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Abstract

Let Ls,p(Rn) denote the homogeneous Sobolev-Slobodeckij space. In this paper, we

demonstrate the existence of a bounded linear extension operator from the jet space J
⌊s⌋
E Ls,p(Rn)

to Ls,p(Rn) for any E ⊆ Rn, p ∈ [1,∞), and s ∈ (0,∞) satisfying n
p < {s}, where {s} rep-

resents the fractional part of s. Our approach builds upon the classical Whitney extension
operator and uses the method of exponentially decreasing paths.

1 Introduction

Let X be a seminormed vector space consisting of functions that are m-times differentiable, where
m ∈ N, and these functions are defined on Rn. For any subset E ⊆ Rn, define the jet space
Jm
E X = {(Jm

x F )x∈E : F ∈ X}, where Jm
x F represents the m-th Taylor polynomial of F ∈ X at the

point x ∈ Rn. We refer to (Jm
x F )x∈E as the jet of F on the set E. For any given jet f in Jm

E X,
the seminorm of f on Jm

E X is defined by

∥f∥Jm
E X := inf{∥F∥X : F ∈ X and (Jm

x F )x∈E = f}.
Providing the m-th Taylor polynomials is equivalent to specifying the function values and deriva-
tives up to m-th order.

For any operator T : Jm
E X → X, we say T is an extension operator if for any f ∈ Jm

E X,
(Jm

x Tf)x∈E = f . This gives rise to the extension problem: Can we find a bounded linear extension
operator from Jm

E X to X?
The extension problem was first introduced and studied by H. Whitney in 1934 [15, 16, 17]. In

particular, he developed the Whitney extension operator and provided a solution to the extension
problem for Cm(Rn) in [15]. Later in 1958, G. Glaeser showed that the Whitney extension operator
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is a bounded linear operator from the jet space Jm
E Cm,r(Rn) to the Hölder space Cm,r(Rn) for any

natural number m and 0 < r ≤ 1 [8]; (see also Chapter VI in [14].) For Sobolev spaces, P. Shvarts-
man, in 2009, proved the existence of a bounded linear extension operator from J0

EL
1,p(Rn) to

L1,p(Rn) and from J0
EW

1,p(Rn) to W 1,p(Rn) for p > n by adapting the classical Whitney extension
operator [12]. Later in 2017, he extended the above results to Jm−1

E Lm,p(Rn) and Jm−1
E Wm,p(Rn)

where m is an arbitrary positive integer and p > n [13]. For other works relevant to the classical
Whitney extension operator, see, e.g., Chapter VI in [14] and [7, 1].

For the extension of function values on a set E, without known derivatives, H. Whitney first
considered the space of m-th continuously differentiable functions X = Cm(Rn) and solved the
problem for n = 1 [16]. Then C. Fefferman solved the case for all dimensions n in 2006 [2]. For the
work on homogeneous Sobolev space, in 2013, A. Israel proved the existence of a bounded linear
extension operator from the trace space to the homogeneous Sobolev space L2,p(R2) for p > n,
where they introduced the exponential decreasing path [9]. Later, in 2014, C. Fefferman, A. Israel
and G. Luli [5] extended the result and proved the existence of a bounded linear extension operator
for Lm,p(Rn), where p ∈ (n,∞) and m is any positive integer. There are also related works for the
range restriction extension problem. See, e.g., [3, 4, 6] and the references therein.

All of the above results, however, deal with Sobolev spaces with integer regularity parameters.
In this paper, we address the Whitney extension problem for the homogeneous Sobolev-Slobodeckij
space X = Ls,p(Rn), where p > n and the regularity parameter s > 0 is non-integer. We will require
the regularity parameter to satisfy n

p
< {s} in order to guarantee that the functions in Ls,p(Rn)

belong to C⌊s⌋(Rn), by the Sobolev embedding theorem. Here, ⌊s⌋ ∈ N denotes the integer part
of s, and {s} ∈ [0, 1) represents the fractional part.

We note that a key difference between the current work and the related work of [12, 13] is the
consideration of non-integer regularity parameter s. While [12, 13] rely on the estimation of sharp
maximal functions, this work adopts an alternative approach, using the technique of integrating
along exponentially decreasing paths in the Whitney decomposition.

Our main result can be stated as follows:

Theorem 1 (Main Result). Let n ∈ N∗, s ∈ (0,∞), and p ∈ [1,∞). If n
p
< {s}, where {s}

is the fractional part of s, and E ⊆ Rn, then there exists a bounded linear extension operator
T : J

⌊s⌋
E Ls,p(Rn) → Ls,p(Rn) such that

∥Tf∥Ls,p(Rn) ≤ Cn,s,p∥f∥J⌊s⌋
E Ls,p(Rn)

,

where Cn,s,p is a positive constant depending only on n, s, and p.

Technique of the proof: To establish the result, we construct our operator by adapting tech-
niques from the classical Whitney extension operator (see, for example, Chapter VI in [14]), and
utilize the exponentially decreasing paths (see Lemma 7) for norm estimation. Specifically, we
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prove the theorem through the following steps. First, we decompose E
c
, which is the complement

of the closure of set E, into a family of cubes F = {Qk} by adapting the classical Whitney de-
composition, and for each cube P in F we choose a point xP ∈ E which is also one of the closest
points in E to the cube P (and it might not be unique). Then we construct the extension operator
T by the classical method and show it is indeed bounded.

To demonstrate that T is bounded, we need to show that

∥Tf∥Ls,p(Rn) ≲ ∥F∥Ls,p(Rn),

for any f and for any F ∈ Ls,p(Rn) satisfying (J
⌊s⌋
x F )x∈E = f .

For this purpose, we decompose ∥Tf∥Ls,p(Rn) into several pieces and show that each piece is
bounded by the sum of ∥F∥Ls,p(Rn) and another term whose main part is about the difference
between ∂iF and its Taylor polynomial at some point aP , i.e.,

J⌊s⌋−|i|
xP

∂iF (aP )− ∂iF (aP ). (1)

By the geometric properties of our Whitney decomposition (as detailed in Lemma 1 below),
the line connecting aP and xP can be covered by countably many cubes {Pj}∞j=0 from the decom-
position F , which satisfies the exponentially decreasing property described in Lemma 7. Using
this approach, we bound the term (1) above by a series involving ∥F∥Ls,p(Pj). Consequently, this
provides an upper bound for ∥Tf∥Ls,p(Rn) in terms of ∥F∥Ls,p(Rn). This completes the proof of the
main theorem.

The organization of the paper is as follows: After introducing the necessary notations and
preliminary results in Section 2, we prove the main lemmas in Section 3, which are essential for
establishing the main result of this paper. In Section 4, we present the proof of Theorem 1.

Acknowledgement: The author would like to thank their advisor Azita Mayeli and co-advisor
Arie Israel, for many helpful discussions. This research is partially supported by the CUNY grant
DSRG (Round 17).

2 Notation and preliminaries

Let N = {0, 1, 2, . . . } and N∗ = {1, 2, . . . }. For any s ∈ R, let ⌊s⌋ = max{m ∈ Z : m ≤ s} and
{s} = s − ⌊s⌋. In this paper, we always assume n ∈ N∗, s ∈ (0,∞)\N∗, p ∈ [1,∞). Let S be Rn

or any cube in Rn (See Definition 1), recall the homogeneous Sobolev-Slobodeckij space is given
by

Ls,p(S) :=
{
f ∈ L1

loc(S,R) : ∇⌊s⌋f ∈ L1
loc(S,Rn⌊s⌋

) and ∥f∥Ls,p(S) < ∞
}
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where the seminorm is defined as

∥f∥Ls,p(S) :=

(∫
S

∫
S

∣∣∑
|k|=⌊s⌋ |∂kf(x)− ∂kf(y)|

∣∣p
|x− y|n+{s}p dxdy

) 1
p

. (2)

For any m ∈ N∗, F ∈ Cm(Rn) and x ∈ Rn, let Jm
x F (t) =

∑
|k|≤m

∂kF (x)
k!

