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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 Q C R™"*, n > 1, be an open set with s-Ahlfors regular boundary 9,
for some s € (0, n], such that either s = n and  is a corkscrew domain with the pointwise
John condition, or s < nand Q = R**! \ E, for some s-Ahlfors regular set £ C R™**1. In
this paper we provide a unifying method to construct Varopoulos type extensions of BMO
and L” boundary functions. In particular, we show that a) if f € BMO(052), there exists
F € C*(£) such that dist(z, Q°)|VF(z)| is uniformly bounded in € and the Carleson
functional of dist(z, Q2°)°~"|VF(z)| as well the sharp non-tangential maximal function
of F' are uniformly bounded on 92 with norms controlled by the BMO-norm of f, and
F — f in a certain non-tangential sense H°|an-almost everywhere; b) if f € LP(99Q),
1 < p < oo, there exists ' € C°°(Q) such that the non-tangential maximal functions
of F and dist(+, )|V F| as well as the Carleson functional of dist(-, 2°)*~"|VF| are in
LP(09) with norms controlled by the LP-norm of f, and F — f in some non-tangential
sense H°|an-almost everywhere. If, in addition, the boundary function is Lipschitz with
compact support, then both F' and F' can be constructed so that they are also Lipschitz
on € 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.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In the present manuscript we are concerned with open sets Q € R"*!, n > 1, which
satisfy one of the following assumptions:

(a) Q satisfies the corkscrew condition and its boundary OS2 is n-Ahlfors regular (see
Definitions 2.1 and 2.10), or
(b) =R\ E, for some s-Ahlfors regular set £ C R"*! with s < n.

We will call such domains AR(s) domains for s € (0,n]. We also define o5 := H*|sq to
be the “surface” measure of €2, where H?® is the s-dimensional Hausdorff measure.

Our first goal is to construct, in AR(s) domains, smooth extensions u : {2 — R of bound-
ary functions that are in BMO(o) (resp. in LP(o) for p € (1, o0]) 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 (o)) with norms controlled
by the BMO(o5) (resp. LP(05)) 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 € 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 Q and in the
weighted Sobolev space W 12(Q;w,), where w(z) := o (2)*~™'. 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 [GaIMT23, MP24]. Finally, we also prove similar
extensions of boundary functions in the Campanato space Ag(d<2) for 3 € (0,1).

The original result of Varopoulos [Var77, Var78] entails an extension property for BMO
functions in R™. Specifically, for f € BMO(RR™), there exists an extension F' defined in the

'When s = n, this is the standard homogeneous Sobolev space W1’2(Q).
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upper half-space R"*1 := {(x,t) € R™ x (0,00)}, such that F(z,t) = f non-tangentially,
with F' € C*°(R"*!), satisfying a size condition given by

(1.1) sup t|VF(z,t)] < oo,
(x,t)ERTfl

and a L' Carleson measure condition

(1.2) sup // VF(y. 1) dy dt < C||fllavo.
r>0,z€R" {lz—y|<rinR7 !

where the implicit constants are purely dimensional. It is crucial to note that the Carleson
condition (1.2) involves an L! bound, in contrast to the more standard L? estimate (with
respect to the weighted measure tdydt):

(1.3) sup 7‘_"// ]VF(y,t)\2 dy tdt < CHfH%MO.
r>0,z€R™ {\x—y\<r}ﬂRi+1

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 H'-BMO duality.

Varopoulos initially sought to establish his extension result with the aim of extending
Carleson’s Corona Theorem [Car82] to C™ 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 e-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 € > 0, there exists an “c-approximator” ¢, € C'™ (]R’}rﬂ) such that

(14) H'LL — C,DgHLoo(RiJrl) <€

and ||, (Ve)| oo (90) < Ce. In particular, he demonstrated that there exists ¢ € (0,1)
such that every harmonic function u, as described above, can be e-approximated. Garnett
later established that this holds for every 0 < € < 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 ¢, that does satisfy this property.

It is noteworthy that, for example, in Lipschitz domains, the e-approximability of bounded
solutions for divergence form elliptic equations is connected to the solvability of the Dirich-
let problem with L? data’. 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 [KKPTO00], with significant contributions from Garnett [Gar81].
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domains, the e-approximation property has significant geometric implications. In particu-
lar, if Q € AR(n), it characterizes uniform rectifiability of the boundary?®. This equivalence
is derived from the combined work of Hofmann, Martell, and Mayboroda [HMM16] and
Garnett, Tolsa, and the first named author [GarMT 18] (see also [AGMT23)).

Varopoulos established his extension theorem by first iterating e-approximability to ob-
tain the extension property for f € L°(R™). Subsequently, he used a “Corona” type
decomposition of BMO(R™) 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 e-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 R?.

Our first main result is the following.

Theorem 1.1. Ler Q2 € AR(s) for s € (0,n], which, for s = n, satisfies the pointwise John
condition. If f € BMO(oy), there exist u : Q@ — R and ¢y € (0, %] such that, for any
c < ¢, it holds that
(i) ueC>®(Q),
(i) sup Nyc(u)(§) + supdo(z)|Vu(z)| < [flBMo(o,),
£eoN z€e)

(i) sup Csc(Vu)(&) S [ flBMO(os)-
€€
(iv) For os-almost every £ € 0S),

p f(&) non-tangentially, if s<n
]{3(%59(%)/2) uly) dy = f(&) quasi-non-tangentially, if s = n.

Moreover, if f € L™ (o), we also obtain the stronger estimate
V) sup [u(z)] S || fllze(o,)-
z€eQ
The constant cq only depends on dimension, the Ahlfors regularity constants, and the corkscrew
condition. Moreover, in the case that s = n and S) 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 Ny o(u)(§) + sup N (0aVu)(€) < || fllBmo(o,)-
£€00 £€00

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(o) (see (3.1) for its
definition) is uniformly e-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 2 € 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 Ngum(2) (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 {2 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-
tionb = > . a;xq,, where sup;>q |a;j| < | fllBmo(o) and {Q;};>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 e-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 AV .(u) for the approximating function of v, 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 R’}FH by Hytonen and Rosén [HR18].

Theorem 1.3. Let Q2 € AR(s) for s € (0,n], which, for s = n, satisfies the pointwise John
condition. If f € LP (o) with p € (1,00), there exist u: Q — R and co € (0, 1] such that,
for any ¢ € (0, co), it holds that

(i) ue C>®(Q),
@) [N (@)llzr(oy + IN G V) |ir(0) S 11500
(i) [|ICs,c(VU)|lLr(oy) S 1l Lr (o)
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(iv) For o-almost every & € 9§,*

f(&) non-tangentially, ifs<n
][ u(y) dy — . . .
B(z,00/(x)/2) f(&) quasi-non-tangentially, if s = n.

The constant cq 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 e-approximability in LP for p € (1,00) (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 e-approximability in LP for the dyadic average extension operator in
LP for p € (1, 00)° 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 Hytonen and Rosén’s work (even in R’}FH 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 (z,t) € R™ x Ry to reduce the case to estimating %,,(0,w), where 0,w stands for the
partial derivative in the transversal direction. In higher co-dimensions, even if Q = 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 Q and also belong to W172(Q; ws). 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 Q € AR(s) for s € (0,n]. If f € Lip.(0S2), there exist a function
F:Q — Randcq € (0,1/2], such that for any c € (0, |, it holds that
(i) F e C®(Q)NLip(Q) N Wh2(Q;w,),
(i) [N(E)| e o) + INCVE) 1o (oy) S 1flzr(o,). for p € (1,00],
(iii) [ICs,c(VE)Lr(os) S I fllLr (00
(iv) Fl|oq = f continuously,

4For the definitions of non-tangential and quasi-non-tangential convergence, see Definition 2.16.

The concept of e-approximability in L? for p € (1, 00) was introduced by Hytonen and Rosén in [HR18]
who showed that the dyadic average extension operator as well as any weak solution to certain elliptic PDEs
in R are e-approximable in L for every e € (0,1) and p € (1,00). The second part of that work was
extended by Hofmann and Tapiola in [HT20] to harmonic functions in Q@ = R"*! \ E where E C R" ™' is a
uniformly n-rectifiable set. The converse direction was shown by Bortz and Tapiola in [BT19].
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W [ICs(6alVFI) Y| ooy S IfllLas),  for q € [2,00).

Moreover; there exist a function F' : Q — R and cy € (0,1/2] such that for any c € (0, c),
it holds that

(i) F' e C*(Q) N Lip(Q) N WH2(Q;w,),
(i) sup Ny c(F)(€) + supda(z)|VEF ()] < [|fllBmo(s,).
£€o z€eQ

(i) supecon Cs,o(VE)(E) S Il fllBMO(o):
(iv) Floq = f continuously,

v) sup [Cs(6alVE )] < |1 fllBMoo.)-
£€oN

The constant cq only depends on dimension, the Ahlfors regularity constants, and the corkscrew
condition.

To prove Theorem 1.4, considering f € Lip.(0f2), 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” § > 0, where it is set to equal the regularized dyadic extension.
Subsequently, we choose § as ||f||Lp(US)/HfHMl,p(US) in the case of p € (1,00) (resp.
1 £l o (o) / Lip f for p = 00) and || f|lgmo(o,)/ Lip f in the case of BMO(0), 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 e-approximator of vy. 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 v; € Lip(2).

The theorem presented below is a variation of Theorem 1.4 for boundary functions be-
longing to the Campanato space Ag(052) for 5 € (0, 1), as well as the space of Holder con-
tinuous functions Lipz(9€2). In our setting, any function in Ag(0€2) coincides o,-almost
everywhere with a Holder continuous function, and the two semi-norms are comparable
(refer to Remark 2.2).

Theorem 1.5. Let Q2 € AR(s) for s € (0,n]. If f € Ag(9Q) for 5 € (0,1), there exists a
function F : Q0 — Rand cq € (0,1/2], such that for any ¢ € (0, cg), it holds that

(i) FeC>®Q),

(i) sup N2 (F)(€) + sup da(2) PV F(2)] < 1 flla,00)
£€0 z€eQ

(i) sup C(VF)(€) S IIfllaz00)
£€00

(iv) nt-lim,_,¢ Floa(x) = f(§) for 0s-a.e & € ON.

Moreover, if f € Lipg(0Q), then F' € Lipg(Q2) and Flaq = f continuously. The con-
stant cg only depends on dimension, the Ahlfors regularity constants, and the corkscrew
condition.

Remarkably, this theorem marks the first appearance of such a result, despite Ag(092)
being a natural endpoint in the interpolation scale that contains LP(os) and BMO(oy). Its
proof is a lot easier compared to those for LP(o) and BMO(o) 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 e-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 : 00 — C™ with f = (f1,--+y fm)s
then its extension is just the vector field F= (F1,...,Fp), where Fj is the extension of f;
foreach 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 ) € AR(n) and L be defined in (2.31). If L* is its formal adjoint, then
the following hold:

(1) If (PRIe) is solvable in Q) for some p > 1, then (Dle,*) is also solvable, where
1/p+1/p =1 )

(2) If (PR, ) with H = 0 is solvable in Q for q € [1, 2], then both (PD, ) with H = 0
and (]55,) are solvable in ).

(3) If(PDﬁ)for p € (1,00) is solvable in Q with H = 0, then the Dirichlet problem
(DF) is also solvable in Q.

— L . . . ~ .
(4) If (PD,)) is solvable in Q@ with H = 0 for some q € [2,00], then (D) is also
solvable in (.

Recently, the first named author and Tolsa [MT22] constructed an almost harmonic exten-
sion of functions in the Hajtasz Sobolev space MP (0,), 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(c,,) and in [MPT22] that the non-tangential
maximal function of its gradient is in L?(c,,) with norms controlled by the A/ (o,) 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 (JAHMMT?20, 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 (PD£ ) (resp. the Poisson regularity problem (PR£ )) 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, (PDIE,*) = (R}) 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:

(D)) < (PDL) < (PR))  if p € (1,00).

The equivalence (PD;J,*) & (PRIe ) 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 (DIE,* ), 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 (PRq ) 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 (PR, ) in the present manuscript, show extrapolation of
solvability of the regularity problem (Rle) (see Definition 2.7) and the (modified) Poisson

[,
regularity problem (PR, ) 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

(f’f{j) as it was used to demonstrate that (f’f{qL) = wr, € 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 (D) < (PD£ ), but the unique solution of the continuous Dirichlet problem
with boundary data g is well approximated by a sequence of solutions of (PDI% ) with
H = 0 in the following sense: If g € Lip,(0f2) and w is the unique solution of (Dﬁ),
then there exists a sequence {ﬁj}jzl C Lip,(Q; R™"1) with the following properties:
(i) sup;>; HCq(\F’j])HLp(U) S gllzee)s G If wy € Y01’2(Q) is the unique solution of
Lwj = — divﬁ’j, it satisfies w; — w in the following topologies: a) in the strong topology
of C* () for some o € (0,1); b) in the strong topology of I/VI})(?(Q), ¢) in the weak-*
topology of N, ,(€2), for each r,p € (1,00). Moreover, the weak-* convergence cannot
be improved to convergence in the weak-topology of N, ,(£2) for any 7, p € (1, 00) 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 e-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 < Cband a ~ bif a < b and
b < a. If we want to indicate the dependence of C on a certain quantity s, we write a <g b.

For a function space X we denote by X, the space of all the compactly supported functions
in X.

2.1. Preliminaries. In R"™! and for s € [0,n + 1], we denote by H® the s-dimensional
Hausdorff measure and assume that 2"t is normalized so that it coincides with £"1,
the (n + 1)-dimensional Lebesgue measure in R"*!, We also denote by o, = H*|sq
the “surface” measure of (2. When the dimension is clear from the context we drop the
dependence on s and just write o.

Definition 2.1. If s € (0,n + 1], a measure p in R™* is called s-Ahlfors regular if there
exists some constant Cy > 0 such that

Co'r® < u(B(z,r)) < Cor?

for all z € suppu and 0 < r < diam(supp p). If E C R™"*! is a closed set we say that F/
is s-Ahlfors regular if H®|p is s-Ahlfors regular.

2.2. Function spaces. We write 2* = 2(7:’_+11) and 2, = (2%) = 2(7?:31). Recall that
C2°(9) is the space of compactly supported smooth functions in 2. For p € [1,00) and a
non-negative function w € Llloc(Q) we define the homogeneous weighted Sobolev space
WP(Q; w) to be the space consisted of Ll (Q) functions whose weak gradients exist
in Q and are in LP(Q;w). We also define the inhomogeneous weighted Sobolev space
WLP(Q;w) to be the space of functions in LP(2;w) whose weak derivatives exist in ()
and are also in LP(; w) and VVO1 P(Q; w) to be the completion of C'°(€2) under the norm
[l e @) = lullLr@w) + [Vl Lr (@)~ Finally, we let Yol’z(Q; w) be the completion
of C2() under the norm [[u]ly () = 4] 2+ 00 + [Vl 20200

Let > be a metric space equipped with a non-atomic doubling measure ¢ on Y, which
means that there is a uniform constant C, > 1 such that o(B(z,2r)) < Cyo(B(z, 1)), for
allz € Landr > 0. If E C ¥ is a Borel set such that 0 < o(E) < oo and f € L (o),
we denote the average of f over E by

@.1) Mme.pf ::][Efda = ﬁ/Efda.

If o is the Lebesgue measure then we simply write mg f.

For § € [0,1) we define Az(09) to be the Campanato space consisting of the functions
f € LL (o) satisfying

loc

1
(2.2) [fllas00) == sup _/3][ |f(y) = Mo B, fldo(y) < oco.
TESuUpp o r B(z,r)
r€(0,2 diam 9Q)

Note that Ag(c) = BMO(o), the space of functions of bounded mean o-oscillation. We
also define the space of functions of vanishing mean oscillation®, which we denote by

OVMO was originally introduced by Sarason in [Sar75].
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VMO(o), to be the closure of the space of continuous functions with compact support
C.(X) in the BMO(o) norm.

We say that « is a 2-atom if there exists z € ¥ and 0 < r < diam(X) such that

~

suppa C B(z,7), |lallr2e) S o(B(z,7)"Y? and /ada =0.

We define the atomic Hardy space H' (o) as follows: f € H'(o) if there exist a sequence
Aj € C and a sequence of 2-atoms «; such that f = 3, Aja; in L(o). We say that f has

an atomic decomposition. H' (o) is a subspace of L!(c) and is a Banach space with norm

£l (o) = inf{ Z |A;| : all atomic decompositions f = Z )\jaj}.
J J

By the work of Coifmann and Weiss, [CW77], we have that (H'(c))* = BMO(o) and
(VMO(0))* = H'(0).

For 3 € (0, 1] we define Lipg(X) to be the space of measurable functions that satisfy

|f(z) = f(y)]
(2.3) ; = sup —————> < oo.
1/ lLips(2) I’Z;EPE iz — y|?
ay

When § = 1 we simply write Lip(X) since it is the space of Lipschitz functions. If ¥
is locally compact then it holds that Lip.(X) is dense in C(X) in the supremum norm.
Therefore, it is easy to see that in that case

BMO (o)

Lip, (%) = VMO(0).

Remark 2.2. By a simple inspection of the proof of [MS79, Theorem 4], it is easy to see
that if 3 is a metric space equipped with a measure ¢ which is s-Ahlfors regular, then, if
B € (0,1), forevery f € Ag(X) there exists g € Lipg(X) such that f(z) = g(z) for o-a.e.
v € Xand |[fllas o) = 1 flLipss)-

Following [Ha96], we will introduce the Hajtasz’s Sobolev space on Y. For a Borel
function f : ¥ — R, we say that a non-negative Borel function g : ¥ — R is a Hajlasz
upper gradient of f if

(2.4) |f(z) = )] < |z —yl(g(z) +g(y)) foro-ae z,y €.

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

For p > 0, we denote by M 1» (o) the space of Borel functions f which have a Hajtasz
upper gradient in LP(o), and we let M1 (c) be the space of functions f € LP(o) which
have a Hajtasz upper gradient in LP(0), i.e., M'P(c) = M'P(5) N LP(c). We define the
semi-norm (as it annihilates constants)

2.5 . = inf .
(2.5) ”f”Mlvp(o') gellr;(f) HQHLP(U)
If 3 is bounded, then we define the norm

2.6 ,o—:d. 2_1 o inf P(o)»
(2.6) [ £l arip (o) = (diam ) 77| f]| o )+g€1g(f)H9HL (o)
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while if ¥ is unbounded, we consider the space M'?(c) := M"P(c)/R. Observe that,
from the uniform convexity of LP (o) for p € (1,00), one easily deduces that the infimum
in the definition of the norm || - HMlm(E) and [ - [[pr1.0(x), in (2.5) and (2.6) respectively,
is attained and is unique. We denote by V , f the function g which attains the infimum
which we will call the least Hajtasz upper gradient of f.

