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VAROPOULOS EXTENSIONS IN DOMAINS WITH AHLFORS-REGULAR

BOUNDARIES AND APPLICATIONS TO BOUNDARY VALUE PROBLEMS

FOR ELLIPTIC SYSTEMS WITH L∞ COEFFICIENTS

MIHALIS MOURGOGLOU AND THANASIS ZACHAROPOULOS

ABSTRACT. Let Ω ⊂ Rn+1, n ≥ 1, be an open set with s-Ahlfors regular boundary ∂Ω,

for some s ∈ (0, n], such that either s = n and Ω is a corkscrew domain with the pointwise

John condition, or s < n and Ω = Rn+1 \E, for some s-Ahlfors regular set E ⊂ Rn+1. In

this paper we provide a unifying method to construct Varopoulos type extensions of BMO
and Lp boundary functions. In particular, we show that a) if f ∈ BMO(∂Ω), there exists

F ∈ C∞(Ω) such that dist(x,Ωc)|∇F (x)| is uniformly bounded in Ω and the Carleson

functional of dist(x,Ωc)s−n|∇F (x)| as well the sharp non-tangential maximal function

of F are uniformly bounded on ∂Ω with norms controlled by the BMO-norm of f , and

F → f in a certain non-tangential sense Hs|∂Ω-almost everywhere; b) if f̄ ∈ Lp(∂Ω),
1 < p ≤ ∞, there exists F̄ ∈ C∞(Ω) such that the non-tangential maximal functions

of F̄ and dist(·,Ωc)|∇F̄ | as well as the Carleson functional of dist(·,Ωc)s−n|∇F̄ | are in

Lp(∂Ω) with norms controlled by the Lp-norm of f̄ , and F̄ → f̄ in some non-tangential

sense Hs|∂Ω-almost everywhere. If, in addition, the boundary function is Lipschitz with

compact support, then both F and F̄ can be constructed so that they are also Lipschitz

on Ω and converge to the boundary data continuously. The latter results hold without the

additional assumption of the pointwise John condition. Finally, for elliptic systems of equa-

tions in divergence form with merely bounded complex-valued coefficients, we show some

connections between the solvability of Poisson problems with interior data in the appro-

priate Carleson or tent spaces and the solvability of Dirichlet problem with Lp and BMO
boundary data.

CONTENTS

1. Introduction . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2

1.1. Related results . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

2. Preliminaries and notation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10

2.1. Preliminaries . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10

2.2. Function spaces . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10

2.3. Maximal operators and Carleson functionals . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12

2.4. Lp and uniform ε-approximation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15

2.5. Elliptic systems and Boundary value problems . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16

Key words and phrases. Extensions, trace, Carleson spaces, Tent spaces, Non-tangential maximal function,

BMO, Campanato space, Boundary Value Problems in rough domains, Poisson Problems, divergence form

elliptic PDEs, elliptic systems, complex coefficients.

M.M. was supported by IKERBASQUE and partially supported by the grant PID2020-118986GB-I00 of the

Ministerio de Economı́a y Competitividad (Spain) and by the grant IT-1615-22 (Basque Government). T.Z. was

supported by the FPI grant PRE2018-084984 of the Ministerio de Ciencia e Innovación (Spain) and partially

supported by the grant PID2020-118986GB-I00 of the Ministerio de Economı́a y Competitividad (Spain).

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.10717v5


2 MIHALIS MOURGOGLOU AND THANASIS ZACHAROPOULOS

2.6. Geometry of domains . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18

2.7. Dyadic lattices . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20

2.8. The Whitney decomposition . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20

3. Regularized dyadic extension of functions on the boundary . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21

4. A Corona decomposition for functions in Lp or BMO . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 27

5. Lp and uniform ε-approximability of the regularized dyadic extension . . . . . . . . 31

6. Construction of Varopoulos-type extensions of Lp and BMO functions . . . . . . . . 38

7. Varopoulos-type extensions of compactly supported Lipschitz functions . . . . . . . 47

8. Applications to Boundary Value Problems for systems of elliptic equations . . . . 54

8.1. Some connections between Poisson Problems and Boundary Value Problems 54

8.2. Conditional one-sided Rellich-type inequalities . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 57

Appendix A. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 58

References . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 70

1. INTRODUCTION

In the present manuscript we are concerned with open sets Ω ⊂ Rn+1, n ≥ 1, which

satisfy one of the following assumptions:

(a) Ω satisfies the corkscrew condition and its boundary ∂Ω is n-Ahlfors regular (see

Definitions 2.1 and 2.10), or

(b) Ω = Rn+1 \ E, for some s-Ahlfors regular set E ⊂ Rn+1 with s < n.

We will call such domains AR(s) domains for s ∈ (0, n]. We also define σs := Hs|∂Ω to

be the “surface” measure of Ω, where Hs is the s-dimensional Hausdorff measure.

Our first goal is to construct, in AR(s) domains, smooth extensions u : Ω → R of bound-

ary functions that are in BMO(σs) (resp. in Lp(σs) for p ∈ (1,∞]) so that their sharp non-

tangential maximal function defined in (2.10) (resp. their non-tangential maximal functions

defined in (2.9)) and the modified Carleson functionals (see (2.12) for the definition) of

their “weighted” gradients are uniformly bounded (resp. in Lp(σs)) with norms controlled

by the BMO(σs) (resp. Lp(σs)) norms of the boundary functions. The identification on

the boundary is in the non-tangential convergence sense (up to a set of measure zero on the

boundary). To do so, when s = n, we assume that Ω satisfies the pointwise John condition

(see Definition 2.13), while no additional connectivity assumption is required for s < n.

This is the first time that such results are proved in so general geometric setting and also

when the co-dimension is larger than 1.

Our second goal is to construct such extensions of Lipschitz functions with compact

support on the boundary of an AR(s) domain so that they are Lipschitz on Ω and in the

weighted Sobolev space Ẇ 1,2(Ω;ωs), where ωs(x) := δΩ(x)
s−n1. In fact, the construction

of those extensions is even more important due to their applications to Boundary Value

Problems given in Section 8 and also in [GalMT23, MP24]. Finally, we also prove similar

extensions of boundary functions in the Campanato space Λβ(∂Ω) for β ∈ (0, 1).

The original result of Varopoulos [Var77, Var78] entails an extension property for BMO

functions in Rn. Specifically, for f ∈ BMO(Rn), there exists an extension F defined in the

1When s = n, this is the standard homogeneous Sobolev space Ẇ 1,2(Ω).
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upper half-space Rn+1 := {(x, t) ∈ Rn × (0,∞)}, such that F (x, t) = f non-tangentially,

with F ∈ C∞(Rn+1), satisfying a size condition given by

(1.1) sup
(x,t)∈Rn+1

+

t |∇F (x, t)| <∞,

and a L1 Carleson measure condition

(1.2) sup
r>0,x∈Rn

r−n

¨

{|x−y|<r}∩Rn+1
+

|∇F (y, t)| dy dt ≤ C‖f‖BMO,

where the implicit constants are purely dimensional. It is crucial to note that the Carleson

condition (1.2) involves an L1 bound, in contrast to the more standard L2 estimate (with

respect to the weighted measure tdydt):

(1.3) sup
r>0,x∈Rn

r−n

¨

{|x−y|<r}∩Rn+1
+

|∇F (y, t)|2 dy tdt ≤ C‖f‖2BMO.

In the presence of the size condition (1.1), it is evident that (1.2) implies (1.3). However, the

former is strictly stronger. An example illustrating this distinction is provided by Garnett

in [Gar81]. In this example, (1.3) holds, but (1.2) fails. Garnett’s example involves the

standard Poisson extension of a suitably constructed (bounded) function f . In this case,

Fefferman and Stein [FS72] established (1.3) for the Poisson extension of f , and this bound

played a crucial role in his proof of the H1-BMO duality.

Varopoulos initially sought to establish his extension result with the aim of extending

Carleson’s Corona Theorem [Car82] to Cn with n ≥ 2. While this particular endeavor

did not succeed, the outcome, known as the “Varopoulos extension”, has proven to be of

significant interest for other reasons. Notably, employing (1.2) instead of (1.3) allows for a

simplification in one of the key steps of Fefferman’s duality theorem proof.

Varopoulos based his extension theorem on a deep property of harmonic functions (or so-

lutions of divergence form elliptic equations more broadly), now termed ε-approximability.

This property asserts that for any bounded harmonic function u (initially defined in the

half-space but extendable to more general settings), normalized so that ‖u‖∞ ≤ 1, and for

a fixed ε > 0, there exists an “ε-approximator” ϕε ∈ C∞(Rn+1
+ ) such that

(1.4) ‖u− ϕε‖L∞(Rn+1
+ ) < ε

and ‖Cn(∇ϕε)‖L∞(∂Ω) < Cε. In particular, he demonstrated that there exists ε ∈ (0, 1)
such that every harmonic function u, as described above, can be ε-approximated. Garnett

later established that this holds for every 0 < ε < 1. Thus, even though Garnett’s example

demonstrates that (1.2) can fail for bounded harmonic functions, these functions can still be

approximated closely in the L∞ norm by a function ϕε that does satisfy this property.

It is noteworthy that, for example, in Lipschitz domains, the ε-approximability of bounded

solutions for divergence form elliptic equations is connected to the solvability of the Dirich-

let problem with Lp data2. Furthermore, in the case of harmonic functions in more general

2The relationships outlined have been explored and utilized in the works of Dahlberg [Da80] and Kenig,

Koch, Pipher, and Toro [KKPT00], with significant contributions from Garnett [Gar81].
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domains, the ε-approximation property has significant geometric implications. In particu-

lar, if Ω ∈ AR(n), it characterizes uniform rectifiability of the boundary3. This equivalence

is derived from the combined work of Hofmann, Martell, and Mayboroda [HMM16] and

Garnett, Tolsa, and the first named author [GarMT18] (see also [AGMT23]).

Varopoulos established his extension theorem by first iterating ε-approximability to ob-

tain the extension property for f ∈ L∞(Rn). Subsequently, he used a “Corona” type

decomposition of BMO(Rn) functions, credited to Garnett [Gar81], to establish the general

case. Varopoulos’s approach is both powerful and innovative; however, it has a fundamental

limitation. Due to its reliance on the ε-approximability property of bounded harmonic func-

tions, the Varopoulos method cannot treat domains whose boundaries fail to be uniformly

rectifiable (see [HT21] for the construction of Varopoulos extensions in such domains).

In the present manuscript, we overcome this geometric obstacle and clarify the true nature

of the important extension property of Varopoulos, and the ingredients that go into its proof.

We also disprove a conjecture of Hofmann and Tapiola (originally stated in the preprint

version of [HT21] on arXiv), which was saying that the existence of Varopoulos extensions

of BMO functions in AR(n) domains implies uniform n-rectifiability of the boundary.

Indeed, one can easily find sets which are n-Ahlfors regular and purely unrectifiable so that

their complements are uniform domains (i.e., they satisfy Definitions 2.10 and 2.11) and so

they satisfy the local John (and thus the pointwise John) condition (see Definitions 2.13 and

2.15). The 4-corner Cantor set of Garnett is such an example in R2.

Our first main result is the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let Ω ∈ AR(s) for s ∈ (0, n], which, for s = n, satisfies the pointwise John

condition. If f ∈ BMO(σs), there exist u : Ω → R and c0 ∈ (0, 14 ] such that, for any

c ≤ c0, it holds that

(i) u ∈ C∞(Ω),
(ii) sup

ξ∈∂Ω
N♯,c(u)(ξ) + sup

x∈Ω
δΩ(x)|∇u(x)| . ‖f‖BMO(σs),

(iii) sup
ξ∈∂Ω

Cs,c(∇u)(ξ) . ‖f‖BMO(σs),

(iv) For σs-almost every ξ ∈ ∂Ω,

 

B(x,δΩ(x)/2)
u(y) dy →

{
f(ξ) non-tangentially, if s < n

f(ξ) quasi-non-tangentially, if s = n.

Moreover, if f ∈ L∞(σs), we also obtain the stronger estimate

(v) sup
x∈Ω

|u(x)| . ‖f‖L∞(σs).

The constant c0 only depends on dimension, the Ahlfors regularity constants, and the corkscrew

condition. Moreover, in the case that s = n and Ω satisfies the pointwise John condition

but not the local John condition, we also assume that f is compactly supported.

Remark 1.2. Note that the second term on the left hand side of the estimate (ii) of Theorem

1.1 can also be written in terms of the non-tangential maximal function. Namely, (ii) is

3Uniform rectifiability is a quantitative, scale-invariant version of the classical notion of rectifiability whose

theory has been developed extensively in the deep work of David and Semmes [DS91, DS93].
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equivalent to the estimate

sup
ξ∈∂Ω

N♯,c(u)(ξ) + sup
ξ∈∂Ω

N (δΩ∇u)(ξ) . ‖f‖BMO(σs).

Our proof of Theorem 1.1, under the additional assumption that the local John condition

is satisfied when s = n, does not involve a decomposition of the boundary data, as in the

Varopoulos argument. Instead, it relies on a direct approach, which is novel in the case of

L∞ and BMO functions, and hinges on three crucial components. First, we apply Theorem

5.4, demonstrating that the regularized dyadic extension of f ∈ BMO(σs) (see (3.1) for its

definition) is uniformly ε-approximable (see subsection 2.4 for the definition). Second, we

establish a trace theorem (see Definition 2.16 and Proposition 6.4). Finally, we employ an

iteration argument inspired by Varopoulos.

It is worth noting that the local John condition, representing a scale-invariant connec-

tivity condition between boundary points and corkscrew points at all scales and locations,

is necessary only for the trace theorem and specifically in the case where Ω ∈ AR(s) and

s = n, while it is always satisfied in AR(s) for s < n. A significant challenge in the iter-

ation argument is the need to introduce the Sobolev-type space Nsum(Ω) (see (2.20) for its

definition) and demonstrate its sequential completeness. This constitutes a non-trivial task,

occupying the majority of the Appendix (see Corollary A.9).

The aforementioned method does not seem to work when s = n and the domain satis-

fies a connectivity condition weaker than the local John condition called the pointwise John

condition. So in the case that Ω satisfies the pointwise John condition but not the local

John condition, we resort to a proof closer in spirit to that of Varopoulos. Specifically, we

decompose the boundary data f into the sum of a ‘good’ function g ∈ L∞ and a ‘bad’ func-

tion b =
∑

j ajχQj
, where supj≥1 |aj | . ‖f‖BMO(σ) and {Qj}j≥1 is a family of dyadic

cubes on the boundary satisfying a Carleson packing condition (see (4.1) for the definition).

The construction of the extension of b is more standard, although, in rough domains, it is

technically involved and requires quite some effort to be accomplished (see [HT21, Propo-

sition 1.3]). The challenging part is how to build the extension of g without relying on

the ε-approximability property of the harmonic extension of g (and, thus, avoiding the re-

striction to domains with uniformly rectifiable boundaries). Interestingly, the (direct) proof

described above works for L∞ functions in domains merely satisfying the pointwise John

condition, allowing us to construct a Varopoulos extension of g. The reason this occurs is

that, rather than obtaining an estimate for N♯,c(u) for the approximating function of υg, we

are able to establish a stronger estimate like (v). The extension of f is just the sum of the

extensions of g and b.
We also prove a version of Theorem 1.1 for boundary functions that belong to Lp. This

result was previously shown in Rn+1
+ by Hytönen and Rosén [HR18].

Theorem 1.3. Let Ω ∈ AR(s) for s ∈ (0, n], which, for s = n, satisfies the pointwise John

condition. If f ∈ Lp(σs) with p ∈ (1,∞), there exist u : Ω → R and c0 ∈ (0, 14 ] such that,

for any c ∈ (0, c0], it holds that

(i) u ∈ C∞(Ω),
(ii) ‖N (u)‖Lp(σs) + ‖N (δΩ∇u)‖Lp(σs) . ‖f‖Lp(σs),

(iii) ‖Cs,c(∇u)‖Lp(σs) . ‖f‖Lp(σs),
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(iv) For σs-almost every ξ ∈ ∂Ω,4

 

B(x,δΩ(x)/2)
u(y) dy →

{
f(ξ) non-tangentially, if s < n

f(ξ) quasi-non-tangentially, if s = n.

The constant c0 only depends on dimension, the Ahlfors regularity constants, and the corkscrew

condition.

In the proof of Theorem 1.3, we utilize the regularized dyadic extension of the boundary

function and establish its ε-approximability in Lp for p ∈ (1,∞) (see Subsection 2.4 for

the definition). Subsequently, we demonstrate a trace theorem (see Proposition 6.4) and,

finally, emloy an iteration argument. This approach follows the general scheme presented

in [HR18], where the ε-approximability in Lp for the dyadic average extension operator in

Lp for p ∈ (1,∞)5 first appeared.

In fact, this is a key feature of our approach in both Theorems 1.1 and 1.3, which is

inspired by, but significantly advances Hytönen and Rosén’s work (even in Rn+1
+ for the

endpoint spaces). Let us highlight that we encounter significant challenges due to the ge-

ometry of our domains. For example, in [HR18], it is crucially used the separation of vari-

ables (x, t) ∈ Rn ×R+ to reduce the case to estimating Cn(∂tw), where ∂tw stands for the

partial derivative in the transversal direction. In higher co-dimensions, even if Ω = R3 \R,

such a reduction does not seem to work, let alone in “rough” domains. Instead, we resort

to multiscale analysis to construct the approximating functions. An important component

is the proof of the packing condition of the top cubes, which was not shown in [HR18] (see

Proposition 4.2), while the trace theorem and the iteration, also require subtle arguments in

our case.

Our second main goal is to establish Varopoulos extensions of Lipschitz functions with

compact supports, which are Lipschitz on Ω and also belong to Ẇ 1,2(Ω;ωs). This is crucial

due to its applications in Boundary Value Problems for elliptic equations (and systems) with

merely bounded coefficients (see Theorem 1.7). In fact, the second part of the theorem has

been employed without explicit verification in connection with Boundary Value Problems

(see, e.g., [DaKe87] and [MiTa01]). To the best of our knowledge, a comprehensive proof

of this theorem is not available in the literature. However, it should not be considered

folklore since establishing it is far from trivial, at least in our setting, and it has neither been

documented nor been known among experts.

Theorem 1.4. Let Ω ∈ AR(s) for s ∈ (0, n]. If f ∈ Lipc(∂Ω), there exist a function

F : Ω → R and c0 ∈ (0, 1/2], such that for any c ∈ (0, c0], it holds that

(i) F ∈ C∞(Ω) ∩ Lip(Ω) ∩ Ẇ 1,2(Ω;ωs),
(ii) ‖N (F )‖Lp(σs) + ‖N (δΩ∇F )‖Lp(σs) . ‖f‖Lp(σs), for p ∈ (1,∞],

(iii) ‖Cs,c(∇F )‖Lp(σs) . ‖f‖Lp(σs),

(iv) F |∂Ω = f continuously,

4For the definitions of non-tangential and quasi-non-tangential convergence, see Definition 2.16.
5The concept of ε-approximability in Lp for p ∈ (1,∞) was introduced by Hytönen and Rosén in [HR18]

who showed that the dyadic average extension operator as well as any weak solution to certain elliptic PDEs

in Rn+1
+ are ε-approximable in Lp for every ε ∈ (0, 1) and p ∈ (1,∞). The second part of that work was

extended by Hofmann and Tapiola in [HT20] to harmonic functions in Ω = Rn+1 \ E where E ⊂ Rn+1 is a

uniformly n-rectifiable set. The converse direction was shown by Bortz and Tapiola in [BT19].
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(v) ‖[Cs(δΩ|∇F |
2)]1/2‖Lq(σs) . ‖f‖Lq(σs), for q ∈ [2,∞).

Moreover, there exist a function F̄ : Ω → R and c0 ∈ (0, 1/2] such that for any c ∈ (0, c0],
it holds that

(i) F̄ ∈ C∞(Ω) ∩ Lip(Ω) ∩ Ẇ 1,2(Ω;ωs),
(ii) sup

ξ∈∂Ω
N♯,c(F̄ )(ξ) + sup

x∈Ω
δΩ(x)|∇F̄ (x)| . ‖f‖BMO(σs),

(iii) supξ∈∂Ω Cs,c(∇F̄ )(ξ) . ‖f‖BMO(σs),

(iv) F̄ |∂Ω = f continuously,

(v) sup
ξ∈∂Ω

[Cs(δΩ|∇F̄ |
2)(ξ)]1/2 . ‖f‖BMO(σs).

The constant c0 only depends on dimension, the Ahlfors regularity constants, and the corkscrew

condition.

To prove Theorem 1.4, considering f ∈ Lipc(∂Ω), we apply Theorems 5.4 and 5.5 to

generate approximating functions for the regularized dyadic extension of f . We define the

extension to be equal to the approximation everywhere except in a neighborhood of the

boundary with a “width” δ > 0, where it is set to equal the regularized dyadic extension.

Subsequently, we choose δ as ‖f‖Lp(σs)/‖f‖Ṁ1,p(σs)
in the case of p ∈ (1,∞) (resp.

‖f‖L∞(σs)/Lip f for p = ∞) and ‖f‖BMO(σs)/Lip f in the case of BMO(σs), achieving

the desired estimates.

Notably, we don’t construct an extension a priori and subsequently modify it to obtain

the Lipschitz extension; instead, we directly modify the ε-approximator of υf . This is why

we don’t need to impose any connectivity condition, as in Theorems 1.1 and 1.3. Instead,

the existence of the “trace” is readily ensured by the continuity of υf ∈ Lip(Ω).

The theorem presented below is a variation of Theorem 1.4 for boundary functions be-

longing to the Campanato space Λβ(∂Ω) for β ∈ (0, 1), as well as the space of Hölder con-

tinuous functions Lipβ(∂Ω). In our setting, any function in Λβ(∂Ω) coincides σs-almost

everywhere with a Hölder continuous function, and the two semi-norms are comparable

(refer to Remark 2.2).

Theorem 1.5. Let Ω ∈ AR(s) for s ∈ (0, n]. If f ∈ Λβ(∂Ω) for β ∈ (0, 1), there exists a

function F : Ω → R and c0 ∈ (0, 1/2], such that for any c ∈ (0, c0], it holds that

(i) F ∈ C∞(Ω),

(ii) sup
ξ∈∂Ω

N
(β)
♯,c (F )(ξ) + sup

x∈Ω
δΩ(x)

1−β |∇F (x)| . ‖f‖Λβ(∂Ω),

(iii) sup
ξ∈∂Ω

C(β)
s,c (∇F )(ξ) . ‖f‖Λβ(∂Ω),

(iv) nt-limx→ξ F |∂Ω(x) = f(ξ) for σs-a.e ξ ∈ ∂Ω.

Moreover, if f ∈ Lipβ(∂Ω), then F ∈ Lipβ(Ω) and F |∂Ω = f continuously. The con-

stant c0 only depends on dimension, the Ahlfors regularity constants, and the corkscrew

condition.

Remarkably, this theorem marks the first appearance of such a result, despite Λβ(∂Ω)
being a natural endpoint in the interpolation scale that contains Lp(σs) and BMO(σs). Its

proof is a lot easier compared to those for Lp(σs) and BMO(σs) boundary functions, as
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the regularized version of the dyadic extension of the boundary data already satisfies the

desired properties, eliminating the need for ε-approximability.

Remark 1.6. The proof of the existence of extensions of complex-valued boundary func-

tions is exactly the same but for the sake of simplicity we prefer to state and prove our results

for real-valued boundary functions. Moreover, if ~f : ∂Ω → Cm with ~f = (f1, . . . , fm),

then its extension is just the vector field ~F = (F1, . . . , Fm), where Fj is the extension of fj
for each j ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}.

Lastly, we use Theorem 1.4 to obtain connections between Poisson and Boundary Value

Problems (see Definitions 2.6, 2.8, and 2.9) for systems of elliptic equations in divergence

form with merely bounded complex-valued coefficients. The estimates derived for solu-

tions of elliptic boundary value problems can be perceived as far-reaching extensions of the

aforementioned alternative approach to Fefferman’s duality theorem [FS72]. In particular,

we will prove the following.

Theorem 1.7. Let Ω ∈ AR(n) and L be defined in (2.31). If L∗ is its formal adjoint, then

the following hold:

(1) If (PRL
p ) is solvable in Ω for some p > 1, then (DL∗

p′ ) is also solvable, where

1/p + 1/p′ = 1.

(2) If (P̃R
L

q ) with H = 0 is solvable in Ω for q ∈ [1, 2], then both (P̃D
L∗

q′ ) with H = 0

and (D̃L∗

q′ ) are solvable in Ω.

(3) If (PDL
p ) for p ∈ (1,∞) is solvable in Ω with H = 0, then the Dirichlet problem

(DL
p ) is also solvable in Ω.

(4) If (P̃D
L

q ) is solvable in Ω with H = 0 for some q ∈ [2,∞], then (D̃L
q ) is also

solvable in Ω.

Recently, the first named author and Tolsa [MT22] constructed an almost harmonic exten-

sion of functions in the Hajłasz Sobolev space Ṁ1,p(σn), which is the correct analogue of

the Lp version of Varopoulos extension for one “smoothness level” up. To be precise, it was

proved in [MT22] that the Carleson functional defined in (2.11) of the distributional Lapla-

cian of the almost harmonic extension is in Lp(σn) and in [MPT22] that the non-tangential

maximal function of its gradient is in Lp(σn) with norms controlled by the Ṁ1,p(σn) semi-

norm of the boundary function. The almost harmonic extension and its elliptic analogue

(see [MPT22]) were very important since they turned out to be the main ingredients for

the solution of the Lp-Regularity problem in domains with interior big pieces of chord-arc

domains ([AHMMT20, Definition 2.12, p. 892]) for the Laplace operator [MT22] and for

elliptic operators satisfying the Dahlberg-Kenig-Pipher (DKP) condition [MPT22] respec-

tively. This solved a 30 year-old question of Kenig.

The Poisson Dirichlet problem (PDL
p ) (resp. the Poisson regularity problem (PRL

p )) with

interior data in suitable Carleson spaces for p > 1 with scale-invariant estimates for the non-

tangential maximal function of the (resp. gradient of the) solution (see Definitions 2.8 and

2.9), was first defined in [MPT22] in order to overcome the obstacle that it is not known if

elliptic operators satisfying the DKP condition have bounded layer potentials. In particular,

the authors show that, for such operators, (PDL∗

p′ ) ⇒ (RL
p ) for any p > 1. To do so, they
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use the almost elliptic extension. One of their results states the following equivalences for

elliptic equations (not systems) with merely bounded coefficients:

(DL∗

p′ ) ⇔ (PDL∗

p′ ) ⇔ (PRL
p ) if p ∈ (1,∞).

The equivalence (PDL∗

p′ ) ⇔ (PRL
p ) holds for systems as well, as the proof in [MPT22]

does not utilize tools like the maximum principle or the elliptic measure. However, the

remaining results rely significantly on the connection between the weak-A∞ condition of

the elliptic measure and the solvability of (DL∗

p′ ), and thus, they only hold for real equations.

Inspired by the use of the almost elliptic extension in [MPT22], we employ the Varopoulos

extension constructed in Theorem 1.4 to extend some of these results to elliptic systems.

We also obtain endpoint results, which are new even for real equations.

