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APPROXIMATION OF DIVERGENCE-FREE VECTOR FIELDS
VANISHING ON ROUGH PLANAR SETS

GIACOMO DEL NIN, BIAN WU

ABSTRACT. Given any divergence-free vector field of Sobolev class Wy"?(€2) in bounded
open subset  C R?, we are interested in approximating it in W™ with divergence-free
smooth vector fields compactly supported in 2. We show that this approximation property
holds in the following cases. For p > 2, this holds given that 02 has zero Lebesgue measure
(a weaker but more technical condition is sufficient); For p < 2, this holds if Q° can be
decomposed into finitely many disjoint closed set, each of which is connected or d-Ahlfors
regular for some d € [0, 2]. This has links to the uniqueness of weak solutions to the Stokes
equation in 2. For Hélder spaces, we prove this property in general bounded domains.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background. Consider the space W;"(Q) of Sobolev functions supported in an open
domain Q C R™, and the closely related space W7""(2) defined by

Wy"P(Q) :=W™P — closure of CZ°(€2),

Wy P(Q) :={u € W™P(R™) | u =0 on Q}.
Here, one has to interpret u = 0 on Q° up to a set of W™P-capacity zero (see Section
for more details). The equivalence between Wg"?(Q) and W;"?(2) has attracted much
attention since Sobolev’s fundamental paper [19] for smooth domains. This was later studied
by Beurling [2], Deny [7] and Burenkov [6], Polking [17], and Hedberg [9} [10]. In 1980, a
groundbreaking work of Hedberg [11] proved the equivalence in general open subdomains of
R” form € N*, 1 < p < oo and n € N*. For any function f € W;"?(Q), Hedberg constructed
a cutoff function w € C2°(2) which depends on © and on f, such that ||f — wf||wmr is
arbitrarily small (see Theorem B.I]). Later, Netrusov proved the equivalence for general
Besov spaces and Lizorkin-Triebel spaces.

A divergence-free vector-valued analog. Since the Sobolev spaces of divergence-free
vector fields arise in fluid PDEs, the vectorial analog of the above problem on divergence-
free vector fields has also received considerable attention, i.e., the relation between Wb ()

and W(ﬁf’v(ﬁ), defined by

Woib () :==W™P — closure of C°(Q,R") N {divu = 0}, (1.1)
Worab () :={u € W™P(R",R") | u = 0 on Q°,divu = 0}. (1.2)

Of particular importance is the case of W12 divergence-free vector fields in a planar domain,
as this has a connection to the uniqueness of solutions to the Stokes equation (see Section
[L3] for some more details about this). Surprising examples given by Heywood [12] and
Ladyzhenskaya & Solonnikov [14] show that VVO1 ,(Q) and WOI . (Q) are not identical for
some unbounded locally smooth domain. The case of bounded domains was studied by
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Lions [15], Heywood [12], Ladyzhenskaya & Solonnikov [I4], Temam [2I]. The most general
results along this line are the equivalence for locally Lipschitz domains in dimensions n > 2,
m = 1 and p = 2. Later, in the case n > 2, m > 1 and p € [1,00), Bogovskii [3] 4]
introduced a singular operator inverting the divergence operator, to prove the equivalence
in domains with finitely many connected components, each of which is star-shaped. This
singular operator is now known as Bogovskii operator. More recently, Wang and Yang [24]
showed this coincidence for n = 2,3, £k = 1 and p = 2 in bounded domains with boundary
satisfying a segment property. For general bounded domains, the equivalence between these
two spaces remains an outstanding open problem (see [8, II1.7,Section III.4]).

In dimension n = 2, divergence-free vector fields can be written as the rotated gradient
of a scalar potential. Using this observation, for domains whose complement has finitely
many connected components, Sverdk [23] pointed out that one can deduce the equivalence of
Wol”giv(ﬂ) and W&ﬁv(ﬁ) from Hedberg’s result in the scalar case. However, nothing is known
for generic domains with complement containing infinitely many connected components in
dimension n > 2 (see also [8], I11.7,Section III.4] for more references about this problem). In
this work, we partially fill this gap for rough planar domains, and we also prove the Holder
space counterpart without any assumption on bounded domain 2.

1.2. Main results.

The Sobolev case. Our first result is for Sobolev spaces W™, with m € Nt and p > 2.

Theorem 1.1 (Divergence-free approximation in W™P, p > 2). Suppose m € NT,p > 2 and
a bounded open domain Q C R? satisfies |S(K)| =0, with K := Q° and
S(K)={z€Q°|x= lim x, 2 € K,
x and xy, are not in the same connected component of K for each k}.
Then for any uw € W™P(R?;R?), satisfying divu = 0 and Diu = 0 on Q° for any 0 < |j| <
m — 1, there exists a sequence {uy}p C C°(R?;R?) satisfying divug, = 0 and suppuy C 2,
such that up — uw in WP as k — oo.

In particular, as S(2) C 09, the class of bounded open domains 2 with |S(Q°)| = 0 contains
those whose boundary has Lebesgue measure zero. Here, Diu = 0 is well-defined, since
by the Morrey-Sobolev embedding all derivatives D7u, |j| < m — 1 can be assumed to be
continuous and thus defined everywhere.

Our second result deals with the case m € NT, p < 2 for bounded open sets whose comple-
ment is locally Ahlfors-regular. We recall that, for a fixed d € [0,n], a set K C R™ is called
d-regular if there exist ¢, C' > 0 such that

er® < HYK N B.(x)) < Cr? Vae K,r e (0,diam K],

where H? stands for the d-dimensional Hausdorff measure.

Theorem 1.2 (Divergence-free approximation in W™P, p < 2). Let m € NT and Q C R? be
a bounded open domain such that Q¢ = K UK, where K, K are disjoint closed sets, K is the
only unbounded component of Q°, and K is a compact, d-regular set for some d € [0,2]. Then
for any u € W™P(R2%;R?), satisfying divu = 0 and Diu = 0 on Q° for every 0 < |j| < m—1,
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there exists a sequence {uy}r C C°(R%;R?) satisfying divuy, = 0 and suppuy C €, such
that up, — w in W™P as k — oo.

Here, since v has only Sobolev regularity and p < 2, the meaning of “Du = 0 on K” must

be understood up to C,, capacity null sets (see Section 2:2]). As an example, if m = 1

- IJ ‘ D~
this means the following.

e If p > 2 wu is continuous, then v = 0 on K pointwisely;

o If 2 —d < p <2, u admits a representative which is well-defined out of a C ,-null
set. And u is zero C1 p-quasi everywhere on K;

o If p <2 —d, then C; ,(K) = 0. No information is imposed by u =0 on K.
Similar considerations apply to higher-order derivatives if m > 2.

By a simple cutoff argument, we obtain that the same conclusion holds for more general
domain §2.

Corollary 1.3. The conclusion of Theorem holds true, if Q is bounded and ¢ admits
a decomposition Q¢ = J,.,«; K for some I € N* and a collection of closed sets {Kiti<i<r
satisfying the following properties:

(i) K;NK, =@ for any i # ¢.

(i) For any 1 <1i < I, K; is connected or d;-reqular for some d; € [0,2].

Remark 1.4 (The role of Ahlfors-regularity). Our proofs of Theorem [Tl and Theorem
rely on certain trace theorems for the restriction of Sobolev functions to the set K. This
is the reason why we restrict to sets satisfying [S(£2¢)| = 0 in Theorem [[.T] and to Ahlfors-
regular sets K in Theorem Indeed, in these cases trace theorems are available. More
precisely, when K is d-regular the trace of a function in W*P(R") on K belongs to the Besov
space Bg’p (K), for B = a — "%d. We will recall the relevant theory from the monograph
[13] in Section We also provide a transparent, alternative proof of a trace theorem in
the case p > m, which is a special case of a result in [I8]. Proving trace theorems for more
general sets K likely leads to a proof of the approximation property (namely, the analogue
of Theorem [[T] and Corollary [[3]) for the corresponding sets. We also cite [22] for a trace
theorem on d-thick sets (a more general class than d-regular sets), which however is not
sufficient for our purposes, since we need a version for the space W™P, m > 2.

