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Abstract

Building on the univariate techniques developed by Ray and Schmidt-Hieber, we study the

class Fs(Rn) of multivariate nonnegative smooth functions that are sufficiently flat near their

zeroes, which guarantees that F r has Hölder differentiability rs whenever F ∈ Fs. We then

construct a continuous Whitney extension map that recovers an Fs function from prescribed

jets. Finally, we prove a Brudnyi-Shvartsman Finiteness Principle for the class Fs, thereby

providing a necessary and sufficient condition for a nonnegative function defined on an arbitrary

subset of Rn to be Fs-extendable to all of Rn.

1 Introduction

For s ∈ R, we use ⌊s⌋ to denote the largest integer strictly smaller than s. For a convex domain
Ω ⊂ R

n and a real number s > 0, let Cs(Ω) denote the Hölder-Zygmund space of ⌊s⌋-times contin-
uously differentiable functions whose derivatives up to order ⌊s⌋ are bounded, and the ⌊s⌋-th order
derivatives are Hölder continuous with Hölder exponent s−⌊s⌋. The space becomes a Banach space
when equipped with the norm

‖F‖Cs(Ω) := max
0≤m<s

sup
x∈Ω

|∇mF (x)|+ sup
x 6=y, x,y∈Ω

∣

∣

∣∇⌊s⌋F (x)−∇⌊s⌋F (y)
∣

∣

∣

|x− y|s−⌊s⌋
.

Building on the univariate techniques developed by K. Ray and J. Schmidt-Hieber [35], we study
the smoothness property of the roots of multivariate nonnegative Hölder-differentiable functions.
Furthermore, we provide a description of their trace to subsets of Rn and provide criteria for their
extendability from incomplete data.

The question of differentiability of square roots was first studied by G. Glaeser [23], who showed
the sharp result that any nonnegative univariate function that is 2-flat (f(x) = 0 =⇒ f ′′(x) =
0) admits a continuously differentiable square root. Additional flatness conditions then become
necessary for a smooth function to have a square root with additional regularity. All the roots
considered in this paper are nonnegative, in contrast with the notion “admissible roots” that are
allowed to change signs [3].
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In this paper, we consider a particular positive cone Fs(Ω) ⊂ Cs(Ω) equipped with a seminorm

‖F‖Ḟs(Ω) :=







max
1≤m<s

sup
x∈Ω

Ä

|∇mF (x)|s

F (x)s−m

ä1/m
if s ≥ 1

0 if 0 ≤ s < 1
,

such that F ∈ Fs is a sufficient condition for F r to have Hölder regularity rs. We define

‖F‖Fs(Ω) := ‖F‖Cs(Ω) + ‖F‖Ḟs(Ω).

Theorem 1.1. For r ∈ (0, 1], s > 0, a convex domain Ω ⊂ R
n, and all nonnegative F ∈ Fs(Ω),

‖F r‖Crs(Ω) ≤ ‖F r‖Frs(Ω) ≤ C(n, r, s)‖F‖rFs(Ω).

Note that the univariate version (n = 1) of Theorem 1.1 was proved by Ray and Schmidt-
Hieber [35]. The main difference between the proof of Theorem 1.1 and its univariate counterpart
is in the analysis of the combinatorial form of the multivariate Faá di Bruno’s formula (Theorem
A.1). We supply the proof of Theorem 1.1 in Appendix A for completeness.

In view of Theorem 1.1, F ∈ Fs(Ω) is a sufficient condition for F 1/2 ∈ Cs/2(Ω), thereby over-
coming the limitation described in [3, 23]. The quantity ‖F‖Ḟs(Ω) measures the flatness of F near
its zeros in Ω. In particular, if F ∈ Fs(Ω) and F (x0) = 0 for some x0 ∈ Ω, then ∇mF (x0) = 0
for all 0 ≤ m < s. The class Fs(Ω) contains, for example, constant functions, nonnegative Cs

functions uniformly bounded away from zero on Ω, and functions of the form |x− x0|sG(x) with
G nonnegative and uniformly bounded away from zero. See Section 3 for other basic properties of
Fs, and [35] for further comparison between Fs and other criteria considered in the literature.

The convexity assumption on Ω in Theorem 1.1 can be relaxed, as long as a suitable variant of
the mean value theorem holds. We will not pursue such generality in this paper.

Next, we consider two Whitney-type extension problems on how to characterize the restriction of
Fs functions to a closed set (with no assumption on differentiability structures), and how to recover
a function F ∈ Fs(Rn) from partial data with ‖F‖Fs(Rn) as small as possible, up to a constant
factor depending only on the dimension and the smoothness. We call such an F quasi-optimal.

First, we consider the classical jet-extension problem, i.e., reconstruction of an Fs function from
given Taylor expansions.

Problem 1. Let E ⊂ R
n be a closed set. For each x ∈ E, let Px be a polynomial of degree at most

⌊s⌋ := max {m ∈ N0 : m < s} (a jet of order ⌊s⌋) with Px(x) ≥ 0.

(A) Does there exist an F ∈ Fs(Rn) such that JxF ≡ Px for all x ∈ E, i.e., the ⌊s⌋-jet of F at x
agrees with Px for all x ∈ E?

(B) If so, how do we find such an F taking all the prescribed jets, such that ‖F‖Fs(Rn) is as small
as possible, up to a multiplicative factor C(n, s)?

Let JEF denote the parameterized family of jets (JxF )x∈E . Taylor’s theorem, taking flatness
into consideration, states that ‖JEF‖JFs(E) ≤ C(n, s)‖F‖Fs(Rn), where ‖ · ‖JFs(E) is a norm on
the positive cone JFs(E) of flat jets associated with the class Fs (see (4.1) below). Our solution
to Problem 1 is captured by the following theorem.
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Theorem 1.2. Let E ⊂ R
n be a closed set and let (Px)x∈E be a field of jets of order ⌊s⌋ with Px(x) ≥

0 for all x ∈ E. Then (Px)x∈E extends to an Fs(Rn) function if and only if ‖(Px)x∈E‖JFs(E) < ∞.
Moreover, we can construct a continuous map TE : JFs(E) → Fs(Rn) such that JE ◦ TE = Id on
JFs(E).

See Theorem 4.2 (when E is finite) and Theorem 4.3 (when E is possibly infinite) for a more
detailed statement. We shall prove Theorem 4.2 in Section 4, and we will explain the necessary
modification for proving Theorem 1.2 when E is possibly infinite.

Next, we consider the much harder function-extension problem.

Problem 2 (Whitney Extension Problem for Fs). Let E ⊂ R
n be a closed set and let f : E → [0,∞)

be a continuous function.

(A) Does there exist an F ∈ Fs(Rn) such that F = f on E?

(B) If so, how do we find such an F ∈ Cs(Rn) such that F = f on E and ‖F‖Fs(Rn) is as small as
possible, up to a multiplicative factor C(n, s)?

In this paper, we provide an answer to Problem 2(A) in terms of the following “Finiteness
Principle”.

Theorem 1.3 (Finiteness Principle for Fs(Rn)). Given n ≥ 1 and s > 0, there exist constants
k♯ = k♯(n, s) and C♯ = C♯(n, s) such that the following holds. Given an arbitrary E ⊂ R

n (not
necessarily finite or closed) and a function f : E → [0,∞), f extends to a Fs(Rn) function if and
only if

sup
S⊂E,#S≤k♯

‖f‖Fs(S) < ∞,

where ‖f‖Fs(S) := inf
{

‖F‖Fs(Rn) : F ∈ Fs(Rn) and F = f on S
}

. Moreover, we have the following
equivalence of norms

(1.1) sup
S⊂E,#S≤k♯

‖f‖Fs(S) ≤ ‖f‖Fs(E) ≤ C♯ · sup
S⊂E,#S≤k♯

‖f‖Fs(S).

To wit, the only obstruction to the existence of a global extension is the lack of control in some
local extensions.

Problem 2 for Cs(Rn), its variants, and the related Finiteness Principles have been extensively
studied by Y. Brudnyi and P. Shvartsman [6, 9], C. Fefferman [10, 12, 15], and C. Fefferman, A.
Israel, and G.K. Luli [18, 19]. In Proposition 3.2 below, we see that for s ∈ (0, 2], Fs(Rn) consists
of exactly the nonnegative functions in Cs(Rn). Thus, Problem 2 for s = 2 has been solved in
the author’s joint papers [20, 27–29]. In particular, there exist efficient algorithms to compute a
quasi-optimal extension when E is finite. See also [26] for the one-dimensional implementation of
the extension algorithm in the software package R. Note that if 0 < s ≤ 1, Fs agrees with the
cone of nonnegative Cs functions. By the classical Whitney extension theorem (see Section 4, or
the Kirszbraun theorem), f extends to Fs if and only if f is nonnegative and Lipschitz on (E, ds),
where ds(x, y) = |x− y|s.