Moreover, we introduce the notions of solvability for the Dirichlet and Poisson problems

with square function estimates and for the Poisson regularity problem (P̃R
L

q ) with data in

Coifman-Meyer-Stein tent spaces and establish connections between these problems. In the

recent work of Gallegos, Tolsa, and the first named author [GalMT23], the authors, partially

inspired by the introduction of (P̃R
L

q ) in the present manuscript, show extrapolation of

solvability of the regularity problem (RL
p ) (see Definition 2.7) and the (modified) Poisson

regularity problem (P̃R
L

q ) in AR(n) domains for elliptic operators with real and merely

bounded coefficients. Theorem 1.7 played a crucial role in the proof of the extrapolation of

(P̃R
L

q ) as it was used to demonstrate that (P̃R
L

q ) ⇒ ωL ∈ weak-A∞. For a detailed history

of work in this area, we refer to the introduction of [MPT22].

It is worth noting that Theorem 1.4 plays a crucial role in a forthcoming work by Poggi

and the first named author [MP24]. In that work, it is established that, for real equations,

not only (DL
p ) ⇔ (PDL

p ), but the unique solution of the continuous Dirichlet problem

with boundary data g is well approximated by a sequence of solutions of (PDL
p ) with

H = 0 in the following sense: If g ∈ Lipc(∂Ω) and u is the unique solution of (DL
p ),

then there exists a sequence {~Fj}j≥1 ⊂ Lipc(Ω;R
n+1) with the following properties:

(i) supj≥1 ‖Cq(|~Fj |)‖Lp(σ) . ‖g‖Lp(σ); (ii) If wj ∈ Y 1,2
0 (Ω) is the unique solution of

Lwj = − div ~Fj , it satisfies wj → u in the following topologies: a) in the strong topology

of Cα
loc(Ω) for some α ∈ (0, 1); b) in the strong topology of W 1,2

loc (Ω); c) in the weak-*

topology of Nr,p(Ω), for each r, p ∈ (1,∞). Moreover, the weak-* convergence cannot

be improved to convergence in the weak-topology of Nr,p(Ω) for any r, p ∈ (1,∞) unless

g = 0.

1.1. Related results. While writing this paper, we were informed by Bruno Poggi and

Xavier Tolsa that in collaboration with Simon Bortz and Olli Tapiola, they have indepen-

dently obtained in [BOPT23], as a corollary of their main result studying ε-approximability

of solutions to arbitrary elliptic partial differential equations, a less general version of Theo-

rem 1.1 which holds for uniform domains with n-Ahlfors regular boundaries such that there

is an elliptic measure which is A∞ with respect to surface measure. Their assumptions

hold, in particular, for the complement of the 4-corner Cantor set in R2, thus they also show

that uniform rectifiability is not a necessary condition in order to construct Varopoulos-type

extensions.
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2. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATION

We will write a . b if there is a constant C > 0 so that a ≤ Cb and a ≈ b if α . b and

b . a. If we want to indicate the dependence of C on a certain quantity s, we write a .s b.
For a function space X we denote by Xc the space of all the compactly supported functions

in X.

2.1. Preliminaries. In Rn+1 and for s ∈ [0, n + 1], we denote by Hs the s-dimensional

Hausdorff measure and assume that Hn+1 is normalized so that it coincides with Ln+1,

the (n + 1)-dimensional Lebesgue measure in Rn+1. We also denote by σs := Hs|∂Ω
the “surface” measure of Ω. When the dimension is clear from the context we drop the

dependence on s and just write σ.

Definition 2.1. If s ∈ (0, n + 1], a measure µ in Rn+1 is called s-Ahlfors regular if there

exists some constant C0 > 0 such that

C−1
0 rs ≤ µ(B(x, r)) ≤ C0 r

s

for all x ∈ suppµ and 0 < r < diam(suppµ). If E ⊂ Rn+1 is a closed set we say that E
is s-Ahlfors regular if Hs|E is s-Ahlfors regular.

2.2. Function spaces. We write 2∗ = 2(n+1)
n−1 and 2∗ = (2∗)′ = 2(n+1)

n+3 . Recall that

C∞
c (Ω) is the space of compactly supported smooth functions in Ω. For p ∈ [1,∞) and a

non-negative function w ∈ L1
loc(Ω) we define the homogeneous weighted Sobolev space

Ẇ 1,p(Ω;w) to be the space consisted of L1
loc(Ω) functions whose weak gradients exist

in Ω and are in Lp(Ω;w). We also define the inhomogeneous weighted Sobolev space

W 1,p(Ω;w) to be the space of functions in Lp(Ω;w) whose weak derivatives exist in Ω

and are also in Lp(Ω;w) and W 1,p
0 (Ω;w) to be the completion of C∞

c (Ω) under the norm

‖u‖W 1,p(Ω;w) := ‖u‖Lp(Ω;w) + ‖∇u‖Lp(Ω;w). Finally, we let Y 1,2
0 (Ω;w) be the completion

of C∞
c (Ω) under the norm ‖u‖Y 1,2(Ω;w) := ‖u‖L2∗ (Ω;w) + ‖∇u‖L2(Ω;w).

Let Σ be a metric space equipped with a non-atomic doubling measure σ on Σ, which

means that there is a uniform constant Cσ ≥ 1 such that σ(B(x, 2r)) ≤ Cσσ(B(x, r)), for

all x ∈ Σ and r > 0. If E ⊂ Σ is a Borel set such that 0 < σ(E) < ∞ and f ∈ L1
loc(σ),

we denote the average of f over E by

(2.1) mσ,Ef :=

 

E
f dσ :=

1

σ(E)

ˆ

E
fdσ.

If σ is the Lebesgue measure then we simply write mEf .

For β ∈ [0, 1) we define Λβ(∂Ω) to be the Campanato space consisting of the functions

f ∈ L1
loc(σ) satisfying

(2.2) ‖f‖Λβ(∂Ω) := sup
x∈suppσ

r∈(0,2 diam ∂Ω)

1

rβ

 

B(x,r)
|f(y)−mσ,B(x,r)f |dσ(y) <∞.

Note that Λ0(σ) = BMO(σ), the space of functions of bounded mean σ-oscillation. We

also define the space of functions of vanishing mean oscillation6, which we denote by

6VMO was originally introduced by Sarason in [Sar75].
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VMO(σ), to be the closure of the space of continuous functions with compact support

Cc(Σ) in the BMO(σ) norm.

We say that α is a 2-atom if there exists x ∈ Σ and 0 < r < diam(Σ) such that

suppα ⊂ B(x, r), ‖α‖L2(σ) . σ(B(x, r))−1/2 and

ˆ

αdσ = 0.

We define the atomic Hardy space H1(σ) as follows: f ∈ H1(σ) if there exist a sequence

λj ∈ C and a sequence of 2-atoms αj such that f =
∑

j λjαj in L1(σ). We say that f has

an atomic decomposition. H1(σ) is a subspace of L1(σ) and is a Banach space with norm

‖f‖H1(σ) := inf
{∑

j

|λj| : all atomic decompositions f =
∑

j

λjαj

}
.

By the work of Coifmann and Weiss, [CW77], we have that (H1(σ))∗ = BMO(σ) and

(VMO(σ))∗ = H1(σ).

For β ∈ (0, 1] we define Lipβ(Σ) to be the space of measurable functions that satisfy

(2.3) ‖f‖Lipβ(Σ) := sup
x,y∈Σ
x 6=y

|f(x)− f(y)|

|x− y|β
<∞.

When β = 1 we simply write Lip(Σ) since it is the space of Lipschitz functions. If Σ
is locally compact then it holds that Lipc(Σ) is dense in Cc(Σ) in the supremum norm.

Therefore, it is easy to see that in that case

Lipc(Σ)
BMO(σ)

= VMO(σ).

Remark 2.2. By a simple inspection of the proof of [MS79, Theorem 4], it is easy to see

that if Σ is a metric space equipped with a measure σ which is s-Ahlfors regular, then, if

β ∈ (0, 1), for every f ∈ Λβ(Σ) there exists g ∈ Lipβ(Σ) such that f(x) = g(x) for σ-a.e.

x ∈ Σ and ‖f‖Λβ(σ) ≈ ‖f‖Lipβ(Σ).

Following [Ha96], we will introduce the Hajłasz’s Sobolev space on Σ. For a Borel

function f : Σ → R, we say that a non-negative Borel function g : Σ → R is a Hajłasz

upper gradient of f if

(2.4) |f(x)− f(y)| ≤ |x− y| (g(x) + g(y)) for σ-a.e. x, y ∈ Σ.

We denote the collection of all the Hajłasz upper gradients of f by D(f).

For p > 0, we denote by Ṁ1,p(σ) the space of Borel functions f which have a Hajłasz

upper gradient in Lp(σ), and we let M1,p(σ) be the space of functions f ∈ Lp(σ) which

have a Hajłasz upper gradient in Lp(σ), i.e., M1,p(σ) = Ṁ1,p(σ) ∩ Lp(σ). We define the

semi-norm (as it annihilates constants)

(2.5) ‖f‖Ṁ1,p(σ) = inf
g∈D(f)

‖g‖Lp(σ).

If Σ is bounded, then we define the norm

(2.6) ‖f‖M1,p(σ) = (diamΣ)−1‖f‖Lp(σ) + inf
g∈D(f)

‖g‖Lp(σ),
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while if Σ is unbounded, we consider the space M1,p(σ) := Ṁ1,p(σ)/R. Observe that,

from the uniform convexity of Lp(σ) for p ∈ (1,∞), one easily deduces that the infimum

in the definition of the norm ‖ · ‖Ṁ1,p(Σ) and ‖ · ‖M1,p(Σ), in (2.5) and (2.6) respectively,

is attained and is unique. We denote by ∇H,pf the function g which attains the infimum

which we will call the least Hajłasz upper gradient of f .

2.3. Maximal operators and Carleson functionals. Set δΩ(·) := dist(·,Ωc), Bx :=
B(x, δΩ(x)), and cBx := B(x, c δΩ(x)), for c ∈ (0, 12 ]. For f ∈ L1

loc(µ) and x ∈ Ω,

we denote

mq,c(f)(x) :=




mcBx(|f |q)1/q if 1 ≤ q <∞,

sup
y∈ cBx

|f(y)| if q = ∞,

and

(2.7) m♯,c(f)(x) := m∞,c(f −mcBxf)(x).

We define the centered Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator for a function f ∈ L1
loc(σ)

as

M(f)(x) := sup
r>0

mσ,B(x,r)(|f |), x ∈ Σ

while the non-centered Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator is defined to be

M̃(f)(x) := sup
B∋x

mσ,B(|f |),

where the supremum is taken over all balls B containing x ∈ Σ. The dyadic Hardy-

Littlewood maximal operator with respect to a dyadic lattice Dσ on Σ7 will be denoted

MDσf(x) := sup
Q∈Dσ,Q∋x

mσ,Q(|f |),

and if the measure is clear from the context, we will just write MDf . We also set

(2.8) Mf(Q) := sup
R∈Dσ
Q⊂R

mσ,R(|f |)

to be a truncated version of MDf(x).

From now on, we assume that Ω ∈ AR(s) in Rn+1 and σ = Hs|∂Ω.

For α > 0 and ξ ∈ ∂Ω we define the cone with vertex ξ and aperture α > 0 to be the set

γα(ξ) := {x ∈ Ω : |x− ξ| < (1 + α)dist(x, ∂Ω)};

The non-tangential maximal operator of a measurable function f : Ω → R for a fixed

aperture α > 0 by

(2.9) Nα(f)(ξ) := sup
x∈γα(ξ)

|f(x)|, ξ ∈ ∂Ω.

By a straightforward modification of the classical proof of Feffermann and Stein [FS72,

Lemma 1], one can show the following.

7For the construction of dyadic lattices in this setting, see e.g. subsection 2.7.
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Lemma 2.3. For Ω ∈ AR(s) and for s ∈ (0, n], there holds ‖Nα(f)‖Lp(σ) ≈α,β,s

‖Nβ(f)‖Lp(σ) for all α, β > 0 and p ∈ (0,∞).

For a fixed aperture α > 0, β ∈ [0, 1) and a constant c ∈ (0, 12 ], we also define the sharp

non-tangential maximal opeartor applied to a measurable function f : Ω → R by

(2.10) N
(β)
♯,α,c(f)(ξ) := sup

x∈γα(ξ)
δΩ(x)

−βm♯,c(f)(x), ξ ∈ ∂Ω.

Setting ωs(x) := δΩ(x)
s−n for x ∈ Ω, we define the Carleson functional of a function

F ∈ L1
loc

(
Ω, ωs(x) dx

)
by

(2.11) C
(β)
s (F )(ξ) := sup

r>0

1

rs+β

ˆ

B(ξ,r)∩Ω
|F (x)|ωs(x) dx, ξ ∈ ∂Ω.

We define the modified Carleson functional of a locally bounded function F by means of

(2.12) C(β)
s,c (F )(ξ) := C

(β)
s

(
m∞,c(F )

)
(ξ), ξ ∈ ∂Ω.

For any q ∈ [1,∞), the q-Carleson functional of a function F ∈ Lq
loc

(
Ω, dx

)
is defined to

be

(2.13) C(β)
s,q,c(F )(ξ) := sup

r>0

1

rs+β

ˆ

B(ξ,r)∩Ω
mq,σ,cBx(|F |)ωs(x) dx, ξ ∈ ∂Ω.

Lemma 2.4. If Ω ∈ AR(s) for s ∈ (0, n], β ∈ [0, 1), q ∈ [1,∞), F ∈ Lq
loc

(
Ω, dx

)
, and

0 < c1 < c2 ≤ 1
2 , then

(2.14) C(β)
s,q,c2(F )(ξ) .c1,c2 C

(β)
s,q,c1(F )(ξ), for any ξ ∈ ∂Ω.

Proof. The case s = n and β = 0 was proved in [MPT22, Lemma 2.2], while the proof in

the other cases follow by a routine adaptation of the same arguments. �

If it is clear from the context and in view of Lemmas 2.3 and 2.4, most of the times we

will drop the dependence of Nα, N
(β)
♯,α,c, C

(β)
s,q,c, and C

(β)
s,c on α and c, and write N , N

(β)
♯ ,

C
(β)
s,q , and C

(β)
s . If s = n and/or β = 0, we will drop the dependence on s and/or β as well.

For p ∈ (1,∞) we introduce the Banach spaces

Np(Ω) := {w : Ω → R : w is measurable and N (w) ∈ Lp(σ)},(2.15)

Cp
s,∞(Ω) := {w ∈ L∞

loc(Ω) : Cs(w) ∈ Lp(σ)},(2.16)

equipped with the respective norms

‖w‖Np(Ω) := ‖N (w)‖Lp(σ) and ‖~F‖Cp
s,∞(Ω) := ‖Cs(|~F |)‖Lp(σ).

For p = ∞ we define

N∞(Ω) := {w ∈ C(Ω) : sup
ξ∈∂Ω

N (w)(ξ) <∞}(2.17)

C∞
s,∞(Ω) := {w ∈ C(Ω) : sup

ξ∈∂Ω
Cs(w)(ξ) <∞}(2.18)

N∞
♯ (Ω) := {w ∈ C(Ω) : sup

ξ∈∂Ω
N♯,c(w)(ξ) <∞}(2.19)
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and equip them with the respective norms

‖w‖N∞(Ω) := sup
ξ∈∂Ω

N (w)(ξ) and ‖~F‖C∞
s,∞(Ω) := sup

ξ∈∂Ω
Cs(|~F |)(ξ),

and the semi-norm

‖w‖N∞
♯ (Ω) := sup

ξ∈∂Ω
N♯,c(w)(ξ) = sup

x∈Ω
m♯,c(w)(x).

We also define the space

(2.20) Nsum(Ω) := {u ∈ C1(Ω) : (u, δΩ∇u) ∈ N∞
♯ (Ω)×N∞(Ω)}

and equip it with the semi-norm

‖u‖Nsum(Ω)
:= ‖u‖N∞

♯ (Ω) + ‖δΩ∇u‖N∞(Ω).

In Corollary A.9, we will show that (Nsum(Ω), ‖ · ‖Nsum(Ω)) is sequentially complete.

We set

C1,p
s,∞(Ω) := {u ∈ C1(Ω) : ∇u ∈ Cp

s,∞(Ω)}, for p ∈ (1,∞]

and equip it with the semi-norm ‖u‖
C1,p

s,∞(Ω)
:= ‖∇u‖Cp

s,∞(Ω).

If G : Ω → R is a measurable function in Ω, we define the area functional of G, for a

fixed aperture α > 0 as

(2.21) A(α)G(ξ) :=

ˆ

γα(ξ)
|G(x)|δΩ(x)

−n dx, ξ ∈ ∂Ω.

The following lemma is proved in the Appendix.

Lemma 2.5. Let Ω ∈ AR(s) for s ∈ (0, n], u ∈ L1
loc(Ω, ωs), p ∈ [1,∞), and α ≥ 1. Then

there exists C ≥ 1 such that for any ξ ∈ ∂Ω and r ∈ (0, 2 diam(∂Ω)), it holds that

(2.22) ‖A(α)(u1B(ξ,r))‖Lp(σ,B(ξ,r)) . rβ‖C (β)
s (u1B(ξ,Cr))‖Lp(σ,B(ξ,Cr)).

If β = 0, it also holds

(2.23) ‖A(α)(u)‖Lp(σ) . ‖Cs(u)‖Lp(σ).

Moreover for β = 0 and 1 < p ≤ ∞ we have

(2.24) ‖Cs(u)‖Lp(σ) . ‖A(α)(u)‖Lp(σ).

We also introduce the modified non-tangential maximal operator Ñα,c,r for a given aper-

ture α > 0, a parameter c ∈ (0, 1/2] and r ≥ 1: for any u ∈ Lr
loc(Ω) it is defined as

Ñα,c,ru(ξ) := sup
x∈γα(ξ)

( 

B(x,cδΩ(x))
|u(y)|r dy

)1/r
, ξ ∈ ∂Ω.

The Lp-norms of these non-tangential maximal functions with different aperture α or aver-

aging parameter c are comparable (see [MPT22, Lemma 2.1]), and for ease the notation we

will just write Ñr = Ñα,c,r when we do not need to specify neither α nor c.
For any q ≥ 1 and p > 1, we define the Banach spaces

Cs,q,p(Ω) := {H ∈ Lq
loc(Ω) : Cs,q(H) ∈ Lp(σ)},
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with norm ‖H‖Cs,q,p = ‖Cs.q(H)‖Lp(σ), and for r ∈ [1,∞], p > 1 let

Nr,p(Ω) := {u ∈ Lr
loc(Ω) : Ñr(u) ∈ Lp(σ)},

(where we identify Ñ∞ = N ) with norm ‖u‖Nr,p(Ω) = ‖Ñr(u)‖Lp(σ). By (the proof

of) [MPT22, Proposition 2.4], it holds that if either Ω is bounded or ∂Ω is unbounded,

Nq,p(Ω) = (Cs,q′,p′(Ω))
∗. When s = n we drop the subscript s from Cs,q,p.

If Ω ∈ AR(s), we define the tent spaces

(2.25) T∞
s,2(Ω) := {f ∈ L2

loc(Ω) : Cs(f
2 δ−1

Ω ) ∈ L∞(σ)}

and

(2.26) T p
2 (Ω) := {g ∈ L2

loc(Ω) :
(
A(g2 δ−1

Ω )
)1/2

∈ Lp(σ)}, for p ∈ (0,∞),

and we equip them with the respective norms

‖f‖T∞
s,2(Ω) =

∥∥Cs

(
f2 δ−1

Ω

)1/2∥∥
L∞(σ)

and ‖g‖T p
2 (Ω) =

∥∥ (A(g2 δ−1
Ω

)1/2 ∥∥
Lp(σ)

.

When s = n, we drop the subscript s from T∞
2,s and just write T∞

2 . It is not hard to see that

L2
c(Ω) is a dense subspace of T p

2 (Ω) for any p ∈ [1,∞).
The tent spaces were first introduced and studied in [CMS85] in the upper-half space

Rn+1
+ and was extended to AR(n) domains in [MPT13]8. An important result in this theory

is the duality between tent spaces. Namely, if Ω ∈ AR(n), the pairing

〈f, g〉 =

ˆ

Ω
f(x) g(x)

dx

δΩ(x)

realizes T∞
2 (Ω) as the Banach dual of T 1

2 (Ω). Moreover, for p ∈ (1,∞), the same pairing

realizes T p′

2 (Ω) as the Banach dual of T p
2 (Ω), where 1/p + 1/p′ = 1. In this generality,

this follows from the proof of Theorem 4.2 and Remarks 4.3 and 4.4 in [MPT13]. By an

inspection of the proofs, one can easily show that if Ω ∈ AR(s) for s ∈ (0, n], then the

pairing

〈f, g〉 :=

ˆ

Ω
f(x) g(x)

dx

δΩ(x)n+1−s

realizes T∞
s,2(Ω) as the Banach dual of T 1

2 (Ω). Analogously, for p ∈ (1,∞), the same

pairing realizes T p′

2 (Ω) as the Banach dual of T p
2 (Ω), where 1/p + 1/p′ = 1.

2.4. Lp and uniform ε-approximation. If ε > 0, we say that a function w is uniformly

ε-approximable, if there exist a constant Cε > 0 and a function ϕ = ϕε ∈ C∞(Ω) such that

(2.27) sup
x∈Ω

|w(x)− ϕ(x)| + sup
x∈Ω

δΩ(x)|∇(w − ϕ)(x)| . ε

and

(2.28) sup
ξ∈∂Ω

Cs,c(∇ϕ)(ξ) . ε−2,

where δΩ(·) = dist(x·,Ωc) and the implicit constants are independent of ε.

8Note that the results are stated in chord-arc domains but an easy inspection of the proofs in [MPT13] reveals

that neither the Harnack chain condition nor the exterior corkscrew condition are necessary.
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If Ω ∈ AR(s), then, for fixed p ∈ (1,∞), we say that a function w is ε-approximable in

Lp(σs) if there exists a function ϕ = ϕε ∈ C∞(Ω) such that

(2.29) ‖N (w − ϕ)‖Lp(σs) + ‖N (δΩ∇(w − ϕ))‖Lp(σs) .p ε ‖Nw‖Lp(σs)

and

(2.30) ‖Cs,c(∇ϕ)‖Lp(σs) .p ε
−2 ‖Nw‖Lp(σs).

2.5. Elliptic systems and Boundary value problems. In this section we consider domains

Ω ∈ AR(n), n ≥ 1. Let L be an elliptic operator acting on column vector-fields u =
(u1, . . . , um)T , where uβ : Ω → C for β = 1, 2, . . . ,m, defined as follows:

(2.31) Lu(x) = −
n+1∑

i,j=1

∂i(Aij(x)∂ju(x)) = −
m∑

α,β=1

n+1∑

i,j=1

∂i
(
aαβij (x) ∂ju

β(x)
)
,

where ∂i =
∂
∂xi

, 1 ≤ i ≤ n + 1 and Aij are m×m matrix-valued functions on Rn+1 with

entries aαβij : Ω → C, α, β ∈ {1, . . . ,m} for which there exists λ ∈ (0, 1] such that

m∑

α,β=1

n+1∑

i,j=1

|aαβij (x)|2 ≤ λ−2, for a.e. x ∈ Ω and(2.32)

Re

m∑

α,β=1

n+1∑

i,j=1

aαβij (x)ξβj ξ
α
i ≥ λ

m∑

α=1

n+1∑

i=1

|ξαi |
2 for a.e.x ∈ Ω.(2.33)

For m = 1 and aij : Ω → R, (2.33) amounts to the standard accretivity condition

(2.34) λ|ξ|2 ≤
n+1∑

i,j=1

aij(x)ξiξ̇j, for a.e. x ∈ Ω, ξ ∈ Rn+1.

Notice that the α-th component of the column vector Lu coincides with

(Lu)α(x) := −
m∑

β=1

n+1∑

i,j=1

∂i
(
aαβij (x) ∂ju

β(x)
)

(2.35)

We also define its adjoint operator of L by

L∗u(x) = −
m∑

α,β=1

n+1∑

i,j=1

∂i
(
aβαji (x) ∂ju

β(x)
)
),

i.e., L∗ = − divA∗∇, where A∗ = (Aij)
T or equivalently (aαβij )∗ = aβαji .

We assume that H : Ω → Cm is given by H = (H1, . . . ,Hm) and Ξ : Ω → Cm(n+1) is

given by Ξ := (~Ξ1, . . . , ~Ξm), where ~Ξα : Ω → Cn+1 and ~Ξα = (Ξα
1 , . . . ,Ξ

α
n+1) for α =

1, . . . m. We are interested in solutions of the inhomogeneous equation Lu = − divΞ+H
in Ω in the sense

Lu(x) = −
m∑

α=1

n+1∑

i=1

∂i Ξ
α
i (x) +

m∑

α=1

Hα(x), for x ∈ Ω.
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For H ∈ L2∗
loc(Ω;C

m) and Ξ ∈ L2
loc(Ω;C

m(n+1)), we say that the vector field w ∈

W 1,2
loc (Ω;C

m) solves Lw = H − divΞ in the weak sense, or that w is a weak solution to

the equation Lw = H − divΞ, if for any Φ ∈ C∞
c (Ω;Cm), we have that

(2.36)

m∑

α,β=1

n+1∑

i,j=1

ˆ

Ω
aαβij (x)∂jw

β ∂iΦα =

m∑

α=1

n+1∑

i=1

ˆ

Ω
Ξα
i ∂iΦ

α +

m∑

α=1

ˆ

Ω
HαΦα.

We say that the variational Poisson-Dirichlet problem for L is solvable in Ω if for every

H ∈ L2∗(Ω;Cm) and Ξ ∈ L2(Ω;Cm(n+1)) there exists u ∈W 1,2
loc (Ω;C

m) such that

(2.37) (PDL
v ) =

{
Lu = − divA∇u = − divΞ+H weakly in Ω

u ∈ Y 1,2
0 (Ω).

By Lax-Milgram’s theorem, this problem is always solvable and its solution is unique.

Moreover,

‖u‖
Y 1,2
0 (Ω)

. ‖H‖L2∗ (Ω;Cm) + ‖Ξ‖L2(Ω;Cm(n+1)).

We say that the variational Dirichlet problem for L is solvable in Ω if, for every ϕ ∈
Lip(∂Ω;Cm) and Φ ∈ Ẇ 1,2(Ω;Cm) ∩ Lip(Ω;Cm) satisfying Φ|∂Ω = ϕ, there exists

w ∈ Ẇ 1,2(Ω;Cm) such that

(2.38) (DL
v ) =

{
Lw = − divA∇w = 0 weakly in Ω

w − Φ ∈ Y 1,2
0 (Ω). on ∂Ω.

If u is the solution of (2.37) for Ξ = −A∇Φ ∈ L2(Ω;Cm(n+1))) and H = 0, then, it is

easy to see that w = u+Φ is the solution of (2.38).

Since the set of compactly supported Lipschitz functions on ∂Ω, is dense in the set

of compactly supported continuous functions on ∂Ω, we can extend the definition of the

Dirichlet problem to Cc(∂Ω). Namely, for any ϕ ∈ Cc(∂Ω;Cm) and Φ ∈ Ẇ 1,2(Ω;Cm) ∩
C(Ω;Cm) satisfying Φ|∂Ω = ϕ, there exists w ∈ Ẇ 1,2(Ω;Cm) satisfying (2.38).