(t− x)k which is the m-th

Taylor polynomial of F at point x. For any E ⊆ Rn, if n
p
< {s}, we define the vector space

J
⌊s⌋
E Ls,p(Rn) := {(J⌊s⌋

x F )x∈E : F ∈ Ls,p(Rn)}, (3)

with seminorm

∥f∥
J
⌊s⌋
E Ls,p(Rn)

:= inf{∥F∥Ls,p(Rn) : F ∈ Ls,p(Rn) and (J⌊s⌋
x F )x∈E = f}.

Remark 1. When n
p
< {s}, every function in Ls,p(Rn) has a unique ⌊s⌋-th continuously differ-

entiable representative, thanks to a Sobolev embedding theorem for Rn similar to that stated in
Proposition 1. We will consistently use this ⌊s⌋-th continuously differentiable function as the rep-
resentative of the function class, and hence, we restrict and evaluate the representative on the set
E.

Definition 1. We say that Q is a cube in Rn if Q =
∏n

i=1[ai−t, ai+t], where ai ∈ R and t ∈ (0,∞).
If Q =

∏n
i=1[ai − t, ai + t] is a cube and c ∈ (0,∞), we define cQ =

∏n
i=1[ai − ct, ai + ct]. For

two cubes Q and Q′, we write Q ↔ Q′ if Q ∩Q′ ̸= ∅. For a given cube Q in Rn, we define δQ as
the diameter of Q, i.e., δQ = sup{|x− y| : x, y ∈ Q}. For subsets A and B of Rn, we denote the
distance between A and B as dist(A,B) = inf{|x − y| : x ∈ A, y ∈ B}. For x ∈ Rn and A ⊆ Rn,
we denote the distance between x and A as dist(x,A) = inf{|x− y| : y ∈ A}. For any E ⊆ Rn, E,
E◦ and Ec denote the closure, interior and complement of E respectively. For x, y ∈ Rn, we let
[x, y] = {(1− t)x+ ty : t ∈ [0, 1]} and [x, y) = {(1− t)x+ ty : t ∈ [0, 1)}.

Let A and B be real. By A ≲ B, we mean A ≤ CB, where the C is a constant depending only
on n, s, p, unless otherwise specified. Throughout the paper, the constants C may vary from one
line to another.

We recall the definitions of the Hölder spaces and the Sobolev embedding theorem.

Definition 2 (Homogeneous Hölder spaces). For m ∈ N and 0 < r < 1, we define Ċm,r(Rn) as
the space of functions f ∈ Cm(Rn) for which the following seminorm is finite:

∥f∥Ċm,r(Rn) = sup
x,y∈Rn, x ̸=y

|∇mf(x)−∇mf(y)|
|x− y|r

.

Proposition 1 (Sobolev Embedding Theorem [10]). Let n
p
< {s} and let Q be a cube in Rn. Then

every F ∈ Ls,p(Q) has a unique representative F ∈ Ċ⌊s⌋,{s}−n
p (Q) such that

∥F∥
Ċ

⌊s⌋,{s}−n
p (Q)

≲ ∥F∥Ls,p(Q).
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In particular, for any k satisfying |k| = ⌊s⌋, x, y ∈ Q, we have

|∂kF (x)− ∂kF (y)| ≲ ∥F∥Ls,p(Q)|x− y|{s}−
n
p .

Proposition 2. Let m ∈ N, F ∈ Cm(Rn). For any x, x0 ∈ Rn, there exists t ∈ (0, 1) such that

F (x)− Jm
x0
F (x) =

∑
|k|=m

1

k!

(
∂kF (tx+ (1− t)x0)− ∂kF (x0)

)
(x− x0)

k.

Proof. We first prove the result in the one-dimensional case, i.e., n = 1. Let x, x0 ∈ R. Then, by
the Lagrange remainder formula (see [11]), there exists t ∈ (0, 1) such that

F (x)− Jm
x0
F (x) =F (x)− Jm−1

x0
F (x)− 1

m!
∂mF (x)(x− x0)

m

=
1

m!

(
∂mF (tx+ (1− t)x0)− ∂mF (x0)

)
(x− x0)

m.

In the higher-dimensional case, let φ(t) = F (tx + (1 − t)x0). Then φ ∈ Cm(R), and by the
one-dimensional result, there exists t ∈ (0, 1) such that

φ(1)− Jm
0 φ(1) =

1

m!
(∂mφ(t)− ∂mφ(0)). (4)

For any j ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,m} and t ∈ R, by chain rule, we have

∂jφ(t) =
(
((x− x0) · ∇)jF

)
(tx+ (1− t)x0) =

∑
|k|=j

j!

k!
∂kF (tx+ (1− t)x0)(x− x0)

k.

Using the above equation, we get

Jm
0 φ(1) =

m∑
j=0

1

j!
∂jφ(0) =

m∑
j=0

∑
|k|=j

1

k!
∂kF (x0)(x− x0)

k =
∑
|k|≤m

1

k!
∂kF (x0)(x− x0)

k = Jm
x0
F (x),

and

∂mφ(t)− ∂mφ(0) =
∑
|k|=m

m!

k!
(∂kF (tx+ (1− t)x0)− ∂kF (x0))(x− x0)

k.

We complete the proof of the proposition by substituting the last two equations into equation (4)
and using the fact that φ(1) = F (x).

The following Lemmas 1-5 are based on Whitney decompositions, with proofs available in [14].
We have made slight modifications to the original proofs, which result in different constants in
Lemma 1(3) and Lemma 2 for our subsequent purposes.

Lemma 1. Let D be any nonempty closed proper subset in Rn. Then there exists a collection of
closed cubes F = {Qk}∞k=1 such that the following hold:
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(1)
⋃

k Qk = Dc.

(2) The interiors of Qk are mutually disjoint.

(3) 10δQk
≤ dist(Qk, D) ≤ 22δQk

for any k.

(4) For every k, there exists m ∈ Z and integers (ai)
n
i=1 ∈ Zn such that Qk =

∏n
i=1[ai2

−m, (ai +
1)2−m].

Lemma 2. Let Q and Q′ ∈ F be in the decomposition outlined in Lemma 1.

(1) If Q ↔ Q′, then
1

2
δQ′ ≤ δQ ≤ 2δQ′ .

(2) If Q ̸↔ Q′, then Q′⋂(2Q)◦ = ∅, therefore Q′ ̸↔ 1.1Q.

Lemma 3. There exists a constant C, dependent solely on the dimension n, such that for every
cube Q ∈ F in the decomposition specified in Lemma 1, there are at most C cubes that intersect
Q.

Lemma 4. There exists a constant C, dependent solely on the dimension n, such that any point
in Dc lies within a neighborhood that intersects at most C cubes of the form 1.1Q, where Q ∈ F .

Lemma 5. For a given decomposition F outlined in Lemma 1, there is a family of functions
{θQ}Q∈F ⊆ C∞(Rn), with the following properties:

(1) 0 ≤ θQ(x) ≤ 1 for all x ∈ Rn.

(2) θQ(x) = 0 outside 1.1Q.

