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SINGULAR EXTENSION OF CRITICAL SOBOLEV MAPPINGS
UNDER AN EXPONENTIAL WEAK-TYPE ESTIMATE

BOHDAN BULANYI AND JEAN VAN SCHAFTINGEN

ABSTRACT. Given m € N\ {0} and a compact Riemannian manifold N, we con-
struct for every map wu in the critical Sobolev space Wm/(mﬂ)’mH(Sm,N), a map
U : B™! — A whose trace is u and which satisfies an exponential weak-type Sobolev
estimate. The result and its proof carry on to the extension to a half-space of maps
on its boundary hyperplane and to the extension to the hyperbolic space of maps on
its boundary sphere at infinity.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The classical trace theory in Sobolev spaces [8] states that for every m € N\ {0}
and p € (1,00), there is a well-defined surjective trace operator trgm : WHP(BT"*1 R) —
W1-1/pp(S™ R) that coincides with the restriction on the subsets of continuous func-
tions, where the first-order Sobolev space on the unit ball BTH C R™*! is defined
as

Wit (BTH,R) = {U : IB%’I”+1 — R | U is weakly differentiable and /

m+
]Bl

1\DU\”<oo}
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and the fractional Sobolev space W*P(S™ R) on the unit sphere S™ := 818371”“ is defined
for s € (0,1) as

_ p
(1) W*P(S™ R) = {u : S™ — R | u is measurable and / Ju(w) = uly)l” drdy < oo}

o -y

Sm xSm

Moreover, the trace operator trsm has a continuous linear right inverse through a suitable
linear operator, so that, in particular, for every function v € W11/ PP(S™ R) there exists
a function U € I/I/LJ”(IB%’”Jrl R) such that trgm U = u and

[u(z) — u@)
(2) /}Bm+l|DU|p<C// P ’mﬂ) T dzdy,

where the constant C' € (0,00) in (2)) depends only on m and p.

Given a compact Riemannian manifold N, which we can assume without loss of
generality to be linearly embedded into R” by Nash’s isometric embedding theorem [14],
we can consider the Sobolev spaces of mappings

WLPB T N) = {U € WHP(BTT RY) | U € N almost everywhere in B}

and
WP(S™ N) = {u € WP(S™,R") | u € N almost everywhere in S"}.

Although it follows immediately from the classical trace theory that the trace operator
is well defined and continuous from WhP(BT N) to W=1/PP(S™ N), the proof of
the surjectivity fails to extend to this case: one can just prove that every mapping in
W1=1/pP(S™ N) can be extended to a function in WP (BT R¥); since the extension is
constructed by averaging, there is no hope that the extension would satisfy the nonlinear
manifold constraint in general.

In the case of subcritical dimension m < p — 1, maps in the nonlinear Sobolev spaces
Wi=1/pp(§™ N) and WP(BT! A) can be assumed to be continuous by the Sobolev—
Morrey embedding; it turns out that all maps in Wl_l/p’p(Sm,N) are traces of maps
in WhP(BT ! A) if and only if all continuous maps from S™ to A are restrictions of
continuous mappings, or equivalently, if and only if the m'™" homotopy group m,(N) is
trivial: 7, (N) ~ {0} |2, Th. 1]. For the critical dimension m = p — 1, one gets similarly
that all mappings in W7/(m+1):m+1(§m Af) are traces of maps in Wh™+1(B7 T A if
and only if 7, (N) ~ {0} [2, Th. 2]; this can be explained by the bounded mean oscilla-
tion property of maps in Wm/ (m“)’m“(Sm,/\/’ ) and the possibility to extend homotopy
and obstruction theories to such maps [6].

The situation is radically different in the supercritical dimension case m > p—1, where
several necessary or sufficient conditions, imposing either finiteness or triviality of some
of the homotopy groups m;(N) for j € {1,...,|p — 1]}, have been proved [I}2}9,13]
and where the complete characterization of manifolds N, for which the trace operator
is surjective, still remains open.

Going back to the case of subcritical or critical dimension m < p — 1, one can wonder
whether an estimate (2)) can still hold for the extension of Sobolev mappings. It has
been proved that every map u € W1=1/PP(S™ Af) has an extension U € W'P(BT N)
with the estimate (2)) when either m = 1 and 7 (N) ~ {0} or m > 2, my(N) is finite
and my(N) =~ -+ ~ m, (V) ~ {0} [9,23]; moreover, if there is an extension satisfying
(@), then the homotopy groups m1(N),...,m,_1)(N) have all to be finite [T,I3]; in the
critical case m = p — 1, the additional condition that 7, (N) ~ {0} is necessary for
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a Sobolev estimate on the extension of continuous mappings that have a continuous
extension [13].