The Hélder case. In addition to the theorems above, we also prove the corresponding theorem
for vector fields with C™"7 regularity. In this case, we are able to treat any m € NT and
v € [0,1] for all bounded open domains. Up to our knowledge, this is the first result for
proving approximation property of divergence-free vector fields in general bounded domains

without any reqularity.

We present first the statement for C'! vector fields separately, and we will give its proof in
Section Ml Besides having an interest in itself, this result also provides a ground to present,
in a simplified way, the ideas that will be used for the proof of the Sobolev case.
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Theorem 1.5 (Divergence-free approximation in C'). Let K C R? be any compact set and
u € C2(R%R?) with divu = 0. Suppose that u =0 and Vu = 0 on K. Then there exists a
sequence {uy}, C C°(R?%;R?) satisfying divuy, = 0 and suppuy, C R?\ K, such that up — u
in O

In order to state the result for general Holder spaces we introduce the notation for the Holder
seminorm of a function f on a set E, namely

‘f‘COW(E) = sup M
eycE T —y[?
TFy

The full Holder norm is then given by || fllcm.n gy = | fllem@m) + V™ flcos(m). Moreover,
we denote by K. the e-neighbourhood of K.

Theorem 1.6 (Divergence-free approximation in C™7). Let m € Nt, 0 < v < 1. Let
K C R? be any compact set and u € CZ7(R?;R?) with divu = 0. Suppose that

Diu(x) =0 for every x € K, 0 < |j| < m. (1.4)
If v > 0 suppose in addition that

lim |[V™ . =0.
i [V uleoa e

Then there exists a sequence {uy}, C C°(R?;R?) satisfying div uy, = 0 and suppuy, C R?\ K,
such that ui, — u in C™7.

1.3. Connection to the Stokes operator. The Stokes equation in a bounded domain
Q C R" is defined by

—Au+Vp=f, inQ
divu =0, in Q (1.5)
u =0, on Of).

We say that u € W&’Q(Q,R") is a weak solution of (LI if dive = 0 and for any v €
C(2,R™) with dive = 0, we have

/Vu-Vvdx:/f-vdx.
Q Q

A crucial observation is the following: If VVO1 ’jiV(Q) and Wol ’jiV(Q) defined in (L)) and (L2]) are
not identical, then there exists a nonempty linear subspace X C WOI ’;V(Q) such that

Therefore, X exactly contain all solutions to (LH) with f = 0, which also means that the
Stokes equation (L5l always has infinitely many solutions even for f € C°(2,R™). From
standard interior estimates for the Stokes operator (see [8, Chapter IV]), one can show that
any function in X belongs to C*°(Q’) for every open subdomain €’ with ' C 2. Therefore,
applying Riesz representation theorem, Theorem has the following corollary.

Corollary 1.7. If Q satisfies the condition specified in Corollary [[.3, then (LBl admits a
unique weak solution in Wol’Q(Q) with f = 0.



APPROXIMATION OF DIVERGENCE-FREE VECTOR FIELDS 5

1.4. The main challenge and our approach. The main difficulty is the nonlocality of
the divergence-free condition, i.e. the product of a divergence-free vector field and a cutoff
function may not be divergence-free. Therefore, contrary to the scalar case considered in
Hedberg’s works [9] 10, [IT], multiplying with cutoff functions is insufficient.

The works [3], 4] deal with divergence-free vector fields in Lipschitz or star-shaped domains
using PDE methods, i.e. involve solving divergence equation in some form. This helps to
correct the nonzero divergence introduced by using a cutoff function. However, the divergence
equation is not always solvable in general open domains.

In this work we take a different approach, inspired by the observation made by Sverak [23].
Instead looking at the vector field, we look at its scalar potential in dimension 2. In the
case where ¢ has finitely many connected components, it is straightforward to reduce it to
Hedberg’s result, as Sverak noted in [23]. In this work, we introduce new ideas in dealing
with general open domains. This helps us to resolve the approximation problem completely
for Holder based spaces in Theorem and Theorem For Sobolev spaces, our approach
needs quantitative description on the trace of Sobolev functions onto compact domain. These
type of results are only known in limited cases, which is the main obstruction to resolve the
setting of Sobolev spaces completely.

1.5. The outline. In Section 2l and Section [B] we recall or prove some preliminary results,
including Whitney extension theorems, Morse-Sard theorems and Hedberg’s theorem. In
Section @], we prove the C'! case Theorem as a quick tour to our main ideas. In Section [5,
we prove Theorem [[L6] the trace theorems and related results in Sobolev spaces. Finally, we
present the proof of Theorem [T} Theorem and Corollary [[L3] in Section [Gl

1.6. Notation. We will denote the Lebesgue measure of a set A by |A|, and the d-dimensional
Hausdorff measure of a set £ C R” by H%(E). The ball of center z and radius r is denoted
by B(z,r) or B,(x). We use < to denote the inequality < up to a constant only depend-
ing on the dimension n, or on the fixed quantities within the proof. Cs,(E) refers to the
(s,p)-capacity of a set E (see Section 2.2]). We use || - ||, to denote the LP-norm.

2. PRELIMINARY TOOLS AND NOTATION

In this section, we introduce some preliminary objects: the Whitney extension procedure,
the notion of capacity, and the Morse-Sard theorem.

2.1. Whitney decomposition, jets and extension. Referring to |20, Chapter VI|, we
recall some notation and results concerning Whitney-type extension theorems. We fix a
compact set K C R™. Let {Qx}r be a Whitney covering of K¢, namely a family of closed
cubes with disjoint interiors, satisfying:

(i) K= Uk Qr;
(i) Vnl(Qx) < dist(Q, K) < 4v/nl(Qy);
(iii) If the boundaries of two cubes Q) and Qs intersect, then 1< UQ) < 4;
)

4 = Q)

(iv) For a given @ there exist at most 12" other cubes of the family that touch it.

We also fix an associated partition of unity, namely a family of smooth functions {¢ }x,
with supp gy contained in a small neighbourhood of @ (so that its support intersects
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only the cubes that touch Qf), and reference points {yx}r C K with the property that
dist(Qg, K) = dist(Qg, yr). Here, we also define the index set of the cubes touching Qy, i.e.
its neighbors

N(k) = {k | K # &, Qu (1 Qp # . (2.1)

We introduce the space J™(K) of m-th order jets on K. Every element f of J™(K) is a
collection f ={f ( )}‘ j|<m» Where f () . K — R are functions and j is a multi-index, namely
je{l,...,n}m m <m.
Given a jet f ={f ( )}‘ j|<m> we define the m-th order polynomial expansion of f centered at
y by
= 1 . .
Py flz) =Y ﬁf(”(y)(w—y)]- (2:2)

ljl<m <"

We define the space C™7(K) as the family of all jets f € J™(K) for which there exists a
constant M > 0 such that, defining

Rifla,y) =196~ Y 1@ -y,
ljHI<m

we have
]f(j)(x)\ < M and \ij(x,y)] < M|z — y’m-w—lj\ for all z,y € K, |j| < m.

The m-th order jet norm of f on K is given by the smallest constant M satisfying the
conditions above denoted by || f Hc_mtﬁ( k)- Equivalently,
je
A _ () R f(z,y)]
Hf|’Cjet’7(K) |‘7S\1;13n max{‘f (1’)’, ’x_y’m_’_,y_m .
z,yc K, z#y

We also denote ||f|lcmocx)y by || fllemk). For a given v € (0,1], we define the Holder
seminorm by

‘f‘COW(K) = sup M

2.3
- A e (23)

Finally, we define the pointwise Whitney extension of the jet f by

Ry f(O)(:C) iEGK,
EM™ flz) = . 2.4
7 {zkwk<x>P;?>f<x>, r ¢ K. 24

We can now state the main extension theorems for C" and Hdélder spaces.