(3)
∑

Q θQ(x) = 1 for all x ∈ Dc. And

(4) |∂kθQ(x)| ≤ Cn,kδ
−|k|
Q for all Q ∈ F , k ∈ Nn, and x ∈ Rn, where Cn,k is a constant that

depends only on n and k.

Remark 2. By Lemma 5 (4), for any s > 0, |k| ≤ ⌊s⌋+ 1, Q ∈ F , and x ∈ Rn, we have

|∂kθQ(x)| ≤
(

max
|j|≤⌊s⌋+1

C ′
n,j

)
δ
−|k|
Q = Cn,sδ

−|k|
Q ,

where the constant Cn,s = max|j|≤⌊s⌋+1 C
′
n,j depends only on n and s.

We have the following definition and lemma.
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Definition 3. Associated to any cube P ∈ F in the decomposition specified in Lemma 1, let
xP ∈ D such that dist(P,D) = dist(xP , P ) and fix it. (Such xP exists because D is closed.)

Lemma 6. Let D be a closed subset of Rn and let F be a decomposition outlined in Lemma 1 with
respect to D. Let (θP )P∈F be a family of functions satisfying the conditions in Lemma 5. For any
P ∈ F , let xP be defined in Definition 3. Then for any m ∈ N and F ∈ Cm(Rn), the following
function

G(x) =

{∑
P∈F θP (x)J

m
xP
F (x), x ∈ Rn\D;

F (x), x ∈ D.

is well defined. G ∈ Cm(Rn) and ∂iG(x) = ∂iF (x) for any x ∈ D and for all multi-indices i
satisfying |i| ≤ m.

Proof. The theorem follows the proof of Lemma 2 in [15] with slightly different constants. The
proof can also be found in Appendix A.

3 Main Lemmas

The proof of our main result in Theorem 1 uses three main lemmas, which we will prove here. For
them we let D be a closed nonempty proper subset of Rn, and let F be the family of cubes as in
Lemma 1. First, we have a definition.

Definition 4. Associated to any cube P ∈ F , let AP denote the collection of paths defined as

AP = {tx1 + (1− t)x2 : Q1, Q2, Q
′
1, Q

′
2 ∈ F , t ∈ [0, 1],

x1 ∈ Q1 ↔ Q2 ↔ P ↔ Q′
2 ↔ Q′

1 ∋ x2}.

Lemma 7 (Exponentially decreasing path). Let F be a decomposition outlined in Lemma 1. Let
P ∈ F . Then there exists A > 0 and a ∈ (0, 1) which are only depending on n such that for any
x ∈ AP (see Definition 4), there exists a family of cubes {Pj = Pj(P, x)}∞j=0 in F such that

(1) [x, xP ) ⊆
⋃

j∈N Pj. (xp is defined in Definition 3.)

(2) x ∈ P0, Pj ↔ Pj+1 for all j ≥ 0.

(3) For any i, j satisfying i ≤ j, δPj
≤ Aaj−iδPi

.

Proof. Let cP ∈ P such that

|xP − cP | = dist(xP , P ) = dist(P,D). (5)

(Such cP exists because P is closed.)

7



Claim 1: For any x ∈ AP , the interval [x, xp) ⊆ Dc.
To prove the claim we proceed as follows:
Given any x ∈ AP , there exist points x1, x2 ∈ AP and cubes Q1, Q2, Q

′
1, Q

′
2 ∈ F , and a

parameter t ∈ [0, 1] such that
x = tx1 + (1− t)x2

where the sequence of sets satisfies:

x1 ∈ Q2 ↔ Q1 ↔ P ↔ Q′
2 ↔ Q′

1 ∋ x2.

Let a1 ∈ Q2

⋂
Q1 and a2 ∈ Q1

⋂
P , by applying triangle inequality and Lemma 2 (1), we have

|x1 − cP | ≤ |x1 − a1|+ |a1 − a2|+ |a2 − cP | ≤ δQ2 + δQ1 + δP ≤ 4δP + 2δP + δP = 7δP .

Similarly,
|x2 − cP | ≤ 7δP .

To find the distance from x to cP , we use:

|x− cP | = |tx1 + (1− t)x2 − cP |.
Applying the triangle inequality, we get:

|tx1 + (1− t)x2 − cP | = |t(x1 − cP ) + (1− t)(x2 − cP )| ≤ t|x1 − cP |+ (1− t)|x2 − cP |.
Substituting the bounds we obtained:

|x− cP | ≤ t · 7δP + (1− t) · 7δP = 7δP .

We know that:

7δP ≤ 7

10
dist(P,D),

because P is chosen such that δP ≤ 1
10
dist(P,D). Hence,

|x− cP | ≤
7

10
dist(P,D). (6)

To prove the claim, we continue as follows: For any x′ ∈ [x, xP ), there exists t ∈ [0, 1) such
that

x′ = txP + (1− t)x.

We need to show that x′ ∈ Dc, where Dc denotes the complement of D. To do this, we first
calculate the distance from x′ to cP and use it to show that x′ cannot be in D.

Consider the distance from x′ to cP :

|x′ − cP | = |txP + (1− t)x− cP |.
Using the triangle inequality, we get:

|txP + (1− t)x− cP | ≤ t|xP − cP |+ (1− t)|x− cP |.

8



Given that |xP − cP | = dist(P,D) and applying the given bounds and inequality (6), we have:

|x′ − cP | ≤ t|xP − cP |+ (1− t)|x− cP | ≤
(
t+

7

10
(1− t)

)
dist(P,D).

We know that t+ 7
10
(1− t) < 1 because 7

10
< 1 and 1− t > 0. Therefore,

|x′ − cP | < dist(P,D).

Since |x′ − cP | is strictly less than dist(P,D), it follows that:

dist(x′, D) ≥ dist(cP , D)− |cP − x′| > dist(P,D)− dist(P,D) = 0.

Thus, dist(x′, D) > 0, implying that x′ ̸∈ D and therefore x′ ∈ Dc. This completes the proof of
Claim 1.

Claim 2. We claim that for any Q ∈ F , if x′ ∈ Q ∩ [x, xP ), then

10δQ ≤ |x′ − xP | ≤ 131δQ. (7)

For the left inequality, we have

10δQ ≤ dist(Q,D) ≤ |x′ − xP |.
For the right inequality, let t ∈ (0, 1] such that

x′ − xP = t(x− xP ). (8)

Then, by equation (5) and inequality (6), we can write:

|cP − x′| = |(1− t)(cP − xP ) + t(cP − x)| ≤
(
1− 3t

10

)
dist(P,D).

There exists a ∈ Q and b ∈ D such that |a− b| = dist(Q,D). We know that

dist(P,D) ≤ |cP − b|
because cP ∈ P and b ∈ D. By Lemma 1(3), triangle inequality and the above two inequalities,
we obtain

23δQ ≥ δQ + dist(Q,D) = δQ + |a− b| ≥ |x′ − b| ≥ |cP − b| − |cP − x′| ≥ 3

10
t dist(P,D).

By triangle inequality, inequality (6) and equation (5),

|x− xP | ≤ |x− cP |+ |cP − xP | ≤
17

10
dist(P,D). (9)

Therefore, by equation (8), and the above two inequalities, we get

|x′ − xP | = t|x− xP | ≤
17

10
t dist(P,D) ≤ 17

3
· 23δQ ≤ 131δQ.

This completes the proof of Claim 2.
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Claim 3: There is a subfamily U0 of F such that

[x, xP ) ⊂
⋃

R∈U0

R,

and for any Q ∈ U0,

[x, xP ) ̸⊆
⋃

R∈U0,R ̸=Q

R,

i.e. the segment [x, xP ) is contained in the union of the elements of U0 but is not completely
contained in the union of the elements of U0 excluding Q for any Q ∈ U0.