We set

Y q(σ) =

{
Lq(σ) if q ∈ (1,∞)

BMO(σ) if q = ∞,

Definition 2.6. For any q ∈ (1,∞), we say that the Dirichlet problem with Lq boundary

data is solvable for L in Ω (write (DL
q ) is solvable in Ω), if there exists C > 0 so that for

each g ∈ Lipc(∂Ω), the solution u of (2.38) for Lwith boundary data g satisfies the estimate

(2.39) ‖Ñ2∗(u)‖Lq(σ) ≤ C‖g‖Lq(σ),

where 2∗ := 2(n−1)
n+1 . Similarly, we will say that (D̃L

q ) is solvable for L in Ω if there exists

C > 0 so that for each g ∈ Lipc(∂Ω), the solution u of (2.38) for L with boundary data g
satisfies the estimate

(2.40) ‖δΩ∇u‖T q
2 (Ω) ≤ C‖g‖Y q(σ).
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Definition 2.7. For any p ∈ (0,∞), we say that the (homogeneous) Dirichlet regularity

problem (or just regularity problem) with boundary data in Ṁ1,p(σ) is solvable for L in Ω
(write (RL

p ) is solvable in Ω), if there exists C > 0 so that for each f ∈ Lipc(∂Ω), the

solution u of (2.38) with boundary data f satisfies the estimate

(2.41) ‖Ñ2(∇u)‖Lp(σ) ≤ C‖f‖Ṁ1,p(σ).

Following [MPT22], we introduce the Poisson-regularity problem with data in Cq,p(Ω).

Definition 2.8. For any p ∈ (1,∞), we say that the Poisson-Dirichlet problem (PDL
p )

is solvable in Ω if there exists C > 0 so that for each H ∈ L∞
c (Ω;Cm) and Ξ ∈

L∞
c (Ω;Cm(n+1)), the solution v of the problem (2.37) satisfies the estimate

(2.42) ‖Ñ2∗(u)‖Lp(σ) ≤ C
(
‖C2∗(δΩH)‖Lp(σ) + ‖C2(Ξ)‖Lp(σ)

)
.

Similarly, for p ∈ (1,∞[, we say that the Poisson-Dirichlet problem (P̃D
L

p ) for H = 0 is

solvable in Ω if there exists C > 0 so that for each Ξ ∈ L∞
c (Ω;Cm(n+1)), the solution u of

the problem (2.37) for H = 0 satisfies the estimate

(2.43) ‖δΩ∇u‖T p
2 (Ω) ≤ C ‖C2(Ξ)‖Lp(∂Ω).

Definition 2.9. For any p ∈ (1,∞), we say that the Poisson-regularity problem (PRL
p )

is solvable in Ω if there exists C > 0 so that for each H ∈ L∞
c (Ω;Cm) and Ξ ∈

L∞
c (Ω;Cm(n+1)), the solution v of the problem (2.37) satisfies the estimate

(2.44) ‖Ñ2(∇v)‖Lp(σ) ≤ C
(
‖C2∗(H)‖Lp(σ) + ‖C2(|Ξ|/δΩ)‖Lp(σ)

)
.

Similarly, for p ∈ [1,∞), we say that the Poisson-regularity problem (P̃R
L

p ) for H = 0 is

solvable in Ω if there exists C > 0 so that for each Ξ ∈ L2
c(Ω;C

m(n+1)), the solution v of

the problem (2.37) for H = 0 satisfies the estimate

(2.45) ‖Ñ2(∇v)‖Lp(σ) ≤ C ‖Ξ‖T p
2 (Ω).

2.6. Geometry of domains. Following Jerison and Kenig [JK82], we introduce the notions

of corkscrew and Harnack chain conditions.

Definition 2.10. We say that an open set Ω ⊂ Rn+1 satisfies the c-corkscrew condition for

c ∈ (0, 1/2), if for every ball B(ξ, r) with ξ ∈ ∂Ω and 0 < r < diam(Ω), there exists a

point x ∈ Ω ∩B(ξ, r) such that B(x, cr) ⊂ Ω ∩B(ξ, r).

Definition 2.11. Given two points x, x′ ∈ Ω, and a pair of numbers M,N ≥ 1, an (M,N)-
Harnack Chain connecting x to x′, is a chain of open balls B1, . . . , BN ⊂ Ω, with x ∈
B1, x

′ ∈ BN , Bk ∩ Bk+1 6= ∅ and M−1 diam(Bk) ≤ dist(Bk, ∂Ω) ≤ M diam(Bk). We

say that Ω satisfies the Harnack Chain condition if there is a uniform constant M such that

for any two points x, x′ ∈ Ω, there is an (M,N)-Harnack Chain connecting them, with N
depending only on M and the ratio |x− x′|/

(
min

(
δΩ(x), δΩ(x

′)
))

.
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It is not hard to see that if E ⊂ Rn+1 is s-Ahlfors regular for s ∈ (0, n], then Rn+1 \ E
satisfies the c-corkscrew condition for some c ∈ (0, 1/2) depending only on the Ahlfors

regularity constants. In the case that s < n, Rn+1 \E satisfies the Harnack chain condition

as well (see [DFM21, Lemma 2.2]).

Definition 2.12. A connected rectifiable curve γ : [0, ℓ] → Ω connecting ξ ∈ ∂Ω and x ∈
Ω, parametrized by the arc-length s ∈ [0, ℓ] and such that γ(0) = ξ and γ(ℓ) = x, is called

λ-good curve (or λ-carrot path), for some λ ∈ (0, 1], if γ \ {ξ} ⊂ Ω and δΩ(γ(s)) > λs,
for every s ∈ (0, ℓ].

Definition 2.13. An open set Ω ⊂ Rn+1 is said to satisfy the pointwise John condition,

if there exists a constant θ ∈ (0, 1) such that for σn-a.e. ξ ∈ ∂Ω, there exist xξ ∈ Ω and

rξ > 0 such that xξ ∈ B(ξ, 2rξ) and δΩ(xξ) ≥ θrξ, and also there exists a θ-good curve

γξ ⊂ Ω ∩B(ξ, 2rξ) connecting the points ξ and xξ such that ℓ(γξ) ≤ θ−1rξ. We will write

that ξ ∈ JC(θ) if the pointwise John condition holds for the point ξ with constant θ ∈ (0, 1).

Remark 2.14. Any domain Ω ∈ AR(n) with n-rectifable boundary satisfies the pointwise

John condition.

Following [HMT10] we also introduce the notion of local John domains, which are also

examples of domains satisfying the pointwise John condition.

Definition 2.15. An open set Ω ⊂ Rn+1 is said to satisfy the local John condition if there

is θ ∈ (0, 1) such that the following holds: For all x ∈ ∂Ω and r ∈ (0, 2 diam(Ω)) there is

y ∈ B(x, r) ∩ Ω such that B(y, θr) ⊂ Ω with the property that for all z ∈ B(x, r) ∩ ∂Ω
one can find a rectifiable path γz : [0, 1] → Ω with length at most θ−1|x− y| such that

γz(0) = z, γz(1) = y, dist(γz(t), ∂Ω) ≥ θ |γz(t)− z| for all t ∈ [0, 1].

If Ω ∈ AR(s) for 0 < s < n, then it clearly satisfies the local John condition as it

satisfies the corkscrew and the Harnack chain conditions. If s = n, any semi-uniform (and

thus any uniform) domain has the local John condition.

Definition 2.16. Let Ω be a corkscrew domain, F : Ω → R, and f : ∂Ω → R. We say

that F converges non-tangentially to f at ξ ∈ ∂Ω (write F → f n.t. at ξ) if there exists

α > 0 such that for every sequence xk ∈ γα(ξ) for which xk → ξ as k → ∞, it holds that

F (xk) → f(ξ) as k → ∞. We will also write

nt-lim
x→ξ

F (x) = f(ξ).

We will say that F → f quasi-non-tangentially at ξ ∈ ∂Ω (write F → f q.n.t. at ξ) if there

exist rξ > 0, a corkscrew point xξ ∈ Ω ∩ B(ξ, 2rξ), and a θ-good curve γξ ∈ B(ξ, 2rξ)
connecting ξ and xξ , such that for any xk ∈ γξ converging to ξ as k → ∞, it holds that

limk→∞ F (xk) = f(ξ). We will also write

qnt-lim
x→ξ

F (x) = f(ξ).
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2.7. Dyadic lattices. Given an s-Ahlfors-regular measure µ in Rn+1, we consider the

dyadic lattice of “cubes” built by David and Semmes in [DS93, Chapter 3 of Part I]. The

properties satisfied by Dµ are the following. Assume first, for simplicity, that diam(suppµ) =
∞). Then for each j ∈ Z there exists a family Dµ,j of Borel subsets of suppµ (the dyadic

cubes of the j-th generation) such that:

(a) each Dµ,j is a partition of suppµ, i.e. suppµ =
⋃

Q∈Dµ,j
Q and Q ∩ Q′ = ∅

whenever Q,Q′ ∈ Dµ,j and Q 6= Q′;

(b) if Q ∈ Dµ,j and Q′ ∈ Dµ,k with k ≤ j, then either Q ⊂ Q′ or Q ∩Q′ = ∅;

(c) for all j ∈ Z and Q ∈ Dµ,j , we have 2−j . diam(Q) ≤ 2−j and µ(Q) ≈ 2−js;

(d) there exists C > 0 such that, for all j ∈ Z, Q ∈ Dµ,j , and 0 < τ < 1,

µ
(
{x ∈ Q : dist(x, suppµ \Q) ≤ τ2−j}

)

+ µ
(
{x ∈ suppµ \Q : dist(x,Q) ≤ τ2−j}

)
≤ Cτ1/C2−js.

(2.46)

This property is usually called the small boundaries condition. From (2.46), it

follows that there is a point xQ ∈ Q (the center of Q) such that dist(xQ, suppµ \
Q) & 2−j (see [DS93, Lemma 3.5 of Part I]).

We set

Dµ :=
⋃

j∈Z

Dµ,j .

In case that diam(suppµ) < ∞, the families Dµ,j are only defined for j ≥ j0, with

2−j0 ≈ diam(suppµ), and the same properties above hold for Dµ :=
⋃

j≥j0
Dµ,j .

Given a cube Q ∈ Dµ,j , we say that its side-length is 2−j , and we denote it by ℓ(Q).
Notice that diam(Q) ≤ ℓ(Q). We also denote

(2.47) B(Q) := B(xQ, c1ℓ(Q)), BQ = B(xQ, ℓ(Q)),

where c1 > 0 is some fix constant so that B(Q)∩ suppµ ⊂ Q, for all Q ∈ Dµ. Clearly, we

have Q ⊂ BQ. For λ > 1, we write

λQ =
{
x ∈ suppµ : dist(x,Q) ≤ (λ− 1) ℓ(Q)

}
.

The side-length of a “true cube” P ⊂ Rn+1 is also denoted by ℓ(P ). On the other hand,

given a ball B ⊂ Rn+1, its radius is denoted by r(B). For λ > 0, the ball λB is the ball

concentric with B with radius λ r(B).

2.8. The Whitney decomposition. Recall that a domain is a connected open set. In the

whole paper, Ω will be an open set in Rn+1, with n ≥ 1. We will denote the n-Hausdorff

measure on ∂Ω by σ.

We consider the following Whitney decomposition of Ω (assuming Ω 6= Rn+1): we have

a family W(Ω) of dyadic cubes in Rn+1 with disjoint interiors such that
⋃

P∈W(Ω)

P = Ω,

and moreover there are some constants Λ > 20 and D0 ≥ 1 such the following holds for

every P ∈ W(Ω):

(i) 10P ⊂ Ω;

(ii) ΛP ∩ ∂Ω 6= ∅;
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(iii) there are at most D0 cubes P ′ ∈ W(Ω) such that 10P ∩ 10P ′ 6= ∅. Further, for

such cubes P ′, we have 1
2ℓ(P

′) ≤ ℓ(P ) ≤ 2ℓ(P ′).

From the properties (i) and (ii) it is clear that dist(P, ∂Ω) ≈ ℓ(P ) and so there exists Λ′ > 20
such that

(2.48) dist(x, ∂Ω) ≤ Λ′ℓ(P ), for every x ∈ P.

We assume that the Whitney cubes are small enough so that

(2.49) diam(P ) <
1

20
dist(P, ∂Ω).

The arguments to construct a Whitney decomposition satisfying the properties above are

standard and can be found for example in [ST70].

Suppose that ∂Ω is s-Ahlfors-regular and consider the dyadic lattice Dσ defined above.

Then, for each Whitney P ∈ W(Ω) there is some cube Q ∈ Dσ such that

(2.50) ℓ(Q) = ℓ(P ) and dist(P,Q) ≈ ℓ(Q),

with the implicit constant depending on the parameters of Dσ and on the Whitney decom-

position. For every P ∈ W(Ω) there is a uniformly bounded number of cubes Q ∈ Dσ

depending on n and the s-Ahlfors regularity of ∂Ω that satisfy (2.50). To each P ∈ W(Ω)
we associate precisely on such cube Q ∈ Dσ and denote it by Q = b(P ). We say that Q is

the boundary cube of P .

Conversely, given Q ∈ Dσ, we let

(2.51) w(Q) =
⋃

P∈W(Ω):Q=b(P )

P.

In the case of n-Ahlfors regular boundary, it is immediate to check that w(Q) is made up at

most of a uniformly bounded number of cubes P , but it may happen that w(Q) = ∅.

In higher co-dimensions where s < n it is also true that for every boundary cubeQ ∈ ∂Ω,

there exist a uniformly bounded number of Whitney cubes P ∈ W(Ω) such that b(P ) = Q.

For the proof of this fact one can see [MaPo21, Lemma 4.16, Lemma 4.18].

We also denote the “fattened” Whitney region of Q by

(2.52) w̃(Q) =
⋃

P∈W(Ω):Q=b(P )

1.1P.

Remark 2.17. If x ∈ P̄ ∈ W(Ω), then there exists a constant Cw > 1 depending only

on n, the constants of the Whitney decomposition, and the s-Alhlfors regularity, so that for

every P ′ ∈ W(Ω) that has the property x ∈ 1.1P ′, it holds that

b(P ′) ⊂ B(xb(P ), Cwℓ(P )) =: BP .

3. REGULARIZED DYADIC EXTENSION OF FUNCTIONS ON THE BOUNDARY

Let Ω ⊂ Rn+1, n ≥ 1, be an open set and let W(Ω) be the collection of Whitney cubes

in which Ω is decomposed as in Subsection 2.8. Let {ϕP }P∈W(Ω) be a partition of unity
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subordinate to the open cover {1.1P}P∈W(Ω) such that

ϕP ∈ C∞(Rn), |∇ϕP | .
1

ℓ(P )
, suppϕ ⊆ 1.1P, and

∑

P∈W(Ω)

ϕP (x) = 1Ω(x), x ∈ Ω.

For f ∈ L1
loc(σ), we define the regularized dyadic extension of f in Ω by

(3.1) υf (x) :=





∑

P∈W(Ω)

mσ,b(P )f ϕP (x) if x ∈ Ω

f(x) if x ∈ ∂Ω.

where, in the case that Ω is an unbounded domain with compact boundary, we set b(P ) =
∂Ω for every P ∈ W(Ω) with ℓ(P ) ≥ diam(∂Ω).

The fact that υf is indeed an extension of f in Ω (in the non-tangential sense) is proved

in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let Ω ∈ AR(s) for s ∈ (0, n] and f ∈ L1
loc(σs). There exists α > 0 such that

nt-lim
x→ξ

υf (x) = f(ξ), for σ-a.e. ξ ∈ ∂Ω,

for some cone γα where α > 0 only depends on n, the Ahlfors regularity constant, and the

constants of the corkscrew condition.

Proof. By [EG15, Theorem 1.33], it holds that

(3.2) lim
r→0

mσ,B(ξ,r)(|f − f(ξ)|) = 0, for σ-a.e. ξ ∈ ∂Ω.

Fix ε > 0 and ξ ∈ ∂Ω be a point such that (3.2) holds. Let 0 < ε′ < ε to be picked later.

Then there exists δ = δ(ε′, ξ) > 0 such that mσ,B(ξ,r)(|f − f(ξ)|) < ε′ for every r < δ.

Let now 0 < δ′ < δ be a small constant which will be chosen momentarily. For fixed

x ∈ γα(ξ) ∩B(ξ, δ′), we have that

|υf (x)− f(ξ)| ≤
∑

P∈W(Ω)

|mσ,b(P )f − f(ξ)|ϕP (x).

Let P0 ∈ W(Ω) be a fixed cube so that x ∈ P̄0. Then the only cubes P ∈ W(Ω) that

contribute to the sum are the ones that x ∈ 1.1P and, by Remark 2.17, b(P ) ⊂ BP0 =
B(xP0 , Cwℓ(P0)). By the properties of Whitney cubes, there exists a constant C ′

w > Cw

such that BP ⊂ B(ξ, C ′
w ℓ(P )). Therefore, choosing δ′ > 0 sufficiently small so that

B(ξ, C ′
w ℓ(P )) ⊂ B(ξ, δ/2), we get that for any such P ,

|mσ,b(P )f − f(ξ)| . mσ,BP0
(|f − f(ξ)|) . ε′,

which, in turn, by the bounded overlaps of the Whitney cubes, infers that there exists a

constant C > 1 such that

|υf (x)− f(ξ)| < C ε′,

concluding the proof of the lemma once we choose ε = Cε′. �
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Lemma 3.2. Let Ω ∈ AR(s) for s ∈ (0, n]. Assume that f ∈ L1
loc(σ) and υf is the

extension defined in (3.1). For any P ∈ W(Ω), we have that

(3.3) sup
x∈P̄

|∇υf (x)| . ℓ(P )−1mσ,BP
(|f |).

If, additionally, f ∈ Λβ(∂Ω) for β ∈ [0, 1), then it holds that

(3.4) sup
x∈P̄

|∇υf (x)| . ℓ(P )β−1 ‖f‖Λβ(∂Ω),

while, if f ∈ Ṁ1,p(σ), we get that

(3.5) |∇υf (x)| . mσ,BP
(∇H,pf),

where ∇H,pf is the least Hajłasz upper gradient of f . Moreover, for any ξ ∈ ∂Ω,

(3.6) Nα(υf )(ξ) .α Mf(ξ),

Proof. Fix x ∈ P̄ ∈ W(Ω). For the proof of the estimate (3.3), just note that

|∇υf (x)| .
∑

P ′∈W(Ω)
x∈1.1P ′

mσ,b(P ′)(|f |) ℓ(P
′)−1 .D0 mσ,BP

(|f |) ℓ(P )−1,

where we used that ℓ(P ) ≈ ℓ(P ′). If, in addition, f ∈ Λβ(∂Ω), then, using the fact that

∇
(∑

P∈W(Ω) ϕP (x)
)
= 0, we get

|∇υf (x)| =
∣∣∣
∑

P ′∈W(Ω)

(mσ,b(P ′)f −mσ,b(P )f)∇ϕP ′(x)
∣∣∣

. ℓ(P )−1
∑

P ′∈W(Ω)
x∈1.1P ′

|mσ,b(P ′)f −mσ,b(P )f |

. ℓ(P )−1
∑

P ′∈W(Ω)
x∈1.1P ′

mσ,b(P ′)(|f −mσ,BP
f |) .D0 ‖f‖Λβ(∂Ω)ℓ(P )

β−1.

This obviously implies estimate (3.4).

Now, in order to prove (3.5), let f ∈ Ṁ1,p(σ) and x ∈ P̄ . Then we have

|∇υf (x)| =
∣∣ ∑

P ′∈W(Ω)

mσ,b(P ′)f ∇ϕP ′(x)
∣∣ .

∑

P ′∈W(Ω)
x∈1.1P ′

1

ℓ(P ′)
|mσ,b(P ′)f −mσ,b(P )f |

.
∑

P ′∈W(Ω)
x∈1.1P ′

1

ℓ(P ′)

 

b(P ′)

 

b(P )
|x− y|[∇H,pf(x) +∇H,pf(y)] dσ(x) dσ(y)

.
∑

P ′∈W(Ω)
x∈1.1P ′

(mσ,b(P ′)(∇H,pf) +mσ,b(P )(∇H,pf)) .D0 mσ,BP
(∇H,pf),

where BP was defined in Remark 2.17.
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Finally, fox fixed ξ ∈ ∂Ω, if x ∈ γα(ξ), we have

|υf (x)| ≤
∑

P ′∈W(Ω)
x∈1.1P ′

mσ,b(P )(|f |)ϕP (x) . mσ,BP
(|f |) . mσ,B(ξ,C′

wℓ(P ))(|f |) ≤ Mf(ξ),

for some constant C ′
w > Cw depending on α and the Whitney constants. This readily proves

(3.6) by taking supremum over all x ∈ γα(ξ). �

Lemma 3.3. If f ∈ Λβ(∂Ω) for β ∈ [0, 1), then it holds that

(3.7) sup
ξ∈∂Ω

N
(β)
♯ (υf )(ξ) . ‖f‖Λβ(∂Ω).

Proof. Fix ξ ∈ ∂Ω and take x ∈ γα(ξ) with x ∈ P̄0, for some P0 ∈ W(Ω). It is enough to

bound the difference

sup
y∈B(x,cδΩ(x))

 

B(x,cδΩ(x))
|υf (y)− υf (z)| dz.

To this end, fix a point z ∈ B(x, cδΩ(x)), with z ∈ P̄1 ∈ W(Ω) and a point y ∈
B(x, cδΩ(x)) with y ∈ P̄2 ∈ W(Ω). Since c > 0 is small enough, the Whitney cubes

P1, P2 and P0 are “close-enough” to each other, in the sense that the intersection of a di-

lation of these cubes is non-empty. Then, by the properties of Whitney cubes, we get that

ℓ(P1) ≈ ℓ(P2) ≈ ℓ(P0) ≈ δΩ(x). Thus, there exist a large enough constant Λ0 > 1, such

that for any P ∈ W(Ω) with 1.1P ∩ (P1 ∪ P2) 6= ∅, we have that

Bb(P ) ⊂ B0 := B(xb(P0),Λ0ℓ(P0)).

It holds that ∑

P∈W(Ω)
P∩B(x,cδΩ(x))6=∅

(ϕP (z) − ϕP (y))mσ,B0f = 0,

and so

|υf (y)− υf (z)| ≤
∑

P∈W(Ω)
P∩B(x,cδΩ(x))6=∅

|ϕP (y)− ϕP (z)||mσ,b(P )f −mσ,B0f |

.
∑

P∈W(Ω)
P∩B(x,cδΩ(x))6=∅

‖∇ϕP ‖L∞ |y − z||mσ,b(P )f −mσ,B0f |

.
∑

P∈W(Ω)
P∩B(x,cδΩ(x))6=∅

mσ,b(P )(|f −mσ,B0f |) . ‖f‖Λβ(∂Ω)ℓ(P0)
β,

since there are uniformly bounded many Whitney cubes P∩B(x, cδΩ(x)) 6= ∅. This readily

implies (3.7). �

Lemma 3.4. Let Ω ∈ AR(s) for s ∈ (0, n]. If f ∈ Λβ(∂Ω) for β ∈ (0, 1), then

(3.8) sup
ξ∈∂Ω

C(β)
s (∇υf )(ξ) . ‖f‖Λβ(∂Ω).
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Proof. By (3.4), it is easy to see that for every ξ ∈ ∂Ω and r > 0, it holds that
ˆ

B(ξ,r)∩Ω
|∇υf |ωs(x) dx . ‖f‖Λβ(∂Ω)

∑

P∈W(Ω)
P∩B(ξ,r)6=∅

ℓ(P )β−1ℓ(P )s+1

. ‖f‖Λβ(∂Ω)

∑

P∈W(Ω)
P∩B(ξ,r)6=∅

ℓ(b(P ))βσ(b(P ))

. ‖f‖Λβ(∂Ω)

∞∑

k=0

2−β krβ
∑

Q∈Dk,σ

Q⊂B(ξ,M0r)

σ(Q) . ‖f‖Λβ(∂Ω) r
β rs,

which implies (3.8). �

If the boundary function is in Lipβ(∂Ω) for β ∈ (0, 1], then we can show that υf is

Lipβ(Ω) by arguments similar to the ones in [MT22, Lemma 4.2].

Lemma 3.5. If f ∈ Lipβ(∂Ω) for β ∈ (0, 1] and υf is the regularized dyadic extension

defined in (3.1), then it holds that υf ∈ Lipβ(Ω) with Lipβ(υf ) . Lipβ(f).

Proof. We start by proving that υf ∈ Lipβ(Ω). Fix x, y ∈ Ω and let P1, P2 ∈ W(Ω) such

that x ∈ P̄1 and y ∈ P̄2. We split into cases.

Case 1: Suppose that 2P1 ∩ 2P2 6= ∅. In this case let P0 ∈ W(Ω) be the smallest cube

such that it holds

2Bb(P ) ⊂ 2Bb(P0), for every P ∈ W(Ω), with 1.1P ∩ (P1 ∪ P2) 6= ∅.

Then, by the properties of Whitney cubes, we get that ℓ(P1) ≈ ℓ(P2) ≈ ℓ(P0). As

υf (x)− υf (y) =
∑

P∈W(Ω)

mσ,b(P )f (ϕP (x)− ϕP (y))

and ∑

P∈W(Ω)

(ϕP (x)− ϕP (y))mσ,b(P0)f = 0,

we can write

υf (x)− υf (y)

=
∑

P∈W(Ω)

mσ,b(P )f (ϕP (x)− ϕP (y))−
∑

P∈W(Ω)

mσ,b(P0)f (ϕP (x)− ϕP (y))

=
∑

P∈W(Ω)

(ϕP (x)− ϕP (y))
(
mσ,b(P )f −mσ,b(P0)f

)

and thus we get

|υf (x)− υf (y)| ≤
∑

P∈W(Ω)

|ϕP (x)− ϕP (y)|
∣∣mσ,b(P )f −mσ,b(P0)f

∣∣ .

Observe now that

|ϕP (x)− ϕP (y)| ≤ |∇ϕP ||x− y| . ℓ(P )−1|x− y|
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while, for fixed w ∈ 2Bb(P0), we can estimate

∣∣mσ,b(P )f −mσ,b(P0)f
∣∣ ≤ mσ,b(P )(|f(z) − f(w)|) +mσ,b(P0)(|f(z) − f(w)|)

. Lipβ(f) ℓ(P0)
β .

To deal with the sum, we may assume that the cubes P appearing in the sum are such

that either 1.1P ∩ P1 6= ∅ or 1.1P ∩ P2 6= ∅, since otherwise the associated summand

vanishes. We denote by I0 the family of such cubes. So the cubes from I0 are such that

Bb(P ) ⊂ 2Bb(P0) and they satisfy ℓ(P ) ≈ ℓ(P0). Combining this observation with the last

two estimates and the fact that |x− y| . ℓ(P0), we obtain

|υf (x)− υf (y)| .
∑

P∈W(Ω)

1

ℓ(P )
|x− y|Lipβ(f) ℓ(P0)

β .D0 Lipβ(f) |x− y|β.(3.9)

Case 2: Suppose that 2P1 ∩ 2P2 = ∅. In this case we have

υf (x)− υf (y) =
∑

P∈W(Ω)

mσ,b(P )f (ϕP (x)− ϕP (y))

=
∑

P∈W(Ω)

ϕP (x)(mσ,b(P )f−mσ,b(P1)f) +
∑

P∈W(Ω)

ϕP (y)
(
mσ,b(P2)f −mσ,b(P )f

)

+
(
mσ,b(P1)f −mσ,b(P2)f

)
=: S1 + S2 + S3.

If we use that ℓ(Pi) . |x − y| and the fact that |mσ,b(P )f −mσ,b(Pi)f | . Lipβ(f) ℓ(Pi)
β ,

for i = 1, 2, we can show that

|S1|+ |S2| . Lipβ(f) |x− y|β.