2.3. Maximal operators and Carleson functionals. Set dq(-) := dist(-,Q°), B* =
B(z,60(z)), and e¢B® := B(z,cdo(z)), for ¢ € (0,4]. For f € LL (n) and z € €,
we denote

meps(If1)Y9 it 1 < q < oo,

mq,c(f)(x) = sup |f(y)| if ¢ = o0,
ye€ cB*
and
2.7) mﬁ,C(f)(x) = mOO,C(f —mepe f)(2).

We define the centered Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator for a function f € Llloc(a)
as

M(f)(z) = supmopen(fl), 2 €3
r>
while the non-centered Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator is defined to be

M(f)(x) == sup mo.(f))

where the supremum is taken over all balls B containing x € . The dyadic Hardy-
Littlewood maximal operator with respect to a dyadic lattice D, on X’ will be denoted

Mp, f(z):= sup mgq(|f]),

QeD,,Q3x

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

(2.8) Mf(Q) := sup mer(|f])

ReD,
QCR

to be a truncated version of Mp f(x).
From now on, we assume that 2 € AR(s) in R"™! and o = H*|sg.
For o > 0 and £ € 0f) we define the cone with vertex & and aperture o > 0 to be the set
Ya(§) ={z € Q: |z — & < (1 + a)dist(z,00)};

The non-tangential maximal operator of a measurable function f : 2 — R for a fixed
aperture o > 0 by

(2.9) Na(f)(€) = sup [f(z)],  £€09.

z€va(§)

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 Q € AR(s) and for s € (0,n], there holds [|No(f)llLr(o) Ra,p,s
INs(f)|lLr (o) for all ., B > 0 and p € (0,00).

For a fixed aperture o > 0, 8 € [0, 1) and a constant ¢ € (0, 3], we also define the sharp
non-tangential maximal opeartor applied to a measurable function f : 2 — R by

(2.10) ND (€)= sup da(a) Pmyc(f)(x), &€ 0.

z€va(§)

Setting ws(z) 1= dq(x)*~™ for x € 2, we define the Carleson functional of a function
F € L{ .(Q,ws(z) dz) by

(2.11) B (F)(€) := sup !

s F(z)|ws(x) dx, € 0.
r>0 758 /B({,T)OQ’ (@)l s () :

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

2.12) CENF)(€) := CLP) (Mmoo o(F)) (€), € € OQ.
For any ¢ € [1,00), the ¢g-Carleson functional of a function F € L . (Q, daj) is defined to
be
1
@13)  CE)F)E) = sup—— / Mg e (|F)) ws (@) do, € € 9.
” r>0 7T B(£,r)NQ

Lemma 2.4. IfQ € AR(s) for s € (0,n], 8 € [0,1), ¢ € [1,00), F € L (2, dz), and
0<cl<c2§%,then

(2.14) CO) o (F)(€) Seres € (F)(€),  forany € € OQ.

5,9,C2 5,4,C1

Proof. The case s = n and 8 = 0 was proved in [MPT22, Lemma 2.2], while the proof in
the other cases follow by a routine adaptation of the same arguments. O

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 N, /\/ﬁ(ﬁ) gg}),c, and CLS;,BC) on « and ¢, and write NV, ./\fﬁ(ﬁ),

«,c’
cé,’i}, and cﬁﬁ ). If s = n and/or 8 = 0, we will drop the dependence on s and/or 3 as well.

For p € (1, 00) we introduce the Banach spaces
(2.15) NP(Q) :={w : Q — R : wis measurable and N'(w) € LP(0)},
(2.16) CL o(Q) :={w € Li.(Q) : Cs(w) € LP(0)},
equipped with the respective norms
lewllnoy == IN @)y and [1Fllce @y = ICUF D] 1oo)-

For p = oo we define

(2.17) N>®(Q) :={w e C(Q) : gselia%/\/(w)(g) < oo}
(2.18) Crno () :i={w € C(Q) : gseua%cs(w)(&) < oo}
(2.19) N2 (Q) == {w € C(Q) : sup N (w)(§) < oo}

€€oQ
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and equip them with the respective norms
[w|xos () = sup N(w)(€) and [|[Fllox_(q) = sup Cs(|F)(€),
£€0Q ’ £€on
and the semi-norm

ey = sup Nc(w)(€) = supmy o(w)(z).
£€0 €N

We also define the space
(2.20) Naum(Q) = {u € C'(Q) : (u,60Vu) € N3°() x N*(Q)}
and equip it with the semi-norm

In Corollary A.9, we will show that (Nsum (£2), || - [|nym()) is sequentially complete.
We set

Ci2(Q) :={ue CHQ) : Vue C. ()}, forp e (1,00]

and equip it with the semi-norm ||| 1., @ = IVuller -

If G : Q — R is a measurable function in €2, we define the area functional of G, for a
fixed aperture o > 0 as

(2.21) ADG(g) = / 1G(x)|6q ()" dx, €€ 9.
a(§)
The following lemma is proved in the Appendix.

Lemma 2.5. Let Q) € AR(s) for s € (0,n], u € L (Q,ws), p € [1,00), and o > 1. Then

loc

there exists C' > 1 such that for any § € 9 and r € (0,2 diam(052)), it holds that

(2.22) 1A (Wl e ) Lo (o5 S TPNEP (W00l Lo (o0, 8(6.0))-
If B =0, it also holds

(2.23) 1A ()| Lo (o) S 1G5 (w)]| Lo (o) -

Moreover for = 0and 1 < p < oo we have

(2.24) 1) | Lo (o) S 1A ()| oo -

We also introduce the modified non-tangential maximal operator /\706,077“ for a given aper-
ture o > 0, a parameter ¢ € (0,1/2] and r > 1: for any u € L] () it is defined as

loc

1/r
Nacru(€) := sup (][ |u(y)|7’dy> , £e€00.
€3] B(z,cdq(z))

TEYa
The LP-norms of these non-tangential maximal functions with different aperture « or aver-
aging parameter c are comparable (see [MPT22, Lemma 2.1]), and for ease the notation we

will just write NV, = Na,w when we do not need to specify neither « nor c.
For any ¢ > 1 and p > 1, we define the Banach spaces

Cs.qp(Q) :={H € LL (Q) : Cs o(H) € LP(0)},

loc
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with norm || H||c, ,,, = [ICs.¢(H)l|r(s), and for 7 € [1,00], p > 1 let
Nip() = {u € Lioo(Q) : Ny (u) € LP (o)},

(where we identify Voo = A) with norm ullx, ) = H./\~fr(u)HLp(J). By (the proof
of) [MPT22, Proposition 2.4], it holds that if either €2 is bounded or 92 is unbounded,
Ny p(2) = (Cs ¢ (2))*. When s = n we drop the subscript s from C g .

If Q € AR(s), we define the fent spaces

(2.25) 25(Q) = {f € Lpo(Q) : €u(f? 05") € L=(0)}
and
(2.26) TV(Q) = {g € L2,.(Q) : (A(g2351))"* € LP(0)}, for p € (0,0),

and we equip them with the respective norms

1fll7eg ) = 165 (% 65, ]/2HLK40 and Hgﬂzg(g)::\\(¢4(925§l)

When s = n, we drop the subscript s from 75 and just write 75°. It is not hard to see that
L%(Q) is a dense subspace of T4 (€2) for any p € [1,00).

The tent spaces were first introduced and studied in [CMS85] in the upper-half space

Rﬁ“ and was extended to AR(n) domains in [MPT13]%. An important result in this theory
is the duality between tent spaces. Namely, if 2 € AR(n), the pairing

o) = [ a3

realizes 75°(€2) as the Banach dual of T} (2). Moreover, for p € (1, oc), the same pairing

realizes 7% /(Q) as the Banach dual of 7%(f2), 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 O € AR(s) for s € (0, n], then the

pairing
dx
f g / f )n—i—l s
realizes T.5(€2) as the Banach dual of Ty (). Analogously, for p € (1,00), the same
pairing realizes T% () as the Banach dual of T9(Q), where 1/p + 1/p' = 1.

1/2
HLP(J)

2.4. L? and uniform c-approximation. If ¢ > 0, we say that a function w is uniformly
e-approximable, if there exist a constant C. > 0 and a function ¢ = ¢° € C'*°(Q2) such that

(2.27) sup [w(z) — ¢(x)| + sup do(z)|V(w —p)(z)| S e
=19) ze
and
(2.28) sup Cs (V) (§) Se 2,
£€on

where dq(-) = dist(x-, 2¢) and the implicit constants are independent of e.

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 Q € AR(s), then, for fixed p € (1, 00), we say that a function w is e-approximable in
LP(o,) if there exists a function ¢ = ¢° € C°°(Q2) such that

(2.29) [NV (w = @)l r(oy) + NV (w = o) zr (o) Sp € INW r (o)
and
(2.30) 1Cs.e(VO) Lo (o) Sp € 2 INW 1o (o,)-

2.5. Elliptic systems and Boundary value problems. In this section we consider domains
Q2 € AR(n ), n > 1. Let L be an elliptic operator acting on column vector-fields u =

(ul,...,u™7T, where u® : Q — Cfor B =1,2,...,m, defined as follows:
n+1 m  n+l

(2.31) Lu() = = Y 0(Ai(@)0u(@) == > Y 0i(ai (z) 0ju’(2)),
i,j=1 a,B=114,j=1

where 0; = a ,1 <4 <n+1and A;; are m x m matrix-valued functions on R™*! with

entries a%ﬁ : Q — C, a, p € {1,...,m} for which there exists A € (0, 1] such that

m  n+l
(2.32) Z Z |a () < A72, forae .z € Q and
a,f=11,5=1
m  n+l m n+1
(2.33) Re D D al(@)elE = ADD [) foraezeq.
a,f=11,j=1 a=1i=1

For m = 1 and a;; : 2 — R, (2.33) amounts to the standard accretivity condition
n+1
(2.34) MNP <Y ag(2)&é;, foraex e, £eR™
1,j=1
Notice that the a-th component of the column vector Lu coincides with
m n+1
(2.35) (Lu)*(z) === > i(aff () 0;u’ (x))
B=14,j=1
We also define its adjoint operator of L by

m n+l .
=3 N oi(al (@) 6P (),
a,f=114,5=1

ie., L* = —div A*V, where A* = (4;;)T or equivalently (a%ﬂ) ]BZO‘

We assume that H : Q — C™ is given by H = (H',...,H™)and E : Q — C™(*1) is

given by = := (21,...,5™), where 2 : Q — C"*! and 2 = (EY,... . Enyq) fora =
1,...m. We are interested in solutions of the inhomogeneous equation Lu = —divE + H

in €2 in the sense

; 25 (x) + ZHO‘(x), for x € Q.

Ti Mi
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For H € L*

loc
VV&)C2 (©; C™) solves Lw = H — div E in the weak sense, or that w is a weak solution to
the equation Lw = H — div &, if for any & € C2°(£2; C™), we have that

(Q;C™) and E € L2 (Q;C™"+1), we say that the vector field w €

loc

m n+l m n+1 m
(2.36) > / aif (z)0;w” aiq>azzz/agaiq>a+2/ H*®e,
a,f=14,j=1" a=1i=1"% a=1"7%

We say that the variational Poisson-Dirichlet problem for L is solvable in 2 if for every
H € L*(Q;C™) and B € L*(; C™"+1) there exists u € VV&JE(Q7 C™) such that

Lu=—divAVu=—divE+ H weakly in (2

Ly
2.37) (PDL) = {u e vi2(@).

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

lully sy < NE Nz @uem) + 12l z2aimonsn)

We say that the variational Dirichlet problem for L is solvable in €2 if, for every ¢ €
Lip(0Q;C™) and ® € WhH2(Q;C™) N Lip(}; C™) satisfying ®|sq = ¢, there exists
w € W1H2(Q; C™) such that

Lw = —divAVw =0 weakly in 2
(DY) =

2.38
(2.38) w—® e Yol’z(Q). on 9f).

If u is the solution of (2.37) for & = —AV® € L*(Q; C™" D)) and H = 0, then, it is
easy to see that w = u + ® is the solution of (2.38).

Since the set of compactly supported Lipschitz functions on 052, is dense in the set
of compactly supported continuous functions on 92, we can extend the definition of the
Dirichlet problem to C,(9€2). Namely, for any ¢ € C,(992;C™) and ® € WH2(Q;C™) N
C(Q; C™) satisfying @[50 = ¢, there exists w € W12(Q; C™) satisfying (2.38).

We set

Yi(o) = L%(0) if g € (1,00)
BMO(o) if ¢ = o0,
Definition 2.6. For any ¢ € (1,00), we say that the Dirichlet problem with L7 boundary

data is solvable for L in €2 (write (Dg ) is solvable in €2), if there exists C' > 0 so that for
each g € Lip,(09), the solution u of (2.38) for L with boundary data g satisfies the estimate
(2.39) N2+ (W) La(oy < CllgllLago)s

where 2% := 2(:;11). Similarly, we will say that (]ND{; ) is solvable for L in €2 if there exists

C' > 0 so that for each g € Lip.(09), the solution u of (2.38) for L with boundary data g
satisfies the estimate

(2.40) 16 Vullrg) < Cllgllyao)-
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Definition 2.7. For any p € (0,00), we say that the (homogeneous) Dirichlet regularity
problem (or just regularity problem) with boundary data in M (o) is solvable for L in Q
(write (sz) is solvable in ), if there exists C' > 0 so that for each f € Lip.(0f2), the
solution w of (2.38) with boundary data f satisfies the estimate

(2.41) IN2 (VU)o o) < ClLf ooy

Following [MPT22], we introduce the Poisson-regularity problem with data in C, ,(£2).

Definition 2.8. For any p € (1,00), we say that the Poisson-Dirichlet problem (PDI% )
is solvable in  if there exists C' > 0 so that for each H € LX(Q;C™) and E €
L (Q; C™+1)  the solution v of the problem (2.37) satisfies the estimate

(2.42) N2 ()| o (o) < C (IC2. (S H) | 1 o) + 1C2(B) | 0 0)) -

~ L
Similarly, for p € (1, 00[, we say that the Poisson-Dirichlet problem (PD,,) for H = 0 is
solvable in Q if there exists C' > 0 so that for each & € L3°(€; C™("+1), the solution v of
the problem (2.37) for H = 0 satisfies the estimate

(2.43) 16aVullzp @) < ClIC2(E)|Lr(a0)-

Definition 2.9. For any p € (1,00), we say that the Poisson-regularity problem (PRI%
is solvable in  if there exists C' > 0 so that for each H € LX(Q;C™) and E €

L (Q; C™+1)  the solution v of the problem (2.37) satisfies the estimate

(2.44) IN2(VO) | 1o (o) < C (IC2, (H) | 1o (o) + IC2(1E1/62) | 11 (0)) -

—~ I,
Similarly, for p € [1,00), we say that the Poisson-regularity problem (PR, ) for H = 0 is
solvable in € if there exists C' > 0 so that for each = € LE(Q; Cm("+1)), the solution v of
the problem (2.37) for H = 0 satisfies the estimate

(2.45) IN2(V0)| ooy < C 1]l 72 (-

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 2 C R+ satisfies the c-corkscrew condition for
c € (0,1/2), if for every ball B(,r) with { € 0Q and 0 < r < diam(f2), there exists a
point z € QN B(&, r) such that B(z,cr) C QN B(E, ).

Definition 2.11. Given two points z, 2’ € 2, and a pair of numbers M, N > 1, an (M, N)-
Harnack Chain connecting x to a’, is a chain of open balls By,...,By C Q, with z €
Bi, o' € By, B N Bry1 # 0 and M~! diam(By,) < dist(By,9Q) < M diam(By,). We
say that € satisfies the Harnack Chain condition if there is a uniform constant M such that
for any two points z, 2’ € (2, there is an (M, N)-Harnack Chain connecting them, with N
depending only on M and the ratio |z — 2’|/ (min (do(x), 5o (z'))).
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It is not hard to see that if £ C R™"! is s-Ahlfors regular for s € (0,n], then R**\ F
satisfies the c-corkscrew condition for some ¢ € (0,1/2) depending only on the Ahlfors
regularity constants. In the case that s < n, R"*1\ E satisfies the Harnack chain condition
as well (see [DFM21, Lemma 2.2]).

Definition 2.12. A connected rectifiable curve 7 : [0, 4] — ©Q connecting £ € 9 and z €
(2, parametrized by the arc-length s € [0, ¢] and such that (0) = £ and y(¢) = =z, is called
A-good curve (or A-carrot path), for some A € (0, 1], if v\ {{} € Q and dq(y(s)) > As,
for every s € (0, /].

Definition 2.13. An open set Q@ C R"*! is said to satisfy the pointwise John condition,
if there exists a constant # € (0, 1) such that for o,,-a.e. { € 01, there exist ¢ € Q and
re > 0 such that ¢ € B(£,2r¢) and dq(x¢) > Or¢, and also there exists a 6-good curve
ve C QN B(&,2r¢) connecting the points & and z¢ such that £(¢) < 07 1re. We will write
that £ € JC() if the pointwise John condition holds for the point £ with constant 6 € (0, 1).

Remark 2.14. Any domain €2 € 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 Q C R"*! is said to satisfy the local John condition if there
is # € (0, 1) such that the following holds: For all z € 9Q and r € (0, 2 diam(£2)) there is
y € B(z,r) N Q such that B(y, 0r) C  with the property that for all z € B(z,r) N I
one can find a rectifiable path «, : [0, 1] — Q with length at most 6! |x — 3| such that

7:(0) = z, v:(1) =y, dist(7y.(t),00) > 0|v.(t) — z| forallt € [0,1].