To prove this, let us define the set A = {U ⊆ F : [x, xP ) ⊆
⋃

R∈U R}.
For any U ,V ∈ A, we define U ≤ V if U ⊇ V . With this definition, A is a partially ordered

set. Our goal is to use Zorn’s lemma to show that the set A has a maximum element U0, for which
the hypothesis of our claim holds.

Note that A is nonempty because [x, xP ) ⊆ Dc and F ∈ A. Let B be any nonempty chain in
A, and let W =

⋂
U ∈B U . Then W ∈ A. Indeed, by definition, W ⊆ F . To show that W belongs

to A, we only need to show that [x, xP ) ⊆
⋃

R∈W R.
For any x′ ∈ [x, xP ), we claim that there exists R ∈ F such that x′ ∈ R and for all U ∈ B,

R ∈ U . Thus, x′ ∈ R ∈ W . We prove the claim by contradiction.
If the above statement is false, then for any Q satisfying x′ ∈ Q, there exists a UQ ∈ B such

that Q /∈ UQ. Because the set {Q ∈ F : x′ ∈ Q} is finite (see Lemma 4) and B is a chain, there
exists Q′ ∈ {Q ∈ F : x′ ∈ Q} such that UQ ≤ UQ′ for any Q ∈ {Q ∈ F : x′ ∈ Q}. Then for
any Q ∈ {Q ∈ F : x′ ∈ Q}, UQ′ ⊂ UQ. By this and the fact Q /∈ UQ, we have Q /∈ UQ′ . We
get that x′ /∈

⋃
R∈UQ′ R. So [x, xP ) ̸⊆

⋃
R∈UQ′ R, therefore UQ′ /∈ A. This contradicts the fact

UQ′ ∈ B ⊆ A, and completes the proof of the claim.
Hence, [x, xP ) ⊆

⋃
R∈W R. Therefore, W ∈ A, as desired.

Notice that W is an upper bound of B by its definition. Therefore, by Zorn’s lemma, A has
a maximum element U0, which means that [x, xP ) ⊂

⋃
R∈U0

R, and for any Q ∈ U0, [x, xP ) ̸⊆⋃
R∈U0,R ̸=QR. This completes the proof of Claim 3.

Let Q ∈ U0. We define aQ and bQ as the minimum and maximum values, respectively, of
t ∈ [0, 1) such that x + t(xP − x) ∈ Q, where x ∈ Ap and it is fixed at the beginning of Claim 1.
(Notice that the minimum and maximum values exist because Q is closed.) By the convexity of
the cube Q, we can write

[aQ, bQ] = {t ∈ [0, 1) : x+ t(xP − x) ∈ Q}.
For every t ∈ (0, 1), as stated in inequality (7), for any Q ∈ U0 satisfying aQ < t, we have

1

131
|(1− t)(x− xP )| ≤

1

131
|(1− aQ)(x− xP )| =

1

131
|(x+ aQ(xP − x))− xP | ≤ δQ.

There are only finitely many Q ∈ U0 such that aQ < t because of the above lower bound of δQ.
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Note that for any Q,Q′ ∈ U0, if Q ̸= Q′ ,then aQ ̸= aQ′ . (Otherwise either [aQ, bQ] ⊆ [aQ′ , bQ′ ] or
[aQ′ , bQ′ ] ⊆ [aQ, bQ], this contradicts with that U0 is a maximum element which is shown in Claim
3.) Therefore, there is a bijection from N to U0, denoted by j 7→ Pj, such that for all j < k,
aPj

< aPk
. This way we have constructed a family {Pj}∞j=0 of cubes in F , as mentioned in the

statement of the lemma.

Proof of property (1): Because {Pj}∞j=0 is an enumeration of U0, and because U0 ∈ A, by the
definition of A, we have

[x, xP ) ⊆
⋃

R∈U0

R =
∞⋃
j=0

Pj.

Proof of property (2): We will show for all j, Pj ↔ Pj+1. Otherwise, bPj
< aPj+1

, and there
exists an i such that Pi∩{x+t(xP −x) : t ∈ (bPj

, aPj+1
)} ≠ ∅. Therefore, [aPi

, bPi
]∩(bPj

, aPj+1
) ̸= ∅.

This implies that aPi
< aPj+1

, which means aPi
≤ aPj

≤ bPj
≤ bPi

. Hence, [x, xP ) ⊆
⋃

R∈U0,R ̸=Pj
R,

which contradicts the fact that U0 is a maximum element.

Proof of property (3): We know that, by Lemma 2(1) and property (2), there exists a strictly
increasing function g : N → N such that g(0) = 0 and

δPg(m)
=

1

2m
δP0 . (10)

For any m, for any i satisfying g(m) ≤ i ≤ g(m + 1), let xm = x + ag(m)(xP − x) and xm+1 =
x+ bg(m+1)(xP −x). We have Pi

⋂
[xm, xm+1] ̸= ∅ because of the choice of i. Therefore there exists

xi ∈ Pi ∩ [xm, xm+1]. Therefore we have

|xm+1 − xP | ≤ |xi − xP |
because xm+1 is in the middle of the segment connecting xi and xP . Similarly, we have

|xi − xP | ≤ |xm − xP |.
Therefore, by equation (10), Lemma 1(3), Claim 2 and the above two inequalities, we get lower
bound and upper bound for δPi

:

5

131
δPg(m)

=
10

131
δPg(m+1)

≤ 1

131
dist(Pg(m+1), D) ≤ 1

131
|xm+1 − xP | ≤

1

131
|xi − xP |

≤δPi
≤ 1

10
|xi − xP | ≤

1

10
|xm − xP | ≤

131

10
δPg(m)

.
(11)

So for any x′ ∈ Pi,

|x′ − xi| ≤ δPi
≤ 131

10
δPg(m)

.

By Claim 2, we have
|xm − xi| ≤ |xm − xP | ≤ 131δPg(m)

.

11



So by triangle inequality and combining the above two inequalities, we get

|x′ − xm| ≤ |x′ − xi|+ |xi − xm| ≤ (
131

10
+ 131)δPg(m)

< 145δPg(m)
.

Therefore
Pi ⊆ B(xm, 145δPg(m)

).

Hence, by this, the lower bound of δPi
in inequality (11) and the fact that the interiors of Pi are

disjoint for different i, there are at most a constant Cn number of i such that g(m) ≤ i ≤ g(m+1),
implying

g(m+ 1)− g(m) ≤ Cn. (12)

We let A = 22Cn+1 > 0 and a = (1
2
)

1
Cn ∈ (0, 1). We prove that the inequality in property

(3) holds for these constants. For any i, j ∈ N satisfying i ≤ j, there exist m,m′ ∈ N such that
g(m) ≤ i < g(m + 1) and g(m′) ≤ j < g(m′ + 1). Then, by Lemma 2(1), equation (10), and
inequality (12),

δPj
≤ δPg(m′)

2Cn ≤ δPg(m)

(
1

2

)m′−m

· 2Cn ≤ 22CnδPi
aCn(m′−m)

≤ 22Cn+1δPi
ag(m

′+1)−g(m) ≤ Aaj−iδPi
.

This completes the proof of the property (3).

Remark 3. Let F be a decomposition outlined in Lemma 1. Let P ∈ F . The AP and xP are
defined in Definition 4 and Definition 3. For any x ∈ AP , by the inequality (9) in the proof of
Lemma 7 and the Lemma 1(3), we have

|x− xP | ≲ dist(P,D) ≲ δP ,

where the constant is an absolute constant.