It remains to bound S3. If w1 ∈ b(P1) and w2 ∈ b(P2),

|S3| ≤
∣∣mσ,b(P1)f − f(w1)

∣∣+ |f(w1)− f(w2)|+
∣∣f(w2)−mσ,b(P2)f

∣∣ .

Since f ∈ Lipβ(∂Ω),

|f(w1)− f(w2)| ≤ Lipβ(f) |w1 −w2|
β ≤ Lipβ(f)

(
|w1 − x|β + |x− y|β + |y − w2|

β
)

. Lipβ(f)
(
ℓ(P1)

β + |x− y|β + ℓ(P2)
β
)
. Lipβ(f) |x− y|β,

while, for i = 1, 2, once again using that f ∈ Lipβ(∂Ω), it is easy to see that

∣∣mσ,b(Pi)(f − f(wi))
∣∣ ≤ mσ,b(Pi)(|f − f(wi)|) ≤ Lipβ(f) ℓ(Pi)

β . Lipβ(f) |x− y|β.

implying that |S3| . Lipβ(f)|x− y|β . If we combine the above estimates, we get

|υf (x)− υf (y)| ≤ |S1|+ |S2|+ |S3| . Lipβ(f) |x− y|β ,

in the case 2 as well and thus for all x, y ∈ Ω with x 6= y. This readily implies that

υf ∈ Lipβ(Ω) with Lipβ(υf ) ≤ Lipβ(f).
It remains to prove that

(3.10) |υf (x)− υf (y)| . Lipβ(f) |x− y|β , for any x ∈ ∂Ω and y ∈ Ω.
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To this end, we fix such x and y and estimate

|υf (x)− υf (y)| = |f(x)− υf (y)| =
∣∣∣f(x)−

∑

P∈W(Ω)

mσ,b(P )f ϕP (y)
∣∣∣

≤
∑

P∈W(Ω)

ϕP (y)|f(x)−mσ,b(P )f | ≤
∑

P∈W(Ω):
1.1P∋y

ϕP (y)|f(x)−mσ,b(P )f |.

As f ∈ Lipβ(∂Ω), for every P ∈ W(Ω) such that y ∈ 1.1P , we have that

|f(x)−mσ,b(P )f | . Lipβ(f) ℓ(P )
β ≈ Lipβ(f) δΩ(y)

β ≤ Lipβ(f) |x− y|β,

which implies (3.10) by the bounded overlaps of the Whitney cubes that contain y, conclud-

ing the proof of the lemma. �

proof of Theorem 1.5. It follows by combining Lemmas 3.1, 3.2, 3.3, 3.4, and 3.5 (see also

Remark 2.2). �

4. A CORONA DECOMPOSITION FOR FUNCTIONS IN Lp
OR BMO

In this section we will assume that Ω ∈ AR(s) for s ∈ (0, n].

We say that a family of cubes F ⊂ Dσ satisfies a Carleson packing condition with

constant M > 0, and we write F ∈ Car(M), if for any S ∈ Dσ, it holds that

(4.1)
∑

R∈F :R⊂S

σ(R) ≤M σ(S),

A family T ⊂ Dσ is a tree if it verifies the following properties:

(1) T has a maximal element (with respect to inclusion) Q(T ) which contains all the

other elements of T as subsets of Rn+1. The cube Q(T ) is the “root” of T and we

will call it “top” cube.

(2) If Q,Q′ belong to T and Q ⊂ Q′, then any µ-cube P ∈ Dσ such that Q ⊂ P ⊂ Q′

also belongs to T .

For a tree T , if R = Q(T ) is a top cube, we will write T = Tree(R).

Definition 4.1. A corona decomposition of σ is a partition of Dσ into a family of “good

cubes”, which we denote by G, and a family of “bad cubes”, which we denote by B, so that

the following hold:

(1) Dσ = G ∪ B;

(2) There is a partition of G into trees, that is,

G =
⋃

T ⊂G

T ;

(3) The collections of maximal cubes Q(T ) of the trees T satisfies (4.1) for some

M0 > 0;

(4) The collection of cubes B satisfies (4.1) for some M1 > 0.
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We can also define a localized Corona decomposition in a cube R0 ∈ Dσ if, in the

definition above, we replace Dσ by Dσ(R0).

We recall the definition of the truncated (at large scales) dyadic Hardy-Littlewood maxi-

mal function

Mf(Q) = sup
R∈Dσ
Q⊂R

mσ,R|f |, f ∈ L1
loc(σ).

Given any R ∈ Dσ and for fixed ε > 0, we define the collection Stop(R) ⊂ D(R) con-

sisting of cubes S ∈ D(R) which are maximal (thus disjoint) with respect to the condition

(4.2) |mσ,Rf −mσ,Sf | ≥

{
εMf(S) , if f ∈ L1

loc(σ)

ε‖f‖BMO(σ) , if f ∈ BMO(σ).

We fix a cube R0 ∈ Dσ and we define the family of the top cubes with respect to R0 as

follows: first we define the families Topk(R0) for k ≥ 0 inductively. We set

Top0(R0) = {R0}.

Assuming that Topk(R0) has been defined, we set

Topk+1(R0) =
⋃

R∈Topk(R0)

Stop(R),

and then we define

Top(R0) =
⋃

k≥0

Topk(R0).

We also set

Tree(R) := {Q ∈ Dσ(R) : ∄ S ∈ Stop(R) such that Q ⊂ S}.

and notice that

Dσ(R0) =
⋃

R∈Top(R0)

Tree(R),

and this union is disjoint. This is a localized Corona decomposition in R0 and notice that,

in this case, B = ∅.

In the rest of this section, we will devote all our efforts to proving that Top(R0) satisfies

a Carleson packing condition.

Proposition 4.2. For any R0 ∈ Dσ, the family of cubes Top(R0) ∈ Car(Cε−2) for some

C > 0 depending on the Ahlfors-regularity constants.

For the proof of proposition 4.2 we consider the cases f ∈ BMO(σ) and f ∈ L1
loc(σ)

separately.

Proof of Proposition 4.2 when f ∈ BMO(σ). For any R ∈ Top(R0) it holds

|mσ,Sf −mσ,Rf | > ε‖f‖BMO(σ).

Define

fR(x) :=
∑

Q∈Tree(R)

∆Qf(x) =
∑

Q∈Tree(R)

∑

Q′∈ch(Q)

(
mσ,Q′f −mσ,Qf

)
1Q′(x).
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If x ∈ P ∈ Stop(R), we have that fR(x) = mσ,P f−mσ,Rf and so, |fR(x)| > ε‖f‖BMO(σ).

This implies that

ε2‖f‖2BMO(σ)

∑

P∈Stop(R)

σ(P ) ≤
∑

P∈Stop(R)

ˆ

P
|fR(x)|

2 dσ(x)

=

ˆ

⋃
P

P∈Stop(R)

|fR|
2 dσ ≤

ˆ

|fR|
2 dσ.

By the above estimate and the orthogonality of ∆Qf ,

∑

R∈Top(R0)
R⊂S

∑

P∈Stop(R)

σ(P ) ≤
1

ε2
1

‖f‖2BMO(σ)

∑

R∈Top(R0)

‖fR‖
2
L2(σ)

=
1

ε2
1

‖f‖2BMO(σ)

∑

R∈Top(R0)

∑

Q∈Tree(R)

‖∆Qf‖
2
L2(σ)

≤
1

ε2
1

‖f‖2BMO(σ)

∑

Q∈Dσ(R0)

‖∆Qf‖
2
L2(σ)

=
1

ε2
1

‖f‖2BMO(σ)

‖1R0(f −mσ,R0f)‖
2
L2(σ) . ε−2σ(R0)

which proves (4.1) in the case that S ∈ Top(R0). By the same argument as in the end of

the proof of Proposition 4.2 when f ∈ L1
loc(σ), we obtain (4.1) for any S ∈ Dσ(R0). �

To prove the proposition for f ∈ L1
loc, we first need some auxiliary lemmas.

Lemma 4.3. Let f ∈ L1
loc(σ) and Q ∈ Dσ. Then it holds

(4.3)
σ(Q)

Mf(Q)2
≤ 8

ˆ

Q

1

(MDσf(x))
2 dσ(x)

Proof. This was shown in [HR18, Lemma 4.1] for the Lebesgue measure but the same

proof works for any non-atomic Radon measure and so we skip the details. �

Let F ⊂ Dσ be any collection of dyadic cubes. Given any cube Q ∈ Dσ, define its

stopping parent Q∗ to be the minimal Q∗ ∈ F such that Q ( Q∗. If no such Q∗ exists, we

set Q∗ := Q. Define the stopped square function

(4.4) SFf(x) :=
( ∑

Q∈F

|mσ,Qf −mσ,Q∗f |21Q(x)
)1/2

.

In the special case F = Top(R0), we will simply write Sf .

Lemma 4.4. If w ∈ A∞(σ) and 1 ≤ p <∞, then

‖SFf‖Lp(∂Ω;w) . ‖MDf‖Lp(∂Ω;w)

uniformly for any collection of dyadic cubes F .

Proof. This was proved in [HR18, Proposition 3.2] for the Lebesgue measure but the same

proof works verbatim for σ. �



30 MIHALIS MOURGOGLOU AND THANASIS ZACHAROPOULOS

We will now proceed to the proof of Proposition 4.2 for f ∈ L1
loc(σ), which is based on

the one of [HR18, Theorem 1.2(3)].

Proof of Proposition 4.2 when f ∈ L1
loc(σ). We first fix S ∈ Top(R0). As for any R ∈

Top(R0) it holds that

|mσ,Rf −mσ,R∗f | > εMf(R)

we have that
∑

R∈Top(R0)
R⊂S

σ(R) ≤
∑

R∈Top(R0)
R⊂S

|mσ,Rf −mσ,R∗f |2

ε2Mf(R)2
σ(R)

.
∑

R∈Top(R0)
R⊂S

|mσ,Rf −mσ,R∗f |2

ε2

ˆ

S

1R(x)

MDσf(x)
2
dσ =

ˆ

S

Sf(x)2

ε2
dσ(x)

MDσf(x)
2
,

where, in the second inequality, we used Lemma 4.3. We write

(MDσf)
−2 = 1 ·

(
(MDσf)

2γ
)1−q

for γ ∈ (0, 1/2) and q = 1+ 1
γ > 3. Since f ∈ L1

loc(σ) and 2γ ∈ (0, 1), using for example

[CG85, Theorem 3.4, p.158] (whose proof works for doubling Borel measures), we get that

(MDσf)
2γ ∈ A1(σ). As 1 ∈ A1 and q > 1 it follows from [CG85, Theorem 2.16, p.407]

(whose proof also works for doubling Borel measures) that 1 ·
(
(MDf)

2γ
)1−q

∈ Aq(σ).

Therefore, (MDσf)
−2 ∈ Aq(σ) ⊂ A∞(σ). We now apply Lemma 4.4 with the collection

of cubes F̃ := {R ∈ Top(R0) : R ⊂ S} to the function

f̃(x) :=

{
f(x)−mσ,Sf , if x ∈ S

0 , if x /∈ S,

for the weight w := (MDσf)
−2 and p = 2, and obtain

ˆ

|SF̃ f̃ |
2 w dσ .

ˆ

|MDf̃ |
2 w dσ =

ˆ

S
|MD f̃ |

2 w dσ .

ˆ

S
|MDf |

2w dσ.

Thus, since |SF̃ f̃(x)|
2 = |SF̃f(x)|

2 for all x ∈ S, we infer that
ˆ

S
|Sf |2w dσ .

ˆ

S
|SF̃f |

2w dσ +

ˆ

S
|MDf |

2w dσ ≤

ˆ

|SF̃ f̃ |
2 w dσ +

ˆ

S
|MDf |

2w dσ

.

ˆ

S
|MDf |

2w dσ =

ˆ

S
|MDf |

2 dσ

(MDf)
2 = σ(S),

proving (4.1) in the case that S ∈ Top(R0).

If S ∈ Dσ(R0) \ Top(R0), we can find a maximal collection F0 of cubes S̃ ∈ Top(R0)
such that

S =
⋃

S̃∈F0

S̃.

Then, ∑

R∈Top(R0)
R⊂S

σ(R) =
∑

S̃∈F0

∑

R∈Top(S̃):

R⊂S̃

σ(R) .
∑

S̃∈F0

σ(S̃) = σ(S)
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and the proof is now complete. �

Remark 4.5. If suppσ is bounded, we can pick R0 = suppσ. In the case that suppσ is

not bounded we apply a technique described in p. 38 of [DS91]: we consider a family of

cubes {Rj}j∈J ⊂ Dσ which are pairwise disjoint, whose union is all of suppσ, and which

have the property that for each k there at most C cubes from Dσ,k not contained in any cube

Rj . For each Rj we construct a family Top(Rj) analogous to Top(R0). Then we set

Top :=
⋃

j∈J

Top(Rj)

and

B := {S ⊂ Dσ : there does not exist j ∈ J such that S ⊂ Rj ∈ Top}.

One can easily check that the families Top and B satisfy a Carleson packing condition. See

[DS91, p. 38] for the construction of the family {Rj} and additional details.

5. Lp
AND UNIFORM ε-APPROXIMABILITY OF THE REGULARIZED DYADIC EXTENSION

Given A > 1, we say that two cubes Q1, Q2 are A-close if

1

A
diamQ1 ≤ diamQ2 ≤ AdiamQ1

and

dist(Q1, Q2) ≤ A(diamQ1 + diamQ2).

The following lemma was proved in [DS93, p. 60].

Lemma 5.1. If we have a Corona decomposition such that Top ∈ Car(M0) for some

M0 > 0, then, the collection of cubes

A0 := {Q ∈ Dσ :Q ∈ Tree(R) forR ∈ Top and

∃Q′ ∈ Tree(R′) for someR′ 6= R ∈ Top, such thatQ′A-close toQ}

is in Car(M1) for some M1 > 0 depending on M , A, and the Ahlfors-regularity constants.

Lemma 5.2 (Lemma I.3.27, p. 59 in [DS93] ). If F ⊂ Dσ is in Car(M1) for some M1 > 0,

then the family

FA := {Q ∈ Dσ : Q isA-close to some Q′ ∈ F}

is in Car(M2) for some M2 > 0 depending on M1, A, and the Ahlfors-regularity constants.

Let us define the family of Whitney cubes

P0 := {P ∈ W(Ω) : there existsP ′ ∈ W(Ω) such that 1.2P ∩ 1.2P ′ 6= ∅ and there exist

R,R′ ∈ TopwithR 6= R′ such that b(P ) ∈ Tree(R) and b(P ′) ∈ Tree(R′)}.

Then, by the properties of Whitney cubes, for every P ∈ P0, the cubes P ′ ∈ W(Ω) such

that b(P ′) is not in the same tree as b(P ) have the following properties:

• ℓ(b(P ))/2 ≤ ℓ(b(P ′)) ≤ 2ℓ(b(P ))
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• dist(b(P ), b(P ′)) ≤ C1ℓ(b(P )).

If, for fixed R ∈ Top, we define

∂Tree(R) := {Q ∈ Tree(R) : there existsP ∈ P0 such that b(P ) = Q}

then, there exists A > 1 large enough depending only on C1 and n such that

⋃

R∈Top

∂Tree(R) ⊂ A0,

and, by Lemma 5.1,
⋃

R∈Top ∂Tree(R) ∈ Car(M1). If F is a family of “true” dyadic cubes

in Rn+1, we also define

N (F) := {P ∈ W(Ω) : there existsP ′ ∈ F such that 1.2P ∩ 1.2P ′ 6= ∅}.

So, for F = P0, we set

∂Tree∗(R) := {Q ∈ Dσ : ∃P ∈ N (P0) such thatQ = b(P ) ∈ Tree(R)}.

It is easy to see that

J :=
⋃

R∈Top

∂Tree∗(R) ⊂
( ⋃

R∈Top

∂Tree(R)
)
A

and, by Lemma 5.2, J ∈ Car(M2) for some M2 > 0. Finally, recall that B is a collection

of bad cubes satisfying a Carleson packing condition (4.1) and define

B0 := {P ∈ W(Ω) : b(P ) ∈ B}.

We are now ready to define the approximating function of υf by

u(x) =
∑

S∈B0

mσ,b(S)f ϕS(x)(5.1)

+
∑

R∈Top

[ ∑

P∈W(Ω)\P0

b(P )∈Tree(R)

mσ,Rf ϕP (x) +
∑

P∈P0
b(P )∈Tree(R)

mσ,b(P )f ϕP (x)
]
,

using the Corona decomposition constructed in Section 4. Note that when Ω is bounded,

Top = Top(∂Ω) and B = ∅, while if ∂Ω is unbounded, Top and B are the families con-

structed in Remark 4.5. Finally, when Ω is an unbounded domain with compact boundary

∂Ω, we modify the definition of the approximating function as follows.

u(x) =
∑

P∈W(Ω):ℓ(P )≥diam(∂Ω)

mσ,∂Ωf ϕP (x)(5.2)

+
∑

R∈Top

[ ∑

P∈W(Ω)\P0

b(P )∈Tree(R)

mσ,Rf ϕP (x) +
∑

P∈P0
b(P )∈Tree(R)

mσ,b(P )f ϕP (x)
]
.



VAROPOULOS EXTENSIONS IN DOMAINS WITH AHLFORS-REGULAR BOUNDARIES 33

Theorem 5.3. Let f ∈ L1
loc(σ) and ε > 0. There exists α0 ≥ 1 such that for any α ≥ α0

and any ξ ∈ ∂Ω,

Nα(u− υf )(ξ) +Nα(δΩ∇(u− υf ))(ξ) . εMf(ξ),

(5.3)

Nα(δΩ∇u)(ξ) . Mf(ξ) +M(Mf)(ξ),(5.4)

Cs(∇u)(ξ) .ε M(M̃f)(ξ) +M(M̃(Mf))(ξ),(5.5)

Cs(δΩ |∇u|2)(ξ) .ε M((M̃f)2)(ξ) +M(M̃((Mf)2))(ξ).(5.6)

Here cε is a positive constant depending on ε and α0 depend only on n and the Ahlfors

regularity, the corkscrew condition, and the Whitney constants.

Let f ∈ BMO(σ) and ε > 0. Then, for any x ∈ Ω, it holds that

|u(x) − υf (x)|+ δΩ(x)|∇(u − υf )(x)| ≤ ε‖f‖BMO(σ)(5.7)

δΩ(x)|∇u(x)| . ‖f‖BMO(σ),(5.8)

and for any ξ ∈ ∂Ω,

(5.9) Cs(∇u)(ξ) +
[
Cs(δΩ |∇u|2)(ξ)

]1/2
.ε ‖f‖BMO(σ),

where the implicit constants depend only on n and the Ahlfors regularity, the corkscrew

condition, and the Whitney constants.

Moreover, if f ∈ Lipc(∂Ω), then u ∈ Liploc(Ω) and for any x ∈ Ω,

(5.10) δΩ(x)|∇u(x)| . Lip(f) diam(supp f).

Proof. We will only deal with the case that both Ω and ∂Ω are unbounded as the other

cases can be treated in a similar but easier way. We remark first that if we choose α0

large enough, depending on n, the constants of the corkscrew condition and the Whitney

decomposition, the cone is always non-empty and for every Q ∈ Dσ such that ξ ∈ Q, there

exists P ∈ W(Ω) such that b(P ) = Q and P ⊂ γα0(ξ).
For fixed ξ ∈ ∂Ω we let x ∈ γα(ξ) for a ≥ α0. There exists P0 ∈ W(Ω) such that

x ∈ P̄0 and we either have that P0 ∈ B0 or that there is a unique R0 ∈ Top such that

b(P0) ∈ Tree(R0). If either P0 ∈ P0 and there does not exist any P ∈ N (P0) \ P0 such

that x ∈ 1.1P , or P0 ∈ B0, it is easy to see that u(x) − υf (x) = 0, while, if P0 ∈ P0 and

there exists some P̃ ∈ N (P0) \ P0 such that x ∈ 1.1P̃ , then

u(x)− υf (x) =
∑

P∈N (P0)\P0

b(P )∈Tree(R0)

(mσ,R0f −mσ,b(P )f)ϕP (x).

The same is true if P0 ∈ N (P0) \ P0 and there is P ∈ P0 such that x ∈ 1.1P . In any other

case, we have that

(5.11) u(x)− υf (x) =
∑

P∈W(Ω)
b(P )∈Tree(R0)

(mσ,R0f −mσ,b(P )f)ϕP (x).
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Therefore, since b(P ) ∈ Tree(R0), by (4.2),

|u(x)− υf (x)| ≤ ε
∑

P∈W(Ω)
b(P )∈Tree(R0)

Mf(b(P ))ϕP (x).

For any P ∈ W(Ω) such that x ∈ 1.1P ∩ γα(ξ), since |x − ξ| ≈ δΩ(x) ≈ ℓ(P ), it

holds that P ⊂ B(ξ,Mℓ(P )). The same is true for any S ∈ Dσ such that b(P ) ⊂ S, i.e.,

S ⊂ B(ξ,M ′ℓ(S)), for a possibly larger constant M ′ > 0 depending also on the Ahlfors

regularity constants. Thus,

(5.12) |u(x)− υf (x)| . ε sup
S⊃b(P )

mσ,B(ξ,M ′ℓ(S))(|f |) . ε sup
r&δΩ(x)

mσ,B(ξ,r)(|f |).

which, by taking supremum over all x ∈ γα(ξ), implies (5.3). By the same arguments and

the fact the ∇ϕP (x) . ℓ(P )−1 ≈ δΩ(x)
−1, we infer that

∇(u− υf )(x) . εM(f)(ξ)δΩ(x)
−1,

which implies

(5.13) Nα(δΩ∇(u− υf ))(ξ) . εM(f)(ξ).

In the case that f ∈ BMO(σ), in view of (5.11) and ∇ϕP (x) . ℓ(P )−1 ≈ δΩ(x)
−1, we

have that

(5.14) |u(x)− υf (x)| + δΩ|∇(u− υf )(x)| . ε‖f‖BMO.

We now turn our attention to the proof of (5.5) and (5.9). Let x ∈ P̄0 ∈ W(Ω). Then,

once again, either there exists a unique R0 ∈ Top such that b(P0) ∈ Tree(R0), or there

exists B0 ∈ B0 such that b(P0) = B0. For the sake of brevity, we denote

(5.15) Bx := cBx = B(x, c δΩ(x)),

for a small enough constant c > 0 to be chosen. Fix y ∈ Bx and if P ∈ W(Ω) is such that

y ∈ 1.1P , then x ∈ 1.2P . Indeed, by (2.48), we always have that dist(x, 1.1P ) ≤ |x−y| ≤
c δΩ(x) ≤ cΛ′ ℓ(P0), and if there exists P ∈ W(Ω) such that y ∈ 1.1P and x /∈ 1.2P it

also holds that dist(x, 1.1P ) ≥ 0.1ℓ(P ). Now, note that since 1
2ℓ(P0) ≤ ℓ(P ) ≤ 2ℓ(P0),

we get that 1
2ℓ(P0) ≤ cΛ′ ℓ(P0) and if we choose c = 1

4Λ′ we reach a contradiction.

It is easy to see that ∇u(y) = 0 if there does not exist any cube P ∈ P0 or P ∈ B0 such

that y ∈ 1.1P . Using that
∑

∇ϕP (y) = 0, we have that

∇u(y) =
( ∑

P∈B0

+
∑

P∈N (P0)
b(P )/∈Tree(R0)

)
(mσ,b(P )f −mσ,b(P0)f)∇ϕP (y)(5.16)

+
∑

P∈P0
b(P )∈Tree(R0)

(mσ,b(P )f −mσ,b(P0)f)∇ϕP (y)

+
∑

P∈N (P0)\P0

b(P )∈Tree(R0)

(mσ,R0f −mσ,b(P )f)∇ϕP (y).
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Therefore, by Remark 2.17, arguing as in the proof of (5.12) and using (5.16), the fact that

ℓ(P0) ≈ ℓ(P ) for any P ∈ W(Ω) such that 1.1P ∋ y, and the Carleson packing of the

cubes in B0, for fixed ξ ∈ ∂Ω and r > 0, we can estimate

ˆ

B(ξ,r)∩Ω
sup
y∈Bx

|∇u(y)|
dx

δΩ(x)n−s

.
( ∑

P∈B0

+
∑

R∈Top

∑

P∈N (P0)
b(P )/∈Tree(R)

) ˆ

P∩B(ξ,r)
mσ,B(xb(P ) ,Cwℓ(P ))(|f |)

dx

ℓ(P )n+1−s

+ 2ε
∑

R∈Top

∑

P∈P0
b(P )∈Tree(R)

ˆ

P∩B(ξ,r)
sup

ρ&ℓ(P )
mσ,B(xb(P ) ,ρ)(|f |)

dx

ℓ(P )n+1−s

+ ε
∑

R∈Top

∑

P∈N (P0)\P0

b(P )∈Tree(R)

ˆ

P∩B(ξ,r)
sup

ρ&ℓ(P )
mσ,B(xb(P ),ρ)(|f |)

dx

ℓ(P )n+1−s

.
( ∑

P∈B0
P∩B(ξ,r)6=∅

+
∑

R∈Top

∑

P∈N (P0)
b(P )/∈Tree(R)
P∩B(ξ,r)6=∅

)
σ(b(P ))mσ,B(xb(P ) ,Cwℓ(P ))(|f |)

+
∑

R∈Top

∑

P∈N (P0)
b(P )∈Tree(R)
P∩B(ξ,r)6=∅

σ(b(P )) inf
ζ∈B(xb(P ),Mℓ(P ))

Mf(ζ)

≤
∑

Q∈B∪J
Q⊂B(ξ,C′r)

σ(Q)mσ,B(xQ ,Cwℓ(Q))(|f |) +
∑

Q∈J
Q⊂B(ξ,C′r)

σ(Q)mσ,B(xQ ,Mℓ(Q))(Mf)

.

ˆ

B(ξ,Cr)
sup
Q∋z

mσ,B(xQ,Cwℓ(Q))(|f |) dσ(z) +

ˆ

B(ξ,Cr)
sup
Q∋z

mσ,B(xQ,Mℓ(Q))(Mf) dσ(z)

.

ˆ

B(ξ,Cr)
M̃f dσ +

ˆ

B(ξ,Cr)
M̃(Mf) dσ,

for M > 1 possible larger than Cw and where in the antepenultimate inequality we used

that if P ∩B(ξ, r) 6= ∅, then b(P ) ⊂ B(ξ, C ′r) for some large constant C ′ > 0 depending

on Ahlfors-regularity and the Whitney constants, while the penultimate inequality follows

from Carleson’s embedding theorem (see [To14, Theorem 5.8, p. 144]) since the families

J = ∪R∈Top∂
∗Tree(R) and B are Carleson families. This readily concludes (5.5), while

the proof of (5.6) follows by similar arguments. We omit the details.

