given a functiog € C>(QT’,, ), we define

Yy =1¢+ s(1 = Q).

More precisely, le€;" be a subskeleton &f;" such that

m : m
E,7 C int Un

in the relative topology of)7", .. Sincedist (£;", K;" \ U;") > n, we take a function
¢ € C*°(K,") such that

dist (u™ (x), N™) < ( | Dl om0, - (5.6)
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(i) 0<C<1inkm™,
(i) ¢ =lin K\ U™,
(i) ¢ =0in E™,
(iv) foreveryj € {1,...,k}, 77| Di¢||r= < C, for some constant’ > 0 depending
only onm.

Thus,supp Dy, C U;* and
|| D7y || L < Ct.

In order to apply Propositidn 3.2 and to hayg < (p — p)n, we choose
. K
t= mm{g,p —g} n,

for some fixed number < x < 1.
Sincey, =t in K" \ U;" andt > cn for some constant > 0 independent of), we
have from[(5.b),
Cé

Distyn (uy™ (K" \ U;")) < Umer?c%tx\mn BT |DuHLkp((,m+Qg;n).

Sincey,, = s in E}"*, we have from[(5}4),
: sm 14 m m
Dist yn (un (U, + @) NEY ))
Cy

< s oohs [ [ e - wpe)

2
wevgag, |0 Qr(@) QI (2)

Finally, if

then by [5.6) and by the estimatg (z) < t = C7n, we get

C
: sm 14 m m m 8
Dist yn (uf7 ((U,] + an) N (U,7 \En )) < , GHI/l{jx\gn 77;7; 1 HDullLkp(a'erQ'g;n)'

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

L= |kp|.

We deduce that

!

. C
. th ¢
Distnn (u,,' (K" \ T}, ) < max{amgzlc%vx\sg% F”DUHLkp(am-l-Qg;n)v

C// /
ap O P () — uSP (2)] dy dz .
sevt+Qp, |@F1? ! !

QY (z) QY ()
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This gives the estimate we claimed.

The nearest point projectioll onto N” is well-defined and smooth on a tubular
neighborhood ofV" of radius: > 0. We now choose the subskeletsf used in the
definition of( andy, as the set of cubes™ € K7 such that

/
— 7 |1 DullLreom g, ) > t-

Thus,

!

moy <
o B o T IDU om0z, ) S 0

We then take the subskelettff* used in the constructions of opening and thickening
as the the set of cubes® € K7 which intersect some cubedf; in particularint E" C
U, in the relative topology o®)7", ..

In view of the uniform limit of Addendur]2 to Propositign 2 dince? < kp, for
everys > 0 small enough,

C//
sup

— lusP(y) — usP(z)|dy dz < ¢.
sevt+Qp, Q%12 !

n
Q (v) QP ()

We conclude that:" (K™ \ T,f*) is contained in a tubular neighborhood®f of radius
L. |

Part 3. The mapdl o uf" converge ta: in W*»(Q7*; N™) asy tends taD.
Using the estimate from Part 1, we show that for eveey{1, ..., k},

lim|| D7 = DYl ioiqy, ) =0
By continuity of the translation operator ii¥ (see the remark following Propositibn B.1),

hm Squ (|70 (D7 u) — DjuHLp(Qﬂv) = 0. (5.7)
€

We now need to show that
}g}); 7Dl g, ) = 0.
1=

By the Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequality, émeryi € {1,...,k—1}, Diu €
kp

L7 (QT . ). By Holder's inequality, for every € {1,..., k} we have

1 J”D u||Lp(Um+Q2pn) < 771 J|U’m +Q727)77| kp HDVMH _12 Wr+Qp,)
2pn

U+ Qg
o <7,€p Bl ) 7 i
n U7n+Q2PTI)
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From this estimate, we need that" + Q4| = O(n*?) asn — 0. We observe that
U + Q3| satisfies the following estimate in terms of the number afelets#4;" of
the subskeletoty;",

U+ Q3| < 27 (0 + 20m)™ (#U) = Con™ (#U).

Note that for every cube™ € U,;", if 7™ € & intersects™, thent™ + Q3 C o™ +
Wﬁgﬁr&);. Denotingo™ by @} (a), we haver™ + @3, C Qq; (a), wherea = 3 + 2p,
" + Q3 C Q@) N QT 24

By the definition ofe,

/ /

C C
L < %HDU”W(TM%J < F||DUHL’”’(Q;"'H(@)FTQT’+27)'

Thus, for even@y (a) € U;",

P / | Du*?.

nm—kp
QL ()NQY,

Since the cubegy;, (a) intersect each other finitely many times and the number of-ove
laps only depend on and on the dimensiom,

m & K Cs k
HU' < S > |Dul*? < — | Dul*».