In view of the obstructions to linear Sobolev estimates on the extension of the form
(), one can hope to get some nonlinear estimates instead. In the subcritical dimension
case, a compactness argument [22] Th. 4] shows that given m € N\ {0}, p > m + 1 and
a compact Riemannian manifold A, there exists a function v € C([0,00),[0,00)) such
that v(0) = 0, and every map u € W'=1/PP(S™ ) that has a continuous extension has
an extension U € WHP(BT ! \) satisfying

(3) /BmH!DU!” S’Y( //%dwdy}
! Smxsm

where d is the geodesic distance on .

Because of bubbling phenomena, this estimate (B]) does not go to the endpoint p =
m 4+ 1 when m,(N) % {0}. Indeed, any map in W™/ (m+D:m+l(§m A} is the weak
limit of continuous maps in W™/ (m+1):m+1(§m Af) that can be extended so that a weak
compactness argument would imply that every map in W™/ (m+1)’m+1(Sm,N ) has an
extension W™ (BT Af), which cannot be the case when 7, (N) 2 {0} (see [21]
Prop. 2.8]). In this situation, it has been proved in works by Petrache, Riviére and the
second author that there is still an extension U € Whm+Loo)(BImHL A satisfying a
weak-type Marcinkiewicz—Sobolev estimate [21} 22, Th. 2]: for every t € (0, 0),

@ e (e e BPY | DU )|>t})<7< // AR ana).

The function +, appearing in the estimate () for a general target manifold N/, is
a wild double exponential function [22 discussion after Th. 2]. Petrache and Riviere
get similar estimates with  being a polynomial when m = 2 and A" = S? [21, Th. C]
(thanks to the Hopf fibration) and an exponential of a power when m = 3 and N = §3
[21, Th. B].

In the present work, we construct an extension U that satisfies (), where v can be
taken to be an exponential function.

Theorem 1.1. Let m € N\ {0} and let N be a compact Riemannian manifold. There
exist constants A, B, € (0 00) such that for every u € W™/ (mHDm+1(§m A there
exists a mapping U € VVloc (Bm+1 N) such that trgm U = u and for every t € (0, 00),

(5) "L ({w € BYT [ DU(2)] > 1))

m+1
<Aexp< B//]m e dxdy) // ]w— ’2m dz dy.

z,y)ES™ XS™
d(U(x) u(y)) =6

Moreover, one can take U € C(B"™\ S, N), where the singular set S C B is a finite
set whose cardinality is controlled by the right-hand side of (Hl).

The gap potential of the double integral appearing in the exponential in (B])

(6) // T dedy

(z,y)ES™ xS™
d(u(z),u(y))>d
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first appeared in estimates by Bourgain, Brezis and Mironescu on the topological degree
of maps from a sphere to itself [3, Open problem 2; 4, Th. 1.1;[I7] (see also [20]) and in
estimates on free homotopy decompositions of mappings [23], as well as in estimates on
liftings [I8], Th. 2; 24]; they characterize, in the limit § — 0, first-order Sobolev spaces
[15,16,19] and encompass a property stronger than VMO [5].

Theorem [Tl implies, in particular, the weak-type estimates of [22]. The improvement
of Theorem [[LT] is two-fold: the dependence of the weak-type Sobolev bound on the
extension U is exponential in the Gagliardo energy of u, which is much more reasonable
than the double exponential in [22] and the nonlinear part of the estimate, that is the
exponential, relies on a gap potential (6]) instead of a full fractional Gagliardo energy

// ’2m dx dy.

SmxSm

The latter controls the form by the immediate estimate

// \x—yr%dxdy 5,,// rm—me Sdrdy

(z,y)ES™ XS™
d(u(ﬂﬁ) u(y))>6

We also have a counterpart of Theorem [Tl for the extension on the half-space RT“ =
R™ x (0,00) of mappings defined on the hyperplane R™ ~ R™ x {0}.

Theorem 1.2. Let m € N\ {0} and let N be a compact Riemannian manifold. There
exist constants A, B, € (0,00) such that for every v € W™/ (mT:m+1L(Rm A7) there
exists U € W5 (Rm+1 N) such that trgm U = u and for every t € (0, 00),

(7) "L ({o e RTH | [DU()] > t})

m+1
< Aexp ( // | —dz dy) // ‘2m dx dy.
T —

z,y) ER™ XR™
d(U(x) u(y)) =4

Moreover, one can take U € C(R7"T\ S, N), where the singular set S C R is a finite
set whose cardinality is controlled by the right-hand side of ([T).

Finally, we consider the extension to the hyperbolic space H™! of maps defined on its
boundary sphere S™. Using the Poincaré ball model, the hyperbolic space H™*! is the
ball B]*"!, endowed with the metric g defined for € BT"™! in terms of the Euclidean
metric geue by

_ 4geuc(x)
M= 0

whose boundary S™ is then considered to be the boundary sphere of H™*!. In this
setting, we have a hyperbolic counterpart of Theorem [[LT] and Theorem

Theorem 1.3. Let m € N\ {0} and let N be a compact Riemannian manifold. There
exist constants A, B,6 € (0,00) such that for every u € W™/ (m+hm+l(§m A there
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exists U € VV1OC LB N such that trgm U = u and for every t € (0, 00),

8) H™H({zem™! | DU (z)| > t})

m+1
< tm+1 exp< B//]w dmdy) // ]m— Pm dz dy.