We will prove Theorem 1.3 in Section 5. The number k♯ in Theorem 1.3 resulting from our
proof is unnecessarily large because it relies on the refinement procedure of an abstract object
called “shape fields” (Definition 5.1 below) introduced in [18, 19]. However, it can be substantially
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improved to be k♯ = 2dimP , where P is the vector space of polynomials in n variables of degree at
most ⌊s⌋. See [1, 30].

In an upcoming paper, we will study Problem 2(B).
This is a part of the literature on extension, interpolation, and selection of functions, going back

to H. Whitney’s seminal works [37–39]. We refer the interested readers to [1, 2, 7–22, 30, 31, 36–41]
and references therein for the history and related problems. We also refer the interested readers
to [3, 4, 35] and references therein for more backgrounds on the regularity of roots. Besides their
connection with the mathematical aspect of optimization and machine learning, another applica-
tion of these results can be found in non-parametric statistics, where one seeks to recover a Hölder
function F when observing a noisy version of F 1/2 [33–35].

Acknowledgment. I am grateful to my former Ph.D. advisor Kevin Luli for introducing me to
Whitney’s extension problems and for his valuable suggestions on this manuscript. I would like to
thank Kolyan Ray and Johannes Schmidt-Hieber for their insightful comments on the multivariate
counterpart of their original results. I would also like to thank the anonymous referees for their
detailed suggestions of the manuscript.

Part of this material is based upon work supported by the National Science Foundation under
Grant No. DMS-1439786 while I was in residence at the Institute for Computational and Experi-
mental Research in Mathematics in Providence, RI, during the fall 2022 semester.

2 Definitions and notations

Throughout the paper, Ω always denotes a connected open subset of Rn. Let ⌊s⌋ denote the largest
integer strictly less than s ∈ R. For a positive real s > 0, we use Cs(Ω) to denote the vector space of
⌊s⌋-times continuously differentiable functions whose derivatives up to order ⌊s⌋ are bounded and
(s− ⌊s⌋)-Hölder continuous. We equip Cs(Ω) with the norm

‖F‖Cs(Ω) := max
0≤m<s

sup
x∈Ω

|∇mF (x)|+ sup
x 6=y, x,y∈Ω

∣

∣

∣∇⌊s⌋F (x)−∇⌊s⌋F (y)
∣

∣

∣

|x− y|s−⌊s⌋
.

Here, ∇mF (x) denotes the symmetric m-linear form and |∇mF (x)| =
Ä

∑

|α|=k |∂αF (x)|2
ä1/2

, where
α = (α1, · · · , αn) ∈ N

n
0 is a multi-index, |α| := ∑n

j=1 αj , and ∂α = ∂α1
t1 · · · ∂αn

tn . We use the ∇mF
notation when we want to emphasize on the number of derivatives taken. We will also use the
homogeneous Hölder seminorm

‖F‖Ċs(Ω) := sup
x 6=y, x,y∈Ω

∣

∣

∣∇⌊s⌋F (x)−∇⌊s⌋F (y)
∣

∣

∣

|x− y|s−⌊s⌋
.

We would like to point out the difference between Cs(Ω) and the non-Hölder space Cm(Ω)
consisting of m-times continuously differentiable functions whose derivatives up order m are bounded
and continuous, equipped with the norm ‖F‖Cm(Ω) := max

0≤k≤m
sup
x∈Ω

∣

∣∇kF (x)
∣

∣. The closed unit ball

of Cs(Ω) is compact in the C⌊s⌋(Ω) topology whenever Ω is bounded. We will use this fact in the
proof of Theorem 1.3.
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For a nonnegative function F ∈ Cs(Ω), we define

‖F‖Ḟs(Ω) :=







max
1≤m<s

sup
x∈Ω

Ä

|∇mF (x)|s

F (x)s−m

ä1/m
if s ≥ 1

0 if 0 ≤ s < 1
,

where we adopt the conventions 0
0 = 0 and a

0 = ∞ for a > 0. We use Fs(Ω) to denote the collection
of nonnegative functions F ∈ Cs(Ω) such that ‖F‖Ḟs < ∞, and we define

‖F‖Fs(Ω) := ‖F‖Cs(Ω) + ‖F‖Ḟs(Ω).

We will see in Proposition 3.1(A) that ‖·‖Ḟs(Ω) defines a seminorm on the positive cone Fs(Ω) ⊂
Cs(Ω), thus justifying the notations above. Since every F ∈ Cs(Ω) has well-defined values on the
closure Ω, we can make sense of the spaces above if we replace Ω by K with Ω ⊂ K ⊂ Ω.

We use P = P⌊s⌋ to denote the space of polynomials on R
n of degree no greater than ⌊s⌋.

Let F be ⌊s⌋-times continuously differentiable near x0 ∈ R
n, we use Jx0F to denote the ⌊s⌋-jet

of F at x0, which we identify with its Taylor polynomial

Jx0F (x) ≡
∑

0≤m<s

∇mF (x0)

Å

(x− x0)
⊗m

m!

ã

≡
∑

0≤|α|<s

∂αF (x0)
(x− x0)

α

α!
.

A cube Q in R
n is a set of the form cQ + [−δQ/2, δQ/2)

n, where cQ ∈ R
n is the center of Q and

δQ > 0 is the sidelength of Q. If A > 0, we use AQ to denote the concentric dilation of Q by a
factor of A. A dyadic cube is a cube of the form 2−kz+[−2−k, 2−k), where z ∈ Z

n and k ∈ Z. Each
dyadic cube Q is contained in a unique dyadic cube with sidelength 2δQ, and that cube is denoted
by Q+.

We use B(x, r) to denote the open ball in R
n with center x and radius r, and we use Q(cQ, δQ)

to denote the cube in R
n with center cQ and sidelength δQ.

Let X be a set of parameters, we use C(X), c(X), etc., to denote constants that depend only
on X. Their precise values may vary from line to line.

Let S be a finite set, we write #S to denote the cardinality of S. If S is not finite, we define
#S = ∞.

Let A,B ⊂ R
d. We define diamA := supx,y∈A |x− y| and dist(A,B) := infa∈A,b∈B |a− b|.

3 Basic results on the flat norm

We begin by summarizing some basic properties of the class Fs in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Let s > 0 and let Ω ⊂ R
n be convex.

(A) Fs(Ω) is a positive cone in Cs(Ω), on which ‖·‖Fs(Ω) defines a norm. Moreover, ‖FG‖Fs(Ω) ≤
C(n, s)‖F‖Fs(Ω)‖G‖Fs(Ω) for any F,G ∈ Fs.

(B) If 0 < s′ ≤ s, then Fs(Ω) ⊂ Fs′(Ω), and ‖·‖Ḟs′ (Ω) ≤ max
¶

‖·‖Ḟs(Ω), ‖·‖L∞(Ω)

©

.

(C) If 0 < s′ ≤ s, s > 1, F ∈ Fs(Ω), and infΩ F = 0, then ‖F‖Ḟs(Ω) ≥ ‖F‖L∞(Ω) and ‖F‖Ḟs′ (Ω) ≤
‖F‖Ḟs(Ω).
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(D) If F is uniformly bounded away from zero on Ω, then F ∈ Fs(Ω) if and only if F ∈ Cs(Ω).

(E) Assume that Ω is bounded. Let F be nonnegative and continuously differentiable on Ω, such
that ∂jF ∈ Fs(Ω) for every j = 1, · · · , n. Then F ∈ Fs+1(Ω) with

‖F‖Fs+1(Ω) ≤ C(n, s,diamΩ) ·max







n
∑

j=1

Ä

‖∂jF‖2Fs(Ω)

ä1/2
, ‖F‖L∞(Ω)







.

To prove Proposition 3.1, we directly apply the univariate argument in the proofs of Theorems
2,3, and 5 of [35] to all the partial derivatives. One can also obtain similar wavelet estimates as in
Proposition 1 of [35]. We omit the details here.

Remark 3.1. The cone Fs inherits a notion of completeness from Cs. Suppose (Fn)
∞
n=1 is a Cs-

Cauchy sequence Cs ∩ Fs that is also bounded in Fs, then the limit F of Fn in Cs is in Fs and
‖Fn‖Fs → ‖F‖Fs .