Theorem 2.1 (Whitney extension in C™). Given K C R™ compact, m > 1 and f € J™(K),
suppose that for every multi-index j with |j| < m it holds

1fD(x) < M, for every z € K

and

IR, f(w,y)|

-~ —0, asl|lr—y|l—0, uniformlyinz,yc K. (2.5)
=yl
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Then F := E(m)fe C™R"™) and D'F = fU) on K for any |j| < m. Furthermore,

[Ellem SN f ez

e (K-

Theorem 2.2 (Whitney extension in C™7). Given K C R"™ compact, m > 1, v € (0,1]
and f € J™(K), suppose that HfHC.’”t’”’(K) < 00, i.e., there exists a constant M such that for
je

every multi-index j with |j| < m it holds
1fD(x) < M, for everyz € K.
and
|ij(x,y)| < Mlzx — y|m_‘j|+7, for every x,y € K.
Then F := E(m)fe C™Y(R"™) and D'F = fU) on K. Furthermore, we have that
[Fllems S HfHCj’;’"’(K)-
2.2. Capacity and Hausdorff measure. We recall some basic notions regarding capacity
and its relation with the Hausdorff measure (see [25 Section 2.6]).
Given a set E C R™ and s > 0, p > 1, we define the (s, p)-capacity of E as
Cop(E) :=nf{|[fllzr®n) : f*9gs=10n E},

where g,(z) is the Bessel kernel, satisfying §s(€) = (2r)~"/2(1 + |¢]?)~%/2.
We will use the following relation between capacity and Hausdorff measure.
Theorem 2.3 ([25, Theorem 2.6.16]). Let s >0, p > 1, sp <n, and E C R"™. The following
implications hold:

(i) If H"=*P(E) < oo then C,(E) = 0;

(ii) If Csp(E) = 0 then H"*PT¢(E) =0 for any ¢ > 0.

Putting together |25, Theorem 3.1.4] and [25, Theorem 3.3.3] we have the following.

Theorem 2.4 (Approximate continuity out of capacity-null sets). Let m € N satisfy mp <
n, and let w € WP(R™). Then there exists a set E with Cp, ,(E) = 0 such that the limit

a(x) := lim u(y) dy
r—0 By (z)
exists for all x € E¢. Moreover, for every x € E°

lim |a(z) — u(y)|P dy = 0.
r—0 By (z)

2.3. Morse-Sard theorem. Recall that we denote by |E| the Lebesgue measure of a set
E. The classical Morse-Sard theorem for C? functions reads as follows.

Theorem 2.5 (Morse-Sard in C?). Let ¢ : R? — R be a C? function. Let Zy = {x € R*:
Vip(x) = 0} be the set of its singular points. Then |(Zy)| = 0.
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We also recall the Sobolev version of Morse-Sard theorem proved in [5]. Following [5], given

(NS VVi’p(RQ), we define

C

Zoy =20 () Clu({z € Q: V()| < e})
e>0

where, for a measurable set A, Cly;(A) defined by

) \AﬂBr(x)] }
Cly(A) == {m: limsup 2= 2r S
m(4) D B )

is the measure-theoretic closure of A (Note that Zy, does not depend on the representative
chosen for V), and

Zyyp = {x € Q: 1 is differentiable at x and Vi (z) = 0}.
We set Zy, := ZoyUZ1,. Recall also that 1) can be assumed to be continuous (and thus point-

wisely defined) by the Morrey-Sobolev embedding. Now we cite the following results.

Theorem 2.6 (Morse-Sard in W21(R?) [5, Theorem 4.1)). Ifv € I/Vli’cl (R2), then we have
[¥(Zy)| = 0.

Theorem 2.7 (Image of H!-null sets [5, Corollary 3.2]). If v € VVli’Cl(R2), and E C R? is a
set with HY(E) = 0, then |¢(E)| = 0.

Now, we prove the following result, needed in the proof of Theorem

Lemma 2.8. Given ¢ € VVli’p(RQ) for some p > 1 and K C R? a compact set, assume

C

Vi =0 C p-quasi everywhere on K. Then we have [¢(K)| = 0.

Proof. By the assumption and the approximate continuity of Vi out of C,-null sets in
Theorem [2.4], there exists a set G C K satisfying C; ,(K \ G) = 0 (and thus H}(K \ G) =0
by Theorem 2.3]) and such that for every x € G it holds

lim | |Vi(y)|dy = 0.

r—0t B (x

We claim that G C Zy,. Indeed, if x € G then

0= lim £ IVO)Idy 2 lim oy € Bula) s V9] 2 ¢

r=0% ) B, ( -0+ |Br(x)
which implies that « € Cly({z € Q: |Vi(x)| < e}) for every € > 0, hence the claim follows.
We deduce that

O] < L1W(G)) + [W(K \ G)| < [(Zoy)| + [W(K \ G)| =0,

where for the last equality we use Theorem and Theorem 2.7 O
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3. HEDBERG’S THEOREM

Our argument needs the following result by Hedberg [11],[I], which constitutes a scalar version

of the approximation theorem.

Theorem 3.1 ([I, Theorem 9.1.3]). Let m be a positive integer, 1 < p < oo, and F €
Wm™P(R™). Let Q@ C R™ be an arbitrary open set, and denote its complement by K. Then

the following statements are equivalent:
(i) DIF|x = 0 for all multi-indices j, 0 < |j| <m —1;
(i) F e Wy (Q);
(i1i) For any € > 0 and any compact E C Q there is a function n € C§°(2) such that
n=1onE, 0<n<1, and |F —nF|wmer < €.

We refer the reader to [I] for a proof of above theorem. The same result for C™7 spaces
holds. We include its proof below, as we do not find it in the literature. Recall the definition
of Holder seminorm in (2.3)).

Theorem 3.2 (Approximation in C™7). Let m € N, 0 < v < 1. Let K C R" be any
compact set and F € C/"7(R™). Suppose that

DIF(x) =0 for every z € K, 0 <|j| < m. (3.1)
If v > 0 suppose also that
61_i>%l+ ‘VmF’COW(KE) =0. (32)

Then there exists a sequence {Fi }, C C°(R") satisfying supp F, C R"\ K, such that Fj, — F
in O,

Remark 3.3. Observe that if F' € C™ (and thus v = 0) then condition (3.2]) automatically
holds. Instead, if v > 0 then one can not just ask (3.1]) to hold, as one can consider K = {0}
and construct a function I’ such that [V™F|co~(p_(g)) > 1 for every e. Then every function
with support outside {0} has C"7-distance at least 1 from F'.

Proof. First we rewrite condition (3.2)) in the following way: there exists a modulus of con-
tinuity w(-), i.e. w(s) = 0 as s — 0" and w is increasing, such that

IV"F(xz) = V"F(y)| <w(e)x —y|” for every z,y € K.. (3.3)
For every € > 0 we fix a smooth function p. with p. =1 on K, 4, p- =0 on K¢, and
|VFpe| < C(k)e™* for every k > 0. (3.4)

For instance the choice p. = Xk, ,, * Cc/10 Works, where ¢ is a bump function concentrated
on B;1(0) and (s(y) := s~ "((y/s). We claim that the approximating family F. := F(1 — p;)
satisfies the conclusion of the theorem.

Observe that F. belongs to C"™7 because p. is smooth away from K. Moreover, it is sup-
ported away from K by construction. Therefore we just need to check the convergence,
namely, that ||Fpc||cm~ — 0 as e — 0.
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First we check that for every multi-index j, with [j| < m, it holds || D’ (Fpe)llcok.y — 0. By
the Leibniz rule, we just need to check that ||D?F D’ _ngHCO( k) — 0 for every multi-index
6 C j. We now show by (backwards) induction that

ID?Fllco(re.y S w(e)e™ 7 for every [0] < m. (3.5)

If |#] = m then given any y € K. we can consider a point z € K of minimum distance from

y. Thus |z — y| < e, and from (B1]) and [B.3]) we deduce that
IDF(y)] < w(e)e™.

