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Abstract

Building on the univariate techniques developed by Ray and Schmidt-Hieber, we study the
class F?(R™) of multivariate nonnegative smooth functions that are sufficiently flat near their
zeroes, which guarantees that F” has Holder differentiability rs whenever F' € F°. We then
construct a continuous Whitney extension map that recovers an F* function from prescribed
jets. Finally, we prove a Brudnyi-Shvartsman Finiteness Principle for the class F*, thereby
providing a necessary and sufficient condition for a nonnegative function defined on an arbitrary
subset of R” to be F*-extendable to all of R™.

1 Introduction

For s € R, we use |s] to denote the largest integer strictly smaller than s. For a convex domain
2 C R and a real number s > 0, let C*(§2) denote the Holder-Zygmund space of |s|-times contin-
uously differentiable functions whose derivatives up to order |s| are bounded, and the |s|-th order
derivatives are Holder continuous with Holder exponent s — |s]. The space becomes a Banach space
when equipped with the norm

Vsl F(z) - VI F(y)
s—|s]

[ Flles () := max sup |[V"F(z)]+ sup
0<m<s zcO) T#£Y, T,Y€Q ’33 - y!

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 Holder-differentiable functions.
Furthermore, we provide a description of their trace to subsets of R™ 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(z) = 0 = f"(z) =
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 F*(2) C C*(Q2) equipped with a seminorm

vrE@ P\ e oSy
lgl’r%}és ilelg( F(w)sfm ) 1Ir s ~

”F”f's(g) = '
0 fo<s<l1

)

such that F' € F? is a sufficient condition for F" to have Holder regularity rs. We define
1Fllre) = 1 Fllesioy + 1Pl 2+ .
Theorem 1.1. Forr € (0,1], s > 0, a convex domain Q C R"™, and all nonnegative F € F*(Q2),

E lers (@) < N[l 7rs ) < Cns 7, 8) 1 F |5 (-

Note that the univariate version (n = 1) of Theorem [[I] was proved by Ray and Schmidt-
Hieber [35]. The main difference between the proof of Theorem [[I] and its univariate counterpart
is in the analysis of the combinatorial form of the multivariate Fad di Bruno’s formula (Theorem
[A1). We supply the proof of Theorem [T in Appendix [Al for completeness.

In view of Theorem [LI, F € F*(Q) is a sufficient condition for F/2 € C*/2(2), thereby over-
coming the limitation described in [3}23]. The quantity ||F'|| 2. () measures the flatness of F' near
its zeros in €. In particular, if F' € F*(Q2) and F(xo) = 0 for some zp € , then V"F(z9) = 0
for all 0 < m < s. The class F*(Q2) contains, for example, constant functions, nonnegative C*
functions uniformly bounded away from zero on Q, and functions of the form |z — z¢|® G(z) with
G nonnegative and uniformly bounded away from zero. See Section [l for other basic properties of
F*, and [35] for further comparison between F* and other criteria considered in the literature.

The convexity assumption on €2 in Theorem [[.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
F* functions to a closed set (with no assumption on differentiability structures), and how to recover
a function F' € F*(R") from partial data with ||F'||zsgn») 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 F* function from
given Taylor expansions.

Problem 1. Let E C R” be a closed set. For each x € E, let P, be a polynomial of degree at most
|s] :=max{m € Ny : m < s} (a jet of order |s|) with P,(x) > 0.

(A) Does there exist an F € F*(R™) such that J,F = P, for all x € E, i.e., the |s|-jet of F at x
agrees with P, for all x € E?

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

Let JgF denote the parameterized family of jets (J,F)zcp. Taylor’s theorem, taking flatness
into consideration, states that | TeF||7rsm) < C(n, 8)||F| Fs@ny, where [|-||77sg) is a norm on
the positive cone JF?*(E) of flat jets associated with the class F* (see ([I]) below). Our solution
to Problem [l is captured by the following theorem.



Theorem 1.2. Let E C R™ be a closed set and let (Py)zer be a field of jets of order | s| with Py(x) >
0 for allz € E. Then (Py)zer extends to an F*(R™) function if and only if ||(Pr)zerl|l g7 (E) < 00
Moreover, we can construct a continuous map Tg : JF*(E) — F*(R™) such that Jg o Tg = Id on
JF4(E).

See Theorem (when FE' is finite) and Theorem E.3] (when E is possibly infinite) for a more
detailed statement. We shall prove Theorem in Section @] and we will explain the necessary
modification for proving Theorem when F is possibly infinite.

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

Problem 2 (Whitney Extension Problem for F*). Let E C R™ be a closed set and let f : E — [0, 00)
be a continuous function.

(A) Does there exist an F' € F*(R"™) such that F' = f on E?

(B) If so, how do we find such an F' € C*(R") such that F' = f on E and ||F|| zsrny 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 F*(R™)). Given n > 1 and s > 0, there exist constants
k' = kf(n,s) and C* = C%(n,s) such that the following holds. Given an arbitrary E C R™ (not
necessarily finite or closed) and a function f : E — [0,00), f extends to a F*(R™) function if and
only if
sup | fllzs(s) < o0,
SCB,#S<kt

where || f|| zs(sy = inf {||F|| zsgn) : F € F*(R") and F = f on S}. Moreover, we have the following
equivalence of norms

(L1) sip  flrs) < Iflmm < CF sup [fllws).
SCE,#S<kt SCE,#S<kt

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

Problem ] for C*(R"™), its variants, and the related Finiteness Principles have been extensively
studied by Y. Brudnyi and P. Shvartsman [6,9], C. Fefferman [10,[12/[I5], and C. Fefferman, A.
Israel, and G.K. Luli [I819]. In Proposition below, we see that for s € (0,2], F*(R™) consists
of exactly the nonnegative functions in C*(R™). Thus, Problem [ for s = 2 has been solved in
the author’s joint papers [20,27H29]. In particular, there exist efficient algorithms to compute a
quasi-optimal extension when FE is finite. See also [20] for the one-dimensional implementation of
the extension algorithm in the software package R. Note that if 0 < s < 1, F* agrees with the
cone of nonnegative C® functions. By the classical Whitney extension theorem (see Section [l or
the Kirszbraun theorem), f extends to F* if and only if f is nonnegative and Lipschitz on (E,dy),
where ds(z,y) = |z — y|°.

We will prove Theorem [[3 in Section Bl The number k¥ in Theorem [ 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 [I8,[19]. However, it can be substantially



improved to be kf = 24™mP 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 [1112,[7H22] 30131, [36HAT]
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 Hélder
function F' when observing a noisy version of F''/2 [33135].
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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, 2 always denotes a connected open subset of R™. Let |s| denote the largest
integer strictly less than s € R. For a positive real s > 0, we use C*(Q2) to denote the vector space of
| s]-times continuously differentiable functions whose derivatives up to order |s| are bounded and
(s — | s])-Holder continuous. We equip C*(€2) with the norm

VEIF(2) - VIl P(y)
s—|s]

1Fllesoy = jmax sup[V7F (@) +  sup
0<m<s zc) Ay, T,yEN ’33 - y!