Qi (A)EUT Qm (1)NQT o, Qs

We deduce that

m m m 1
Uy +Q| < Com = [ 1Dut = Cunt [ 1D

Q71n+2w Q;nJr?w

This means that

2pn

Uy + Q5
f<oo
77?

lim sup
n—0

Hence, by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem,

lim || D'u|| xp =0
n—0 L& (Ur+Q3,

In view of (5.7) and the estimate from Part 1, we ha't\tﬂo”Dju:]h = DIl gy, ) = 0.
n— gl

Recall thatuﬁlh = uy™ in the complement ob/;" + Q7. Sinceu;™ — w in measure
and|U;" +Qjy| — 0asn — 0, uﬁlh — u in measure ag — 0. Hence,uﬁlh converges to

win LP(QT,.,) and

: th _
%lj}}) ||U77 - UHW’W(QTH) = 0.
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Therefore,
. th _
%13%) [T 0wy — wllyrw.n( n) =0

This gives the conclusion of this part. O

Part4. The mapll o u" belongs to the clasB;- (Q™; N™).

It suffices to prove the pointwise estimates/of(I1 o uﬁlh). Sincell o u;h =IIo
up™) o o*h and the magdl o uy™ is smooth inK;,", by the chain rule for higher order

derivatives,

J
DiMou™)| <> Y Do ws) D ath- - Dt
i=1 1< <...<oy
arttai=j

gcsz]: > [DMe™|. . DM,

i=1 1< <...<oy
arttap=j

By Propositiod 411{ii), we have for: € K" \ T,

J
j n n
| DY (I o uy)(z)| < Cr , e T =
K z:zl 1§a1§2,,,§ai (dlst (x,Tf;’ )) (dlst (x,Tf;’ ))
ar+-ta;=j
PR S
(dist (=, 7))’
This concludes the proof of the theorem. O

6 Proof of Theorem[2

Let kp < m. Itis a consequence of Theorém 3 thigf,_ |5, —1(Q™; N") is dense in
Wk2(Q™; N™). Inthis section, we prove thatif| ., (N") # {0} andifi € {0,...,m—
1} is such that

(a) R;(Q™;N™) Cc Wkr(Q™; N™),

(b) R;(Q™; N™)is dense itV*?(Q™; N"),

theni = m — |kp| — 1.

We first prove that < m — | kp]. For this purpose, lef : R — N™ be a geodesic in
N™. Giveni > m—|kp|, themapu : Q" — N defined forz = (z/,2”) € Q" 'x Q'
by

u(z) = 7(log|z'])
belongs toR; (Q™; N™). Taking~y parametrized by arc-length, we have
|Du(z)| =

/|
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Sincei > m — |kp|, it follows that Du ¢ L*PI(Q™). By the Gagliardo-Nirenberg
interpolation inequality, we deduce th&f(Q™; N™) ¢ Wk»(Q™; N™).

We now prove thai > m — |kp| — 2. Given a smooth map : SI*?) — N” we
defineu: Q" — N forz = («/,2") € Q" x @™ P py

/

u(z) = go(é—/|)

Then,u € Wk?(Q™; N™). Giveni € {0,...,m — |kp| — 2}, assume by contradiction
that there exists a sequen@sg);en in R;(Q™; N™) converging tou in W*?(Q™; N™).
Passing to a subsequence if necessary, for almost every Q™~Lk»)=1 and for al-
most everyp € (0,1), the sequencéuﬂskmX{I/,})jeN converges tm|s,£’““x{z~} in
wke (sl Nm) whence in BM@SS™; N7).

For everyj € N, denote byl a finite union ofi dimensional planes such thaf €
C=(Q™ \ T;; N™). Sincei < m — |kp| — 2, for every(z", p) € Q™ *I=1 x (0,1)
such thatSt*”! x {27} c Q™ \ T}, there exisia € Q" \ 7; and a continuous map
h:[0,1] x (S¥P) x {&"}) — @™ \ T} such that for every € SE* x {2}, h(0,y) =y
andh(1,y) = a. This implies tha“ﬂs,g’““ ) is homotopic to a constant.

We recall that homotopy classes are preserved under BMCecgence:

Claim. Let(v;);en be asequence i@®(Ste»); N™) which convergesto € CO(Slk»); N™)
in BMO(SI*J; N™). Then, for everyi € N sufficiently large; is homotopic tov in
CO(Sterl; N™).

This claim is essentially [13, Lemma A.19] but we presentapfor the convenience
of the reader.

Proof of the Claim.For everye > 0, we consider the map, : SI*?) — N™ defined for
x € Slkrl py

1
ve(x) = 7|D5Lkpj @ / v

DI ()

where DL () = slhv)l 0 QLI (1). Accordingly, for everyj € N we definev; .,
with v replaced by;.

The nearest point projectidii is well-defined and smooth on a tubular neighborhood
of N™ of radius. > 0. Sincewv,. converges uniformly ta ase tends to0, there exists
€1 > 0 such that for every < e < ¢y, I o v, is well-defined and is homotopic to

Next, for everyj € N and for everyr € S*J, sincev;(z) € N™,

dist (vj,e(x), N*) < ; / dy

— k
DI ()|

1
0 e |

DeLka (z) DGUWJJ (z)

< |lvj — vllgmotresy +2 sup  |u(y) — v(@)].
yeD* ()



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

Since the sequence; ) jen converges te in BMO(SH#?)) andw is uniformly continuous,
there exist/ € N ande, > 0 such that for every > J and for every) < € < e,

dist (vj,e(x), N*) < .