The following lemma states that the flatness condition (at a single point) induces a lengthscale
within which the change in derivatives can be controlled by the pointwise value. In particular, the
function is locally constant. We will use this lemma repeatedly throughout the rest of the paper.

Lemma 3.1. Given ǫ > 0, there exists c0 > 0 bounded from below by a constant determined only
by ǫ, n, s such that for any 0 < c ≤ c0, the following hold.

(A) Let x0 ∈ R
n, let P ∈ P with P (x0) ≥ 0 and M := max

1≤m<s

Ä

|∇mP (x0)|
s

P (x0)s−m

ä1/m
< ∞, and let

δx0,P := c
Ä

P (x0)
M

ä1/s
. Then

|∇mP (x)−∇mP (x0)| ≤ ǫM
m
s P (x0)

s−m
s

for all x ∈ B(x0, δx0,P ) and 0 ≤ m < s. In particular,

|P (x)− P (x0)| ≤ ǫP (x0) for all x ∈ B(x0, δx0,P ).

(B) Let Ω ⊂ R
n be a convex open set, let x0 ∈ Ω, F ∈ Fs(Ω), and let δx0,F := c

(

F (x0)
‖F‖Ċs(Ω)+‖F‖Ḟs(Ω)

)1/s
.

Then

|∇mF (x)−∇mF (x0)| ≤ ǫ
Ä

‖F‖Ċs(Ω) + ‖F‖Ḟs(Ω)

ä
m
s F (x0)

s−m
s

for all x ∈ B(x0, δx0,F ) ∩ Ω and 0 ≤ m < s. In particular,

|F (x)− F (x0)| ≤ ǫF (x0) for all x ∈ B(x0, δx0,F ) ∩ Ω.

Proof. If s ≤ 1, there is nothing to prove. We assume that s > 1. We further assume that
P (x0), F (x0) > 0, for otherwise, all derivatives of P and F must vanish, and the estimates are
trivial.

First, we prove (A). Write δ = δx0,P . Let x ∈ B(x0, cδ). We treat P as its own Taylor polynomial,
so that

∇mP (x) = ∇mP (x0) +
∑

1≤k<s−m

∇m+kP (x0)

Ç

(x− x0)
⊗k

k!

å

.
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Note that
∣

∣(x− x0)
⊗k

∣

∣ ≤ ckδk. By assumption,
∣

∣∇m+kP (x0)
∣

∣ ≤ P (x0)
s−m−k

s M
m+k

s . Therefore,

|∇mP (x)−∇mP (x0)| ≤ C(n, s)
∑

1≤k<s−m

P (x0)
s−m−k

s M
m+k

s · ck · P (x0)
k
s

M
k
s

.

For c0 sufficiently small, we see that the right-hand side can be bounded by ǫM
m
s P (x0)

s−m
s . This

proves (A).
We turn to (B). We set write δ = δx0,F . Let P :≡ Jx0F , i.e.,

P (x) :=
∑

0≤m<s

∇mF (x0)

Å

(x− x0)
⊗m

m!

ã

.

Then ‖F‖Ḟs(Ω) ≥ M := max
1≤m<s

Ä

|∇mP (x0)|
s

P (x0)s−m

ä1/m
. By the triangle inequality, Taylor’s theorem, and

part (A) (with ǫ/2 in place of ǫ),

|∇mF (x)−∇mF (x0)| ≤ |∇mP (x)−∇mP (x0)|+ |∇m(F − P )(x)|

≤ ǫ

2
‖F‖

m
s

Ḟs(Ω)
F (x0)

s−m
s + |∇m(F − P )(x)| .

By Taylor’s theorem,

|∇m(F − P )(x)| ≤ C(n, s)‖F‖Ċs(Ω)δ
s−m

≤ C(n, s)cs−m ·
Ä

‖F‖Ċs(Ω) + ‖F‖Ḟs(Ω)

ä

·
Ç

F (x0)

‖F‖Ċs(Ω) + ‖F‖Ḟs(Ω)

å
s−m

s

≤ ǫ

2

Ä

‖F‖Ċs(Ω) + ‖F‖Ḟs(Ω)

ä
m
s F (x0)

s−m
s

as long as c0 is sufficiently small. Lemma 3.1(B) follows from the two inequalities above.

If s ∈ (0, 1], then the flatness condition is trivial, and any function in Fs(Ω) can be extended
to a nonnegative Cs(Rn) function with comparable norm, via Kirszbraun’s formula or the Whitney
extension operator (see Section 4 below). The next proposition, which improves Theorem 4 of [35],
says a similar phenomenon also occurs for s ∈ (1, 2]. The scaling is consistent with the nonnegative
(non-Hölder) C2 extension in [20,26–29]. Results of such type can be also used to study nonnegative
Sobolev L2

p(R
n) (p > n) extension, thanks to the embedding L2

p(Ω) →֒ C2−n/p(Ω) for bounded
Ω ⊂ R

n. See [25].

Proposition 3.2. Let s ∈ (1, 2], let x0 ∈ R
n, and let P be an affine polynomial with P (x0) ≥ 0

and |∇P |s

P (x0)1−s < ∞. Set δ = P (x0)
|∇P | . Then for any λ > 1 and nonnegative F ∈ Cs(B(x0, λδ)) with

Jx0F ≡ P , we have

(3.1) ‖F‖Ċs(B(x0,λδ))
≥ s(λ− 1)

λs

|∇P |s
P (x0)s−1

.

In particular, if F ∈ Cs(Rn) is nonnegative and FΩ is the restriction of F to Ω ⊂ R
n, then FΩ ∈

Fs(Ω) and ‖FΩ‖Ḟs(Ω) ≤ 2s

s ‖F‖Ċs(Rn).
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Proof. If δ = 0, then P (x0) = |∇P | = 0, and (3.1) is trivial. We assume that δ > 0. Let
M := ‖F‖Cs(B(x0,λδ)). For any x ∈ B(x0, λδ), let γ be the straight line segment from x0 to x, and
the fundamental theorem of calculus gives

F (x) = P (x) +

∫

γ
(∇F −∇P ).

The triangle inequality then implies that

(3.2) |F (x)− P (x)| ≤ s−1 |x− x0|sM.

Restricting F to the ray emanating from x0 in the direction of −∇P and re-parameterize, we see
that (3.2) implies

(3.3) s−1Mts − |∇P | t+ P (x0) ≥ 0 for all t ∈ [0, λδ].

Plugging t = λδ into (3.3), we see that (3.1) follows.
For the last conclusion, since F is assumed to be globally nonnegative, we may set λ = 2 and

apply (3.3) pointwise everywhere in Ω.

4 Whitney jets

Definition 4.1. Let E ⊂ R
n be a closed set. A Whitney field on E is a parametrized family of

polynomials ~P = (Px)x∈E such that Px ∈ P for all x ∈ E. We define

‖~P‖J Cs(E) := sup
x∈E

0≤m<s

|∇mPx(x)|+ sup
x,y∈E
x 6=y

0≤m<s

|∇m(Px − Py)(y)|
|x− y|s−m ,

‖~P‖J Ḟs(E) := sup
x∈E

1≤m<s

Ç

|∇mPx(x)|s

|Px(x)|s−m

å1/m

, and

‖~P‖JFs(E) := ‖~P‖J Cs(E) + ‖~P‖J Ḟs(E).

(4.1)

We use JFs(E) to denote the positive cone of Whitney fields ~P = (Px)x∈E such that Px(x) ≥ 0
for all x ∈ E and ‖~P‖JFs(E) < ∞.

Note that if E ⊂ R
n is any set and F ∈ Fs(Rn), then F generates a Whitney field

JEF :≡ (JxF )x∈E ∈ JFs(E).

Theorem 4.1 (Taylor’s theorem). Let E ⊂ R
n be a closed set and let F ∈ Fs(Rn). Then JEF ∈

JFs(E) and ‖JEF‖JFs(E) ≤ C(n, s)‖F‖Fs(Rn).

The Whitney extension map then is a continuous right inverse of JE : Fs(Rn) → JFs(E). See
Theorems 4.2 and 4.3 below for the precise statement.
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4.1 A model bump function

We fix a model bump function for the rest of the paper.

Proposition 4.1. Consider the standard bump function g : R → [0,∞) defined by

(4.2) g(x) =

{

exp
Ä

1− 1
1−t2

ä

for − 1 < t < 1

0 otherwise
.

Then for all s > 0, we have
‖g‖Fs(R) ≤ C(n, s).