(z,y)ES™ X S™
d(U(w) u(y))>6

Moreover, one can take U € C(H™ 1\ S,N), where the singular set S C H™ is a
finite set whose cardinality is controlled by the right-hand side of (8)).

Although standard conformal transformations between IB%’{“JFI, H™+! and ]RTJFI pre-
serve the fractional Gagliardo energy of the boundary values in the right-hand sides of
@), (@) and (8]), the corresponding gap potentials and the strong-type quantities

/ DU, / DU and / DU
Bgn-ﬁ—l R:{L‘Q‘l Hm+1

corresponding to the weak-type quantities in their left-hand side, the left-hand sides as
such are not conformally invariant so that Theorems [Tl to [[L3] are not equivalent to each
other. In practice, this explains why we have the same construction of U in all three
cases, but three different particular estimates on U.

At the core of the proof of Theorems [[.1] to [[.3]is a refined understanding of functions
in the fractional critical Sobolev space W*P(R™ R”). We start from the elegant and
versatile approach through the vanishing mean oscillation property of critical Sobolev
maps [6]: if sp = m, it follows from Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem and
from the definition in (II) that

9) lim sup ][ ][ lu(y) — u(2)|P dydz = 0.
r0werm JBp (@) JBr (x)

If u € N almost everywhere, then we have

(10) dist (][ y > ]{Bm(x) ]1[@ CCORCIRE

Thus, by (@) and (I0),
(11) lim sup dist(][ u,/\/)p =
" B (x)

—0 TER™
Because of the lack of control on the rate of convergence of the limit in (III), we need to
refine it to get the quantitative results we are looking for.
To give a glimpse of our core quantitative estimate in a simplified setting, let us replace
(II) by the integral inequality

oo dr
| sw f ][ uly) — u(z)? dyd=""
0 zeR™ JB™(z) /B (

- Em,Bm, j/ (/mhb _ZL |pdydz r2m+1

(12) (y,2)ER™ XR™
ly—z|<2r

lu(y) — u(z)
d d
2m£m // ly — |2m B

R™ xR™
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It follows from (I2)) and the Chebyshev inequality that for every A\ € (1, 00) there exists
€ (1, \) such that

p
Z sup dist<][ u,/\/)
kez TER™ Tk ()

—k

1 sup ][ ][ —u(z)[Pdydz
|u u(z)?
—d d
QmEW(Bm)Q ln)\ / ly — z|?™ =
mxR™

If we take now an extension u by averaging on the half-space RTH, (I3) implies that
when its right-hand side is small enough, that is, when

(14) In\ o~ //%dydz,

R™mxR™

there is a family of hyperplanes whose distance to the boundary is in geometric progres-
sion of ratio A on which the extension is close to the manifold. In view of (I4l), the ratio
A is controlled by an exponential of the Gagliardo fractional energy.

In order to actually prove the results, we improve the estimate (IZ) in two directions.
First, instead of considering parallel hyperplanes, we consider a decomposition of cubes
on the boundary of which we control the mean oscillation. Second, we replace the mean
oscillation by a truncated mean oscillation which can be controlled by the gap potential
().

In comparison, the proof in [22] of () relies on the estimate (see [22], Prop. 4.2])

R L=rm [ uly) dr
sup dist( / dy,/\/)—
I RS e e e
lx|=r
S 1 |u(y) — u(z)]
< sup // dydzdr
|, Soer v M o= P~ 2

||—7’
[u(y) " ayd z
( // ry—zr% Y ) ’

with R € (0,1). This allows to find bad balls in the hyperbolic space in the Poincaré
ball models outside of which the hyperharmonic extension to IB%’{’LH is close to the target
manifold and whose radius is controlled by the exponential of the Gagliardo fractional
energy. One cannot perform directly a homogeneous extension on the bad balls because
they could intersect; through a Besicovitch-type covering argument, the construction is
performed on collections of disjoint balls, with a number of collections bounded exponen-
tially; combined with the exponential of the radius appearing in the equivalence between
critical Marcinkiewicz—Sobolev quasinorms, this explains the double exponential appear-
ing in the final estimate. In the present work we avoid this pitfall by working directly
with a decomposition into disjoint cubes.

< C(ln
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2. MEAN OSCILLATION ON A—ADIC SKELETONS

2.1. Truncated mean oscillation. Our analysis will rely on truncated mean oscilla-
tions, which have already been used in estimates on homotopy decompositions [23] and
on liftings over noncompact Riemannian coverings [24].