If @ € 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 Q2 be a corkscrew domain, F' : Q@ — R, and f : 002 — R. We say
that F' converges non-tangentially to f at £ € 0 (write ' — f n.t. at £) if there exists
a > 0 such that for every sequence =y € v4(&) for which z;, — £ as k — oo, it holds that
F(z) — f(§) as k — oco. We will also write

nt-lim F(x) = f(£).
r—¢
We will say that F' — f quasi-non-tangentially at £ € 9S) (write F' — f q.n.t. at §) if there
exist r¢ > 0, a corkscrew point ¢ € QN B(E, 2r¢), and a -good curve v¢ € B(E, 2r¢)
connecting { and x¢, such that for any x;, € ¢ converging to § as k — oo, it holds that
limg o0 F(zg) = f(£). We will also write

qnt-lim F(z) = f(§).

z—E
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2.7. Dyadic lattices. Given an s-Ahlfors-regular measure x in R™*!, we consider the
dyadic lattice of “cubes” built by David and Semmes in [DS93, Chapter 3 of Part I]. The
properties satisfied by D,, are the following. Assume first, for simplicity, that diam(supp ) =
00). Then for each j € Z there exists a family D,, ; of Borel subsets of supp y (the dyadic
cubes of the j-th generation) such that:

(a) each D, ; is a partition of supp p, i.e. suppp = UQE’DM Qand QNQ = o
whenever Q,Q" € D, ; and Q # Q';

(b) if @ € Dy jand Q' € D, with k < j, then either Q C Q" or QN Q' = @;

(c) forall j € Zand Q € D, ;, we have 277 < diam(Q) < 277 and pu(Q) ~ 277%;

(d) there exists C' > 0 such that, forall j € Z, Q € D, j,and 0 < 7 < 1,

p({z € Q :dist(z,supp pu \ Q) < 7277})
+ ,u({:n €suppp \ Q : dist(z,Q) < 72_j}) < orl/Cois,

This property is usually called the small boundaries condition. From (2.46), it
follows that there is a point zg € @ (the center of Q) such that dist(z¢q,supp p \
Q) = 277 (see [DS93, Lemma 3.5 of Part I]).

We set

(2.46)

Dy = | Dy
JEZ
In case that diam(suppp) < oo, the families D, ; are only defined for j > jo, with
2770 ~ diam(supp u), and the same properties above hold for D,, := J i>jo Pini-
Given a cube Q € D, ;, we say that its side-length is 277, and we denote it by £(Q).
Notice that diam(Q) < ¢(Q). We also denote

(2.47) B(Q) := B(zq,c1l(Q)),  Bg = B(xq,{(Q)),

where ¢; > 0 is some fix constant so that B(Q) Nsupp u C @, for all Q € D,,. Clearly, we
have Q C Bg. For A > 1, we write

AQ = {z €suppp: dist(z,Q) < (A —1)4(Q)}.
The side-length of a “true cube” P C R™*! is also denoted by £(P). On the other hand,

given a ball B C R™ "L, its radius is denoted by r(B). For A > 0, the ball AB is the ball
concentric with B with radius A7 (B).

2.8. The Whitney decomposition. Recall that a domain is a connected open set. In the
whole paper, Q will be an open set in R"*!, with n > 1. We will denote the n-Hausdorff
measure on Jf2 by o.

We consider the following Whitney decomposition of {2 (assuming §2 # R™*1): we have
a family W(Q) of dyadic cubes in R"*! with disjoint interiors such that

U r=2
PEW(Q)
and moreover there are some constants A > 20 and Dy > 1 such the following holds for
every P € W(Q):
(i) 10P C
(i) AP N O # @,
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(iii) there are at most Dy cubes P’ € W(Q) such that 10P N 10P" # &. Further, for
such cubes P, we have $¢(P') < ((P) < 2¢(P').
From the properties (i) and (ii) it is clear that dist(P, 9€2) ~ ¢(P) and so there exists A’ > 20
such that

(2.48) dist(z,0Q) < A'4(P), forevery x € P.

We assume that the Whitney cubes are small enough so that
1
(2.49) diam(P) < 20 dist(P, 09).

The arguments to construct a Whitney decomposition satisfying the properties above are
standard and can be found for example in [ST70].

Suppose that 0f2 is s-Ahlfors-regular and consider the dyadic lattice D, defined above.
Then, for each Whitney P € W () there is some cube () € D, such that

(2.50) 0Q)=((P) and dist(P,Q) ~ £(Q),

with the implicit constant depending on the parameters of D, and on the Whitney decom-
position. For every P € W() there is a uniformly bounded number of cubes @) € D,
depending on n and the s-Ahlfors regularity of 02 that satisfy (2.50). To each P € W(Q)
we associate precisely on such cube @) € D, and denote it by Q = b(P). We say that @ is
the boundary cube of P.

Conversely, given Q) € D,, we let

(2.51) w(Q) = U P.

PEW(Q):Q=b(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 cube @ € 052,
there exist a uniformly bounded number of Whitney cubes P € W(£2) 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 () by

(2.52) a(Q) = U 1.1P.

PEW(9):Q=b(P)

Remark 2.17. If x € P € W(), then there exists a constant C,, > 1 depending only
on n, the constants of the Whitney decomposition, and the s-Alhlfors regularity, so that for
every P’ € W(Q) that has the property x € 1.1P”, it holds that

b(P/) - B(l’b(p),CwE(P)) =: Bp.

3. REGULARIZED DYADIC EXTENSION OF FUNCTIONS ON THE BOUNDARY

Let Q ¢ R*™ n > 1, be an open set and let WW(€2) be the collection of Whitney cubes
in which 2 is decomposed as in Subsection 2.8. Let {pp} Pew() be a partition of unity



22 MIHALIS MOURGOGLOU AND THANASIS ZACHAROPOULOS

subordinate to the open cover {1.1P} pcyy (@) such that

1
op € C(R"), [Vl S gy suppy C LIP, and > pp(r) =1g(x),2 € Q.
PEW(Q)

For f € L (o), we define the regularized dyadic extension of f in 2 by

loc
> Moy fep(x) ifze
3.1 vi(z) = < Pew()
f(zx) if z € 0.

where, in the case that {2 is an unbounded domain with compact boundary, we set b(P) =
00 for every P € W(Q) with £(P) > diam(9%2).

The fact that vy is indeed an extension of f in {2 (in the non-tangential sense) is proved
in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let Q € AR(s) for s € (0,n] and f € LL (05). There exists o > 0 such that
nt—lign vi(z) = f(§), for o-ae. £ €09,
r—r

for some cone vy, where o« > 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 m,,. (e (If — f(€)]) = 0,for o-ae. & € 0N
r—0 ’ ’

Fix € > 0 and £ € 0N be a point such that (3.2) holds. Let 0 < &’ < ¢ to be picked later.
Then there exists 6 = d(¢’, &) > 0 such that m, p(e . (|f — f(§)]) < € for every 7 < 6.
Let now 0 < ¢ < ¢ be a small constant which will be chosen momentarily. For fixed
x € 74(§) N B(&,¢"), we have that

op(@) = FEOI < D Imonp)f = FE) ep(2).

PeEW(Q)

Let Py € W(RQ) be a fixed cube so that x € Fy. Then the only cubes P € W() that
contribute to the sum are the ones that x € 1.1P and, by Remark 2.17, b(P) C Bp, =
B(zp,, Cwl(Py)). By the properties of Whitney cubes, there exists a constant C}, > C,,
such that Bp C B(&,C), ¢(P)). Therefore, choosing &' > 0 sufficiently small so that
B(&,Cl,0(P)) C B(£,0/2), we get that for any such P,

mopp)f — FO] S monp, (If — FOI) S €,

which, in turn, by the bounded overlaps of the Whitney cubes, infers that there exists a
constant C' > 1 such that

lup(z) — f(§)l < C€,

concluding the proof of the lemma once we choose ¢ = C¢’. (]
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Lemma 3.2. Let Q € AR(s) for s € (0,n]. Assume that f € Ll (o) and vy is the
extension defined in (3.1). For any P € W(S2), we have that

(3.3) sup [Vos(2)| S UP) ™ mo,p, (If])-
xeP

If, additionally, f € Ag(0Q) for B € [0,1), then it holds that

(3.4) sup Vo (2)] < 6(P)" | flla, 00,

zeP
while, if f € MY“P(c), we get that

(3.5 [Vug(@)| S moBp (VEpS),
where NV i, f is the least Hajtasz upper gradient of f. Moreover, for any € 052,

(3.6) Na(vp)(§) Sa MF(E),
Proof. Fix x € P € W(). For the proof of the estimate (3.3), just note that

Vor@) S Y mapen () UP) ™ Sy mesp(1£]) 6(P) 7,
Pew(Q)
z€l.1P’

where we used that /(P) ~ ((P'). If, in addition, f € Ag(9), then, using the fact that
v( > Pew() op(z)) =0, we get

|Vug(z)| = ‘ Z (Mappyf — Mapp) f)Vep ()

Pew(Q)

SUP)YE DT Imepeyf — ey S
P'ew(Q)
z€l.1P’

SUPYTH D7 mapen(1f = masp f1) S 1 las0)0(P)" "
Pew(Q)
z€l.1P’

This obviously implies estimate (3.4). B
Now, in order to prove (3.5), let f € M'P(c) and = € P. Then we have

1
Vor@) =] D mepenfVer(@)| S D mmmb(zw)f — Mg pp) f]
PrEW() Pew(Q)
r€l.1P’
< s ][ YV f () + Vi f () do() do(y)
P’GW b(P") Jb(P)
zel. 1P’
S Y Mopeny(Vapf) + mopp)(Vipf)) Spo mesp(Vipf),
Pew(Q)
r€l.1P’

where Bp was defined in Remark 2.17.
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Finally, fox fixed £ € 09, if x € 7,(§), we have

op@l < D mepr)(IF)op(@) S mosn(If1) S mose.cnury (If]) < MFE),
Pew()
z€1.1P’
for some constant C}, > C', depending on « and the Whitney constants. This readily proves
(3.6) by taking supremum over all x € v,(). O

Lemma 3.3. If f € Ag(0N) for B € [0, 1), then it holds that

3.7 sup M7 (v7)(€) £ [1fllas00)-

€€
Proof. Fix £ € 09 and take = € 7,(&) with z € Py, for some Py € W(). It is enough to
bound the difference

sup ][ lup(y) —vr(z)] dz.
YEB(z,cd0()) J B(w,cda(z))

To this end, fix a point 2 € B(z,cdq(z)), with 2 € P, € W(Q) and a point y €
B(z,cdq(r)) with y € P, € W(Q). Since ¢ > 0 is small enough, the Whitney cubes
Py, P, and Py 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
U(Py) = L(Py) =~ {(Py) = dq(x). Thus, there exist a large enough constant Ay > 1, such
that for any P € W(Q) with 1.1P N (P U P2) # (), we have that

Bb(p) C By := B(ﬂjb(po),Agf(Po)).

It holds that
> (pp(2) = op(y)) Mo p, f =0,
Pew(Q)
PNB(z,céq(z))#0
and so
lup(y) —vp(2)| < > lop(y) — er(2)llmopp) f — Mo B, f|
PeW(Q)
PNB(z,céq(z))#0
S Z IVeplLely — ZHma,b(P)f — Mg.By f]

PEW(Q)
PNB(z,céq(z))#0

S E Mo () (|f = Moo 1) S N1fllaz00)L(P0),
PEW(Q)
PNB(z,céq(z))#0

since there are uniformly bounded many Whitney cubes PN B(z, cdq(z)) # (. This readily
implies (3.7). O

Lemma 3.4. Let Q € AR(s) for s € (0,n]. If f € Ag(0R) for B € (0,1), then
(3:8) sup Ci7 (Vo) (€) < [1fllasc00)-
£€on
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Proof. By (3.4), it is easy to see that for every £ € 92 and r > 0, it holds that

/B TS S o Y PP

PEW(Q)
PNB(&,r)#0
Slflasee) D, L) Po(b(P))
PeW(Q)
PNB(E,r)#0
S llago0) Y2757 > o(Q) S I llagoe r’r*,
k=0 QEDy o
QCB(§,Mor)
which implies (3.8). O

If the boundary function is in Lipg(0€2) for 3 € (0,1], then we can show that vy is

Lipg(€2) by arguments similar to the ones in [MT22, Lemma 4.2].

Lemma 3.5. If f € Lipg(982) for 8 € (0,1] and vy is the regularized dyadic extension
defined in (3.1), then it holds that vy € Lipg(Q) with Lipg(vy) < Lipg(f).

Proof. We start by proving that vy € Lipg(€2). Fix z,y € Q and let P, P, € W(Q) such
that z € P; and y € P,. We split into cases.

Case 1: Suppose that 2P; N 2P, # (). In this case let Py € W(Q) be the smallest cube
such that it holds

2By(py C 2By(py), forevery P € W(Q), with1.1P N (P U Py) # (.
Then, by the properties of Whitney cubes, we get that {(P)) =~ ((P,) ~ ((Fp). As
vp(@) —vp(y) = Y moypyf (p(x) — 0p(y))
PEW(Q)

and
Z (pp(z) —pr(Y)) Mo ppy).f =0,
Pew(Q)
we can write

vr(r) —vp(y)
= Z manp)f (Pp(T) —0p(Yy)) — Z M) f (0P () — 0P (Y))

PEW(Q) PEW(Q)
= Y (ep@) —op®) (Mopp)f — Mop(ry)f)
PEW(Q)

and thus we get
() — vl < Y ler(@) = op@)] [Mose)f = mepry f]-
PeEW(Q)

Observe now that

lop(x) —wp(y)| < |Vep|lz —y| < UP) Nz -y
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while, for fixed w € 2By, p,), we can estimate

Mg Py f = Mgy f| < Moy (1£(2) = FW)]) + Mo ppy) (1 (2) = F(w)])
< Lips(f) ((Po)”.

To deal with the sum, we may assume that the cubes P appearing in the sum are such
that either 1.1P N P, # @ or 1.1P N P, # &, since otherwise the associated summand
vanishes. We denote by I the family of such cubes. So the cubes from Iy are such that
Bypy C 2By(p,) and they satisty £(P) ~ {(F,). Combining this observation with the last
two estimates and the fact that |z — y| < ¢(FPp), we obtain

1 .
B9 @) —v OIS D gpyle —vips(f) (B)” Soo Livg(h) | — ol
PEW(Q)
Case 2: Suppose that 2P; N 2P, = (). In this case we have

vf(x) —vs(y Z mob er(x) —op(y))

Pew(2

= Z CPP(x)(ma,b(P)f—ma,b(Pl)f)+ Z oY) (Mo p(py)f — Mapp)f)

Pew () PeW(Q)
+ (Mo pp) f — Moppy)f) =: S14 S2 4 Ss.

If we use that £(F;) < |z — y| and the fact that |m,,p) f — My pp,) f| S Lipg(f) (PP,
for ¢ = 1,2, we can show that

[S1] + 18| < Lipg(f) |2 — y|”.
It remains to bound Ss. If wy € b(P;) and we € b(Ps),
S| < |mgppy)f — flwi)| + | fwr) = f(w2)| + | f(w) = Mg ppy) f1-
Since f € Lipg(992),
|f(w1) = f(ws)| < Lipg(f) [wr — wa|” < Lipg(f) (lwr — |’ + |z — y|” + [y — wa|”)
< Lipg(f) (6P + |z =y + (P2)°) < Lipg(f) = — yI”,
while, for i = 1,2, once again using that f € Lipg(02), itis easy to see that
Mo (f = Fwi))] < moyp,(1f = fwi)]) < Lipg(f) €(P)” < Lipg(£) |z — yI”.
implying that |S3| < Lips(f)|z — y|°. If we combine the above estimates, we get
o(@) = vs () < [S1]+[S2] + |S3] S Lipg(f) |« —yl”,

in the case 2 as well and thus for all z,y € € with  # y. This readily implies that

vy € Lipg(2) with Lipg(vy) < Lipg(f).
It remains to prove that

(3.10) lvp(z) —vp(y)| < Lipg(f) |z — y|?, forany 2 € 9Q and y € Q.
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To this end, we fix such = and y and estimate

Ivf(sv)—vf(y)l=|f(w)—vf(y)|=‘f(w)— Y mepr)fery)

PEW(Q)
< Z epW)|f(@) —mopp) f| < Z erW)|f () — mgpp) Sl
Pew(Q) PeW(Q):
1.1P>y

As f € Lipg(09), for every P € W(2) such that y € 1.1P, we have that

|f(x) = mgp(p) f1 S Lipg(f) €(P)” = Lipg(f) da(y)” < Lipg(f) |z —yl”,

which implies (3.10) by the bounded overlaps of the Whitney cubes that contain y, conclud-
ing the proof of the lemma. U

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). O

4. A CORONA DECOMPOSITION FOR FUNCTIONS IN L? OR BMO
In this section we will assume that 2 € AR(s) for s € (0,n].

We say that a family of cubes F C D, satisfies a Carleson packing condition with
constant M > 0, and we write F € Car(M), if for any S € D,, it holds that

(4.1) > o(R) < Mo(9),

ReF:RCS

A family 7 C D, is a tree if it verifies the following properties:

(1) T has a maximal element (with respect to inclusion) (7)) which contains all the
other elements of 7 as subsets of R"1, The cube Q(7) is the “root” of 7 and we
will call it “top” cube.

(2) If Q, Q' belong to 7 and Q C @Q’, then any u-cube P € D, such that Q C P C Q'
also belongs to 7.

Foratree T, if R = Q(T) is a top cube, we will write 7 = Tree(R).

Definition 4.1. A corona decomposition of o is a partition of D, 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) D, =G UB;

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

Gg= U T;
TCG

(3) The collections of maximal cubes Q(7) of the trees T satisfies (4.1) for some
My > 0;
(4) The collection of cubes B satisfies (4.1) for some M7 > 0.
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We can also define a localized Corona decomposition in a cube Ry € D, if, in the
definition above, we replace D, by D, (Rp).

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

Mf(Q) = sup moprlfl, f € Lig(0).

ReD,
QCR

Given any R € D, and for fixed € > 0, we define the collection Stop(R) C D(R) con-
sisting of cubes S € D(R) which are maximal (thus disjoint) with respect to the condition

eMf(S) Jif f € Ll (0)
ellfllemo) »if f € BMO(o0).