Proof. It suffices to check ‖g‖Ḟs([−1,1]). For t ∈ (−1, 1), we have g(m)(t) = qm(t)g(t) where each
term of qm is a rational function, singular only at ±1. Then

(∣

∣

∣
g(m)(t)

∣

∣

∣

s
/g(t)s−m

)1/m
= |qm(t)|s/m · g(t) ≤ C(s,m)

since g vanishes faster than any polynomial near ±1.

With g as in (4.2), we define the standard bump function ϕ0 : R
n → [0,∞) by

(4.3) ϕ0 := g⊗n, (t1, · · · , tn) 7→
n
∏

j=1

g(tj).

It is clear that
suppϕ0 = [−1, 1]n and ‖ϕ0‖Fs(Rn) ≤ C(n, s).

Let δ > 0 and let τδ : x 7→ δ−1x. A direct computation yields

(4.4) ‖ϕ ◦ τδ‖Ḟs(Rn) = δ−s‖ϕ‖Ḟs(Rn) for any ϕ ∈ Fs(Rn).

4.2 Extension of a single jet

For x0 ∈ R
n and M ≥ 0, we define

(4.5)

Γ(x0,M) :=

®

P ∈ P : P (x0) ≥ 0, max
0≤m<s

|∇mP (x0)| ≤ M and max
1≤m<s

Å |∇mP (x0)|s
P (x0)s−m

ã1/m

≤ M.

´

and

(4.6) Γ(x0) :=
⋃

M≥0

Γ(x0,M).

Lemma 4.1. For every x0 ∈ R
n, there exists a map Tx0 : Γ(x0) → Fs(Rn) such that for every

P ∈ Γ(x0,M), the following hold.

(A) Jx0 ◦ Tx0 [P ] ≡ P .

(B) Tx0 [P ] ≥ 0.
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(C) ‖Tx0 [P ]‖Ḟs(Rn) ≤ C(n, s)M .

(D) ‖Tx0 [P ]‖Cs(Rn) ≤ C(n, s)M , and consequently, ‖Tx0 [P ]‖Fs(Rn) ≤ C(n, s)M .

Proof. Fix P ∈ Γ(x0) and let M := max
1≤m<s

Ä

|∇mP (x0)|
s

P (x0)s−m

ä1/m
. If P (x0) = 0, then P is the zero

polynomial and M = 0, so we can set Tx0 [P ] ≡ 0. From now on, we assume P (x0) > 0. We may
further assume that M = 1.

We set
δ := P (x0)

1/s so that P (x0) = δs.

By the definition of Γ, we have

(4.7) |∇mP (x0)| ≤ δs−m for 1 ≤ m < s.

Let c0 be as in Lemma 3.1 with ǫ = 1/2, and let Q := x0 + [−c0δ, c0δ] ⊂ R
n. Thus,

(4.8) P (x) ≥ 1/2δs for all x ∈ Q.

From (4.7) and Taylor’s theorem, we also see that

(4.9) |∇mP (x)| ≤ δs−mC(n, s) for all x ∈ Q and 0 ≤ m < s.

Combining (4.8) and (4.9), we see that

(4.10)
Å |∇mP (x)|s

P (x)s−m

ã1/m

≤ C(n, s) for all x ∈ Q and 1 ≤ m < s.

Case I: suppose δ ≥ 1. We let θ0 := ϕ0(
x−x0
c0

) with ϕ0 as in (4.3). Define

(4.11) Tx0 [P ] := θ0 · P.

Since θ0 ≡ 1 near x0, conclusion (A) follows. Since supp θ0 ⊂ x0 + [−c0, c0]
n ⊂ Q, conclusion (B)

follows from (4.8). Thanks to Proposition 3.1(A) and (4.10), we have

‖θ0P‖Ḟs(Q) ≤ C(n, s)‖θ0‖Ḟs(Q)‖P‖Ḟs(Q) ≤ C(n, s).

Conclusion (C) follows. Conclusion (D) is similar since Cs is an algebra. This concludes the analysis
of Case I.

Case II: suppose δ < 1. Let θ(x) := ϕ0(
x−x0
c0δ

) with ϕ0 as in (4.3). Then

(θ-1) θ ≡ 1 near x0,

(θ-2) supp θ ⊂ Q, 0 ≤ θ ≤ 1,

(θ-3) |∇mθ| ≤ δ−m · C(n, s),

(θ-4) and ‖θ‖Ḟs(Q) ≤ δ−s · C(n, s), thanks to (4.4).
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We define

(4.12) Tx0 [P ] := θ · P.

Conclusion (A) follows from property (θ-1).
Conclusion (B) follows from (4.8) and properties (θ-2) and (θ-3).
Now we prove conclusion (C). Write F := Tx0 [P ]. For 1 ≤ m < s and x ∈ Q,

(4.13) ∇mF (x) =
∑

k+l=m

C(k, l)∇kθ(x)⊗∇lP (x)

For each summand, we have

Ç ∣

∣∇kθ(x)⊗∇lP (x)
∣

∣

s

θ(x)s−mP (x)s−m

å1/m

≤ C(n, s)

Ç

θ(x)lP (x)k
∣

∣∇kθ(x)
∣

∣

s

θ(x)s−k

∣

∣∇lP (x)
∣

∣

s

P (x)s−l

å1/m

≤ C(n, s)θ(x)l/mP (x)k/m‖θ‖k/m
Ḟs(Q)

‖P‖l/m
Ḟs(Q)

by (θ-4) and (4.10) ≤ C(n, s)δsk/mδ−sk/m ≤ C(n, s).

(4.14)

Combine (4.13) and (4.14), we have

Å |∇mF (x)|s
F (x)s−m

ã1/m

≤ C(n, s)
∑

k+l=m

Ç ∣

∣∇kθ(x)⊗∇lP (x)
∣

∣

s

θ(x)s−mP (x)s−m

å1/m

≤ C(n, s).

Since (4.13) holds for all x ∈ Q and 1 ≤ m < s, conclusion (C) follows.
We turn to conclusion (D).
For x, y ∈ Q and k, l with k + l = m = ⌊s⌋,

∣

∣

∣
∇kθ(x)⊗∇lP (x)−∇kθ(y)⊗∇lP (y)

∣

∣

∣
≤

∣

∣

∣
∇kθ(x)⊗ (∇lP (x)−∇lP (y))

∣

∣

∣
+
∣

∣

∣
(∇kθ(x)−∇kθ(y))⊗∇lP (y)

∣

∣

∣
=: A1 +A2

(4.15)

Thanks to (4.9) and (θ-4), we have

A1 ≤ C(n, s)‖∇kθ‖L∞(Q)‖∇l+1P‖L∞(Q) |x− y|
≤ C(n, s)δ−kδs−l−1 |x− y|
≤ C(n, s) |x− y|s−m .

(4.16)

Similarly,

A2 ≤ C(n, s)‖∇k+1θ‖L∞(Q) |x− y| ‖∇lP‖L∞(Q)

≤ C(n, s)δ−(k+1)δs−l |x− y|
≤ C(n, s) |x− y|s−m .

(4.17)

It follows from (4.13), (4.15)–(4.17) that

‖F‖Ċs(Rn) ≤ C(n, s).
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Finally, using the assumption that |∇mP (x0)| ≤ 1 for 0 ≤ m < s, we can apply (4.9) and (θ-4)
to estimate (4.13) to obtain

|∇mF (x)| ≤ C(n, s) for all x ∈ Q and 0 ≤ m < s.

Conclusion (D) follows.

4.3 Whitney Extension Theorem for finite sets

Let E ⊂ R
n be a finite set. A finite Whitney decomposition of Rn with respect to E is a collection

of dyadic cubes ΛE defined by

ΛE :=
⋃

Q∈Zn

ΛQ where ΛQ :=

®

{Q} if #(E ∩ 3Q) ≤ 1
⋃

{

ΛQ′ : (Q′)+ = Q
}

otherwise
.

Given Q,Q′ ∈ ΛE , we say that Q touches Q′ if their closures have nonempty intersection. The
cubes in Λ satisfy a nice geometric property:

(4.18) 1/2δQ ≤ δQ′ ≤ 2δQ whenever Q touches Q′.

As a consequence,

(4.19) # {Q ∈ ΛE : 1.1Q ∋ x} ≤ 2n for all x ∈ R
n.

For each Q ∈ ΛE , we set
ϕQ(x) := ϕ0 (2(x− cQ)/(1.1δQ))

with ϕ0 as in (4.2). Then

suppϕQ = 1.1Q,
∣

∣

∣∇kϕQ(x)
∣

∣

∣ ≤ δ−k
Q · C(n, k), and ‖ϕQ‖Ḟs(Rn) ≤ δ−s

Q · C(n, s) for 0 ≤ k < s.