Lemma 8. Let F be a decomposition described in Lemma 1. For P ∈ F , let AP and xP be
defined as in Lemma 7, and let x ∈ AP . Suppose {Pj}∞j=0 is the family of cubes in F that satisfies

the properties (1)-(3) in Lemma 7. Let {s} > n
p
and ϵ = {s}p−n

2
. Then, for any F ∈ Ls,p(Rn), the

following inequality holds:∑
|i|≤⌊s⌋

δ
n−sp+|i|p
P

∣∣∂iJ⌊s⌋
xP

F (x)− ∂iF (x)
∣∣p ≲ δ

n−{s}p+ϵ
P

∞∑
j=1

∥F∥pLs,p(Pj)
δ
{s}p−n−ϵ
Pj

.

Proof. We only need to prove for each multi-index i, the corresponding item on the left hand side
can be bounded by the right hand side:

12



For each |i| ≤ ⌊s⌋, we have ∂iF ∈ Ls−|i|,p(Rn). By Proposition 2, there exists t ∈ (0, 1) such
that

J⌊s⌋−|i|
xP

∂iF (x)− ∂iF (x) =
∑

|k|=⌊s⌋−|i|

1

k!

(
∂k+iF (tx+ (1− t)xP )− ∂k+iF (xP )

)
(x− xP )

k. (13)

There exists m ∈ N such that tx + (1 − t)xP ∈ Pm. Let xm := tx + (1 − t)xP , and for any
j > m, let xj ∈ Pj−1 ∩ Pj.

Using equation (13), Remark 3, Hölder’s inequality, Lemma 7(3), and the Sobolev embedding
theorem, we have:

δ
n−sp+|i|p
P

∣∣∂iJ⌊s⌋
xP

F (x)− ∂iF (x)
∣∣p = δ

n−sp+|i|p
P

∣∣J⌊s⌋−|i|
xP

∂iF (x)− ∂iF (x)
∣∣p

≲ δ
n−{s}p
P

∑
|k|=⌊s⌋

∣∣∂kF (xm)− ∂kF (xP )
∣∣p

≲ δ
n−{s}p
P

∑
|k|=⌊s⌋

∣∣∣∣ ∞∑
j=m

(∂kF (xj)− ∂kF (xj+1))

∣∣∣∣p

≲
∑

|k|=⌊s⌋

δ
n−{s}p
P

∞∑
j=m

∣∣∂kF (xj)− ∂kF (xj+1)
∣∣p δ−ϵ

Pj

(
∞∑

j=m

δ
ϵ

p−1

Pj

)p−1

≲ δ
n−{s}p+ϵ
P

∞∑
j=1

∥F∥pLs,p(Pj)
δ
{s}p−n−ϵ
Pj

as claimed. This completes the proof of the lemma.

Lemma 9. Let F be a decomposition described in Lemma 1. Then

(1) For any Q,Q′ ∈ F , if Q ↔ Q′, then∫
Q′

∫
Q

1

|x− y|n+{s}p−p
dxdy ≲ δ

n+p−{s}p
Q .

(2) For any Q ∈ F , ∑
Q′:Q ̸↔Q′

∫
Q′

∫
Q

1

|x− y|n+{s}pdxdy ≲ δ
n−{s}p
Q ,

and ∫
D

∫
Q

1

|x− y|n+{s}pdxdy ≲ δ
n−{s}p
Q .

Proof. (1) Let z ∈ Q
⋂

Q′. We know that such a z exists because Q ↔ Q′. For any x ∈ Q and
y ∈ Q′, by Lemma 2(1), we have

13



|x− y| ≤ |x− z|+ |z − y| ≤ δQ + δQ′ ≤ 3δQ.

This implies that Q− y ⊆ B3δQ(0). By changing of variables,∫
Q′

∫
Q

1

|x− y|n+{s}p−p
dxdy ≤

∫
Q′

∫
Q−y

1

|x|n+{s}p−p
dxdy

≲
∫
Q′

∫
B3δQ

(0)

1

|x|n+{s}p−p
dxdy

≲ δnQ′δ
p−{s}p
Q

∫
B1(0)

1

|x|n+{s}p−p
dx

≲ δ
n+p−{s}p
Q ,

where the last inequality follows that the integral∫
B1(0)

1

|x|n+{s}p−p
dxdy

is finite and only depending on n, s and p.
(2) By Lemma 2(2), for any Q′ ̸↔ Q, we have Q′⋂(2Q)◦ = ∅. This implies that for any x ∈ Q,

Q′ ⊆ (B 1
2
√
n
δQ
(x))c, (14)

and for any x′ ∈ D, by Lemma 1(3), 10δQ ≤dist(Q,D) ≤ |x′ − x|. Therefore
D ⊆ (B10δQ(x))

c ⊆ (B 1
2
√
n
δQ
(x))c. (15)

By equation (14) and equation (15), using the fact that the interiors of different cubes are disjoint,
we have

max

{∫
Q

∑
Q′:Q̸↔Q′

∫
Q′

1

|x− y|n+{s}pdxdy,

∫
Q

∫
D

1

|x− y|n+{s}pdxdy

}

≤
∫
Q

∫(
B 1

2
√
n
δQ

(x)
)c 1

|x− y|n+{s}pdydx

=

∫
Q

∫(
B 1

2
√
n
δQ

(0)
)c 1

|y|n+{s}pdydx

≲ δ
n−{s}p
Q

∫
(B1(0))c

1

|y|n+{s}pdy

≲ δ
n−{s}p
Q ,

where the last step follows from the fact that the integral in the fourth line is a finite constant

14



only depending on n, s and p.

4 Proof of main result Theorem 1

If E is either empty or equal to Rn, the theorem holds trivially. Therefore, we consider the case
where E is neither of these extreme cases. Then by Lemma 1, there exists a family of closed cubes
F = {Qk} such that

(1)
⋃

k Qk = (E)c.

(2) The interiors of Qk are mutually disjoint.

(3) 10δQk
≤ dist(Qk, E) ≤ 22δQk

for any k.

(4) For every k, there exists m ∈ Z and (ai)
n
i=1 ∈ Zn such that Qk =

∏n
i=1[ai2

−m, (ai + 1)2−m].

There is a family of functions {θP}P∈F ⊆ C∞(Rn) satisfying the conclusions in Lemma 5 corre-
sponding to the given family F . By Definition 4 and 3, we equip each P ∈ F with a set AP and
a point xP ∈ E. Now we define the operator T : J

⌊s⌋
E Ls,p(Rn) → Ls,p(Rn) as follows:

Let f ∈ J
⌊s⌋
E Ls,p(Rn). By the definition of J

⌊s⌋
E Ls,p(Rn) in equation (3), let F ∈ Ls,p(Rn) such

that
(J⌊s⌋

x F )x∈E = f. (16)

Define

Tf(x) =

{∑
P∈F θP (x)J

⌊s⌋
xP F (x), x ∈ Rn\E;

F (x), x ∈ E.