We fix a cube Ry € D, and we define the family of the top cubes with respect to Ry as
follows: first we define the families Top,,(Rp) for £ > 0 inductively. We set

Topy(Ro) = {Ro}-
Assuming that Top,, (Rp) has been defined, we set

Topyy1(Ro) = |  Stop(R),
ReTopy,(Ro)

(42) |mo,Rf - mo,Sf| > {

and then we define
Top(Ro) = |_J Topy(Ro).
k>0
We also set
Tree(R) := {Q € D,(R) : 3 S € Stop(R) such that Q C S}.

and notice that
D,(Ro) = |J Tree(R),
ReTop(Ro)
and this union is disjoint. This is a localized Corona decomposition in Iy and notice that,
in this case, B = ().

In the rest of this section, we will devote all our efforts to proving that Top(R)) satisfies
a Carleson packing condition.

Proposition 4.2. For any Ry € D, the family of cubes Top(Rg) € Car(Ce~2) for some
C > 0 depending on the Ahlfors-regularity constants.

For the proof of proposition 4.2 we consider the cases f € BMO(c) and f € L], (o)
separately.

Proof of Proposition 4.2 when f € BMO(o). For any R € Top(Ry) it holds

imo.sf —morf| > el fllBMO(o)-
Define

fr@)= > Agflx)= > Y (megf—meof)lo ().

Qe Tree(R) QeTree(R) Q'ech(Q)
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Ifz € P € Stop(R), we have that fr(z) = my pf—me rf andso, | fr(7)] > ¢l fllBMO(0)-
This implies that

o S oP) < S / fr(@)? do(x)

PeStop(R) PeStop(R

:/ Ur \fR’ZdUS/’fR\ZdU-

PeStop(R)

By the above estimate and the orthogonality of Ag f,

3 > 0(P)<1 ! > &l

2
ReTop(Ro) PeStop(R € ”f”BMO RETop(RO)

RCS
S D DR DR vy

2
€ ”f”BMO ) ReTop(Ro) Q€Tree(R)

1 1

<1 > 12eflize
€ ”f”BMO ) QeDs(Ro)
1 1

- 2 H]-Ro(f - mU,ROf)H%Q(a) S €_2U(R0)
€ ”f”BMO

which proves (4.1) in the case that S € Top(RO). By the same argument as in the end of
the proof of Proposition 4.2 when f € LIOC( ), we obtain (4.1) forany S € D,(Ry). O

To prove the proposition for f € Llloc, we first need some auxiliary lemmas.

Lemmad4.3. Let f € L. (0) and Q € D,. Then it holds

7(Q) 1
(4.3) — = < 8/ —— = do(x)
MF@) ~ Jo (Mp, f())*
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. U

Let F C D, be any collection of dyadic cubes. Given any cube () € D,, define its
stopping parent Q* to be the minimal Q* € F such that Q C Q*. If no such Q* exists, we
set @Q* := Q. Define the stopped square function

/
(4.4) §71(@) = (X Imoaf —meg-1P1o@)

QeF
In the special case F = Top(Rp), we will simply write S f.

Lemma4.4. Ifw € A (o) and 1 < p < oo, then
ISFf e @05w) S 1M f |l L (00250)
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 o. O
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We will now proceed to the proof of Proposition 4.2 for f € Llloc(a), which is based on
the one of [HR18, Theorem 1.2(3)].

Proof of Proposition 4.2 when f € Llloc(a). We first fix S € Top(Ry). As for any R €
Top(Ryp) it holds that

|mo,Rf - mo,R*f| > ng(R)
we have that

Mo rf — Mo r f|?
Z U(R) < Z €2Mf(R)2 U(R)

ReTop(Ro) ReTop(Ro)
RCS RCS
_ L fl2 2
< Z |mo.rf 2mo,R 1l MlR(x) 2d02/5f(295) Mda(w) .
ReTon(Ro) 3 s Mp, f(x) s € D, f(x)
RCS

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

_ 1-
(Mp, /)2 =1-((Mp, /)*) "
forye (0,1/2)andg =1+ % > 3. Since f € L{ (o) and 2 € (0, 1), using for example

loc

[CG8S5, Theorem 3.4, p.158] (whose proof works for doubling Borel measures), we get that
(Mp, f)* € Ai(0). As1 € A; and ¢ > 1 it follows from [CG85, Theorem 2.16, p.407]

1—
(whose proof also works for doubling Borel measures) that 1 - ((MDf )27) ! € Aqy(0).

Therefore, (Mp, f) 2 € Aq(0) C Axo(o). We now apply Lemma 4.4 with the collection
of cubes F := {R € Top(Rp) : R C S} to the function

. flz) —mesf ,ifzeS
fl@) = {0 ifazd S,

for the weight w := (Mp, )~ and p = 2, and obtain
/|S]j.f|2wdo*,§/|MDf|2wd0:L|Mpf|2wda§L|MDf|2wda.

Thus, since |S]f.f(:13)|2 = |Szf(x)* for all z € S, we infer that

/S|Sf|2wda,S/S|Sff|2wda—|—/s|MDf|2de§/|Sff|2wda—|—/s|/\/lpf|2wda

do

< 2 = 27—
< /5 Mpf?wdo /S MofP

proving (4.1) in the case that S € Top(Ry).
If S € D,(Ry) \ Top(Rp), we can find a maximal collection Fy of cubes S € Top(Rp)

(),

such that _
s=1 5
SeFo
Then, -
Yo o®=> > B> oS =09
ReTop(Ro) SeFo ReTop(S): SeFo

RCS RCS
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and the proof is now complete. O

Remark 4.5. If supp o is bounded, we can pick Ry = suppo. In the case that supp o is
not bounded we apply a technique described in p. 38 of [DS91]: we consider a family of
cubes {R;}je; C D, which are pairwise disjoint, whose union is all of supp o, and which
have the property that for each £ there at most C' cubes from D, . not contained in any cube
R;. For each R; we construct a family Top(R;) analogous to Top(Ry). Then we set

Top := U Top(R;)
jeJ
and
B :={S C D, : there does not exist j € J such that.S C R; € 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 {R;} and additional details.

5. LP AND UNIFORM £-APPROXIMABILITY OF THE REGULARIZED DYADIC EXTENSION

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

1
1 diam 1 < diam ()9 < Adiam Q4

and
dist(Q1, Q2) < A(diam Q1 + diam Q5).
The following lemma was proved in [DS93, p. 60].

Lemma 5.1. If we have a Corona decomposition such that Top € Car(My) for some
Moy > 0, then, the collection of cubes

Ao :={Q € D, :Q € Tree(R) for R € Top and
3Q" € Tree(R') for some R’ # R € Top, such that Q' A-close to Q}
is in Car(My) for some M > 0 depending on M, A, and the Ahlfors-regularity constants.

Lemma 5.2 (Lemma 1.3.27, p. 59 in [DS93] ). If F C D, is in Car(Mj) for some My > 0,
then the family

Fa:={Q € D, : Q is A-close to some Q' € F}
is in Car(My) for some My > 0 depending on M, A, and the Ahlfors-regularity constants.

Let us define the family of Whitney cubes
Po :={P € W(Q) : there exists P’ € W({Q) such that 1.2P N 1.2P" # () and there exist
R, R’ € Topwith R # R'such thatb(P) € Tree(R)and b(P’) € Tree(R')}.

Then, by the properties of Whitney cubes, for every P € Py, the cubes P’ € W(2) such
that b(P’) is not in the same tree as b(P) have the following properties:

o ((b(P))/2 < £(b(P)) < 26(b(P))
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e dist(b(P),b(P")) < C1L(b(P)).
If, for fixed R € Top, we define
OTree(R) := {Q € Tree(R) : there exists P € Py such thatb(P) = Q}

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

U dTree(R) C Ay,

ReTop

and, by Lemma 5.1, | g0, 9Tree(R) € Car(My). If F is a family of “true” dyadic cubes
in R"*1, we also define

N (F) :={P € W(Q) : there exists P’ € Fsuch that 1.2P N 1.2P" # (}.
So, for F = Py, we set
OTree*(R) :={Q € Dy : 3P € N(Py) such that Q = b(P) € Tree(R)}.

It is easy to see that

U JTree*(R) C( U (‘)Tree(R))A

ReTop ReTop

and, by Lemma 5.2, J € Car(Ms) for some My > 0. Finally, recall that B is a collection
of bad cubes satisfying a Carleson packing condition (4.1) and define

By :={P e W(Q) :b(P) € B}.

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

G.D w@) = > myps)fes(a)

S€eBoy
- Z [ Z merf p(T) + Z Mg p(P) S SDP(!E)]a
ReTop  PeW(Q)\Po PePo
b(P)€Tree(R) b(P)€Tree(R)

using the Corona decomposition constructed in Section 4. Note that when §2 is bounded,
Top = Top(9N) and B = (), while if 9 is unbounded, Top and B are the families con-
structed in Remark 4.5. Finally, when 2 is an unbounded domain with compact boundary
011, we modify the definition of the approximating function as follows.

(.2)  u(z) = > me.o0f op(t)

Pew(Q):£(P)>diam(9)

+ Z{ > merfer@ + Y. mg,b(mfsop(w)]-

ReTop  PeW(Q)\Po PcPy
b(P)ETree(R) b(P)ETree(R)
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Theorem 5.3. Let f € L] (o) and € > 0. There exists g > 1 such that for any o > oy
and any & € 09),

(5.3)
Na(u=vp)(€) + N <agv<u —up))(€) S eMf(©),
(5.4) Na(8aVu) (&) S MF(E) + MMF)(E),
(5.5) Co(Vu) () Se MIMF)(E) + MMMS))(E),
(5.6) Cs(0a [Vul?)(€) Se M((MF)?)(E) + MM((MF))(E).

Here c. is a positive constant depending on € and o depend only on n and the Ahlfors
regularity, the corkscrew condition, and the Whitney constants.
Let f € BMO(0) and € > 0. Then, for any x € €, it holds that

6.7 u(z) — vy (@) + da(@)[V (v —vp)(@)] < el fllB7MO@)
(5.8) da(2)[Vu(@)| < IfllBmo();

and for any & € 01},

(5.9) Co(Vu)(€) + [Cs(a [Vu2)(©)] " Se [0,

where the implicit constants depend only on n and the Ahlfors regularity, the corkscrew
condition, and the Whitney constants.
Moreover, if f € Lip,(0N2), then u € Lipy,. () and for any = € €,

(5.10) do(2)|Vu(z)| < Lip(f) diam(supp f).

Proof. We will only deal with the case that both €2 and OS2 are unbounded as the other
cases can be treated in a similar but easier way. We remark first that if we choose «y
large enough, depending on n, the constants of the corkscrew condition and the Whitney
decomposition, the cone is always non-empty and for every ) € D, such that £ € @, there
exists P € W(Q) such that b(P) = Q and P C 74, (&).

For fixed £ € 00 we let © € (&) for a > ap. There exists Py € W (1) such that
x € P, and we either have that Py € B or that there is a unique Ry € Top such that
b(Py) € Tree(Ry). If either Py € Py and there does not exist any P € N (Py) \ Pp such
that x € 1.1P, or Py € By, it is easy to see that u(x) — vs(x) = 0, while, if Py € Py and
there exists some P € N'(Pg) \ P such that = € 1.1P, then

u(z) —vp(z) = ) (Mo,Ro f — Moy f) o ().
PeN(Po)\Po
b(P)€eTree(Ro)

The same is true if Py € N (Py) \ P and there is P € Py such that z € 1.1P. In any other
case, we have that

(5.11) u(z) —vp(x) = E (MoRe f — Mo pp)f) pr(T).
Pew(Q)
b(P)€eTree(Ro)
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Therefore, since b(P) € Tree(Ry), by (4.2),

u(z) —vp(@) <& Y MfOB(P))ep(x).
PEW(Q)
b(P)€eTree(Ro)

For any P € W(Q) such that z € 1.1P N v,(&), since |x — &| = dq(z) ~ ((P), it
holds that P C B(&, M¢(P)). The same is true for any S € D, such that b(P) C S, i.e.,
S C B(&, M'U(S)), for a possibly larger constant M’ > 0 depending also on the Ahlfors
regularity constants. Thus,

(5.12) lu(x) — Uf(x)\ Se sup Mo, B(g,M'0(S (’f’) Se SUP Mg, B(g,r) (1f1)-
SDb(P) >60(x)

which, by taking supremum over all z € (), implies (5.3). By the same arguments and
the fact the Vipop(z) < 4(P)~! = dq(x) ™!, we infer that

V(u—vp)(x) S eM(f)(€)da(z) ™

which implies
(5.13) Na(6V (u—vy))(§) < eM(f)(E)

In the case that f € BMO(0), in view of (5.11) and Vipp(x) < £(P)~! =~ do(x) !, we
have that

(5.14) [u(x) —vp(x)] + da|V(u —vp)(z)| < €l fllBMmoO-

We now turn our attention to the proof of (5.5) and (5.9). Letx € Py € W(2). Then,
once again, either there exists a unique Ry € Top such that b(Fy) € Tree(Rp), or there
exists By € By such that b(FPy) = By. For the sake of brevity, we denote

(5.15) B, :=c¢B”* = B(z,cdq(x)),

for a small enough constant ¢ > 0 to be chosen. Fix y € B, and if P € W() is such that
y € 1.1P, then z € 1.2P. Indeed, by (2.48), we always have that dist(z,1.1P) < |z —y| <
coq(z) < cAN U(Py), and if there exists P € W(Q) such that y € 1.1P and = ¢ 1.2P it
also holds that dist(z, 1.1P) > 0.1¢(P). Now, note that since 3¢(Py) < {(P) < 2¢(F),
we get that 3¢(Py) < ¢ A’ £(Py) and if we choose ¢ = 7 we reach a contradiction.

It is easy to see that Vu(y) = 0 if there does not exist any cube P € Py or P € By such
that y € 1.1P. Using that >, Vp(y) = 0, we have that

G516 Vu) = (Y D)oy f — mauey HVer®)

PeBy PeN (Po)

b(P)¢Tree(Ro)
+ Y (Mo f — Mop(re) f)Ver®)
PePy
b(P)€Tree(Ro)
+ Z (Mo, Re f — Mo pp) f)Vor(y).
PeN(Po)\Po

b(P)€eTree(Ro)
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Therefore, by Remark 2.17, arguing as in the proof of (5.12) and using (5.16), the fact that
((Py) =~ L(P) for any P € W(Q) such that 1.1P > y, and the Carleson packing of the
cubes in By, for fixed £ € 92 and r > 0, we can estimate

dx
sup |Vu(y)| —————
/B(§ "NQ yEBz| ( )|5Q(33)"_S

s(E+ > ) M, 5oy ot () s
PNB(£r) ((P)

PeBy ReTop PeN(P
b(P) iTree(R

dx
2 N
T e Z Z /POB(“ psup Mo, B(xy(p),p) (|f|) o(Pynti-s

ReTop PePy ) pZA(P)
b(P)€eTree(R)

dx
+e€ Z Z /P SUP Mg, B(zypy,p) GfDW

ReTop PeN (Po)\P, 7 PNBE) p2U(P)

b(P)ETree(R)
S(CX +X X ) elP) mosw cunry (IS
PeBy ReTop PeN(Po)
PNB(E,r)#0 PYETRs(R)

PNB(&,r)#0

Y > (P inf MFO)
ReTop  PEN(Po) CEB(zy(py,ML(P))
b(P)€eTree(R)
PNB(E,r)#0

< Y @ mepagcu@) )+ D (@) Mo plag,muq) (MS)
QEBLT Qeg
QCB(eC) QCBECT)

< / SUD M, 5(sg Cott) (F]) do(2) + / SUD M 5(mgy a16(0) (M) dor(2)
B(¢,Cr) Q3= B(¢,Cr) Q3=

,s/ /\/lfda+/ M(MF) do
B(,Cr) B(¢,Cr)

for M > 1 possible larger than C,, and where in the antepenultimate inequality we used
that if P N B(&,r) # 0, then b(P) C B(&, 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 [Tol4, Theorem 5.8, p. 144]) since the families
J = UReTop0*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(0), using (5.16), for £ € 9Q and r > 0,

/B(gr) sup [Vuly )| yn—s Se D ) /PmB [ flBMo (o) ws (@) d

;m)NQ YEBy ReTop PeN (P,
b(P’)ETree(R)
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( DRI >/POB(5,r) HfHBMO(o)%d:p

PecBy ReTop PeN(Po)

b(P)QfTroe(R)
S N fllemo(o) Z a(b(P)) < [IfllBmO(o) Z o(Q)
PeN (Po)UBy QeJUB
PNB(&,r)#0 QCB(§,Mr)

N HfHBMO(a) e,

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

dx
sup da(y)|Vu(y)]? ———— <. |If|I? e
/B(g,r)nﬂ yEBy Q( )| ( )| 5Q($)n—s € || HBMO( )

The two estimates above obviously imply (5.9). -
Let £ € 002 and x € 7,(§). There exists Py € W(2) such that + € Fy. Then using
(5.16) and the bounded overlaps of the Whitney cubes, it holds

Vu()] S U(Po) ™ (mo,pp, (If]) + ¢ SUD Mo Blaypy).p) y(LFD)
pZA(Po)

17 < -1 ) inf
(5.17) < da(2)” (me.pe,crup) (1) + CeB(fl,Icl"Z(Po))Mf(C))

< S (@)~ H(MF(E) + MMF)(E)).

By a similar but easier argument, we can show that

(5.18) V()| < || flpmo)da(z) "

Since sup,eq da(z)|Vu(z)| = supecon SUPzeq, (¢) 00 (z)[Vu(z)|, 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 € Lip,(0f2). Using (5.16) and the bounded
overlaps of the Whitney cubes, it holds that for any x € €2,

(5.19)  |Vu(z)| $ Lip(f) diam(supp /)U(P) "+ Y Mf(B(P)P)™.

PeN(Po)\Po
b(P)€eTree(Ro)
z€l.1P

Since f has compact support, if £, ¢ supp f, for every Q D b(P), we have that
meQ(f]) = meq(lf — f(&)]) < diam(supp f) Lip(f).