We define

θQ(x) :=
ϕ1.1Q(x)

∑

Q∈ΛE
ϕ1.1Q(x)

.

The denominator is a finite sum, thanks to (4.19). {θQ : Q ∈ ΛE} has the following properties.

(POU-1) 0 ≤ θQ ≤ 1, and
∑

Q∈Λ θQ ≡ 1;

(POU-2) supp θQ ⊂ 1.1Q for each Q ∈ ΛE , so each x ∈ R
n lies in the support of at most 2n

partition functions;

(POU-3) |∇mθQ| ≤ δ−m
Q · C(n, s) for 1 ≤ m < s;

(POU-4) ‖θQ‖Ḟs(Rn) ≤ δ−s · C(n, s).

For each Q ∈ ΛE , we define a map TQ as follows.

• Suppose E ∩ 3Q 6= ∅, we pick xQ ∈ E ∩ 3Q and set TQ := TxQ
, with TxQ

as in Lemma 4.1.
We set PQ ≡ PxQ

.
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• Suppose E ∩ 3Q = ∅ and δQ < 1. Then E ∩ 3Q+ 6= ∅. We fix any xQ ∈ E ∩ 3Q+ and set
TQ := TxQ

, with TxQ
as in Lemma 4.1. We set PQ ≡ PxQ

.

• Suppose E ∩ 3Q = ∅ and δQ = 1. We set TQ := the zero map. We set PQ ≡ 0.

Define TE : JFs(E) → Fs(Rn) by

(4.20) TE[~P ](x) :=
∑

Q∈ΛE

θQ(x) · TxQ
[PQ](x).

Theorem 4.2. Let E ⊂ R
n be a finite set. The map TE : JFs(E) → Fs(Rn) defined in (4.20)

satisfies the following properties.

(A) JE ◦ TE[~P ] ≡ ~P for all ~P ∈ JFs(E),

(B) ‖TE [~P ]‖Cs(Rn) ≤ C(n, s)‖~P‖JCs(E), and

(C) ‖TE [~P ]‖Ḟs(Rn) ≤ C(n, s)‖~P‖JFs(E), and hence, ‖TE[~P ]‖Fs(Rn) ≤ C(n, s)‖~P‖JFs(E).

Proof. Let F := TE [~P ] and let FQ := TxQ
[PQ] for Q ∈ ΛE.

Since F is defined to be the convex combination of nonnegative functions, we have F ≥ 0.
Conclusion (A) follows from Lemma 4.1(A) and the fact that

∑

Q∈ΛE
θQ ≡ 1.

Conclusion (B) is almost identical to the proof of the classical Whitney Extension Theorem for
Cs(Rn) [22]. The first minor difference is that we use a finite cutoff of the Whitney decomposition.
Secondly, we glue together FQ instead of PQ to preserve nonnegativity, which is harmless thanks to
Taylor’s theorem.

Now we prove conclusion (C). Note that there is nothing to prove if s ≤ 1. For the rest of the
proof, we assume s > 1. We set

M1 := ‖~P‖J Cs(E) and M2 := ‖~P‖J Ḟs(E).

For 1 ≤ m < s, x ∈ R
n, Q(x) ∈ ΛE containing x, the product rule yields

(4.21) ∇mF (x) =
∑

Q∈ΛE

θQ(x)∇mFQ(x)+
∑

Q touches Q(x)

∑

k+l=m
k≥1

C(k, l)∇kθQ(x)⊗∇l(FQ−FQ(x))(x).

Note that in (4.21), every sum has bounded number of summands, thanks to (POU-2) and (4.19).
We will repeatedly use this fact without further referencing it.

Using (4.21), we see that to estimate ‖F‖Ḟs , it suffices to estimate the following two types of
terms:

A0,m :=

Å |θQ(x)∇mFQ(x)|s
F (x)s−m

ã1/m

and Ak,l :=

Ç
∣

∣∇kθQ(x)⊗∇l(FQ − FQ(x))(x)
∣

∣

s

F (x)s−m

å1/m

,

with the understanding that Q touches Q(x) and k + l = m.
For the first type, we have

(4.22) A0,m ≤ θQ(x)
s/m

Å |∇mFQ(x)|s
FQ(x)s−m

ã1/m

≤ ‖FQ‖Ḟs(Rn) ≤ M2.
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For the analysis of Ak,l, first we estimate
∣

∣∇l(FQ − FQ(x))(x)
∣

∣. By the triangle inequality,
∣

∣

∣∇l(FQ − FQ(x))(x)
∣

∣

∣ ≤
∣

∣

∣∇l(FQ − PQ)(x)
∣

∣

∣+
∣

∣

∣∇l(FQ(x) − PQ(x))(x)
∣

∣

∣ +
∣

∣

∣∇l(PQ − PQ(x))(x)
∣

∣

∣ .(4.23)

Thanks to Lemma 4.1(B) and Taylor’s theorem, we have
∣

∣

∣
∇l(FQ − PQ)(x)

∣

∣

∣
≤ |x− xQ|s−l · C(n, s)‖FQ‖Cs(Rn) ≤ δs−l · C(n, s)M1, and

∣

∣

∣∇l(FQ(x) − PQ(x))(x)
∣

∣

∣ ≤
∣

∣x− xQ(x)

∣

∣

s−l · C(n, s)‖FQ(x)‖Cs(Rn) ≤ δs−l · C(n, s)M1.
(4.24)

Recall that xQ ∈ E ∩ 3Q+ for every Q ∈ ΛE. Thanks to (4.18) and Taylor’s theorem, we have

(4.25)
∣

∣

∣
∇l(PQ − PQ(x))(x)

∣

∣

∣
≤

∣

∣xQ − xQ(x)

∣

∣

s−l · C(n, s)M1 ≤ δs−l · C(n, s)M1.

Combining (4.23)–(4.25) above, we have

(4.26)
∣

∣

∣∇l(FQ − FQ(x))(x)
∣

∣

∣ ≤ δs−l · C(n, s)M1.

We then consider two cases.

Case I: F (x) ≥ δs ·M2. Thanks to (4.26) and (POU-3), we have

Ak,l ≤
Ä

δ−ksδ(s−l)sδ−(s−m)s
ä1/m

C(n, s)(M1 +M2) = C(n, s)(M1 +M2).(4.27)

Case II: F (x) < δs ·M2 This implies that

(4.28) FQ(x) ≤ δs ·M2 for every Q ∈ ΛE with 1.1Q ∋ x.

Since ‖FQ‖Ḟs(Rn) ≤ C(n, s)M2 by Lemma 4.1, we see that

∣

∣

∣
∇lFQ(x)

∣

∣

∣
≤ δs−l · C(n, s)M2.

Therefore,

Ç ∣

∣∇kθQ(x)⊗∇lFQ(x)
∣

∣

s

F (x)s−m

å1/m

≤
Ç ∣

∣∇kθQ(x)⊗∇lFQ(x)
∣

∣

s

θs−m
Q FQ(x)s−m

å1/m

≤ C(n, s)

Ç

θQ(x)
lFQ(x)

k

∣

∣∇kθQ(x)
∣

∣

s

θQ(x)s−m

∣

∣∇lFQ(x)
∣

∣

s

FQ(x)s−l

å1/m

(4.28) and (POU-3) ≤ C(n, s)θQ(x)
l/mFQ(x)

k/m‖θQ‖k/mḞs(Rn)
‖FQ‖l/mḞs(Rn)

≤ δk/mδ−k/m · C(n, s)M2 = C(n, s)M2.

(4.29)

Since Q touches Q(x),
∣

∣∇kθQ(x)
∣

∣ ≤ C(n, s)θQ(x). By a similar argument as in (4.29), we have

(4.30)

Ç
∣

∣∇kθQ(x)⊗∇lFQ(x)(x)
∣

∣

s

F (x)s−m

å1/m

≤ C(n, s)M2.
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Combining (4.29) and (4.30), we can conclude that

(4.31) Ak,l ≤ C(n, s)M2.

Thanks to (4.22), (4.27), and (4.31), we have
Å |∇mF (x)|s

F (x)s−m

ã1/m

≤ C(n, s)
∑

Q∈ΛE

Å |θQ(x)∇mFQ(x)|s
F (x)s−m

ã1/m

+ C(n, s)
∑

Q touches Q(x)
k+l=m
k≥1

Ç
∣

∣∇kθQ(x)⊗∇l(FQ − FQ(x))(x)
∣

∣

s

F (x)s−m

å1/m

≤ C(n, s)M2.

(4.32)

Since (4.32) holds for all x ∈ R
n and 0 ≤ m < s, we see that conclusion (C) follows. This concludes

the proof of Theorem 4.2.