Here, V" F'(z) denotes the symmetric m-linear form and [V F(z)| = (Z\a|=k ](“?O‘F(x)\Z)l/z, where
a= (a1, - ,a,) € N is a multi-index, |af :== 377 a;j, and 9% = ;) --- 9;". We use the V™" F
notation when we want to emphasize on the number of derivatives taken. We will also use the
homogeneous Holder seminorm

VP () - VI F(y)|

[Fllgs(qy == sup -
() T#Y, T,yeN ‘Z’ — y‘s Ls]
We would like to point out the difference between C*(€2) and the non-Holder space C™(2)

consisting of m-times continuously differentiable functions whose derivatives up order m are bounded
and continuous, equipped with the norm [[F'[|gm(q) := max sup ‘VkF(ajﬂ The closed unit ball
0<k<m 3

of C*(Q) is compact in the C'*)(Q) topology whenever Q2 is bounded. We will use this fact in the
proof of Theorem



For a nonnegative function F' € C*(2), we define

( |V F()]* ) 1/m

Fa) ifs>1

max sup
1<m<s 4

0 it0<s<1

||F||fls(Q) =

9

where we adopt the conventions % = 0and § = oo for a > 0. We use F*(£2) to denote the collection

of nonnegative functions F' € C*(Q2) such that ||F|| . < oo, and we define
115y = I Fllesey + I1Fl (-

We will see in Proposition BI(A) that H-||];-5(Q) defines a seminorm on the positive cone F*(Q2) C
C%(Q), thus justifying the notations above. Since every F' € C*(f2) has well-defined values on the
closure €2, we can make sense of the spaces above if we replace Q by K with Q ¢ K c Q.

We use P = Pl to denote the space of polynomials on R” of degree no greater than ls].

Let F be |s|-times continuously differentiable near xy € R”, we use J, F' to denote the [s]-jet
of F' at xg, which we identify with its Taylor polynomial

67

jon(x)E Z VmF(xO) (M)E Z aaF(xo)M'

0<m<s m! 0<|a|<s ol

A cube @ in R" is a set of the form cg + [—0¢/2,g/2)", where cg € R™ is the center of @) and
dg > 0 is the sidelength of Q). If A > 0, we use AQ) to denote the concentric dilation of @ by a
factor of A. A dyadic cube is a cube of the form 27%z +[~27% 27%) where z € Z" and k € Z. Each
dyadic cube @ is contained in a unique dyadic cube with sidelength 24, and that cube is denoted
by Q.

We use B(z,r) to denote the open ball in R™ with center z and radius r, and we use Q(cg, dq)
to denote the cube in R™ with center cg and sidelength .

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
#5 = oo.

Let A, B C R%. We define diam A := sup, ,c 4 |# — y| and dist(A, B) := infaeapep la — b

3 Basic results on the flat norm
We begin by summarizing some basic properties of the class F* in the following proposition.
Proposition 3.1. Let s > 0 and let Q C R™ be convew.

(A) F*(82) is a positive cone in C*(S2), on which ||-||rs(q) defines a norm. Moreover, ||FG||rsq) <
C(n, $)|Fl| 7= (|Gl 72 @) for any F,G € F*.

(B) If0 < &' <, then F*(Q) C F*(Q), and || 2 gy < max { || 2= |-l }-

(C) If0< s <s,s>1, FeF(Q), and infq F =0, then ||F||];-5(Q) > ||F|| oo () and HFH];.S/(Q) <
HFHF(Q)-



(D) If F is uniformly bounded away from zero on §, then F € F*(Q) if and only if F € C*(Q).

(E) Assume that S is bounded. Let F' be nonnegative and continuously differentiable on €, such
that 0;F € F*(2) for every j =1,--- ,n. Then F € F*T1(Q) with

n

. 1/2
||| er10y < Cln, s, diam Q) - max { > (10;F %)+ I1F ]| Lo
j=1

To prove Proposition Bl 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 F* inherits a notion of completeness from C*. Suppose (F),)02, is a C*-
Cauchy sequence C® N F* that is also bounded in F®, then the limit F of F}, in C® is in F*° and
[Enllzs = |1 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 € > 0, there exists cg > 0 bounded from below by a constant determined only
by €,n,s such that for any 0 < ¢ < ¢q, the following hold.

m s 1/m
97 Pl ™ < oo, and let

(A) Let vy € R", let P € P with P(zg) > 0 and M := max (T2l

1<m<s

Opo, P = C (%)1/5, Then

V™ P(z) — V™ P(xq)| < eMs P(zo) =
for all x € B(xg,04,,p) and 0 < m < s. In particular,

|P(x) — P(zo)| < €P(z0) for all x € B(xq,0z,.pP)-

F(xo) )1/ g

(B) Let Q2 C R™ be a convex open set, let xg € Q, F' € F*(Q), and let §yy F := ¢ (lIFll' e 13 o
CS(Q2 FS(Q

Then

s—

V™ F(x) = V™ F(x0)] < € ([Fllgsay + 1F 1l ey * Fl0) =
for all x € B(xg,0zy,r) NQ and 0 < m < s. In particular,

|F(x) — F(xo)| < €F(zg) for all x € B(xg,0zy,7) N

Proof. If s < 1, there is nothing to prove. We assume that s > 1. We further assume that
P(xq), F(x0) > 0, for otherwise, all derivatives of P and F' must vanish, and the estimates are
trivial.
First, we prove (A). Write 6 = 5, p. Let © € B(z,cd). We treat P as its own Taylor polynomial,
so that ok
V"P(x) = V"P(xo)+ Y, V™FP(x) <7($ ), ) :

k!
1<k<s—m

6



s—m—k

Note that |(z — x0)®k| < c*oF. By assumption, !Vm+kP(:E0)| < P(xg)™ s M=

. Therefore,

k
s

S—m—RK m P
V" P(x) — V™ P(xg)| < C(n,s) > Plag) 5 M™" - (rcok)
1<k<s—m M

For ¢g sufficiently small, we see that the right-hand side can be bounded by eM s P(azo) s . This
proves (A).
We turn to (B). We set write 0 = g, p. Let P := T, F, ie.,

= 3 V" F(a) <(x_$?)®m>.

0<m<s

Then ||F|| > M := max (W)l/m By the triangle inequality, Taylor’s theorem, and
]_‘.s(Q) - . 1<m<s P(wo)sfm . y g q y) y ’
part (A) (with €/2 in place of €),
VP E(x) = V™ F(20)| < [VTP(x) = V™ P(xo)| + [V™(F — P) ()]

€ m s—m m
NENE gy lao) =" + 197 (F — P)(@)]

IN

By Taylor’s theorem,
IV(F = P)(@)| < Cn,8)|[Fllgs 0™

B F(:EO) s;m
< Cn, )™ - ([[Fllgs @) + 1Fll 5 (y) - ( )
( C=(9) F (Q)) Fllge) + 1 Fll 2o
€ % s—m
< 5 (IFl¢ @) + IF £:qy) * Flao) ™
as long as ¢y is sufficiently small. Lemma B.I(B) follows from the two inequalities above. O

If s € (0,1], then the flatness condition is trivial, and any function in F*(€2) can be extended
to a nonnegative C*(R"™) function with comparable norm, via Kirszbraun’s formula or the Whitney
extension operator (see Section [ 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-Hélder) C? extension in [20,26-29]. Results of such type can be also used to study nonnegative
Sobolev LZ(R™) (p > n) extension, thanks to the embedding L2(€2) — C>~/P(Q) for bounded
Q C R™. See [25].