This proves the case |#] = m of (B.35). Now consider |#| < m and suppose by (backwards)
induction that (3.5) holds for every multi-index 6’ with m > |6’| > |0|. Then for x,y € K.
such that [z,y] C K. it holds

1
IDYF(y) — D'F(z)| = /0 V(DPF(z + t(y — ) - (x — y) dt

Sw(e)em e —y|.

(3.6)

In particular, by choosing again = € K as the point of minimum distance from y, and using
that DYF vanishes on K, we obtain

ID°F(y)] S w(e)e™ 1.
This proves the induction step and hence (B3] is verified.
Recalling now also (3.4)) it follows that
\|D0FDj_0Ps||CO(KE) < w(e)em IO e =lil ol — () (g)em—lilHT,
which is going to zero as € — 0, since |j| < m.

We are now left to prove that |V (Fpe)|co~ (k) — 0, or equivalently, for every multi-index
j with [j| = m and every multi-index 6 C j we need to prove that

|D°FD7% .| con (5. — 0. (3.7)

We claim the following bounds:
(i) [ID?Fllcox.) < w(e)e™ 11+ this follows directly from (3.

(ii) ’DGF‘CO,«/(KE) < w(2e)e™11; to prove this, we fix ,y € K. and consider two cases:
if |z — y| > € then

4 - DY 2||DF
|D7F(y) - D"F(x)| _ I lco(x.) < 2u(e)em 9

|z —y|7 - 7

and we are done. If instead |x — y| < e then the segment [x,y] is contained in K.,
and reasoning as in (B.6]) we conclude that

ID°F(y) = D'F(2)| S w(2e)e™ 4w —y el ™7 = w(2e)e™ 1z — g7
This shows the claimed inequality.

(it)) \DI~p. ook S P71; this is @),
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(iv) |Dj_9p€|co,~,(KE) < elf=131=7; this follows from standard convolution estimates. In-
deed,

lpe() — pe(y)| < / o )XKE/Q(Z)!CE/m(w —2) = G0y — 2)|dz
e T e\Y

gl
_ T —
<o [ X o (2elon |22 de
Be (2)UB:(y)
Sle—yle™.
This shows the estimate when |j| — |#| = 0, and for the general case one applies the

same reasoning to the derivatives of p., keeping in mind that

DI, — e lilHol(pi—t,)_

We are ready to prove ([B8.7)), also recalling the general bound

|falcor < fllcolglcor + | flconlgllco-

Using (i) and (iv) together, and then (ii) and (iii) together, we discover that both products
are less than w(2¢)e™ 1, which goes to zero as ¢ — 0.

In conclusion, ||Fpc||cm.~(k.) — 0 and this finishes the proof. O

4. A QUICK TOUR OF THE MAIN IDEA: A PROOF IN THE C! CASE

In this section we give a full proof of Theorem [LL5] to showcase the main ideas for Sobolev
spaces, namely Theorem [[LT] and Theorem We recall the statement for convenience:

Let K C R? be a compact set and u € C(R?) with divu = 0. Suppose that u = 0 and
Vu =0 on K. Then there exist C' vector fields uy, compactly supported on K¢, such that
wp — w in CL.

Proof of Theorem[1.3. We conduct this proof in several steps.

(S1) Potential. Since divu = 0, we consider a potential ¥ for u, namely, ¥ € C?(R?) such
that V¥ = u. First, we define

1 T2
U*(zq, z2) ::/ —ug(t,O)dt—i—/ ui(z1, s)ds.
0 0

Then we define ¥ = ¥U* — ¢ for some constant ¢y € R, such that ¥ has compact
support. In particular, V¥ = 0 and V2¥ =0 on K and v = V0.

(S2) Restriction. We can consider the restriction of ¥ to K as a jet of order 2:

Fact 1. 1/7 defines a family of second-order jets at each point by 1; = {w(j)}mgg €
JA(K), with 90 = U|x and the derivatives given by 1Y) = 0 for |j] > 1.

(S3) Morse-Sard. Theorem allows us to conclude the following fact.

Fact 2. ¥(K) is a compact set with zero measure.
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(S4)

(S5)

(S6)
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For any ¢ > 0, we cover V(K) with finitely many open intervals I5,...,I5 with
disjoint closures and total measure less than €. Taking the preimages of I7, we find
disjoint open sets U7,..., U5y C Q that are well-separated from one another, and
such that K C Uy U...UUy,. By shrinking U; for each i if necessary, we can also
assume that U® := J; Uf is contained in the e-neighbourhood of K.

Monotone compression. We define a compression map 7. : R — R by

Ne(t) == /Ot 1y, 1z (s) ds. (4.1)
This map has the following properties:
(a) There are real numbers ¢§ such that n.(t) =t — ¢ on I;
(b) [Imellco <&
(©) 11e(t) — e(B)] < |t — 5| for any £,5 € R

Now we define the compressed function ¢§0) := 5. o U|g. This function satisfies
O = 4O e on K AU, and [0 |oope < & We also set 49 = p0) = 0 for
1< [j] < 2. We denote ¢, = {wéj)}lj\gz e J2(K).

Estimate on the compressed jets. We claim the following fact.
Fact 3. quEHCﬁ%(K) —+0ase—0.

Observe that

7 [ (@) = ()]
[Vellez, r) = Wesllg)#y P .
To prove Fact [, assume by contradiction that it does not hold, then there exists
k> 0, {(zk,yx) }x and {ex}x such that

T,y € K, €, —0 (4.2)
O (n) = Ol - [0 (@) = o8 () 43)
|2k — Yil? - vk — yil? -

Here we use the properties of 7., in ([&3]). It follows from (£3]) and the properties of
Ne, that

|xk—yk|2§%—>0, as k — oo.

This contradicts V2¥ = 0 and V¥ = 0 on K. Indeed, denoting by [zj,yx] the
segment between x; and y;, we have

@ (k) = ()| < V200 ey e 2% — vel, (4.4)
and the segment [z, yx] is contained in the e} /k-neighbourhood of K, thus
IV | 0 (g ) < HVULHCO(K%M) — 0. (4.5)

T Yk
Hence, with (0 = |, @3), [@4) and {@35) give a contradiction.

Ezxtension. By Whitney’s extension theorem we have the following.
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Fact 4. We can extend ¥, to p. € C2(R2) satisfying lpell 2@y S H‘Echjit(K) = o(e).

First, we need to check the condition (2.I)). This follows from V¥ = 0 and V¥ = 0
on K and the properties of 7., . Then, we apply Theorem 2.1l to get E(Q)JE € C%(R?)
with HE(2)IEEHC2(R2) < \\Jg\\czt(K). Since K is compact and U¢ is bounded, one
je
can multiply E®)), with a cutoff function to get ¢. with compact support and
leellcz @) S ||J6||C?t(K)- Therefore, we have Fact [d
je

From [(S3)| and |(S4), we also know that the function ¥ — ¢, is constant on each
K NU;, with value c.

Auwziliary function. Note that {K NUf}; are finitely many disjoint closed sets, hence
there exists small p > 0 and a function h. € C2°(R?) such that h. = ¢f on K, N Uf.
Now g. := ¥ — . — h. € C?(R?) with
supp Vh, C K¢,
ge =0,Vg. =0,V?3. =0, on K.