4.4 Whitney Extension Theorem for arbitrary closed sets

For this section, all the dyadic cubes are assumed to be closed.
Let E ⊂ R

n be a closed set (not necessarily finite). Let Λ∞
E be the classical Whitney decompo-

sition of Rn \ E defined by

Λ∞
E :=

⋃

Q∈Zn

Λ∞
Q where Λ∞

Q :=

{

{Q} if E ∩ 3Q = ∅
⋃

¶

Λ∞
Q′ : (Q′)+ = Q

©

otherwise
.

As before,
1/2δQ ≤ δQ′ ≤ 2δQ whenever Q,Q′ ∈ Λ∞

E touch each other.

Thus, cubes in Λ∞
E have bounded overlap, and the partition of unity {θQ : Q ∈ Λ∞

E } adapted to Λ∞
E

satisfies (POU-1)–(POU-4).
For each Q ∈ Λ∞

E , we pick xQ ∈ E (not necessarily unique) such that

dist(xQ, E) = dist(E,Q).

For ~P = (Py)y∈E ∈ JFs(E) We define

(4.33) TE[~P ](x) =

{

Px(x) if x ∈ E
∑

Q∈Λ∞
E
θQ(x)TxQ

[PxQ
](x) if x ∈ R

n \ E.

Theorem 4.3. Let E ⊂ R
n be a closed set. The map TE : JFs(E) → Fs(Rn) defined in (4.33)

satisfies the following properties.

(A) JE ◦ TE[~P ] ≡ ~P for all ~P ∈ JFs(E),

(B) ‖TE [~P ]‖Cs(Rn) ≤ C(n, s)‖~P‖JCs(E), and

(C) ‖TE [~P ]‖Ḟs(Rn) ≤ C(n, s)‖~P‖JFs(E), and thus, ‖TE[~P ]‖Fs(Rn) ≤ C(n, s)‖~P‖JFs(E).

The proof of Theorem 4.3 uses similar quantitative estimates as in Theorem 4.2 along with a
convergence argument. The details can be found in [5, 32, 37].
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5 Finiteness Principles

5.1 Shape Fields

Definition 5.1. Let E ⊂ R
n be a finite set. For each x ∈ E and M ≥ 0, let Γ0(x,M) ⊂ P be a

(possibly empty) convex set. We say (Γ0(x,M))x∈E,M≥0 is a shape field if

Γ0(x,M) ⊂ Γ0(x,M
′) for all x ∈ E and 0 ≤ M ≤ M ′ < ∞.

Let A0, δ0 > 0. We say (Γ0(x,M))x∈E,M≥0 is (A0, δ0)-Whitney convex if given

• δ ∈ (0, δ0], x0 ∈ E, M ≥ 0,

• P1, P2 ∈ Γ0(x0,M) with |∇m(P1 − P2)(x0)| ≤ Mδs−m for all 0 ≤ m < s,

• Q1, Q2 ∈ P with Jx0(Q
2
1 +Q2

2) ≡ 1 and |∇mQj(x0)| ≤ δ−m for j = 1, 2, 0 ≤ m < s,

we have
P :≡ Jx0

(

Q2
1P1 +Q2

2P2

)

∈ Γ0(x0, A0M).

By adapting the proof of the Finiteness Principle for shape fields from [18,19] (see also [10,12])
to Cs, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 5.1 (Cs(Rn) Finiteness Principle for Shape Fields). There exists a large constant k =
k(n, s) such that the following hold.

Let E ⊂ R
n be a finite set. Let (Γ0(x,M))x∈E,M≥0 be a (A0, δ0)-Whitney convex shape field. Let

Q0 ⊂ R
n be a cube with δQ0 ≤ δ0. Let x0 ∈ E ∩ 5Q0 and M0 ≥ 0 be given. Suppose for every S ⊂ E

with #S ≤ k, there exists a Whitney field ~P = (Px)x∈S such that Px ∈ Γ0(x,M) for all x ∈ S, and
‖~P‖J Ċs(S) ≤ M0. Then there exist P0 ∈ Γ0(x0,M0) and F0 ∈ Cs(Q0) such that

(A) JxF0 ∈ Γ0(x,C(n, s,A0)M0) for all E ∩Q0,

(B) |∇m(F0 − P0)(x)| ≤ δs−m
Q0

· C(n, s,A0)M0 for all x ∈ Q0 and 0 ≤ m < s, and in particular,

(C) |∇mF0(x)| ≤ C(n, s,A0)M for all x ∈ Q0 and m = ⌊s⌋.

Let E ⊂ R
n be a finite set and let f : E → [0,∞). For each x ∈ E and M ≥ 0, we define

(5.1) Γf (x,M) = {P ∈ Γ(x,M) : P (x) = f(x)} .

Lemma 5.1. Let E ⊂ R
n be a finite set and let f : E → [0,∞). Then (Γf (x,M))x∈E,M≥0 is a

(C, 1)-Whitney convex shape field for some C = C(n, s).

Proof. It is clear that Γf (x,M) is convex and Γf (x,M) ⊂ Γf (x,M
′) whenever M ′ ≥ M . It remains

to establish (C, 1)-Whitney convexity.
Let 0 < δ ≤ 1, and let x0 ∈ E. Suppose we are given P1, P2 ∈ Γf (x0,M) for some x0 ∈ E and

M ≥ 0 satisfying

(5.2) |∇m(P1 − P1)(x0)| ≤ Mδs−m for all 0 ≤ m < s.
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Suppose we are also given Q1, Q2 ∈ P such that

(5.3) |∇mQj(x)| ≤ δ−m for all 0 ≤ m < s and j = 1, 2,

and moreover,

(5.4) Jx0

(

Q2
1 +Q2

2

)

≡ 1.

We set

(5.5) P := Jx0

(

Q2
1P1 +Q2

2P2

)

and we would like to show that P ∈ Γf (x0, C(n, s)M). In particular, we need to show that

P (x0) = f(x0),(5.6)

max
0≤m<s

|∇mP (x0)| ≤ C(n, s)M, and(5.7)

max
0≤m<s

Å |∇mP (x0)|
P (x0)s−m

ã1/m

≤ C(n, s)M.(5.8)

Note that (5.7) follows immediately from (5.4), (5.5), and the assumption that P1, P2 ∈ Γf (x0,M).
Let Tx0 be as in Lemma 4.1, and we set Fj := Tx0 [Pj ] for j = 1, 2. Then

(5.9) Fj ∈ Fs(Rn), ‖Fj‖Fs(Rn) ≤ C(n, s)M, and Jx0Fj ≡ Pj for j = 1, 2.

Thanks to (5.4), we may assume (interchanging Q1 and Q2 if necessary)

(5.10) Q1(x0) ≥
1√
2
.

For sufficiently small c0 = c0(n, s) (using a similar argument as in Lemma 3.1(A)), (5.3) and (5.10)
yields

(5.11) Q1(x) ≥
1

10
for x ∈ Q(x0, c0δ),

a cube with center x0 and δQ = c0δ. Fix c0 as in (5.11). Let χ(x) := ϕ0(
x−x0
c0δ

) with ϕ0 as in (4.3).
Then

(5.12) 0 ≤ χ ≤ 1, suppχ ⊂ Q(x0, c0δ), Jx0χ ≡ 1, and |∇mχ| ≤ C(n, x)δ−m for 0 ≤ m < s.

Define ϕ1 := χ ·Q1+(1−χ) and ϕ2 = χ ·Q2, and θj :=
ϕj√
ϕ2
1+ϕ2

2

. Then θ1 and θ2 enjoy the following

properties.

(θ-1) θj ∈ Cs(Rn) and |∇mθj | ≤ C(n, s)δ−m for j = 1, 2 and 0 ≤ m < s;

(θ-2) θ21 + θ22 = 1 on R
n, and supp θ2 ⊂ Q(x0, c0δ);

(θ-3) Jx0θj = Qj for j = 1, 2.
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We define a nonnegative function F ∈ Cs(Rn) by

(5.13) F := θ21F1 + θ22F2 = F1 + θ22(F2 − F1).

We want to show that F ∈ Fs(Rn) with ‖F‖Fs(Rn) ≤ C(n, s)M , F (x0) = f(x0), and Jx0F ≡ P .
Note that the latter two are clear from construction, so it suffices to estimate ‖F‖Fs(Rn).

To simplify notation, we write
g := θ22.

Thanks to (5.5), we have Jx0(F2 − F1) = P2 − P1. In view of (5.2),

(5.14) |∇m(F2 − F1)(x0)| ≤ δs−m · C(n, s)M for every 0 ≤ m < s.