In particular,II o v;  is well-defined and the continuous extension of the functien
(0,1] — II o v; 4 gives a homotopy betwedto v; . andv;.

Finally, for everye > 0 the sequencéy; ();en converges uniformly tae.. For0 <
e < min{ey, ez} and foryj > J, the functiondl o v; . are well-defined and converge
uniformly to IT o v, asj tends to infinity. Thus, there exists > .J such that for every
j € Nwith j > J, Ilow; . is homotopic tdIowv,. By transitivity of the homotopy relation,
we conclude from the above that for every stich; is homotopic tow. O

We deduce from the claim thaﬂstm is homotopic to a constant, whenge:
P

X{IN}
Stv) — N7 is homotopic to a constant. Sinagy,,|(N") # {0} andy : St} —
N™ is an arbitrary smooth function, we get a contradictionsidompletes the proof of
Theoreni 2. O

7 Continuous extension property

From Theoreni I3 we are able to approximate a map by another rhagh w6 smooth
excepton a dual skeleton of dimensidm | *. We would like to modify our approximation
near this singular set in order to obtain a smooth map. An iapb tool will be the
following:

Proposition 7.1. Let K™ be a skeleton of radiug > 0, ¢ € {0,...,m — 1}, T*" be the
dual skeleton of‘ and letu € C°°(K™ \ T ; N™). If there existsf € CO(K™; N™)
such thatf|x: = u|ke, then for every) < p < 1, there existsy € C°(K™; N™) such
thatv = won K™\ (T*" + Q).

In the proof of Proposition 711, we shall rely on the fact th#tis a homotopy retract
of K™\ T*, that is, there exists a continuous retractio@f \ 7" onto K* which is
homotopic to the identity map iK™ \ T

Fact 7.1. There exists a continuous homotoHy : [0,1] x (K™ \ T*) — K™\ T*
such that

(i) foreveryz € K™\ T, Hy(0,z) = ,
(ii) foreveryx € K™\ T, Hy(1,z) € K*,
ii7) foreveryr € K¢, Hy(1,z) = .

Y.

Proof of Propositiof 7J1.Given0 < § < § < § < u, lety : K™ — [0,1] be a continu-
ous function such that

— foreveryz € K™\ (T* + Q). plz) =0,
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— foreveryz € AT +Q5), p(x) = 1.
— foreveryz € T + Qf!, ¢(x) = 0.
We definew : K™ — N by

(uo He)(p(x), ) ifze K™\ (T +QF),
w(z) =4 (f o Hy)(p(z),z) ifxec (T + Q) \ T,
fx) if z € T,

By properties() and (@) of Fact[7.1,w is well-defined and continuous ofi”, and
w=uonK™\ (T + Q%’;). Letw : R™ — R” be a continuous extensionof Given a

mollifier ¢ € C°(B{"), there exists a nonnegative functigne C>°(R™) such that for
any. > 0,

— suppty € TV + Quy

— % > 0in a neighborhood o *" + Q7.

— H<p¢ *E—EHLW(Rm) <.

If the nearest point projectioii onto N is well-defined and smooth on a tubular neigh-
borhood of N™ of radius: > 0, then the magl o (¢, * W) restricted taK™ satisfies all
the required properties. O

The natural question that arises is whether a continuowensixn ofu|x . to K™
exists. This property depends on the skeld@hand on the manifoldv™.

Proposition 7.2. Let K™ be a skeleton of radiug > 0 and¢ € {0,...,m — 1}. If
K™ is a cube and ifr,(N™) ~ {0}, then for everyu € C°(K*; N") there existsf €
C°(K™; N™) such thatf|x« = u.

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

Proposition 7.3. Let K™ be a skeleton of radiug > 0 and? € {0,...,m — 1}. If K™
is a cube, then for every € CO(K**1; N™), there existyy € C°(K™; N™) such that

glxe = ulge.

In the proof of Proposition 713, we shall assume th& it is a cube, then the identity
map onk‘ is homotopic to a constant with respectid*:

Fact 7.2. If K™ is a cube, then there exists a continuous homot@py [0, 1] x K¢ —
K*“! such that

(i) foreveryz € K*, G4(0,z) = ,

(ii) there existss € K* such that for every € K¢, G¢(1,z) = a.
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Proof of Propositiol 7]3Let ¢ : K™ — [0, 1] be a continuous function such that
— foreveryz € K*, p(z) =0,

— foreveryr € T, p(z) = 1.