By the Sobolev embedding theorem, F ∈ C⌊s⌋(Rn). By Lemma 6, the expression on the right
hand side of the above equation is well defined for any given F . By equation (16) and continuity,
the value F (x) is independent of the choice of F for any x ∈ E. For any P ∈ F , because xP ∈ E,

J
⌊s⌋
xP F is independent of the choice of F by continuity. Therefore, T (f) is independent of the choice

of F . So it is well-defined.
It is clear that T is a linear operator. We will prove it is an extension operator:
Let f ∈ J

⌊s⌋
E Ls,p(Rn). Let F ∈ Ls,p(Rn) be any function satisfying (J

⌊s⌋
x F )x∈E = f . By Lemma

6, Tf ∈ C⌊s⌋(Rn) and for any |i| ≤ ⌊s⌋ and x ∈ E, we have

∂iT (f)(x) = ∂iF (x). (17)

Therefore
(J⌊s⌋

x T (f))x∈E = (J⌊s⌋
x F )x∈E = f.

Therefore T is an extension operator. Next we prove that the operator is bounded.
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For this, we only need to show that ∥Tf∥Ls,p(Rn) ≲ ∥F∥Ls,p(Rn). We will complete this task by
evaluating integrals over four disjoint regions and by using the Whitney decomposition of (E)c

that we constructed above, as detailed below:
By the definition of homogeneous fractional Sobolev space in equation (2), equation (17),

Lemma 4 and Lemma 5(2), we have

∥Tf∥pLs,p(Rn) ≲
∑

|k|=⌊s⌋

∫
Rn

∫
Rn

|∂k(Tf)(x)− ∂k(Tf)(y)|p

|x− y|n+{s}p dxdy

≲
∑

|k|=⌊s⌋

∫
E

∫
E

|∂kF (x)− ∂kF (y)|p

|x− y|n+{s}p dxdy

+
∑

|k|=⌊s⌋

∑
Q,Q′:Q̸↔Q′

∫
Q′

∫
Q

|
∑

P∈F ∂k(θP (x)J
⌊s⌋
xP F (x))−

∑
P∈F ∂k(θP (y)J

⌊s⌋
xP F (y))|p

|x− y|n+{s}p dxdy

+
∑

|k|=⌊s⌋

∑
Q,Q′:Q↔Q′

∫
Q′

∫
Q

|
∑

P∈F ∂k(θP (x)J
⌊s⌋
xP F (x))−

∑
P∈F ∂k(θP (y)J

⌊s⌋
xP F (y))|p

|x− y|n+{s}p dxdy

+
∑

|k|=⌊s⌋

∑
Q

∫
E

∫
Q

|
∑

P∈F ∂k(θP (x)J
⌊s⌋
xP F (x))− ∂kF (y)|p

|x− y|n+{s}p dxdy

=
∑

|k|=⌊s⌋

(Ik + IIk + IIIk + IVk) .

Notice that by the definition of ∥F∥Ls,p(Rn), we already have

Ik ≤ ∥F∥pLs,p(Rn). (18)

For the rest, we will first compute IIk. Using Lemma 5(3), we can express IIk as the sum of
three components as follows:

IIk =
∑

Q,Q′:Q̸↔Q′

∫
Q′

∫
Q

|
∑

P ∂k(θP (x)J
⌊s⌋
xP F (x))−

∑
P ∂k(θP (y)J

⌊s⌋
xP F (y))|p

|x− y|n+{s}p dxdy

≲
∑

Q,Q′:Q̸↔Q′

∫
Q′

∫
Q

|
∑

0≤i≤k

∑
P ∂k−iθP (x)(∂

iJ
⌊s⌋
xP F (x)− ∂iF (x))|p

|x− y|n+{s}p dxdy (19)

+
∑

Q,Q′:Q ̸↔Q′

∫
Q′

∫
Q

|∂kF (x)− ∂kF (y)|p

|x− y|n+{s}p dxdy (20)
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+
∑

Q,Q′:Q ̸↔Q′

∫
Q′

∫
Q

|
∑

0≤i≤k

∑
P ∂k−iθP (y)(∂

iJ
⌊s⌋
xP F (y)− ∂iF (y))|p

|x− y|n+{s}p dxdy. (21)

Observe that the terms (19) and (21) in the sum above are identical by swapping the variables x
and y. Now we will bound the term (19). By applying Lemma 2(2), Lemma 5(2) and Remark 2,
we obtain:

(19) ≲
∑

Q,Q′:Q ̸↔Q′

∑
P :P↔Q

sup
t∈Q

∑
0≤i≤k

δ
(|i|−|k|)p
P |∂iJ⌊s⌋

xP
F (t)− ∂iF (t)|p

∫
Q′

∫
Q

1

|x− y|n+{s}pdxdy. (22)

Note that by Lemma 3 and Lemma 9(2),

(22) ≲
∑
P

sup
t∈

⋃
Q↔P Q

∑
0≤i≤k

δ
|i|p+n−sp
P |∂iJ⌊s⌋

xP
F (t)− ∂iF (t)|p

≤
∑
P

sup
t∈AP

∑
|i|≤⌊s⌋

δ
|i|p+n−sp
P |∂iJ⌊s⌋

xP
F (t)− ∂iF (t)|p.

Combining the above estimations on (19) and (21) (by symmetry), and using the upper bound
∥F∥pLs,p(Rn) for the middle term (20), we obtain:

IIk ≲
∑
P

sup
t∈AP

∑
|i|≤⌊s⌋

δ
|i|p+n−sp
P |∂iJ⌊s⌋

xP
F (t)− ∂iF (t)|p + ∥F∥pLs,p(Rn). (23)

Next, we need to compute IIIk.

IIIk =
∑

Q,Q′:Q↔Q′

∫
Q′

∫
Q

|
∑

P ∂k(θP (x)J
⌊s⌋
xP F (x))−

∑
P ∂k(θP (y)J

⌊s⌋
xP F (y))|p

|x− y|n+{s}p dxdy

≲
∑

Q,Q′:Q↔Q′

∫
Q′

∫
Q

|
∑

P

∑
0≤i≤k(∂

k−iθP (x)− ∂k−iθP (y))∂
iJ

⌊s⌋
xP F (x)|p

|x− y|n+{s}p dxdy

+
∑

Q,Q′:Q↔Q′

∫
Q′

∫
Q

|
∑

P

∑
0≤i≤k ∂

k−iθP (y)(∂
iJ

⌊s⌋
xP F (x)− ∂iJ

⌊s⌋
xP F (y))|p

|x− y|n+{s}p dxdy

=IIIk,1 + IIIk,2.

First we compute IIIk,1 as follows. Using Lemma 5(3), observe that
∑

P ∂i(θP (x)− θP (y)) = 0
for any multi-index i, and x, y ∈ (E)c. Therefore,

IIIk,1 =
∑

Q,Q′:Q↔Q′

∫
Q′

∫
Q

|
∑

P

∑
0≤i≤k(∂

k−iθP (x)− ∂k−iθP (y))∂
iJ

⌊s⌋
xP F (x)|p

|x− y|n+{s}p dxdy
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=
∑

Q,Q′:Q↔Q′

∫
Q′

∫
Q

|
∑

P

∑
0≤i≤k(∂

k−iθP (x)− ∂k−iθP (y))(∂
iJ

⌊s⌋
xP F (x)− ∂iF (x))|p

|x− y|n+{s}p dxdy.

Applying Lemma 2(2) and the mean value theorem, we continue the estimation:

IIIk,1 ≤
∑

Q,Q′:Q↔Q′

∫
Q′

∫
Q

(∑
P :P↔Q or P↔Q′

∑
0≤i≤k | supt∈[x,y] ∇∂k−iθP (t)||∂iJ

⌊s⌋
xP F (x)− ∂iF (x)|

)p
|x− y|n+{s}p−p

dxdy

≲
∑

Q,Q′:Q↔Q′

∑
P :P↔Q or P↔Q′

sup
t∈Q

∑
0≤i≤k

δ
−(|k|−|i|+1)p
P |∂iJ⌊s⌋

xP
F (t)− ∂iF (t)|p

∫
Q′

∫
Q

1

|x− y|n+{s}p−p
dxdy.