Definition 2.1. Given u : R™ — N, we define the function MOs,u : RT™ — [0, oc]

for every z = (', 2p11) € RT“ by

(15) MOsute) = f - f () ule) o) dyd

Br (')

If §p, 01 € [0,00), one has
1 1
(16) MOs, pu(x)? < MOs, pu(z)? + (dg — 61)+-

The truncated Gagliardo fractional energy can be written in terms of mean oscillations

5)+ dx
// |y — Z|erSp d dz ~ / MOg,pu( )m

m+1

as

fv: ]RT'H — RY denotes an extension by averaging of u : R™ — R”, that is

(17) V(z) = ! /Rm u(z)gp(gf;;zl) dz = /m w(@' — xmi12)p(2) dz,

m
xm—i—l

with ¢ € C*°(R™,R) such that [z, ¢ = 1 and suppy C BY", then one has for every
z = (2, xmy1) € RTT if w € YV C RY almost everywhere on R™,

(18) dist(V(z),Y)? < C1(MOs pu(z) + 07)
and
Cy
(19) DV ()" < 1(MOzSpU( ) + 6°).
m+

Remark 2.2. Replacing one of the averages in the (I3 by the value of the mapping u,
one gets the sharp truncated mean oscillation MOﬁ pU RmH — [0, 0o] defined for every
L= (m ,merl) Rerl by

(20) MOfju(e) = it (d(uly)u(a)) - 0, dy
it follows immediately by the triangle inequality that

(21) MOs pu(x) < 2PMOF , u(x)

and by Fubini’s theorem that

][ MO§ u(z, i) dz < 2™ MOg yu(a’, 22,,).
Br @)
+1
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2.2. A—adic cubes and skeletons. The domain of the linear extension is the half-space
Rm+1 we will subdivide the latter in A—adic cubes on which we will perform appropriate
constructlons.

Given A € (1,00), we consider for every k € Z the set of cubes of R™

Qe = {TAF(0,1)" +j) | j € 2™}

and the corresponding set of cubes of RmH

Ak (k—1)
)\Tk:_{Q [)\)\1’>\— ]|Q€Q)\Tk}
={rAHO "+ (L (A= D)7Y) [ e 2™
In particular, we have the decompositions

R"= [J @ and R = ] @
QEQX,T,]C QEQ)\ Tk

Moreover, we consider the part of the boundaries of the cubes in QA . that are
parallel to the hyperplane R™ x {0}

)\Tk ={Qx {5} Q€ Qi)

={rAH(0, " < {0} + (G, (A= 1)7Y) | j € 2™}
and those that are normal to the same hyperplane
Ok r =10Q x [Bo7, 511 Q € Qarn)

={TA5 (000, ™) x [0, 1] + (, A = 1)7)) | j € Z™}.

Given h € R™, we also define the corresponding translated sets
Qi ={Q+ 7N h | Q € Qi 1},
Qf L pn ={Q+7AF(h,0)|Q € Qf .},
Q}\Tkh ={Z+7Ah0) [T e Q,\Tk
Qrpn = {Z+7AF(h,0) | S € Oy}

(22)

(23)

(24)

2.3. Longitudinal estimate. We first have an estimate on the maximal mean oscilla-
tion on longitudinal faces of cubes of the A—adic decomposition of RT“.

Proposition 2.3. For every m € N\ {0}, there exists a constant C' = C(m) € (0,00)
such that for every p € [1,00), for every measurable map v : R™ — N, for every
A € [2,00) and for every ¢ € [0,00), one has

-4
(25) / / sup MOs u(z) dh— < C// 2m Je dy dz.
1 ez /0™ TEY |y - Z|

)\‘rkh

Proof. For any X € Q)\Tk ps We can write, in view of ([22) and (24)),

{T)\ k

where Q € Q) ;. If 2 € ¥ and y € R™ satisfy |2/ — y| < T)‘ , then 2/ € @ and we
have immediately that

(26) dist(y, Q) < [o —y| < 2.
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Since @ is a cube of edge length 7A™*, according to (28], we have
2 _ At
ye(l+55)Q =155

under the convention that )‘HQ is the cube with the same center that () dilated by a

factor M Thus, y € 3Q, since A > 2. One has then, by monotonicity of the integral,
for every 3: € X,

1 Ne(O\ —
( (

MOs pu(z) = (BT

™ [ atutw.utzn - o7 aya:

(y,z)ER™ xR™
Tkik

T

ly—a'|< 5
(27) ool | <

< @y el ~ O dydz

(y,2)€3Q X3Q
2T
x—1

ly—z|<

Summing (27)) over the sets ¥ € QA & and integrating it over the translations h €
[0,1]™, we get

(28) / Z sup MOj pu(z) dh
[0,1]