We defineg : K™ — N™ by

(@) = [#(Gelela) H1,2)) i e KT
g = u(a) if z €TV,

where H, : [0,1] x K™\ T* — K™\ T* is the homotopy retraction of FactV.1.
The mapg is continuous and by propertfii) of Fact{7.1 we have for every € K*,
9(x) = u(x). O

Proof of Propositiof 7R Letu € C°(K*; N™). Sincer,(N™) ~ {0}, for everys'*! ¢
K41, the restrictionu|y,¢+1 has a continuous extensiag:+: to o*+!. Letv : K+ —
N™ be the map defined for everye K“*! by v(z) = uyer1(z), whereo!T! € KL is
such thatr € o**1. The mapw is well-defined and continuous; moreovejic = u. By
Propositiod 7.3 applied to, there existy : K™ — N™ such thatf|x« = v|g¢; hencef
is a continuous extension afto K™. O

8 Shrinking

Given a map: € WkP(K™; R”) whose energy is controlled outside a neighborhood of
the dual skeletoi™", we construct for every > 0 a mapu o ® whose energy will be
controlled on the wholé&™ whenr is small enough. This shrinking construction is very
similar to the thickening construction. In both cases, timethsion of the dual skeleton
T* must satisfyt* < m — kp, or equivalently] + 1 > kp. The main differences are
that shrinking only acts in a neighborhood of the dual skeigt’” and does not create
singularities. Shrinking can be thought of as desingutatthickening and requires more
careful estimates.

As for thickening, we begin by constructing the diffeomadgph® regardless of::

Proposition 8.1. Let¢ € {0,...,m —1},7 > 0,0 < u < 3,0< 7 < 3, 8™ be a

cubication ofR™ of radiusy and7*" be the dual skeleton @. There exists a smooth
map® : R — R™ such that

(i) @ isinjective,

(i1) foreveryo™ € 8™, ®(c™) C 0™,

(iti) Supp® C T + Q3 and®(T* + Q™) DT +Qn,

(iv) forevery0 < 5 < ¢+ 1, for everyj € N, and for everyr € R™,
(k) = |DYD(@)] < C(jac B(x)) 7,

for some constant’ > 0 depending o, j andm,
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(v) foreveryd < B < £+ 1, for everyj € N, and for everyr € &~ 1(T* + Q)

(Y~ DI0(@)] < €' D (jac 0(2))
for some constar®” > 0 depending orf, j andm.

As a consequence of the estimates of Proposffioh 8.1, we thavi®llowing W *:»
estimates that will be applied in the proof of Theofdm 1 With | kp].

Corollary 8.2. Let® : R™ — R™ be the map given by Propositibn 8.1 and tét" be
a subskeleton a$™. If £ + 1 > kp, then for everyu € W*? (K™ N (T* + Q% ); RY),

2pn
uwo® € WhP(K™n (T + Q¥ ); R¥) and for everyj € {1,...,k},

() | D7 (w0 )| o remerer 10z,
j
<c” Z(l”])zHDlu”LP(K”Lﬂ(T”-i-Qm T +Q7))

2umn
=1

J

L+1—kp . .

+C"r 7w Z(Mn)zHDlu”LP(Kmﬂ(T"*+Qzln))v
i=1

for some constan®” > 0 depending omn, k andp.

Proof. We first establish the estimate for a majm C> (K™ (T* +@5,,,); R). By the
chain rule for higher-order derivatives, for everg {1, ..., k} and for everyr € K™,

J
IDi(uod) ()P <C1Y Y |D'u(®(@)P| D" ()P - | D" O(x)].
i=1 1<t <..<t;
i ti=]

As in the proof of Corollarf 412, it <t¢; < ... <t;andty +--- +t; = 4, then for
everyr € K™ N (T" + Q%)

jac ®(x)

t1 p... tq p
D e e < I

and this implies

1P| DI (wo @) ()P < C3 ) 0| D'u(@())|” jac ®(z).

i=1
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Leto™ € K™. Since® is injective, by the change of variable formula,

(un)?P| D7 (w0 ®)|P

2= (emN(TH +Q5,, \(T +Q7))

J

<Gy / (um)?|(D*u) o [P jac ®
Flo-1(emn(Te Qg T Q)
J

Y / (k)| D u.

=1 * *
Tlemn (T +Qy, T +Qm)

IN

Let0< 8 <l+1.1f1<# <...<t;andt; +--- +t; = j, then by propertym)
of Propositio 811 we have for everye = (K™ N (T + Q™))

D" ®(x)[” - [D" @ ()"

tp . ]
< C4Tt1p(€2;7171) (Ja’C(I)(‘T)) 7 tip(%*l) (JaC (I)(ZE)) B

(p) =D (pa) =D
ip
) (jac @(x)) *

— gp(45t -
=G e () G—p

Taking 5 = jp, we have

] [0
D" ®(z)|P - - |DH ()P < 04T@+1—JPM
()7

and this implies

()| D? (w0 @)(2)[” < Csr TP Y~ () | D'u(@())[” jac ().

i=1

Since® is injective, by the change of variable formula,

()P | D7 (u 0 @)[P
o1 (o N(T* +Qp,)
< Cyrtti-in Y [ e epce
Fla-1(omn(Te +Qp,)
J
= Csritry - / (un)*? | DulP.