Hedberg’s theorem and conclusion. We invoke Theorem to find a sequence gf €

C®(R?\ K) with ||gF — g-l|c2 — 0 as k — oo, and we define the sequence u¥ :=

V4 (g + he). Since from [(S7)| we have V+(g¥ + h.) = 0 on some neighbourhood of
K, we deduce u¥ € C®(K®) . Also, we can estimate

[uf —ullcr = V(95 + he — W)l
< V(e + he = O)llor + V(9 — )l en
= [IVEgeller + IV (95 = ge)len
< llellez + llgf = gellz-

Now the first summand goes to zero as € — 0 by Fact Bl while the second summand
goes to zero as k — oo by Theorem Considering a diagonal sequence we can
extract an approximating sequence {uy}x converging to v in C!, and this concludes
the proof.

O

Remark 4.1. We write down the proof in the C! case separately, because the proof strategy

spaces,

remains almost the same for Sobolev spaces. To prove the approximation result for Sobolev

we shall replace Facts [[H4] with the corresponding statements for Sobolev spaces.

More precisely:

e Fact 1 is replaced by trace theorems for Sobolev functions which shall be addressed

in Section [l

e Fact 2 is be replaced by Lemma 2.8, the corresponding Morse-Sard result for Sobolev

functions proven by Bourgain, Korobkov and Kristensen [5].

e Fact 3 requires an argument that hinges upon the characterization of traces, with

the Cert norm replaced by the appropriate Besov norm.

e Fact 4 is replaced by a corresponding extension theorem from Besov to Sobolev

functions.
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5. TRACE THEOREMS AND MONOTONE COMPRESSION

In this section we prove or quote trace results for Sobolev spaces. We also present the
argument of monotone compression for Holder spaces and Sobolev spaces, analogous to |(S4)
and in Section M. For this purpose, we recall that the compression maps 7.: given
a compact set K and a continuous function ¥ with |U(K)| = 0, and given ¢ > 0, we
consider a finite family of disjoint open intervals I7,..., I3 that cover W(K) and satisfy
II5] + ... +|I5] < e. Then we set

t
Ne(t) == /0 1y, 1z (s) ds. (5.1)
We also recall the following two properties from |(S4)|in Section [

e (t) = me(s)] <[t — s, (5.2)
[7ellco <e. (5.3)

Lemma 5.1 (Monotone compression in Holder spaces). Let F' € C"™7(R"™) and K a compact
set satisfying
D'F(z) =0 for everyz € K, 1< |j| <m. (5.4)

If v > 0 suppose i addition that
i AAL Y = 0. 9.9
m | F |C’0 (Ke) ( )

Let f = {f(j)}mgn be the m-th order jet given by f\9) := DIF|k. Let . be the compression
map defined in (5.1)). Then the family f; = {f§j)}‘j|§m defined by
f0) .= Jeo SO g =0
0 otherwise

satisfies
HJE;”CJ.';’”’(K) <é(e) (5.6)

for some function § : Ry — Ry with §(g) — 0 as e — 0%

Proof. Observe that by assumption fU) = 0 for |j| > 1, hence we have

12 @) = 1)l }

|z — y[mt

17l = mox {18 oou.sup 5.7

z,yeK, z#y

We assume by contradiction that the conclusion of the lemma does not hold. Since we know
[ fellco(xy — 0 as € — 0, the last term in (5.7) does not converge to zero as ¢ — 0. This
entails the existence of k > 0, {(zg, yx) }x and {ex }x such that

Tr, Yk € K, € — 0 58
|F(zr) — F(yr) > ) ) = 15 ()| >k (5.9)
e N e A L T |

It follows from the properties of 7., that

€
|z — g™ < f — 0, as k — oco.
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This contradicts with (5.5]) and (5.7). Indeed, denoting by [z, yx] the segment between xy
and yi, we can estimate

[F(xr) = F(yr)| < [VF oy p |26 — vl
Moreover for every z € [z, yx], if [j| < m, then we have
|DIF(2)| = |D/F(ay) = DIF(2)] < OV E| o, g lox — il
If |j| = m, then
|DIF(2)| = |D7F () — DVF(2)| < [V Flcon (g [T — Yil™-
Putting together above estimates, we obtain for v = 0 that

|f () = fur)l S ek = el ™ IV Fllco(ag,uil)»

and for v > 0 that

|f () = Fue)| S lze — yrl™ IV Floos (ug ) -

Since the segment [z, yx| is contained in the e /k-neighbourhood of K, by ([B.4]) for v =0
and (0.0 for v > 0, we have

|f (zx) — f(yp)]

[ — gt —0, k— oo

This gives a contradiction, which concludes the proof.

Now we can prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem[I.8. The proof is the same as the proof of Theorem apart from the
following technical points. Assume that u € C"7(R?;R?), with m > 1, v € [0,1), then the
potential ¥ belongs to C™*17(R?). We replace Fact [[land Fact ] with Whitney’s extension
given by Theorem 2.1l and Theorem Analogous to the proof of Fact 3, one shows that
HzEEHijetn( k) — 0 ase — 0 (see Lemma[5.). Finally, in Point one uses Theorem
with a similar reasoning. O

5.1. Trace theorem in Sobolev spaces with p > n. In this subsection, we give a trans-
parent proof of a special case of the trace theorems by Shvartsman [I§]. A full trace descrip-
tion has two components, the extension part and the restriction part. We recall the following
maximal function for jets defined by Shvartsman,

—

MO Fla) o P flw) - P )|
y,2€K,y#z |$ - y|m + |,I - Z|m

and the definition of the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function My f for f € LL (R")
1

My f(x) = sup — |f(y)ldy.
r>0 17" JB,(x)

, (5.10)

Theorem 5.2 (Extension in W™P for p > n). Given K C R" compact, m > 1, p > n and
fi= {f(j)}mgmﬂ e J" Y K) with fU) =0 for any |j| > 1, suppose

M |l e < +o0.
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Then F := E(m_l)f belongs to W™P(R™), and for any j with 1 < |j| < m — 1, we have
DIF|g = 0. Furthermore, we have

IV Fllze S 1M Fllzo. (5.11)
Proof. Define
f9() ze K,
) ) = 1) 7
j=l+0

In this proof, we only work with (m — 1)-jets, so we introduce a short-hand notation P, =

Pz(mfl). We would like to prove that, for any [ with [I| < m — 1,

IVEY fllze S 1M F 1, (5.13)

and DIHOD f = H(j‘H)fWhen |7| = 1. It suffices to prove, for fixed 1 < i < n, any h € R
with 0 < h < ey, any j,0 with |j] =1 and |I|, [l + j| < m — 1, we have

I HOF = HOF |10 < BIMODF |, 5 F () = o+ hey), (5.14)
D Flz) — HO f1 - -
mH f(x)h @) HUDf(z) | ShMUIHD flz), for any = € K. (5.15)

Here, £y is a small universal constant. Indeed, (5.14) implies that H® f ¢ W12(R"). Note
that H® f is smooth in K¢, then (5.15]) implies the difference quotient at x in (5.15]) converges
pointwisely to HUT f (z) for any x € R". By dominated convergence, we have DJH @) f =
H+) f in LP. This concludes the proof.

Now we prove (5.I4]) and (5.I5]) in four different cases.

Case 1 (z,x+ he; € K). Taking y = x and z = x + he;. This is obvious from the definitions
of the maximal function M) for jets.

Case 2 (x+he; € K,x € K¢or z € K,z+ he; € K¢). We consider the case x+ he; € K,z €
K*¢. The other one is analogous. Suppose x € Q,. Hence, for any k € N(ko), |z — yi| < h.
When |I| =0,

|ThF($)_F($)| :E‘F(x—i—hei)— Z (pk(x)f(o)(yk)‘
h h keN (ko)
S Y a@lf O+ he) - fOw)]

For |l| > 1, we have

A HO o) — HO fz :
[ HY £ )h H f(z)| :%‘ > Do)y fl)

<2 S Da) (FOwm) - O )|

kEN (ko)
< hmin { M2 (), MU (2 4 he;) ).

The above implies (5.14) and (5.15) with HG+) f = 0.