, 1™ I TEXN
YE€EQ)\ s kn

5m Ne(O\ —
( (

< g ()" [t uie) - o aya

(y,z)ER™ XR™
—k
27
ly—2|< =52

T

Summing (28] over the scales k € Z and integrating it over 7 € [1, A], we get

d
/ / sup MOs pu(z )dh—T
1 kEZ 01 e Q!\ khxez
5™ py2m AR (d(u(y), u(z)) = 6)
< o (IBBm // Z / Camil drdydz
RmxRm FE€L (1)

T>()\—1))\k|y—z|/2

5m am u(y), u(z)) — )4
~ Lm(BT)? A-D //ﬂA =) g2m+1 df dyd=

R™ xR™

A
QmEm BT)2 // |2m dy dz,

Rmem

which implies the announced conclusion (25]) and completes our proof of Proposition 231

O

2.4. Transversal estimate. We next prove a counterpart of Proposition 23] where
we estimate the maximal mean oscillation on transversal faces of cubes of the A\-adic

decomposition of RT“ instead of the longitudinal ones.
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Proposition 2.4. For every m € N\ {0} and p € [1,00), there exists a constant C' =
C(m,p) € (0,00) such that for every measurable map u: R™ — N, for every A € [2,00)
and for every § € [0,00), one has

)2
(29) / / sup MOs,u(x dh—<0// 2m 2)+d dz.
1 ez /0™ TEY Z’

L
2€QN kn

Proof. We consider a set X € Qy_, ,, that we can write, in view of (23] and (24)), as

Ak pa—(k—1)
E 8Q [ A—1" A)\_l ]’
where Q € Q) -5 n. We first note that by (2I),

MO; u(x) < 2PMO%, u(z)

<2?  inf (d(u(y),u(2)) — $)5 dy
(30) 22 B @)

<o f f uly),u(=)) — §); dzdy,

© 7 By m+1 (1'
where
E, = {Z €0Q | |Z - $/| < merl}'

If x € ¥ and y € R™ satisfy |2/ —y|<T>‘ , then 2’ € 0Q C @ and
(31) dist(y, Q) < ”;f; -
Since @ is a cube of edge length 7A™* and A > 2, using (31), we get
(32) ye(l+20)Q=%7QCsQ.

One has then for every x € ¥, by ([B0), (32) and by monotonicity of the integral,

MOs pu(x —om 1// —g) dydz

il JER™ x0Q
ly—a'|<zm+1
\z—a:’\<a:m+1

-
< Oy // sz_l dy dz,

(,2)€5Q % 0Q

where the constant Cy > 0 depends only on m and p. Summing (33]) over ¥ € Q)L\mkﬁ
and integrating it with respect to the translations h over [0, 1]™, we have

CoAF -4
(34) / > supMOs,u(z)dh < // 2 —2E dydz,
[0,1] |?/ - Z| me

1 er
EeQA,‘r,k,h (y7 )JER™ XR™

A—(k—1)
ly— Z|<27T
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where we have also used Fubini’s theorem. Thus, summing and integrating (34]) over the
scales, we get

/ / supMO&pu( )dhE
1 keZ [0 1] ZEQJ‘ $EE

< // Z /wd@(y),u(z)) ~31% 4 dyde

= ’y _ Z’Qm_sz

R re(1,\)
(35) T>)‘k()\*1)\y7z\/2)\
- (y), u(=)) — 3
Cz// /A Diy=s| |y Jpm—1g2 dfdydz
R™ xR™
_ é)
_ 2,\ -0, // 2 D 4y
z| m
R™ xR™
so that the conclusion (29]) follows. .

2.5. Combining the estimates. We close this section by summarizing Propositions2.3]
and [2:4] in the following statement.

Proposition 2.5. For every m € N\ {0} and p € [1,00), there exists a constant C' =
C(m,p) > 0 such that for every measurable map u : R™ — N, for every X € [2,00) and
for every § € [0,00), one has

_9
/ / sup MOj pu(x) h— < C// 2m 1) dy dz.
1 pez/0am + z€0Q \y—z\

Afkh R™ xR™

Proof. This follows immediately from Propositions 2.3l and 2.4 O

3. PROOFS OF THE SINGULAR EXTENSION THEOREMS

3.1. Oscillation and gradient estimate on the skeleton. We first estimate the
average number of cubes on which the extension V of u given by (I7) is far away from
the range of u.

Proposition 3.1. Let m € N\ {0}. There exist constants n € (0,1) and C € (0,00)
depending only on m such that for every 6 € (0,00), for every A € [2,00), for every
measurable function u : R™ — RY and every set Y C RY, if V is an extension by
convolution given by (M) and if u € Y almost everywhere in R™, then

d
(36) / #{Q € Qf ., | sup dist(V(z),Y) >4} dh—T
1 keZ o TEIQ
néyn+1
< 5m+1 // ]y — z[2m dydz.
R™ x R™

Proof. Using (I6)), (I8) and the elementary inequality (a + b)™! < 2m(a™+! 4 pm 1),
which is valid for all a,b € [0, 00), we have for every = € RT“,

(37) dist(V (z), V)™ < C1MOg mr1u(z) < 2™C1 (MOg pnpqu(x) + 6™,
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Hence, taking

2+Ch
if
(38) dist(V(x),Y) >4,
the inequality (B7) with 6 = 2nd implies that
(39) (n&)erl < MOgy5,m41u().