In view of (θ-1), we see that

(5.15) |∇m (g(F2 − F1)) (x0)| ≤ δs−m · C(n, s)M for every 0 ≤ m < s.

The estimate (5.7) follows from (5.13), (5.15), and the assumption that δ < 1.
Next, we show (5.8).
Suppose P (x0) = F (x0) ≥ δsM . Differentiating (5.13), we see that, for 0 ≤ m < s,

(5.16) ∇mP (x0) = ∇mF (x0) = ∇mF1(x0) +
∑

k+l=m,k≥1

C(k, l)∇kg(x0)⊗∇l(F2 − F1)(x0).

In view of Lemma 4.1, (θ-1), (5.14), and (5.16), we see that

Å |∇mP (x0)|s
P (x0)s−m

ã1/m

≤ ‖F1‖Fs(Rn) +
Ä

δ−ksδ(s−l)sδ−(s−m)s
ä1/m · C(n, s)M ≤ C(n, s)M.

Suppose F (x0) < δsM . Then Fj(x0) < δsM for j = 1, 2. Thanks to Lemma 4.1 and (θ-1), we
have

Ç ∣

∣∇kg(x0)⊗∇lFj(x0)
∣

∣

s

g(x0)(s−m)Fj(x0)s−m

å1/m

≤ C(n, s)

Ç

g(x0)
lFj(x0)

k

∣

∣∇kg(x0)
∣

∣

s

g(x0)s−m

∣

∣∇lFj(x0)
∣

∣

s

Fj(x0)s−l

å1/m

≤ C(n, s)g(x0)
l/mFj(x0)

k/m‖g‖k/m
Ḟs(Rn)

‖Fj‖l/mḞs(Rn)

≤ δk/mδ−k/m · C(n, s)M = C(n, s)M.

(5.17)

In view of the identity (5.13) and (5.17), we see that (5.8) holds.

5.2 Proof of Theorem 1.3

First, we prove the finite-set version of Theorem 1.3. Recall that, given S ⊂ Rn and f : S → [0,∞),

‖f‖Fs(S) := inf
{

‖F‖Fs(Rn) : F ∈ Fs(Rn) and F = f on S
}

.

Theorem 5.2 (Finiteness Principle for Fs, finite set version). There exist constants k♯ = k♯(n, s)
and C♯ = C♯(n, s) such that the following holds. Given any finite subset E ⊂ R

n and f : E → [0,∞),

(5.18) max
S⊂E,#S≤k♯

‖f‖Fs(S) ≤ ‖f‖Fs(E) ≤ C♯ · max
S⊂E,#S≤k♯

‖f‖Fs(S).
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Proof. The first inequality is immediate. We shall prove the second. We shall prove the case when
E ⊂ 0.5Q0 where δQ0 = 1. The general case follows immediately if we apply a partition of unity
adapted to a tiling of Rn by unit cubes. Set

M0 := 2 max
S⊂E,#S≤k♯

‖f‖Fs(S) < ∞.

It suffices to exhibit a function F ∈ Fs(Rn) with F = f on E and ‖F‖Fs(Rn) ≤ C(n, s)M0.
Recall from (5.1) that

Γf (x,M) = {P ∈ Γ(x,M) : P (x) = f(x)} for each x ∈ E.

By the definition of ‖f‖Fs(S), given any S ⊂ E with #S ≤ k♯, there exists FS ∈ Fs(Rn) such

that FS = f on S and ‖FS‖Fs(Rn) ≤ M0. Let ~PS := JSFS = (JxFS)x∈S . By Taylor’s theorem 4.1,

JxFS ∈ Γf (x,M0) for each x ∈ S and ‖~PS‖JFs(S) ≤ C(n, s)M0.

Therefore, our present hypothesis supplies the Whitney field ~PS required in the hypothesis of Theo-
rem 5.1. Hence, rescaling Lemma 5.1 and applying Theorem 5.1, we obtain P0 ∈ Γf (x0, C(n, s)M0)
and F0 ∈ Cs(Q0) such that

JxF0 ∈ Γf (x,C(n, s)M0) for all x ∈ E, and(5.19)

‖∇m(F − P0)‖L∞(Q0) ≤ C(n, s)M for 0 ≤ m < s.(5.20)

In view of the definitions of Γ and Γf in (4.5) and (5.1), we see that

(5.21) ‖F0‖Cs(Q0) ≤ C(n, s)M0 for 0 ≤ m < s.

Note that F0 need not be in Fs, but we will only use the jets of F0.
Let TE be as in Theorem 4.2. We define

(5.22) F := TE ◦ JEF0.

Thanks to Taylor’s theorem, Theorem 4.2, (5.19), and (5.21) we see that F ∈ Fs(Rn), JxF =
JxF0 ∈ Γf (x,C(n, s)M) for every x ∈ E, and ‖F‖Fs(Rn) ≤ C(n, s)M0. In particular, F (x) = f(x)
for every x ∈ E. Therefore, ‖f‖Fs(E) ≤ C(n, s)M0.

Next, we use a compactness argument to pass from finite E ⊂ R
n to arbitrary E ⊂ R

n.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Without loss of generality, we may assume that E ⊂ 1
2Q0 with δQ0 = 1.

It suffices to show the second inequality in (1.1). Set M0 := 2 sup
S⊂E,#S≤k♯

‖f‖Fs(S). It suffices to

exhibit a function F ∈ Fs(Rn) with F = f on E and ‖F‖Fs(Rn) ≤ C(n, s)M0.
By Ascoli’s theorem,

B :=
{

F ∈ Fs(Q0) : ‖F‖Fs(Q0) ≤ C(n, s)M0

}

is compact in the non-Hölder C⌊s⌋(Q0) norm topology 1. For each finite E0 ⊂ E, Theorem 5.2 tells
us that there exists FE0 ∈ B such that FE0 = f on E0. Consequently, there exists F ∈ B such that
F = f on E.

1given by ‖F‖C⌊s⌋(Q0)
:= max

0≤m<s
sup
x∈Q0

|∇m
F (x)|

19



A Proof of Theorem 1.1

Given a multi-index α = (α1, · · · , αn) ∈ N
n
0 , let Π(α) denotes all the possible partition of α, i.e.,

Π(α) =







π = {β1, · · · , βk} : k ∈ N, βj ∈ N
n
0 for all j, and

k
∑

j=1

βj = α







.

Theorem A.1 (Multivariate Faá di Bruno’s Formula, [24]). Let I ⊂ R
n be an interval. Let h : I →

R and F : Rn → I be sufficiently smooth. Then

(A.1) ∂α(h ◦ F ) =
∑

π∈Π(α)

Ä

h(|π|) ◦ F
ä

·
∏

β∈π

∂βF.

Here, |π| is the cardinality of π and h(k) is the k-th derivative of h.

We are mainly interested in Theorem A.1 for case h(t) = tr for some r ∈ (0, 1). Thus, h(k) =
C(k, r)tr−k for some C(k, r) 6= 0.

Lemma A.1. Given r ∈ (0, 1), s > 0, Ω ⊂ R
n convex, F ∈ Fs(Ω), and x, y ∈ Ω, we have

(A.2) |∇mF r(x)| ≤ C(n, r, s)‖F‖m/s
Fs(Ω)F (x)r−m/s for all 0 ≤ m < s,

and

(A.3)
∣

∣

∣
∇⌊s⌋F r(x)−∇⌊s⌋F r(y)

∣

∣

∣
≤ C(n, r, s)

Ä

‖F‖Ċs(Ω) + ‖F‖Ḟs(Ω)

ä

min {F (x)1−r, F (y)1−r} |x− y|s−⌊s⌋ .

Moreover, if F ≥ ǫ > 0, then

(A.4) ‖F r‖Fs(Ω) ≤ C(n, r, s)ǫr−1‖F‖Fs(Ω).

Proof. We adapt the proof of Lemma 2 in [35] to the combinatorial form of the multivariate Faá di
Bruno’s formula.

If 0 < s ≤ 1, then (A.2) is trivial and (A.3) follows from the mean value theorem. From now
on, we assume s > 1, and we set

m0 := ⌊s⌋.
Without loss of generality, we may assume F (y) ≤ F (x) and ‖F‖Ċs + ‖F‖Ḟs = 1.
First of all, by the definition of ‖F‖Ḟs ,

(A.5)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∏

β∈π

∂βF (x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∏

β∈π

F (x)
s−|β|

s = F (x)|π|−
m0
s .