— /
Tlemn(T +Q,)
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Sinces™ N (T*" + Q%) € &~ (e™ N (T +Q%,)), by additivity of the integral
we then have
(un)’?|D (w0 @)|P

oM AT Q)

<y / (un)®| D
Tlomn(@e 1@, \ T Q)

J
(N A DI BT
izlamm(T’f*Jer,)

We may take the union over all face§* € K™ and we deduce the estimate for smooth
maps. By density of smooth mapslii*? (K™ N (T*" + Q3,,); R”), we deduce that for

everyu in Wk (K™ N (T* + @5,,,); R”), the functionu o ® also belongs to this space
and satisfies the estimate above. O

We first describe the construction of the majin the case of only onédimensional
cube.

Proposition 8.3. Let/ € {1,...,m},n > 0,0 < p < p<p < land0 <7 < u/p.

There exists a smooth function: R™ — [1, c0) such that if® : R™ — R™ is defined
forz = (2/,2") € R* x R™~* by

then
(i) @ isinjective,
.. Y m—{
(i1) Supp® C @, x Q(l—u)n’

m—~L m—4L
(1) (Qruy X Q7)) 2 Qun X Qi gy

(iv) forevery0 < 5 < ¢, for everyj € N, and for everyr € R™,
(Y~ DID ()] < C(jac D(x)) 7,
for some constant’ > 0 depending o1, j, m, u/p andz/ p,

(v) foreverys > 0, for everyj € N, and for everyr € Q% x Qg‘:g)n,

()M DI®(x)| < C'TF 7 (jac () %,

for some constant” > 0 depending o, j, m, pu/p andiz/pu.
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We postpone the proof of Propositioni8.3 and we proceed abksi Proposition 8]1.

Proof of Propositio 8]1.We first introduce finite sequencés;)i<i<m and (v;)e<i<m
such that

O<pr=p<vppr < o1 < oo < tm=1 < Vm < tm < 24.
Let &, = Id. Using downward induction, we shall define malps: R™ — R™ for
i€ {¢,...,m— 1} such thatp; satisfies the following properties:
(a) ®; is injective,
(b) foreverye™ € 8™, ®,(c™) C o™,
(c) Supp®; C T + Q%

(d) foreveryr € {i*,...,m—1},®;(T"+Q™,) D T" + Q™

T Tun?

e &(T" +Qm,) >T" +Qn

T win’

(f) forevery0 < 8 < i+ 1, foreveryj € N, and for everyr € R™,

(k) "M DI @4(2)]| < C(jac Bi(x)) 7,
for some constant’ > 0 depending o, j, andm,

(9) forevery0 < 8 < i+ 1, foreveryj € N, and for everyr € &; (T + QJ,),

() DI (2)] < C'rICE D (jac By (x))

)

for some constan®’ > 0 depending orf, j, andm.

The mapd, will satisfy the conclusion of the proposition.

Leti € {{+1,...,m} and let®; be the map obtained from Proposition18.3 with
parameters = i, i = pi;—1, 1 = v;, i = p; and3X. Giveno' € S*, we may identifyo’
with Q! x {0™~*} andT =" N (0" + Qy:,,)) with {07} x Q% *. The mapo; induces
by isometry a map which we shall denote®y:.

Let ¥, : R™ — R™ be defined for every € R™ by

,(x) Oyi(x) ifxecol+ Qi _,.y, for someg’ € S,
Jx) = . v
T otherwise

We explain why¥; is well-defined. Sinc®,: coincides with the identity map oo’ +
.ﬁfw)‘n, then for everyoi, o3 € S*, if o € (o1 + Q1_,,),) N (05 + Q(1_,,,) and
o} # o4, then
@U«i'(l’) =r=0 1($)

One also verifies tha¥b; is smooth.
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Assuming thatb; has been defined satisfying propertigs (@)—(g), we let
(I)ifl = \I/z e} (I)z

We check thafb, ; satisfies all required properties. Up to an exchange of ¢oateks,
for everyo’ € S*, we may assume that' = Q; x {0’} and®,: can be written
as0,:(x) = (A=), z"), with A\(z) > 1. Hence, for evernf) < s < 1 and every
re{0,...,m—1},

Ui(T" + Q) O T" + Q% (8.1)
Moreover, in the new coordinates, the set
(@ x QU )N (T +Qu I\ (T +Q,)) (8.2)
becomes _
tn X QG (8:3)

In view of propertiest) and (z) of Propositio 8.3,
O (Qryin X Qiluyn) 2 Quuean X QUL
Since this property holds for evesy € S?,
V(T + QU N (T + Q) D (T Qi )\ (T +Qp,)- (8.4)

Proof of Propertyd). Letr € {(i — 1)*,...,m — 1}. By induction hypothesis and by
equation[(8.11) withs = T,