We get, by B8), (39) and Proposition 25|

A
d
[ [ #Qe 0l swp (V). v) > opans
1 ez /02]™ T 2€0Q

dr
/ #{Q € Qj\Lmk,h | sup MOays.mi1u(x) > (nd)™ 1} dh—
1 ez 00)m z€0Q T

dr
sup MOays m41u(x )dh—
775 (né)m+1 /1 ez /01 2€0Q e
)kah
__néyn+1
< 5m+1 // \y— z\zm dydz,
R™ xR™

where the constant Co > 0 depends only on m. This proves the estimate (B6) and
completes our proof of Proposition 3.1l O

Next, we can prove an average uniform bound on the extension by convolution.

Proposition 3.2. Let m € N\ {0}. There ezists a constant C = C'(m) > 0 such that
for every \ € [2,00), for every measurable function u : R™ — RY | if V is an extension
by convolution given by (), then

m+1
DY (2) ! dh 3T <c// dy d=.
[, > mpiove TRt
kEZ QeQATkh R™ xR™
Proof. Similarly as in the proof of Proposition B, since by (I9)
z 1DV (@) < C1MOg (),
the proof of Proposition then follows from Proposition Namely,
d
/ / sup zp 1 |DV (z)|" dn="
1 ez /02)™ €0Q T
>\ T,k,h
dr
<y sup NH)Qm+1u( )dh——-
1 keZ [0,1]™ QEQ)\TkthBQ
m+1
< Oy dyd
// \y Z\Zm e
R™ xR™

where the constant Cy > 0 only depends on m. O
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3.2. Sobolev and Sobolev—Marcinkiewicz extensions on cubes. The first con-
struction we will perform is a classical extension of the boundary data on cubes with
small energy. To simplify the presentation, the result is stated on a ball, which is bi-
Lipschitzly equivalent to a cube.

Lemma 3.3. Let m € N\ {0}. There exists a constant C = C'(m) € (0,00) such that for
every w € W17m+1(S7p”,]R”) there exists a function W € W17m+1(BZI+1,R”)ﬂC(IB%ZI+1, R¥)
such that trgm W = w,

(40) [ owrst<cp [ pupm,
By sp
(a1 Lo [ W@ -l dedy < o [ pupt
By sy sy
and for every x € IB%ZLH and almost every y € Sy,
42) Wia) = w@)" < Cp [ Dufm.
Sp

Proof. Let

B (m+ 1)2

D—

We have, by the fractional Sobolev—Morrey embedding,

(43) / Mdydzgcl(

_p
m+1 m+1
ly — z[mp1 [Dw| ) :

p XSp %
Assuming without loss of generality that me w = 0, Gagliardo’s classical trace theory [§]
P

(see also [7, Prop. 17.1; 10, Section 6.9; 11, Th. 9.4; 12, Th. 10.1.1.1]) yields a function
W e Whr(B*1, R”) such that trsm W = w and

(WP jw(y) — w(z)P
P P < My — =)l ,
(44) /B;"“ IDW|P + o S Cy [y — 21 dydz

SprxSy
It follows from Holder’s inequality, ([44]) and (43]), that

(45) DW|™ 4 wim C |Dw|™+?
Bt pmtl — 3P sm w ’

and (40) follows then from (4H]).
Since for every = € IB%ZHl and y € S7,
W () — w(y)[™ ™ <2 (W (@)™ + [w(y)" ),
we have

(46) / W () — w(y)|™ ™ dedy < C4p’”/ w4 C5pm+1/ jw[™
BTl Jsm B+ sm
4 14 P 4

The estimate (@I]) follows from the estimates (@), ([@3) and the Poincaré inequality on
the sphere.
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Finally, by the Morrey—Sobolev inequality, (44]) and (43]), we have

1
_m+1 P
W)~ )] < Cola—o ([ pwp)
P

1
m m+1
<Cop 7 ([ upmtt) ™
Sm
P

and ([@2)) follows. O

When the oscillation is too large on the boundary of cubes, we will perform our
construction of the controlled singular extension; the resulting map is quite wild but is
sufficiently well controlled to provide an acceptable extension on those cubes.