If f ∈ BMO(σ), using (5.16), for ξ ∈ ∂Ω and r > 0,

ˆ

B(ξ,r)∩Ω
sup
y∈Bx

|∇u(y)|
dx

δΩ(x)n−s
.ε

∑

R∈Top

∑

P∈N (P0)
b(P ′)∈Tree(R)

ˆ

P∩B(ξ,r)
‖f‖BMO(σ) ωs(x) dx
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+
( ∑

P∈B0

+
∑

R∈Top

∑

P∈N (P0)
b(P )/∈Tree(R)

)ˆ

P∩B(ξ,r)
‖f‖BMO(σ)

ωs(x)

ℓ(P )
dx

. ‖f‖BMO(σ)

∑

P∈N (P0)∪B0

P∩B(ξ,r)6=∅

σ(b(P )) ≤ ‖f‖BMO(σ)

∑

Q∈J∪B
Q⊂B(ξ,Mr)

σ(Q)

. ‖f‖BMO(σ) r
s,

for M > 1 large enough constant depending on the Ahlfors regularity and the Whitney

constants. For the last inequality we used that the families of surface cubes J and B satisfy

Carleson packing condition from Lemma 5.2. Similarly, we can show that
ˆ

B(ξ,r)∩Ω
sup
y∈Bx

δΩ(y)|∇u(y)|
2 dx

δΩ(x)n−s
.ε ‖f‖

2
BMO(σ) r

s

The two estimates above obviously imply (5.9).

Let ξ ∈ ∂Ω and x ∈ γα(ξ). There exists P0 ∈ W(Ω) such that x ∈ P̄0. Then using

(5.16) and the bounded overlaps of the Whitney cubes, it holds

|∇u(x)| . ℓ(P0)
−1(mσ,BP0

(|f |) + ε sup
ρ&ℓ(P0)

mσ,B(xb(P0)
,ρ)(|f |))

≤ δΩ(x)
−1(mσ,B(ξ,C′ℓ(P0))(|f |) + inf

ζ∈B(ξ,C′ℓ(P0))
Mf(ζ)

)
(5.17)

. δΩ(x)
−1
(
Mf(ξ) +M(Mf)(ξ)

)
.

By a similar but easier argument, we can show that

(5.18) |∇u(x)| . ‖f‖BMO(σ)δΩ(x)
−1.

Since supx∈Ω δΩ(x)|∇u(x)| = supξ∈∂Ω supx∈γα(ξ) δΩ(x)|∇u(x)|, it easily follows that

the estimates (5.17) and (5.18) imply the estimates (5.4) and (5.8) respectively.

It remains to prove (5.10) in the case that f ∈ Lipc(∂Ω). Using (5.16) and the bounded

overlaps of the Whitney cubes, it holds that for any x ∈ Ω,

(5.19) |∇u(x)| . Lip(f) diam(supp f)ℓ(P )−1 + ε
∑

P∈N (P0)\P0

b(P )∈Tree(R0)
x∈1.1P

Mf(b(P ))ℓ(P )−1.

Since f has compact support, if ξ0 /∈ supp f , for every Q ⊃ b(P ), we have that

mσ,Q(|f |) = mσ,Q(|f − f(ξ0)|) . diam(supp f) Lip(f).

Taking supremum over all cubes Q ⊃ b(P ) and using again the bounded overlaps of the

Whitney cubes, by (5.19) and the fact that δΩ(x) ≈ ℓ(P ) for all P ∈ W(Ω) such that

x ∈ 1.1P , we infer that

|∇u(x)| . Lip(f) diam(supp f)δΩ(x)
−1,

and this ends the proof. �

As a corollary we get that if f ∈ Lp(σ), p ∈ (1,∞), (resp. f ∈ BMO(σ)), then υf is

ε-approximable in Lp (uniformly ε-approximable).
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Theorem 5.4. If f ∈ BMO(σ), for any ε > 0, there exists u = uε ∈ C∞(Ω), α1 ≥ 1, and

a constant cε > 1, such that for any α ≥ α1, it holds that

sup
x∈Ω

|vf (x)− υf )(x)| + sup
x∈Ω

δΩ(x)|∇(vf − υf ))(x)| . ε‖f‖BMO(σ),(5.20)

sup
ξ∈∂Ω

Cs(∇u)(ξ) + sup
ξ∈∂Ω

[
Cs(δΩ |∇u|2)(ξ)

]1/2
.ε ‖f‖BMO(σ),(5.21)

sup
x∈Ω

δΩ(x)|∇u(x)| . ‖f‖BMO(σ),(5.22)

where the implicit constants depend on s, n, and the constants of the Ahlfors regularity, the

corkscrew condition, and the Whitney decomposition.

Proof. The result follows immediatelly by the estimates (5.7), (5.8) and (5.9). �

Theorem 5.5. If f ∈ Lp(σ), for p ∈ (1,∞], then for any ε > 0, there exists u = uε ∈
C∞(Ω), α0 ≥ 1, and a constant cε > 1, such that for any α ≥ α0, it holds that

‖Nα(u− υf )‖Lp(σ) + ‖Nα(δΩ∇(u− υf )‖Lp(σ) . ε ‖f‖Lp(σ),(5.23)

‖Nα(δΩ∇u)‖Lp(σ) . ‖f‖Lp(σ),(5.24)

‖Cs(∇u)‖Lp(σ) . ε−2 ‖f‖Lp(σ),(5.25)

‖
[
Cs(δΩ |∇u|2)

]1/2
‖Lq(σ) . ε−2 ‖f‖Lq(σ), q ∈ [2,∞),(5.26)

where the implicit constants depend on s, n, p, q, and the constants of the Ahlfors regularity,

the corkscrew condition, and the Whitney decomposition.

Proof. The proof is an immediate consequence of (5.3), (5.4), (5.5), (5.6), Lemma 2.3, and

the fact that M and M̃ are Lp(σ) → Lp(σ)-bounded for any p ∈ (1,∞). In order to prove

(5.26) for q = 2, we should estimate it directly using (5.16) as in the proof of (5.5) along

with the fact that

(5.27) ‖Cs(δΩ|∇F |
2)1/2)‖2L2(σ) ≈

ˆ

Ω
δΩ(x) sup

y∈Bx

|∇F (y)|2
dx

δΩ(x)n−s
.

Indeed,

ˆ

Ω
δ(x) sup

y∈Bx

|∇u(y)|2
dx

δΩ(x)n−s
.

∑

P∈W(Ω)

ˆ

P
ℓ(P ) sup

y∈Bx

|∇u(y)|2
dx

δΩ(x)n−s

.
( ∑

P∈B0

+
∑

R∈Top

∑

P∈N (P0)
b(P )/∈Tree(R)

)ˆ

P
mσ,B(xb(P ),Cwℓ(P ))(|f |)

2 dx

ℓ(P )n+1−s

+ 2ε2
∑

R∈Top

∑

P∈P0
b(P )∈Tree(R)

ˆ

P
sup

ρ&ℓ(P )
mσ,B(xb(P ),ρ)(|f |)

2 dx

ℓ(P )n+1−s
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+ ε2
∑

R∈Top

∑

P∈N (P0)\P0

b(P )∈Tree(R)

ˆ

P
sup

ρ&ℓ(P )
mσ,B(xb(P ) ,ρ)(|f |)

2 dx

ℓ(P )n+1−s

.
( ∑

P∈B0

+
∑

R∈Top

∑

P∈N (P0)
b(P )/∈Tree(R)

)
σ(b(P ))mσ,B(xb(P ) ,Cwℓ(P ))(|f |)

2

+
∑

R∈Top

∑

P∈N (P0)
b(P )∈Tree(R

σ(b(P )) sup
ρ&ℓ(P )

mσ,B(xb(P ) ,ρ)(|f |)
2

.
∑

Q∈B∪J

σ(Q) sup
ρ&ℓ(Q)

mσ,B(xQ ,ρ)(|f |)
2

.

ˆ

∂Ω
sup
Q∋z

sup
ρ&ℓ(Q)

mσ,B(xQ,ρ)(|f |)
2 dσ(z) .

ˆ

∂Ω
M̃f2 dσ . ‖f‖2L2(σ).

�

Remark 5.6. Note that since L∞(σ) ⊂ BMO(σ), the estimates (5.23), (5.24), and (5.25)

for p = ∞, follow from (5.20), (5.21), and (5.22).

6. CONSTRUCTION OF VAROPOULOS-TYPE EXTENSIONS OF Lp
AND BMO

FUNCTIONS

We will first construct extensions of boundary functions that belong to BMO.

Hypothesis [T̃]

(i) There exists a bounded linear trace operator

Tr : C1,∞
s,∞(Ω) → BMO(σ)

such that ‖Tr(w)‖BMO(σ) . ‖∇w‖C∞
s,∞(Ω).

(ii) If υf is the regularized dyadic extension of f ∈ BMO(σ), then Tr(υf )(ξ) = f(ξ)
for σ-a.e. ξ ∈ ∂Ω, and for any w ∈ C∞

s,∞(Ω), it holds that

(6.1) ‖f − Tr(w)‖BMO(σ) = ‖Tr(υf − w)‖BMO(σ) . sup
x∈Ω

|υf (x)− w(x)|.

Theorem 6.1. Let Ω ∈ AR(s) for s ∈ (0, n] satisfying the Hypothesis [T̃]. If f ∈
BMO(σ), then there exist a function u : Ω → R and a constant c0 ∈ (0, 12 ] such that

for every c ∈ (0, c0], it holds that

(i) u ∈ C1(Ω).
(ii) sup

ξ∈∂Ω
N♯,c(u)(ξ) + sup

x∈Ω
δΩ(x)|∇u(x)| . ‖f‖BMO(σ),

(iii) sup
ξ∈∂Ω

Cs,c(∇u)(ξ) . ‖f‖BMO(σ), and

(iv) Tr(u)(ξ) = f(ξ) for σ-a.e. ξ ∈ ∂Ω.
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Proof. If f ∈ BMO(σ) and υf its regularized dyadic extension, we apply Theorem 5.5 and

construct the ε-approximating function of υf , which we denote by u0. In light of (5.21),

and Hypothesis [T̃], we have that the trace Tr(u0) exists and it is in BMO(σ). We set

f1 := f − Tr(u0).

Inductively, for every k ≥ 1, we define uk to be the ε-approximating function of υfk and set

fk+1 := fk − Tr(uk),

Therefore by (6.1) and (5.20), we have that

‖fk+1‖BMO(σ) . sup
x∈Ω

|υfk(x)− uk(x)| . ε‖fk‖BMO(σ),

which implies that

(6.2) ‖fk+1‖BMO(σ) ≤ Cε‖fk‖BMO(σ) ≤ · · · ≤ (Cε)k+1‖f‖BMO(σ).

Assume that Cε ≤ 1/2 and set Sk :=
∑k

j=0 uj , for any positive integer k. Using (5.20)

and (3.7), and finally (6.2), we can estimate

‖Sk − Sm‖N∞
sum(Ω) = ‖Sk − Sm‖N∞

♯
(Ω) + ‖δΩ∇Sk − δΩ∇Sm‖N∞(Ω)

.

m∑

j=k+1

(
sup
x∈Ω

|υfj (x)− uj(x)|+ sup
x∈Ω

δΩ(x)|∇(υfj − uj)(x)|
)

+

m∑

j=k+1

(
sup
ξ∈∂Ω

N♯(υfj )(ξ) + sup
x∈Ω

δΩ(x)|∇uj(x)|
)

.

m∑

j=k+1

(
ε‖fj‖BMO(σ) + ‖fj‖BMO(σ) + ‖fj‖BMO(σ)

)
.

m∑

j=k+1

(Cε)j‖f‖BMO(σ)

≤ (2−k − 2−m)‖f‖BMO(σ).

Thus, Sk is Cauchy sequence in the (Nsum(Ω), ‖ · ‖sum) and so, by Corollary A.9, there

exists u ∈ Nsum(Ω) such that Sk → u in Nsum(Ω) (this implies that ∇Sk → ∇u locally

uniformly in Ω). By (5.21) and (5.22), for any m > k, we have that

‖∇Sk −∇Sm‖C∞
s,∞(Ω) ≤

m∑

j=k+1

sup
ξ∈∂Ω

Cs,c(∇uj)(ξ)

.

m∑

j=k+1

‖fj‖BMO(σ) ≤ (2−k − 2−m)‖f‖BMO(σ).

Therefore, since C∞
s,∞(Ω) is a Banach space, there exists ~F ∈ C∞

s,∞(Ω) such that ∇Sk → ~F
in C∞

s,∞(Ω) and, by Lemma A.3, for any fixed x ∈ Ω,

sup
y∈Bx

|∇Sk(y)− ~F (y)|δΩ(y) → 0, as k → ∞,

which implies that ~F = ∇u in Ω. Therefore,

∇Sk → ∇u(x) in C∞
s,∞(Ω) ∩N∞

sum(Ω).
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Furthermore, we have that

(6.3) sup
ξ∈∂Ω

Cs(∇u)(ξ) ≤
∞∑

k=0

sup
ξ∈∂Ω

Cs(∇uk)(ξ) .ε

∞∑

k=0

‖fk‖BMO(σ) . ‖f‖BMO(σ),

and, similarly,

‖u‖N∞
sum(Ω) ≤

∞∑

k=0

‖uk‖N∞
sum(Ω) .

∞∑

k=0

‖fk‖BMO(σ) . ‖f‖BMO(σ).

Finally, it holds that

0 = lim
k→∞

‖fk+1‖BMO(σ) = ‖f −
k∑

j=0

Tr(uj)‖BMO(σ)

and since, by construction,
∑k

j=0 uj − u ∈ C1,∞
s,∞(Ω), using the linearity of the trace and

Hypothesis [T̃], we have that

∥∥∥Tr(u)−
k∑

j=0

Tr(uj)
∥∥∥
BMO(σ)

=
∥∥Tr

(
u− Sk

)∥∥
BMO(σ)

. ‖∇u−∇Sk‖C∞
s,∞(Ω)

k→∞
−→ 0.

This gives that u is an extension of f ∈ BMO(σ) with Tr(u) = f in BMO(σ) and so

(6.4) Tr(u)(ξ) = f(ξ) + c for σ-almost every ξ ∈ ∂Ω.

If we set ũ = u− c, it is clear that ũ satisfies (i), (ii), (iii), and (iv) concluding the proof of

the theorem. �

Remark 6.2. Note that by the proof of Theorem 6.1, it is immediate that the extension u
satisfies the estimate

(6.5) sup
x∈Ω

|υf (x)− u(x)| . ‖f‖BMO(σ).

We shall now deal with boundary data in Lp(σ).

Hypothesis [T]

(i) For p ∈ (1,∞], there exists a bounded linear trace operator

Tr : Np(Ω) ∩ C1,p
s,∞(Ω) → Lp(σ)

such that ‖Tr(w)‖Lp(σ) ≤ ‖w‖Np(Ω).

(ii) If υf the regularized dyadic extension of f ∈ Lp(σ), then Tr(υf )(ξ) = f(ξ) for

σ-a.e. ξ ∈ ∂Ω, and for any w ∈ Np(Ω) ∩ Cp
s,∞(Ω), it holds that

(6.6) ‖f −Tr(w)‖Lp(σ) = ‖Tr(υf − w)‖Lp(σ) ≤ ‖υf − w‖Np(Ω).

Theorem 6.3. Let Ω ∈ AR(s) for s ∈ (0, n] satisfying the Hypothesis [T]. If f ∈ Lp(σ)
with p ∈ (1,∞], then there exists a function u : Ω → R such that

(i) u ∈ C1(Ω),
(ii) Tr(u)(ξ) = f(ξ) for σ-a.e. ξ ∈ ∂Ω,

(iii) ‖N (u)‖Lp(σ) + ‖N (δΩ∇u)‖Lp(σ) . ‖f‖Lp(σ),
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(iv) ‖Cs(∇u)‖Lp(σ) . ‖f‖Lp(σ).

Proof. Fix ε > 0 to be chosen. By Theorem 5.5, we construct u0, the ε-approximating

function of υf , and by Hypothesis [T], the trace of u0 exists and Tr(u0) ∈ Lp(σ). We set

f1 := f −Tr(u0) ∈ L
p(σ).

We then let u1 be the ε-approximating function of υf1 and set

f2 := f1 − Tr(u1) ∈ Lp(σ).

Inductively, for every k ≥ 1, we define uk to be the ε-approximating function of υfk and

set fk+1 := fk − Tr(uk). Therefore, by (6.6) and (5.23), we have that

‖fk+1‖Lp(σ) ≤ ‖υfk − uk‖Np(Ω) ≤ C ε‖fk‖Lp(σ),

which implies that

‖fk+1‖Lp(σ) ≤ C ε ‖fk‖Lp(σ) ≤ · · · ≤ (Cε)k+1‖f‖Lp(σ).(6.7)

Thus, if we choose ε so that Cε ≤ 1
2 and set Sk :=

∑k
j=0 uj , then for k < m, using (5.23),

(3.6), and (6.7), it holds that

‖Sk−Sm‖Np(Ω) ≤
m∑

j=k+1

(
‖N (uj − υfj )‖Lp(σ) + ‖Nυfj‖Lp(σ)

)

.

m∑

j=k+1

(
ε‖fj‖Lp(σ) + ‖fj‖Lp(σ)

)
≤ (1 + ε)

m∑

j=k+1

(Cε)j‖f‖Lp(σ)

≤ (2−k+1 − 2−m+1)‖f‖Lp(σ).

Thus, Sk is a Cauchy sequence in Np(Ω), and since Np(Ω) is a Banach space, there exists

u ∈ Np(Ω) such that Sk → u in Np(Ω). It is easy to see that Sk → u uniformly in Bx, for

any x ∈ Ω, and so we define

(6.8) u(x) =

∞∑

k=0

uk(x) for all x ∈ Ω.

Similarly, we can show that ∇Sk =
∑k

j=0∇uj is convergent in the Banach space Cp
s,∞(Ω)

(resp. Np(Ω)), since, by (5.25) (resp. (5.24)) and (6.7),

‖∇Sk −∇Sm‖Cp
s,∞(Ω) + ‖δΩ∇Sk − δΩ∇Sm‖Np(Ω)

≤
m∑

j=k+1

‖Cs(∇uj)‖Lp(σ) +
m∑

j=k+1

‖N (δΩ|∇uj |)‖Lp(σ) ≤ C ε−2
m∑

j=k+1

‖fj‖Lp(σ).

Thus, there exists ~F1 ∈ Cp
s,∞(Ω) (resp. ~F2 so that δΩ ~F2 ∈ Np(Ω)) such that ∇Sk → ~F1

in Cp
s,∞(Ω) (resp. δΩ∇Sk → δΩ ~F2 in Np(Ω)), and, by Lemma A.3, we have that for any

fixed x ∈ Ω,

sup
y∈Bx

|∇Sk − Fi|δΩ(y) → 0, for i = 1, 2,
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which readily implies that ~F1 = ~F2 =: ~F in Ω. Hence, ∇Sk converges to
∑∞

k=0∇uk
uniformly in Bx for every x ∈ Ω, and by Lemma A.2, we deduce that u ∈ C1(Ω) and

∞∑

k=0

∇uk(x) = ∇u(x) for all x ∈ Ω.

In fact,

‖N (u)‖Lp(σ) + ‖N (δΩ∇u)‖Lp(σ) + ‖Cs(∇u)‖Lp(σ) . ‖f‖Lp(σ).

To show that u is an extension of f , notice first that, in light of (6.7),

0 = lim
k→∞

‖fk+1‖Lp(σ) = lim
k→∞

‖f − Tr
( k∑

j=0

uj

)
‖Lp(σ).

Since, by construction,
∑k

j=0 uj − u ∈ Np(Ω), in light of Hypothesis [T] (i), we get that

‖Tr
( k∑

j=0

uj

)
− Tr(u)‖Lp(σ) = ‖Tr

( k∑

j=0

uj − u
)
‖Lp(σ) ≤ ‖

k∑

j=0

uj − u‖Np(Ω)
k→∞
−→ 0,

which entails that Tr(u)(ξ) = f(ξ) for σ-almost every ξ ∈ ∂Ω.

�

Proposition 6.4. Let Ω ∈ AR(s) for s ∈ (0, n], which for s = n satisfies the pointwise

John condition. Then, for any p ∈ (1,∞], there exists a bounded linear trace operator

Tr Ω : Np(Ω) ∩ C1,p
s,∞(Ω) → Lp(σ) satisfying the Hypothesis [T]. Moreover, if Ω satisifies

the local John condition for s = n, there exists a bounded linear trace operator Tr Ω :

C1,∞
s,∞(Ω) → BMO(σ).

Proof. For any x ∈ Ω and fixed c ∈ (0, 1/2], we define

(6.9) E(x) :=

 

B(x,cδΩ(x))
u(z) dz.

Fix ξ ∈ ∂Ω such that ξ ∈ JC(θ) (see Definition 2.13). Then there exist rξ > 0 and

xξ ∈ B(ξ, 2rξ)∩Ω such that δΩ(xξ) ≥ θrξ, and also there exists a good curve γ : [0, 1] → R
in B(ξ, 2rξ) ∩ Ω connecting the points ξ and xξ such that |γ̇(t)| = 1 ∀t ∈ [0, 1]. For any

fixed points x1, x2 ∈ γ, there exist t1, t2 ∈ [0, 1] such that x1 = γ(t1) and x2 = γ(t2).
Applying a change of variables and applying the mean value theorem, we estimate

|E(x1)− E(x2)| =
∣∣∣
ˆ

B(0,1)

(
u(x1 + wcδΩ(x1))− u(x2 + wcδΩ(x2))

)
dw
∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣
ˆ

B(0,1)

(
u(γ(t1) + wcδΩ(γ(t1))) − u(γ(t2) + wcδΩ(γ(t2)))

)
dw
∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣
ˆ

B(0,1)

ˆ t2

t1

∇u(γ(t) + wcδΩ(γ(t))) · ∇δΩ(γ(t)) γ̇(t) dt dw
∣∣∣

≤

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

B(0,1)

∣∣∇u(γ(t) + wcδΩ(γ(t))
∣∣ dw dt
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where we used that |γ̇(t)| = 1 and |∇δΩ(γ(t))| ≤ 1 since the function dist(· , ∂Ω) is 1-

Lipschitz. Note that there exists Mj ∈ N such that 2−Mj ≤ tj ≤ 2−Mj+1, for j = 1, 2.

By the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus, since u ∈ C1(Ω) and γ(t) + wcδΩ(γ(t)) is

(1 + c)-Lipschitz in t for any w ∈ B(0, 1), we have that there exists sk ∈ [2−k, 21−k] such

that
ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

B(0,1)

∣∣∇u(γ(t) + wcδΩ(γ(t))
∣∣dwdt

=

M2∑

k=M1

ˆ 2−k+1

2−k

ˆ

B(0,1)

∣∣∇u(γ(t) + wcδΩ(γ(t))
∣∣dwdt

=

M2∑

k=M1

2−k

ˆ

B(0,1)

∣∣∇u(γ(sk) + wcδΩ(γ(sk))
∣∣dw

=

M2∑

k=M1

2−k

ˆ

B(γ(sk),cδΩ(γ(sk)))
|∇u(y)|

dy

(cδΩ(γ(sk)))n+1

.

M2∑

k=M1

ˆ

B(γ(sk),cδΩ(γ(sk)))
|∇u(y)|

dy

δΩ(y)n
,

where is the last inequality we used that δΩ(γ(sk)) ≈ sk ≈ 2−k and that δΩ(y) . δΩ(γ(sk))
for any y ∈ B(γ(sk), cδΩ(γ(sk))). Therefore, there exists a cone γα(ξ) with apperture de-

pending on c and θ such that B(γ(sk), cδΩ(γ(sk))) ⊂ γα(ξ), and, by the bounded overlaps

of the balls B(γ(sk), cδΩ(γ(sk))), we infer that

|E(x1)− E(x2)| .

ˆ

γα(ξ)∩B(ξ,CδΩ(x2))
|∇u(y)|

dy

δΩ(y)n
.

By (2.23), we have that A
(α)
s (∇u) ∈ Lp(σ) for p ∈ (1,∞) and A

(α)
s (∇u) ∈ Lq

loc(σ) for

any q ∈ (1,∞) when p = ∞. Thus, A
(α)
s (∇u)(ξ) < ∞ for σ-almost every ξ ∈ ∂Ω and

using the fact that the above estimate holds for any points x1, x2 ∈ γξ , we can assume that

x1, x2 ∈ B(ξ, ε) for some ε > 0 small compared to rξ . Therefore,

|E(x1)− E(x2)| .

ˆ

γα(ξ)∩B(ξ,Cε)
|∇u(y)| δΩ(y)

−n dy . A(α)(∇u)(ξ) <∞.

By the dominated convergence theorem, we get that |E(x1) − E(x2)| → 0 as ε → 0, i.e.,

E(x) is Cauchy on γξ and thus convergent. This shows that the quasi-non-tangential limit

of E(x) at ξ ∈ ∂Ω exists for σ-a.e. ξ ∈ ∂Ω and we can define the desired trace operator by

(6.10) TrΩ(u)(ξ) := qnt-lim
x→ξ

E(x) for σ-a.e. ξ ∈ ∂Ω.

In the case s < n, we just define Tr Ω(u)(ξ) = nt-limx→ξ E(x) since Ω has only one

connected component and any ξ ∈ ∂Ω can be connected to a corkscrew point by a good

curve. It is clear that Tr : C1,p
s,∞(Ω) → Lp(σ) is a linear operator, while the fact that

Tr : Np(Ω) ∩ C1,p
s,∞(Ω) → Lp(σ) is bounded if p ∈ (1,∞] can be proved pretty easily.
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Indeed, let ξ ∈ ∂Ω such that ξ ∈ JC(θ). For fixed ε > 0, there exists δ > 0 such that, if

x ∈ B(ξ, δ) ∩ γξ , it holds that

|Tr Ω(u)(ξ)| ≤ |Tr Ω(u)(ξ) −E(x)| +mσ,B(x,cδΩ(x))(|u|) < ε+N (u)(ξ).

Letting ε → 0 we infer that |Tr Ω(u)(ξ)| ≤ N (u)(ξ) for σ-a.e. ξ ∈ ∂Ω, which readily

concludes Hypothesis [T] (i), while (ii) readily follows from Lemma 3.1.

Assume now that Ω satisfies the local John condition when s = n (in the case s < n
this is automatic). Fix ξ ∈ ∂Ω and r > 0, and, by the local John condition, there exists a

corkscrew point xr ∈ B(ξ, r) such that any ζ ∈ B(ξ, r) ∩ ∂Ω can be connected to xr by a

good curve. The existence of the trace operator follows by the same argument as above and

we define it the same way. It remains to show that Tr : C1,∞
s,∞(Ω) → BMO(σ) is bounded.

For u ∈ C1,∞
s,∞(Ω), if Br := B(xr, cδΩ(xr)) is a corkscrew ball centered at xr with radius

cδΩ(xr) ≈ r, by the same proof as above, we can show that

∣∣TrΩ(u)(ζ)−
 

Br

u(y) dy
∣∣ . As(∇u1B(ξ,C′r))(ζ), ∀ζ ∈ B(ξ, r) ∩ ∂Ω.

Thus, taking averages over the ball B(ξ, r) and applying (2.22) in L1(B(ξ, C ′r)), we con-

clude that
 

B(ξ,r)

∣∣Tr Ω(u)−
 

Br

u(y) dy
∣∣dσ .

 

B(ξ,C′′r)
Cs(∇u1B(ξ,C′′r)) dσ ≤ ‖Cs(∇u)‖L∞(σ).

This readily implies that ‖Tr Ω(u)‖BMO(σ) . ‖Cs(∇u)‖L∞(σ), which, combined with

‖f‖BMO(σ) ≤ 2‖f‖L∞(σ), (6.5), and Hypothesis [T] (ii) (we have already proved it above),

proves Hypothesis [T̃]. �

We state [ST70, Theorem 2, p. 171] in the following lemma.