(I)’L 1(TT+QTH7]):)\II(TT+Q DTT+Q |:|

wn) TN

Proof of Property(@). By induction hypothesis (propertidd (d) amd (e)),

(I)i(T(i_l)* + Q:'n,u ) (71(Z b + Q‘r,un) (Ti* + Q:Zn)
Thus,

(I)i—l(T(l v + Q'mn) =) ‘I]i(T(l v + QT,M?) U ‘I]i(Ti* + QIZT?)
By inclusion [8.4) and by inclusion(8.1) with= ¢* ands = y;,
(piil(T(’L.fl)* + QTMU) ») ((T(’L*l)* + sziln) \ (Tz + Qum)) (Tl + QN‘ZU)
i—1)* m
=700 + Qi

This gives the conclusion. O

Proof of Property(g). Letj € N, and0 < 8 < i. By the chain rule for higher order
derivatives, we have for evenye R,

|D7®; 4 ( |<clz > IDY(@i(x))] | DN @i(x)| - | DI ().
r=11<t;<...<t,
tittte=j
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Letx € ;' (701" + Qm_ ). By induction hypothesis (property (f)), for everye
{1,....54,if 1<t <...<t.andt; + - +t, = j, then

(jac @, (x)) *
(pm)i=—r -

D"y (a)] - | DV ()| < Cs

Ifin additionz € @, (TC-1"+Qm_ I\(T+Q7,)), thend;(z) € ¥ (T~ +

mo N\ (T +QL’“;77)). By the correspondence between the sets giveh bl (8.2) agid (8

Hi—17

by inclusion [8.4), and by propertsm) of Propositio 8.3, we have for evey< o < i,

z
o

(e (@ (2))

|D™W;(®;(z))| < Car" (&

()1
Takea = j3%. Sincer < j andr < 1, we get
DM (y(2))]| < Cyrri -0 VRN T sy (Jac Wil ®i(2))) 7
Bl (pm)—1 - ()1

Thus, foreverys € ;) (701" +Qm_ )\ (T +Q7,)),

Hi—17M

jac W(@:(2))) ¥ (jac @i (x))
()=t | (p)i=r

1 (jac @;_1(2)) 5

(um)i—1

IDI®;_y(2)] < Cyr? 5D (

= C4Tj(%7

On the other hand, it € ®; ', (T" + Q1 ), then®;(z) € ¥, '(T" + Q). By
inclusion [81) withr = i* ands = p;, ®;(z) € T" + Q|- By induction hypothesis
(property (g)), we deduce that for everye {1,...,5},if 1 <t < ... < t, and

ty +---+t. = j,then

31 ljac ®i(x)?

DU ®;(z)|- - |DIr®; ()| < C7¢ :
| (@)] -] (2)] < Cs ()=

By property(izl) of Propositio 8.3,

— (jac W (®:(x)) ¥
|D \IIZ((I)i( ))| SCG (l“?)r_l .

We deduce as above that

Te J(E—-1) (jac@i,l(z))%
|DV®;_q(x)] < Crr?'e o)1

This gives the conclusion. O
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The other properties can be checked as in the proof of Priomugil.
By downward induction, we conclude that propertigs (g)-Hg)d for every:i <
{¢,...,m — 1}. In particular, we deduce properti@s—(v) of Propositior 8.3. O

We need a couple of lemmas in order to prove Propoditian 8.3:
Lemma8.4.Letn > 0,let0 < p < p <7 < land0 < k < p/p. There exists a smooth
function\ : R™ — [1,00) such that if® : R™ — R™ is defined forx = (2/,2") €
RY x R™~¢ by
then
(i) @ is a diffeomorphism,

(7i) Supp® C Qﬁn X E’f:i)n,

(itd) D(Qhpy X QY piyy) 2 @iy X Q1 sy
(iv) for everyj € N, and for everyr € R™,
(un)’ 1D @(x)] < C,
for some constar@ > 0 depending ory, m, p1/p, 7t/ ands,
(v) foreveryj € N, and everyr € R™,

C' <jac®(x) < C”,

for some constanis’, C” > 0 depending omn, i/, 7/ ;e and k.

Proof. By scaling, we may assume thag = 1. Let : R — [0, 1] be a smooth function
such that

— the functiory is nonincreasing o .. and nondecreasing d&._,
— for [t] < pu/p, () = 1,
— for|t| > 1, 9(t) = 0.
Letd : R — [0, 1] be a smooth function such that
_ 1-p _

for |¢| < m ,0(t) =1,
— for|t| > =2, 6(t) = 0.

17

Since1*7“ — % = 7i/p — 1, we may require that for everye N, and for everyt > 0,

|D76(t)| < C, for some constand > 0 depending only ori andjz/ .
Lety : R™ — R be the function defined far = (x1,...,z,) € R™ by

£

o(e) = 11 () 11 0(x).

i=1 i=0+1
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Let ¥ : R™ — R™ be the function defined far = (2/,2"") € R* x R™~* by
U(z) = ((1 - ap(@))a’,2”),

wherea € R. In particular, for every: = (a/,2”) € Q¥ mt

U(z) = ((1 —a)a’,2").