Lemma 3.4. Let m € N\{0}. Ifw € W' T1(S R”) and if we define W : B! — RY
Jor each z € B\ {0} by
W (o) = (o),

then W € WL(B L, RY) and for every t € (0, 00),
4 m+1 B™L | D N < #/ Dw|™+1.
e B DWW ) < s [l

Proof. Tt can be observed immediately that W e W™ B+ \ B+ RY) for every
e € (0,p) and that for every = € IB%:)”H \ {0}, one has
DWW ()| = £[Du(La)).

|z

Hence, using Fubini’s theorem, we have

£ (o e B | DW ()] > 1)) = /Op W ({o €S2 | [Du(2a)| > }) dr

- /Op”,l{m({y €Sy | Dw(y)| > %})(%)mdr

¢
— tmp+1 /0 H™({y €Sy | Dw(y)| > 7})r™ dr

< tm%/o H™({y €S} | Dw(y)| > 7})r™dr

- L [Ty esy | purt > o) =
~ el V=S v =T
P +1
= D mrde.
(m + L)tmt1 /SL”| w(@)] .
This yields (47)) and completes our proof of Lemma B.4l O

3.3. Proofs of the theorems. We first construct and estimate the singular extension
on the half-space (Theorem [L[2).

Proof of Theorem [.2. We fix jnr € (0,00) so that the nearest-point retraction IIxs :
N+ BY Wis N is well defined and smooth up to the boundary. We take V : RTH — R¥

to be an extension by convolution of u to R as in (I7).
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Since by assumption u € AN almost everywhere on R™, by the averaged estimate on
the distance to the target (see Proposition Bl), we have

A . dr
(48) /1 ];Z/Olm #{Q € Qir,k,h ’ xseua% dist(V(x),N) > 5]\//2} dh_

<Cl// s—dydz,
ly — 2™

(y,2z)ER™ xR™
d(u(y),u(z)) 2ndn /2

where 7 > 0 is the constant of Proposition Bl depending only on m, the constant
C; € (0,00) depends only on m, N, and we have also used that N is compact, namely
diam(N) < co. We set § := ndp/2. Taking

(49) A _exp<201 // T dydz)

ER™ xR™
d(u(y),u(z))=0

and using (48)), we have then

dr
— <
-

DO | =

1 A N _
Y /1 %ZZ /[0 . #{Qeaf il sup dist(V (), M) > on/2} dh

Similarly, by Proposition [3.2],

dr
(51) / / sup "1 DV (2)|™ ! dh—
In 1 pez/01)m z€dQ mH T

QEQ}\T}C}L
m+1
dydz.
- ln)\// |y z|2m yéz

R™ xR™

In view of the estimates (B0) and (BII), there exists 7 € (1,\) and, for every k € Z,
hi € [0,1]™ such that for every k € Z, every Q € Q}\LTk n, and every z € 0@, one has

)
(52) dist(V (z),N) < 7”
and
m+1
(53) Z Z sup zp 1DV (z)|" ! < // | z\zm dydz.
ReLQeof zeoQ Rmem y

We define now the set of good cubes
(54) G = {Q € Q;ﬂ?]ﬁhk

sulz2 2DV ()™ < pand k € Z}
xe

and the set of bad cubes
(55) B:={Qef, i

su%xmiﬂDV(xﬂmH > pand k € Z}.

Clearly, any cube is either good or bad and thus
U o-rr

QeguB
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By (63) and (53),

1
#B < — Z Z sulz2 xﬁﬂ\DV(m)\m“

TE
k€ZQeQs . hk

m+1
dyd
ulnA// Iy |2m ves

Notice also that for every k € Z and every Q) € Q;\r kb We have

ATE [ DV < Cu(r AT sup DV ()L
(57) oQ r€0Q
< Cy(X— 1)m+1 sup xﬁﬂ]DV(w)]m“,
z€0Q

since for every = € Q, Tpyp1 > TATF /(A — 1), in view of (24).
We are now going to define a map W : RT“ — N+ By, separately on (Jg and Ug.
For every @) € G, we apply Lemma [33] up to a suitable bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism
between a ball and a cube, to define the mapping W on @ as an extension of V [5g. We
have, in view of (@0) and of (&7)),

/|DW|m+1 §C5T)\k/ |DV|m+1
Q 0Q

(58) 1 1 1
< Cg(A— 1) sup sz]DV(x)]m‘L )
oQ

xe

whereas by the triangle inequality, (52]), [@2]), (&1) and ([B4),

dist(W (z), ) < %N + Oy (A — 1),

Hence if

5 m+1
N
(59) H= <207()\ - 1)) ’

we have for every z € Q, W(z) € N + BY - Using the Chebyshev inequality and ©3),
we obtain

(60) tm+1£m+1({x €Q|DW(x)| >t}) < Cs(A— 1)7”Jrl sup x%ﬂ]DV(w)]m“.
oQ

xE

Next, we apply Lemma [B.4] on every bad cube ) € B to define there W by homoge-
neous extension of V' [5o. We compute then for such a cube, in view of @Z)) and (&),
for every t € (0, 00),