Taking supremum over all cubes Q D b(P) and using again the bounded overlaps of the
Whitney cubes, by (5.19) and the fact that dg(x) ~ £(P) for all P € W(Q) such that
z € 1.1P, we infer that

[Vu(e)| < Lip(f) diam(supp f)da(z) ™",
and this ends the proof. (]

As a corollary we get that if f € LP(0), p € (1,00), (resp. f € BMO(0)), then vy is
g-approximable in LP (uniformly e-approximable).
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Theorem 5.4. If f € BMO(0), for any € > 0, there exists u = u. € C°(Q), a1 > 1, and
a constant ¢ > 1, such that for any o > «, it holds that

(5.20) up vy (@) = v7)(@)| + sup da(@)|V vy = v)(@)| S €l lnioc)

(5.21) sup Co(Vu)(€) + sup [Co(0a [Vul2)(O)]" <o £ lsvoe),
£€0N £€oN

(5.22) sup b (2) V(@) S I Iviore):

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). O

Theorem 5.5. If f € LP(o), for p € (1,00], then for any ¢ > 0, there exists u = us €
C>®(Q), ag > 1, and a constant c. > 1, such that for any o > v, it holds that

(5.23)  [WNa(u = vp)llLr(o) + INa(0aV (v = vp)llro) S € 1 fll Lo (o)

(5.24) INa (o V)| Loy S I1f oo
(5.25) 1C(Vu)ll ooy S €2 1 f (o)
(5.26) 1[Cs (6o 1Vul)] " o) S €2 1f ooy @ € [2,00),

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 M are LP(0) — LP(o)-bounded for any p € (1, 00). In order to prove
(5.26) for ¢ = 2, we should estimate it directly using (5.16) as in the proof of (5.5) along
with the fact that

dx
62 1CGIVPR s ~ [ dale) sup VPO s
YEBa da(x)
Indeed,
5 dx
o(x) sup [Vu(y)|* 5 Sala) ~ Z P sup [Vu(y)P =ras
Q yEBa Pew(© yEBa ()

SOIEDINDS / ottt g

PeBy ReTop PeN(Po)
b(P)¢Tree(R)

d
&2 Z Z /P sup mo—B(xb(p),p y(1£1) Wafu_s

ReTop PePy
b(P)€eTree(R)
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d
&2 Z Z /P sup mo—B (@b(p) ) y(1£1) W{il—s

RETop PeN (Po)\Py ¥ I PRUP
b(P)eTree(R)

(XY ) o) Mo oty (1)

PeBy ReTop PeN(Po)
b(P)¢Tree(R)

+ 3 3 Py sup. Mo B(ay ) .p) (1)

ReTop PeN(Po) P
b(P)eTree(R

5 Z J(Q) Sup)mU,B(xQ,p)(|f|)2

QeBUT p2A(Q

< /a SUD SUD M pag ) (| f)2 do(2 / Mf2do < 1)

Q Q32 p2H(Q)
O

Remark 5.6. Note that since L>°(o) C BMO(0), the estimates (5.23), (5.24), and (5.25)
for p = oo, 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 [T]
(i) There exists a bounded linear trace operator
Tr : CL32(€2) — BMO(0)

such that || Tr(w)||pmo (o) S [[Vwllexe, @)-
(i) If vy is the regularized dyadic extension of f € BMO(o), then Tr(vs)(§) = f(§)
for o-a.e. £ € 09, and for any w € C%,(Q2), it holds that

©hIf = Tr(w)lBmo) = I Tr(vy = wllsyo) S sup fvs(@) = w(z).

Theorem 6.1. Letr Q € AR(s) for s € (0,n] satisfying the Hypothesis [T]. If f €
BMO(0), then there exist a function v : Q@ — R and a constant ¢y € (0, 5] such that
for every c € (0, ¢y, it holds that

(i) u € CHRQ).
(i) sup Ny c(u)(§) + sup do(2)|Vu(@)| < [ fllBmo(o)
€00 2€Q

(iif) s Cs.o(Vu)(€) < IfllBMO(o)> and
(iv) Tr(u)(§) = f(§) for o-a.e. & € ON.
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Proof. If f € BMO(o) and vy its regularized dyadic extension, we apply Theorem 5.5 and
construct the e-approximating function of v¢, which we denote by ug. In light of (5.21),

and Hypothesis [T], we have that the trace Tr(ug) exists and it is in BMO(o). We set

fii=f — Tr(u).

Inductively, for every k > 1, we define uy, to be the e-approximating function of vy, and set

fev1 = fir — Tr(ug),
Therefore by (6.1) and (5.20), we have that

| fr+1llBMO(0) S sup lvg, (2) — uk ()| < ell frllBMO(0)
S

which implies that

(6.2) | fes1llByo(e) < CellfillBmore) < -+ < (Ce)* ™| fllBMmo(o)-

Assume that Ce < 1/2 and set Sy := Z?zo uj, for any positive integer k. Using (5.20)
and (3.7), and finally (6.2), we can estimate

15k = Smllngg, @) = 15k = Smllnge (@) + 02V Sk — 00V Sml|ln= ()

< Y (suplog (@) — wi(@)| + supda(@)| Vv, — u;)(a)))
j=k+1 S e

+ 37 ((sup Nivy,)(©) + sup do (@) Vuy ()]
j=k+1 £eoN) z€e)

S Z (5Hfj||BM0(cr) + 1 fillBMO(0) + HfjHBMO(cr)) S Z (Og)ijHBMO(o)
Jj=k+1 Jj=k+1

< 27" =271 flsmoe) -

Thus, Sy is Cauchy sequence in the (Ngym(£2), ] - ||sum) and so, by Corollary A.9, there
exists u € Ngym(£2) such that Sy, — u in Ny (€2) (this implies that V.S, — Vu locally
uniformly in ). By (5.21) and (5.22), for any m > k, we have that

m

”VSk — VSmHC?OO(Q) < Z sup Cs7c(vuj)(§)

iS5 se0n

< D fillevoe) < @7 =27 fllpmo(e)-
=kt

Therefore, since CZ%,,(€2) is a Banach space, there exists Fe 3% (©2) such that V.Sy, — F
in Cgf’oo(Q) and, by Lemma A.3, for any fixed z € 2,

sup IVSk(y) — F(y)[da(y) — 0, ask — oo,
YyEDLy

which implies that F = Vuin Q. Therefore,
VS — Vu(z) in CZ7(2) NN, ().
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Furthermore, we have that

(6.3) sup Cs(Vu < sup Cs(Vu < S )5
gea% (Vu)(§) ;;0565% (Vug)(§) skZZOkaHBMO() | fllBMO(o)

and, similarly,

ullngs, @) < D lurllves, @) S D I fellsmoe) < 1fsvow)-
k=0 o

Finally, it holds that
k
0= lim {|firllzyvoe) = If — z%Tr(uj)HBMO(U)
j:

and since, by construction, Z?:o uj —u € C;;;’S(Q), using the linearity of the trace and
Hypothesis [T], we have that

k—oo
HBMO(U) S IVu - VSkHCg?oo(Q) =0

HTr(u)—Ek:Tr(uj)H =T (- i)
5=0

BMO(o

This gives that v is an extension of f € BMO(o) with Tr(u) = f in BMO(o) and so

(6.4) Tr(u)(§) = f(€) + ¢ for o-almost every & € 0.
If we set w = u — ¢, it is clear that u satisfies (i), (ii), (iii), and (iv) concluding the proof of
the theorem. O

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 |vy(z) = ()] S I f o)

We shall now deal with boundary data in LP (o).

Hypothesis [T]
(i) For p € (1, 00, there exists a bounded linear frace operator

Tr : NP(Q) N CL2 (Q) — LP(o)

such that || Tr(w)]|zr (o) < [Jw][xe(@)-
(i) If vy the regularized dyadic extension of f € LP(c), then Tr(vs)(§) = f(§) for
o-a.e. £ € 0L, and for any w € NP(Q) N C§ (), it holds that

(6.6) 1f = Tr(w)llLro) = | Tr(vy — w)llze(o) < vy — wline(a)-

Theorem 6.3. Let 2 € AR(s) for s € (0,n] satisfying the Hypothesis [T]. If f € LP(o)
with p € (1,00], then there exists a function u : 8 — R such that
(i) ue CHQ),
(ii) Tr(u)(§) = f(§) for o-a.e. £ € 0N,
(iii) N (u)|lze (o) + IN 6Vl o) S I1fllro)
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() ICs(Vu)| ooy S 1f Il 2p(0)-

Proof. Fix € > 0 to be chosen. By Theorem 5.5, we construct ug, the e-approximating
function of v, and by Hypothesis [T], the trace of g exists and Tr(ug) € LP (o). We set

fi:=f—Tr(u) € LP(0).
We then let uq be the e-approximating function of vy, and set
foi=f1— Tr(ul) S Lp(O').

Inductively, for every & > 1, we define uy, to be the e-approximating function of vy, and
set fr+1 := fr — Tr(ug). Therefore, by (6.6) and (5.23), we have that

I frev1llzeo) < llvg, — urline @) < Cell fillir(o),

which implies that
(6.7) I ferillze) < Cellfellire) < -+ < (CE* | £l Lo(o)-

Thus, if we choose ¢ so that Ce < % and set .S), := Z?:o uj, then for k < m, using (5.23),
(3.6), and (6.7), it holds that

m

1Se=Smlne@) < D (IN(wy = vp)lor(e) + [N Vg lle(o))
=kl
S Y Elfillre + 1fillre) < A +e) D (CeVlf e
j=k+1 j=k+1

< (27— 27 £l Lo o) -

Thus, Sj; is a Cauchy sequence in NP(€2), and since NP(£2) is a Banach space, there exists
u € NP(Q) such that S, — u in NP(Q). It is easy to see that S, — w uniformly in B, for
any x € (), and so we define

(6.8) u(z) = Zuk(a:) forall z € Q.
k=0

Similarly, we can show that V.Sj, = Z;?:O Vu; is convergent in the Banach space C% o (£2)
(resp. NP()), since, by (5.25) (resp. (5.24)) and (6.7),

IVS, — VSmHCgOO(Q) + 160V Sk — 0oV Sm|ne (o)

m m m
< e (Vuley + > INGalVuiDliee) < Ce™ > 11filleo)-
Jj=k+1 j=k+1 j=k+1
Thus, there exists £} € Ch oo () (resp. F, so that 6qFy € NP(£2)) such that V.S, — F
in C% o (Q) (resp. 6oV Sy — 59132 in NP(Q2)), and, by Lemma A.3, we have that for any
fixed z € €},

sup |VSk — Filoa(y) — 0, fori=1,2,
yEBy
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which readily implies that Fy = F, = F in Q. Hence, VS, converges to y po , Vug
uniformly in B, for every x € €, and by Lemma A.2, we deduce that u € C''(Q2) and

Z Vug(z) = Vu(z) forall z € Q.

In fact,
IN ()| Lo (o) + IV (0@VU)l e (o) + ICs (V) Lr (o) S 1l Lr(0)

To show that w is an extension of f, notice first that, in light of (6.7),
k

0= lm [ fit1llore) = lim |[f —Tr (Zua) e (o)

J=0

Since, by construction, Z?:o uj —u € NP(Q), in light of Hypothesis [T] (i), we get that

k & .
1T (3 05) = Tr@lare) = I (X5 = ) levio) < 1305 = wlhoniey =50
Jj=0 j=0

J=0

which entails that Tr(u)(£) = f(&) for o-almost every & € 0S).
(]

Proposition 6.4. Let Q@ € AR(s) for s € (0,n], which for s = n satisfies the pointwise
John condition. Then, for any p € (1,00], there exists a bounded linear trace operator
Tro : NP(Q)N Cij’o’o(Q) — LP(o) satisfying the Hypothesis [ T]. Moreover, if Q) satisifies
the local John condition for s = n, there exists a bounded linear trace operator Tr q :
CL2(Q) — BMO(0).

Proof. For any z € Q and fixed ¢ € (0,1/2], we define
(6.9) E(x) = ][ u(z) dz.
(z,cdo(2))

Fix { € 02 such that { € JC(0) (see Definition 2.13). Then there exist r¢ > 0 and
xe € B(&, 2re)NS such that 6g (x¢) > 67¢, and also there exists a good curve v : [0, 1] — R
in B(&,2r¢) N € connecting the points & and x¢ such that |§(¢)| = 1Vt € [0, 1]. For any
fixed points x1,x2 € 7, there exist t1,t2 € [0, 1] such that z; = ~(¢1) and x2 = ~(t2).
Applying a change of variables and applying the mean value theorem, we estimate

|B(a1) — B(as)| = | / o (01 + o)) — u(ea + wedn(22)) du
=[], (0 + weala@n) — utaa) + weso ()

‘/ B /tzv’“ (t) + weda (v ()))'Wﬂ(’Y(t))"y(t)dtdw‘

t
/ ’ / ‘Vu ) + weda (y | )| dw dt
B(0,1)
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where we used that |[(¢)| = 1 and |Vdq(y(t))| < 1 since the function dist(-,09) is 1-
Lipschitz. Note that there exists M; € N such that 2~ M; < t; < 2~ M+l for j = 1,2.
By the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus, since v € C(2) and ~(t) + wedg(y(t)) is
(1 + ¢)-Lipschitz in ¢ for any w € B(0, 1), we have that there exists s;, € [27%,2!7%] such

that
to
/ / |Vu ) + wedq (y |dwdt
B(0,1)

Z /22 k1

= Z 2_k/1901 |Vu(y(sk) + weda(v(si)) |dw

/ |Vu ) + wedq (y |dwdt
B(0,1)

k dy
Z 2 / Ve et s

B(v(sk),coa(v(sk)))
M2

S [Vu(y)]

s /B<v(5k>7cag(v<5k>>> da(y)™’

where is the last inequality we used that 0, (y(s3)) ~ s ~ 27 and that 5 (y) < da(v(sk))
for any y € B(y(sk), cda(v(sk))). Therefore, there exists a cone 7, (§) with apperture de-
pending on ¢ and 6 such that B(y(si), cda(v(sk))) C 7a(§), and, by the bounded overlaps
of the balls B(y(sg), cda(7(sk))), we infer that

d
B(a) - Ba)| £ [ Vuly)l =
Yo (E)NB(£,Cb0 (22)) a(y)

By (2.23), we have that Aga)(Vu) € LP(o) forp € (1,00) and Aga)(Vu) e L (o) for

any g € (1,00) when p = co. Thus, Aga)(Vu)(f) < oo for o-almost every £ € 02 and
using the fact that the above estimate holds for any points x1,z2 € 7y, we can assume that
x1, 22 € B(&, €) for some e > 0 small compared to ¢. Therefore,

E(x1) — E()] < / e By S AT < oo
Ya e

By the dominated convergence theorem, we get that |E(x1) — E(z2)| — 0ase — 0, i.e.,
E(x) is Cauchy on ¢ and thus convergent. This shows that the quasi-non-tangential limit
of E(x) at ¢ € 0N exists for o-a.e. £ € 0 and we can define the desired trace operator by

(6.10) Tro(u)(§) := qnt-lim E(z)  for o-a.e.£ € 99.

z—E
In the case s < n, we just define Tro(u)(§) = nt-lim,_,¢ E(x) since € has only one
connected component and any £ € 02 can be connected to a corkscrew point by a good
curve. It is clear that Tr : Cijgo(Q) — LP(o) is a linear operator, while the fact that
Tr : N?(Q) N CHE.(Q) — LP(0) is bounded if p € (1, 00] can be proved pretty easily.
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Indeed, let & € 0N such that £ € JC(0). For fixed € > 0, there exists 6 > 0 such that, if
x € B(&,0) Ny, it holds that

| Tra(u) ()] < | Tra(w)(§) = E@)| + Mo, Bo.cia(@) (lul) <&+ N(u)().

Letting ¢ — 0 we infer that | Tr o(u)(§)| < N(u)(€) for o-a.e. £ € 99, which readily
concludes Hypothesis [T] (i), while (ii) readily follows from Lemma 3.1.

Assume now that {2 satisfies the local John condition when s = n (in the case s < n
this is automatic). Fix £ € 02 and r» > 0, and, by the local John condition, there exists a
corkscrew point z, € B(&,r) such that any ¢ € B(&,r) N OS2 can be connected to x, 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 : C3:32(Q2) — BMO(c) is bounded.
For u € C3(Q), if B, := B(x,,cdq(x,)) is a corkscrew ball centered at z, with radius
cdq(zy) = r, by the same proof as above, we can show that

| Tr o (u)(¢) ][ u(y) dy| < A(Vulpe.om)(C), V¢ € BEr) NO9.

T

Thus, taking averages over the ball B(&,r) and applying (2.22) in L'(B(&, C'r)), we con-
clude that

][ | TI‘Q(U) - ][ u(y) dy‘da S ][ Cs(vu:lB(f,C”r)) do < HCS(VU)HL‘X’(J)
B(¢,r) B B(g,C"r)

This readily implies that || Tro(u)|lgmoe) S 1ICs(Vu)|| Lo (o), Which, combined with
1 fllBmo(e) < 2[f || oo (+)» (6.5), and Hypothesis [T] (ii) (we have already proved it above),
proves Hypothesis [T]. (]

We state [ST70, Theorem 2, p. 171] in the following lemma.

Lemma 6.5. Let E C R""! be a closed set and 5k, be the distance function with respect
to E. Then there exist positive constants mq and mo and a function Bg defined in E€ such
that

(i) m1dg(x) < Be(x) < modp(x), for every x € E€, and
(ii) Bg is smooth in E€ and

o“ _
——Bp()| < Cabp(@) 1.
In addition, the constants mq, mo and C,, are independent of E.

Following [HT21, Section 3], we define a kernel A(-,-) : Q x © — [0, co], which will be
necessary in the proof of Theorem 6.1. To this end, let 8 = Sqe be the function constructed
in Lemma 6.5 and let ¢ > 0 be a smooth non-negative function supported on B(0, %),

) M
satisfying ¢ < 1and [ ¢ = 1. For every A > 0, we set

(@) = A (/)

and define the mollifier

Al@,y) = Gy (& — ) = ﬁ(x;nﬂc(%;(;)y))'



VAROPOULOS EXTENSIONS IN DOMAINS WITH AHLFORS-REGULAR BOUNDARIES 45

Observe that, by construction, for every x € €2,

(6.11) supp(A(z,-)) C B, := B(z,cdq(z)/8) and / Az, y)dy = 1.
Q
Moreover, it is easy to prove that
(6.12) sup A(z,y) <da(z)™ 1 and  sup |V A(z,y)| < da(z) "2
yEEm yEEm

For any F' : Q — R, we define the smooth modification of F' by
6.13) Fa) = [ Maw) F)dy
Q

The next lemma was essentially proved in [HT21, Section 3] but we provide its proof for
the reader’s convenience.