Takinga = 1-"£, we deduce thak is a bijection betwee@!, , , x Q""" andQ’, x Q.
As in Lemmd 4.4 we can prove that= U —! satisfies the required properties. O
Lemma8.5. Let/ € {1,...,m},n>0,0<pu<p<pm<land0 <7 < pu/up There

exists a smooth functioh : R™ — [1,00) such that if® : R™ — R™ is defined for
= (2/,2") € R® x R™~* by

then
(i) @ isinjective,
(7i) Supp® C Qun X Q

u)n

(i) ®(BL,, x Q45 D Bl x QUL

(iv) foreveryd < 8 < ¢, for everyj € N, and for everyr € R™,
(kY= DD ()] < C(jac (x)) 7,
for some constant’ > 0 depending o1, j, m, u/p andz/ p,

(v) foreverys > 0, for everyj € N, and for everyr € BTW7 X Q(l —

(un)' " |DI@()] < O 5 (jac b(x)
for some constant’ > 0 depending o, j, m, u/p andiz/pu.

Proof. By scaling, we may assume thaj = 1. Givene > 0 andb > 0, lety : (0,00) —
[1,00) be a smooth function such that

— for0<s<7yI+e, o(s) _ W (+1%)
S s
— fors >1,¢(s) =1,

— the functions € (0, 00) — s¢(s) is increasing.
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Note that such function exists if we takes > 0 such that
(p/p)V1i4+e<1

and thusrv/1 + ¢ < 1 and if we takeb > 0 such that
b

In 1

(/I +e (1 +
(/v 1+e

< 1.
Letd : R™~* — [0, 1] be a smooth function such that

— fory € Q15 0(y) = 0,

— fory e R™~ é\QTf,e( ) =1.
We now introduce for: = (2/,2”) € RY x R™¢,

x) = \/|3[:’|2 + 9(1:”)2 +eT2.

Let A : R™ — R be the function defined far € R™ by

As in the proof of Lemm&_4]5, one may check that the nbagefined in the statement
satisfies all the required properties:

Proof of statemenfizz). Letz € Bu/u

x QT=E. For everys > 0,
o
O(sz’,2") = (s 2|2/ |2 +er?)a’, 2" ).
¥

Consider the functioh : [0, c0) — R defined by
h(s) = sp(v/ 82 +e72).
Then, assuming that # 0,
AN / .1}_/ "
O(sa',2") = (h(s|$ |)|$/|,x )

We haveh(0) = 0 andh(r) > p/p > |2'|. By the Intermediate value theorem, there
existst € (0, 7) such thati(¢) = |2/|. Thus,t I’I € BY and®(t ””/‘, ") = z. O

Proof of statementm). Proceeding as in the proof of Leminal4.5, one gets for every
Bf x R™¢,
Ch

Do) < oo
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Since((z) > 74/, we deduce that

D7 ®(x)] <

On the other hand,

B |l’/|2

((2)?

Since for everys > 0, o) (s)s + (s) > 0, we have

jac®(z) = p(C(x))t! ((p(C(J:))(l ) + (e (¢(@)¢ (@) + 9(((2))) ROE )

|l’/|2 /|2

C |
) 2 o e

jac ®(x) > (¢(x) (1~

If z € B! x QT thenC(z) < 7v/1+ ¢ and((x)? > (1 + ¢)|2/|. Thus,

1—7
m

. C3 g 04
ac®(x) > ———— = —.
) 2 T T T
Combining the estimates 6P’ ®| andjac ®, we have the conclusion. O

In order to establish the remaining properties stated inrhaf8.%, we only need to
repeat the proof of Lemnia 4.5 with obvious modifications. O

Proof of Propositio 813.Define® to be the composition of the mdp given by Lemmag8l4
with k = ﬁ together with the mag@, given by Lemmd_8J5; more preciselp, =
d, o ®5. The propeties ob can be established as in the case of thickening. O

9 Proof of Theorem[1

Let €™ be a cubication of)7* of radiusn > 0 and let7*" be the dual skeleton with
respect toC* for somel € {0,...,m — 1}.

Claim. Letv € C®°(K™\ T ; N*)n WkP(K™; N"). If m,(N") ~ {0} and if ¢* <
m — kp, then there exists a family of smooth maﬁus“ : K™ — N™ such that

Jimy o, = vllwrsmy = 0.

This claim is a removable singularity property of topolainature forl¥’*:» maps.
Theoren(1l follows from Theorefm 3 and this claim. Indeed, bedrem[B the class
of mapsv in the claim is dense iW*?(K™; N") when/ = |kp|. Since the maps
“ii,u are smooth and converge tan W*?, we deduce that smooth maps are dense in

WHhP(K™; N™).
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Proof of the Claim.Assuming thatr,(N™) ~ {0}, we can modifyv in a neighborhood
of 7" in order to obtain a smooth may* : K™ — N". More precisely, for every
0 < p < 1, by Propositiori 7]1 and Propositibn 7.2, there exigts € C>°(K™; N")
such thabe® = vin K™\ (T% + Q).

Althoughv andv;* coincide in a large sefjv;|lyx.» k=) can be much larger than
lvllw~.»xmy Since the extension is of topological nature and does netiteth account
the values of in a neighborhood of'*". In order to get a better extensiongfwe have
to shrinkT*" + Q™ into a smaller neighborhood & .