We obtained the preceding line by Remark 2. Now, by an application of Lemma 9(1) and Lemma
3 we obtain the following:

IIIk,1 ≲
∑

Q,Q′:Q↔Q′

∑
P :P↔Q or P↔Q′

sup
t∈AP

∑
0≤i≤k

δ
n−sp+|i|p
P |∂iJ⌊s⌋

xP
F (t)− ∂iF (t)|p

≲
∑
P

sup
t∈AP

∑
|i|≤⌊s⌋

δ
n−sp+|i|p
P |∂iJ⌊s⌋

xP
F (t)− ∂iF (t)|p. (24)

This completes the estimation of IIIk,1.

Next, we estimate IIIk,2. Notice that for any x, y ∈ Rn and P ∈ F , we have

∂kJ⌊s⌋
xP

F (x) = ∂kF (xP ) = ∂kJ⌊s⌋
xP

F (y). (25)

Therefore, by equation (25), we omit the term for i = k in IIIk,2 and write:

IIIk,2 =
∑

Q,Q′:Q↔Q′

∫
Q′

∫
Q

|
∑

P

∑
0≤i<k ∂

k−iθP (y)(∂
iJ

⌊s⌋
xP F (x)− ∂iJ

⌊s⌋
xP F (y))|p

|x− y|n+{s}p dxdy.

Using Lemma 5(3), Lemma 2(2), and the mean value theorem once again, we get:

IIIk,2 =
∑

Q,Q′:Q↔Q′

∫
Q′

∫
Q

∣∣∑
P

∑
0≤i<k ∂

k−iθP (y)
(
(∂iJ

⌊s⌋
xP F (x)− ∂iF (x))− (∂iJ

⌊s⌋
xP F (y)− ∂iF (y))

)∣∣p
|x− y|n+{s}p dxdy

≤
∑

Q,Q′:Q↔Q′

∫
Q′

∫
Q

(
∑

P↔Q′
∑

0≤i<k supt∈[x,y] |∂k−iθP (y)∇(∂iJ
⌊s⌋
xP F − ∂iF )(t) · (x− y)|)p

|x− y|n+{s}p dxdy.

By Remark (2) and a change of variable for i, we have
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IIIk,2 ≲
∑

Q,Q′:Q↔Q′

∫
Q′

∫
Q

∑
P↔Q′

∑
0≤i<k supt∈[x,y] δ

|i|p−⌊s⌋p
P |∇∂iJ

⌊s⌋
xP F (t)−∇∂iF (t)|p

|x− y|n+{s}p−p
dxdy

≲
∑

Q,Q′:Q↔Q′

∫
Q′

∫
Q

∑
P↔Q′

∑
|i|≤⌊s⌋ supt∈[x,y] δ

|i|p−p−⌊s⌋p
P |∂iJ

⌊s⌋
xP F (t)− ∂iF (t)|p

|x− y|n+{s}p−p
dxdy. (26)

By Lemma 9(1) and Lemma 3,

(26) ≤
∑

Q,Q′:Q↔Q′

∑
P↔Q′

∑
|i|≤⌊s⌋

sup
t∈AP

δ
|i|p−p−⌊s⌋p
P |∂iJ⌊s⌋

xP
F (t)− ∂iF (t)|p

∫
Q′

∫
Q

1

|x− y|n+{s}p−p
dxdy

≲
∑
P

sup
t∈AP

∑
|i|≤⌊s⌋

δ
n−sp+|i|p
P |∂iJ⌊s⌋

xP
F (t)− ∂iF (t)|p.

A combination of the estimations above yields

IIIk,2 ≲
∑
P

sup
t∈AP

∑
|i|≤⌊s⌋

δ
n−sp+|i|p
P |∂iJ⌊s⌋

xP
F (t)− ∂iF (t)|p. (27)

Combining inequality (24) and (27), we get

IIIk = IIIk,1 + IIIk,2 ≲
∑
P

sup
t∈AP

∑
|i|≤⌊s⌋

δ
n−sp+|i|p
P |∂iJ⌊s⌋

xP
F (t)− ∂iF (t)|p. (28)

Next we compute IVk. As before, we use the variant of triangle inequality, to bound:

IVk =
∑
Q

∫
E

∫
Q

|
∑

P ∂k(θP (x)J
⌊s⌋
xP F (x))− ∂kF (y)|p

|x− y|n+{s}p dxdy

≲
∑
Q

∫
E

∫
Q

|
∑

0≤i≤k

∑
P↔Q ∂k−iθP (x)(∂

iJ
⌊s⌋
xP F (x)− ∂iF (x))|p

|x− y|n+{s}p dxdy

+

∫
E

∫
Q

|∂kF (x)− ∂kF (y)|p

|x− y|n+{s}p dxdy (by Lemma 5 (3))

≲
∑
Q

∑
P↔Q

sup
t∈Q

∑
0≤i≤k

δ
(|i|−|k|)p
P |∂iJ⌊s⌋

xP
F (t)− ∂iF (t)|p

∫
E

∫
Q

1

|x− y|n+{s}pdxdy

+ ∥F∥pLs,p(Rn) (by Remark 2)
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≲
∑
P

sup
t∈AP

∑
|i|≤⌊s⌋

δ
n−sp+|i|p
P |∂iJ⌊s⌋

xP
F (t)− ∂iF (t)|p + ∥F∥pLs,p(Rn) (by Lemma 9(2), Lemma 3).

(29)

Combining the results from the computations of terms Ik, IIk, IIIk, and IVk above, we obtain

∥Tf∥pLs,p(Rn) ≲
∑

k: |k|=⌊s⌋

(∑
P

sup
t∈AP

∑
|i|≤⌊s⌋

δ
n−sp+|i|p
P |∂iJ⌊s⌋

xP
F (t)− ∂iF (t)|p + ∥F∥pLs,p(Rn)

)
≲
∑
P

sup
t∈AP

∑
|i|≤⌊s⌋

δ
n−sp+|i|p
P |∂iJ⌊s⌋

xP
F (t)− ∂iF (t)|p + ∥F∥pLs,p(Rn).

Let ϵ = {s}p−n
2

. For any P ∈ F , let aP ∈ AP such that∑
|i|≤⌊s⌋

δ
n−sp+|i|p
P |∂iJ⌊s⌋

xP
F (aP )− ∂iF (aP )|p = sup

t∈AP

∑
|i|≤⌊s⌋

δ
n−sp+|i|p
P |∂iJ⌊s⌋

xP
F (t)− ∂iF (t)|p.

For each P ∈ F let (Pj = Pj(P ))∞j=0 be the sequence of cubes generated in Lemma 7 corre-
sponding to cube P and the point x = aP . Then by Lemma 8,

∥Tf∥pLs,p(Rn) ≲
∑
P

∑
|i|≤⌊s⌋

δ
n−sp+|i|p
P |∂iJ⌊s⌋

xP
F (aP )− ∂iF (aP )|p + ∥F∥pLs,p(Rn)

≲
∑
P

δ
n−{s}p+ϵ
P

∞∑
j=0

∥F∥pLs,p(Pj(P ))δ
{s}p−n−ϵ
Pj(P ) + ∥F∥pLs,p(Rn).