Proposition 3.2. Let s € (1,2], let o € R™, and let P be an affine polynomial with P(xg) > 0

and ‘(VOJ;‘ < 00. Setd = \V( O‘). Then for any A > 1 and nonnegative F € C%(B(xg,\d)) with

Tz’ = P, we have

s —1) VP’
(3.1) 1 Ngs (o re)) 2 55 Plag)—1

In particular, if F € C5(R™) is nonnegative and Fq is the restriction of F to Q C R™, then Fq €
FH(Q) and | Fall o < Z1Fllos -



Proof. If § = 0, then P(zp) = |VP| = 0, and @31) is trivial. We assume that § > 0. Let
M := ||Fll¢s(B(zo,20))- For any x € B(zg,Ad), let v be the straight line segment from zq to z, and
the fundamental theorem of calculus gives

The triangle inequality then implies that
(3.2) |F(z) — P(z)| < stz — xo|° M.

Restricting F' to the ray emanating from xg in the direction of —V P and re-parameterize, we see

that ([B.2]) implies
(3.3) sTIMt* — |V P|t 4 P(xp) > 0 for all t € [0, \J].

Plugging ¢ = \J into (B.3), we see that ([B.1) follows.
For the last conclusion, since F' is assumed to be globally nonnegative, we may set A = 2 and
apply (B3) pointwise everywhere in €. O

4 Whitney jets

Definition 4.1. Let £ C R" be a closed set. A Whitney field on E is a parametrized family of
polynomials P= (Py)zep such that P, € P for all z € E. We define

V™ (P — Py))(y)

1P 7es () = sup V" P.(z)| + sup
re

s—m ’
0<m<s xf;zéeyE ‘x y‘
0<m<s
feipy = sup | ———— , an
1<m<s

1P|l 7 r7s(e) = II1Pll ges(my + HﬁHJﬁS(E)‘

We use JF*(E) to denote the positive cone of Whitney fields P = (P,),ep such that P, (z) > 0
for all z € E and || P|| 77s(p) < oo

Note that if £ C R™ is any set and F' € F*(R"), then F' generates a Whitney field
JepF = (ij)xEE € j]:s(E)

Theorem 4.1 (Taylor’s theorem). Let E C R™ be a closed set and let F' € F*(R™). Then JgF €
JF(E) and |TeF || 775y < C(n, 8)||F || 75 mn)-

The Whitney extension map then is a continuous right inverse of Jg : F*(R") — JF*(E). See
Theorems and 3] below for the precise statement.



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 — [0,00) defined by

(4.2)

o) = exp(l—ﬁg) for —1<t<1
0 otherwise

Then for all s > 0, we have
lgll7s ) < C(n,s).

Proof. 1t suffices to check ||gH];-S([_1 i) For t € (—1,1), we have g™ (t) = g, (t)g(t) where each
term of ¢y, is a rational function, singular only at +1. Then

(Jo )| oy =)"" = (@™ - (1) < O(s.m)

since ¢ vanishes faster than any polynomial near +1. O

With g as in ([£2), we define the standard bump function ¢g : R™ — [0, 00) by

n

(4.3) 0o :=g%", (1, .ta) = [ ] o(ty).
j=1

It is clear that
supp o = [—1,1]" and |[¢o[Fs@n) < C(n, s).
Let 6 > 0 and let 75 : 2 + 6~ 'z. A direct computation yields

(4.4) 0 0 Tall oy = Il o gy for any o € Fo(RT).

4.2 Extension of a single jet

For zg € R™ and M > 0, we define

(4.5)
m V™ P !5)”’“
= : > < < M.
T (9, M) {P €P: Plzg) 20, max |V"P(xo)| < M and 12@3@( Plag)*— <M
and
(4.6) I(zo) := | J T(xo, M).

M>0

Lemma 4.1. For every zo € R", there exists a map Ty, : I'(xg) = F*(R™) such that for every
P € T'(xg, M), the following hold.

(A) Tzoo TuolPl = P.
(B) Tao[P] 2 0.



(C) HEO[P]”}.'S(R?I) < C(n,S)M.
(D) [Tz [Plllcs rny < C(n,s)M, and consequently, || Tz, [Pl Fsmny < C(n,s)M.

- — V7 Pzo)|* ) 1/ _ i
Proof. Fix P € I'(xp) and let M := 12132(5( Plag)—m ) . If P(zg) = 0, then P is the zero

polynomial and M = 0, so we can set T,[P] = 0. From now on, we assume P(xo) > 0. We may
further assume that M = 1.
We set
§ := P(x0)"* so that P(zq) = 0°.

By the definition of I', we have
(4.7 |[VT™P(z9)] <0 ™ for 1 <m < s.
Let ¢y be as in Lemma Bl with e = 1/2, and let @ := ¢ + [—cpd, cpd] C R™. Thus,
(4.8) P(z) > 1/26° for all z € Q.
From (A7) and Taylor’s theorem, we also see that
(4.9) [V P(x)] <67 ™C(n,s) forall z € Q and 0 < m < s.

Combining (48] and (£9), we see that

m 1/m
(4.10) <%) <C(n,s) forallz € @ and 1 <m < s.
x

Case I: suppose § > 1. We let 6 := po(*2*) with g as in ([.3). Define
(4.11) TzolP] := 00 - P.

Since 0y = 1 near zg, conclusion (A) follows. Since suppfy C z¢ + [—cp, co]” C @, conclusion (B)
follows from (£S]). Thanks to Proposition BI(A) and ([I0), we have

”eop”ﬁs(Q) < C(naS)HHOHJL-s(Q)HPHfs(Q) < C(n,s).

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

Case II: suppose § < 1. Let 6(z) := @o(*5*) with ¢ as in (.3). Then
(0-1) 6 =1 near x,
(0-2) suppf C Q,0<0 <1,
(0-3) |[V™0] <67 ™-C(n,s),
(0-4) and HHHJ;-S(Q) <07%-C(n,s), thanks to (4.4)).

10



We define
(4.12) Tz P]:=6-P.

Conclusion (A) follows from property (6-1).
Conclusion (B) follows from (48] and properties (6-2) and (6-3).
Now we prove conclusion (C). Write F' := T [P]. For 1 <m < s and = € Q,

(4.13) VF(z)= Y Ck1)V(z)® V' P(z)
k+l=m

For each summand, we have

Vi (z) @ VIP(z)|"\ " VEO(z)|* [VIP()[P\ "
(Femrarn)  <coo (sotmer St EEt
< Cln,)0(x)" "™ P ™ 0157, IPIA
by (A-4) and {I0) < C(n, s)6°*F/ms=sk/™ < C(n,s).