Applying Faá di Bruno’s Formula (A.1) and (A.5), we see that

(A.6) |∂αF r(x)| ≤ C(n, r, s)
∑

π∈Π(α)

F (x)r−|π|F (x)|π|−
m0
s ≤ C(n, r, s)F (x)r−

m0
s .

We see that (A.2) follows from (A.6).
For the rest of the proof, we fix an arbitrary multi-index α with |α| = m0 and a partition π of

α. Note that the following arguments hold for α̃ with |α̃| < m0 after suitable simplification.
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Case I: suppose |x− y| ≤ c0F (x)1/s with c0 as in Lemma 3.1 with ǫ = 1/2.
Thus, F (y)/2 ≤ F (x) ≤ 3F (y)/2, which we will use freely throughout rest of the proof.
By the triangle inequality,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

F (x)r−|π|
∏

β∈π

∂βF (x)− F (y)r−|π|
∏

β∈π

∂βF (y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ä

F (x)r−|π| − F (y)r−|π|
ä∏

β∈π

∂βF (x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

F (y)r−|π|

Ñ

∏

β∈π

∂βF (x)−
∏

β∈π

∂βF (y)

é∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=: M1 +M2.

(A.7)

Let u = y−x
|y−x| . By the mean value theorem applied to F along the u-direction, there exists a

point ξ = ξx,y,α on the open segment connecting x and y such that

∣

∣

∣
F (x)r−|π| − F (y)r−|π|

∣

∣

∣
=

∣

∣

∣
F (x)r−|π| − F (y)r−|π|

∣

∣

∣

(s−m0)+(1−(s−m0))

≤
∣

∣

∣
(r − |π|)F (ξ)r−|π|−1∇uF (ξ) |x− y|

∣

∣

∣

s−m0 ·
∣

∣

∣
F (x)r−|π| + F (y)r−|π|

∣

∣

∣

1−(s−m0)

≤ C(n, r, s) |F (y)|−|π|−1+r+m0/s |x− y|s−m0 .

(A.8)

In light of (A.5) and (A.8), we see that

(A.9) M1 ≤ C(n, r, s)F (y)r−1 |x− y|s−m0 .

Using a similar argument as in (A.8), we see that for |β| ≤ m0 − 1

∣

∣

∣
∂βF (x)− ∂βF (y)

∣

∣

∣
≤

∣

∣

∣
∇u∂

βF (ξ) |x− y|
∣

∣

∣

s−m0
∣

∣

∣
∂βF (x)− ∂βF (y)

∣

∣

∣

1−(s−m0)

≤ C(n, r, s) |F (ξ)|
s−|β|−1

s
(s−m0) |F (y)|

s−|β|
s

(1−s+k) |x− y|s−m0

≤ C(n, r, s) |F (y)|
m0−|β|

s |x− y|s−m0 .

(A.10)

For |β| = m0, since F ∈ Cs, we have

(A.11)
∣

∣

∣
∂βF (x)− ∂βF (y)

∣

∣

∣
≤ ‖F‖Ċs |x− y|s−m0 ≤ |x− y|s−m0 = |F (y)|

m0−|β|

s |x− y|s−m0 .

Now we estimate M2.
Temporarily fix β ∈ π, x, y ∈ Ω. We define two arrays (zγ,β)γ∈π and (wγ,β)γ∈π with the following

properties:

• zβ,β = x and wβ,β = y;

• Either zβ,γ = wβ,γ = x for all γ 6= β or zβ,γ = wβ,γ = y for all γ 6= β.
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Using (A.10) and (A.11), we have

F (y)r−|π|

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∏

γ∈π

∂γF (zβ,γ)−
∏

γ∈π

∂γF (wβ,γ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= F (y)r−|π|
∏

γ∈π,γ 6=β

|∂γF (zβ,γ)|
∣

∣

∣∂βF (x)− ∂βF (y)
∣

∣

∣

≤ C(n, r, s)F (y)r−|π|

Ñ

∏

γ∈π,γ 6=β

F (zβ,γ)
s−|γ|

s

é

F (y)
(s−|β|)−(s−m0)

s |x− y|s−m0

≤ C(n, r, s)F (y)r−1 |x− y|s−m0 .

(A.12)

In the last step, we used the fact that
∑

γ∈π γ = |α| = m0. By repeatedly applying triangle
inequality and using (A.12), we have

M2 ≤ F (y)r−|π|
∑

β∈π

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∏

γ∈π

∂γF (zβ,γ)−
∏

γ∈π

∂βF (wβ,γ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C(n, r, s)F (y)r−1 |x− y|s−m0 .(A.13)

In light of Faá di Bruno’s Formula (A.1), estimates (A.7), (A.9), and (A.13), we see that (A.3) holds
in the case |x− y| ≤ c(n, s)F (x)1/s.

Case II: suppose |x− y| > c0F (x)1/s with c0 as in Lemma 3.1 with ǫ = 1/2. Equivalently,
F (x) ≤ C(n, s) |x− y|s.

Since F (y) ≤ F (x) ≤ C(n, s) |x− y|s, (A.6) implies

|∂αF (x)− ∂αF (y)| ≤ C(n, r, s)
Ä

F (x)r−m0/s + F (y)r−m0/s
ä

≤ C(n, r, s)
1

F (y)1−r
F (x)(s−m0)/s

≤ C(n, r, s)
1

F (y)1−r
|x− y|s−m0 .

(A.14)

We see that (A.3) follows from (A.14) in the case |x− y| > c(n, s)F (x)1/s.
Thus, we have shown (A.3) for arbitrary x, y ∈ Ω.
Finally, we turn to (A.4). Suppose F ≥ ǫ > 0 on Ω. It follows from (A.3) and (A.2) that

(A.15) ‖F r‖Cs ≤ C(n, r, s)ǫr−1‖F‖Fs

On the other hand, we see from (A.2) that

|∇mF r(x)| ≤ C(n, r, s)‖F‖m/s
Fs F (x)r−m/s (F (x)/ǫ)

m(1−r)
s

= C(n, r, s)
(

‖F‖Fs/ǫ1−r
)m/s

(F (x)r)
s−m

s .
(A.16)

In light of (A.15) and (A.16), we see that (A.4) holds.
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Proof of Theorem 1.1. By rescaling, we may assume that ‖F‖Fs = 1.
Thanks to (A.2), we see that

(A.17) max
0≤m<⌊sr⌋

sup
x∈Ω

|∇mF r(x)| ≤ C(n, r, s) and ‖F r‖Ḟsr ≤ C(n, r, s).

It remains to show that

(A.18) ‖F r‖Ċsr(Ω) ≤ C(n, r, s).

We write
sr = m0 + σ with m0 = ⌊sr⌋ ∈ Z and σ ∈ (0, 1].

Let x, y ∈ Ω. Let ℓx,y be the line segment connecting x and y. Set

∆r,m0(x, y) := |∇m0F r(x)−∇m0F r(y)| .

Thanks to (A.2), we have

(A.19) |∇m0F r(x)| ≤ C(n, r, s)F (x)r−m0/s.

Suppose |x− y| ≥ c0 max {F (x), F (y)}1/s with c0 as in Lemma 3.1 with ǫ = 1/2. We use (A.19)
to obtain

(A.20) ∆r,m0(x, y) ≤ C(n, r, s)max {F (x), F (y)}r−m0/s ≤ C(n, r, s) |x− y|σ .

Suppose |x− y| < c0 max {F (x), F (y)}1/s. We see from Lemma 3.1 that

(A.21) F (x)/2 ≤ F (ξ) ≤ 2F (x) for all ξ ∈ B(x, |x− y|).

Suppose m0 < ⌊s⌋. Thanks to (A.2), (A.21), and the mean value theorem,

∆r,m0(x, y) ≤ sup
ξ∈ℓx,y

∣

∣∇m0+1F r(ξ)
∣

∣ |y − x| ≤ C(n, r, s)F (x)r−(m0+1)/s |y − x| .(A.22)

By writing ∆r,m0(x, y) = ∆r,m0(x, y)
1−σ∆r,m0(x, y)

σ , we can use (A.19) and (A.22) to bound the
first and second factor, respectively, to obtain ∆r,m0(x, y) ≤ C(n, r, s) |x− y|σ.

On the other hand, suppose m0 = ⌊s⌋. Let

θ =
σ

s−m0
.

By writing ∆r,m0(x, y) = ∆r,m0(x, y)
1−θ∆r,m0(x, y)

θ, we can use (A.19) to bound the first factor
and (A.3) to bound the second to obtain ∆r,m0(x, y) ≤ C(n, r, s) |x− y|σ.

Therefore, we have shown (A.18). This concludes the proof of Theorem 1.1.
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