Assume thap, < 3 and take0 < 7 < %. Let®3", : R™ — R™ be the smooth
diffeomorphism given by Propositién 8.1. Define

v = (Ui o ®F,).

In particularvs”, € C*°(K™; N™).

Sincevs", = v in the complement of"" + Q7:,, , for everyj € N,,
- ‘ - ‘
I1D?v7), = DYl o(cmy = D703, = D70l Lo remecre +0g,))

< ||Djvi},lu||Lp(Kmm(Tf*+Qm » T ”DjUHLP(K’"ﬁ(T“JrQ’" )"

2un 2pn

If £* < m — kp, or equivalently if’ + 1 > kp, then by Corollary 812 we have for every
je{l,... k},

(,Lm)j ||Djvf—}7]MHLP(Kmﬁ(TZ* +Q3Ln))
J
S Cl Z(:un)l||DZUZX||LP(Kmﬁ(TZ* +Qm )\(T[*"'Q;Tr,))

2un
i=1

J

£+1—kp . ) «

+ TS ) D o mare 1 )
=1

Sincev;;* = v in the complement o’ + Q1 we deduce that

J
(un)? | DI v, — DIv|| o (gemy < Co Z(UU)ZHD%”LP(K’”H(T“+Q;"M))
=1

J
L+1—kp i i ox
+ ClT P Z(Mn) HD UZ HL"(K”H(T”-‘,—Qz%))-
=1
We show that
Jigy 2 ) D s g, = 0 0.1)

Since N™ is a compact subset @, v is bounded. By the Gagliardo-Nirenberg in-
terpolation inequality, for every € {1,...,k — 1}, Div € L%(Km). By Holder's
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inequality, for every € {1,..., k} we then have
(pm) 7 HDlUHLP(Kmﬁ(T”+Q;’;m))

i—j| rm " m k_;l i
S (,U/r]) ]’K ﬂ (T + QQu’r])‘ ¥ HD ’UHLkTp(Kmﬂ(TE*J’_Qm ))

2umn
| e (Km0 (T + Q) \ &
k—j+(l4+1—kp) 52° 2pn %
’ué-i-l

=" p
x || D .
H HL%‘B(KWH(T‘* +Q51,))

Since| K™ N (T* + Q4;,,))| < Cap‘™!, the limit follows.
For every) < p < 1, take0 < 7, < 1 such that

(41—kp I

}}_%m ! 2(”77)1_JHDlUZXHLP(K’"ﬂ(T“+Q‘Tn)):0' (9.2)

From [9.1) and[{9]2), we deduce that for every {1,...,k},

) - :
le1_>mO ||DJU;’_‘“H — D’ pogmy = 0.

Sincevifj,H converges in measure toasy tends ta), we then have

. h .
}}E% V2 1 = vllwesgm) = 0.

This establishes the claim. O

10 Concluding remarks
10.1 Other domains

The proof of Theorermll can be adapted to more general dorflainsR™. In order to
apply the extension argument at the beginning of the prodheafreni B, it suffices that
Q) be starshaped.

Concerning Theorein 1, the crucial tool is the extension @mypof Proposition 713.
This can be enforced by assuming that for evegy{0, ..., |kp] — 1},

me(2) ~ {0}.

This contains in particular the case whétreés starshaped. Another option is to require
that for some CW-complex structu@,has the{ kp| — 1 extension property with respect
to N™. More precisely, for every, € OO@W’J ; N™), the restrictionu|sx») -1 of u to
the skeleton of2 of dimension|kp| — 1 has a continuous extension € It can be
showed that this property does not depend on the CW-complestsre ofQ) (see remark
following [28, Definition 2.3]).
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10.2 Complete manifolds

The proofs of Theoreniis 1 ahd 3 still apply for complete mddgdv ™ that are embedded
in R¥ and for which there exists a projecti@hdefined on a uniform neighborhood of
size. aroundN™. The compactness &f " ensures the Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation
inequality that for every € {1,...,k — 1}, D'u € L (QF"). This inequality still holds
if the assumption: € L* is replaced byu € W1*P_ In this case, one proves that if
Tikp vy = {0}, then for everyy € WHP(Q™; N™) N Wk (Q™; N™) there exists a
family of mapsu,, € C>°(Q™; N™) such that for every € {1, ..., k},

lim || D*u,; — D'ul| xp =0

n—0 L7 (Qm)

andu,, converges ta in measure ag tends to). Hence,

7171_>n%||u77 - UHWk,p(Qm)mWLkp(Qm) =0.

10.3 |kp]| simply connected manifolds
Under the additional assumption that for evéry {0, ..., [kp|},

me(N™) = {0},

itis possible to give a simpler proof &f*?(Q™; N™) = WFP(Q™; N™) without relying
on the density of maps if,,_ |, -1 (Q™; N"). This approach is inspired by previous
works of Escobeda [17] and Hajtasz [26]; sek [7] for detalls.
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