Combine (413) and ([£14), we have

‘VmF(,’L’)‘S 1/m . (‘vke(x) ®le(x)|s>1/m -
( F(x)s—m ) SC( ) )k—gz:m H(x)s_mP(x)S—m SC( N )

(4.14)

Since (£I3) holds for all z € @ and 1 < m < s, conclusion (C) follows.
We turn to conclusion (D).
For z,y € Q and k,l with k +1=m = [s],

‘Vkﬁ(x) ® VIP(z) — VFO(y) ® vlp(y)( <

(4.15) k 1 1 k k 1
\v 0(z) ® (V'P(z) — V P(y))( + ((v 0(z) — V*0(y)) ® VI P(y)| = A, + A,

Thanks to (49) and (6-4), we have

A1 < C(n, )|V oo (@ IV Pll oo (@) |2 — 9
(4.16) < C(n,s)d kg7t |z — o
<C(n,s)|le—y| ™.

Similarly,
Az < C(n,)[|V*10]| Lo | = yl IV Pl ()
(4.17) < C(n,s)6~EH§E =z — y
<C(n,s) |z —y| ™.

It follows from (@I3), [EI5)-(@I7) that
”F”c's(Rn) < C(n,s).
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Finally, using the assumption that |V P(zg)| <1 for 0 < m < s, we can apply (£9) and (6-4)
to estimate (AI3) to obtain

IV"F(x)] < C(n,s) forall z € Q and 0 < m < s.

Conclusion (D) follows.

4.3 Whitney Extension Theorem for finite sets

Let E C R" be a finite set. A finite Whitney decomposition of R™ with respect to E is a collection
of dyadic cubes Ag defined by

Ap = U Ag where Ag :=
QGZ"

{{Q} if #£#(EN3Q) <1
U{Ag: (@)T =Q} otherwise .

Given Q, Q" € Ag, we say that @ touches Q' if their closures have nonempty intersection. The
cubes in A satisfy a nice geometric property:

(4.18) 1/26¢ < 6¢r < 28 whenever @ touches Q'
As a consequence,
(4.19) #{Q € Ap:1.1Q >z} <2" for all z € R".

For each QQ € Ag, we set
pq(r) == o (2(x — cq)/(1.16q))
with ¢g as in (£2]). Then

supp pg = 1.1Q,

V%Q(:L«)\ < 65" Cn, k), and pqll £y < 85° - Cln,s) for 0 < k < s.

We define

P11Q(%)
Oo(z) == .
N > 0erp P11Q(T)
The denominator is a finite sum, thanks to (19). {fg : @ € Ag} has the following properties.

(POU-1) 0<8g <1, and Y ey 0 =1;

(POU-2) suppfg C 1.1Q for each Q € Ap, so each z € R" lies in the support of at most 2"
partition functions;

(POU-3) [V™lg| < 65™ - C(n,s) for 1 <m < s;
(POU-A) [dg] 5oy < 5 Ol ).
For each @ € Ag, we define a map 7 as follows.

e Suppose I N 3Q # @, we pick zg € £ N 3Q and set T := T,
We set P = Py,

o» With T, as in Lemma FT1

12



e Suppose EN3Q = @ and dg < 1. Then EN3Q" # @. We fix any g € EN3Q" and set
Tq := Tzg, With Ty, as in Lemma BTl We set Py = Py,

e Suppose EN3Q = & and dg = 1. We set Tg := the zero map. We set Py = 0.
Define Tg : JF*(E) — F*(R™) by

(4.20) Te[Pl(z) = Y 0o(x) - TaqPol(@).
QeAE

Theorem 4.2. Let E C R" be a finite set. The map Tg : TF*(E) — F*(R") defined in (£20)
satisfies the following properties.

(A) TgoTg|P] = P for all P e JF(E),
(B) | Te[P]llcs®n) < C(n,s)| Pl 7cs(r), and
(C) | TElP]] o @ny < C(n, )| Pllyrs(m), and hence, | Te[P)||Fs@ny < C(n, )| Pllyrs ).

Proof. Let F := Tg[P) and let Fg = T Pgl for Q € Ap.

Since F' is defined to be the convex combination of nonnegative functions, we have ' > 0.

Conclusion (A) follows from Lemma ELI(A) and the fact that > oy, 0o = 1.

Conclusion (B) is almost identical to the proof of the classical Whitney Extension Theorem for
C*(R™) |22]. The first minor difference is that we use a finite cutoff of the Whitney decomposition.
Secondly, we glue together F instead of Py 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

Ml = ”ﬁ”]Cs(E) and M2 = |’ﬁ“JFS(E)
For 1 <m < s,z € R", Q(z) € Ag containing z, the product rule yields

(421) V') = 3 Go@ V@) + S 3 Clk1)VMg(x) @ VH(F — Fogw) ().
QEAE Q touches Q(x) k—]i;l>:1m

Note that in ([@2]), every sum has bounded number of summands, thanks to (POU-2) and (£I9).
We will repeatedly use this fact without further referencing it.

Using (@.21)), we see that to estimate ||F|| ., it suffices to estimate the following two types of
terms:

[ 10g(@) V™ Fg(x)[*\ /™ [ [VFOg(2) © V! (Fg — Fou) (@) \ ™"
A m = ( F(m)s_m ) and Ak,l = < F(a:)s—m ) )

)

with the understanding that @ touches Q(z) and k + 1 = m.
For the first type, we have

V" Eg ()]

1/m
S ||F || s (R™ S M2-
Fola) ) 0ll ey

(4.22) Agm < Og(x)¥™ (

13



For the analysis of Ay, first we estimate |VI(FQ — FQ(x))(a:)|. By the triangle inequality,
(4.23) |V!(Fg = Fo)(@)| < |V!(Fo = P)(@)| + |V (Fou) — Pow)@)| + [V!(Pq = Pow) (@)
Thanks to Lemma [.T[(B) and Taylor’s theorem, we have
o ‘vl(FQ - PQ)(x)( < |z —2q""- C(n, 8)|| Folles@zny < 6°"- C(n,s)My, and

’ s—l s—
V! (Fo@) — Pow)@)| < |o = 2| - Cln,9)|Fg@)lles @y < 87 Cln, 5) My

Recall that zg € EN3Q™" for every @ € Ag. Thanks to (£I8) and Taylor’s theorem, we have

(4.25) ‘VZ(PQ — PQ(x))(x)‘ < zg - $Q(x)|8_l -C(n,s)M; <671 C(n,s)M;.
Combining ([£23)—-(Z.25) above, we have
(4.26) ‘vl(FQ - FQ(x))(a;)‘ < 571 C(n, 5) M.

We then consider two cases.
Case I: F(z) > 6§° - My. Thanks to (£26]) and (POU-3), we have
(4.27) Ay < (574266 Dsg=6=mN ™ O 5 (My + M) = C(n, 5)(My + Ma).
Case II: F(x) < 6®°- My This implies that
(4.28) Fo(z) < 6% My for every Q € Ap with 1.1Q > «.
Since HFQHF-S(R”) < C(n,s)My by Lemma 1] we see that
(vlFQ(x)( < 5. C(n, s) M.