Lemma 6.5. Let E ⊂ Rn+1 be a closed set and δE be the distance function with respect

to E. Then there exist positive constants m1 and m2 and a function βE defined in Ec such

that

(i) m1δE(x) ≤ βE(x) ≤ m2δE(x), for every x ∈ Ec, and

(ii) βE is smooth in Ec and
∣∣∣ ∂

α

∂xα
βE(x)

∣∣∣ ≤ CαβE(x)
1−|α|.

In addition, the constants m1, m2 and Cα are independent of E.

Following [HT21, Section 3], we define a kernel Λ(·, ·) : Ω×Ω → [0,∞], which will be

necessary in the proof of Theorem 6.1. To this end, let β = βΩc be the function constructed

in Lemma 6.5 and let ζ ≥ 0 be a smooth non-negative function supported on B(0, c
4m2

),

satisfying ζ ≤ 1 and
´

ζ = 1. For every λ > 0, we set

ζλ(x) := λ−(n+1)ζ
(
x/λ

)
,

and define the mollifier

Λ(x, y) := ζβ(x)(x− y) =
1

β(x)n+1
ζ
(2(x− y)

β(x)

)
.



VAROPOULOS EXTENSIONS IN DOMAINS WITH AHLFORS-REGULAR BOUNDARIES 45

Observe that, by construction, for every x ∈ Ω,

(6.11) supp(Λ(x, ·)) ⊂ B̃x := B(x, c δΩ(x)/8) and

ˆ

Ω
Λ(x, y) dy = 1.

Moreover, it is easy to prove that

(6.12) sup
y∈B̃x

Λ(x, y) . δΩ(x)
−n−1 and sup

y∈B̃x

|∇xΛ(x, y)| . δΩ(x)
−n−2.

For any F : Ω → R, we define the smooth modification of F by

(6.13) F̃ (x) :=

ˆ

Ω
Λ(x, y)F (y) dy.

The next lemma was essentially proved in [HT21, Section 3] but we provide its proof for

the reader’s convenience.

Lemma 6.6. Let Ω ⊂ Rn+1 be an open set satisfying the corkscrew condition. If F ∈
C1(Ω;Rn+1) and F̃ is the smooth modification of F as defined in (6.13), then we have that

(a) For any x ∈ Ω,

|F̃ (x)| . sup
B̃x

|F (y)|.

(b) For any x ∈ Ω,

|F̃ (x1)− F̃ (x2)| . |x1 − x2| δΩ(x)
−1m♯,c(F )(x), for all x1, x2 ∈ Bx.

(c) For any x ∈ Ω,

m♯,c(F̃ )(x) . m♯,c(F )(x).

(d) For any ξ ∈ ∂Ω,

sup
x∈γα(ξ)

δΩ(x)|∇F̃ (x)| . Cs(∇F̃ )(ξ).

(e) For any ξ ∈ ∂Ω,

Cs,c(∇F̃ )(ξ) . Cs(∇F )(ξ).

(f) If qnt-limx→ξ F (x) = f(ξ) (resp. nt-limx→ξ F (x) = f(ξ)) for σ-a.e. ξ ∈ ∂Ω,

then qnt-limx→ξ F̃ (x) = f(ξ) (resp. nt-limx→ξ F̃ (x) = f(ξ)) for σ-a.e. ξ ∈ ∂Ω.

Proof. (a) follows by definition. For (b), we let x1, x2 ∈ Bx. Then, by triangle inequality,

(6.14) B(x1, c δΩ(x1)/8) ∪B(x2, c δΩ(x2)/8) ⊂
5

4
Bx.

Combining (6.11), (6.12), and (6.14), we get that

|F̃ (x1)− F̃ (x2)| =

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

(Λ(x1, y)− Λ(x2, y))
(
F (y)−m 5

4
Bx
F
)
dy

∣∣∣∣

≤ |x1 − x2| sup
z∈ 5

4
Bx

sup
w∈Bx

|∇wΛ(w, z)|m 5
4
Bx

(
|F −m 5

4
Bx
F |
) ∣∣ 5

4Bx

∣∣

. |x1 − x2| δΩ(x)
−1m♯,c(F )(x),
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which proves (b) and thus (c). We turn our attention to (d) and fix ξ ∈ ∂Ω and r > 0. For

any z ∈ B(ξ, r)∩Ω and x ∈ Bz, using (6.11), (6.12), and Poincaré inequality, we can write

|∇F̃ (x)| =
∣∣∣
ˆ

∇xΛ(x, y)F (y) dy
∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣
ˆ

∇xΛ(x, y)
(
F (y)−mB̃x

F
)
dy
∣∣∣

. δΩ(x)
−n−2

ˆ

B̃x

∣∣F (y)−m
B̃x
F
∣∣ dy .

 

B̃x

|∇F | dy,

which immediately implies (d). To prove (e), we first define

Ak(ξ, r) := {x ∈ B(ξ, r) ∩ Ω : 2−k−1r ≤ δΩ(x) < 2−kr}

A∗
k(ξ, r) := {x ∈ B(ξ, r) ∩ Ω : 2−k−2r ≤ δΩ(x) < 2−k+1r}

and write
ˆ

B(ξ,r)∩Ω
sup
y∈Bx

|∇F̃ (y)| dy ≤
∞∑

k=0

ˆ

Ak(ξ,r)
sup
y∈Bx

|∇F̃ (y)| dy.

As ∪y∈BxBy ⊂ 2Bx, by Fubini’s theorem,
ˆ

Ak(ξ,r)
sup
y∈Bx

|∇F̃ (y)| dy .

ˆ

Ak(ξ,r)

 

2Bx

|∇F (y)| dy .

ˆ

A∗
k
(ξ,r)

|∇F (y)| dy,

Summing over k and using that A∗
k(ξ, r) have bounded overlap, we get (e). Finally, (f)

follows from [HT21, Lemma 3.14]. �

proof of Theorem 1.3. It is an immediate consequence of Theorem 6.3, Proposition 6.4, and

Lemma 6.6. �

Let us now turn our attention to the proof of Theorem 1.1. When s = n and Ω satisfies

the pointwise John condition but not the local John condition, we will need the following

generalization of Garnett’s Lemma, which was proved in [HT21, Lemma 10.1].

Lemma 6.7. Let Ω ∈ AR(n), Q0 ∈ Dσ, and let f ∈ BMO(σ) which vanishes on ∂Ω \Q0

(if it is non-empty). Then, there exists a collection of cubes S̃(Q0) = {Qj}j ⊂ D(Q0) and

coefficients αj such that

(1) supj |αj | . ‖f‖BMO(σ),

(2) f = g +
∑

j αj1Qj
, where g ∈ L∞(σ) with ‖g‖L∞(σ) . ‖f‖BMO(σ) and

(3) S̃(Q0) satisfies a Carleson packing condition.

proof of Theorem 1.1. Recall that if s < n then Ω ∈ AR(s) is uniform and thus it satisfies

the local John condition. Therefore, by Theorem 6.1, Proposition 6.4, and Lemma 6.6, we

can construct the desired extension of Theorem 1.1 when either s < n, or s = n and Ω
satisfies, in addition, the local John condition. We are left with the case s = n so that

Ω satisfies the pointwise John condition but not the local John condition. By Lemma 6.7,

if f ∈ BMO(σ) with compact support in Q0 ∈ Dσ, there exists g ∈ L∞(σ) and b =∑
j αj1Qj

∈ BMO(σ) such that f = g + b. We construct an extension G of g by Theorem

1.3 and so it remains to prove the existence of the extension of b. By [HT21, Proposition

1.3], there exists B0 : Ω → R such that supξ∈∂Ω Cn(∇B0)(ξ)+ supx∈Ω δΩ(x)|∇B0(x)| .
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‖f‖BMO and B0 → b non-tangentially for σ-a.e. ξ ∈ ∂Ω. By Lemma 6.6, if we set

B = B̃0 (as defined in (6.13)), we get the desired extension of b. The extension of f is

given by G+B. �

7. VAROPOULOS-TYPE EXTENSIONS OF COMPACTLY SUPPORTED LIPSCHITZ

FUNCTIONS

We begin by constructing an extension of Lp-boundary functions in the next theorem.

Theorem 7.1. Let Ω ∈ AR(s) for s ∈ (0, n]. If f ∈ Lipc(∂Ω), there exists a function

F : Ω → R such that for every p ∈ (1,∞],

(i) F ∈ C∞(Ω) ∩ Lip(Ω),
(ii) F |∂Ω = f continuously,

(iii) ‖N (F )‖Lp(σ) + ‖N (δΩ∇F )‖Lp(σ) . ‖f‖Lp(σ),

(iv) ‖Cs(∇F )‖Lp(σ) . ‖f‖Lp(σ),

(v) ‖[Cs(δΩ|∇F |
2)]1/2‖Lq(σ) . ‖f‖Lq(σ), for q ∈ [2,∞).

When p = ∞ the norms on left hand-side of (iii) and (iv) are the sup-norms instead of L∞.

Proof. Let {ϕP }P∈W(Ω) be a partition of unity of Ω so that each ϕP is supported in 1.1P
and ‖∇ϕP ‖∞ . 1/ℓ(P ). For each δ ∈ (0,diam(Ω)), set

Wδ(Ω) = {P ∈ W(Ω) : ℓ(P ) ≥ δ}

and

ϕδ =
∑

P∈Wδ(Ω)

ϕP .

From the properties of the Whitney cubes, there exists C > 0 (depending on the parameters

of the construction of the Whitney cubes) such that

ϕδ(x) = 0, if dist(x, ∂Ω) ≤ δ/C

and

ϕδ(x) = 1, if dist(x, ∂Ω) ≥ Cδ.

Consequently, for a suitable constant C ′ depending on C , we infer that

(7.1) supp∇ϕδ ⊂ {x ∈ Ω : δ/C ≤ dist(x, ∂Ω) ≤ Cδ} =: Sδ ⊂
⋃

P∈Iδ

P,

where

Iδ := {P ∈ W(Ω) :
1

2N0+12N1
≤ ℓ(P ) ≤

2N1

2N0
}

with N0 ∈ N such that 1
2N0+1 ≤ δ ≤ 1

2N0
and N1 ∈ N satisfies 2N1 ≤ C ≤ 2N1+1.

We define

(7.2) F (x) := υf (x)(1 − ϕδ(x)) + u(x)ϕδ(x),

where u is the approximation function of υf as constructed in Theorem 5.5. It holds that

(7.3) Cs(∇F ) ≤ Cs(∇u) + Cs(|∇ϕδ| (u− υf )) + Cs(|∇υf |(1− ϕδ))
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and

(7.4) Cs(δΩ|∇F |
2) . Cs(δΩ|∇υf |

2(1− ϕδ)
2) + Cs(δΩ|u− υf |

2|∇ϕ|2) + Cs(δΩ|∇u|
2).

For fixed ξ ∈ ∂Ω and r > 0, we have
ˆ

B(ξ,r)∩Ω
|∇ϕδ | |u− υf |

dx

δΩ(x)n−s
.

∑

P∈Iδ
P∩B(ξ,r)6=∅

ˆ

P
|u− υf |

dx

δΩ(x)n+1−s

.
∑

P∈Iδ
P∩B(ξ,r)6=∅

ℓ(P )s inf
ζ∈b(P )

Nα(u− υf )(ζ) .
∑

P∈Iδ
P∩B(ξ,r)6=∅

ˆ

b(P )
N (u− υf ) dσ

.

N1∑

k=−(N1+1)

∑

ℓ(P )=2k/2N0

P⊂B(ξ,Mr)

ˆ

b(P )
Nα(u− υf ) dσ .C

ˆ

B(ξ,Mr)
Nα(u− υf ) dσ,

for suitably chosen constants α > 1 and M > 1 large enough. Thus, when p ∈ (1,∞), we

will get that

(7.5) Cs(|∇ϕδ| (u− υf ))(ξ) . M(Nα(u− υf ))(ξ).

By similar arguments we can also infer that

(7.6) Cs(δΩ(u− υf )
2|∇ϕδ|

2)(ξ) . M(Nα(u− υf )
2)(ξ).

When p = ∞, by (5.7), we get supx∈Ω supy∈Bx
|u(y) − υf (y)| ≤ 2ε‖f‖L∞(σ), which,

arguing as above, implies

ˆ

B(ξ,r)∩Ω
|∇ϕδ | |u− υf |

dx

δΩ(x)n−s
. ‖f‖L∞(σ)

∑

P∈Iδ
P∩B(ξ,r)6=∅

ℓ(P )s(7.7)

. ‖f‖L∞(σ)

N1∑

k=−(N1+1)

∑

ℓ(P )=2k/2N0

b(P )⊂B(ξ,Mr)

σ(b(P )) . rs‖f‖L∞(σ)

and thus

(7.8) sup
ξ∈∂Ω

Cs(|∇ϕδ| (u− υf ))(ξ) . ‖f‖L∞(σ).

For the last term on the right hand side of (7.3), when p ∈ (1,∞), since f ∈ Lipc(∂Ω),

we have that f ∈ Ṁ1,p(σ). So, for fixed ξ ∈ ∂Ω and r > 0, if ∇Hf is the least upper

gradient of f , in view of (3.5), we estimate

ˆ

B(ξ,r)∩Ω
|∇υf (x)||1 − ϕδ(x)|

dx

δΩ(x)n−s
.

∑

P∈W(Ω)
P∩B(ξ,r)6=∅

ℓ(P ).δ

ˆ

P
|∇υf (x)|

ℓ(P )s

ℓ(P )n
dx



VAROPOULOS EXTENSIONS IN DOMAINS WITH AHLFORS-REGULAR BOUNDARIES 49

.
∑

P∈W(Ω)
P∩B(ξ,r)6=∅
ℓ(P )≤Cδ

mσ,b(P )(∇Hf) ℓ(P )
s+1 .

∑

P∈W(Ω)
P∩B(ξ,r)6=∅
ℓ(P )≤Cδ

ℓ(P )σ(b(P )) inf
ζ∈b(P )

M(∇Hf)(ζ)

≤
∑

k≥N0−N1

2−k
∑

Q∈Dσ

Q⊂B(ξ,Mr)

ℓ(Q)=2−k

ˆ

Q
M(∇Hf) dσ . δ mσ,B(ξ,Mr)(M(∇Hf)) r

s,

which shows that

(7.9) Cs
(
|∇υf |(1− ϕδ)

)
(ξ) . δM(M(∇Hf))(ξ).

In view of (3.3) and (3.5),

sup
x∈P

|∇vf (x)|
2 . ℓ(P )−1mσ,BP

(|f |)mσ,BP
(∇Hf).

Arguing as above and using the latter estimate, we get

(7.10) Cs
(
δΩ|∇υf |

2(1− ϕδ)
2
)
(ξ) . δM

(
M(∇Hf)Mf

)
(ξ).

For p = ∞, we use Lemma 3.5 to get

(7.11) Cs(|∇υf |(1− ϕδ))(ξ) . Lip(f)δ.

Indeed, for ξ ∈ ∂Ω and r > 0,
ˆ

B(ξ,r)∩Ω
|∇υf ||1− ϕδ|

dx

δΩ(x)n−s
. Lip(f)

∑

P∈W(Ω)
P∩B(ξ,r)6=∅
ℓ(P )≤Cδ

ˆ

P

ℓ(P )s

ℓ(P )n
dx

. Lip(f)
∑

P∈W(Ω)
P∩B(ξ,r)6=∅
ℓ(P )≤Cδ

ℓ(P )s+1 ≤ Lip(f)
∑

k≥N0−N1

2−k
∑

P∈W(Ω)
P∩B(ξ,r)6=∅
ℓ(P )=2−k

σ(b(P ))

. Lip(f)
∑

k≥N0−N1

2−k
∑

Q∈Dσ

Q⊂B(ξ,Mr)

ℓ(Q)=2−k

σ(Q) . Lip(f) δ rs,

for M > 1 large enough constant depending on Ahlfors regularity and Whitney constants.

Combining (5.5), (7.3), (7.5), (7.8), (7.9), and (7.11), and choosing

δ =

{
‖f‖L∞(σ)/Lip(f) , if p = ∞

‖f‖Lp(σ)/‖f‖Ṁ1,p(σ) , if p ∈ (1,∞),

it follows that

‖Cs(∇F )‖Lp(σ) . ‖f‖Lp(σ), for p ∈ (1,∞].

Moreover, combining (5.6), (7.4), (7.6), (7.10) and choosing δ = ‖f‖Lq(σ)/‖f‖Ṁ1,q(σ) it

follows

‖Cs(δΩ|∇F |
2)1/2‖Lq(σ) . ‖f‖Lq(σ) for q ∈ (2,∞).

The last estimate can be proved for q = 2 by direct estimates using (5.27). We leave the

proof as an exercise.
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For the non-tangential estimate note that, since υf = ϕδυf + (1− ϕδ)υf , we can write

υf − F = ϕδ(υf − u).

So, for every ξ ∈ ∂Ω we have

N (υf − F )(ξ) = sup
x∈γ(ξ)

|υf (x)− F (x)| ≤ sup
x∈γ(ξ)

|υf (x)− u(x)| = N (υf − u)(ξ)

and thus, by (5.23), we get

‖N (υf − F )‖Lp(σ) . ε‖f‖Lp(σ), for p ∈ (1,∞).

Using this and (3.6), for p ∈ (1,∞), we get that

‖N (F )‖Lp(σ) . ‖N (υf − F )‖Lp(σ) + ‖N (υf )‖Lp(σ) . ‖f‖Lp(σ).

Moreover, combining (3.3), (5.3), (5.17), the fact that |∇ϕδ(x)| . δΩ(x)
−1, and using the

Lp-boundedness of the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function, we can easily infer that

‖N (δΩ∇F )‖Lp(σ) . ‖f‖Lp(σ), for p ∈ (1,∞).

The estimates for p = ∞ can be proved similarly and the routine details are omitted.

Note that the extension F is Lipschitz in Ω. Indeed, if E := supp f , in light of Lemmas

3.2 and 3.5, and Theorem 5.3, we infer that for every x ∈ Ω,

|∇υf (x)(1 − ϕδ(x))| . Lip(f),

|∇u(x)ϕδ(x)| . δΩ(x)
−1‖f‖L∞(σ)|ϕδ(x)| .

1

δ
Lip(f) diamE,

|(u(x) − υf (x))∇ϕδ(x)| .
1

δ
inf

ζ∈B(ξx,2δΩ(x))∩∂Ω
N (u− υf )(ζ) .ε

1

δ
‖M(f)‖L∞

.
‖f‖L∞(σ)

δ
.

Lip(f)

δ
diamE.

These estimates imply that ‖∇F‖L∞(Ω) .δ,diamE Lip(f). Moreover, since υf ∈ Lip(Ω),

F = υf around ∂Ω, and υf |∂Ω = f , we deduce that F ∈ Lip(Ω) with F |∂Ω = f and

Lip(F ) .δ,diamE Lip(f), concluding the proof of the theorem.

�

Remark 7.2. Note that the convergence to the boundary is inherited from the one of υf and

there is no need for an iteration argument as in the proof of Theorem 1.3.

We now turn our attention to the construction of an extension of BMO-boundary func-

tions.

Theorem 7.3. Let Ω ∈ AR(s) for s ∈ (0, n]. If f ∈ Lipc(∂Ω), then there exists an

extension F : Ω → R such that

(i) F ∈ C∞(Ω) ∩ Lip(Ω),
(ii) F |∂Ω = f continuously,

(iii) sup
ξ∈∂Ω

N♯(F )(ξ) + sup
x∈Ω

δΩ(x)|∇F (x)| . ‖f‖BMO(σ),

(iv) sup
ξ∈∂Ω

Cs(∇F )(ξ) . ‖f‖BMO(σ),

(v) sup
ξ∈∂Ω

[Cs(δΩ|∇F |
2)(ξ)]1/2 . ‖f‖BMO(σ).
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Proof. Let w be the approximation of υf given by Theorem 5.5 and define

(7.12) F (x) := υf (x)(1 − ϕδ(x)) + w(x)ϕδ(x).

Then, for any ξ ∈ ∂Ω,

(7.13) Cs(∇F )(ξ) ≤ Cs(∇υf (1− ϕδ))(ξ) + Cs(∇w)(ξ) + Cs((w − υf )∇ϕδ)(ξ)

and

(7.14) Cs(δΩ|∇F |
2) . Cs(δΩ|∇υf |

2(1−ϕδ)
2)+Cs(δΩ|w−υf |

2|∇ϕ|2)+Cs(δΩ|∇w|
2).

For the second term on the right hand side of (7.13) we just use (5.21), while for the first

one, by (7.11), we have that

(7.15) Cs(∇υf (1− ϕδ))(ξ) . δ Lip(f).

The third term can be bounded as in (7.7) and get

(7.16) sup
ξ∈∂Ω

Cs(∇ϕδ(w − υf ))(ξ) . ‖f‖BMO.

Combining (7.13), (7.15), and (7.16), and choosing δ = ‖f‖BMO/Lip(f), we obtain (iv).

Moreover, (v) follows from (iv) and the second estimate of (iii).

For the sharp non-tangential maximal function estimate, note that since F−υf = ϕδ(w−
υf ), using (3.7) and (5.7), we get that for every ξ ∈ ∂Ω it holds that

N♯(F )(ξ) ≤ 2N (F − υf )(ξ)+N♯(υf )(ξ) ≤ 2N (w− υf )(ξ)+N♯(υf )(ξ) . ‖f‖BMO(σ).

It remains to prove that F ∈ Lip(Ω). We first show that

(7.17) ‖∇F‖L∞(σ) . Lip(f).

To this end, for every x ∈ Ω, by Lemma 3.5, we have that

|∇υf (x)(1− ϕδ(x))| . Lip(f).

By (5.7) and the fact that δΩ(x) ≈ δ in the support of ∇ϕδ, we obtain

|(w(x) − υf (x))∇ϕδ(x)| .ε δΩ(x)
−1‖f‖BMO(σ) ≈ δ−1‖f‖BMO(σ) = Lip(f).

while, by (5.8) it holds that

|∇w(x)ϕδ(x)| . ‖f‖BMO(σ) δΩ(x)
−1|ϕδ(x)| . δ−1‖f‖BMO(σ) = Lip(f),

which implies (7.17). By construction F is continuous around the boundary and F |∂Ω = f
continuously, which implies that F ∈ Lip(Ω)∩C∞(Ω) with Lip(F ) . Lip(f). Moreover,

combining the last two estimates above and (3.4), we get that

sup
x∈Ω

δΩ(x)|∇F (x)| . ‖f‖BMO(σ),

which concludes the proof of the theorem. �

Our last goal is to modify that the extensions constructed in Theorems 7.1 and 7.3 so that

they are also in Ẇ 1,2(Ω;ωs). This will conclude the proof of Theorem 1.4.

Theorem 7.4. Let Ω ∈ AR(s) for s ∈ (0, n]. If f ∈ Lipc(∂Ω), then there exists an

extension F0 ∈ Ẇ 1,2(Ω;ωs) (resp. F̄0 ∈ Ẇ 1,2(Ω;ωs)) that satisfies the conclusions (i)-
(iv) of Theorem 7.1 (resp. Theorem 7.3).
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Proof. Let f ∈ Lipc(∂Ω), E := supp f , and r0 := diamE. Without loss of generality we

may assume that 0 ∈ E and so E ⊂ B(0, r0). Now let B = B(0,Mr0) for some M > 1
large enough depending on the Whitney constants so that for every P ∈ W(Ω) satisfying

ℓ(P ) ≤ M−1r0 and 1.2P ∩ (2B \ B) 6= ∅ it holds that b(P ) ∩ E = ∅. We denote the

collection of all such Whitney cubes by Ps(E) (“s” stands for “small”). We also denote by

Pl(E) the collection of P ∈ W(Ω) satisfying ℓ(P ) > M−1r0 and 1.2P ∩ (2B \ B) 6= ∅
(“l” stands for “large”). It is easy to see that

(7.18)
∑

Q⊂R:Q=b(P )
P∈Pl(E)

σ(Q) . rs0 . σ(R).

Note that if x ∈ (2B \ B) ∩ Ω and there exists P ∈ Ps(E) such that x ∈ 1.1P , then

the extension F of Theorem 7.1 satisfies F (x) = 0 (resp. F̄ of Theorem 7.3 satisfies

F̄ (x) = 0). We define now the cut-off function ψr0 ∈ C∞
c (Rn+1) such that 0 ≤ ψr0 ≤ 1,

ψr0 = 1 in B, ψr0 = 0 in Rn+1 \ 2B, and |∇ψr0 | . 1/r0. Then we define

F0(x) := F (x)ψr0(x) and F̄0(x) := F̄ (x)ψr0(x)

It is clear that F0|∂Ω = f (resp. F̄0|∂Ω = f ) and remark that

(7.19)
supp(F∇ψr0)

supp(F̄∇ψr0)

}
⊂ Tr0 := {x ∈ Ω ∩ (2B \B) : dist(x, ∂Ω) ≥ c0r0},

for some c0 ∈ (0, 1) small enough depending on M and the Whitney constants. Therefore,

for any ξ ∈ ∂Ω, if B(ξ, r) ∩ supp(F∇ψr0) 6= ∅, then r ≥ c1 max{r0, dist(ξ, 2B \B)} for

some constant c1 ∈ (0, 1) depending on c0. Moreover,

(7.20) |F (x)||∇ψr0(x)| . δΩ(x)
−1|F (x)| and |F̄ (x)||∇ψr0(x)| . δΩ(x)

−1|F̄ (x)|.

We will only prove the theorem for F0 and unbounded domains with unbounded boundary

since for domains with compact boundary the arguments are similar.

We first prove that F0 satisfies the conclusions of Theorem 7.1. It is easy to see that

‖N (F0)‖Lp(σ) . ‖f‖Lp(σ) since |F0| ≤ |F | and the same estimate holds for F . We have

that ∇F0 = ∇F ψr0 + F ∇ψr0 and it is easy to see that ‖N (δΩ∇F0)‖Lp(σ) . ‖f‖Lp(σ)

by (7.20) and the estimates in (ii) and (iii) for F in Theorem 7.1. To prove the estimate

‖Cs(∇F0)‖Lp(σ) . ‖f‖Lp(σ), it is enough to show that ‖Cs(F ∇ψr0)‖Lp(σ) . ‖f‖Lp(σ).

Thus, for any such r, we have that
ˆ

B(ξ,r)∩Ω
sup
y∈Bx

|F (y)||∇ψr0(y)|ωs(x) dx . r−1
0

ˆ

B(ξ,r)∩(2B\B)∩Ω
sup
y∈Bx

|F (y)|ωs(x) dx.

By (5.1), (4.2), (7.2), and the choice of the constant M , for any x ∈ B(ξ, r)∩ (2B \B)∩Ω
and for any y ∈ Bx, it holds that

|F (y)| ≤
∑

R∈Top

∑

P∈Pl(E)\P0

b(P )∈Tree(R)

|mσ,Rf −mσ,b(P )f |ϕP (y) +
∑

P∈Pl(E)

|mσ,b(P )f |ϕP (y)

≤ ε
∑

R∈Top

∑

P∈Pl(E)\P0

b(P )∈Tree(R)

Mf(b(P ))ϕP (y) +
∑

P∈Pl(E)

|mσ,b(P )f |ϕP (y),
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which, in turn, implies that

r−1
0

ˆ

B(ξ,r)∩(2B\B)∩Ω
sup
y∈Bx

|F (y)|ωs(x) dx . r−1
0

∑

P∈Pl(E)

ℓ(P )σ(b(P ))Mf(b(P ))

.