Lemma 6.6. Let Q C R™ be an open set satisfying the corkscrew condition. If F €
CH(;R™ 1Y) and F is the smooth modification of F as defined in (6.13), then we have that

(a) Foranyx €,

|F(z)| < sup|F(y)]-
By
(b) Forany x € <),
|F(21) — F(x2)| < |21 — 22| 6o (x) " my o(F)(x), forall zy, 29 € B,.
(¢c) Forany x € ,
My o(F)(x) S myo(F)(x).
(d) Forany & € 01,

st So(x)|VF (2)| £ €.(VF)(©).

(e) Forany & € 09),
Csc(VE)(E) S C(VE)(E).

® If qnt-lim,_, F'(x) = f(§) (resp. nt-lim, ¢ F'(z) = f(§)) for o-a.e. £ € 09,
then qnt-lim,,_,, F(z) = (&) (resp. nt-limg, ¢ F(z) = f(£)) for o-a.e. € € .

Proof. (a) follows by definition. For (b), we let x1,z2 € B,. Then, by triangle inequality,
5
(6.14) B(z1,cdq(x1)/8) U B(x2,cdq(x2)/8) C ZBx.

Combining (6.11), (6.12), and (6.14), we get that
Flon) = Flan) = | [ (0o ) = Alaa.) (F0) =, F) o

<|x1 — x| sup sup |VwA(w,z)|m§Bx <|F_m§BmF|> ‘%Br|
ze%Bz wEBz * *

< Jwy — @] da () my o (F) (@),
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which proves (b) and thus (c). We turn our attention to (d) and fix £ € 0f2 and > 0. For
any z € B(¢,r)NQand z € B, using (6.11), (6.12), and Poincaré inequality, we can write

VE@| = | [ Vahen) ) dy] =| [ Vo) (@) - mg F)

< Sa(e) 2 /B |F(y) —my F|dy < ]i V| dy,

x

which immediately implies (d). To prove (e), we first define
Ap(€,r) ={z € B(&,r)NQ: 277 1r <G (x) < 27%r}
AL(E,r) :={z € B(6,r)NQ: 2772 < bq(x) < 27FHp}

and write

[ s VE@la <Y [ sw [VE@)dy,
B(£,r)NQ yEBa k=0’ Ar(&r) y€Ba

As Uyep, By C 2B, by Fubini’s theorem,

/ sup [V ()| dy < / 7[|VF<y>|dy,s / VE(y)| dy.
Ay (&) yEB: Ay (&r) /2By Ar (&)

Summing over k and using that A;(&,r) have bounded overlap, we get (e). Finally, (f)
follows from [HT21, Lemma 3.14]. U

proof of Theorem 1.3. It is an immediate consequence of Theorem 6.3, Proposition 6.4, and
Lemma 6.6. O

Let us now turn our attention to the proof of Theorem 1.1. When s = n and 2 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 Q € AR(n), Qo € Dy, and let f € BMO(0) which vanishes on 92\ Qo

(if it is non-empty). Then, there exists a collection of cubes S(Qq) = {Q;}; € D(Qo) and
coefficients ovj such that

(1) sup;|a;| S [ fllBMO(0),
(2) [ =g+ aj1q, where g € L>(a) with [|9|| L= (o) S |lfIBmo(o0) and

(3) S(Qo) satisfies a Carleson packing condition.

proof of Theorem 1.1. Recall that if s < n then 2 € 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 2
satisfies, in addition, the local John condition. We are left with the case s = n so that
Q) satisfies the pointwise John condition but not the local John condition. By Lemma 6.7,
if f € BMO(o) with compact support in Qo € D,, there exists g € L>(0) and b =
> jo5lg; € BMO(o) 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 By : {2 — R such that supgcgq €n(V Bo)(§) +sup,eq da(z)|VBo(z)] S
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|lfllemo and By — b non-tangentially for o-a.e. £ € 9. By Lemma 6.6, if we set

B = By (as defined in (6.13)), we get the desired extension of b. The extension of f is
given by G + B. O

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 Q € AR(s) for s € (0,n]. If f € Lip.(0N2), there exists a function
F : Q) — R such that for every p € (1, 00|,
(i) F € C>(Q)NLip(Q),
(ii) F|opq = f continuously,
(i) |N(E) e (o) + IN(0QVE) [ Lo@) S If llLr (o)
(V) ICs(VE)I ooy S 1f | 2p (o),
W ICs(6alVF )Y a0y S N flLa@).  for q € [2,00).

When p = oo the norms on left hand-side of (iii) and (iv) are the sup-norms instead of L*°.
Proof. Let {pp} Pew(q) be a partition of unity of {2 so that each ¢p is supported in 1.1P°
and | Vepl|leo S 1/¢(P). For each § € (0, diam(€2)), set

W5(Q) = {P € W(Q) : ((P) > 5}
and

Y5 = pp.
PeWs(Q)

From the properties of the Whitney cubes, there exists C' > 0 (depending on the parameters
of the construction of the Whitney cubes) such that

ws(x) =0, if dist(z,00) < 6/C
and

ps(x) =1, if dist(z,00) > C.
Consequently, for a suitable constant C’ depending on C, we infer that
(7.1) supp Vs C {x € Q:6/C < dist(z,00) < Cd} =: S5 C U P,

PeZs

where

Ny
! </U(P) < 2

with Ny € N such that 21\,0;“ <H< 2%0 and N; € N satisfies 2V < ¢ < 2N+,
We define

(7.2) F(z) = v(x)(1 — ¢5(x)) + u(x)ps(x),
where w is the approximation function of vy as constructed in Theorem 5.5. It holds that

(73) V) < Co(Va) + Col[Veps| (u — vp) + Col| Vol (1 5))
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and

(74) Cs(00] VFI?) < Co(ba|Vur*(1 = ¢5)*) + Cu(dalu — vr*[Vel?) + Cs(da| Vul?).
For fixed £ € 92 and r > 0, we have

dz
[ el s /|u—vf| eI
B(&,r)NQ PGI
PNB(E,r)
<Y APy it Naw-v)(Q) Z / Nu—vp)d
Pels (eb(P) Pez
PNB(&,r)#0 PNB(¢,r)
Ny
S Z Z No(u —vy)do <o / No(u —vy) do,
k=—(N1+1) ¢(P)=2k /2N0 b(P) B(&,Mr)
PCB(¢,Mr)

for suitably chosen constants o« > 1 and M > 1 large enough. Thus, when p € (1, 00), we
will get that

(7.5) Cs(IVes| (u = vg))(€) S MNa(u —vp))(E).
By similar arguments we can also infer that
(7.6) Cs(Ba(u —vp)*[Vips]*) (€) S MNalu —vp)?)(€).

When p = o0, by (5.7), we get sup,eq supyep, [u(y) — ve(y)| < 2¢|[fl|Le(r), which,
arguing as above, implies

dx
(7.7 / Ves| [u— v~ < | f ]| oo (o) ((P)*
’MQI el | f|5ﬂ( = [ £l oo (o) PEGI (P)
)
PNB(€,r)#0

Ny
Slfllze@ D Yo o) S0l o)
k=—(N1+1) ¢(P)=2%/2No
b(P)CB(&,Mr)

and thus

(7.8) sup Cs(|Ves| (u = v5))(€) S I1fllLoe (o)
£e02
For the last term on the right hand side of (7.3), when p € (1, 00), since f € Lip,(92),

we have that f € Ml’f”(a). So, for fixed £ € 9N and r > 0, if Vg f is the least upper
gradient of f, in view of (3.5), we estimate

dx LpP)®
Sy VM =l s 32 19l d
B(£,r)NQ a(z) PEW(Q

PNB( §7“ ;«s@
o(P)<S
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SO meupy(VEAHUPYTE S Y U(P)e(b(P)) inf M(VH[)(C)

PEW(Q) PEW(Q) Ceb(P)
PNB(&,r)#0 PNB(&,r)#0
YP)<Cs o(P)<C$
< Y ot % / MV i) do S mg pie sty (M(Ti ) 7
k>No—Ni QeD,
QCB(§,Mr)
(=2

which shows that

(7.9) Cs (IVusl(1 = 95)) (€) S 6 MM(V i ))(E).
In view of (3.3) and (3.5),

up [Voy(2)* S LP) o, (1) o5 (Vir )

Arguing as above and using the latter estimate, we get

(7.10) Cs (0| Vs (1 — ¢5)?)(6) S SM(M(Vif) MF)(E).
For p = oo, we use Lemma 3.5 to get
(7.11) Cs(IVus|(1 — ¢s))(€) < Lip(f)o.
Indeed, for £ € 02 and r > 0,
dx ((P)*
[ Vet - el S Lib() T
B(§,m)NQ da() Pew(Q
PNB(E,r) ;A(Z)
{P)LCS
SLip(f) Y. «pPyt<Lip(f) > 2% ) ob(P)
Pew(Q) k>No—Np Pew(Q)
PNB(&,r)#0 PNB(&,r)#0D
LP)<Cs opP)=2"*
SLip(f) Y, 27" ) o(Q) SLip(f)ér,
k>No—N1 QeDs
QCB(¢,Mr)
(Q)=2""%

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

S llpee e/ Lip(f) ,if p= oo
1ot/ L simiey i P € (1,00),

it follows that

ICs(VEN 2o (o) S I fllp(ey,  for p € (1,00].
Moreover, combining (5.6), (7.4), (7.6), (7.10) and choosing § = ||f||Lq(U)/||f||M1,q(U) it
follows

ISl V1) 2| ooy S [ fllLa@) for ¢ € (2,00).

The last estimate can be proved for ¢ = 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 vy = @sv¢ + (1 — @5)vy, We can write

v — F = @5(vp —u).
So, for every £ € 0f) we have
N(vs = F)(§) = sup |vf(z) = F(z)] < sup |vp(z) —u(@)] = N(vy —u)(§)
z€(€) zE€Y(8)
and thus, by (5.23), we get

[NV (vf = F)llpr(o) S €llfllor(o), for p € (1,00).
Using this and (3.6), for p € (1, 00), we get that
IN(EN e o) S IN (= F)llze) + IN(llLe@) S 11 llee(o)-
Moreover, combining (3.3), (5.3), (5.17), the fact that |[Vys(z)| < da(x)~!, and using the
LP-boundedness of the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function, we can easily infer that
NGV F)lrro) S I fllLro),  for p € (1,00).

The estimates for p = oo can be proved similarly and the routine details are omitted.
Note that the extension F is Lipschitz in €. Indeed, if £ := supp f, in light of Lemmas
3.2 and 3.5, and Theorem 5.3, we infer that for every x € 2,

[Vug(@) (1 — ps(x))| < Lip(f),

IVu(z) ps(2)| S da(@) | fll oo o)l ps(@)] S Llp( ) diam E,

1 . 1
() ~ v @)Ves(@| S 5 omf N 00 Se 5 IMO) e

< L) _ Lip(f)
~ o ~od
These estimates imply that ||V F|| o () Sgdiam £ Lip(f). Moreover, since vy € Lip(Q),

F = vf around 0%, and vf|pg = f, we deduce that F' € Lip(2) with Flpq = f and
Lip(F') <Ss.diam £ Lip(f), concluding the proof of the theorem.

diam F.

O

Remark 7.2. Note that the convergence to the boundary is inherited from the one of vy 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 Q@ € AR(s) for s € (0,n]. If f € Lip.(0N2), then there exists an
extension F : Q0 — R such that
(i) F € C>(Q)NLip(Q),
(ii) Floq = f continuously,
(ii) sup Ny(F)(€) + sup (@) VF(@)| S £ lmstoe)
£€0N z€eQ

(iv) sup Cs(VF)(§) < | fllBMO(o)s
€€oQ

(v) sup [Cs (5ol VEI O < 1 fllBMoo)-
€0
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Proof. Let w be the approximation of vy given by Theorem 5.5 and define

(7.12) F(z) = vs(x)(1 — @5(x)) + w(z)ps(x).

Then, for any £ € 912,

(7.13)  Co(VE)(§) < Co(Vup(l = ¢5))(§) + Cs(Vw)(§) + Cs((w — vp) Veps)(§)
and

(7.14) Cs(6a|VF|?) < Cs(a|Vus|*(1—9s)?) +Cs(dalw — v [V o|?) + Cs(5a| Vw|?).

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(Vup(1 —5))(€) < 6 Lip(f).

The third term can be bounded as in (7.7) and get

(7.16) sup Cs(Vps(w — vp))(€) < I fl[Bmo-
£eoN)

Combining (7.13), (7.15), and (7.16), and choosing 6 = || 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'—vy = @5(w—
vy), using (3.7) and (5.7), we get that for every £ € 0€2 it holds that

Ny(F) (&) < 2N(F —vp)(§) + Ny(vp)(§) < 2N (w —vp)(&) + Ny (vr) () < [IfIBMO(o)-

It remains to prove that F' € Lip(€2). We first show that
(7.17) IVF| g (o) S Lip(f)-
To this end, for every x € €2, by Lemma 3.5, we have that

[Vup(z)(1 — ¢s(2))| < Lip(f).
By (5.7) and the fact that dq(x) ~ § in the support of Vg5, we obtain
|(w(z) —vp(2)Ves(@)| S da(@) I fllzmow) ~ 6 [1f Mo = Lip(f)-
while, by (5.8) it holds that
IVw(z)ps(2)] S Ilf Mo da(@) " Hes(@)| S 07 fllBmo() = Lip(f),

which implies (7.17). By construction F' is continuous around the boundary and F'|gq = f

continuously, which implies that F' € Lip(€2) N C*°(2) with Lip(F") < Lip(f). Moreover,
combining the last two estimates above and (3.4), we get that

sup oo (2)[VEF(2)] < [ fllsmo(o)

€
which concludes the proof of the theorem. O

Our last goal is to modify that the extensions constructed in Theorems 7.1 and 7.3 so that
they are also in W12(Q; w,). This will conclude the proof of Theorem 1.4.

Theorem 7.4. Let Q € AR(s) for s € (0,n]. If f € Lip.(09), then there exists an
extension Fo € WY2(Q;w;) (resp. Fy € WH2(Q;wy)) that satisfies the conclusions (i)-
(iv) of Theorem 7.1 (resp. Theorem 7.3).
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Proof. Let f € Lip.(0€2), E := supp f, and rp := diam E. Without loss of generality we
may assume that 0 € £ and so £ C B(0,rp). Now let B = B(0, M) for some M > 1
large enough depending on the Whitney constants so that for every P € W(Q) satisfying
((P) < M~'rgand 1.2P N (2B \ B) # ( it holds that b(P) N E = (). We denote the
collection of all such Whitney cubes by & (E) (“s” stands for “small”’). We also denote by
Z)(E) the collection of P € W(Q) satisfying £(P) > M ~1rgand 1.2P N (2B \ B) # 0
(“I” stands for “large”). It is easy to see that

(7.18) Y 0@ < So(R).
QCR:Q=b(P)
PEQL(E)

Note that if x € (2B \ B) N Q and there exists P € Z,(E) such that x € 1.1P, then
the extension F of Theorem 7.1 satisfies F(z) = 0 (resp. F of Theorem 7.3 satisfies
F(z) = 0). We define now the cut-off function 1),,, € C2°(R"*1) such that 0 < ¢, < 1,
Pr, = Lin B, ¥y, = 0in R"*1\ 2B, and |V, | < 1/7g. Then we define

Fo(x) := F(2) ¥, () and Fo(z) == F(x) 1y, (7)
It is clear that Fy|oq = f (resp. Folao = f) and remark that

supp(FVy,)
supp(F'Vijy,)

for some ¢y € (0, 1) small enough depending on M and the Whitney constants. Therefore,
for any £ € 99, if B(&,r) Nsupp(F V) # 0, then r > ¢; max{ro, dist(¢§, 2B \ B)} for
some constant ¢; € (0, 1) depending on ¢y. Moreover,

(7.20) |F(@)|[Vehry ()] S da(2) T F ()| and  |F()][Veby, (2)] S de() " |F()]-

We will only prove the theorem for Fy and unbounded domains with unbounded boundary
since for domains with compact boundary the arguments are similar.

We first prove that [y satisfies the conclusions of Theorem 7.1. It is easy to see that
IN(Fo)llr(o) S I1flloe (o) since [Fo| < |F| and the same estimate holds for F'. We have
that VFy = VEF ¢, + F Vib,, and it is easy to see that [N (0o VFo)llzro) S 1fllLe(0)
by (7.20) and the estimates in (ii) and (iii) for F' in Theorem 7.1. To prove the estimate
1Cs(VE) 1) S 1 ll20(o)» it is enough to show that [Co(F Vi) o) S 1 l2r(o)-
Thus, for any such r, we have that

/ sup |F(y)|[Vipr, (y)| ws(2) dz S 7“0_1/ sup |F(y)|ws(z) d.
B(&,r)NQ yEBy B(&,m)N(2B\B)NQ yE€By

(7.19) } C Ty, :={xeQn(2B)\ B) : dist(z,0) > coro},

By (5.1), (4.2), (7.2), and the choice of the constant M, for any x € B({,7)N(2B\ B)NQ
and for any y € B,, it holds that

Fy)l< > > Amerf = meppy flor@) + D Imeyr)flepy)

ReTop PeZ(E)\Po Pez|(E)
b(P)€Tree(R)
<e > N Mre@P)er@)+ D Imoyr)fler).
ReTop PeZ(E)\Po Pez|(E)

b(P)eTree(R)
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which, in turn, implies that

rot su wg(x
; /B e S F)e(@) LS (P)oo(P)MF(B(P))

NQ yEB: PE:]l )

< M(f)dag/ Mf do,
CB B(€,C'r)

for some constant C’ > 1 depending on C' and M. This readily yields that for every £ € 99,
Cs(F [V, ) (§) S M(MF)(E),

and the desired estimate follows for any p € (1, oo]. Similarly, we can show that

Cs(0al FI? Vb, [*)(€) £ M((MF)?)(€)

which implies (v) of Theorem 7.1 for ¢ > 2. The case ¢ = 2 once again can be treated
separately using (5.27). We omit the details.

It remains to show that Fy € W'2(Q;w,) since it is clear that Fy € C°°(€2) N Lip(Q)
such that Fylgo = f. To this end, by the definition of F' and the proof of its Lipschitz
property, we get that

/ IV Fy 2o () da < / IV F ey () da
Q 2BNQ
2

< ((1 + g—g) min(rg,d) + 62) 7o (Lip f)

Moreover, using (7.19) and the fact that supp f = F, we can show that

/ |EV Yy [Pws(2) dz S 7’62_"+5/ P2 de S g7 | Fl e oy < 6T (Lip £)?,
Q "o
concluding the proof of the Theorem for L?, p € (1, cc].