Therefore,

(‘%m ® sz@<w>|s>l/m < (W%m z szQ(m)r)l/m

F(z)s—m 05 " Fo(x)sm
Vk0g ()| [V Fo(a)” )™
(4.29) < C(n,s) <0Q($)IFQ( ) Oo(x)—™ Fo(z)
[E28) and (POU-3) < C(n, )8 ()™ Fo (@)™ 607y, 1 Fol £fg..

< 5k/m5—k/m . C(n, s)Mg = C(na 5)M2‘

Since @ touches Q(z), |V*0g(z)| < C(n, 5)00(x)- By a similar argument as in ([.29), we have

(4.30) ( [VEg(x) © V' g (2)]°

1/m
Flzym ) < C(n,s)Ms.
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Combining ([@29) and ([30), we can conclude that
(4.31) AkJ < C(TL, S)Mg.
Thanks to ({22)), ({27), and (3T)), we have

<W>l/m <Cln.s) ) (‘HQ(x)VmFQ<x>\S>1/m

F(x)s—m e F(x)s—m
VEog(z) ® V(Fg — Fow)(@)|"\ "
4.392 ‘ Q Q Q(z)
( ) + C(’I’L, S) Z ( F(x)s—m
Q touches Q(z)
k+l=m
k>1
< C(n,s)Ms.
Since ([@32)) holds for all x € R” and 0 < m < s, we see that conclusion (C) follows. This concludes
the proof of Theorem O

4.4 Whitney Extension Theorem for arbitrary closed sets

For this section, all the dyadic cubes are assumed to be closed.
Let £ C R™ be a closed set (not necessarily finite). Let A% be the classical Whitney decompo-
sition of R™ \ E defined by

A = U Agy where Ag =
QGZ"

{Q} if EN3Q =2
U {Ag’, (@t = Q} otherwise .

As before,
1/26g < ¢ < 20 whenever Q, Q" € AF touch each other.

Thus, cubes in A% have bounded overlap, and the partition of unity {fg : @ € A%} adapted to AY
satisfies (POU-1)-(POU-4).
For each Q € AY, we pick g € E (not necessarily unique) such that

dist(zq, £) = dist(E, Q).
For P = (P,)yer € JF*(E) We define

. B Py (z) fxe b
(4.33) Te[P(z) = {ZQGA%" 00 () Tog[Pugl(x)  if 2 € R™\ E.

Theorem 4.3. Let E C R" be a closed set. The map Tg : JF*(E) — F*(R™) defined in (£33)
satisfies the following properties.

(A) TgoTg|P) = P for all P e JF(E),
(B) | TalPlles@n) < C(n, )| Pllyes(z), and
(C) I TalPl o@ny < Cn, )| Pllyremy, and thus, | Te[Pl|lFs@n) < C(n,5)|[P|| 775z -
The proof of Theorem [£.3] uses similar quantitative estimates as in Theorem along with a

convergence argument. The details can be found in [5,132,[37].
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5 Finiteness Principles

5.1 Shape Fields

Definition 5.1. Let £ C R” be a finite set. For each x € F and M > 0, let I'g(z, M) C P be a
(possibly empty) convex set. We say (I'o(z, M))er,MZO is a shape field if

To(z, M) C To(x, M) for all z € E and 0 < M < M’ < oo.

Let Ag,d0 > 0. We say (Uo(z, M)) e ar>o 18 (Ao, do)-Whitney convex if given

e )€ (0,50], o € E, M >0,
o P, Py e Ty(xg, M) with [V™(P; — Po)(z0)] < M&*™™ for all 0 < m < s,
e Q1,Q2 € P with 7,,,(Q7 + Q%) =1 and |[V™Q,(z0)| <5 ™ for j = 1,2, 0 <m < s,

we have

P = jxo (Q%Pl + Q%Pg) S Po(x(), AQM).

By adapting the proof of the Finiteness Principle for shape fields from [I8[19] (see also [10,12])
to C®, we obtain the following result.

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

Let E C R™ be a finite set. Let (T'o(x, M))zer,m>0 be a (Ao, dy)- Whitney convex shape field. Let
Qo C R" be a cube with g, < do. Let xg € ENHQy and My > 0 be given. Suppose for every S C E
with #S < k, there exists a Whitney field P= (Py)zes such that P, € To(x, M) for all x € S, and
||ﬁ||jé$(s) < My. Then there exist Py € I'g(xo, My) and Fy € C*(Qo) such that

(A) JoFy € To(z,C(n,s, Ag)Mp) for all EN Qo,
(B) [V™(Fo — Po)(x)| < 96, - C(n, s, Ag) Mo for all z € Qo and 0 < m < s, and in particular,
(C) |V Fy(z)| < C(n,s, Ag)M for all x € Qo and m = |s].

Let E C R" be a finite set and let f : E — [0,00). For each z € E and M > 0, we define
(5.1) I¢(x,M)={Pel'(z,M): P(x)= f(x)}.

Lemma 5.1. Let E C R" be a finite set and let f : E — [0,00). Then (I'¢(x,M))zcp,m>0 is a
(C,1)-Whitney convex shape field for some C = C(n,s).

Proof. Tt is clear that I'y (x, M) is convex and I'¢(z, M) C I'y(z, M") whenever M’ > M. It remains
to establish (C,1)-Whitney convexity.

Let 0 < <1, and let xy € E. Suppose we are given P, P» € I'¢(xg, M) for some zo € E and
M > 0 satisfying

(5.2) V™ (Py — Py)(zo)| < Mo*™™ for all 0 <m < s.
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Suppose we are also given ()1, Q2 € P such that
(5.3) IV"Qj(z)] <6 ™ forall0 <m < sand j=1,2,

and moreover,

(5.4) Tey (QT+Q3) = 1.
We set
(5.5) P =Ty (QiP1+ Q3P)

and we would like to show that P € I't(xq,C(n,s)M). In particular, we need to show that

(5.6) P(xo) = f(zo0),
(5.7) oA V™ P(z9)| < C(n,s)M, and
(5.8) omax (%) < C(n,s)M.

Note that (5.7) follows immediately from (5.4]), (5.5]), and the assumption that Py, P» € T'f(xq, M).
Let Tz, be as in Lemma B.1] and we set Fj := T, [P;] for j = 1,2. Then

(5.9) Fy € F*(R™), |Fjl|psmny < C(n,8)M, and J, Fj = P; for j =1,2.

Thanks to (5.4]), we may assume (interchanging @; and Q3 if necessary)

>1
_\/5‘

For sufficiently small ¢ = ¢o(n, s) (using a similar argument as in Lemma B.1I(A)), (53] and (G10)
yields

(5.10) Q1(z0)

(5.11) Qi(z) > 1—10 for z € Q(xo, cpd),

T

a cube with center zp and dg = ¢pd. Fix ¢ as in (5.11]). Let x(z) := ¢o(
Then

—5>) with ¢ as in ([@.3).