ˆ

CB
M(f) dσ ≤

ˆ

B(ξ,C′r)
Mf dσ,

for some constant C ′ > 1 depending on C andM . This readily yields that for every ξ ∈ ∂Ω,

Cs(F |∇ψr0 |)(ξ) . M(Mf)(ξ),

and the desired estimate follows for any p ∈ (1,∞]. Similarly, we can show that

Cs(δΩ|F |
2 |∇ψr0 |

2)(ξ) . M((Mf)2)(ξ)

which implies (v) of Theorem 7.1 for q > 2. The case q = 2 once again can be treated

separately using (5.27). We omit the details.

It remains to show that F0 ∈ Ẇ 1,2(Ω;ωs) since it is clear that F0 ∈ C∞(Ω) ∩ Lip(Ω)
such that F0|∂Ω = f . To this end, by the definition of F and the proof of its Lipschitz

property, we get that
ˆ

Ω
|∇F0|

2ωs(x) dx ≤

ˆ

2B∩Ω
|∇F |2ωs(x) dx

.
((

1 +
r20
δ2

)
min(r0, δ) +

r30
δ2

)
rs0 (Lip f)

2.

Moreover, using (7.19) and the fact that supp f = E, we can show that
ˆ

Ω
|F∇ψr0 |

2ωs(x) dx . r−2−n+s
0

ˆ

Tr0

|F |2 dx . rs−1
0 ‖f‖2L∞(∂Ω) ≤ rs+1

0 (Lip f)2,

concluding the proof of the Theorem for Lp, p ∈ (1,∞].
To demonstrate the theorem for F̄0, it is enough to prove the Carleson estimate as the

estimates for the non-tangential maximal functions are easy to prove and we leave them

as an exercise. By (7.19), (5.1), (4.2), (7.12), and the choice of the constant M , for any

x ∈ B(ξ, r) ∩ (2B \B) ∩ Ω and every y ∈ Bx, it holds that

|F̄ (y)| ≤
∑

R∈Top

∑

P∈Pl(E)\P0

b(P )∈Tree(R)

|mσ,Rf −mσ,b(P )f |ϕP (y) +
∑

P∈Pl(E)

|mσ,b(P )f |ϕP (y)

≤ ε‖f‖BMO(σ) +
∑

P∈Pl(E)

|mσ,b(P )f |ϕP (y).

It is not hard to see that for every P ∈ Pl(E), there exists P ∗ ∈ W(Ω) such that ℓ(P ∗) ≈
dist(P ∗, P ) ≈ r0 and b(P ∗) ⊂ ∂Ω \ E, and it holds that mσ,b(P ∗)f = 0. Thus, for any

x ∈ B(ξ, r) ∩ (2B \B) ∩ Ω,

|F̄ (y)| ≤ ε‖f‖BMO(σ) +
∑

P∈Pl(E)

|mσ,b(P )f −mσ,b(P ∗)f |ϕP (x) . ‖f‖BMO(σ),

which, arguing as above, implies that supξ∈∂Ω Cs(F ∇ψr0)(ξ) . ‖f‖BMO(σ). This finishes

the proof of the theorem since the same proof as above shows that F̄0 ∈ Ẇ 1,2(Ω;ωs). �
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8. APPLICATIONS TO BOUNDARY VALUE PROBLEMS FOR SYSTEMS OF ELLIPTIC

EQUATIONS

We define the variational co-normal derivative of a solution v ∈ Ẇ 1,2(Ω;Cm) of Lv =
− divΞ+H in Ω, and denote it by ∂νAv, to be the linear functional defined in terms of the

sesquilinear form associated to L as follows:

〈∂νAv, ϕ〉 := ℓv(ϕ) := B(v,Φ) =
m∑

α,β=1

n+1∑

i,j=1

ˆ

Ω
aαβij (x) ∂jv

β(x)∂iΦ
α dx

−
m∑

α=1

n+1∑

i=1

ˆ

Ω
Ξα
i (x)∂iΦ

α(x) dx−
m∑

α=1

ˆ

Ω
Hα(x)Φ(x)α dx,

where ϕ ∈ Lipc(∂Ω;C
m) and Φ ∈ Ẇ 1,2(Ω;Cm) ∩ Lip(Ω;Cm) such that Φ|∂Ω = ϕ.

Lemma 8.1. ℓv is unambiguously defined.

Proof. If Φ1,Φ2 ∈ Ẇ 1,2(Ω;Cm) ∩ Lip(Ω;Cm) such that Φ1|∂Ω = Φ2|∂Ω = ϕ and Φ1 6=
Φ2, then Ψ := Φ1 − Φ2 ∈ Ẇ 1,2(Ω : Cm) ∩ Lip(Ω;Cm) such that Ψ|∂Ω = 0, which

implies that Ψ ∈ Y 1,2
0 (Ω). Since Lv = − divΞ +H , we have that B(v,Ψ) = 0 and thus,

B(v,Φ1) = B(v,Φ2). So any extension of ϕ belonging to Ẇ 1,2(Ω;Cm) ∩ Lip(Ω;Cm)
defines the same linear functional ℓv. �

From now on, we assume that Ω ∈ AR(n), n ≥ 2, and that either Ω is bounded or ∂Ω
unbounded. This is because we will use the duality Nq,p(Ω) = (Cs,q′,p′(Ω))

∗.

In the sequel, for simplicity, we will prove our results specifically for real elliptic equa-

tions (i.e., when m = 1). Nevertheless, the proofs for m > 1 and complex-valued coeffi-

cients are identical (see also Remark 1.6).

8.1. Some connections between Poisson Problems and Boundary Value Problems. We

set

Xq(σ) =

{
Lq(σ) if q ∈ (1,∞)

H1(σ) if q = 1,

where H1(σ) is the atomic Hardy space with respect to σ.

Proposition 8.2. If (PRL
p ) is solvable in Ω for some p > 1, then its solution u satisfies the

one-sided Rellich-type inequality

(8.1) ‖∂νAu‖Lp(σ) . ‖H‖C2∗,p(Ω) + ‖Ξ/δΩ‖C2,p(Ω).

Moreover, if (P̃R
L

q ), q ∈ [1, 2], is solvable in Ω with data H = 0 and Ξ ∈ L2
c(Ω), then its

solution satisfies the one-sided Rellich-type inequality

(8.2) ‖∂νAu‖Xq(σ) . ‖Ξ‖T p
2 (Ω), q ∈ [1, 2].

Proof. Suppose that u is the solution of (PRL
p ). Let ϕ ∈ Lipc(∂Ω) and F ∈ Ẇ 1,2(Ω) ∩

Lip(Ω) be the Varopoulos extension of the Lp-boundary data ϕ constructed in Theorem 1.4.
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Then, by Lemma 8.1, we get

|ℓu(ϕ)| = |B(u, F )| ≤ ‖A‖L∞(Ω)

ˆ

Ω
|∇u||∇F |+

ˆ

Ω
|H||F | +

ˆ

Ω
|Ξ| |∇F |.

By duality (see [MPT22, Proposition 2.4]), (2.45), and the properties of the extension F ,

we infer that
ˆ

Ω
|∇u||∇F | . ‖Ñ2(∇u)‖Lp(σ)‖C2(∇F )‖Lp′ (σ) . (‖H‖C2∗ ,p + ‖Ξ/δΩ‖C2,p(Ω))‖ϕ‖Lp′ .

By duality and using Theorem 1.4 (ii) and (iii), we infer that
ˆ

Ω
|H||F |+

ˆ

Ω
|Ξ| |∇F |

. ‖H‖C2∗ ,p‖Ñ2(F )‖Lp′ (σ) + ‖Ξ/δΩ‖C2,p(Ω)‖N2∗(δΩ∇F )‖Lp′ (σ)

. (‖H‖C2∗ ,p + ‖Ξ/δΩ‖C2,p(Ω))‖ϕ‖Lp′ (σ).

Thus, by the above estimates, the density of Lipc(∂Ω) in Lp(σ), and duality, we infer (8.1).

Let now v be the solution of (P̃R
L

1 ) and let ϕ ∈ Lipc(∂Ω). If F̃ is the Varopoulos

extension of ϕ constructed in the second part of Theorem 1.4, by Lemma 8.1, we get that

|ℓv(ϕ)| ≤ ‖A‖L∞(Ω)

ˆ

Ω
|∇v||∇F̃ |+

ˆ

Ω
|Ξ||∇F̃ |.

By duality, (2.45), and Theorem 1.4 (iii) (for BMO), we have that
ˆ

Ω
|∇v||∇F̃ | . ‖Ñ2(∇v)‖L1(σ) sup

ξ∈∂Ω
C(∇F̃ )(ξ) . ‖Ξ‖T 1

2 (Ω)‖ϕ‖BMO(σ).

For the second term, by T∞
2 (Ω) = (T 1

2 (Ω))
∗ and Theorem 1.4 (v) (for BMO), it holds that

ˆ

Ω
|Ξ||∇F̃ | . ‖Ξ‖T 1

2 (Ω)‖δΩ∇F̃‖T∞
2 (Ω) . ‖Ξ‖T 1

2 (Ω)‖ϕ‖BMO(σ).

Thus

|ℓv(ϕ)| . ‖Ξ‖T 1
2 (Ω)‖ϕ‖BMO(σ),

which, since Lipc(∂Ω)
VMO(σ)

= VMO(σ) = (H1(σ))∗, implies (8.2). The proof of (8.2)

for q ∈ (1, 2], is similar and is omitted. �

Theorem 8.3. If (PRL
p ) with Ξ = 0 is solvable in Ω for some p > 1, then (DL∗

p′ ) is also

solvable in Ω, where 1/p + 1/p′ = 1.

Proof. Let f ∈ Lipc(∂Ω) and let u be the solution to (2.38) for L∗ with data f . Due to the

density of L∞
c (Ω) in C2∗,p(Ω) and duality, we have that

‖N2∗(u)‖Lp′ (σ) . sup
H∈L∞

c (Ω):
‖H‖C2∗,p(Ω)=1

∣∣∣
ˆ

Ω
uH
∣∣∣.
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Fix such an H ∈ L∞
c (Ω) and let w ∈ Y 1,2

0 (Ω) be the solution to (PRL
p ) with data Ξ = 0

and H . Then, using the fact that L∗u = 0 and (8.1), we estimate
∣∣∣
ˆ

Ω
uH
∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣−
ˆ

Ω
∇uA∇w +

ˆ

∂Ω
∂νAwf

∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣
ˆ

∂Ω
∂νAwf

∣∣∣ . ‖C2∗(H)‖Lp(σ)‖f‖Lp′(σ),

which readily implies that

‖N2∗(u)‖Lp′ (σ) . ‖f‖Lp′(σ).

�

Theorem 8.4. If (P̃R
L

q ) with H = 0 is solvable in Ω for q ∈ [1, 2], then both (P̃D
L∗

q′ ) with

H = 0 and (D̃L∗

q′ ) are solvable in Ω.

Proof. Let v1 be the solution of (2.37) with data Ξ ∈ L2
c(Ω;R

n+1) and H = 0 and v2 be

the solution of (2.38) with data ϕ ∈ Lipc(∂Ω), and we define w = v1 + v2. Using the tent

space duality (T q′

2 (Ω))∗ = T q
2 (Ω) along with the density of L2

c(Ω) functions in T q
2 (Ω), it

holds that

‖δΩ∇w‖T q′

2 (Ω)
≈ sup

Ψ∈L2
c(Ω):

‖Ψ‖
T
q
2
(Ω)

=1

∣∣∣
ˆ

Ω
δΩ(x)∇wΨ

dx

δΩ(x)

∣∣∣ = sup
Ψ∈L2

c(Ω):
‖Ψ‖

T
q
2
(Ω)

=1

∣∣∣
ˆ

Ω
∇wΨ

∣∣∣.

Then, if u ∈ Y 1,2
0 (Ω) is the solution of (PRL

q ), with data Ψ ∈ L2
c(Ω) and H = 0, by duality

and (8.2), we have
∣∣∣
ˆ

Ω
Ψ∇w

∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣−

ˆ

Ω
A∇u∇w +

ˆ

∂Ω
∂νAuf

∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣
ˆ

Ω
A∗∇w∇u

∣∣∣+
∣∣∣
ˆ

∂Ω
∂νAu f

∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣
ˆ

Ω
Ξ∇u

∣∣∣+
∣∣∣
ˆ

∂Ω
∂νAu f

∣∣∣

. ‖C2(Ξ)‖Lq′ (σ)‖Ñ2(∇u)‖Lq(σ) + ‖Ψ‖T q
2 (Ω)‖f‖Y q′ (σ)

.
(
‖Ξ‖C2,q′ (Ω) + ‖f‖Y q′ (σ)

)
‖Ψ‖T q

2 (Ω),

which proves the desired estimates (2.40) and (2.43). �

Theorem 8.5. (i) If (PDL
p ) is solvable in Ω with H = 0 for some p ∈ (1,∞), then

(DL
p ) is also solvable in Ω.

(ii) If (P̃D
L

q ) is solvable in Ω with H = 0 for some q ∈ [2,∞], then (D̃L
q ) is also

solvable in Ω.

Proof. Let f ∈ Lipc(∂Ω) and let F be the Varopoulos extensions of the Lp-boundary data f
given by Theorem 1.4. In the construction of the solution of (2.38) with data f , we can use

F as the Lipschitz extension of f . So if u is the aforementioned solution, then u = w + F ,

where w is the solution of (2.37) with Ξ = −A∇F ∈ L2(Ω) and H = 0. Then, by

Theorem 1.4 (ii) and (2.42), we have that

‖Ñ2∗(u)‖Lp(σ) ≤ ‖N (F )‖Lp(σ) + ‖Ñ2∗(w)‖Lp(σ) . ‖f‖Lp(σ) + ‖C2(Ξ)‖Lp(σ)

≤ ‖f‖Lp(σ) + ‖A‖L∞(Ω)‖C(∇F )‖Lp(σ) . ‖f‖Lp(σ),
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showing (i). Similarly, assuming (P̃D
L

q ) is solvable in Ω with H = 0 for some q ∈ [2,∞],
we obtain

‖δΩ∇u‖T q
2 (Ω) ≤ ‖δΩ∇F‖T q

2 (Ω) + ‖δΩ∇w‖T q
2 (Ω) . ‖f‖Y q(σ) + ‖C2(Ξ)‖Lq(σ)

≤ ‖f‖Y q(σ) + ‖A‖L∞(Ω)‖C(∇F )‖Lp(σ) . ‖f‖Y q(σ),

where we used Theorem 1.4 (v) (when q = ∞, we use the extension F̃ of Theorem 1.4)

and (2.43), which finishes the proof of the Theorem. �

Proof of Theorem 1.7. It follows by combining Theorems 8.3, 8.4, and 8.5. �

8.2. Conditional one-sided Rellich-type inequalities.

Proposition 8.6. Suppose that (RL
p ) is solvable in Ω for some p ≥ 1. If u is the solution of

(2.38) for L∗ in Ω with data f ∈ Lipc(∂Ω), it holds that

(8.3) ‖∂νA∗u‖(Ṁ1,p(σ))∗ . ‖f‖Yp′(σ)
,

where (Ṁ1,p(∂Ω))∗ stands for the Banach space dual of Ṁ1,p(∂Ω)/R and Yp′(σ) is equal

to Lp′(σ) if p > 1 and BMO(σ) if p = 1.

Proof. By definition,

‖∂νA∗u‖(Ṁ1,p(∂Ω))∗ = sup
ϕ∈Lipc(∂Ω):
‖ϕ‖

Ṁ1,p(σ)
=1

|〈∂νA∗u, ϕ〉|.

Fix ϕ ∈ Lipc(∂Ω) such that ‖ϕ‖Ṁ1,p(σ) = 1 and let w be the solution of (RL
p ) with data ϕ.

Let also F ∈ Lip(Ω) be the Lp′-Varopoulos extension of f as constructed in Theorem 1.4.

Then, by Lemma 8.1, we have that

〈∂νA∗u, ϕ〉 =

ˆ

Ω
A∗∇u∇w =

ˆ

Ω
A∇w∇(u− F ) +

ˆ

Ω
A∇w∇F =

ˆ

Ω
A∇w∇F,

since u − F ∈ Y 1,2
0 (Ω) and Lw = 0. Therefore, by duality, Theorem 1.4 (ii), and (2.41),

we infer that

|〈∂νA∗u, ϕ〉| =
∣∣∣
ˆ

Ω
A∇w∇F

∣∣∣ ≤ ‖A‖L∞(Ω)‖Ñ2(∇u)‖Lp(σ)‖C2(∇F )‖Lp′

. ‖ϕ‖Ṁ1,p(σ)‖f‖Lp′(σ),

which shows (8.3) for p > 1. The proof in the case p = 1 is similar and we leave it as an

exercise. �

Proposition 8.7. Let q ≥ 1. If u is a solution of (2.36) for H ∈ L∞
c (Ω) and Ξ ∈

L∞
c (Ω;Rn+1) such that Nq(∇u) ∈ Lp(σ) for p > 1, it holds that

(8.4) ‖∂νA∗u‖Lp(σ) . ‖∇u‖Nq,p(Ω) + ‖H‖C1,p(Ω) + ‖Ξ/δΩ‖C1,p(Ω).

If u is a solution of (2.36) for H = 0 and Ξ ∈ L∞
c (Ω;Rn+1) such that Nq(∇u) ∈ L1(σ),

(8.5) ‖∂νA∗u‖H1(σ) . ‖∇u‖Nq,1(Ω) + ‖Ξ‖T 1
2 (Ω).
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Proof. It follows by the same arguments that prove Proposition 8.2. We skip the details. �

APPENDIX A.

Lemma A.1. Let Ω ∈ AR(s) for s ∈ (0, n], u ∈ L1
loc(Ω, ωs), p ∈ [1,∞), and α ≥ 1. Then

there exists C ≥ 1 such that for any ξ ∈ ∂Ω and r ∈ (0, 2 diam(∂Ω)), it holds that

(A.1) ‖A(α)(u1B(ξ,r))‖Lp(σ|B(ξ,r)) . rβ‖C (β)
s (u1B(ξ,Cr))‖Lp(σ|B(ξ,r)).

If β = 0, it also holds

(A.2) ‖A(α)(u)‖Lp(σ) . ‖Cs(u)‖Lp(σ).

Moreover for β = 0 and 1 < p ≤ ∞ we have

(A.3) ‖Cs(u)‖Lp(σ) . ‖A(α)(u)‖Lp(σ).

Proof. We adapt the proof of [HR18, Proposition 2.4] and argue by duality. Indeed, if

1/p + 1/p′ = 1, we let h ∈ Lp′(σ) be a non-negative function supported in B(ξ, r) with

‖h‖Lp′ (σ) = 1 and such that ‖A(u1B(ξ,r))‖Lp(σ|B(ξ,r)) ≈
´

A(u1B(ξ,r))hdσ. Thus,

‖A(u1B(ξ,r))‖Lp(σ|B(ξ,r)) ≈

ˆ

∂Ω

(ˆ

γα(ξ)∩B(ξ,r)
|u(y)|δΩ(y)

−n dy
)
h(ξ) dσ(ξ)

≤

ˆ

Ω∩B(ξ,r)
|u(y)|δΩ(y)

s−n
(
δΩ(y)

−s

ˆ

B(y,αδΩ(y))
h(ξ) dσ(ξ)

)
dy

=

ˆ

Ω∩B(ξ,r)
|u(y)|δΩ(y)

s−nH(y) dy

=

ˆ ∞

0

ˆ

Ω∩B(ξ,r)∩{H(y)>λ}
|u(y)|δΩ(y)

s−n dy dλ,

where, we have set

H(y) := δΩ(y)
−s

ˆ

B(y,αδΩ(y))
h(ξ) dσ(ξ).

For any y ∈ Ω ∩ B(ξ, r) we let ŷ to be a point in B(ξ, r) ∩ ∂Ω such that |y − ŷ| = δΩ(y)
and set Bŷ := B(ŷ, (α + 1)δ(y)) ⊃ B(y, αδΩ(y). Define

Eλ := {y ∈ Ω ∩B(ξ, r) : H(y) > λ}

and note that for any y ∈ Eλ, it holds that mσ,Bŷ
h > cλ for some c ∈ (0, 1) depending on

α. If we set

Êλ := {ζ ∈ ∂Ω : ζ = ŷ for some y ∈ Eλ} and Bλ = {Bŷ : y ∈ Eλ},

then, there exists large enough C > 1, such that
⋃

ζ∈Êλ

Bζ ∩ ∂Ω ⊂ {ζ ∈ ∂Ω : Mh(ζ) > cλ} ∩B(ξ, Cr).
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So, by Vitali’s covering lemma, there exists a subcollection Gλ ⊂ Bλ of pairwise disjoint

balls such that ⋃

B′∈Bλ

B′ ⊂
⋃

B∈Gλ

5B.

It is clear that

Eλ ⊂
⋃

B∈Gλ

5B

and thus,
ˆ

Eλ

|u(y)|δΩ(y)
s−n dy ≤

∑

B∈Gλ

ˆ

5B
|u(y)|δΩ(y)

s−n dy

.
∑

B∈Gλ

σ(B) r(B)β inf
ζ∈B∩∂Ω

C
(β)
s (u1B(ξ,Cr))(ζ)

. rβ
ˆ

B(ξ,Cr)∩{Mh>λ}
C

(β)
s (u1B(ξ,Cr))(ζ) dσ(ζ).

Therefore, since ‖h‖Lp′ (σ) = 1,

‖As,α(u1B(ξ,r))‖Lp(σ|B(ξ,r)) . rβ
ˆ ∞

0

ˆ

B(ξ,Cr)∩{Mh>λ}
C

(β)
s (u1B(ξ,Cr))(ζ) dσ(ζ) dλ

. rβ
ˆ

B(ξ,Cr)
C

(β)
s (u1B(ξ,Cr))(ζ)Mh(ζ) dσ(ζ)

≤ rβ‖C (β)
s (u1B(ξ,Cr))‖Lp(σ|B(ξ,r)),

proving (A.1). The proof of (A.2) is similar and we omit the details.

Finally, for 1 < p ≤ ∞, we have

M(A(α)(u))(x) = sup
r>0

1

µ(B(x, r))

ˆ

B(x,r)∩∂Ω
A(α)u(ξ) dσ(ξ)

& sup
r>0

1

rs

ˆ

B(x,r)∩∂Ω

ˆ

γα(ξ)
|u(y)|δΩ(y)

−n dy dσ(ξ)

& sup
r>0

1

rs

ˆ

B(x,r)∩Ω

(
δΩ(y)

−s

ˆ

B(y,(1+α)δΩ(y))
dσ(ξ)

)
|u(y)|δΩ(y)

s−n dy

& sup
r>0

1

rs

ˆ

B(x,r)∩Ω
|u(y)|δΩ(y)

s−n dy = Cs(u)(x).

This implies that

‖Cs(u)‖Lp(σ) . ‖A(α)(u)‖Lp(σ)

and the proof is now complete. �

Lemma A.2. Let B ⊂ Rn+1 be a compact and convex set and let {fn}n≥1 sequence of

differentiable functions inB. Let x0 ∈ B such that the sequence {fn(x0)}
∞
n=1 is convergent.

If ∇fn → ~F uniformly onB, then, there exists a function f : B → R which is differentiable

at x0 such that

fn → f uniformly on B and ~F (x0) = ∇f(x0).
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Moreover, if for every x ∈ B, {fn(x)}
∞
n=1 is convergent and ∇fn is continuous on B, then

∇f is continuous on B as well.

Proof. 9 For any x ∈ B, we write

f(x)− f(x0)− ~F (x0)(x− x0)

|x− x0|
=
f(x)− f(x0)− (fn(x)− fn(x0))

|x− x0|

+
fn(x)− fn(x0)−∇fn(x0)(x− x0)

|x− x0|
+

(∇fn(x0)− ~F (x0))(x− x0)

|x− x0|

=: I(x) + II(x) + III(x).

In order to control I(x), first note that, since ∇fn converges uniformly on B, for fixed

ε > 0, there exists n1 = n1(ε,B) ∈ N such that for every n,m > n1 it holds

(A.4) |∇fn(x)−∇fm(x)| <
ε

3
min{1,diam(B)−1}, for all x ∈ B.

As fn is differentiable at x0, we have that there exists δ = δ(ε,B, x0) such that

(A.5)
|fn(x)− fn(x0)−∇fn(x0) · (x− x0)|

|x− x0|
<
ε

3
min{1,diam(B)−1},

for all x ∈ (B(x0, δ) \ {x0}) ∩B. By (A.4) and (A.5), we have that, for any n > n1,

(A.6)
|fn(x)− fn(x0)− fm(x) + fm(x0)|

|x− x0|
< ε min{1,diam(B)−1},

for all x ∈ (B(x0, δ) \ {x0}) ∩B.

For every x, y ∈ B, we set γ : [0, 1] → B to be the line segment γ(t) = x + t(y − x)
for t ∈ [0, 1]. Then γ(0) = x, γ(1) = y and γ̇(t) = y − x. Since B is convex, the line γ(t)
lies entirely within B for every t ∈ [0, 1]. For every n,m > n1 we estimate

|fn(x)−fn(y)− fm(x) + fm(y)| =
∣∣
ˆ 1

0
(∇fn(γ(t))γ̇(t)−∇fm(γ(t)) ˙γ(t)) dt

∣∣

≤

ˆ 1

0
|∇fn(γ(t)) −∇fm(γ(t))||γ̇(t)| dt ≤

ε

2
min{1,diam(B)−1} |x− y| ≤

ε

3
.

Since the sequence {fn} converges at x0, there exists n2 = n2(ε, x0) ∈ N such that n2 ≥
n1 and for every n > n2,

|fm(x)− fn(x)| ≤ |fn(x)− fn(x0)− fm(x) + fm(x0)|+ |fn(x0)− fm(x0)| < ε,

for every x ∈ B. That is, the sequence {fn} is uniformly Cauchy and so it converges to

some function f uniformly in B. Therefore, letting m → ∞ in (A.6) and using (A.5), we

get that, for every n > n2,

|I(x)| + |II(x)| < 2ε, for all x ∈ (B(x0, δ) \ {x0}) ∩B.

Moreover, the sequence {∇fn}n≥1 converges to ~F uniformly in B and thus, there exists

n3 ∈ N such that, for all n > n3,

|III(x)| ≤ |∇fn(x0)− ~F (x0)| < ε.

9This proof was given by Professor Giovanni Leoni at math.stackexchange/gradient convergence.

https://math.stackexchange.com/questions/2255618/generalization-of-theorem-from-mathbb-r-to-mathbb-rn
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Setting n0 = max{n1, n2, n3} and using the above estimates we get that, for all n > n0, it

holds
∣∣∣f(x)− f(x0)− ~F (x0)(x− x0)

|x− x0|

∣∣∣ < 3ε,

for all x ∈ (B(x0, δ)\{x0})∩B, which implies that f if differentiable at x0 with ∇f(x0) =
~F (x0). Finally, if fn is pointwisely convergent on B and ∇fn is continuous on B, then ∇f
is continuous on B as the uniform limit of a sequence of continuous functions. �

Lemma A.3. If F ∈ L1
loc(Ω), then for any x ∈ Ω it holds that

|F (x)| .
1

δΩ(x)1+n/p
‖Cs(F )‖Lp(σ), for every p ∈ (1,∞)

and

|F (x)| .
1

δΩ(x)
sup
ξ∈∂Ω

Cs(F )(ξ).