C — m
£ (e € QW (@) 2 1)) < poprx® [ pypmt
(61) - e
< s = D)™ sup @ DV (@)™

r€EIQ
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Combining the estimates (60) and (GII), we get
L ({2 e R [DW ()] > 1)

<Cu(A=1"Y " N sup ap i DV (a)™
FeZQeQ] ., i eoe

m+1
<0126Xp< 013//’ ’27” dydz) ﬂ ‘y uifg)n)l dydz,

(y,z)ER™ xR™
d(u(y),u(z))>0

in view of ([@9) and (53), where C12 and Ci3 are positive constants depending only on
m, N'. Moreover, if S denotes the set of the barycenters of the cubes Q € B, we have

m+1
(63) #S=#B<Cuy exp( Cis // ly Z|2m dy dz) // |y Z|2m dydz,

(y,z)ER™ xR™
d(u(y),u(z)) =4

in view of (@9), (56) and (BY), where C14 and C15 are positive constants depending only
onm, N.

In order to check that u is the trace of W, we observe that on the one hand we have,
since V' is an extension by averaging, for every @ € G, by Poincaré’s inequality, by (41])

and by (&),

)
/ |V _ W|m+1
016 j[m+ L
|V Y™ dyda + |W Y™ dy de
oQ

C - m m
_—Afim / \V(m)—v<y>\m+1dmdy+cnm by / Dy
(TATF)™ Jq Joq 0Q

< Clg(T)\_k)m'H (/ |DV|m+1 + (A= 1)7”+1 Sup x%iﬂDV(xﬂm‘H).
Q

€D

By the classical theory of traces,

(65) / DV < o,
Rm+1

It follows then from (B3), (64) and (65]) that

(66) >N = km+1/yv W[+ < oo,

keZ Qeg
Thus, since the set B is finite, in view of (66]), we have

1
- m+1 _
i (A —F)ym+1 ) /“ W™ da = 0.
QEQ}\T}Chk

This implies that W and V' have the same trace, and hence u is the trace of W.
Finally, we define U = IIns o W. The map U also has u as the trace on R™ x {0};

the conclusion (7)) follows from (62); U € C(R7 \ S,N) with the cardinality of the

singular set S being estimated by (63]). This completes our proof of Theorem O
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The proof of Theorem can be adapted easily to the case of the hyperbolic space
(Theorem [L3)).

Proof of Theorem [I.3. We proceed as in the proof of Theorem Instead of (61]), we
have using the Poincaré metric on the half-space, if Q € Q;\'Tk, ,, (see (24))), then

[ e (O g c 0 v 254 2 )

e m—+1
IDV (2)|@m 412>t Al . ) L
< S (PAT) T sup|DV ()™
z€Q
)\m+1()\ _ 1)m+1 1 1
< prE sug DV ()|
The remainder of the proof is similar. O

The case of the singular extension to the ball is slightly more complicated, as we will
rely on the parameterization of B’f”rl by ]RTJFI through a classical suitable conformal

mapping.
Proof of Theorem [I1l We recall that the map

Az +e)

\Il(.%') = m - 267
where e :== (0,...,0,1) € RT“, defines a diffeomorphism from B} to RTH. Indeed,
if z € BT\ {e}, then

2 — 2|x|?

Moreover, we have

_ 4(x + 2e)

1 —

In particular, the ball IB%TH is isometric to the half-space RTH endowed with the
metric g defined for z € R and v € R™*! by
16]v|?
g(.%')[’l},’l)] - |$ +2€|4.

Moreover, since ¥ is a conformal map and u : R™ — N, one has

du(e) u()’ (@) ()P
J w—gprn w=Jf V1) - u e W
SmxSm R™ xR™
and

(67 | |x—y|2m ey // |\1v U(@(;ﬁg’?)p drdy.

x,yesS™
d(u(r) u(y))=6 d(u(¥ 1(ﬂc)) U(‘If L))
We proceed then as in the proof of Theorem D:ZL using v o U1 instead of u. In order
to replace the estimate (GII), we proceed as follows.
Given @ € Q;\er, ;, and setting

4 4
mqg = inf ————— and Mg =sup —5 .,
2€Q |z + 2| zcQ |T + 2e
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we have
4m+1 +1 +1
T e W S METLT ({r € Q DV ()] 2 tma))
€Q
(68)  |DV(a) >4t /]at2e]?

1 MQ m~+1 _k
— A Y qup| DV ()™ L.
< mrilmg) (P suplDV (@)

We observe now that if x,y € @, then

(69)

2 - A 1
el gy ool g DVIET Gy
ly + 2¢] |z + 2] 2+

and we have thus by (68)) and (69),

gm+1 (A — 1)m+1 m+1 1 1
|2 + 2e[2m+2 dz < g+l (1 +A=1DvVm+ 1) 21618 1DV ()"
z€eQ
DV ()| >4t/|z+2e|?
The rest of the proof is similar to the proof of Theorem L2 O
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