(5.12)  0<x<1,suppx C Q(xo,c0d), Tuox =1, and |[V™x| < C(n,z)é" ™ for 0 < m < s.

Define 1 := x- Q1+ (1—x) and @2 = x-Q2, and 0; := \/C;Z—wz. Then 61 and 05 enjoy the following
1 2

properties.
(0-1) 6; € C*(R™) and |[V™0;| < C(n,s)o ™ for j =1,2 and 0 < m < s;
(0-2) 62 + 602 =1 on R™, and supp 6> C Q(wo, cod);

(0-3) Tzob; = Qj for j =1,2.
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We define a nonnegative function F' € C*(R™) by
(5.13) F:=03F +03F, = Fy + 03(F, — ).

We want to show that F' € F*(R") with |[F[|zsgn) < C(n,s)M, F(xo) = f(v0), and Ty F = P.
Note that the latter two are clear from construction, so it suffices to estimate ||F|| zsgn).
To simplify notation, we write
g9:=163
. 2.

Thanks to (5.5]), we have Jy,(Fy — F1) = P, — P;. In view of (5.2]),
(5.14) |V (Fy — F1)(xo)| < 6°™ - C(n,s)M for every 0 < m < s.
In view of (6-1), we see that
(5.15) V™ (g(F2 — F1)) (zo)| < 6°7™ - C(n,s)M for every 0 < m < s.

The estimate (5.7) follows from (5.13), (5.15]), and the assumption that § < 1.
Next, we show (B.8]).
Suppose P(xg) = F(zg) > 0°M. Differentiating (5.13]), we see that, for 0 < m < s,

(5.16)  V™P(x) = V" F(xg) = V" Fi(zo) + Y C(k,1)VFg(we) @ VI(Fy — F1)(x0).
k+l=m,k>1

In view of Lemma [A1] (6-1), (514), and (5I6l), we see that

(\VmP(wo)\s
P(wo)s—m

Suppose F(xg) < 6°M. Then Fj(x¢) < 6°M for j = 1,2. Thanks to Lemma I and (6-1), we
have

1/m

1/m
) < ||Fy| ey + (67726076 mm) L O (n, )M < C(n, 5)M.

<|Vk9($0) ® vlwo)F)”m

e[ ()| |V1Fj($0)|s>l/m
g($0)(s—m)}7’j(x0)s—m

<C(n,s z0) F;(

=cns) (9( VB g E (o)
m m k/m l/m

< C(n,)g(w0)!™ Ey (x0) ™ g5 131 F

< §F/mE=kIm . C(n, s)M = C(n,s)M.

In view of the identity (513 and (EI7), we see that (58] holds.

(5.17)

5.2 Proof of Theorem [1.3|

First, we prove the finite-set version of Theorem Recall that, given S C R™ and f : S — [0, 00),
11l 7s(sy := inf {|F|| zsmn) : F € F*(R") and F = f on S} .

Theorem 5.2 (Finiteness Principle for F*, finite set version). There ewist constants k* = k¥(n, s)
and C* = C*¥(n, s) such that the following holds. Given any finite subset E C R™ and f : E — [0, 00),

5.18 ma; o < ; <ct. ma: .
(5.18) s, [fll7ss) < N fllrsm) < o BB 117 s)
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Proof. The first inequality is immediate. We shall prove the second. We shall prove the case when
E C 0.5Q¢ where dg, = 1. The general case follows immediately if we apply a partition of unity
adapted to a tiling of R™ by unit cubes. Set

My:=2 max |[f|lFss) < oo
SCE,#S<kt

It suffices to exhibit a function F' € F*(R") with F' = f on E and ||F'|| s gny < C(n, s)Mo.
Recall from (B)) that
I'¢(x,M)={Pel(x,M): P(x) = f(x)} for each x € E.
By the definition of || f||Fs(s), given any S C E with #5 < k%, there exists Fg € F*(R™) such
that Fig = f on S and || Fsl|zsrn)y < Mo. Let Pg := JgFg = (J:Fs)zes- By Taylor’s theorem [A.T],
JuFs € T'g(x, My) for each € S and HﬁS”JP(S) < C(n,s)Mjy.

Therefore, our present hypothesis supplies the Whitney field ﬁg required in the hypothesis of Theo-
rem [5.Jl Hence, rescaling Lemma [5.1]and applying Theorem [5.I], we obtain Py € I'¢(xg, C(n, s) M)
and Fy € C*(Qo) such that

(5.19) JoFo € T¢(x,C(n,s)My) for all x € E, and

(5.20) [V™(F = Po)llzoe (o) < C(n,s)M for 0 <m < s.

In view of the definitions of I' and I'y in (4.3]) and (5.1I), we see that
(5.21) [ Folles (o) < C(n, 8)Mp for 0 <m < s.

Note that Fjy need not be in F*, but we will only use the jets of Fp.
Let Tg be as in Theorem We define

(5.22) F = Tgo JgFy.

Thanks to Taylor’s theorem, Theorem A2, (5.19)), and (52I)) we see that F' € F*(R"), J.F =
JoFo € Ty(x,C(n,s)M) for every x € E, and ||F'[| zsgny < C(n,s)Mo. In particular, F(z) = f()
for every x € E. Therefore, | f|| sz < C(n,s)Mo. O

Next, we use a compactness argument to pass from finite £ C R" to arbitrary £ C R™.

Proof of Theorem[I.3. Without loss of generality, we may assume that E C %Qo with dg, = 1.

It suffices to show the second inequality in (LI). Set Mo :=2  sup  |[/f]|zss). It suffices to
SCE, #S<kt
exhibit a function F' € F*(R") with F' = f on E and ||F||zsgn) < C(n,s) M.
By Ascoli’s theorem,

B:={F € F Qo) : |Fllrs(q, < C(n,s)Mo}

is compact in the non-Hélder C'L5) (Qp) norm topology . For each finite Fy C E, Theorem tells
us that there exists Fg, € B such that Fg, = f on Ey. Consequently, there exists F' € B such that
F=fonkE.

O

lgiven by 1F e gy = [ax seug V™ F (z)|
SM<SzeQo
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A Proof of Theorem [I.1]

Given a multi-index o = (a1, -+ , ) € Nj, let II(cr) denotes all the possible partition of «;, i.e.,

k
M(a) =7 ={f1, -+, B} : k€N, B; € Ny for all j, and Zﬂj:a
j=1

Theorem A.1 (Multivariate Faa di Bruno’s Formula, [24]). Let I C R™ be an interval. Let h: I —
R and F : R™ — I be sufficiently smooth. Then

(A.1) *(hoF)= > (h™oF). T o°F.
mell(a) pew
Here, || is the cardinality of = and h\*®) is the k-th derivative of h.

We are mainly interested in Theorem [AT] for case h(t) = t" for some 7 € (0,1). Thus, h(*) =
C(k,r)t"=* for some C(k,r) # 0.