(30)

For two cubes P and P ′ in F , we say P → P ′ if there exists a j such that P ′ = Pj(P ). With this,
we change the order of the summation in the previous sum to get:∑

P

δ
n−{s}p+ϵ
P

∞∑
j=0

∥F∥pLs,p(Pj(P ))δ
{s}p−n−ϵ
Pj(P ) =

∑
P ′

∥F∥pLs,p(P ′)

(
δ
{s}p−n−ϵ
P ′

∑
P :P→P ′

δ
n−{s}p+ϵ
P

)
. (31)

Recall that for all i < j, we have δPj
≤ Aaj−iδPi

(see item (3) in Lemma 7). By this and item (2)
in Lemma 7, for each cube P ′, if P → P ′, then

dist(P, P ′) ≤
∞∑
j=0

δPj
≲ δP ,

where we have written Pj = Pj(P ). So for each ℓ ∈ Z, there are at most C cubes P such that
δP = 2ℓ and P → P ′. Then, for the inner sum on the far right of (31), using that n−{s}p+ ϵ < 0,
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we have ∑
P :P→P ′

δ
n−{s}p+ϵ
P =

∑
P :P→P ′ and δP≥

δP ′
A

δ
n−{s}p+ϵ
P

=
∑

ℓ≥log2
δP ′
A

∑
P :P→P ′ and δP=2ℓ

δ
n−{s}p+ϵ
P

≲
∑

ℓ≥log2
δP ′
A

(2n−{s}p+ϵ)ℓ

≲ δ
n−{s}p+ϵ
P ′ .

Using this in (31), we obtain∑
P

δ
n−{s}p+ϵ
P

∞∑
j=0

∥F∥pLs,p(Pj(P ))δ
{s}p−n−ϵ
Pj(P ) ≲

∑
P ′

∥F∥pLs,p(P ′) ≤ ∥F∥pLs,p(Rn).

Combining this with equation (30), we obtain that

∥Tf∥pLs,p(Rn) ≲ ∥F∥pLs,p(Rn).

This shows the boundedness of T and completes the proof of our main result, Theorem 1.

Appendix A Proof of Lemma 6

Proof. First, by Lemma 4 and Lemma 5(2), G is well defined and G is C∞ on Dc because the sum
in G is a finite sum in a neighborhood of any point in Dc. Let H = G−F . Because F ∈ Cm(Rn),
we get H is Cm on Dc. By Lemma 5(3), we have

H(x) =

{∑
P∈F θP (x)(J

m
xP
F (x)− F (x)), x ∈ Rn\D;

0, x ∈ D.

For any k such that 0 ≤ k ≤ m, let S(k) be the statement that for any multi-index i with
0 ≤ |i| < k, the partial derivative ∂iH is differentiable, and for any 0 ≤ |i| ≤ k, we have ∂iH(x) = 0
for all x ∈ D. It is clear that S(0) is true.

For any multi-index i with |i| ≤ m, for any x0 ∈ D, and any x ∈ Dc, there exists Q ∈ F such
that x ∈ Q. For any cube P such that P ↔ Q, we have the following results by applying Lemmas
1(3) and 2(1):

|x− xP | ≤ δQ + δP + dist(P,D) ≤ δQ + 23δP ≤ 47δQ,

and

δQ ≤ 1

10
dist(Q,D) ≤ 1

10
|x− x0|. (32)
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Combining the above two inequalities together, we get

|x− xP | ≤
47

10
|x− x0|. (33)

From inequality (32) and Lemma 2(1), we get

δP ≤ 2δQ ≤ 1

5
|x− x0|. (34)

Next, we will derive an upper bound for ∂iH(x):

|∂iH(x)| =
∣∣∣∂i
∑
P

θP (x)
(
Jm
xP
F (x)− F (x)

)∣∣∣
≲
∑
j≤i

∑
P

∣∣∂i−jθP (x)
∣∣∣∣∂jJm

xP
F (x)− ∂jF (x)

∣∣
≲
∑
j≤i

∑
P↔Q

δ
|j|−|i|
P

∣∣Jm−|j|
xP

∂jF (x)− ∂jF (x)
∣∣ (by Remark 2)

≲
∑
j≤i

∑
P↔Q

δ
|j|−|i|
P

∑
|h|=m

sup
|t−x|≤|x−xP |

|∂hF (t)− ∂hF (xP )||x− xP |m−|j| (by Proposition 2)

≲
∑
P↔Q

∑
|h|=m

sup
|t−x|≤5|x−x0|

|∂hF (t)− ∂hF (xP )||x− x0|m−|i|, (35)

where the latter inequality is derived from inequality (33) and inequality (34), all constants are
only depending on n and m. By triangle inequality and inequality (33), we shall continue as
follows:

(35) ≲
∑
P↔Q

∑
|h|=m

sup
|t−x|≤5|x−x0|

|∂hF (t)− ∂hF (x0)||x− x0|m−|i|

+
∑
P↔Q

∑
|h|=m

sup
|t−x|≤5|x−x0|

|∂hF (x0)− ∂hF (xP )||x− x0|m−|i|

≲|x− x0|m−|i|
∑
|h|=m

sup
|t−x|≤5|x−x0|

|∂hF (t)− ∂hF (x0)|. (36)

For any 0 ≤ k < m, assume that the statement S(k) is true. Then, for any i with |i| = k, and
for any x0 ∈ D and x ∈ Dc, we have ∂iH(x0) = 0 because S(k) is true. Therefore, by inequality
(36), we can write:

|∂iH(x)− ∂iH(x0)| =|∂iH(x)|

≲|x− x0|m−|i|
∑
|h|=m

sup
|t−x|≤5|x−x0|

|∂hF (t)− ∂hF (x0)|.
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Notice that

|x− x0|m−1−|i|
∑
|h|=m

sup
|t−x|≤5|x−x0|

|∂hF (t)− ∂hF (x0)| → 0 as x → x0, x ∈ Dc,

because |i| = k < m. Therefore

|∂iH(x)− ∂iH(x0)|
|x− x0|

→ 0 as x → x0, x ∈ Dc.

Also, for any x ∈ D, ∂iH(x) = ∂iH(x0) = 0. In conclusion, we have

|∂iH(x)− ∂iH(x0)|
|x− x0|

→ 0 as x → x0. (37)

This implies that ∂iH is differentiable at x0 ∈ D. Recall H is Cm on Dc. Therefore, ∂iH is
differentiable on the entire Rn. Furthermore, by the formula (37) and the definition of derivative,
for any j such that |j| = |i|+ 1 = k + 1, we have ∂jH(x) = 0.

By induction, we conclude that S(k) is true for all 0 ≤ k ≤ m, and therefore also for k = m.
This means that H is m-times differentiable and that for any |i| ≤ m and x ∈ D,

∂iH(x) = 0. (38)

The final step is to prove that ∂iG is continuous for |i| = m. We only need to show that it is
continuous at every point in D.

For any x0 ∈ D and any x ∈ Dc, using inequality (36), we have

|∂iH(x)− ∂iH(x0)| = |∂iH(x)| ≲
∑
|h|=m

sup
|t−x|≤5|x−x0|

|∂hF (t)− ∂hF (x0)| → 0 as x → x0, x ∈ Dc.

For any x ∈ D, by equation (38),

|∂iH(x)− ∂iH(x0)| = 0.

Therefore
lim
x→x0

|∂iH(x)− ∂iH(x0)| = 0.

This implies that ∂iH is continuous at every point inD, which in turn means that ∂iH is continuous
on Rn. Since H ∈ Cm(Rn), it follows that G = H + F ∈ Cm(Rn). For any x ∈ D and for all
multi-indices i with |i| ≤ m, we have

∂iG(x) = ∂iH(x) + ∂iF (x) = ∂iF (x).
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