Proof. Fix x ∈ Ω and note that if c′ = c
c+1 , then for any z ∈ B(x, c′δΩ(x)) we have that

|z − x| ≤ c′ dist(x, ∂Ω) ≤ c′ dist(z, ∂Ω) + c′ |z − x|,

which implies that |z − x| ≤ c δΩ(z), i.e., x ∈ Bz . If ξx ∈ ∂Ω is a point such that

δΩ(x) = |x− ξx|, it is clear that Bx ⊂ B(ξ, 3δΩ(x)) ∩ Ω for every ξ ∈ B(ξx, δΩ(x)). So

‖Cs(F )‖Lp(σ) =
( ˆ

∂Ω

[
sup
r>0

1

rs

ˆ

B(ξ,r)∩Ω
sup
y∈Bz

|F (y)|ωs(z) dz
]p
dσ(ξ)

)1/p

&
( ˆ

B(ξx,δΩ(x))∩∂Ω

[ 1

δΩ(x)s

ˆ

B(ξ,3δΩ(x))
sup
y∈Bz

|F (y)|ωs(z) dz
]p
dσ(ξ)

)1/p

&
( ˆ

B(ξx,δΩ(x))∩∂Ω

[ 1

δΩ(x)n

ˆ

B(x,c′δΩ(x))
sup
y∈Bz

|F (y)| dz
]p
dσ(ξ)

)1/p

& δΩ(x)
1+n

p |F (x)|.

Note that for p = ∞, by the same argument, we can directly infer that

sup
ξ∈∂Ω

Cs(F )(ξ) & δΩ(x)|F (x)|.

�

Definition A.4. We define the spaces

N∞
♯,D(Ω) := {w ∈ C(Ω) : sup

P∈W(Ω)
sup
x∈P

|w(x) −

 

P
w| <∞}(A.7)

N∞
D (Ω) := {w ∈ C(Ω) : sup

P∈W(Ω)
sup
x∈P

|w(x)| <∞}(A.8)
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and equip them with

‖w‖N∞
♯,D

(Ω) := sup
P∈W(Ω)

sup
x∈P

|w(x) −

 

P
w|, and

‖w‖N∞
D
(Ω) := sup

P∈W(Ω)
sup
x∈P

|w(x)|,

respectively. Note that ‖w‖N∞
♯,D(Ω) is a semi-norm, while ‖w‖N∞

D
(Ω) is a norm. We also

define the space

(A.9) Nsum,D(Ω) := {u ∈ C1(Ω) : (u, δΩ∇u) ∈ N∞
♯,D(Ω)×N∞

D (Ω)}

and equip it with the semi-norm

‖u‖Nsum,D(Ω) := ‖u‖N∞
♯,D

(Ω) + ‖δΩ ∇u‖N∞
D
(Ω).

Lemma A.5. If Ω ⊂ Rn+1 is an open and connected set, then N∞
♯,D(Ω)/R and N∞

sum,D(Ω)/R
are normed spaces.

Proof. Since it is easy to see that ‖ · ‖N∞
♯,D

(Ω) and ‖ · ‖N∞
sum,D

are semi-norms, we will only

show that if ‖u‖N∞
♯,D(Ω) = 0, then there exists c ∈ R such that u = c in Ω. Indeed, if

supP∈W(Ω) ‖u‖ΛP
= 0, then maxx∈P̄ |u(x) −

ffl

P u| = 0, for every P ∈ W(Ω), which

implies u =
ffl

P u on P̄ for every P ∈ W(Ω). If P1, P2 ∈ W(Ω) are such that P̄1∩ P̄2 6= ∅,

we have that u =
ffl

P1
u on P̄1 and u =

ffl

P2
u on P̄2. As there exists ξ ∈ ∂P1 ∩ ∂P2

and u is continuous in Ω, it holds that
ffl

P1
u =

ffl

P2
u for every P1, P2 ∈ W(Ω) such that

P̄1 ∩ P̄2 6= ∅. So, if supP∈W(Ω) ‖u‖ΛP
= 0, there exists a constant c ∈ R so that u = c in

Ω, which implies that N∞
♯,D(Ω)/R and N∞

sum,D(Ω)/R are normed spaces. �

Remark A.6. By Lemma A.5, we have that if Ω is open and connected set, and a sequence

converges in N∞
♯,D(Ω)/R or Nsum,D(Ω), then the limit is unique modulo constants.

Lemma A.7. Let Ω ⊂ Rn+1 be an open set. Then both (N∞
♯,D(Ω), ‖ · ‖N∞

♯,D
(Ω)) and

(Nsum,D(Ω), ‖ · ‖Nsum,D(Ω)) are sequentially complete.

Proof. Let us first assume that Ω is connected. We define the space

ΛP := {u : Ω → R : u ∈ C(P̄ ) and sup
x∈P

∣∣u(x)−
 

P
u
∣∣ <∞},

and equip it with the semi-norm ‖u‖ΛP
:= supx∈P |u(x)−

ffl

P u|. In fact, by the continuity

of u on P̄ , we have that

‖u‖ΛP
= max

x∈P̄

∣∣∣u(x)−
 

P
u
∣∣∣.

We will first prove that the space ΛP is sequentially complete with respect to the semi-

norm ‖ · ‖ΛP
for any fixed P ∈ W(Ω). To this end, let {un}n∈N be a Cauchy sequence in

ΛP and fix ε > 0. Then, there exists n0 = n0(ε, P ) ∈ N such that for every n,m > n0 it

holds that ‖un − um‖ΛP
< ε. Consequently, for any y ∈ P̄ ,

∣∣∣un(y)− um(y)−

 

P
(un(z)− um(z)) dz

∣∣∣ < ε,
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which means that the sequence
{
un −

ffl

P un
}
n∈N is uniformly Cauchy on P̄ and so it

converges uniformly on P̄ to some uP . Thus, there exists a positive integer n1 = n1(ε, P )
such that for any n > n1,

(A.10) max
y∈P̄

∣∣∣un(y)−
 

P
un − uP (y)

∣∣∣ < ε/2,

and so, for any n > n1,

max
y∈P̄

∣∣∣un(y)− uP (y)−

 

P
(un − uP )

∣∣∣(A.11)

≤ max
y∈P̄

∣∣∣un(y)−
 

P
un − uP (y)

∣∣∣+
∣∣∣
 

P
(uP (z) + un(z)− un(z)) dz

∣∣∣

≤ max
y∈P̄

∣∣∣un(y)−
 

P
un − uP (y)

∣∣∣+
 

P

∣∣∣un(z)−
 

P
un − uP (z)

∣∣∣ dz < ε,

concluding that ΛP is sequentially complete. Moreover,
∣∣∣
 

P
uP

∣∣∣ ≤
 

P

∣∣∣uP − un(x) +

 

P
un

∣∣∣ ≤ max
x∈P̄

∣∣∣un(x)−
 

P
un − uP (x)

∣∣∣ n→∞
−→ 0,

which implies that

(A.12)

 

P
uP = 0.

It is easy to see that since the half-open Whitney cubes P ∈ W(Ω) are disjoint, the

countable direct sum
⊕

P∈W(Ω)ΛP equipped with the sup norm is sequentially complete.

Indeed, if {un} be a Cauchy sequence in
⊕

P∈W(Ω) ΛP , then for ε > 0, there exists n0 =

n0(ε) ∈ N such that

max
P̄

∣∣∣un −

 

P
un − um +

 

P
um

∣∣∣ < ε, for all m,n > n0 and all P ∈ W(Ω).

Using that limm→∞

(
um−

ffl

P um
)
= uP uniformly on P̄ , we take limits as m→ ∞ in the

last inequality and infer that

max
P̄

∣∣∣un(x)−
 

P
un − uP (x)

∣∣∣ ≤ ε, for all n > n0 and all P ∈ W(Ω).

Then, the function defined by v(x) = uP (x) for every x ∈ P and every P ∈ W(Ω),
satisfies un → v in

⊕
P∈W(Ω) ΛP .

We shall now prove that N♯,D(Ω) is sequentially complete with respect to the semi-norm

‖ · ‖N∞
♯,D

(Ω). Let {un} be a Cauchy sequence in N♯,D(Ω). For fixed ε > 0, there exists

n0 = n0(ε) ∈ N such that for every n,m > n0, we have that ‖un − um‖N♯D(Ω) < ε. Note

that

N∞
♯,D(Ω) =

⊕

P∈W(Ω)

ΛP ∩ C(Ω)

and as
⊕

P∈W(Ω) ΛP is sequentially complete, there exists v (as defined above) such that

un → v in the ‖ · ‖N∞
♯,D(Ω) semi-norm. So there exists {uP }P∈W(Ω) satisfying (A.12) such

that un → uP in the ‖ · ‖ΛP
semi-norm, uniformly in P ∈ W(Ω). Note that uP ∈ C(P̄ )

for each P ∈ W(Ω) as the uniform limit of a sequence of continuous functions.



64 MIHALIS MOURGOGLOU AND THANASIS ZACHAROPOULOS

Our main goal is to modify each uP adding a suitable constant so that we can define a

new function u ∈ C(Ω) which satisfies un → u in ‖ · ‖N∞
♯,D(Ω). To do so, it is important to

show that if P1, P2 ∈ W(Ω) with ∂P1 ∩ ∂P2 6= ∅, then, for every x ∈ ∂P1 ∩ ∂P2,

(A.13) uP1(x) + C(P1, P2) = uP2(x).

If

Cn(P1, P2) :=

 

P1

un −

 

P2

un,

since {un} is Cauchy in N∞
♯,D(Ω), for any x ∈ ∂P1 ∩ ∂P2, it holds that

|Cn(P1, P2)− Cm(P1, P2)|

≤
∣∣∣un(x)− um(x)−

 

P1

(un − um)
∣∣∣+
∣∣∣un(x)− um(x)−

 

P2

(un − um)
∣∣∣

≤ 2‖un − um‖N∞
♯,D

(Ω) → 0, as m,n→ ∞.

Therefore, there exists C(P1, P2) ∈ R such that limn→∞Cn(P1, P2) = C(P1, P2). So, for

every x ∈ ∂P1 ∩ ∂P2,

uP2(x)− uP1(x) =

(
uP2(x)− un(x) +

 

P2

un

)

−

(
uP1(x)− un(x) +

 

P1

un

)
+ Cn(P1, P2)

n→∞
−→ C(P1, P2),

which shows (A.13).

If ∂Ω is compact, we fix a (starting) cube P0 ∈ W(Ω) such that ℓ(P0) ≤ diam(∂Ω) and

ℓ(P ) ≤ ℓ(P0) for every P ∈ W(Ω). If ∂Ω is unbounded, we pick as a starting cube some

P0 ∈ W(Ω) such that ℓ(P0) = 1. Once we have fixed such a cube P0, we define

G1(P0) := {P ∈ W(Ω) : ∂P ∩ ∂P0 6= ∅}.

For every P ∈ G1(P0), we let uP be the limit of {un} in the ΛP semi-norm and set

(A.14) u1P := uP + C(P,P0).

It is clear that un → u1P in the ΛP semi-norm as well, while, in view of (A.13), u1P = uP0

on ∂P0 ∩ ∂P . Observe that, repeating the proof of (A.13), we can show that for every

P̃ ∈ G1(P ) ∩ G1(P0) \ {P0}, there exists a constant C(P, P̃ ) such that

(A.15) u1P + C(P, P̃ ) = u1
P̃

on ∂P ∩ ∂P̃ .

Since P, P̃ ∈ G1(P0) and P̃ ∈ G1(P ) we have

u1
P̃
(z) = uP0(z) = u1P (z) ∀z ∈ ∂P0 ∩ ∂P ∩ ∂P̃ ,

which implies that C(P, P̃ ) = 0 and so, by (A.15),

(A.16) u1P = u1
P̃

on ∂P ∩ ∂P̃ .

Setting CP := C(P,P0), we can write u1P := uP + CP and define

v1 :=

{
u1P , P ∈ G1(P0)

uP , P ∈ W(Ω) \ G1(P0).
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Notice that

v1 ∈ C(O1), where O1 :=
⋃

P∈G1(P0)

P̄ ,

and limn→∞ ‖un − v1‖N∞
♯,D(Ω) = 0.

Moving forward, for every P ∈ G1(P0), we set

G̃1(P ) := G1(P ) \ G1(P0) and G2(P0) :=
⋃

P∈G1(P0)

G̃1(P ).

If P ∈ G1(P0) and P ′ ∈ G̃1(P ), we define

u2P ′ := uP ′ + C(P ′, P ),

which also satisfies un → u2P ′ in the ΛP ′ semi-norm. By the same arguments as above, we

can show that

u2P ′ = u1P on ∂P ∩ ∂P ′

and, for every P ′′ ∈ G̃1(P ) such that ∂P ′ ∩ ∂P ′′ 6= ∅,

u2P ′ = u2P ′′ on ∂P ′ ∩ ∂P ′′.

Moreover, if P̃ ∈ G1(P0) such that ∂P ∩ ∂P̃ 6= ∅ and P ′ ∈ G1(P ) ∩ G1(P̃ ), we define

ũ2P ′ := uP ′ + C(P ′, P̃ ). Then, for every x ∈ ∂P ′ ∩ ∂P ∩ ∂P̃ , it holds that

u1P (x) = u1
P̃
(x), u2P ′(x) = u1P (x), and ũ2P ′(x) = u1

P̃
(x),

which we may combine to deduce that C(P ′, P ) = C(P ′, P̃ ) and consequently

u2P ′ = ũ2P ′ .10

The same is true for every P̃ ∈ G1(P0) such that P ′ ∈ G̃1(P ) ∩ G̃1(P̃ ) since, for every

such cube, there is a chain of cubes P = P1, P2, . . . , PN = P̃ such that Pk ∈ G1(P0) and

∂Pk ∩ ∂Pk+1 6= ∅ for k ∈ {1, . . . , N}, where N is a dimensional constant. Therefore, we

can unambiguously set CP ′ := C(P ′, P ) for any P ∈ G1(P0) such that P ′ ∈ G̃1(P ) and so

u2P ′ := uP ′ + CP ′ . If

F2(P0) := G1(P0) ∪ G2(P0),

we define

v2 :=





u1P , P ∈ G1(P0)

u2P , P ∈ G2(P0)

uP , P ∈ W(Ω) \ F2(P0)

and notice that

v2 ∈ C(O2), where O2 :=
⋃

P∈F2(P0)

P̄ ,

and limn→∞ ‖un − v2‖N∞
♯,D

(Ω) = 0.

10The part of the argument dealing with two descendants and one ancestor is better suited to cases where the

descendants have, at most, equal side-lengths with the ancestor. Meanwhile, the part involving two ancestors

and one descendant is more relevant for cases where the descendant has a larger side-length than the ancestor.

The terms “ancestor” and “descendant” are used in relation to the selection process.
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We proceed by iteration and, for every P ∈ Gk−1(P0), k ≥ 2, we set

G̃1(P ) := G1(P ) \ Gk−1(P0) and Gk(P0) :=
⋃

P∈Gk−1(P0)

G̃1(P ).

If P ∈ Gk−1(P0) and P ′ ∈ G̃1(P ), we define

ukP ′ := uP ′ + C(P ′, P )

which also satisfies that un → ukP ′ in the ΛP ′ semi-norm. Arguing as above, we can prove

that

ukP ′ = uk−1
P on ∂P ∩ ∂P ′

and, for every P ′′ ∈ G̃1(P ) such that ∂P ′ ∩ ∂P ′′ 6= ∅,

ukP ′ = ukP ′′ on ∂P ′ ∩ ∂P ′′.

Moreover, we can unambiguously set CP ′ := C(P ′, P ) for any P ∈ Gk−1(P0) such that

P ′ ∈ G̃1(P ) and so ukP ′ := uP ′ + CP ′ . If

Fk(P0) :=

k⋃

j=1

Gj(P0)

and

vk :=





u1P , P ∈ G1(P0)

u2P , P ∈ G2(P0)

...

ukP , P ∈ Gk(P0)

uP , P ∈ W(Ω) \ Fk(P0),

it is easy to see that

vk ∈ C(Ok), where Ok :=
⋃

P∈Fk(P0)

P̄ ,

and limn→∞ ‖un − vk‖N∞
♯,D

(Ω) = 0.

If we define u(x) := limk→∞ vk(x) for x ∈ Ω, then, by construction and the fact that Ω
is connected, it is clear that u ∈ C(Ω) and limn→∞ ‖un − u‖N∞

♯,D
(Ω) = 0. Hence, N∞

♯,D(Ω)

is sequentially complete.

It remains to prove that Nsum,D(Ω) is sequentially complete. To this end, let {un} be a

Cauchy sequence in Nsum,D(Ω). Then for fixed ε > 0, there exists n0 = n0(ε) ∈ N such

that for every n,m ≥ n0 we have ‖un − um‖Nsum,D(Ω) < ε, which implies that

‖un − um‖N∞
♯,D

(Ω) < ε and ‖δΩ(∇un −∇um)‖N∞
D
(Ω) < ε.

Since N∞
♯,D(Ω) is sequentially complete, if u = limn→∞ un ∈ N∞

♯,D(Ω), it suffices to show

that

(A.17) u ∈ C1(Ω) and lim
n→∞

‖δΩ(∇un −∇u)‖N∞
D
(Ω) = 0.
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Since {δΩ∇un}
∞
n=1 ⊂ C(Ω) is Cauchy in N∞

D (Ω), then it is uniformly Cauchy on P̄
(uniformly in P ∈ W(Ω)) and so there exists ~w0

P ∈ C(P̄ ) such that δΩ∇un → ~w0
P

uniformly on P̄ for every P ∈ W(Ω). If P1, P2 ∈ W(Ω) so that ∂P1 ∩ ∂P2 6= ∅, for every

x ∈ ∂P1 ∩ ∂P2, it holds that

~w0
P1
(x)−~w0

P2
(x) = (~w0

P1
(x)−δΩ(x)∇un(x))−(~w0

P1
(x)−δΩ(x)∇un(x)) → 0, as n→ ∞,

which implies that ~w0
P1
(x) = ~w0

P2
(x) for every x ∈ ∂P1 ∩ ∂P2. Therefore, if we define

~w0(x) := ~w0
P (x) for every x ∈ P and all P ∈ W(Ω), it is evident that ~w0 ∈ C(Ω) and

limn→∞ ‖δΩ∇un − ~w0‖N∞
D
(Ω) = 0. Set now ~w := δ−1

Ω ~w0 ∈ C(Ω) and

wn
P := un −

 

P
un on P̄ ,

and note that

wn
P → uP uniformly on P̄ and ∇wn

P = ∇un → ~w uniformly on P̄ .

We can now apply Lemma A.2 on each P̄ to the sequence {wn
P }

∞
n=1 ⊂ C1(P̄ ) and deduce

that, for every P ∈ W(Ω),

uP is differentiable on P̄ and ∇uP = ~w ∈ C(P̄ ).

In particular, ∇uP (z) = ~w(z) = ∇uP ′(z) for every z ∈ ∂P ∩ ∂P ′. If P ∈ W(Ω) and y ∈
∂P , for fixed ε > 0, there exist δP = δP (ε, y) > 0 such that for every x ∈ P̄ ∩B(y, δP ),

(A.18)
|uP (x)− uP (y)− ~w · (x− y)|

|x− y|
< ε.

Let us fix a cube P ∈ W(Ω) and a point z ∈ ∂P . We define Z to be the family of Whitney

cubes P ′ such that z ∈ ∂P ′ (the number of such cubes is at most a fixed dimensional

constant) and set

δ = min
{

dist
(
z,Ω \

⋃

P ′∈Z

P̄ ′
)
, min
P ′∈Z

δP ′

}
.

Note that for every x ∈ B(z, δ) \ ∂P , there exists a unique Px ∈ Z such that x ∈ P o
x and,

by (A.18),

|u(x)− u(z)− ~w · (x− z)|

|x− z|
=

|uPx(x)− uPx(z) − ~w · (x− z)|

|x− z|
< ε.

If x ∈ B(z, δ) ∩ ∂P , since u(x) = uP (x) + CP , by (A.18), it holds that

|u(x)− u(z)− ~w · (x− z)|

|x− z|
=

|uP (x)− uP (z) − ~w · (x− z)|

|x− z|
< ε,

showing that u is differentiable at any z ∈
⋃

P∈W(Ω) ∂P . Therefore, since uP is differen-

tiable in P o for any P ∈ W(Ω) and u = uP +CP in P o, we deduce that u is differentiable

in Ω and ∇u = ~w ∈ C(Ω), proving (A.17) and concluding the proof of the lemma when Ω
is connected.

If Ω is not connected, it can be written as the union of at most countably many disjoint

connected components, i.e., Ω =
⋃∞

i=1Ωi. For every i ∈ N, we have proved that N♯,D(Ωi)
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and Nsum,D(Ωi) are sequentially complete and, as the connected components Ωi are mutu-

ally disjoint, we have that

N♯,D(Ω) =
∞⊕

i=1

N♯,D(Ωi) and Nsum,D(Ω) =
∞⊕

i=1

Nsum,D(Ωi) are sequentially complete,

concluding the proof of Lemma A.7. �

Lemma A.8. Let Ω ⊂ Rn+1 be an open set. The semi-norms ‖ · ‖Nsum(Ω) and ‖ · ‖Nsum,D(Ω)

are equivalent and the implicit constants only depend on n.

Proof. If x ∈ Ω and Bx = B(x, c δΩ(x)), for c ∈ (0, 1/2], then, by easy volume con-

siderations, one can prove that there exists a uniformly bounded number of Whitney cubes

P ∈ W(Ω) that cover the ball Bx. We denote this collection of cubes by Bx. By the mean

value theorem, for any P ∈ Bx, we estimate
∣∣∣
 

Bx

u−

 

P
u
∣∣∣ ≤

 

Bx

 

P
|u(z)− u(ζ)| dz dζ . δΩ(x) max

P∈Bx

max
z∈P̄

|∇u(z)|

. max
P∈Bx

max
z∈P̄

δΩ(z)|∇u(z)| . ‖δΩ∇u‖N∞
D
(Ω).

Consequently,

‖u‖N∞
♯
(Ω) ≤ sup

x∈Ω
sup
P∈Bx

sup
y∈P

∣∣∣u(y)−
 

Bx

u
∣∣∣

. sup
x∈Ω

sup
P∈Bx

sup
y∈P

∣∣∣u(y)−
 

P
u
∣∣∣+ ‖δΩ∇u‖N∞

D
(Ω)

. ‖u‖N∞
♯,D

(Ω) + ‖δΩ∇u‖N∞
D
(Ω).

Since for any x ∈ Ω there exists a unique half-open cube P ∈ W(Ω) such that x ∈ P , we

have that

δΩ(x)|∇u(x)| ≤ sup
z∈P

δΩ(z)|∇u(z)| ≤ ‖δΩ∇u‖N∞
D
(Ω)

and so ‖δΩ∇u‖N∞(Ω) . ‖δΩ∇u‖N∞
D
(Ω). Therefore,

‖u‖Nsum(Ω) = ‖u‖N∞
♯
(Ω) + ‖δΩ∇u‖N∞(Ω)(A.19)

. ‖u‖N♯,D(Ω) + ‖δΩ∇u‖N∞
D
(Ω) = ‖u‖Nsum,D(Ω).

For the converse direction, let us fix c ∈ (0, 1/2] so that for every P ∈ W(Ω), if xP is

the center of P , it holds that P ⊂ B(xP , c δ(xP )) =: BP . By the mean value theorem, for

any P ∈ W(Ω), we have that
∣∣∣
 

BP

u−

 

P
u
∣∣∣ ≤ max

z∈BP

δΩ(z)|∇u(z)| ≤ ‖δΩ∇u‖N∞(Ω)

and so

sup
x∈P

∣∣∣u(z)−
 

P
u
∣∣∣ ≤ sup

x∈P

∣∣∣u(z)−
 

BP

u
∣∣∣+ ‖δΩ∇u‖N∞(Ω) . ‖u‖N∞

♯
(Ω) + ‖δΩ∇u‖N∞(Ω).

This implies that ‖u‖N♯,D(Ω) . ‖u‖Nsum(Ω) and as

‖δΩ∇u‖N∞
D
(Ω) ≤ sup

P∈W(Ω)
sup
z∈BP

δΩ(z)|∇u(z)| ≤ ‖δΩ∇u‖N∞(Ω),
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we infer that ‖u‖Nsum,D(Ω) . ‖u‖Nsum(Ω) for any c ∈ (0, 1/2) such that P ⊂ BP . It remains

to prove that if 0 < c0 < c, then

sup
x∈Ω

sup
z∈B(x,cδΩ(x))

∣∣∣u(z)−
 

B(x,cδΩ(x))

∣∣∣ . sup
y∈Ω

sup
z∈B(y,c0δΩ(y))

∣∣∣u(z)−
 

B(y,c0δΩ(y))

∣∣∣

+ sup
y∈Ω

sup
z∈B(y,c0δΩ(y))

δΩ(z)|∇u(z)|(A.20)

and

sup
y∈Ω

sup
z∈B(y,cδΩ(y))

δΩ(z)|∇u(z)| . sup
y∈Ω

sup
z∈B(y,c0δΩ(y))

δΩ(z)|∇u(z)|,(A.21)

where the implicit constants are independent of c0 and c. For any x ∈ Ω, there exists a

uniformly bounded number of balls {Bx
j }

N
j=1 so that Bx

j = B(xj, c0δΩ(xj)), where xj ∈

B(x, cδΩ(x)) and B(x, c δΩ(x)) ⊂ ∪N
j=1B

x
j . Therefore, by the mean value theorem, we

have that for any x ∈ Ω,

∣∣∣
 

B(x,cδΩ(x))
u−

 

Bj

u
∣∣∣ . sup

j∈{1,...,N}
sup
z∈Bx

j

δΩ(z)|∇u(z)|

≤ sup
y∈Ω

sup
z∈B(y,c0δΩ(y))

δΩ(z)|∇u(z)|.

Therefore,

sup
x∈Ω

sup
z∈B(x,cδΩ(x))

∣∣∣u(z)−
 

B(x,cδΩ(x))
u
∣∣∣ ≤ sup

x∈Ω
sup

j∈{1,...,N}
sup
z∈Bx

j

∣∣∣u(z)−
 

B(x,cδΩ(x))
u
∣∣∣

≤ sup
x∈Ω

sup
j∈{1,...,N}

(
sup
z∈Bx

j

∣∣∣u(z)−
 

Bj

u
∣∣∣+
∣∣∣
 

B(x,cδΩ(x))
u−

 

Bj

u
∣∣∣
)

. sup
y∈Ω

sup
z∈B(y,c0δΩ(y))

∣∣∣u(z) −
 

B(y,c0δΩ(y))
u
∣∣∣+ sup

y∈Ω
sup

z∈B(y,c0δΩ(y))
δΩ(z)|∇u(z)|,

which shows (A.20). By similar considerations, it is easy to prove (A.21), concluding the

proof of the lemma. �

Corollary A.9. The space (Nsum(Ω), ‖ · ‖Nsum(Ω)
) is sequentially complete.

Proof. The result readily follows from Lemmas A.7 and A.8. �

An immediate corollary of Lemmas A.5 and A.7 is the following.

Corollary A.10. If Ω ⊂ Rn+1 is an open set and Ω =
⋃∞

i=1Ωi, where {Ωi}
∞
i=1 are the

connected components of Ω, then
⊕∞

i=1[Nsum(Ωi)/R] is a Banach space.
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LEIOA, SPAIN AND, IKERBASQUE, BASQUE FOUNDATION FOR SCIENCE, BILBAO, SPAIN.

Email address: michail.mourgoglou@ehu.eus
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