Lemma A.1. Givenr € (0,1), s >0, Q C R" convex, F € F*(Q), and x,y € Q, we have
(A.2) [IVTF"(x)| < C(n,r, s)HFHm/S F(z)"™™™* for all0 < m < s,
and

(1F g + 1F N £00)

(A.3) VIE (@) = VRIFT(y)] < On o) ee = iy

o=yl

Moreover, if F' > € > 0, then
(A.4) 1" |75 () < Cln, 7, 8)e I F || 7o
Proof. We adapt the proof of Lemma 2 in [35] to the combinatorial form of the multivariate Faa di
Bruno’s formula.
If 0 < s <1, then (A2) is trivial and (A3)) follows from the mean value theorem. From now
on, we assume s > 1, and we set
= s
)

J.
Without loss of generality, we may assume F( < F(z) and [[Fjge + ||F| e = 1.

First of all, by the definition of || F[| 2.,

[[°F@)| <[] F

Bem per

Applying Faa di Bruno’s Formula (A1) and (A.5)), we see that

(A.5) F(x )|n|—%_

(A.6) 0°F" ()| < Cn,r,s) Y Fla) " F( V=22 < O ) Fla) 2
mell(w)
We see that ([A.2)) follows from (AL).

For the rest of the proof, we fix an arbitrary multi-index a with || = mg and a partition 7 of
a. Note that the following arguments hold for & with |&| < mg after suitable simplification.
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Case I: suppose |z — y| < coF(z)"/* with ¢y as in Lemma B with € = 1/2.
Thus, F(y)/2 < F(z) < 3F(y)/2, which we will use freely throughout rest of the proof.
By the triangle inequality,

F(z) M [ 0°F(z) = Fy) ™ [T 0°F(y)

gen pem
(A.7)
<|(F) ™ = Py =) T] 0°F(@)| + |Fy) " | T][0°F(2) - [[ 9°F(v)
Bem pem per
=: M1 + Ms.
Let u = ﬁ By the mean value theorem applied to F' along the u-direction, there exists a

point § = £, 4 o on the open segment connecting x and y such that

s—my 1—(s—m
= [Pay-tl = py |

[Py = Fy

1—(s—mo)

e (L Gl A ST N O U A
< Clnyr,s) [F(y)| 7 THTmO g — g
In light of (A.5) and (A.8), we see that
(A.9) My < C(n,r,s)F(y)" " o —y|*™.
Using a similar argument as in (A.8]), we see that for |3] < mg—1

—(s—mo)

PF@) - O F(y)| < [V Pl o |07 F (@) - 0P F ()|

(A.10) < Clnyr,s) [F(E)] 5 7m0 | F(y)| = Omsth) | yjs=mo
mg—|8]

<C(n,r,8)[F(y)| = |z =yl ™.

For |3| = my, since F' € C*, we have

mg—|B|

(A.11) O°F(x) = 0°F(y)| < |Fllg. |z =yl < |z —y|" ™ = |[F(y)| = |z —y|"™.

Now we estimate Ms.
Temporarily fix 8 € 7, z,y € Q. We define two arrays (2, g)yer and (wy,g)yer with the following
properties:

e 235 =x and wgg = y;

e Lither 23, = wg, =z for all v # B or 23, = wg,, =y for all 7 # 3.
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Using (A.10) and (A.11)), we have

)il H OF(25,) — H O F(wgs )
YET yew™
=P [T 107 (sl |07 F(2) - 9P F(y)
(A.12) VEmN#B
< C(n,7,5)F(y)" ( [T Fesn) SW>F<y>““s“’"°) & — y|*~mo
YETY#EB

< C(n,r,s)F(y)" o —y[T™.

In the last step, we used the fact that >
inequality and using (A.12)), we have

verYV = |al = mo. By repeatedly applying triangle

(A13) My < F(y) "y
BeT

[[107F(z5,) = [] 9°F(ws,)| < Cln,r,8)Fly) " o —y[*™ .

yemw yemw

In light of Faa di Bruno’s Formula (A.T]), estimates (A.7)), (A.9), and (A.13), we see that (A.3) holds
in the case |z —y| < c(n, s)F(z)'/*.

Case II: suppose |z —y| > coF(x)"/* with ¢g as in Lemma 3.1 with ¢ = 1/2. Equivalently,
F(x) < C(n,s) |z —yl*.
Since F(y) < F(z) < C(n,s) |z —y|°, (A6) implies

|0°F(x) — 9°F(y)| < C(n,r,s) (F(:E)T’_mo/s + F(y)r_mo/s)

1 —m S
(A.14) < C(n,r, S)W (:17)(8 0)/
1
<C(n,r,8)——— |z —y|[*~™.
= Clmr) gy vl

We see that (A.3) follows from (A1) in the case |z —y| > c(n, s)F(z)'/*.
Thus, we have shown (A3)) for arbitrary =,y € Q.
Finally, we turn to (A4). Suppose F' > € > 0 on . It follows from (A-3]) and (A2) that

(A.15) I les < C(n, 7, s)e" | F |l 7

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

(A.16) V7 E" (@)] < Clnry )| F 5 F ()= (F(a) /)
= Cn,r,5) (|F s /7)™ (F())
In light of (A.15) and (A1), we see that (A.4) holds. -
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Proof of Theorem [ 1. By rescaling, we may assume that ||F||zs = 1.
Thanks to (A.2)), we see that

(A.17) max sup |V"F"(z)] < C(n,r,s) and ||[F"|| .. < C(n,r,s).
0<m<|sr] ze

It remains to show that
(A.18) 1F7 lgoriqy < Clno,5).

We write
sr=mg+ o with mg = |sr] € Z and o € (0,1].

Let x,y € 2. Let £, , be the line segment connecting z and y. Set
Armg(2,y) = [V (2) = VO (y)] .
Thanks to (A.2), we have
(A.19) |V FT ()| < C(n,r,s)F(x) ~m0/5,

Suppose |z — y| > ¢o max {F(z), F(y)}"/* with ¢y as in Lemma B with ¢ = 1/2. We use (A.19)
to obtain

(A.20) Apmo(,y) < C(n,r,8) max {F(x), F(y)}"~"* < C(n,r,s) |z — y|”.
Suppose |x — y| < co max {F(z), F(y)}'/*. We sece from Lemma 3] that

(A.21) F(z)/2 < F(§) < 2F(z) for all € € B(z, |z — y)).
Suppose mg < |s|. Thanks to (A.2)), (A.2I)), and the mean value theorem,

(A.22) Bemo(w,9) < sup [V ET©)]ly = ol < Clnr )F )y .
z,yY

By writing Ay g (2, 9) = Armg (2, 9) 77 Ao (2,9)7, we can use (AI9) and (A22) to bound the
first and second factor, respectively, to obtain A, . (z,y) < C(n,r,s) |z —y|°.
On the other hand, suppose my = |s]. Let

g

f =

s—mo

By writing Ay e (7,9) = A (2, 9) 70 A g (7, 9)?, we can use (A.I9) to bound the first factor
and (A3)) to bound the second to obtain A, ,,,,(z,y) < C(n,7,s) |z —y|°.
Therefore, we have shown (A.18). This concludes the proof of Theorem [L11

23



References

(1]

2]

3]

4]

[5]

[6]

7]

8]

19]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]
[15]

[16]

Edward Bierstone and Pierre D. Milman. ¥™-norms on finite sets and €™ -extension criteria.