To demonstrate the theorem for Fp, 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(§,r)N (2B \ B) N and every y € By, it holds that

Fiy)l< > Imorf — Moy flor@) + D Imeyr)fler(y)
ReTop PEZ(E)\Po PeZ|(E)
b(P)eTree(R)

< el fllemo(e) + Z (Mo pp) flop(y).
PeZ|(E)

It is not hard to see that for every P € Z7;(E), there exists P* € W(Q) such that {(P*) ~
dist(P*, P) ~ 7o and b(P*) C 0\ E, and it holds that m y p+)f = 0. Thus, for any
x € B, r)Nn(2B\ B)NQ,

\F(y)‘ < EHfHBMO(o) + Z \mo,b(P)f - mcr,b(P*)f’ ep(T) S HfHBMO(o)7
Pe|(E)
which, arguing as above, implies that supgcgo Cs(F' Vi, ) (§) < || fllBMO(o)- This finishes
the proof of the theorem since the same proof as above shows that Fy € Wh2(Q;w,). O
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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 € W1H2(€; C™) of Lv =
—divE + H in , and denote it by J, , v, to be the linear functional defined in terms of the
sesquilinear form associated to L as follows:

m n+l
(Op v, 0) = Ly(p) :=B(v,®) = Z Z / a%ﬁ(:n) 9;0° (2)0; % da
a,B=1i,j=1"
m n+l m
- ZZ/ =2(2)0; 9% (z) d — Z/ H (2)®(2)* da,
a=1i=1 "% a=174

where ¢ € Lip.(9Q; C™) and ® € WH2(Q; C™) N Lip(€; C™) such that |50 = .

Lemma 8.1. 7, is unambiguously defined.

Proof. If &', ®2 € W12(Q; C™) N Lip(Q; C™) such that ®'|pq = ®?|5q = ¢ and O #
@2, then ¥ := ®! — &2 ¢ WH3(Q : C™) N Lip(Q;C™) such that ¥|pq = 0, which
implies that ¥ € Y01’2(Q). Since Lv = — div E + H, we have that B(v, V') = 0 and thus,
B(v,®') = B(v,®?). So any extension of ¢ belonging to W2(Q; C™) N Lip(€; C™)
defines the same linear functional £,,. O

From now on, we assume that @ € AR(n), n > 2, and that either {2 is bounded or 02
unbounded. This is because we will use the duality N, ,(Q2) = (C; 4/ (©2))*.

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

ar )L o) if g€ (1,00)
Xi(o) = {Hl(a) ifg=1,

where H' (o) is the atomic Hardy space with respect to o.

Proposition 8.2. If (PRIL, ) is solvable in ) for some p > 1, then its solution u satisfies the
one-sided Rellich-type inequality

8.1 10vsvllo(o) S 1H 0, (0 + IE/Sllc, (0

[,
Moreover, if (PR,), q € [1,2], is solvable in Q with data H = 0 and E € L2(S), then its
solution satisfies the one-sided Rellich-type inequality

(8.2) 10vsullxae) S NElr) @€ [1,2].

Proof. Suppose that u is the solution of (PRII;J). Let ¢ € Lip,(09Q) and F € W2(Q) N

Lip(€2) be the Varopoulos extension of the LP-boundary data ¢ constructed in Theorem 1.4.
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Then, by Lemma 8.1, we get

10u(0)] = B F)| < [ Al = (o /Q Vul|VF| + /Q H|F| + /Q =Mval

By duality (see [MPT22, Proposition 2.4]), (2.45), and the properties of the extension F’,
we infer that

/QIVUIIVFI S N (V) o) IC2(V )| 5y S (IH Nl + 1B/ 02l )1 -

By duality and using Theorem 1.4 (ii) and (iii), we infer that

/ H|F| + / = VF
Q [9]

S H o, IV o)+ 1/ 8l (@) [N (52 F)| o
< (1 Hllca, , + I1E/5allca )€l o)

Thus, by the above estimates, the density of Lip,.(9€2) in LP (o), and duality, we infer (8.1).

—~ L ~
Let now v be the solution of (PR;) and let ¢ € Lip.(092). If F is the Varopoulos
extension of ¢ constructed in the second part of Theorem 1.4, by Lemma 8.1, we get that

10,(2)] < Al = (o /Q Vo[ VE| + /Q =IVE|

By duality, (2.45), and Theorem 1.4 (iii) (for BMO), we have that
[ 19V S IRV 0)l1105) 500 COTFNE) S [Z iy lelvon
Q £€0
For the second term, by 75°(2) = (T3 (2))* and Theorem 1.4 (v) (for BMO), it holds that

/Q IV F S 1=l 0 160V Flrse) S IElns oy l9lmmo)-

Thus

1(0)] S 1Bl ) llellBmo(o)

which, since Lipc(aQ)VMO(U) = VMO(o) = (H'(0))*, implies (8.2). The proof of (8.2)

for ¢ € (1, 2], is similar and is omitted. O

Theorem 8.3. If (PRI% ) with 2 = 0 is solvable in ) for some p > 1, then (Dﬁ,*) is also
solvable in 2, where 1/p+1/p' = 1.

Proof. Let f € Lip,.(0€2) and let u be the solution to (2.38) for L* with data f. Due to the
density of L2°(€2) in Cs, ,,(€2) and duality, we have that

Wor @)l gy S sup | / ut|
HeLX(9): Q
IHllc,, =1
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Fix such an H € L°(€2) and let w € Y01’2(Q) be the solution to (PR;J ) with data & =
and H. Then, using the fact that L*u = 0 and (8.1), we estimate

| [utt| = |~ [ Guavos [ onuf|=| [ duwf] S1C (Do) 1oy
Q Q o0 o0
which readily implies that
HN2*(U)HLP’(U) S HfHLp’(o)-
O

—~ L —~— [*
Theorem 8.4. If (PR, ) with H = 0 is solvable in § for q € [1,2], then both (PD,, ) with
H =0and (ISqL,*) are solvable in ().

Proof. Let v; be the solution of (2.37) with data & € L2(Q;R"*!) and H = 0 and v be
the solution of (2.38) with data ¢ € Lip.(02), and we define w = v + va. Using the tent

space duality (TSI(Q))* = T3 (£2) along with the density of L2(Q) functions in T3 (), it

holds that
d
[boVwll oo =~  sup ‘/59(3:)le11 v ‘: sup ‘/Vw\I".
2 (@) wel2(Q): 'JQ do(z) el2(Q): 'JQ
||‘I’||T§(Q):1 ||‘I’||T§(Q):1

Then, if u € Yol’z(Q) is the solution of (PRg), with data U € L2(Q) and H = 0, by duality
and (8.2), we have

‘/QlIle‘:‘—/QAVqu—i—/aQ&,Auf‘ g‘/QA*Vqu‘+‘/aQ&,Auf‘

:(/st‘ﬂ/mamuf‘

SIC2 B o (o) N2 (V) | L) + [ llzg (@) 1 f lyer (o)

S (I8lle, @) + 1y o)) 1 lrgee:
which proves the desired estimates (2.40) and (2.43). O

Theorem 8.5. G) If (PDI% ) is solvable in Q with H = 0 for some p € (1,00), then
(Df) is also solvable in Q.

—~ L ~

(i) If (PD, ) is solvable in Q2 with H = 0 for some q € [2,00], then (Dg) is also

solvable in €.
Proof. Let f € Lip,(0€2) 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 w is the aforementioned solution, then ©u = w + F,
where w is the solution of (2.37) with & = —AVF € L?(Q2) and H = 0. Then, by
Theorem 1.4 (ii) and (2.42), we have that
[Nas (W)l (o) < IN(F)lze (o) + [IN2s (W)l ooy S N fll2r (o) + 1C2(E) | 2r (o)
Sl oy + 1AL @) IC(VE) | Lo o) S £ 1 Lo (o)
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—~ L
showing (i). Similarly, assuming (PD,,) is solvable in 2 with /' = 0 for some ¢ € [2, oc],
we obtain

100 Vullra) < 100V Flr3) + 10eVwllreq) S I1fllvae) + [1C2(E)l|Le(0)
<|[fllya@) + Al @ IC(VE) Lo o) S I f llyaco)s

where we used Theorem 1.4 (v) (when ¢ = oo, we use the extension F of Theorem 1.4)
and (2.43), which finishes the proof of the Theorem. O

Proof of Theorem 1.7. It follows by combining Theorems 8.3, 8.4, and 8.5. O

8.2. Conditional one-sided Rellich-type inequalities.

Proposition 8.6. Suppose that (le) is solvable in () for some p > 1. If u is the solution of
(2.38) for L* in Q with data f € Lip.(0), it holds that

(8.3) |’8VA*UH(M1’IJ(U))* 5 HfHYp/(O')7

where (MP(0))* stands for the Banach space dual of MP(9Q) /R and Yy (0) is equal
to L (o) if p > 1 and BMO(0) if p = 1.

Proof. By definition,

”8VA*U’”(M17P(8Q))* = sup ‘(aI/A*u7 (‘p>’
p€Lip,(09):
IISDHMl,p (o‘):]‘

Fix ¢ € Lip.(0£2) such that HgoHMl,,,(o) = 1 and let w be the solution of (Rle) with data (.
Let also F' € Lip(Q) be the L -Varopoulos extension of f as constructed in Theorem 1.4,
Then, by Lemma 8.1, we have that

(O et ) :/A*Vqu:/AVwV(u—F)+/ AVwVF:/AVwVF,
Q Q Q Q

since u — F' € Y01’2(Q) and Lw = 0. Therefore, by duality, Theorem 1.4 (ii), and (2.41),
we infer that

(Ol = | | AVWTF] < Al @) IV 130 |GV P

S ||‘10||M1,p(g)”f”1;p’(g)a

which shows (8.3) for p > 1. The proof in the case p = 1 is similar and we leave it as an
exercise. O

Proposition 8.7. Let ¢ > 1. If u is a solution of (2.36) for H € LX°(QQ) and E €
L°(; R such that Ny(Vu) € LP(o) for p > 1, it holds that

(8.4) 1004 tllLr (o) S IVUllN, ) + 1 Hllcy @ + I1E/dalle, -
If uwis a solution of (2.36) for H = 0 and E € L°(Q; R" 1) such that Ny(Vu) € L'(0),
(8.5) 10 40 ull 51 (o) S (IVullng 1 @) + 1Bl 0)-
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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 Q € AR(s) fors € (0,n], u € L _(Q,ws), p € [1,00), and a > 1. Then

loc

there exists C' > 1 such that for any § € 0 and r € (0,2 diam(052)), it holds that

(A1) LA (Wl e ) Lo (o1 pe.) S PNED (Wl Be.cn) e (o]
If B =0, it also holds

(A.2) 1A W) | o (o) S 1G5 (W) | 100 -

Moreover for B = 0and 1 < p < oo we have

(A.3) 15 (W) Lo (o) S 1A )| 1o (o)

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' (o) be a non-negative function supported in B(&,r) with
HhHLp/(U) = 1 and such that [[A(ul g )l Lr (o] pe.y) & J A(ulpy)hdo. Thus,

JAGL () 20l ) = /a N / e, HI50) ) do

u(y)lo: o - h(&)do d
S/QnB(g,r)| w)lea() <Q(y) /B(y,o«sg(y)) © (£)> Y

_ / [u(y) 190 (y)* " H (y) dy
QNB(E,r)

-/ ) oly) " dy
0 QNB(&,r)N{H(y)>A}

where, we have set

H(y) = Saly)~ / h(E) do(£).

B(y,ada(y))

For any y € QN B(&,r) we let § to be a point in B(&,r) N 9N such that |y — g| = da(y)
and set By := B(y, (o +1)d(y)) D B(y, adq(y). Define

Ey:={yeQnB(r): Hy) > A}

and note that for any y € E), it holds that m, p,h > cA for some ¢ € (0,1) depending on
a. If we set

E\ = {C€o:(=yforsomey € Ex} and By ={B;:yec E\},
then, there exists large enough C' > 1, such that

U Bcnon c {¢ea: M) > eA} N B, Cr).
CEE)
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So, by Vitali’s covering lemma, there exists a subcollection 4, C %) of pairwise disjoint

balls such that
lJ B c | 5B

B'e%) Be®),
It is clear that
Exc | 5B
Be%,
and thus,
[ Wbty s [ i
Be9
S B)r(B)? inf € (ul
NB; 7(B)r(B) Ceganag (ulpe,on)(C)
I\

<P / ¢ (ulpe.on)(C) do ().
B(£,Cr)N{Mh>\}

Therefore, since ||h|| 0 =1L

s, (ulpe )l e (0] ey / /B(5 ] ¢ (ulpe.cony)(C) do(C) dA

<P / G0 (ulpe o) (C) MA(C) do(€)
(&,Cr)

< rP1E) (wl pe.on)llLotol e

proving (A.1). The proof of (A.2) is similar and we omit the details.
Finally, for 1 < p < oo, we have

MAD @) @) =sp s [ A doe)

> sup = [u(y)|d0 (y) ™" dy do(€)

r>0 7% JB(z,r)noQ /va(ﬁ)

1 —s s—n
2 sup - (3av) | do(©)) u(y) 130 (v)* " dy
r>0 7% JB(a,r)nQ B(y,(1+a)da(y))

1 —n
2 sup — lu(y)|0a(y)*" dy = €s(u)(@).
r>0 1% B(z,r)NQ
This implies that
1€s (W) Loy S 1A (W) Loo)

and the proof is now complete. O

Lemma A.2. Let B C R"™! be a compact and convex set and let {f,},>1 sequence of
differentiable functions in B. Let o € B such that the sequence { f,,(x) }22_, is convergent.
IfVf,— F uniformly on B, then, there exists a function f : B — R which is differentiable
at xq such that

fn — f uniformly on B and F(zo) = V(o).
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Moreover, if for every x € B, { fn(2)}°2 is convergent and V f,, is continuous on B, then
V f is continuous on B as well.

Proof. ° For any = € B, we write

—

f(x) = f(wo) = F(xo)(x —w0)  flz) = f(20) = (fu(®) = fulz0))

|z — x| |z — x|
N ful(x) — fn(ﬂfo‘) - Vf‘n(wo)(ﬂ? — Zo) N (V fu(wo) ‘— ﬁ(ﬂfo‘))(x — Zo)
T — X T — o

= I(x)+ II(z)+ I11(x).

In order to control I(x), first note that, since V f,, converges uniformly on B, for fixed
e > 0, there exists ny = ny(e, B) € N such that for every n, m > n; it holds

(A4) |V fn(x) = Vm(x)] < %min{l,diam(B)_l}, for all z € B.

As f, is differentiable at z(, we have that there exists 0 = (e, B, x¢) such that
‘fn(x) — fn(xO) — an(xO) i (x - ‘TO)’
|z — x|
forall x € (B(x0,9) \ {z0}) N B. By (A.4) and (A.5), we have that, for any n > nq,
[fn(z) = fn(@0) = fm(®) + fin(z0)|

|z — 0]

(AS)

< % min{1,diam(B) "'},

(A.6) < & min{1, diam(B) ™1},

for all z € (B(xo,0) \ {z0}) N B.

For every z,y € B, we set v : [0,1] — B to be the line segment v(t) = x + t(y — z)
fort € [0,1]. Then v(0) = z, y(1) = y and #(t) = y — «. Since B is convex, the line ()
lies entirely within B for every ¢ € [0, 1]. For every n, m > n; we estimate

1 .
’fn(x)_fn(y) - fm(x) + fm(y)‘ = ‘ /0 (an(’}/(t))’}/(t) - vfm(’}/(t))’}/(t)) dt|
1
< [ IV A0) = VO30 de < 5 mind1, diam(B)~} o =] < 3.
Since the sequence { f,,} converges at xg, there exists no = na(e,z9) € N such that ng >
n1 and for every n > no,

[fm(@) = fu(@)| < |fa(2) = fa(z0) = fin(@) + fm(@0)| + [fu(20) = fm(20)| <,

for every x € B. That is, the sequence {f,} is uniformly Cauchy and so it converges to
some function f uniformly in B. Therefore, letting m — oo in (A.6) and using (A.5), we
get that, for every n > no,

[I(x)| + |II(x)| < 2¢, forall z € (B(zg,0)\{zo}) N B.

Moreover, the sequence {V f,,},>1 converges to F uniformly in B and thus, there exists
ng € N such that, for all n > ng,

[IT1(2)] < |V fal0) — F(xo)| <e.

9This proof was given by Professor Giovanni Leoni at math.stackexchange/gradient convergence.
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Setting ng = max{ni,n2,n3} and using the above estimates we get that, for all n > ny, it
holds

f(x) = f(x0) = F(wo)(x — o)
|z — 20
forall z € (B(xo,0)\{zo})N B, which implies that f if differentiable at z¢ with V f(z¢) =

F (xo). Finally, if f,, is pointwisely convergent on B and V f, is continuous on B, then V f
is continuous on B as the uniform limit of a sequence of continuous functions. (]

< 3¢,

Lemma A.3. If F € L} (Q), then for any x € Q) it holds that
1
|F(z)| S WHCS(F)HLP(U), for every p € (1,00)

and

! sup Cs(F)(§).

F@IS 5 S

Proof. Fix x € 2 and note that if ¢ = then for any z € B(z, ¢ dq(z)) we have that

o
|z — 2| < ¢ dist(z,00) <  dist(z,00) + ¢ |z — x|,

which implies that |z — z| < cdq(z), i.e., z € B,. If { € 09 is a point such that

da(x) = |x — &, it is clear that B, C B(&,30q(x)) N for every £ € B(&;, da(x)). So

ey = ([ s [ sup )l n(z) =] o)

>0 T8 NQ yeB,

1 P 1/p
( / [ s / sup IF(y)st(z)dz} da(g))
B(&w,d0()noe L00(T)* B¢ 350 (x)) yeB-

! / p 1/p
sup |F(y)|dz| do(§
</B(§z,5g(x no 59(:13)" Bla.ba(x)) yeBZ| ()| } ())

2 do(x) 7| F ().