APPROXIMATION OF DIVERGENCE-FREE VECTOR FIELDS 17

Case 3 (z € Qi,, + h € Qy,, and |h| > 5 min{l(Qk,),{(Qk,)}). As above, for any
k € N(ko) and any k' € N(k1), |z — yx| + |z — yr| < |h|. Then for |I] = 0, we have

[T F(x) — Fz)| 1 ~

h - E‘ Y en@Py flz)— > ew(@)Py, fla+h)
kEN (ko) k€N (k1)
1
<5 sup | FOyr) = FOy)| S RMP ().
keN (ko),k'eN (k1)

For |I| > 1, we have

W HO Fz) — HO F ﬁ ,
’ nH f(x)h H f(w)’ :%‘ Z Dlﬁpk(x)Pykf(ﬂU)— Z Dlﬁpk/($+h)Pyk, (x—i—h)
keN (ko) k'eN (k1)
S s @) MO~ 1O )|

"R keN(ko) kN (k1)
< hmin {M(”HQ) (z), MU (5 4 he;)}.

These give (5.14) and (G.I5) with HO*) f = 0.

Case 4 (z € Qy), =+ h € Qg,, and |h| < 5 min{l(Qk,), ¢(Qx,)}). For any ¢t € [0,1],
x +th € K¢ and we compute

VHOf@+th) =] Y Dokl +th) O ()
keN (ko)UN (k1)

- > VD'gr(w+th) O (yk,)
keN (ko)UN (k1)

s D> VD or(z + th)1F O (i) — £ (o )|
keN (ko)UN (k1)

g Z K(Qko)i(‘lHl)‘f(o) (yk) - f(O) (yko)‘

k,x+thesupp ¢y,
< MUFD () < A2 ().

Notice that 7, HO f(z) — HO f(z) = fol h-VH®O f(x + th)dt. Then

| H O f(z) - HY fla)|

0 < MU () < R UHH2) (),

O

Theorem 5.3 (Restriction in WP for p > n). Given K C R" compact, for F' € W™P(R™),
define a jet fE J"YK) by fU) = DIF on K for any |j| < m —1. Then

1M Fllze S (V™ F 1.

Proof. We recall the following inequality from Mazya [16]. For fixed ¢ € (n,p), for any
|7] < m — 1, any cube @ and any z,y € @, we have

. ) . ) 1/q
IDIP() — DIP fa)| < 0@y (é rva\q) | (5.16)
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Then for any @) containg y,z € K, we have

1/
D/ P fla) = DIPY fla)| < 0@V (]2 \V’”F!q> g

Indeed, we can obtain above by applying (B.16]) twice for x,y and x, z respectively. Now let
@ be centered at z with radius |z — y| + |z — z| and j = 0, then we obtain

[DIR" Y fla) - DIP U (f rvmp‘qy“

[z —y|™ + [x — 2|

< (V) @) .

Then we have
P/q
PEFI S [ (97 F) @) o

<[ (19 F19) |28, < IV F o

O

Next, we show that the monotone compression |(S4)|in Section [ works well in Sobolev space
WmPRY) with p > n = 2.

Proposition 5.4 (Monotone compression for Sobolev spaces, p > 2). Let m > 2, p > 1,

and consider a compact set K C R? that satisfies |S(K)| = 0, with
S(K)={zx€ K|z = lim x,z € K,

ko0 (5.17)

x and zi are not in the same connected component for each k}.

Let f € J" Y K) satisfy f9) =0 for |j| > 1 and | M™ f||Lp < oo and let n. be defined by
G, thus satisfying (B2) and (B3). Then the family fo= {fg }|g\<k defined by

f(j)': UsOfO ifj=0
: 0 otherwise

satisfies
1M ™) f || 1o < 6(e) (5.18)

for some function § : Ry — Ry with §(g) — 0 as e — 0%
Proof. Since m > 2, VE(m_l)f: 0 pointwisely. Here, we apply Theorem to extend f
Therefore, f(© is constant on each connected component.

From the properties of 7., it is easy to see

M f(z) < MU f(z), for any € and any x € R2. (5.19)

Fix any z € K¢, dist(z, K) > 0 and hence M(m)f;(x) —0ase—0.

For z ¢ S(K)U K¢, we prove M f.(z) — 0 as ¢ — 0 by contradiction. Indeed, if there
exists ¢ > 0 with M(m)f;k (x) > c for e, — 0, we have {(yx, 1) }x such that

e © FOe) = mey 0 FOCR)] e
|z — Y™ + |2 — 2™ 2

(5.20)
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Due to g, — 0, limy, y, = limy 2, = 2. Since z ¢ S(K)U K¢ and f(© is component-wise
constant, we have |n., o fO(yr) — 1., o f©(2;)] = 0 for k large enough, which leads to a
contradiction with (5.20).

Note that [|[M f|;» < oo and |S(K)| = 0. Combining the information above, we have
for any = ¢ S(K), M f.(x) — 0 as ¢ — 0. Using that fact |S(K)| = 0, by dominated
convergence, we have ||M ™ f. || 1» — 0. O

5.2. Trace theorem in Sobolev spaces with p < n. Given a compact, d-regular set
K C R"™, we recall from [13] the notion of Besov space Bg’q(K). As shown in [I3], they
describe precisely the traces of Sobolev spaces onto compact, d-regular sets. We use u to
denote a fixed d-regular measure on K, i.e. p:= H%g.

Definition 5.5 ([I3, Chapter V,§ 2.3, Definition 2]). Let § > 0 and k < 8 < k + 1, with
k integer. The collection f = {f(j)}|j\§k belongs to the Besov space Bg’q(K) if and only

if there is a sequence of families {f,sj)}mﬁﬁ], indexed by v € N with fﬁj) € LP(u), and a
sequence (a,)yen € £4(N) such that for every v € N:

a) 1FD = 1o < 2B-10a, for [j| < k;
b) 19 = £9) o < 2770~ViDa, = a, if B = k+ 1 and |j| = k + 1;
)

1/p
(22“ /] . \Rjum,y)\pdu(x)du(y)) < 27+5-liq,
T—y|<27V

for |j] < [B], where

l

(j+1)
fo . (v) (- )

Rjy(z,y) = fPx) =
l74+1<[8]
) 1 1) < ao for [5] < [8].

The norm of f in BEY(K), denoted by HJ?HBQ‘?(K)’ is given by the infimum of (3, ad)'/4

among all sequences (a,),cn and families {fy(j)}mgk satisfying a)-d) above.

We also recall from [I3] the trace and extension theorems for Sobolev/Besov spaces. This
constitutes the replacement for Fact [l and Fact @in the case W™P(R?) with p < 2.

Theorem 5.6 (Trace of Sobolev functions [I3, Chapter VII, Theorem 1]). Let K be a
compact d-reqular set in R", 0 <d<n,1 <p<oo, and f=a—(n—d)/p>0. Then

Wohp(Rn”K — Bg’p(K)
More precisely:

(i) Restriction. If F € W*P(R"™) then for every multi-index j with |j| < B, the func-
tions fU) := DIF are defined (and approzimately continuous) p-almost everywhere,
and satisfy the conditions a)-d) of Definition [5.3.
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(ii) Extension. Letk < < k+1, with k integer. There exists an extension operator E :
Bg’p(K) — WYP(R™) such that, if f = {f(j)}\jlﬁk € Bg’p(K), then || Ef|[yap@n) <
CHfHBg’P(K)’ and DIF = fU) p-almost everywhere.

We also need a replacement for the compression procedure, Fact [Bl For this purpose, we first

prove some properties of Besov functions whose derivatives vanish.
Consider f = {f(j)}mgk € BY(K) satisfying
U =0 p-almost everywhere, for every |j] > 1. (5.21)

By the definition of Besov space, we know that there are approximating sequences { fﬁj )}| jI<k
v € N, and a sequence (a,), € ¢4(N), with Hf_”Bg,q ~ (>, a?,)l/q. A priori, the approximating
sequence might not satisfy the same property (5.2I]). However, the following lemma shows
that we can also enforce fﬁj ) = 0 for |7] > 1 and for every v, obtaining an equivalent norm.
This result is actually formally equivalent to [I3, Chapter V,§ 2.3, Remark 3], but we include
the proof for completeness.