Duke Math. J., 137(1):1-18, 2007.

Edward Bierstone, Pierre D. Milman, and Wiestaw Pawlucki. Higher-order tangents and fef-
ferman’s paper on Whitney’s extension problem. Ann. of Math. (2), 164(1):361-370, 2006.

Jean-Michel Bony, Ferruccio Colombini, and Ludovico Pernazza. Nonnegative functions as
squares or sums of squares. J. Funct. Anal., 232(1):137-147, 2006.

Jean-Michel Bony, Ferruccio Colombini, and Ludovico Pernazza. On square roots of class C™
of nonnegative functions of one variable. Ann. Sc. norm. super. Pisa - Cl. sci. Serie V, 3, 09
2010.

Alexander Brudnyi and Yuri Brudnyi. Methods of Geometric Analysis in Extension and Trace
Problems, volume 102 of Monographs in Mathematics. Birkhduser, 2010.

Yuri Brudnyi and Pavel Shvartsman. Generalizations of Whitney’s extension theorem. Internat.
Math. Res. Notices, 3(129), 1994.

Yuri Brudnyi and Pavel Shvartsman. The traces of differentiable functions to subsets of R™. In
Linear and complex analysis. Problem book 3, volume 1574 of Lecture Notes in Mathematics,
pages 279-281. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1994.

Yuri Brudnyi and Pavel Shvartsman. The trace of jet space J¥A“ to an arbitrary closed subset
of R". Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 350(4):1519-1553, 1998.

Yuri Brudnyi and Pavel Shvartsman. Whitney’s extension problem for multivariate C1-
functions. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 353(6):2487-2512 (electronic), 2001.

Charles Fefferman. A generalized sharp Whitney theorem for jets. Rev. Mat. Iberoam.,
21(2):577-688, 2005.

Charles Fefferman. Interpolation and extrapolation of smooth functions by linear operators.
Rev. Mat. Iberoam., 21(1):313-348, 2005.

Charles Fefferman. A sharp form of Whitney’s extension theorem. Ann. of Math. (2),
161(1):509-577, 2005.

Charles Fefferman. Whitney’s extension problem for C™. Ann. of Math. (2), 164(1):313-3509,
2006.

Charles Fefferman. C™ extension by linear operators. Ann. of Math. (2), 166(2):779-835, 2007.

Charles Fefferman. Fitting a C™-smooth function to data III. Ann. of Math. (2), 170(1):427—
441, 2009.

Charles Fefferman. Whitney’s extension problems and interpolation of data. Bull. Amer. Math.
Soc. (N.S.), 46(2):207-220, 2009.

24



[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

22]

23]

[24]
[25]

[26]

[27]

28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

[34]

Charles Fefferman and Arie Israel. Fitting Smooth Functions to Data. CBMS Regional Con-
ference Series in Mathematics. American Mathematical Society, 2020.

Charles Fefferman, Arie Israel, and Garving K. Luli. Finiteness principles for smooth selections.
Geom. Funct. Anal., 26(2):422-477, 2016.

Charles Fefferman, Arie Israel, and Garving K. Luli. Interpolation of data by smooth non-
negative functions. Rev. Mat. Iberoam., 33(1):305—324, 2016.

Charles Fefferman, Fushuai Jiang, and Garving K. Luli. C? interpolation with range restriction.
Rev. Mat. Iberoam., 39(2):649-710, 2023.

Charles Fefferman, Garving K. Luli, and Arie Israel. Sobolev extension by linear operators.
Journal A.M.S., 27(1):69-145, 2013.

Georges Glaeser. Etude de quelques algébres tayloriennes. J. Analyse Math., 6:1-124, 1958.

Georges Glaeser. Racine carrée d’une fonction différentiable. Annales de I’Institut Fourier,
13(2):203-210, 1963.

Michael Hardy. Combinatorics of partial derivatives. FElectron. J. Comb, 13, 2006.

Arie Israel. A bounded linear extension operator for L?P(R2). Ann. of Math., 178(1):183-230,
2013.

Fushuai Jiang, Chen Liang, Yutong Liang, and Garving K. Luli. Univariate range-restricted
C? interpolation algorithms. J. Comput. and Appl. Math., 425:115040, 2023.

Fushuai Jiang and Garving K. Luli. C?(R?) nonnegative interpolation by bounded-depth op-
erators. Adv. Math., 375:107391, 2020.

Fushuai Jiang and Garving K. Luli. Nonnegative C2?(R?) interpolation. Adv. Math., 375:107364,
2020.

Fushuai Jiang and Garving K. Luli. Algorithms for nonnegative C?(R?) interpolation. Adw.
Math., 385:107756, 2021.

Fushuai Jiang, Garving K. Luli, and Kevin O’Neill. On the shape fields finiteness principle.
Int. Mat. Res. Not., 2022(23):18895-18918, 2021.

Fushuai Jiang, Garving K. Luli, and Kevin O’Neill. Smooth selection for infinite sets. Adv.
Math., 407:108566, 2022.

Elias M. Stein. Singular Integrals and Differentiability Properties of Functions, volume 2 of
Monographs in harmonic analysis. Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 1970.

Michael Nussbaum. Asymptotic equivalence of density estimation and Gaussian white noise.

Ann. Stat., 24(6):2399 — 2430, 1996.

Kolyan Ray and Johannes Schmidt-Hieber. Minimax theory for a class of nonlinear statistical
inverse problems. Inverse Probl., 32(6):065003, 2016.

25



[35] Kolyan Ray and Johannes Schmidt-Hieber. A regularity class for the roots of nonnegative
functions. Annali di Matematica, 196:2091-2103, 2017.

[36] Pavel Shvartsman. The Whitney extension problem and Lipschitz selections of set-valued
mappings in jet-spaces. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 360(10):5529-5550, 2008.

[37] Hassler Whitney. Analytic extensions of differentiable functions defined in closed sets. Trans.
Amer. Math. Soc., 36(1):63-89, 1934.

[38] Hassler Whitney. Differentiable functions defined in closed sets. I. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.,
36(2):369-387, 1934.

[39] Hassler Whitney. Functions differentiable on the boundaries of regions. Ann. of Math. (2),
35(3):482-485, 1934.

[40] Nahum Zobin. Whitney’s problem on extendability of functions and an intrinsic metric. Adv.

Math., 133(1):96-132, 1998.

[41] Nahum Zobin. Extension of smooth functions from finitely connected planar domains. J. Geom.

Anal., 9(3):489-509, 1999.

26



	Introduction
	Definitions and notations
	Basic results on the flat norm
	Whitney jets
	A model bump function
	Extension of a single jet
	Whitney Extension Theorem for finite sets
	Whitney Extension Theorem for arbitrary closed sets

	Finiteness Principles
	Shape Fields
	Proof of Theorem 1.3

	Proof of Theorem 1.1