Note that for p = oo, by the same argument, we can directly infer that

sup Cs(F)(§) 2 da(2)|F(x)].
£€oQ

Definition A.4. We define the spaces

(A7) NZD(Q) :={w e C(Q): sup sup|w(z) —][ w| < oo}
PeW(Q) zeP P
(A.8) NF(Q) :={w e C(Q): sup sup|w(z)| < oo}

PeWwW(Q) zeP
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and equip them with

HwHNEOD(Q) == sup sup|w(x) —][ w|, and
’ PeW(Q) zeP P
lwlxzs ) = sup suplw()],
PeWwW(Q) zeP

respectively. Note that ”w”NgoD(Q) is a semi-norm, while ||w||nse () is @ norm. We also
define the space

(A.9) Noum,p(€) := {u € CH(Q) : (u,60Vu) € Ng%(Q) x NF(Q)}
and equip it with the semi-norm

[l N o) 7= [llnge, @) + 100 Vullngs @)

Lemma A.5. IfQ) C R"" is an open and connected set, then NeD(Q)/Rand N5, () /R
are normed spaces.

Proof. Since it is easy to see that | - || Ng%, () and || - ||1\1$>mD are semi-norms, we will only
show that if \|u||N§?D(Q) = 0, then there exists ¢ € R such that v = c in 2. Indeed, if
suppey(q) [ullap = 0, then max,cp |u(z) — fpu| = 0, for every P € W(Q), which
implies u = f, u on P for every P € W(Q). If Py, P, € W(R) are such that Py N P, # 0,
we have that © = fpl won P and u = sz won Py. As there exists £ € OP; N 0P
and u is continuous in {2, it holds that f, u = fp, u for every P, P, € W(Q) such that

PN Py # 0. So, if suppew() lullap = 0, there exists a constant ¢ € R so that u = cin
Q, which implies that N3%,(2)/R and N3[| ,(€2)/R are normed spaces. O

sum,D

Remark A.6. By Lemma A.5, we have that if €) is open and connected set, and a sequence
converges in N2% (€2) /R or Nyum,p(€2), then the limit is unique modulo constants.

Lemma A.7. Let Q C R"! be an open set. Then both (NgH (), || - \|N§><>D(Q)) and
(Nsum,p(£2), | - ”Nsum’D(Q)) are sequentially complete.

Proof. Let us first assume that (2 is connected. We define the space

Ap:={u:Q—R:uecC(P)and Sup‘u(x)—][u| < oo},
xeP P
and equip it with the semi-norm [|u||a,, := sup,ep |u(z) — fp u|. In fact, by the continuity
of u on P, we have that
llullap, = mag(‘u(x) - ][ u‘
zeP P
We will first prove that the space Ap is sequentially complete with respect to the semi-

norm || - ||a, for any fixed P € W(2). To this end, let {uy, }ren be a Cauchy sequence in
Ap and fix € > 0. Then, there exists ng = ng(e, P) € N such that for every n,m > ng it
holds that ||u,, — um,|[a, < €. Consequently, for any y € P,

tn(y) — i () — 7{3 (tn(2) — tum(2)) d2| < &,
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which means that the sequence {un — fP un}n N is uniformly Cauchy on P and so it

converges uniformly on P to some up. Thus, there exists a positive integer n1 = n1 (s, P)
such that for any n > nq,

(A.10) max
yeP

un(y) — ]{)un - UP(?J)‘ <e/2,

and so, for any n > nj,

(A.11) max |un(y) — up(y) —][ (up, — up) ‘
yepP P
< 1;16&%( un(y) — ]iun - up(y)‘ + ‘ ]i (up(2) + un(2) — un(2)) dz‘
< masx () = f, = up )|+ f, [un(2) = f 0o = up(2)] a2 <=

concluding that A p is sequentially complete. Moreover,

‘]iuP‘ < ]i ‘up — Up () +]€Dun U () — ]iu" —up(z)

which implies that

(A.12) ][ wp = 0.
P

ﬁ
< max =20,

zeP

It is easy to see that since the half-open Whitney cubes P € W({) are disjoint, the
countable direct sum € PEW(Q) A p equipped with the sup norm is sequentially complete.

Indeed, if {u,} be a Cauchy sequence in €D peyy () Ap, then for € > 0, there exists ng =
no(e) € N such that

max
P

un—][ un—um+][ um‘ <e¢, forall m,n > ngandall P € W(Q).
P P

Using that lim,;,_, oo (um — fP um) = up uniformly on P, we take limits as m — oo in the
last inequality and infer that

max
P

up, () —][ Up — uP(ac)‘ <eg, forall n>ngandall P € W(Q).
P

Then, the function defined by v(z) = up(z) for every z € P and every P € W((Q),
satisfies u,, — v in @PGW(Q) Ap.

We shall now prove that N; p(£2) is sequentially complete with respect to the semi-norm
| - HNé’f’D(Q)' Let {u,} be a Cauchy sequence in Ny p(£2). For fixed ¢ > 0, there exists

no = no(e) € N such that for every n, m > no, we have that [, — upIN,, @) < €. Note
that

Q)= @ ApnC(Q)
PeW(Q)

and as € PEW(Q) Ap is sequentially complete, there exists v (as defined above) such that

U, — vinthe || - ||Nﬁ070‘D(Q) semi-norm. So there exists {up} peyy () satisfying (A.12) such

that u,, — up in the || - ||, semi-norm, uniformly in P € W(Q2). Note that up € C(P)

for each P € W((2) as the uniform limit of a sequence of continuous functions.
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Our main goal is to modify each up adding a suitable constant so that we can define a

new function u € C(€2) which satisfies u,, — win || - || Nge, @)+ To do so, it is important to
show that if Py, P, € W(Q) with OP; N 9P, # (), then, for every x € 0P, N 0P,

(A.13) up, () + C(P1, Py) = up,(z).

If

Cn(P17P2) ::][ un_][ Unp,
Py Py
since {w,, } is Cauchy in N§%,(Q2), for any x € 9Py N 9P, it holds that

|Cn(P1, Po) — Cp(P1, P2)|

() — () — ]i (1 — )|+ 10 (2) = () ]iz(un ~ )|

< 2||up, — umHNEOD(Q) — 0, asm,n — oo.

<

Therefore, there exists C'(P;, P») € R such that lim,,_,, C,,(P1, P») = C(Py, P). So, for
every x € 0P, NOPs,

una) = un(0) = (uno) = ) + . 2 w)

— <upl () — up(z) + ]il un> +Co(P1, Py) =5 C(Py, Py),

which shows (A.13).

If 09 is compact, we fix a (starting) cube Py € W(2) such that £(Fy) < diam(0€2) and
((P) < L(Py) for every P € W(Q). If 09 is unbounded, we pick as a starting cube some
Py € W(2) such that £(Fy) = 1. Once we have fixed such a cube Py, we define

G1(Py) :={P e W(Q): 0P NIP # 0}.
For every P € G1(Fp), we let up be the limit of {u,, } in the Ap semi-norm and set
(A.14) up = up + C(P, Pp).

It is clear that u,, — u}) in the Ap semi-norm as well, while, in view of (A.13), u}; = up,
on 0Py N OP. Observe that, repeating the proof of (A.13), we can show that for every
P e Gi(P)NGi1(Py) \ {P}, there exists a constant C (P, P) such that

(A.15) up+C(P,P)=u}  ondPNOP.
Since P, P € G(Py) and P € G,(P) we have
u}g(z) = up,(2) = uh(z) VzedPyNOPNIP,
which implies that C'(P, P) = 0 and so, by (A.15),
(A.16) up=uk  ondPNAP.
Setting Cp := C(P, Py), we can write u}g := up + Cp and define
ol { ub, P e Gi(P)
up, PeWwW)\ Gi(R).
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Notice that
vl e C(O;), where O := U P,
PeGi(Py)
and lim,, o0 ||upn, — vl”NB’f’D(Q) = 0.
Moving forward, for every P € G;(P,), we set

Gi(P) == Gi(P)\ Gi(Ry) and Ga(Py):= |J Gu(P).

Peg1(Po)
If P € G1(Py) and P’ € G1(P), we define
u¥ = up + C(P', P),

which also satisfies u,, — u%;, in the A pr semi-norm. By the same arguments as above, we
can show that
up = up on 0PN AP’

and, for every P” € G, (P) such that 9P’ N OP" + (),
u%:/ == u%)// on 8P, N OP”.

Moreover, if P € Gi(P,) such that 9P N AP # () and P' € G(P) N G1(P), we define
17%3, := upr + C(P’, P). Then, for every x € P’ N 0P N JP, it holds that

ub(@) = ub(@), Wh(e) = uble), and @ (z) = us(e),

which we may combine to deduce that C'(P’, P) = C(P’, P) and consequently

2

Upr = ﬂ2pl-l()

The same is true for every P € Gi(P,) such that P’ € G,(P) N G1(P) since, for every
such cube, there is a chain of cubes P = P, P, ..., Py = P such that Py, € G1(Py) and
0Py N OPyyq # O for k € {1,..., N}, where N is a dimensional constant. Therefore, we
can unambiguously set Cps := C(P', P) for any P € G;(Py) such that P’ € G (P) and so
u%g, =upr + Cpr. If
Fa(Bo) = G1(Fp) U Ga(F),

we define

u}), Pe gl(P())

’U2 = u%), Pe QQ(P())

up, Pe W(Q) \fQ(P())

and notice that

02 e C(O9), where O, := U P,
and limy o0 |un — 0% [|ngs, @) = 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 € Gi_1(Fp), k > 2, we set
Gi(P) == Gi(P)\ Gp1(Po) and Gp(Py):= | J Gi(P).
PeGr_1(Po)
If P € Gy_1(Py) and P’ € G,(P), we define
uf :=upr + C(P', P)

which also satisfies that u,, — ulfy in the A p/ semi-norm. Arguing as above, we can prove
that

ub, = u]f_-,_l on OP NoP’
and, for every P” € 51 (P) such that 9P' N OP" # (),
u];;/ = u]}g)// on 8P, N aP”.

Moreover, we can unambiguously set Cp: := C(P’, P) for any P € Gi_1(P) such that
P’ € G1(P) and so ub, == up: + Cpr. If

k
Fi(Po) == Gi ()

and

quD, P e Qk(PO)
up, Pc W(Q) \fk(Po),

it is easy to see that

vk e C(O), where O := U P,
PeFi(Po)
and lim,, o0 ||uy, — kaN%(Q) =0.

If we define u(z) := limy_,o, v*(x) for x € Q, then, by construction and the fact that {2
is connected, it is clear that v € C'(Q2) and lim,,_, ¢ ||upn, — UHNE?D(Q) = 0. Hence, NP5 (€2)
is sequentially complete.

It remains to prove that Ngm p(€2) is sequentially complete. To this end, let {u,} be a

Cauchy sequence in Ngm p(€2). Then for fixed € > 0, there exists ng = ng(¢) € N such
that for every n,m > ng we have |[u, — um||n,,, »(@) < € Which implies that

|| wn — umHNfD(Q) <e and |dq(Vu, — vum)”N%O(Q) < e.

Since N§%,(€2) is sequentially complete, if u = limy, 00 un € N5 (£2), it suffices to show
that

1 : _
(A.17) ue C () and nh_)H;O [00(Vun — Vu)|lnse (o) = 0.
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Since {6oVu,}5°, C C(9) is Cauchy in N¥ (), then it is uniformly Cauchy on P
(uniformly in P € W(2)) and so there exists W% € C(P) such that 6oVu, — %
uniformly on P for every P € W(Q). If Py, P, € W(Q) so that 9P; N 9P, # 0, for every
z € OP; N 0P, it holds that

B, ()i () = (@, (2) o () Viun ()~ (@, () 0o () Vun (2)) — 0, as n — oo,

which implies that 17)931 (x) = ZUOP2 (x) for every x € 0P, N OP,. Therefore, if we define
Wo(z) = wWH(x) for every z € P and all P € W(Q), it is evident that Wy € C(£) and
limy, .00 || 60 Vun, — @o[[nsg (@) = 0. Set now @ := 8o by € C(Q) and

wh ::un—][un on P,
P
and note that
wh — up uniformlyon P and Vw} = Vu, — @ uniformly on P.

We can now apply Lemma A.2 on each P to the sequence {w’3}2°; C C''(P) and deduce
that, for every P € W(Q2),

up is differentiable on P and Vup =1 € C(P).

In particular, Vup(z) = @(z) = Vup/(z) for every z € 9P NOP'. If P € W(Q) and y €
0P, for fixed € > 0, there exist 0p = dp(e,y) > 0 such that for every z € PN B(y,dp),
Als) jup(z) —up(y) =@ (@ —y)| __

|z =yl
Let us fix a cube P € W(2) and a point z € JP. We define Z to be the family of Whitney
cubes P’ such that = € AP’ (the number of such cubes is at most a fixed dimensional
constant) and set

o = min {dis "), i e}
min 4 dist( z,Q \ U P ,Pﬂllé%(;p
pPez
Note that for every x € B(z, ) \ 0P, there exists a unique P, € Z such that x € P¢ and,
by (A.18),

u(e) —u(z) - (= 2)| _ |up,(x) —up,(2) -0 - (x - 2)|
|z — 2] |z — 2|

If x € B(z,0) NOP, since u(x) = up(x) + Cp, by (A.18), it holds that

<e.

lu(z) —u(z) - (x = 2)| _ |up(x) —up(z) — - (z - 2)|
|z — 2| |z — 2|

<&,

showing that u is differentiable at any z € PeW(Q) OP. Therefore, since up is differen-
tiable in P° for any P € W(Q2) and u = up + Cp in P°, we deduce that u is differentiable
in Q and Vu = @ € C (), proving (A.17) and concluding the proof of the lemma when (2
is connected.

If €2 is not connected, it can be written as the union of at most countably many disjoint
connected components, i.e., Q@ = (J;2, ©;. For every i € N, we have proved that Ny p(£;)
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and Ngum p(§2;) are sequentially complete and, as the connected components €2; are mutu-
ally disjoint, we have that

Ny p(2) = @Nﬁ,p(Qi) and Ngmp(Q2) = @Nsum,p(ﬁi) are sequentially complete,

concluding the proof of Lemma A.7. O

Lemma A.8. Let Q2 C R"! be an open set. The semi-norms || - ||n () and || - [INom (©)
are equivalent and the implicit constants only depend on n.

Proof. If x € Q and B, = B(z,cdq(z)), for ¢ € (0,1/2], then, by easy volume con-
siderations, one can prove that there exists a uniformly bounded number of Whitney cubes
P € W(Q) that cover the ball B,. We denote this collection of cubes by B,. By the mean
value theorem, for any P € B,, we estimate

‘][xu—][ ‘<][£][\u — u( ‘dZdC<6Q()]I}lea)iglea§‘vu( 2)|

S pax max o(2)[Vu(2)] < [16aVullnss o)

Consequently,

HUHNOO(Q < sup sup sup |u(y) —][ u‘
2€Q PEB, yeP .

S sup sup sup [uly) ~ F uf + [ Vul o)
©€Q PEB, yeP P
S lullvge, @ + 10 Vullng )-
Since for any z € (2 there exists a unique half-open cube P € W(Q2) such that z € P, we
have that
b (z)|Vu(z)| < Sup b0 (2)[Vu(2)] < [[6aVullng )

and s0 [|60 Vu(lne @) S \|5QVu||Noo . Therefore,
(A.19) [l Ngm(@) = ||U\|Ng°(9) + [[0@Vul|ne (o)

S llullxg p@) + 100 Vullne @) = ullNgm p@)-

For the converse direction, let us fix ¢ € (0,1/2] so that for every P € W(Q), if zp is
the center of P, it holds that P C B(xp,cd(xp)) =: Bp. By the mean value theorem, for
any P € W(2), we have that

f u—][ < max 00()| V()] < 30 Vull(o)
Bp
and so

supu(z) ~ f uf <sup|utz) ~ £ ul + [oaVulxeio) < lulgo) + 18 Vul(0)
reP P zeP Bp
This implies that ||ul|n, @) < l[4/lNgn(@) and as

[0oVullnsgs @) < sup  sup da(z)|Vu(2)| < [[0oVullne (o),
Pew(Q) z€Bp
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we infer that ||ulln,, @) S [[tllNg.(@) for any ¢ € (0,1/2) such that P C Bp. It remains
to prove that if 0 < ¢y < c, then

sup  sup ‘u(z) — ][ < sup sup ‘u(z) — ][ ‘
2€Q z€ B(x,cda(z)) B(w,cda(x)) ' yeQz€B(y,coda(y)) B(y;coda(y))

(A.20) + sup sup da(2)|Vu(z)|
y€Q 2€B(y,c000(y))

and

(A21) sup  sup  do(2)|Vu(z)] Ssup  sup  da(z)|Vu(2)l,
y€Q z€B(y,cda (y)) y€Q zeB(y,coda(y))

where the implicit constants are independent of ¢y and c. For any z € (), there exists a
uniformly bounded number of balls {Bf};vzl so that B = B(w;, coda(z;)), where z; €
B(z,coq(x)) and B(z,cdq(x)) C U;VZIB;”. Therefore, by the mean value theorem, we
have that for any = € €2,

‘][ u—][ u‘ < sup  sup da(2)|Vu(z)]
B(z,céa(x)) B; j€{1,...N} 2€B7

<sup  sup  do(2)|Vu(z)|.
y€Q z€B(y,co00(y))

Therefore,

sup sup ‘u(z) —][ ul <sup sup sup |u(z) —][ u‘
z€S) z€B(z,cdq(x)) B(z,céq(x)) zeQ je{l,..,N} zeB7 B(z,céq(x))

“e- ]ij U‘ i ‘ ]{9(967059(%)) ‘T ]ij U‘)

< sup sup ‘u(z) — ][ u| 4 sup sup da(2)|Vu(z)],
yeQ zeB(y,cod0(y)) B(y,coda(y)) yeQ ze B(y,cod(y))

<sup sup sup
2€Qje{l,...N} \2€B?

which shows (A.20). By similar considerations, it is easy to prove (A.21), concluding the
proof of the lemma. U

Corollary A.9. The space (Noum(Q2), || * [Ny (o)) is Sequentially complete.

Proof. The result readily follows from Lemmas A.7 and A.8. O

An immediate corollary of Lemmas A.5 and A.7 is the following.

Corollary A.10. [fQ C R™" is an open set and Q = | J;2, i, where {Q;}3°, are the
connected components of QQ, then @;° | [Nsum(€2%)/R] is a Banach space.
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