Lemma 5.7 (Zero derivatives). Let f = {F9D} 1< € BRU(K), and suppose that f9 =0

for every |j| > 1. Let {fy(j)}m[ﬁ] be an approximating sequence satisfying a)-d) of Definition
with some constants a,, satisfying > ap, < co. Then the modified sequence

7 .= 2 ifj=0
Y 0 iflj>1

satisfies a)-d) with some sequence a, for which Y, ai < CY_ al, where C only depends on
B, p:q; -

Proof. For |j| > 1, it is clear that all assumptions a)-d) are trivially satisfied. Indeed the
remainders Rjy for lej ), defined in Definition 5.5l are all zero and the other quantities at the
left-hand sides of a)-d) are all zero. We thus need to show a)-d) for j = 0.

Assumption a) remains valid for fio), since
1A = F Ny = 1 = £y < 277 an.
Assumption b) is satisfied. Indeed, for § < k + 1, this condition is empty. For g =k + 1, if
B > 1, the left-hand side is zero, and if 8 < 1, the left-hand side equals the one for f,.
Assumption d) is trivially satisfied, since
#(0 0

176 e = 15" ler) < a0
Now we are left with checking c). The remainder simplifies to

Roy(z,y) = f(x) = [V (),

because all the higher-order terms are zero. The remainder for f; is

O]
Ruvlay) = 10@) - 106) - 3 22

1<|l|<p

z —y).
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By triangle inequality

<2d” / /l“y<2—u | Bow (2, y) P dp() d/z(y)> N
< <2dy//|$_y|<zy |Roy (2, 9)|P du(x) d,u(y)> 1/p

1/p
’ <2d”/ /|| [Row (2,y) = Roy (,y)|" dp(x) dﬂ<y>) .

The first term is clearly bounded by 27*%a,, by assumption a) for ﬁ, Regarding the second
term, we estimate every term in the Taylor expansion,

v fu Y)
1<[11<p <2d //:v yl<2

1/p
v 1o vpp O (NP dus(x
<y <z [ wr )dﬂ(y)>

1<[l[<B

S D TR (2“” / LD @) Pu( ”))du(y)>1/p

1<|z|<5
1/p
<o 3 (e [ wprr )
1<|1|<8

<C Y 2 e (5.23)

1<|l|<p

p
l

1/p
(—y)| du(z) du(y)> (5.22)

Now from b) and d) (in the case |j| = ) or from a) and d) (in the case [j| < k) it follows
that Hfi”HLp(M) <23) <, a; (cf. [13| Remark 2]). We deduce that the last term in (5.23)) is

bounded by
cY > vwzza
1<|l|<B

By Hardy’s inequalityEl we have
Sacc ¥ Yo (Z) <o ¥ Yool s oy
1<|l<p v 1<|i<p v

This concludes the proof. O

We now consider any f: {f(j)hj\gk € Bg’q(K) satisfying fU) = 0 for |j| > 1. We write for
simplicity f = f(©). Using Lemma 5.7 this implies the existence of a sequence (a,), € ¢4(N)
and an approximating sequence f, of LP(u) functions (corresponding to f,so)) satisfying the
following simplified conditions analogous to a)-d) in Definition [5.5]

a’) Hf - quLP(,u) < 27&/@%

b’) This condition is empty (the minimum admissible value for [j| is 1, for which all
functions are zero);

Isnee 99v (X pan)? <eXe,2%al for a < 0.
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1/p
" P T 721/(1 .
<2 //|$y|<2—u [fo(@) = fu()I” du )du(y)> <27%ay;

&) Nl foll e (x) < ao-

With above observation, we are ready to prove the compression property for Besov spaces
on K.

Proposition 5.8 (Monotone compression in Besov spaces). Consider the map 1. from (5.1
satisfying (B.2) and (B3). Let f= {f(j)}mgk € Bg’q(K) satisfy fY) =0 for |j| > 1. Then
the family f. = {fgj)}mgk defined by

G) ._ {naOf(O) if =0
e =

0 otherwise

also belongs to Bg’q(K). Moreover, it satisfies

HJE;HBZ"I(K) <4(e) (5.24)

for some function § : Ry — Ry with §(g) — 0 as e — 0%

Proof. We claim that the sequence f., := 1. o f;, is a valid approximating sequence for
fe, i.e. satisfying all the conditions specified in Definition Indeed, observe that, by the

compression property, | f§73 - fgg al < f,E] ) f,EiL)1| and | fe(] )_ gy)| <|f0) - f,E] )| pointwisely.

It follows that f. € Bg’q(K ), since the left-hand sides in a)-d) do not increase after composing
with 7.. In particular this shows that (a,), is a valid sequence also for the estimates on f.
specified in Definition

Next we use the smallness assumption on the C° norm of 7. to show (5.24)), by estimating
each term in a)-d) of Definition

Regarding the term in a), we have that || fe — feullzzx) < 2ep(K)YP, due to || fe]loo < € and
| fewlloo < €. By the compression property, || f. — Jewllrrmy < 2-%q,,. It follows that

|| = feullip ) < min{22 en(K)7,a, ).

The condition b) is empty, since the minimum admissible value for |j| is 1, for which all fg(,]l)

are zero.
The term in d) is similar to a) above, i.e. |[feollzr(x) < min{eu(K)P, ag}.

Regarding the term in c¢), we have two estimates: on the one hand by the compression
property

1/p
2v ~ » . 721}@ . |
(2 / /|my|<2_u | few(@) = feu ()P di( )d,u(y)) <27 %q, (5.25)
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On the other hand, since ||f: ,|lcc < €, we have

1/p
2v ) i
(2 //|my|<2—” |f€,u($) - fs,u(y)| dp( )dﬂ(y)>

1/p
22V (2e)P [ du(z d
g( oy fautn) [ u(y)>

< Ce (221/M(K)2721/)1/p
< CEe.

Here we used the upper regularity of the measure p to deduce that u(B(y,27")) < C2~%.
In conclusion, the left-hand side of (5.25]) is bounded by min{2-?"a,,,Ce}.

With these observations, we define the sequence
a0 := min{ag, ep(K)"/7},
Qe := Max {min{ay, 022”5},min{22”+15M(K)1/p,aV}} , v>1.
Then we have
&) |[fe = feullinm) <27 ac,
b)) ([ feoll e ) < @
d’)

1/p
N (@) = Fen )P du(e <2 G .
(2 / /lx_ylwif,() Feulw)| u()dmw) <2 %G,

This shows that a., is a valid sequence to bound the estimates for f. in Definition B.5] as
it satisfies conditions a)-d). It remains to see that, as ¢ — 0, the dominated convergence

1/q
<Z agl,) — 0.

Since the last sum estimate from above the Bg’q(K ) norm of f- up to some uniform constant,

theorem implies that

this concludes the proof. O

6. PROOF OF THE MAIN APPROXIMATION THEOREMS

In this section we prove the main results for Sobolev spaces, Theorem [I.J] and Theorem
The strategy is the same as the one adopted in Section [ for the C! case. However, we now
use the results proven in the previous section as replacements for Facts 1-4. We will treat
the cases p > 2 and p < 2 in parallel. Case 1 refers to p > 2, Case 2 refers to p < 2, with
Subcase 2.1 being 2 — p < d < 2 and Subcase 2.II being d < 2 — p.

Moreover, as already anticipated, we will give the full proof of the case m = 2 only (corre-
sponding to the initial vector field u belonging to WP). The proof for general m is virtually
identical, and we comment on this in Remark

Proof of Theorem [1.1] and Theorem [1.2 for m = 1. We follow the steps from Section [4], com-
menting on the required modifications.
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Potential. Since divu = 0 and v € W1P(R?;R?), we can consider a potential F' for
u, namely, F' € I/Vli’f(RQ) such that VI F = u. By the Morrey-Sobolev embedding
theorem, F' admits a continuous representative, and we assume that F' coincides
with this representative. Therefore, F' is well-defined at every point. Moreover, since
VF =t = 0on Q°f, without loss of generality, we assume F is compactly supported.

Case 1 (p > 2). By the Morrey-Sobolev embedding VF' is continuous, and we have
that VF = 0 pointwisely on K.

Case 2 (p <2). In this case, VF = 0 C ,-quasi everywhere on K.

Subcase 2.1 (2 —p < d < 2). By Theorem 23] we have that VF = 0 p-a.e. on K.
Subcase 2.1II (d < 2 — p). In this case we have no restriction on VF.

Restriction.

Case 1 (p > 2). We apply Theorem [5.3]to obtain the restriction f= {f(j)}mgl to the
set K. Observe that F' and VF' are continuous by the Morrey-Sobolev embedding.
In particular, all the f) are continuous.

Case 2 (p < 2). We apply the restriction part in Theorem with o = 2.

Subcase 2.1 (2 —p < d < 2). In this case § =2 — Q;fd € (1,2], and the restriction
f= {f(j)}mgl = {(D'F)|k}jj<1 belongs to Bg’p(K). Moreover fU) = 0 Oy -
quasi everywhere for |j| = 1, and thus also p-almost everywhere by Theorem 231
According to Definition 5.5 with & = 1, we have that f: {f(j)}mgl satisfies a)-d) of

Definition [5.5] namely there exist sequences ( 0 ))V C LP(p), |j| <1, and (a,), C R
such that

(8) [1F9 — 1oy < 27¥Pay;
() 159 = 19 s < 27Pa, i B =2 and || = 2;

(c)
1/p
92 O () = £O )P du(z) d p—
( //x_ydu\f () = 1" )] u()u(zﬂ)

Here due to Lemma 5.7, we also choose without loss of generality flgj ) =0 for
3l = 1.

@) (1 1o < ao for || < [B].

Subcase 2.1I (d < 2 — p). In this case § = 2 — 2%[ € (0,1]. Therefore, due to
Theorem [5.6} the restriction jet is given by f = {f(©} := {F|x}, satisfying the same
conditions above.

Sard. By Lemma [2.8 we have that F'(K) is a compact set with zero measure. As in
the C case, for every € > 0, we can therefore find finitely many intervals {If}1<i<n
of total measure at most £ and the well-separated open sets {U? }1<i<n whose union
contains Q¢. Here, note that F is constant on K in Case 2.
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Monotone compression. There is no essential modification compared to the C' case.
We define the compression map f; =7 0 f, where 7. is defined as in (4£1]). This
means that f,g(o) =n.0 fO and fg(]) =0 for |j| = 1.

Estimate on the compressed jets.

Case 1 (p > 2). With |S(92¢)] = 0 and Proposition (.4, we deduce that the com-
pressed jets fo satisfy ||M ™ f2||1» < 6(¢), where () — 0 as e — 0F.

Case 2 (p < 2). We apply Proposition (.8 to deduce that the compressed jets f.
satisfies ||ﬁ:||B§’P(K) < §(¢), where 6(¢) — 0 as € — 0F. This is true both in Subcase
2.1 and in Subcase 2.11.

FExtension.

Case 1 (p > 2). We first apply Theorem 5.2 with the compact set given by QN Bgr(0)
with sufficiently large R > 0 such that Q C Bg(0), thus we extend f; to a function
F. € W2P(R?) with VF. = 0 on Q¢. From the definition of the Whitney extension
operator, F. is constant on each connected component of Q¢. By the estimates in

and in Theorem 5.2, we have ||V?F¢||1pr2) S d(e).

Case 2 (p < 2). Recall that the bounded domain 2 admits the decomposition
Q¢ = K UK, with K being the unbounded component and K being d-regular. We
fix a cutoff function y € C2°(R?) such that y is supported on K¢ and such that xy = 1
on K.

We apply the extension part in Theorem .6l to extend f. to a function Fr € W2P(R?).
Denote F. = xF?. From the estimates in [(S5), we have ||F.|lp2pm2) S C(X)d(e).
Here, C'(x) > 0 is a constant depending on x and independent of &.

In Subcase 2.1, F, satisfies D/'F, = fg(j) p-a.e. on K, for every |j| < 1. However,
)

since F. belongs to W2P(R?) it is also continuous, hence we conclude that F. = fg(0
everywhere on K.

In Subcase 2.11, the function satisfies F, = f§°) p-a.e. on K. However, for the same
_ £(0)
reason above F. = f:’ everywhere on K.

Auxiliary function.
In this step we construct an auxiliary function h. € C*°(R?) with
supp Vh, C €, (6.1)
ge = F —F.—h.=0, on Q° (6.2)

Case 1 (p > 2). Due to the definitions of 7., U7, and the same reason as the C! case
in Section @, F' — F, = ¢ on Q°N U for any i. {Q°NU;}i<i<n are finitely many
disjoint closed sets, hence we can find he € C* such that h, = ¢ on U7 and (6.0)),

62) hold.

Furthermore, we have Vg. = 0 on °.

Case 2 (p < 2). For the same reason above, F' — F, = ¢; on K NU{ for any i.
Moreover, F — F. = ¢ on K. Similarly, we can find h. € C™ such that h. = ¢ on
Ug, h. = ¢ on K and (61)), (6-2) hold.
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In Subcase 2.1, we also have Vg. = 0 for p-a.e. on K, and thus by Theorem 23] also
C1 p-quasi everywhere on K.

(S8) Hedberg’s theorem and conclusion. Now we apply Theorem B.] to find a sequence
gk € 0*(Q) with |lgF — gllw2r — 0 as k — oo, and we define the sequence u? :=
V4 (g + he). Since V4 (g* + h.) = 0 on some neighbourhood of Q°, we have u* €

C°(Q). Also, we can estimate
[uf = ullwrr = V(g + he = F)llwr
<V (ge + he = F)llwrr + IV (g — 65)llwo
= IV Exllwo + IV (9E = ge) lwiw
<N Eellwzr + 1195 = gellw2s-

Now the first summand goes to zero as ¢ — 0 by Step (6), while the second sum-
mand goes to zero as k — oo by the conclusion of Theorem B.Jl Taking a diagonal
sequence, we can extract an approximating sequence of divergence-free vector fields
{ug }x converging to u, which concludes the proof.

O

Remark 6.1 (Theorem [[.I] and Theorem for m > 2). If in Theorem [[.I] and Theorem
L2 u is assumed to be of class WP, then the potential F' belongs to VVI?CH’p (R?), and
virtually the same proof applies. The only changes are the order of the derivatives that we
are considering in each step. In particular, by the Morrey-Sobolev embedding all derivatives
of F' up to order m — 1 are continuous. The role that VF' has in the proof above is now
taken by V™F.

In Case 1 (p > 2), V™F is continuous. In Case 2 (p < 2), we have V"'F = 0 C p-quasi
everywhere. As a consequence we have V" F' = 0 p-a.e. in Subcase 2.1 (2—p < d < 2), while
in Subcase 2.II (d < 2 — p) we have no restriction on V"F'.

Regarding the trace theorems (Theorems and [5.3] for p > 2, and Theorem for p < 2),

they are stated for Sobolev spaces of arbitrary integer order. The trace space becomes the

2—d
P

procedure of Proposition 0.8 works for arbitrary order.

Besov space Bg’p with 8 =m — € (m — 1, m + 1]. Similarly, the monotone compression

Finally, Hedberg’s result also holds for Sobolev spaces of any order, concluding the proof for
m > 2.
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